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-ROCEEDINGS \ 3ATES OF THE SEVENTIETH CONGRESS 
I ROC EE NGS Al Di oS OF 1 SEVENTIE CONGRESS 
‘ >rC’TY +E; a I ) TY 
FIRST SESSIO! 
SENATE HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION RI 
Monpay. Janus GQ 192928 The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 131) providing for a 
area Sg ’ ission to investigate and report ‘ the fa onnected : 
The Chaplain, Rey. ZeBarney T. Phi noe, Bh De ed ‘ king <« I marine S-—§ al 1x ia i 
1 lowing prayer ihneces tor the protection OF Submarines Wus rea Lw ice 3 
AImicht , 5 ( 1 , : ‘ ; title and refe ti to Ul ‘ I Lies n Naval Alfail 
Almignty and everia ne , WhO art aiways I ay | 
to hear than we to pray and art wont to give more than either | PETITIONS AND ME 
: sire or deserve ! nw nu [ 7 } 
we desi Or l \ pour V I 1 i Phy | of Pennsylvania Mr. President. I send to 
merey and gral { l I spiri to 1 ! do only sucl . . : : : 
ing richt. that } ‘ nvthine ti a on adopted by the Pennsy!vania Bar Associatiot 
i S as are ricnt, that we, Who can I iO an hing 


good without Thee, may by Thee be enabled to live a ding 


to Thy will, through Jesus Christ our Lord. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed 
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Corris and by | 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 














and the Journal was approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Ha 
gan, one of its clerks, announced th Hou had | ed a 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 131) pro g for a con ssion 
to inves if nd report upon the f s connected with tl 
sinking of the submarine S-j, and upon methods and appli 
ances for the protection of submarines, in which it requested the 
concurrence of tl senate 
The messas Iso announced that the House had agreed to the | 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 82 
to continue commissioners in the Court of Claims. 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 
The message further announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, | 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice President 
H. R. 6657. An act to extend the times for commencing and | 
' 


completing the construction of a bridge across the Columbia 
River near Kettle Falls, Wash.; and 

H. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution to continue commissioners il 
the Court ot 





iims. 
CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena 
tors answered to their names: 


Ashurst Edwards Ia Folletts Ss i 
Barkley Ferris McKellar S i 
Layard Fess McLean Shortridg 
Bingham Pletcher McMaster S t 
Black Frazier MeNary Steck 
Blaine George Mayfield Steiwer 
Blease Gerry Metcalf Step } 
Borab G tt Moses Swat! } 
Bratton Glass Neely Thomas 
Brookhart Gould Norbeck Tran 
sroussard Greene Norris ry 1238 
Bruce Hale Nye lvyson 
Capper larris Oddie Wagner 
Caraway Harrison Overman Walsh, M 
Copeland Hawes Phipps Walsh, M 
Couzens Hayden Pine Warren 
Curtis Heflin Pittman Waterman 
Cutting Howell Ransdell Watson 
Dale Johnson Reed, Pa Wheeler 
Deneen Jones Robinson, Ark, Willis 
Dill Kendrick Robinson, Ind, 

kdge King Sackett 


Mr. OVERMAN. My colleague {Mr. Smumons] is necessarily 
detained from the Senate by a cold. 

Mr, HAWES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
REED of Missouri] is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AsHurst in the chair). 
Eighty-six Senators have answered to their names, There is a 
quorum present. 


LXIX——73 


and ask that it be read by the clerk and appropriately reterred 
The resolution was read and referred to the Commitier 
a 


ribanee, aS toiowss: 





( 2 j vy th T¢ Q YT t . ’ 
tion held at Be s I J 7 
Where 1 ( 10 It! of I i 
i ix ated I L l I Lie i 
r r ft Sf ; ; ? x ; 7 
Whereas this | 3 1 foll i e va t 
States of the Union, so that ir i ’ 
and important features of e fisca tem of S Ss; and 
Wher the Federal Ge } I t | l nt ? 
the I it taxati n V 3 1 el i me i 
W he t nereasing finar ae d 1 Sta govern its 
mak necessary to conserve y log | e of enu and 
W here d 1 of t Ss 1 ex s ’ 
V No t ‘ t it 
Resolve I t! ‘ it he Pennsylvania Bar Ass I 
tax ‘ ‘ rt transf ) nberitance s 
reserved ft t s i r I ler ‘ I a 
now withdraw from this qd ane ‘ to the § s excin this 
much-needed sour o r enue 
Res ed l i is I n be se to the Senat 1 
R nt fro Pennsylvania in ( the 1 i 
States, and f£ © to the e) e mr ee of the Ameri : bar 
4 ociacl 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I send he 
desk another resolution which I ask may be read and appr: 
priately referred, 
The resolution was read and referred to the Comm 
Appropriations, as follows: 
Resolutions adopted by the Pennsylvania B Asse mata ¢ 
tion held at B 1s June 2 1927 
Whereas there is a g tendency r the Cong s of the 1 l 
S es to appropri for various purposes from tl nal 
reasury to the States, ou I n that e Stat Will match 
ppropriation by app ng a eq ent ; t for the 
purpose; and 
Whereas such : ropriations require the Federal Government to 
impose a heavier burden of taxation upon the citizens of the 1 
States than is required for the purposes of tl I 1 Governn 
and 
Whereas the policy of appropriating money from the Federal Tr 
to the treasuries of the States for specific purposes on condition that 








an equivalent amount be appropriated by the States for the same 
pose constitutes in effect an encroachment by the Federal 
into the constitutional field of the State covefnment 





couraging by Federal action an expansion of the governmental program 
of the States in order to entitle the State to receive its share of the 
Federal appropriation: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the Pennsylvania Bar Association 
any expansion of the pelicy of subsidies from the FPedera! Gover 
to the States be, and the same is hereby, condemned as opposed to the 
constitutional organization of government established in the United 
States and, censequently, prejudicial te the best interests of its 
citizens. 


1151 








Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Senators and 
Representati v« from Pe yivania tn the Congress of the United 
States, and also to the executive committee of the American Bar 
\ ) n. 


Mr. KING presented a resolution adopted by the department 
of mines and mining, of the Sacramento (Calif.) Chamber of 
Co! erce, protesting against the making of further with- 
drawals of public lands or any additions to present existing res- 
erviilions or withdrawals by the Federal Government unless and 
until Congress shall have inciuded in such withdrawals ample 
Dt ns permitting the widest development of the natural 

rces, including mining, within such areas, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. JOEINSON presented resolutions of the department of 
mines and mining of the Seramento (Calif.) Chamber of Com 
merce, which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
aud ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolution 


Whe the acquisition of title to lands bearing deposits of precious 
mi in paying quantities is a question of great interest to the 
udustry affected and to the area adjacent thereto; and 

Whereas the present existing statutes of Congress and the regulations 
of the Departments of the Interior and of Agriculture relating to the 
patenting of such Jands are becoming each year more complicated, thus 
discouraging prospecting and primary development of such deposits ; and 

Whereas it is possible to greatly simplify the procedure in perfecting 
title te ich mines and deposits and yet fully protect all rights and 
int ts of the United States: Now therefore be it 

ad by the department of mines and mining of the Sacramento 
f er of ¢ merce, That the act of May 10, 1872, be amended and 
ex ig regulitions of the Departments of the Interior and Agriculture 
be modified to provide for a simple and direct procedure for perfecting 
tit by United States patent to mining claims containing precious 
min and at all statutes of Congress and all regulations of both 
said partments be so framed as to facilitate the work of obtaining 
United States patent to such claims and deposits; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to Senators 
JOHNSON and Sirorrriper, to Senator TAsksr L, Oppis, chairman of 
the Senate Committee on Mines and Mining, and to all Representatives 
in Congress from California, with the request that they use their best 
efforts to bring about the modifications herein desired 

Approved by the board of directors, Sacramento Chamber of Com- 
merece November 7, 1927 


A. S. Dupuy, Secretary. 


Mr. WATSON presented the following concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Indiana, which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
SPATS OF INDIANA, 
Office of the Secretary of State. 

bE. 2 Kk. Schortemeier, secretary of state of the State of Indiana, 

hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a full, true, 


and nplete copy of enrolled Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 6 of the 
seyenty-fifth regular session of the General Assembly of the State of 
Indiana, begun on the 6th day of January, A. D. 1927, which said 


m wus filed in my office on the 28th day of February, A. D. 
appears on file as the law directs, in this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my band and affix the great 
seal of the State of Indiana. Done at my office, in the city of In- 
diavapolis, this 5th day of January, A. D. 1928 

[SBAL.] I’, EK, SCHORTEMBIER, 

Sccretary of State. 


i, & he same 


Enrolled Senate Concurrent Resolution 6, requesting the Congress of the 
United States to appropriate funds to carry out certain recommenda- 
tions of the Chief of Staff of the United States Army made in fur- 

herance of the national defense act of 1920 
Whereas the President of the United States in a recent message to 

the Congress of the United States has stated that the Army and Navy 

of the United States should be strengthened, and that a people who 
neglect their national defense are putting in jeopardy their national 
honor: and 

Whereas, in furtherance of the national defense act of 1920, and 
amendments thereto, and in order to increase and promote the strength 
and effectiveness of the Army, the Chief of Staff of the Army of the 
United States has recommended substantially as follows: 

a Phat the Regular Army be brought back to the strength of 
150.000 enlisted meh and 13,000 officers, and that it be suitably housed 
and enabled to conduct annual maneuvers on a moderate scale; 

(b) That the National Guard be given the support necessary to per- 
mit its progressive development toward a strength of 250,000; 

(c) That the skeleton sanization of the Organized Reserves be 
adequately maintained; 
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(d) That ll r “eve Mfieers receive an average f 15 day * training 
in each three y 

(e) That the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps units be further de- 
veloped; and 

(f) That provision may be made for a ¢ | increase in the num 
ber accommodated ai l in citizens’ mil trait y camps: There- 
fore 

SwecTion 1. Be it resolved by the General A mbly of the State of 
Indiane, That the General Assembly of the State of Indiana respect 
fully and earnestly urges upon the Congress the necessity of appro- 
priating such funds and enacting such legislatior s will adequately 
provide for the effective carrying out of the provisions of the national 
defense act of 1920 and also the recommendat 3s of the Chief of 
Staff of the Army of the United States hereinbefore set forth 

snc. 2. Suitable copies of this resolution shall be sent, by the secr¢ 
tary of tat to the President of the United States, the Presiding 
Officers of both branches of Congress, to the Senators and Representa 


tives in Con from this State, and to the members of the con- 





gressional Committee on Appropriations and Military Affuirs, 
FF, Harotp VAN ORMAN, 
President of the Senate, 
Harry G. LESLIB, 
Speaker of the Tlouse of Represer tatives. 
Filed Pebruary 28, 1927——4.10 p. m, 
I. E, SCHORTEMEILER 


Secretary of State 


Mr. WILLIS presented a resolution adopted by the City 
Council of Cleveland, Ohio, which was referred to the Cou- 
mittee on Civil Service and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

Whereas there has been a bill introduced In the United States Senate 


by Senator Date, known as Senate bill 1727, and in the House a bill 
by Congressman LEHLBACH, known as H. R. 25, both bills being iden 
tical; and 

Whereas these bills provide for a liberalization of the retirement bill 
for postal and other civil-service employees that was passed by the last 
Congress to the extent that they ask for yoluntary retirement after 50 
years of service, and also ask that the annuity be increased from $1,000 
to $1,200 per annum; and 

Whereas we believe that the requests are just and reasonable and 
should be granted: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the City Council of Cleveland in regular session assembled 
this 2d day of January, 1928, That we go on record as indorsing Senate 
bill 1727 and House bill 25, both being known as the Dale-Lehlbach 
bill, and request the two Senators from Ohio and the three Congressmen 
from Cleveland to support and vote for the same; and be it further 

Resolved, That we instruct the city clerk to send a copy of these 
resolutions to Senators FRANK B, WILLIS and SIMEON D. Fess, and also 
to Congressmen THropor#e E, BurTON, CHARLES A, MoOoNEY, and Robert 
CROSSER. 

Adopted January 2, 1928. 

I, Fred W. Thomas, clerk of council of the city of Cleveland, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of resolu- 
tion, file No. 81765, adopted by the council of the city of Cleveland, 
January 2, 1928, 

Witness my hand and seal at Cleveland, Ohio, this 6th day of Jan- 
vary, A. D. 1928. 

[ SEAL. } F. W. THOMAS, 

Clerk of Council of the City of Cleveland. 
Per CHAS. F. COWELL, Assistant. 


Mr. WARREN. I present a resolution signed by the gov- 
ernors of several States, which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas it is the conviction of the governors and interstate water 
commissioners and other representatives of the States of Colorado, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming, the four States of the upper basin 
of the Colorado River, that the interstate agreement embodied in form 
by the Colorado River compact as negotiated at Santa Fe, N. Mex., 
in November, 1922, should be completed and placed in full force and 
effect through approval and acceptance by the seven Colorado River 
States, in order that the way may be properly cleared for the orderly 
development of the Colorado River; and 

Whereas substantial progress has been made during the past few 
months toward the completion of the said compact and negotiations 
are now being carried on im a competent manner looking to such 
completion : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That it is the firm belief of the representatives of the four 
said upper basin States as assembled at Denver, Cole., this 19th day of 
December, 1927, that no legislation proposing the construction of any 
project upon the Colorado River should be enacted by Congress, or 
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memorials from the Chamber {f Commerce a the Clear 
House A n, both Cheyenne, Wyo., protesting agains 
de‘ay in « ion of the peuding tax reduction bill, whicl 
were refert Com! tee n Finance 

He als ed resolutions adopted by the Americar 
National I I Asst n, at Sa Liake ( \ Utal 
favoring th e of leg ion to permit the purchase of 





more in isol 
Public 
resolutions adopted by 
Commerce and Li Ciub of Basin, Wyoe., 
the passage of any legislation designed to 
immigration of Mexicans into the United 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. JONES presented memorials of sundry citizens in the 
State of Washington, remonstrating against the passage of 

gi providing for compulsory Sunday 
District of Columbia, which referred to 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DENEEN presented memorials of 
White Hall and Pearl, IL, remonstrating against the 
of legislation providing for compulsory Sunday rvance in 
the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committe 
on the District of Columbia, 

He also presented the memorial of George M. Hall, of Chi- 
cago, Ill, remonstrating the continuance of the so- 
called theater was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr, SHIPSTEAD presented a resolution 
of Marshall County, Mini favoring the 
if relief from floods and fer the prevention of future 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of St. 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of 
viding for compulsory Sunday observance in 
Columbia, which were referred to the Committee 
of Columbia 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the immediate extension of 
the classification act to all the Government field service, which 
wis referred te the Committee on Civil Servier 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Cherokee Lodge 
No. 37, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, at Kans., 
favoring the of legislation for the adoption of a certain 
safety apyliance for railroads, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a resolution adopted 
women of Harper County, Kans., favoring an 
so-called Capper-Ketcham bill, providing funds for 
ment of work in ulture and home 
economics, including men women extension 
agents in equitable proportions, which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Arkansas 
Valley Flood Control and Water Storage Association of Kansas, 
relative to storing the waters of the larger tributaries of the 
Mississippi River in connection with flood control in the valley, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by members of 
printing industry of Wichita, Kans., favoring the 
legislation restoring the rates of third and fourth class mails 
to the 1924 basis, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, 


640 acres of lands or were 
relerred to ti 


He also 


ted tracts, which 
' 


1e Committee on Lands and Surveys 


presented the Chamber of 
protesting agair 
further restrict the 


States, which were 


ons 


legislatior observance in the 


were the Committee « 
sundry citizens of 
passage 


obse 


against 
war tax, which 
citizens 
Congress 
floods, 


adoptle d by 


affording by 


Paul, 

pro- 
District of 
District 


legislation 
the 
on the 





Parsons, 


passage 


eting of 
to the 


at a me 
amendment 
the develop 
cooperative extension agcrk 


silaries of and 


the 


passage of 


T 
i 


-ECORD 


SENATE L153 


I rN F 4 I 7 \ 
( | Ka ( 
( ’ 
H | M ] 
Clas rv t . , £ | f 
l I ru i \ 
ferred to the ¢ f i ul l 
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Lik ai nied s lt » ¢ 
f e Amel i VW Mothers, of Topeka, 1 ing 
[Mis — ( ( ul \ a iti \A \ ch Ww a st é 
Committe n Military Affair 
He LiIsO Preset Low resoluti ( ‘ ta arn 
Uni Managers A l Kans bork Kans. 
i Ing the passag OL thie ‘ i 1 Me t hinge l 
rt ef | i ict Ww ett , ‘ til I \ ( 
ture ind rorestry 
He also presented a memoria sundry citizens of Reserve 
Kans., remonstrating against the imposi n of a tax on Chau 
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tizens of the 
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providing for compulsory Sunday ob- 
District of Columbia, which were referred 
District of Columbia. 


memorials, nume 
State of Miel 


presented rousiy 


remons 


lgan 


mmimittee on the 
FARM LABOR 


Mr. PHIVPPS. Mr. President, I send to the desk certain res 
lutions ad pted by rent 
further restriction of the 
and also one from the ¢ 

for a continuance of the re riction 
on the subject I ask 
printed in the 


FROM MEXICO 


Colorado organi 
immigration of Mexicar 


‘oloradoe State Federati 


ind also several letters 


1iff 
(iill 


ing 
that the resolutions and letters be 
Recorp and appropriately referred 

There being no objection, the esolutions and letters were 
referred to the Committee on 
printed in the Recor 


tion and ordered t tye 


lmmigra 
» aS follows: 





JANUARY 3, 1928 
Mr. ¢ EF. ¢ LIs N, 
Yanager Denver Chamber of Commerce, Denver, ¢ > 
Dear M COLLISSON: In reply to your favor « Db ' r 3 vith 
the inclosed resolutions, I fully a Ww i il citiz t it would 
e most unwise to make an I t I ‘ 
Mex 
I n rict il s dp eV t 1 
I r t e United Sta int iy ex 3 
ad ey ince coming to Congress 
Re ly I illed this tt the personal a n Ss etary 
Davis, who informed 1! that the department had not authorized any 
hange in existing regulations on the subject, and I have also taken it 
up with my colleagues in Congres irging t! no ad onal legislation 
be enacted at this time 
Promising to continue my efforts along such lines nd appreciatir 
your interest in the important matter 
Yours sincerely, 
LAWREN‘< ( PHIPPS 
Re tion 
Whereas ag ultural prod lol s tl ggest f r in the ecor 
welfare of the State of rad ! 
Whereas the crop] y st f rriga ] n » j 
eludes the wing ot I r f t fi ' ' 
the cultivation and harvesting of I field t 1 
needed—sugar beet [ itor d l f t i 
green beans, cabbags nior dt t and 


Whereas a maintenar 


for the support of present agricultural | fuctte j 

Whereas Mexican ki rers ha largely been used f i long period 
of years to do much of t roug required f f growing 
of these crop and 

Whereas their services in that connection are satisfactory; and 

Whereas many of them return to eir homes i M juriy e 
winter period; and 

Whereas a careful analysis of all social factors relate; 





leads to the cor 


Mexican farm labor clusion that 
the best now 
Whereas there is no y¥ 


Now therefore be it 


availabl and 
sible source of supply of suitable substitute 


laborers: 








Resolred, That the Denver Chamber of Commerce is opposed to any 
ification of existing immigration laws by the Seventieth Congress 
J States of America that would affect the fow of Mexicans 
ack i forth across our border. 
Adopted by the board of directors December 30, 1927 
G. kk, CASHMAN, Manager. 
Kesolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the City of Fort Collins, 
Colo 

W eas it appears that an effort is being made in the Congress of 
the United States now in session to bring about legislation further re- 
ation of Mexican laborers into the United States to 


be used during the farming season; and 


tr ne the impor 


agencies for a iong time past have been engaged in 
gettin ibor from the various States of the United States to come into 


this vicinity during the farming season for the purpose of performing 





hand vor in the growing of sugar beets; and 
W it is impossible to obtain sufficient American labor to su 
cessfully meet the peak demands for hand labor during the growing 
i } . sugar Pets 5 and 
Wh t past have demonstrated that the Mexican labor 
is highly efficient and not competitive with any American laborers, 
j t it the best judgment of those engaged in the growing of 
ugar | in this community that without the aid of the Mexican 
nd it would t impractical to continue the growing of sugar 
t nd 
W is these Mex n beet laborers are distributed among the farm- 


ers of this community and wre come in contact with the best class of 
ition and receive many benefits beside that purely financial, 


which results in making these people friendly with the citizens of the 
I ted States; and that they largely spend their money where it is 
mad { usually at the end of the season return to their native coun- 
try to nd the winter months in a climate less rigorous than that in 
the t t-crowing area; and 

Whereas the beet-growing industry is of vital importance to the 


icultural development of this community and is one of the principal 
sources of prosperity of the community: Now, therefore, be it 
Fort Collins Chamber of Commerce, That we protest 


st any change of the immigration laws which would tend to re 

t or hind the ability of the beet growers and farmers of this 

community to secure hand laborers from the citizens of Mexico; and be 
furt} 

Reso d, That we urge our Senators and Representatives in this 
Congr to use all honorable means to defeat any measure affecting 
the immigration laws and consequently affecting the prosperity of our 
ugar-beet growers; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to both United 


States Senators and each of the four Representatives in Congress from 
Colorado 
THe Forr COLLINS CHAMRER OF COMMERCE, 
By Byron ALBERT, President. 


GREELBY, COLO., December 8, 1927. 
Hon, L. C. Puipps, Sr., 
Wember of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: We have been advised that there is a serious possibility 
that some action will be taken in the present session of Congress to 
further restrict Mexican immigration into the United States. 

As you no doubt well know, the very existence of the sugar-bect 
industry of Colorado is dependent upon Mexican labor. This industry 
requires a great deal of hand labor, and each year serious difficulty is 
encountered by the farmers of northern Colorado in securing a suffi 
Through long experience, Mexican labor 
has been found most satisfactory for the work, and only through the 
fact that this labor could be secured in sufficient quantity bas the sugar- 
beet industry been able to progréss. 

Many of the Mexicans adapt themselves admirably to local condi- 
tioy ut many return to Mexico each year and others are absorbed by 


clent number of farm workers 


other industries 
As a result of this condition it is necessary each year to bring into 
the et territory several thousand laborers from the outside. This 
furnished only by permitting immigration from Mexico, 
and it is for that reason that we of the sugar-beet territories are very 
much alarmed over any proposed action that will decrease this very 
necessary supply 
his letter is sent you as the result of action taken by the board of 
directors of the chamber of commerce at a regular meeting of the board 
held Friday, December 2, 1927. 
Very sincerely yours, 
S0OARD OF DiREcTORS, GREELEY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
THos. M. Weusu, President. 
W. M. WILLIAMS, Secretary. 
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Resolution 


Whereas the agricultural development of northern Colorado has re- 
sulted in the beet industry becoming the principal interest of northern 
Colorado to-day, and has put Colorado in the foremost ranks of the 
sugar-producing States in the United States; and 

Whereas our ‘ it on Mexican labor 
immigrated tnto this country inually as the 1 t valuable help in 
producing this crop that they have been able to secure; and 

Whereas this Mexican labor is seasonable labor which comes and goes 
with the beet culture, coming into the United States during the period 





of growing and harvesting of the beet and returning again in large 
numbers to their native country; and 

Whereas if this particular lal immigration should be restricted it 
would necessitate the Colorado beet-growing farmer securing this help 
from other sections of the country and would seriously shorten the 
labor supply in those sections; and 

Whereas this labor has been the most satisfactory and most profitable 
labor that can be secured. for this particular industry: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Longmont Chamber of Commerce, the citizens of 
Longmont, and the farmers of the trade territory of Longmont are 
opposed, and hereby express themselves as opposed, to the enactment 
of any legislation that might place a rigid restriction on the importation 
of this Mexican labor into the United States; and that a copy of these 
resolutions be sent to the Colorado Congressmen and Senators in the 
city of Washington, D. C. 


Resolution 


Whereas the city of Sterling, Colo., is located in one of the best beet- 
raising sections in the country and the revenue derived from such 
beets is of material benefit to the well-being of the community; and 

Whereas the farmers of this locality are now and have for years 
past been dependent on immigrant Mexican farm laborers for the labor 
work on the beets, which practice has proven, by experience, to result 
in the rendering of satisfactory service, and has not developed any 
great social, economical, or political problem and that there is no ap- 
parently visible source of supply of other farm laborers for this pur- 
pose; and 

Whereas the prosperity of our section is dependent to a large extent 
on the continuance by the farmers of this system of employing beet 
laborers and that the welfare of the Mexican laborers themselves, and 
of their respective families, is promoted by the manner of employment 
indicated ; and 

Whereas many of these Mexican beet laborers employed in the agricul- 
tural territory adjacent to the city of Sterling, Colo., during the period 
of growing and harvesting local crops, return to their homeland at the 
end of the harvest season, they or their substitutes coming back to the 
United States each spring in search of farm employment, which neces- 
sitates the continuation of the opportunity afferded them at present, if 
a severe shortage of farm workers is to be avoided: and 

Whereas it is rumored that there will be some agitation to restrict 
the further immigration of Mexicans for this purpose: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Lions Clubs of Sterling, Colo., 
That this club, composed of representative business and professional 
men of this city, is opposed to the enactment of any legislation or 
regulation seeking to impose further restrictions on farm-labor immigra- 
tion from Mexico; and that a copy of this resolution be mailed to the 
Colorado Representatives and Senators in the United States Congress. 


in meeting assembled, 


Resolution adopted by the Rocky Ford Chamber of Commerce Decemfer 


2, 1927 


Whereas an effort appears to be under way to introduce in the 
coming session of Congress an amendment to the immigration laws 
whereby further restriction on Mexican immigration would be adopted; 

Whereas an average of about 10,000 Mexican laborers per annum 
have emigrated to the United States from Mexico and under the 
proposed amendment but about 1,500 per annum would be permitted 
each year; 

Whereas this territory is dependent to a great extent on Mexican 
labor in its principal industries, viz, the beet industry and the melon 
industry, and such restriction would be a serious handicap to these 
industries : Now, therefore be it 

Resolved by the Rocky Ford Chamber of Commerce, That we go on 
record as being opposed to such proposed restriction for the reasons 
above stated; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each of the 
Senators and Representatives from Colorado as indicating to them the 
attitude of the citizens of the Arkansas Valley in Colorado. 

BELLe DARING. 
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Ovip, COLO 


December 19, 1927 
Hon. LAWRENCE C. Pu 


immigrant iabor wi i will ada COmMMUBILY ; 


Whereas the Mexican labore whom they bave employed for many 
years, appears to be highly satisfactory in that be presents no serious 
socia conomic, or political problem and adapts himself to the com 
munity in which he lives; and 

Whereas the crops grown in this locality necessitate such labor and 
the rosperity f the ommunity w d t greatly impaired shouid 


immigration of Mexicans be restricted; and 


Whereas a great many of the Mexican laborers employed on farms 


adjacent to the wh of Ovid during the crop season return to Mexico 
after harvest, and the next spring they r others come back to the 
United States, many of them coming ick from year to year to our 


locality Now, therefore be it 


I 





Resolved. That the chamber of commeret pl es is ! r rd 
being opposed to any restriction in the immigration f su i r ana 
that a copy of this resolution be sent to the Colorado del i i 


Congress, 


THe Ovip CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By R. H. SUTHERLAND, Secretary 


A resolution of the Mountain States Beet Growers’ Marketing Associatior 
adopted November 23, 1927 


There are strong indications that at the coming session « 


an amendment will be introduced to the present immigrati laws 


proposing further restrictions on Mexican immigration that would vir 


tually prohibit the incoming of any farm laborers. 


Although we licit labor annually from distant States, each year we 
meet new difficulties in hiring a sufficient number of suit e farm 

orker Under the proposed bill about 1,500 could be admitted eacl 
year from Mexico. During the last five years approximately 50,000 Mexi 
cang have immigrated into the United States per year. TI! labor has 
been quickly absorbed, and yet the supply of farm labor has been short. 


To our knowledge a large percentage of the Mexican farm laborers 
in Colorado return fo Mexi o each year on ¢ ym pletion of the harvest 
If their return to t 


farm-labor shortage 


United States was prevented, as now proposed, the 

would be greatly increased. In the sugar-beet 

raising districts this Mexican labor has done i work acceptabl and 
their presence has created no social problems of any moment 

For these reasons the Mountain States Beet Growers Marketing As 


sociation opposes any legislation placing 








idditional restrictions on 


Mexican immigration. There is an association of agricultural interests 


which lately convened at El Paso, Tex., having for its purpose the pro 
tection in Congress of the farm-labor supply. WHaving been invited t 
join, we hereby pledge our support and cooperation Among the in 





terested groups of farmers are the orange growers of California, the 
cotton raisers of the South, citrus fruit and vegetable growers, potato 
farmers, and wool growers. 

In taking this step the beet association fs mindful of the right 


interests of others as well as its own requirements. We want to pre- 








i I 

vent a condition which would force one group of farmers t teal 
another group’s farm labor. If the beet-field help is not available from 
Mexican sources, we would be forced to solicit labor from t orn and 
grain farming territory or from the cotton and vegetable produ g dis- 
tricts. If, finally, sufficient workers are not obtainable for the ugar 
eet owers, they would be forced to devote their lands to other crops 


would foree this struggle for labor upon an agriculture already bending 
under many problems. 

The Mountain States Beet Growers Marketing Association also is 
mindful of the welfare of skilled labor, whose interests would be injured 
by the proposed legislation. The skilled mechanic is dependent upon the 
so-called unskilled farm labor for raw materials as well as food. The 
great brotherhvods of transportation workers are largely dependent upon 
farm tonnage. Without the products of the unskilled laborers the skilled 
workers would have nothing to do. 

We also have in mind the publie at large dependent upon agriculture. 
General business interests in our farming communities will suffer if 
this proposed legislation is enacted. 

The Mountain States Beet Growers Marketing Association instructs 
its secretary to send a copy of this resolution to all members of the Colo- 
rado delegation in Congress as an expression of the association’s position 
on this question, 


which there already is a plenty. The proposed legislation, if enacted, 


THe MOUNTAIN SraTes Berr GRowERs’ 
MARKNTING ASSOCIATION, 

W. E. Letrorgp, President, 

J. D, PANCAKR, Seoretary. 
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Whereas it is proposed to enact national leislatk further restr 
ing immigration of Mexicans to the United Stat ar 

Whereas the farmers of t! Windsor district a nov ond have deen 
for several yea past, dependent on imm int Mex far lnborers 
to complete their labor s yh i the | i Merxica 
¢ ‘ t purr has proven by ex rience to re ‘ . 7 the abor 
problem with t ti development f any s ! econ 
political problem; and 

Whereas the prosperity of this I lity a nd l measure 
oO the ibility f ou Pop re * rf +? well ; } 1 cropping 
plan of this section, ar : there is not nov ni irce of 
ply farm laborers other than f Mexico, furt! tion Ww a 
be a calamity; and 

Whereas it is evident that the welfare of the immigrant Mexican 1 
his family s prom 1 by he I ter of the emplovment which he 
finds here; and 

Whereas it is the eusteom of many f the Mexican farn :aborers 
employed in the territory adjacent to Windsor during the growing and 
harvesting of crops to return to Mexico at the end of ft! harven 
son with the intention of returning here the followir epring in search 
of farm employment, or of send substitutes to take tl place 7h 
of which in our opinion constitutes good reason f continuat f 

pportunity at present afforded them: Now, therefo be it 

Resolved bu the Windsor Commenity Club of Windsor. Colo I t 
we are opposed to the enactment of any legislation further restr ing 
the mmigration f farm labor from Mexi believing that a severe 


shortage of farm workers would result from such legislation: Be it 
further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Colorado 
delegation in Congress 
Adopted this 6th day of Deeember, 1927 
WINDSOR (CoLO.) ComMUNITY CLR, 
Roy Ray, President 
W. T. Borne. Secretary 


Resolution by the Eaton Luncheon Club, adopted December 7, 1927 


Whereas the farmers of this locality are now, and have been for 
past years, dependent on immigrant Mexican farm laborers to complete 
their labor supply; and 

Whereas the practice of engaging Mexicans for that purpose has 


proven by experience to result in the rendering of satisfactory work 
and has not developed any important social, economi il 
problem ; and 

Whereas there is no visible source of supply of other farm laborers 
for that purpose if the immigration of Mexicans is further restricted; 


and 


or politica 


Whereas the prosperity of this district is dependent to a large extent 
on the ability of our farmers to follow the lo 


ng-« shed cropping 
plan of this section; and 






Whereas we onsider that the welfare of the immigrant Mexican 
farm hand, and that of his family, is promoted 1 the employment 
mentioned; and 

Whereas many Mexican farm laborers employed in the agricultural 


territory adjacent to the town of Eaton, Colo., during the period of 
growing and harvesting local crops return to their homeland at the end 


of the harvest season, they or substitutes coming back ft the hited 





States each spring in se of farm employment, which ne ssitates 
the continuation of the opportunity afforded them at present if a 
severe shortage of farm workers is to be avoided: Now, therefore. be it 


Resolved, That the Eaton Luncheon Club, of Eaton, Colo., is opposed 
to the enactment of any legislation seeking to impose further restri: 
tions on farm-labor immigration from Mexico, and that a copy of this 
resolution be sent to the Colorado delegation in Congress 

Toe EaATon Luencnpon Civups 
By O. G. Kirk, President. 
By GranuaM R. WALKER, Seeretary 


Whereas the sugar beet is considered one of the staple ¢ 
crops grown in this vicinity; and 

Whereas farmers for the past number of ycars have had to depend 
upon the engaging of Mexican labor to do the handwork in nnection 
with the growing of this and other crops; and 

Whereas the Mexican labor has rendered satisfactory service in this 
connection, without adversely affecting the community life in any way; 
and 

Whereas if the bringing in of Mexican labor is restricted there is 
no other source of supply of this character of labor; and 

Whereas our cropping system being so well established, and the 
community, both business and professional, being dependent upon 
agricultural sueceess; and 

Whereas the Mexican and his family by doing this work not only 
betters bis own condition but advances the prosperity of our com- 
munities; and 


nd profitable 
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Whereas it has been the eustom of many Mexican families employed 
in the Loveland district during the growing and barvesting season to 
return to visit their home folks during the winter, coming back to the 





United States each spring in time for the cropping season, necessi- 
tating this privilege being extended to them in the future, if our present 
8 , to be continued: Now, therefore, be it 

Re l Club of Loveland, Colo., is opposed to any 
h » ¢ nm laws that would further restrict immigra- 
tic ! ister Republic of Mexico, and that a copy of this resolu- 
I I ut to oul Repr sentatives in Congress. 

LOVELAND KIWANIs CLUB, 
Loveland, Colo., December 13, 1927. 

Whereas the sugar beet is considered one of the-staple and profitable 
crops grown in this vicinity ; and 

Whereas farmers for the past number of years have had to depend 
upon the engaging of Mexican labor to do the handwork in connection 
with the growing of this and other crops; and 


Whereas the Mexican labor has rendered satisfactory service in this 
connection, without adversely affecting the community life in any way; 
and 

Whereas if the bringing in of Mexican labor is restricted there is no 
other source of supply of this character of labor; and 

Whereas our cropping system being so well established and the com- 
munity, both business and professional, being dependent upon agricul- 
tural success; and 

Whereas the Mexican and his family by doing this work not only 
bett his own condition but advances the prosperity of our com- 
munities ; and 

Whereas it has been the custom of many Mexican families employed in 
the Loveland district during the growing and harvesting season to re- 
turn to visit their home folks during the winter, coming back to the 
United States each spring in time for the cropping season, necessitating 
this privilege being extended to them in the future, if our present sys- 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Kiwanis Club of Loveland, Colo., is opposed to any 
change in our immigration laws that would further restrict immigration 
from our sister Republic of Mexico, and that a copy of this resolution be 
sent to our Representatives in Congress, 


tem of agriculture is to be continued 


THe Lions CLs, 
Loveland, Cole. 
Whereas the sugar bect is considered one of the staple and profitable 


crops grown in the vicinity; and 
Whereas farmers for the past number of years have had to depend 
upon the engaging of Mexican labor to do the handwork in connection 





with the growing of this and other crops; and 
Whereas the Mexican labor has rendered satisfactory service in 


this connection, without adversely affecting the community life in 
anv way and 

Whereas if the bringing in of Mexican labor is restricted, there 
is no other source of supply of this character of labor; and 


Whereas our cropping system being so well established, and the 
community, both business aad professional, being dependent upon 
agricultural success; and 

Whereas the Mexican and his family by doing this work not only 
betters his own condition but advances the prosperity of our com- 
munities > and 

Whereas it has been the custom of many Mexican families employed 
in the Loveland district during the growing and harvesting season 
to return to visit their home folks during the winter, coming back 
to the United States each spring in time for the cropping season, 
necessitating this privilege being extended to them in the future, if 
our present system of agriculture is to be continued: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Lions Club of Loveland, Colo., is opposed to any 
change in our immigration laws that would further restrict immigra- 
tion from our sister Republic of Mexico, and that a copy of this reso- 
lution be sent to our Representatives in Congress. 

LIONS CLUB, 
Julesburg, Colo., December 7, 1927. 

At a regular meeting of the Julesburg Lions Club on December 7, 
1927, the following resolution was made and unanimously adopted: 

“Whereas the farmers of this locality are now, and have been for 
past years, dependent on immigrant Mexican farm laborers to complete 
their labor supply; and 

“ Whereas the practice of engaging Mexicans for that purpose has 
proven by experience to result in the rendering of satisfactory work 
and has not developed any important social, economic, or political 
problem ; and 

“Whereas there ts no visible source of supply of other farm 
laborers for that purpose if the immigration of Mexicans is further 
restricted; and 
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“Whereas the prosperity of this district is dependent to a large 
extent on the ability of our farmers to follow the long-established 
cropping plan of this section; and 

“ Whereas we consider that the welfare of the immigrant Mexican 
farm hand and that of his family is promoted by the employment 
mentioned; and 

“ Whereas many Mexican farm laborers emploved in the agricultural 
territory adjacent to the town of Julesburg, Colo., during the period 
of growing and harvesting local crops return to their homeland at the 
end of the harvest season, they or substitutes coming back to the 
United States each spring in search of farm employment, which neces- 
sitates the continuation of the opportunity afforded them at present 
if a severe shortage of farm workers is to be avoided: Now, therefore, 
be it 

© Resolved, That the Julesburg Lions Club of Julesburg, Colo., ts 
opposed to the enactment of any legislation seeking to impose further 
restrictions on farm-labor immigration from Mexico, and that a copy 
of this resolution be sent to the Colorado delegation in Congress.” 

Signed by 

A. T. Prrersen, Secretary. 


BrusH, CoLo., December 7, 1927. 
Hon, LAWRENCE C. PHIPPS, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Puipps: At our regular meeting and luncheon on 
Monday, December 5, with 37 members present, the following resolu- 
tions were read and unanimously adopted. It was also voted that we 
send you a copy of these resolutions and ask the favor of your support 
ind aid in governing yourself accordingly to the desires of our reso- 
lutions: 

“Whereas the farmers of this locality are now, and have been for 
past years, dependent on immigrant Mexican farm laborers to complete 
their labor supply; and 

“ Whereas the practice of engaging Mexicans for that purpose has 
proven by experience to result in the rendering of satisfactory work 
and has not developed any important social, economic, or political 
problem ; and 

“ Whereas there is no visible source of supply of other farm laborers 
for that purpose if the immigration of Mexicans is further restricted; 
and 

“Whereas the prosperity of this district is dependent to a large 
extent on the ability of our farmers to follow the long-established 
cropping plan of this section; and 

“ Whereas we consider that the welfare of the immigrant Mexican 
farm hand and that of his family is promoted by the employment 
mentioned; and 

“Whereas many Mexican farm laborers employed in the agricultural 
territory adjacent to the town of Brush during the period of growing 
and harvesting local crops return to their homeland at the end of the 
harvest season, they or substitutes coming back to the United States 
each spring in search of farm employment, which necessitates the con- 
tinuation of the opportunity afforded them at present if a severe short- 
age of farm workers is to be avoided: Now, therefore, be it 

* Resolved, That the Brush Civie Club, of Brush, Colo., is opposed 
to the enactment of any legislation seeking to impose further restrict- 
tions on farm labor immigration from Mexico, and that a copy of this 
resolution be sent to the Colorado delegation in Congress.” 

Assuring you that our high appreciation goes with your hearty sup- 
port of the above resolutions, we are | 

Very sincerely, 
Brusu Crvic CuLus, 
N. C. WacGers, Secretary. 


CoLorapo STATE FEeprRATION or Lapor, 
Denver, Colo., January 4. 1928. 
Hon, LAWRENCE C. PHIPPs, 
Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Drar SENATOR: This morning the Rocky Mountain News carries an 
article relative to a protest by the Denver Chamber of Commerce to 
restriction on Mexican immigration. 

The article states: “Chamber of commerce opposed to restriction of 
immigration from Mexico on ground that Mexican labor is essential to 
Colorado, especially in the sugar-beet industry.” 

The Colorado State Federation of Labor in several conventions assem- 
bled has vigorously protested the loose regulation on Mexican immigra- 
tion from Mexico, in addition to the tremendous number who come 
into this country illegally. 

Business interests gererally favor Mexican immigration for the sole 
purpose of exploitation. 

Organized labor protests the loose method of handling immigration 
from Mexico, because Mexican laber undermines the standard of Ameri- 
can workers, and are establishing a lower order of civilization. 

It is the firm conviction of organized labor of Colorado that rigid 
restriction should be placed on Mexican immigration, and the Joose 
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method of allowing their entry tmto this cou illecally st ] 
stopped 

Hoping y ' r n to the wishes « gal 
of Col 0 I am, 

\ y r ‘ be 
Jonw I 
THE SIrt oN 

M BORAH Mr. Pres t. I have |] 
addressed to me with regard to the radio s ! 
it is likely that a similar letter has bee ent ‘ 7 
tors, but 1 desire to present this letter and as 
I nted in the il orRD and referred to the Cormn ‘ 
state Commerce. 

There being no obj on, th er was erred 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered t d 
the Recorp, as follows: 

80 Cr. ux 
Ve k, } , 
I W aM E. Be H 
Senato m Fdah Washington, D. OC 
My Dwar SEX D ‘ realiz w the I ; 
‘ t acasting ? 
hat the commission S prac yd 
Broa ing group? 
q y rd ac n ¢ J p I l 
in view of the hat th comimiss sr t t 

‘ to ' re } for I rat of ieir ap] 

well ar Pi rd 

Let 1 of tt sina rroadca 

We ope broad ing a i Pa i 4 
N s} } ! VTRI whi« : comm Lol has re ic tex 
very small s Kk < a channel of 1,450 kilocycles, or 206.5 ers, a 

r f > WwW y I j 
re so low to mike the sta practicall musat 

Sir last June v hav n trying toe obta l t 
the Fede Rad ( ind ‘ é yut Ww 
have omy been wil : aff after rebufl ne \ ! 
strong realizat I lia a sma is r mig ¥ 
head against a concrete wall as to try to get anything fro I 4 
Radio Con sion. 

The s D ad t he comm io! ] 

I I r t ¢ ‘ ( niss t ‘ 
discriminatit gainst t mall oadcaster New J nd t 
rest of ne nt I thelr ¢ pulgn rv) t i I ete 
‘ tl » 4 N ol br ica ng group, which is ni ter y 
the Radio Corporation « \merica, 

For he pt of belping eut the commission and gettil way 





congestion we applied to the commission to mé 





the station to Long Branch, but on encountering oppgpsition from t 
Asbury Park station we decided to move to Trenton and ap} r chan 
nel 770 kilocycles fter iti our engine on f whol Paul BE 
Wa is one of the | ing radio engineers of the coun At frst w 
took the m é Pp with Commissio! Caldwell, of New York ind 
after the usual ick passing” on his part be tinally told us to consu 
our engines nd we wave length, which we did, sel n aid wa 
length of 770 kilo es. When we submitted this wave length to h 
he bemmed and hawed and thought that it would cause i rem 
vith thr st I n Ch go. W i di ] nsulted r engi 
neers again, and obtained written reports to show that tl would b 


When we showed these letters to Commissioner Caldwell and ma 


applied te the commission for this channel of 770 kilocycl then for 





the tirst time and « of ; lear sky, and apparently in furtherance of 
their elimination of the small broadcaster in New Jersey, ‘ iissioner 
that New Jersey had greatly exceeded the pow 

to which it hat it had approzsimately 48,000 watts. 


We immediately ealled his attention to the fact that he w doing New 


Caldwell informed us 


was entitied to, and 


njustice by charging us the power of the New York 
stations, which. merely have their plants in New Jersey and their sta 
t s and studios in New York and who are 


and also by the commission, as belonging to New 


Jersey a grave 
regarded by the radio indus- 


stations have approximately 40,000 waits out of the 
nly did not show that th 
ly in the matter 

sion has absolutes decid 
respective of the legal and property rights of small broadcaster and 


without 


45,000 


discrimination and cert: 





ly manifest that the 





comn 


giving any consideration to their taking of their property with- 
out the constitutional due process of law and compensation, to set 
exide the air for the National Broadcasting group. 

The commission n public announcements and according to a letter 
which our attorneys hold of Commissioner Caldwell, dated October 24, 
1927) has formulated a policy to drive off the air all small broadcasters 


in channels from 300 meters (which is the beginning of the good chan- 
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! Rad ! s € f of ‘ x i « 
t€ ir t “ I re f 
fat ( ] t are ‘ I ] ow 4 ‘ Ww 
nd ont | : » . . ‘ : ‘ 
r rajor chains reach a total « ut ¢ : ’ d \ 
‘ the ' t i 
WRZ Springtield, and WBZA, B ) 7 t , 
neratior itilizing t ¢ ant : ’ n 1 - y . 
lets s and wnexpec di g resnl 
It t tl tha isk wi tior j w : 
’ nm ne ne e é annel I ble j 
y now | The expense no 
xcus is Va y SI ! * compared ft he t i 
t yer ts w W ceri to ft I 
3e1 he publi j he rt saw e 
pp ut ler Ye ‘ mall b n 
New Jerse emiment rn ‘ navis t t 770 ocvel 
ne we ! for cha 1, and tl mir i ~ ! * 
@ i } ean not give o the | - 
f je large national d that \ inter ; 
itions in izo, thou ( s way When 
gineers, « of whom is one of ft! mé ) i I ea vy, es 
this reasc the com I New Jerse t 
power, and for t ison denies om plicatic 
Is th r to a citizen the 1 ted St ? 
So as to substantiate our ‘ have prey i ( e 
i print showing the ex ne favoritism and | l ¥ 
1 given to the large g ] ney ind } . 
na lea P: 
When our attorneys w t r letter fo Comm ! ( well 
hi ttention to this t ! d tl ten ff i 
I hearing, and also to write us that reports had ¢ to bh 
we were off the air, etc We immediatel; sed the commi > 
greatly interested in the public convenience, ete., that we did not propose 
to got h the futile performance of a fr lic } I vy Ww ¥ 
ld ope o gain noth Y xcept to g et ri im p ite 
to build case upon which to base the decision which t had alread 
made ag t us, and also advising him t the rep which h ! 
re d wer ntirely erroneous, and were apparent! nspired by the 





ication for use of channel 770 kilocycles 


I 
h 
Commissioners Caldwell and Pickard have been unduly ha rnd 


persistency < our ay 


severe and have practically crushed the small broadcaster. Cor g- 
sioner recently made that ommission w ‘ 1 
boiled,” and would pr er and wif out still more—300 of 





the 600 stations. What an oufrege this will be if permitted 





You have many great national problems ft ynsider, but ras 
broadcasting is also a problem and one that holds f h 
such a great opportunity for enlightenment and improvement, and the 
commission should not be permitted tft throttle the same and destroy 
the rights of small broadcasters. 

The commission apparently does not give a “hoot” for :¢ one, 
Commigsioner Caldwell stating that a great number of Senators l 


called upon him and the other members of the commission for the 

purpose of } 

de anything and that they proposed to rid the air of all so-calied 
fF 


interference, Commissioner Caldwell stating 


interceding for thelr constituent ot the 








iat he was not responsibie 
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to anyone in the matter except to the President of the United States 
and that what he was doing had the approval of the President. 

We feel that the attention of every Senator should be called to this 
situation and we are therefore sending a like letter to every United 
States Senator. This may result in the commission giving the small 


broadcasters the consideration to which they are entitled and alse 
resi na fair and equitable solution of the radiobroadcasting problem 
in a rdance with the spirit, as well as the letter, of the Federal 
radio act 
We seech your interest and cooperation 
Respectfully yours, 
TECHNICAL Rapro LAsBorarory, 


By D. W. May, General Manager 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
vut wmendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 380) for the relief of Charles H. Niehaus (Rept. 
No. 9); 

A bill (S. 624) for the relief of the Van Dorn Iron Works Co 
(Rept. No. 10); and 

A bill (S, 2005) for the relief of W. P. Dalton (Rept. No. 11). 

Mr. HOWELL, also from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment and submitted reports thereon ; 

A bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Isabelle R. Damron, post- 
master at Clintwood, Va. (Rept. No. 12); and 

A bill (S. 1678) for the relief of the estate of George B. 
Spearin, deceased (Rept. No. 13). 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3) for the relief of Kate Mathews (Rept. No. 14); 
and 

A bill (8S, 1766) for the relief of R. H. King (Rept. No. 15). 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 19) for the relief of Frank Topping and others 
(Rept. No, 16); 

A bill (S. 342) for the relief of George B. Booker Co. (Rept. 
No. 17); 

A bill (S. 1622) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased (Rept. No. 18); and 

A bill (S. 2185) to extend the time for the refunding of taxes 
erroneously collected from certain estates (Rept. No. 19). 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims. to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1288) to earry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of William W. Danenhower, 
reported favorably with au amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 20) thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 120) to extend the benefits of the United States 


employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Clara E, | 


Nichols (Rept. No. 21): and 
A bill (S. 1981) for the relief of the owner of Dry Dock No. 6 
(Rept. No. 22). 


Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were | 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 904) for the relief of Rosa F. 
No, 23); 

A bill (S. 1543) for the relief of Kate Canniff (Rept. No. 25) ; 

A bill (S. 1623) for the relief of William Hensley (Rept. 
No, 26); and 

A bill (S. 2082) for the relief of certain officers and former 
officers of the Army of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses (Rept. No. 27). 

Ile also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the Dill (S. 1279) to authorize 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to compromise 
and settle certain suits at law resulting from the subsidence 
of First Street east, in the District of Columbia, occasioned 
by the construction of a railroad tunnel under said street, 
reported favorably without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 24) thereon 

Mr. McNARY,- from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to which was referred the bill (S. 1181) authorizing an 
appropriation to be expended under the provisions of se¢tion 7 
of the act of March 1, 1911, entitled “An act to enable any 
Stute to cooperate with any other State or States, or with the 
United Sates, for the protection of the watersheds of navigable 
strenms, and to appoint a commission for the acquisition of 


Plummer (Rept. | ; : : te 
| estry, to which were referred the following joint resolutions, 


| reported them each with an amendment and submitted reports 
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lands for the purpose of conserving the navigability of navi- 
gable rivers,” as amended, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 28) thereon. 

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 472) for the relief of Tampico Marine 
Iron Works, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 29) thereon 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 1336) for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 30) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 1442) for the relief of Brewster Agee, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 31) thereon. 

Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to which was referred the bill (S. 672) for the purpose 
of rehabilitating farm liands in the flood areas, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 32) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1358) for the relief of the heirs of George FE, 
Taylor, deceased, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 33) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 1113) for the relief of O. H. Chrisp, reported it with 


; an amendment and submitted a report (No. 34) thereon. 








Mr. HAWES, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to which was referred the resolution (S. Res, 17) requesting 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to prepare a manuscript 
covering the text of the various acts administered by it, anno- 
tated with digests of decisions, and indexed, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report (No. 36) thereon. 

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4384) for the relief of Sadie Kiauber (Rept. No. 
37); and 

A bill (S. 620) for the relief of Russell & Tucker and certain 
other citizens of the States of Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas 
(Rept. No. 38). 

Mr. JONES. From the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 744) to further develop an American 
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transporta- 


| tion of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other 


purposes, I report it with amendinents and submit a report 
(No. 39) thereon. 

This is the report of a bill dealing with the merchant marine, 
and at the very first opportunity I propose to ask the Senate 
to proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
whether this is a favorable report on the Senator's bill? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; with some minor amendments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am very glad, indeed, to know that the 
committee has reported it out. I hope the Senate will soon act 


|} upon it. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
from Washington whether there has been any modification of 
the bill since it was discussed in the committee this morning? 

Mr. JONES. No; there has not been. 

Mr. COPELAND. I desire to give notice, then, that I shall 
present an amendinent to the bill, and, if need be, submit a 
minority report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


thereon : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 21) to correct section 6 of the 
act of August 30, 1890, as amended by section 2 of the act of 
June 28, 1926 (Rept. No. 41) ; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 42) to amend the act of May 29, 
1884, as amended, the act of February 2, 1908, and the act of 
March 3, 1905, as amended (Rept. No. 42). 

He also, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to which were referred the following bills and joint 
resolution, reported them severally without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1182) to provide for the naming of certain highways 
through State and Federal cooperation, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 48) ; 

A bill (S. 1581) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to 
sell the Weather Bureau station known as Mount Weather, in 
the counties of Loudoun and Clarke, in the State of Virginia 
(Rept. No. 44); and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20) authorizing the Secretary of 
Agriculture to dispose of real property located in Hernando 
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County, Fla., known as the Brooksville Plant Introdacti 
Garden, no longer required for plant-introduction purposes 
(Rept. No. 40). 

Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 341) for the refund of estate tax erro- 
neously collected, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 35) thereon. 


1928 


COMMITTEE TO AUDIT AND NTROL CONTINGENT 
EXPENSES 

Mr. DENEEN. I report from the Committee to Audit 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate sundry resolu 
tions, and I ask unanimous consent for their immediat: D 
sideration as they are in turn read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
DAISY P. COULBOURN 


REPORTS FROM 


reports will be rex 








Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and ¢ the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorab without 
amendment the resolution (S. Res. 85) submitted by Mr. Smorr 
nipce (for Mr. pu Ponr) December 19, 1927, and the resolntion 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate her ant ‘ i 
directed to pay from the ontingent fund of ft Senat Ta I 
Coulbour! widow of J R. Coult rn, late ar f 
S te under the supervision of the Sergeant at Arms, a ] é l t 

x months’ salary at the rate he was ! ving by law at t time of 
his death, said sum to be considered ve of i x s and 
all other allowances 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 


Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably w 
amendment the resolution (S. Res. 86) submitted by Mr 
CouzENsS December 19, 1927, and the resolution was « red 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Reso d, Tl { ( nmittee on Fd l ind I I 
mittee tk of, be nd he y is ol 1 duri t! . ‘ 
ress ft nd ft perso books, and pap t i i 
en y a sten ral at a cost not t x d 25 | 
to report such hearings as I I had in co t t 
which may be before said committee, the kK pen st there t pald 
eut of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the or 
any subcommitt thereof, may sit during the sessions or 1 


Senate 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATI 
Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably without 
amendment the resolution (S. Res. 87) submitted by Mr. Jon> 
? 


sON December 19, 1927, and the resolution was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Reeolved, That the Committee on Immigration i ibeom 
mittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Seventieth Con 
gress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and te 
employ a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 word 
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subjec 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof t ! paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the 0 tes 
nny subcommittee thereof, may sit during the session r re of the 
Senate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 


Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably without 
amendment the resolution (S. Res. 88) submitted by Mr 
NorsEcK December 19, 1927, and the resolution was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any sub 
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Seventieth 
Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to adm ter oaths, 
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 
words, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with any 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee 
or any subcommittee thereof 
the Senate. 


may sit during the sessions or recesses of 


MARGARET H. ROCHE 


Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably without 
amendment the resolution (S. Res. 96) submitted by Mr. 
HARRISON on January 4, 1928, and the resolution was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and 
directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to Margaret H, 


l 
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Roche, widow p J . i as t 
r I r t s t A i 
to 8x t h < 1 I 
he tin ft dea : 8 sid i f ral 
€ i ‘ ull C h 
i AN } 
M DENEEN, from ( ‘ \ Contre ‘ 
Cor ce} 1? ! ! - ed ibly Ww 
ment resoluti Ss. R ~ ! \ 
( January 4, 1928, and e resolu v id ! 
nanny S consent and : d to, as S 
Res ed. T he § ‘ he S t i I 
directed to pas the f i s L ‘ 
wilow ¢ ] i } 1 emp of x } 
supervision I s i \ 3, a sl x ths 
< I the 1 was r ving ft iw he ft s 
death, sald sum to b ns i l ‘ t enses 
‘ « 
TEA NGS REF CIVIL § VIC COS 
M EN EN t] ( I it Andi ic } the 
( t ‘ Ix es | e Senate I f rably 
! Iment tl olution (S. R US) il I by Mr ) 
on tl tl in i the 1 ion 3 ed | i 
I l on t and agreed to, as lows 
Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Servi ‘ ‘ con ttee 
hereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during t s tir ngress t 
send for person books, and papers, to admini r oaths, and to em 
ploy a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cer per 100 words, t 
report such hearings as may be had i conn ion wit Any ect 
which may |! said nmitt t! I Ss ther he at 
of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that t 
beommittee thereof, ma sit during the SSeS 
Senate. 
FUNT 4 EXPT SES OF THE I rt I AT g JO EW M I¢ 
Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to A t and Control e 
c< gent expenses « f the Senaie, reported favorably withor 
amendment the resolution (S. Res. 99) submitted by Mr. Brat 
Tron on the 4th instant, and the resolution was consider bs 
unahimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 
olvred. TI t tl ret of the § te t zed ad 
‘ d to pay from the contingent f l the Senat ‘ i 
nec y expe es rread Dy he con ‘ r i by t 
Pre lent in arranging r nd atten ge the f r of t t 
ANI 3 J I ute Ss fr M ‘ 
rs properly approved 
JANIE HARRIS 
Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably wit! 


amendment the resolution (S. Res. 103) submitted by Mr. La 
FOLLETTE on the 5th instant, and the resolution was cons 


dere« 
by unanimous consent and agreed to, us follows: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Senate here is if rized and 
directed to pay from * confir nt fund of the Sena to Jar larris, 
widow of Albert Uarri late a waiter in the employ :% Ss 
sum equal to six months’ co t } e rate was receiving by 


law at the time of des tid 1 to be co red ki 


funeral expenses and all otler a " 
HEARINGS BEFORE THE PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS COMMITTE 
Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported favorably without 
amendment the resolution (3S. 104) submitted by Mr. 
SHORTRIDGH On the 5th instant, and the resolution was consid- 
ered by unabimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on 
subcommittee thereof, hereby is auth 


Res. 


Privileges and Elections, or any 





rized during the Seventi 


gress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oath and 
to empley a stenographer, at a cost not ft exceed 25 cents per 100 
words, to report such hearings as may be had i nection with Vv 
subject which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to 


be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the com 


mittee, or any su 





beommittee thereof, may t during the sessions er 


recesses of the Senate 


INVESTIGATION OF NAVAL OIL RESERVE LEASES 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, in connection with the resoln- 
tions which the Senator from Llinois has reported from the 
Commiitee to Audit and Control the Contingent MPxpenses, | 
should like now to inquire of the Senator what action the com- 
mittee took relative to Senate Resolution 10i, directing the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys to renew the investiga- 
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tion of the naval ofl reserve leases. The resolution was referred 
to the committee several days ago. 

Mr. DENEEN, I will say, in answer te the Senator’s inquiry, 
that, when the committee met on last Saturday morning, the 
resolution referred to by the Senator from Nebraska had not 
then been printed and placed in the hands of the committee. 
‘The committee will meet during to-day’s session and report later 
in the afternoon. 


Mr. NORRIS. Very well. 


ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE IN IOWA 
Mr. DENEEN. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report favorably without amendment the bill (S. 773) to an- 


thorize the President of the United States to appoint an addi- 
tional judge of the District Court of the United States for the 
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Southern District of the State of Iowa. I ask unanimous | 


consent for the present consideration of the bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
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The Department of Agriculture, at the instance of the Public 
Buildings Commission, requested an extension of the lease for 
another 10 years, according to the terms of the lease which the 
Agricultural Department held at that time granting that privi- 
lege. In the meantime, the building had changed hands; it 
had been purchased by Harry Wardman, Thomas P. Bones, and 
James D. Hobbs. When > request was made for an extension 
of the lease for 10 years it was refused on the ground that the 
Government of the United States had no privilege granted unto 
it by the lease. The Solicitor of the Depariment of Agriculture 
alled upon me as chairman of the Public Buildings Commission 
and showed me the lease which the Government held, and in 
that lease there was a provision granting the privilege of a 
10-yeur renewal. So the Public Buildings Commission in- 
structed the solicitor to make the lease for another 10 years, 
but the owners of the building positively refused to do it. 


yy} 


he Department of Agriculture every month offered the 


monthly rent, and has done so for two years and a half, but the 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of | 


the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, is hereby authorized to 
appoint an additional judge of the District Court of the United States 
for the Southern District of Iowa, who shall reside in said district and 
shall possess the same qualifications and have the same powers and 
jurisdiction and receive the same compensation and allowances as the 
present judge of said district. 

Sec, 2. When a vacancy shall oecur in the office of the existing 
district judge for said district such vacancy shall not be filled unless 
authorized by the Congress, 

sec, 3. This act shall take effect upon its approval by the President. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and pussed. 

IMPORTED BROKEN RICE 


Mr. RANSDELL. From the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry I report back favorably with an amendment Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 4, and I submit a report (No. 45) 
thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Con. Res, 4) sub- 
mitted by Mr. RANSDELL on December 19, 1927, as follows: 


Resotved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That for the purpose of interpreting the meaning of the tariff act of 
1922 with respect to imported broken rice, “broken rice" shall include 
only the class “ brewers’ milled rice,” as specified in the united standards 
for milled rice, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the imme- 
diate consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to have the reso- 
lution go to the calendar, as I desire to Know something more 
about it than I know at the present time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the calendar. 


LEASE OF BIEBER BUILDING BY DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds I report back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 
1968) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the use 
and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture of the Bieber 
Building, 1858 B Street SW., Washington, D. C., and for other 
purposes. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement 
explaining the bill, and then I shali ask unanimous consent for 
its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Utah that he may be allowed to explain the 
bill? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from Utah will 
proceed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, 1 think I ought to explain the 
bill in detail to the Senate. The Bieber Building, located be- 
tween Thirteenth and Fourteenth Streets on B Street SW., 
was leased from the owners of the building some 12% years 
ago. The lease was for 10 years, with the privilege of its 
renewal for another term of 10 years, at $35,000 a year. The 
building was erected primarily for the Department of Agricul- 
ture. The entire first floor was constructed for the scientific 
work of the department, and every one of the eight or nine 
stories of the building was designed and built in accordance 
with the wishes of the Agricultural Department. The 10-year 
lease expired 214 years ago, 


owners of the building refused to accept it. Finally they 
brought suit against the Goyernment of the United States for 
possession of the building. The court decided that the conten- 
tion of Harry Wardman, Thomas P. Bones, and James D. 
Hobbs was correct, for this reason: 

Upon examining the records we find that the lease that was 
recorded had no provision whatever in it for an extension of 
10 years. In other words, the lease that was recorded con- 
sisted of four pages exactly word for word the same as the 
lease that the Department of Agriculture held; but the lease 
that the Department of Agriculture held consisted of five pages, 
and one page of it gave to the Government of the United States 
the right to renew the lease for 10 more years. The court took 
the position that the lease that was recorded was notice to the 
Government, and therefore the Government had no claim what- 
ever. The lease of the Government had not been initialed on 
every page. If it had, | am quite sure that this would not 
have occurred; but it was not done. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, if I may interrupt the 
Senator, were these duplicate leases, or did the Government's 
lease merely purport to be a copy? 

Mr. SMOOT. The Government's lease was a copy. The 
original was just as I have explained. The Solicitor of the 
Department of Agriculture has decided that it would be per- 
fectly useless to make any further appeal. Therefore, as 
chairman of the Public Buildings Commission, I undertook to 
arrive at some understanding with the parties now owning the 
building for the future lease of the building. 

They first insisted upon a rent of $75,000 a year for the 
building, based upon the value of the building to-day. I posi- 
tively refused even, to submit that figure to the commission ; 
and for two or three months following that we tried to get 
together. Finally, I went to Mr. Mappen, of the House of 
Representatives, and told Mr. Mappen the condition—that we 
either had to get out of the building or else we had to make 
some kind of a settlement. I made a proposition of $55,000 a 
year instead of $75,000, and that we should have the privilege 
of renting the building for not to exceed 10 more years—or, in 
other words, from year to year—at that rate. 

This bill provides for the leasing of the building for $55,000 
a year and makes an appropriation for the back rents that 
have fallen due but which the owners have positively refused 
to receive. In other words, this back rent belongs to them, 
and the bill authorizes the leasing of the building at $55,000 
a year for not to exceed a 10-year period, and settles all the 
back rent due. I may say that the back rent is at the rate of 
$55,000 a year, the same rate provided for the lease that is 
authorized. 

Mr. KENDRICK. Mr, President, do I understand the Sena- 
tor to say that under the terms of the lease the Government 
has the option of canceling it at any time? 

Mr. SMOOT. At the close of any one year; but it also has 
the option of taking the building for 10 years longer. 

Mr. KENDRICK. Where is this property located? 

Mr. SMOOT. Between Thirteenth and Fourteenth Streets 
on B Street SW. In other words, it is just adjoining the 
present Department of Agriculture, and was built expressly 
for the use of the depurtment. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? Do I understand from his statement that the bill 
appropriates in the nature of a claim for the back rent up to 
date? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all it does. 

Mr. WARREN. It does not provide for the future? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no. We owe the parties $119,323.12; and 
then we appropriate the further sum of $45,676.88 for the 
rent from the time the two and a half years expired up to this 
time, 
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Mr. WARREN. The proposal now is to pay them that | 


Mr. SMOOT. To pay them that money. 

Mr. WARRED But as to the future, in what shape is the 
matter left? | 
Mr. SMOOT. As to the future, of course, appropriations 
will have to be made annually for this purpose in the regular | 


appropriation 


Mr. WARREN. So that Congress will determine ea year 
what the amount shall be? | 
Mr. SMOOT. That will be included in the appropriation bill 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, has any investigation bee 
made to ascertain why the fifth page was left out and not 





re rded with the rest of : lease? 

Mr. SMOOT. Efforts were made to locate the parties, but 
it has been impossible to do s I do not know how it hap 
pened From now on, however, I think the solicitor of every 
department of the Government ought to have every page of 


every lease initialed. Then there will be no doubt at all about 
it: but that was not done in this case. 

[ ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to tl 
consideration of the bill? 

There bei no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1968) to authoriz« 
the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the use and occupancy 
by the Department of Agriculture of the Bieber Building, 1358 
B Street SW., Washington, D. C., and for other purposes, which 
was read, as follows: 


| 


present 


Be it enacted t That the Secretary of Agriculture 1 iuthorized 
to pay to Harry Wardman, Thomas P. Bones, and James D. Hobbs, at 
the rate of $55,000 per annum for the use and occupancy by the 
Department of Agi lture of the Bieber Building, 1358 B Street 
SW., Washington, D. C., during the fiseal years 1926, 1927, and 1928, 
and the unexpended balances in the appropriations for rent for said 


department in the District of Columbia for the fiscal years 1926 and 
1927, and the amount included in the appropriation for rent for said 
department for the fiscal year 1928 for said building, in al! $119,323.12 
iall be available pro tanto for said purpose, and there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, the further sum of $45,676.88 to enable said Secretary to pay 
for the use and occupancy of said building for said fiscal years at the 
annual rate aforesaid, and if at any time hereafter during the occu- 
pancy of said building by said department the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall deem it for the best interests of the Government to lease said 
building for a term not exceeding 10 years he is hereby authorized, 


with the approval of the Public Buildings Commission, to do so 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 

sills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred, 
us follows: 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

\ bill (S. 2295) granting a pension to Ella Z. Sweany; to | 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 2296) for the relief of the widow and minor chil- 
dren of Raymond C. Hanford; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2297) to amend section 4921 of the Revised Statutes, | 
as amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2298) to repeal sections 315, 316, and 317 of the 
tariff act of 1922, authorizing the President to change rates 
of duty upon imports in certain cases; to the Committee on 
Finance, 

A bill (S. 2299) to amend section 217 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 2300) to amend section 120 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia 

By Mr. FESS: 

A bill (S. 2301) to create a commission to be known as the 
commission for the enlarging of the Capitol Grounds, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. TYSON: | 

| 








A bill (S. 2302) to make more adequate provision for pensions 
for members of the permanent military or naval service of the 
United States, their widows and dependents, and for other | 
purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 2803) to amend section 224 of the Judicial Code; | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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A bill (S. 23 for the relief of M. Seller & Co.: t 

ty Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 2505) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wagne Tr; to the Con mittee on Pet sior Ss 

ty Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 2306) for the relief of William | Thackrey; to 


e Committee ¢ Indian Affairs 

By Mr. NYE (by request) 

A bil (S, 2307) to provide further for the di al of abar 
loned military reservations in the Territory of Alaska, including 
Signal Corps stations and rights of way; to the Committee o1 


Public Lands and Surveys 
iy Mr. MAYFIELD: 


A bill (S. 2308) granting an rease of pension to Charles W 
Anderson; to the Conmtmitt n Pensions 


A bill (8S. 2309) to amend the interstate mmerce act in re 
spect of certificates of Pp iblic convenience and necessity; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 2310) supplementary to and amendatory of the 
incorporation of the Catholic University of America, organized 
under and by virtue of a certificate of incorporation pursuant 
class 1 chapter IS, of the Revised Statutes of the United Stat 
relating to the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2311) to amend section 202, paragraphs Nos. 9 and 
10, of the act of June 7, 1924, entitled “An act to consolidate, 
codify, revise, and reenact the laws affecting the establishment 
of the United States Veterans’ Bureau and the Iministration 
of the war risk insurance act, as amended, and e vocational 
rehabilitation act, as amended”; to the Committee on Financ: 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2312) to amend the act entitled “An act to promote 
export trade, and for other purposes,” approved April 10, 191s 
to the Committee on Commerce 

A bill (S. 2313) authorizing the Secretary of War to award 
the congressional medal of honor to Theophile A. Dauphin 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to Lillian I. Bartlett (with 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions 

A bill (S. 2315) for the relief of Stanley S. Brown (with a 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 2316) for the relief of Lewis C. Hopkins & Co.: to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 2317) continuing for one year the powers and au 
thority of the Federal Radio Commission under the radio act 
of 1927: to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2318) to regulate amateur boxing in the District of 
Columbia : to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2319) for the relief of John W. Stockett (with 


accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 


jy Mr. HARRIS: 


A bill (S. 2320) to premote the safety of passengers and 


} employees upon railroads by prohibiting the use of wooden cars 


under certain circumstances; to the Committe on Intersta 
Commerce. 

ty Mr. CUTTING: 

A bill (8. 2321) to amend the World War veterans’ a 
1924; to the Committee on Finance 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S 2322) to provide for Federal cooperation ir ti 
reclamation of swamp and overflowed lands and to establish a 
reclamation guaranty fund in connection therewith; to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 2323) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Dickey (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (8S. 2324) granting an increase of pension to Annie L 
Durham (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2325) for the relief of Prof. William H. H. Hart, 
principal of the Hart Farm School and Junior Republic for 
Dependent Children; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2326) authorizing the President to appoint H. 'T. 
Meyers a lieutenant commander, Dental Corps, United States 
Navy (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 2327) to amend the act entitled “Ar act to provide 
that the United States shall aid the States in the constru I 
of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11, 
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1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (8. 2328) to promote the development, protection, and 
utilization of grazing facilities within national forests, and for 
Other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2829) to promote the development, protection, and 
utilization of grazing resources on public lands, to stabilize the 
range stoeck-raising industry, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 28330) authorizing reconstruction and improvement 
of a public road in Wind River Indian Reservation, Wyo.; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2381) granting an increase of pension to Juanita 
Da Costa Humphrey (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S, 2332) granting a pension to Floyd Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to John T. Kiernan; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2834) to extend certain benefits under the World 
War veterans’ uct, 1924, as amended, to Charles A. Martell; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2335) for the relief of National Surety Co. ; 

A bill (8S. 2336) for the relief of Nina MacDonald, Zenas 
V. Johnston, Margaret E. Thompson, Arthur L. Beaman, May 
ee, Willis E. Young, Daniel E. Turbeville, Clarence C. Spears, 
and Ina Mae Elkins; 

A bill (S. 2337) for the relief of Isaac Fink; and 

A bill (S. 2838) for the relief of the owners of the coal hulk 
Callicene; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to Nancy BE. 
Cleer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2340) to transfer to the city of Duluth. Minn., the 
old Federal building, together with the site thereof; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2341) to authorize the conversion of the war-risk 
term insurance of William R. Wold, deceased; to the Committee 
on Finance 

A bill (S. 2342) providing for a per capita payment of $100 
to each enrolled member of the Chippewa Tribe of Minnesota 
from the funds standing to their credit in the Treasury of the 
United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2843) extending the time for the construction of 
the bridge across the Mississippi River in Ramsey and Hen- 
nepin Counties, Minn., by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2344) for the relief of Katherine Anderson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: 

A bill (S. 2345) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Harrison (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Zinn (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2347) granting a pension to Lelia M. Marple; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2348) granting the consent of Congress to the Big 
Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate two bridges across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River, 
near Devon, Mingo County, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 2349) granting compensation to Joseph M. Burr; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2350) to reimburse R. B. Miller and to repay him 
for overcharge in freight on manganese shipments paid by him 
to the United States Railroad Administration; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 2851) granting a pension to Emily J. Hendricks; 

A bill (S, 2852) granting a pension to Virginia Canterbury ; 

A bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to Emily Asbury; and 

A bill (S. 2354) granting an increase of pension to Ida Orem ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: 

A bill (S. 2355) to remit the duty on a carillon of bells to 
*be imported for Princeton University, Princeton, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Fimance. 

A bill (S. 2856) to repeal the national prohibition act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2357) to prevent the use of poisonous materials in 
the denaturing of alcohol; to the Committee on Manufactures. 


» 4 
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By Mr. FRAZIER (by request): 

A bill (S. 2358) to provide for restoration to the public do- 
main of certain lands in the State of California which are now 
reserved for Indian allotment purposes; 

A bill (S. 2359) to provide for the collection of fees from 
royalties on production of minerals from leased Indian lands; 

A bill (S. 2360) to amend section 1 of the act of Congress of 
March 38, 1921 (41 Stat. L. 1249), entitled “An act to amend 
section 3 of the act of Congress of June 28, 1906, entitled ‘An 
act for the division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians 
in Oklahoma, and for other purposes’ ” ; 

A bill (S. 2361) to provide for the protection of the watershed 
within the Carson National Forest from which water is obtained 
for the Taos Pueblo, N. Mex.; and 

A bill (S. 2362) to authorize the payment to Robert Toquothty 
of royalties arising from an oil and gas well in the bed of the 
Red River, Okla. ; to the Committee on Indain Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUCE: 

A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of Richard Riggles; and 

A bill (S. 2864) for the relief of the American Transatlantic 
Co., a corporation duly incorporated under the laws of the State 
of Delaware; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2365) for the relief of G. W. Rogers: 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2366) to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the 
Code of Laws for the District of Columbia relating to degree- 
conferring institutions ; 

A bill (S, 2367) to regulate the practice of osteopathy in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 2368) to provide for the detention of fugitives ap- 
prehended in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (8S. 2869) to increase the effectiveness of expenditures 
for roads, bridges, and trails in the Territory of Alaska, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Territories and Insular 
Possessions, 


to the Com- 


A bill (8. 2370) to amend section 24 of the immigration act 
of 1917; to the Committee on immigration. 

A bill (S. 2371) to increase the fees of jurors in Federal 
courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8S. 2872) to amend section 201, subdivision (1) of the 
World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended; to the Committee 
on Finance. E 

A bill (S, 2378) to define the promotion list officers of the 
Army and to prescribe the method of their promotion, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (8S. 2374) to combine the limited and unlimited retired 
lists of the Army into one list, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2875) to provide for retirement of officers of the 
Army after 35 years’ service, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2376) to provide for retirement of officers of the 
Army who have had 40 years’ service, or are 60 years old, and 
for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2377) to provide for the transfer from the active 
list of the Army of promotion list colonels, and for other pur- 
poses ; 

A bill (S. 2378) to provide for voluntary transfer from the 
active list of the Army of promotion list officers appointed on or 
before July 1, 1920, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2379) to provide for the final classification of offi- 
cers of the Army who are placed in class B, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2380) to prescribe the compensation of officers of 
the Army who are separated from the active list because of 
their classification in class B, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2381) to provide for the selection and appointment 
of chiefs and assistant chiefs of branches of the Army, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2382) to provide for a general personnel board of 
the Army, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2383) to provide for a system of examinations for 
promotion of officers in the Army, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2384) to remove restrictions regarding freedom of 
retired Army Officers to accept employment or civil office, and 
for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2385) to provide for the transfer from the promo- 
tion list of the Army of a sufficient number of officers to make 
the total separations for each year equal to 4 per cent of the 
whole number of promotion-list officers, and for other pur- 
poses ; 


Sct 
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A bill (S. 2386) to authorize the President to fix the percent- 
ages of enlisted men of the Army in the sixth and seventh 
grades, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2387) to authorize appropriations for contingencies 
of the Army; 

A bill (S. 2388) to authorize payments in advance for sub- 
scriptions to newspapers and periodicals, and for certain ex- 
penses of military attachés; 

A bill (S. 2389) to authorize the disbursement of and account- 
ing for the appropriation “Pay, ete. of the Army” as one 
fund, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2390) to authorize the adjustment and settlement 
of claims for damages to and loss of private property; 

A bill (S. 2391) to provide for the purchase of horses and 
mules for the Military Establishment; 

A bill (S. 2392) to authorize the employment of consulting 
engineers for the Air Corps and the Ordnance Department ; 

A bill (S. 2393) to authorize settlement of damages to per- 
sons and property by Army aircraft; 

A bill (S. 2394) to authorize the employment of civilians to 
deliver special lectures at general and special service schools ; 

A bill (S. 2395) to authorize reimbursement of travel ex- 
penses of officers for instruction purposes in connection with the 
Engineer School; 

A bill (S. 2396) to authorize the purchase of options on mate- 
rials for engineer operations, and temporary construction at 
camps, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2397) to authorize mapping agencies of the Gov- 
ernment to assist in preparation of military maps; 

A bill (S. 
Military Academy to be 
fund ; 

A bill (S. 2399) to fix the pay and allowances of chaplain at 
the United States Military Academy ; 

A bill (S. 2400) to authorize the transfer of surplus materials 
for construction of buildings at West Point; 

A bill (S. 2401) to exempt the constructing quartermaster at 
the Military Academy from the laws governing employment ; 

A bill (S. 2402) to authorize the United States Military 
Academy to make expenditures without advertising; 

A bill (S. 2408) to authorize the interchangeability of 
amounts appropriated under the appropriation “Arming, equip- 
ping, and training the National Guard” ; 

A bill (S. 2404) to restrict expenditures from the annual 
appropriations for the Organized Reserves, except for medical 
officers and hurses ; 

A bill (S. 2405) to prohibit the training of any person after 
his twenty-fourth birthday in the citizens’ military training 
camps; 

A bill (S. 2406) to limit the issue of reserve supplies or 
equipment held by the War Department ; 

A bill (S. 2407) to authorize the admission of equipment or 
material free of duty; 

A bill (S. 2408) to amend section 127a, national defense act, 
to authorize engineer officers to attend civil technical institu- 
tions; and 

A bill (S. 2409) to amend section 1223 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2410) to amend section 1440 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

A bill (S. 2411) to amend section 15 of the national defense 
act as amended by the act of June 4, 1920, so as to provide a 
more equitable system of promotion for Army chaplains, and 
for other purposes ; and 

A bill (8. 2412) to amend an act entitled “An act to prohibit 
the unauthorized wearing, manufacture, or sale of medals and 
badges awarded by the War Department,” approved February 
24, 1923; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. HOWELL: 

A bill (S. 2413) for the relief of Juan Anorbe (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2414) for the relief of Athanasios Metaxiotis (same 
papers as accompanying S. 2413); 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of Steadman Martin 
papers as accompanying S, 2413); 

A bill (S. 2416) for the relief of Frank Guelfi (same papers 
as accompanying 8S. 2413) ; 

A bill (S. 2417) for the relief of Rudolph Ponevacs (same 
papers as accompanying S. 2413); 

A bill (S, 2418) for the relief of Charles C, J. Wirz (same 
papers aS accompanying 8. 2413); 

A bill (S. 2419) for the relief of R. Depue 
panying papers) ; 


disbursed and accounted for as one 


(same 


(with accom- 
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A bifl (S. 2420) for the relief of Adriano Cruceta, @ eitizen 
of the Dominican Republic (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2421) to authorize the Comptroller General of the 
United States to relieve James ©. Williams, former special dis 
bursing agent of the Bureau of the Census, in the settlement 
of his account (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S, 2422) for the relief of Victorina Mesa, of Cavite, 


| P. I. (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2423) to allow credit in the accounts of George W. 
Evans, late disbursing oflicer of the Department of the Interior 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2424) for the relief of A. N. Ross (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2425) to allow credit in the accounts of disbursing 


| Officers of the Army of the United States on account of refunds 


2398) to authorize appropriations for pay of the | 


ee 
eee 


made to purchasers of surplus war supplies (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUCE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 68) authorizing and directing 
the Postmaster General to investigate the facts regarding the 
use in the Postal Service of a certain invention, device, or 
instrument for the postmarking of mail packages and for the 
cancellation of postage stamps and to report on what would be 
an equitable compensation for such use during the life of the 
letters patent thereon; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 69) providing for a survey and 
examination of the Miami (Fla.) Uarbor; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 70) 
and examination of the 
mittee on Commerce 

By Mr. WAGNER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 71) providing for the issuance 
of a special postage stamp in commemoration of the one hun- 
dred and fiftieth anniversary of the founding of the govern- 
ment of the State of New York; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 


providing for a survey 
Pensacola (Fla.) harbor; to the Com 


COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES TO EMPLOYEES IN THE DISTRICT 


Mr. BRUCE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1653) relating to assuring compensation 
for accidental injuries of employees in certain occupations in 
the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE 


On motion of Mr. Howe., the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the further consideration of the following bills, 
and they were rereferred as indicated below: 

S. 606. An act for the relief of Harry H. Burris: 

S. 1207. An act for the relief of Alfred O. Huestis: 

8. 1320. An act for the relief of Walter M. Donnelly; and 

S. 1444. An act for the relief of Horton B. Herrin: to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 896. An act for the relief of Adaline White: and 

S$. 901. An act for the relief of Hazel E. Simms; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

S$. 372. An act for the relief of Joe W. Williams; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

S. 2008. An act for the relief of the parents of Wyman Hk nry 
Beckstead : and 

S. 1485. An act for the relief of T. G. 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

$.910. An act for the relief of John L. Hays: and 

S. 1842. An act for the relief of A. D. Games; to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service. 

On motion of Mr. Surpsteap, the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 1760) to increase the capital stock of the Inland Water- 
ways Corporation, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Roberts ; to the 


Com 


INVESTIGATION OF CONDITIONS IN THE COAL FIELDS 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I submit a resolution which I 
ask may be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
In offering the resolution I simply want to invite the attention 
of the Interstate Commerce Committee to a condition that beg- 
gars a description in the coal fields which are described in the 
resolution, and to ask of that committee that it give to the de- 
termination of whether or not an investigation ultimately shall 
be had, the best that there is in the committee, as of course it 
will do in any event, and that, if the conditions be as are re- 
ported, they uncover them fearlessly and let the people under- 
stand exactly what those conditions are, 
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The resolution Res, 105) was read and 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, as follows: 


(S. referred to the 
Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and 
authorized and directed immediately to make a thorough 
complete investigation of the conditions existing in the coal flelds 
of central Pennsylvania, western Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Ohio; 


it 


and 


is hereby, 


also to ascertain whether the railroad companies and their officials have 
been or agreement or otherwise, endeavoring to depress the labor 


cost of coal produced by unton-mine labor ; 


are, by 


also whether in the said coal 


fields wage contracts have been abrogated or repudiated, whether de 
fenseless men, women, and children, without cause, have been evicted 


from their and generally what has transpired in the said coal 
fields, and the reasons for conditions and happenings therein; and in 
this connection, the said committee shall ascertain whether in industrial 
strikes said fields injunctions have been issued in 
violation of constitutional rights, and whether by injunction or other- 


the Constitution of the United States have 


homes, 


disputes or in coal 
wise, the rights granted by 
rogated and denied. 

The expenses of said committee hereunder shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. Upon the conclusion of its investigation 
the committee shall forthwith report to the Senate. 

Said committee is hereby empowered to sit and act at such time or 
times and at such place or places as it may deem necessary; and to re- 
quire by subpeena or otherwise the attendance of witnesses, and the pro- 
duction of books, papers, and documents, and to do such other acts as 
may be in the matter of said investigation. 

The chairman of the committee, or any member thereof, may admin- 
ister oaths to witnesses. Every person who having been summoned as 
a witness willfully makes default, or who, having appeared, refuses to 
answer any question pertinent to the investigation hereby authorized, 
shall be held to the penalties provided by section 102 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 


been ab 


necessary 


REIMBURSEMENT OF MONEY ADVANCED BY 


Mr. PIT’FMAN. I introduce @ resolution which I 
lie over under the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the rule. 

Mr. JONES. May we have it read? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 106), as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Comptroller General is hereby authorized and 
directed to investigate and report to the Senate the amount of money 
actually advanced and expended by the State of Nevada, or by the Terri- 
tory of Nevada and assumed by said State, in aid of the Government 
of the Unlted States during the War between the States, with such in- 
terest on the same as said State has actually paid, in accordance with 
the opinion of the Supreme Court in New York v. The United States 
(160 U. S. 598); tegether with such amounts as have been heretofore 
reimbursed said State by the United States. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the rule. 


NEVADA 


ask may 


The resolution will go over under 


The resolution will go over under 


THE AMERICAN TRANSATLANTIC CO. 

Mr. BRUCE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 107), 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No. 2364, entitled “A bill for the relief of 
the American Transatlantic Co., a corporation duly incorporated under 
the laws of the State of Delaware,” be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims for investigation and report, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of section 151 of the Judicial Code 


STATUE OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON STEPHENS 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 6), which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 


That there be printed and bound the proceedings in Congress, together 
with the proceedings at the unveiling in Statuary Hall, upon the accept- 
ance of the statue of Alexander Hamilton Stephens, presented by the 
State of Georgia, 5,000 copies, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 2,500 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the 
remaining 1,500 copies shall be for the use and distribution of the Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress from the State of Georgia, 

Vhe Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the 
copy prepared for the Public Printer, and shall procure suitable illus- 
trations to be bound with these proceedings. 


RADIO EQUIPMENT FOR THE SENATE 

Mr. DIL. Mr. President, a few days ago I introduced a 
resolution providing for the electrical wiring of the Senate for 
the purpose of broadcasting the Senate debates. At that time 
I made the statement that no parliamentary body in the 
world had ever broadcast its proceedings. I made the state- 
ment on a limited investigation by the librarian in the Legis- 
lative Reference Bureau of the Library. On Friday last 
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Mr. Meyer called me by telephone and said he had found that 
he was mistaken, and gave me a statement from which I want 
to give information for the Recorp. 

This report by the legislative reference 
Library of Congress shows that in the latter | 
1926 the Parliament of Finland, the Finnish Diet, broadcast 
the proceedings of the legislative body; that in Germany, in 
November, 1926, a large number of radio listeners petitioned 
for the broadcasting of the proceedings of the Reichstag, and 
after considerable discussion the proposal was amended and 
permission was given for the broadcasting of the speeches of 
the ministers and for the Government announcements. 

The matter was taken up in the British House of Commons 
in March, 1926, and was discussed by Mr. Fraser on March 10, 
when he asked Mr. Baldwin, the parliamentary leader, as to 
the wisdom of the proposal. The matter again came up at a 
later period, March 22, when Mr. Baldwin said the “ greatly 
preponderating body of opinion” was against broadcasting pro- 
ceedings of the British House of Commons. 

A report from Japan states that in December, 1925, the 
proceedings of the Japanese Parliament were broadcast. I 
have not been able to learn the results of this experiment. 

I may add that the proposal to broadcast the Senate debates 
does not involve the expenditure of the millions of dollars that 
it is said to be necessary to expend in Senate Document No. 9, 
Seventieth Congress, because that report refers to a proposal 
that the debates should be broadcast through Government sta- 
tions. I have here an editorial from the New York Herald- 
Tribune of January 6, 1928, on this subject, which I should like 
to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SENATOR “ MIKE ” 
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bureau of the 
art of the year 


Without objection, the Secretary 


Senator DILt's proposal that each desk in the Senate Chamber be 
equipped with a microphone finds us curiously responsive. Not that we 
consider the windy outpourings of the average Senator of sufficient 
importance to warrant their broadcasting from ocean to ocean, or that 
we think the public will find the day-to-day proceedings of that solemn 
body particularly instructive or entertaining. In seconding Senator 
DILL’s motion it is not the effect on the listeners we are thinking of, 
but the effect on the Senators themselves, 

The radio is having much the same influence on oratory that the 
motion picture has had on acting; it is eliminating the ranter. We 
may say what we please about the interposition of the machine between 
performer and audience, but in both cases, in muting the spell of per- 
sonality it has put a premium on matter as against manner. If you 
would be an actor for the screen, you must be above all things natural. 
Old-fashioned “acting” ts out; the cold celluloid makes it ridiculous. 
Similarly, if you would talk to radio listeners you must do so quietly, 
naturally, with something to say. Coming out of the blank mouth of a 


loud speaker, old-fashioned oratory sounds exactly like the thing it 
really is—bombast. 
So we are inclined to believe a “mike” on every Senator's desk 


would act upon him in the end not so much as an invitation to “ tell 


the world” as a brake on his oratorical impulses. With nothing now 
but the helpless CONGRESSIONAL RecorD to talk at—if one omits the 
empty benches and a few sleeping colleagues—he can and does cut 
loose with hurricanes of “hot air.” But with a cold metal “ mike” 


staring him in the face and the consciousness that behind it lurked a 
vast audience only a little more responsive, would he curb his fustian 
and “ get down to cases”? 


EXECUTIVE ASSUMPTION 


Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp an article written by Albert H. Put- 
ney, professor of constitutional law in the National University 
Law School, on the subject “Executive assumption of war- 
making power.” It consists of 41 pages, with citations and 
notes, published in the National University Law Review of 
May, 1927, volume 7, part 2. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator real- 
izes that printing an article of this kind in the Recorp costs 
about $100 a page. Would not the Senator’s desire be met by 
having it printed as a public document? In that case [t would 
be printed in larger type, and at less expense. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the article is a very valuable 
compilation of authorities upon the question. My purpose is 
to make it available to Members of this body, and to the public 
generally. It has been suggested that perhaps it would be more 
desirable to have it in the form of a public document. I there- 
fore change my request in that regard and ask that it be printed 
as a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be printed as a public document. 


OF WAR-MAKING POWER 
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DIPLOMAT 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I am informed by proper 
authorities that the law in this District prohibits the driving 
of an automobile by any child under 16 years of age under any 
tances: and from 16 to 18 a child may 


IMMUNITY 


conditions or circum 
drive by the consent of its par 
is in the ear at the time; that trucks may be driven 
from 1S to 21 years of age, but no vehicle that carries passen 
gers may be. 

I ask that the clerk read an article from this morning 
Washington Post, and I ask the Committee on the Judiciary 
to give consideration to the bills which I introduced at the 
last session of Congress, and also at this session, asking that 
the laws of this country be enforced to all people alike 

I think that when a country sends a man to this country as 
an ambassador, or in any other capacity, it certainly should not 
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ts, provided one of the parents | 
by boys 


send a murderer, or a rapist, or a man who would commit | 


arson; at least it should send one who would not be guilty of 
any one of those three classes of crimes. When they have no 
regard for this country, but send that class of people here, I 
think that when they kill children on the street, when they 
take Amercian girls to places for debauchery and debauch them 
and brag on it, and openly violate the Constitution otherwise, 
it is time to lay aside courtesy, and instead of having troops in 
Nicaragua, where we have no business, to defend money in 
terests, we should bring them here and put them on the streets 
of the District of Columbia to protect the lives and the property 
and the virtue of the women of our country and the lives of 
our little boys and girls. 

I ask that the committee give consideration to my Dill 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the article. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from the current issue of the 
Washington Post: 

IMMUNITY PLEA MADE FOR BOY 


A plea of diplomatic immunity was entered yesterday in behalf of his 


14-year-old son, Henry A. Howard, driver of an automobile which figured 
| principles, then speedy action should be taken in order that our 


in a traffic accident Saturday night, by Sir Esme Howard, the British 
ambassador. 

Police of the fourteenth precinct honored the claim and as a result 
any action taken against the boy will have to come through the De- 
partment of State. Young Howard was driving an automobile, occu 
pied by his mother and father, which struck and severely injured 
Beatrice Mae De Forest, 12 years old, daughter of John S. De Forest, 
paymaster of the United States Weather Bureau, of 3028 Porter Street 
NW., at Connecticut Avenue and Porter Street NW., where she alighted 
from a street car. 

The child was taken to Emergency Hospital, and after treatment her 
condition was considered not serious. She was permitted to be removed 
to her home, At the home, her parents stated, the child had suffered 
concussion of the brain and a loss of memory and her condition had 
taken a serious turn since her discharge from the hospital 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 


(H. R. 483) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ac- | 
quire certain lands within the District of Columbia to be used | 


as sites for public buildings. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. FESS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
H. R. 483 having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same. 


Henry W. KEYEs, 

SIMEON D. F Ess, 

Henry F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Ricuarp N. ELsirorr, 

J. Witt TAYtor, 

Fritz G. LANHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The fteport was agreed to. 


LXIX——-74 


7 = 
l 65 
THE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 
The VICE PRESIDENT rhe Chair lays before the Sena 
a resolution coming over from a preceding duy, which will be 

read 
The resolution (S. Res. 52) submitted by Mr. McMasrrer De- 
cember 13, 1927, was read, as follows: 


Re ited I the T i States Senat favors l iow 
ng f tarilf sc her 3 i riff legislat i 1 z wered 
schedules, should onsidered 1 enacted d present 1 
{ Congress; be it further 

Res Ut copy this resolution | t s t l » tl Hious 


of Representatives 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, at the outset I wish to 
Say that there are three principles pertaining to the tariff 
system which has been advocated by the Republican Party and 
which may be expressed in the following language : 

1. The tariff shall represent the difference in the cost of 
production at home and the cost of production abroad 

2. If the agricultural class, or any other class 
conditions imposed by a tariff system, can not obtain a just and 
proportionate share of national prosperity, then additional 
compensatory legislation shall be enacted to give to such class 
its full and proportionate share of national prosperity. 

3. Using the language of the statesman, John Sherman, “If 
the combination [meaning a trust or a monopoly] is aided by 
our tariff laws, they should promptly be changed, and, if neces- 
sary, equal competition with all the world should be invited 
in the monopolized article.” 

The essence of those principles has been enunciated time 
and time again in Republican platforms. The most illus- 
trious leaders of the Republican Party. men who have been 
pillars of strength to the party, have championed those prin- 
ciples ; and now, if the discussion of these questions reveals that 
the policies of the Republican Party do not conform to those 


The question is on agreeing to the 


because of 


policies should be in alignment; and that will add to the 
strength of the Republican Party. If, on the other hand, these 
discussions show that the Republican policies are in alignment 
on those principles, that will add to the strength of the 
Republican Party. However, that which is of infinitely more 


| importance will be this, that the public may be benefited by the 


diseussions, 

Before entering into a discussion of the pending resolution, 
it would be well to examine and to inspect a certain nestrum 
ihat is being used for the purpose of soothing and allaying 
this rising tide of discontent among the farmers over these 
tariff relationships. That nostrum is this: We are informed 
by those in high places with great assurance that everything 
the farmer uses in farming is upon the free list, and most of 
the things that he sells are upon the protected list. In order 
that we may have a clear and comprehensive idea of those 
articles upon which the farmer pays a duty, and which are 
known as the necessities of life, but which he does not use in 
farming, permit me to read just a partial list: 

Kitchen and household utensils, stoves, furniture, sheets, pillowcases, 
mattresses, rugs, carpets, table linen, tableware, clocks, gla 
earthenware, clothing, hosiery, gloves, all wearing apparel, and hundreds 


sswiire, 


| of other articles, 


———————————— 


It is equally certain that the following articles, which the 
farmer uses in farming, are also upon a highly protected list: 

Scythes, sickles, hammers, saws, scoops, shovels, pitchforks, corn 
knives, grass hooks, grindstones, pliers, files, drainage tools, machine 
tools, horseshoes, horseshoe nails, nails, steel wire, galvanized wire, 
roofing felt, strap leather, paints, brick, tile, baling wiré 
cream separators valued at $50. 


+, cast-iron pipe, 


Then we are informed that harnesses are upon the free list. 
The buckles and the clasps and the hardware used in connec- 
tion with harnesses are upon a highly protected list, and who 
ever heard of a farmer using a harness that did not bave a 
buckle or a clasp or some hardware on it? As a matter of fact, 
the importations of harness into this country are insignificant. 
All of which goes to show that this provision for free harnesses 
is a sham and a fraud. 

There are those who point with great pride to the fact that 
farm implements are upon the free list.. Let us examine the 
subtle sophistry of that contention. The prices of farm imple- 
ments are controlled and dominated by a trust that not only 
controls and dominates the farm-machine market of America, 
but which controls and dominates the farm-machine market 
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of the world. The importations of farm machinery into this 
country are insignificant. Last year we exported $78,000,000 
worth of machinery, and the farm implement is one of the 
f« manufactured products of this country that has been 


steadily in price since the war. A binder costs more 
money to-day than it did at war-peak prices, because the heads 
of tl manufacturing concerns which manufacture farm im- 
plements meet in secret and behind closed doors, and make up 


rising 
g 


le 


the price list for the ensuing year. Does anybody doubt that 
Statement? Let the record speak. The report of the Federal 
Trade Commission on the causes of high prices of farm 
machinery says: 

Practically all important manufacturers of farm implements are 
members of the National Implement and Vehicle Association, which 
Was formed in 1911 by the union of several existing farm-implement 
associations 

Under ver of bringing about uniform cost accounting, uniform 
terms of sale, and standardization of preducts the manufacturers who 
are members of these associations repeatedly advanced prices of farm 
implements by concerted action during the period 1916 to 1918, 
inclusive 

What they were doing during that period they were doing 


before that time and continued to do after that time. 

Thus disappears the sophistry of those who would lead the 
farmer to believe that because his farm implements are upon 
the free list he has been given a special favor under this law. 

We have examined the list of articles upon which the farmer 
pays duty and we find that he not only pays a duty upon the 
necessities of life which are not used in farming, but we find 


that he pays a duty upon practically all the articles used in 
farming excepting farm implements, and when the farmer 


buys farm implements he is gouged by a giant Machine Trust. 
Now, for a moment let us examine some of the schedules of 
the tariff act of 1922. 


Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 


Does the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from 
Wisconsin? 

Mr. McMASTER. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. Before the Senator leaves the discussion in 
relation to imported farm machinery I want to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that the value of agricultural implements man- 
ufactured in the United States in 1921 amounted to $334,915,000, 
while the importations of farm tmplements—that is, those farm 
implements which are free of duty—amounted to the insignifi- 
cant sum of only $2,327,956. 

Mr. McMASTER. But some of those imports might have 
been reimports of machinery which had been exported by us, 

Mr. BLAINE. I want to say to the Senator that 
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important agricultural counties in any one of the Mississippi | 


Valley agricultural States would absorb all imported farm im- 
plements, which would not have an appreciable effect upon the 
price of farm implements. 


Mr. McMASTER. I think the Senator is quite correct in 
his conclusion. The figures which he furnishes conclusively 
show that so far as farm machinery being upon the free list 


affecting the price in America, it has no effect whatsoever. 
Let us proceed to examine some of the schedules in the tariff 


act of 1922. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
for a moment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MoMASTER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. In the manufacture of farm machinery 
a great deal of iron and steel is used, 


Mr. McMASTER. Yes; that is true. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I did not hear all of what the Senator 
said. Did the Senator call attention to the fact that the tariff 


on pig iron was raised 50 per cent a year ago? 

Mr. McMASTER. I did not call attention to it, but that is 
a statement of fact that the Senator from Minnesota has made. 

The law was supposed to establish a copartnership wherein 
industry and agriculture were to share and share alike. The 
amazing discrepancies and disparities between the protection 
afforded agricultural products and the protection afforded 
industrial products are astounding. 

The duty on cattle, 144 to 2 cents per pound, is approximately 
16 per cent of the present market value. The duty on sheep is 
$2 per head, or about 25 per cent of the present market value. 
The duty on corn is 15 cents a bushel, or 16 per cent of its 
market value. The duty on wheat is a tariff of 42 cents a 
bushel, which is largely inoperative. The duty on horses and 


| 
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mules is 20 per cent of their value. The duty on eggs is 8 cents 
a dozen, or 25 per cent of their value. The duty on poultry is 
3 cents a pound, approximately 10 per cent of its value. The 
duty on milk is 2% cents a gallon, or about 5 per cent of its 
value. The duty on wool is 12 cents per pound, or 30 per cent 
of its value. 

There are innumerable articles of finished steel and iron prod- 
ucts with duties ranging from 25 to 45 per cent. The duty on 
rugs and carpets is from 40 to 55 per cent of their value; on 
finished cotton and woolen goods from 25 to 55 per cent of their 
value; on chemicals, oils, paints, and coal-tar products, 25 to 46 
per cent; on clothing made of wool, 24 cents a pound and 40 per 
cent of its value; on white granite, semiporcelain, earthenware, 
and stoneware, 45 per cent of their value; table and kitchen 
articles and utensils of glass, 50 to 55 per cent of their value; 
table, kitchen, bread, and butcher’s knives, from 1 to 16 cents 
each, and in addition thereto 45 per cent of their value. The 
duty on table and household utensils made of aluminum is 11 
cents a pound and 55 per cent of their value. This deadly par- 


| allel could be continued indefinitely, 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McMASTER. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have been wondering from what tariff act the 
Senator is quoting. 


Mr. McMASTER. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
figures. 

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator will have an opportunity to 
check all of those errors. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wili not have an opportunity to look them 
over. 

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator will have an opportunity in 
the Recorp to-morrow to correct any error. I took them from 
the tariff schedules under the act of 1922. At any rate, they 
are not so far off but that after the Senator has corrected them 
he will discover an amazing difference between the outrageous 
schedules afforded industries and the pitiable amounts of duty 
that were afforded agricultural products. No one need to go 
much further than the parallel of duties allowed to agriculture 
and duties permitted on industrial products to ascertain why the 
farmer’s dollar is worth only 89 cents. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McMASTER,. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator, before he concludes his 
very able address, will quote the statement of that illustrious 

tepublican, former Senator Knute Nelson, with reference to the 
same tariff act which the Senator is discussing, in which he 
said the manufacturers knew what they wanted, and came 
here with their bag and baggage and got all that they wanted. 
He could not have said that of the farmer. 

Mr. McMASTER. These figures are taken from schedules 
which were written in the tariff act of 1922. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from South 
Dakota will pardon me, the rates in the emergency tariff act 
and in the 1922 tariff act were as high as the farmers re- 
quested at the time the bill was written. Representatives of 
the agricultural industry of the country appeared before the 
committee and the rates they asked for were given them. 

Mr. McMASTER. I will say to the distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut that I am just coming to the testimony giyen 
by the representatives of the farm organizations before the 
Committee on Finance and that will completely answer the 
eontention made by the distinguished Senator. 

We find the Finance Committee of the Senate meeting in the 
summer of 1921. Those were dark, tragic days for agriculture. 
In 1920, when they ordered deflation, the Federal Reserve 
Board committed the most monumental blunder ever committed 
by a governmental agency during the last quarter of a century. 
Every impartial student to-day recognizes that act as a vicious 
act, recognizes that that act was conceived in folly, and it was 
executed in folly. 

On the one hand we have a governmental agency which was 
commanding the farmers to pay, and on the other hand we 
have another governmental agency destroying the guaranteed 
price of wheat, taking away from the farmer his ability to pay, 
with the result that within a few weeks wheat dropped from 
$2.26 a bushel to 50 cents a bushel, corn dropped from $1.75 a 
bushel to 20 cents a bushel, and other products correspond- 
ingly were decreased in value, with the result that the farmers’ 
ralues were deflated by $20,000,000,000. No greater economic 
tragedy was ever visited upon a class during the war save only 
in those lands which were torn by shot and shell and swept by 
the flame of war. 

It was in the shadow of that tragedy that we find the Fi- 
nance Committee of the Senate meeting in the summer of 1921, 


The tariff act of 1922. 
The Senator is quite wrong in some of his 
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We find representatives of farm organizations from all over 
America appe: ring before that mmittee and asking for help, 
asking for protection in their hour of need. We find the repre 
sentatives of the dairying interests of New England, from the 
Mid West, from the Pacific Coast States, appearing before that 
committee asking for a duty of 3% gallon on milk. 
In those dark days a fair price for milk for the farmer would 
have been wonderful boon to him. The dairying interests 
produce 14,000,000,000 pounds of milk in America annually 
Did they receive that 3% cents per gallon on milk? Oh, no 
They received 244 cents a gallon. 

Mr. SMOOT. It was 3 cents before. 

Mr. McMASTER. That furnis the justification, then, for 
always permitting just enough importation of milk to keep the 
farmer's nose on the grindstone. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator again that the 
farmers of the country dictated every tariff figure in the bilL 

Mr. McMASTER. It looks like it. 

Mr. SMOOT Kvery cue of them. I say that to the Senator 
now without a moment's hesitation. 

Mr. MCMASTER. Let us proceed to examine the evidence 
and if the Senator wishes to quarrel with the record, that will 
be his privilege. 

We find the representatives of the dairying interests appear- 
ing before the Finance Committee asking for a duty of 10 cents 
a pound on butter. While one of the witnesses was testifying 
we find the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] interposing with 
a question, 


cents a 





Senator SMootT. I am wondering why you are asking more than 8 
cents here, when your exports are over O per cent of what your 
imports «are. 


Mr. BALDERSON. For the simple reason that we object 


Again he was interrupted by the 


posing: 


Senator from Utah inter- 


To any coming in? 
Mr. Batperson. To being a dumping ground for butter from other 


countries who want to flood this country, at times when it suits them, 


with surpluses which they can not sell in their regular markets 


Did they receive their duty of 10 cents a pound on butter? 
No; they received 8 cents a pound, but after a lapse of four 
yeurs, after this matter had become agitated, fearing an exposé 
of the outrageous schedules that were given industrial prod 
ucts, there was an increase of 4 cents a pound in the duty on 
butter, raising it to 12 cents a pound. 

Now, we find appearing again before that 
representatives of the Livestock Association of America. Mr. 
EK. B. Speller, of Fort Worth, Tex., representing Texas and 
Southwest Cattle Raisers’ Association, appeared before the 
committee. He made this remarkable statement, the facts of 
which are well known to preducers of cattle throughout 
America: 

As to what benefit the tariff on cattle and hides would be to the 
livestock producers, I see it in this way: We know that in Argentine, 
Brazil, New Zealand, and other countries, they produce livestock, cat- 
tle, and sheep in very large Stock producers of those coun 
tries are the big packers of this country. 


quantities. 
They can throw on our 
markets at any time they desire enough beef to demoralize our beef 
market and they can throw upon our market at any time enough mut 
ton to demorali 





our mutton market. That is not speculation; that 
is not what we believe, but it is what we have seen done time and 
again in the past. We ask for those people who are struggling to try 
to remain in business, to rehabilitate their business, that they will be 
given the benefit of the tariff that will take away the danger of having 
their market destroyed in that way. 


Then Mr. Prior, representative of the American Livestock 
Association, took the stand. In his testimony as to the needs 
of the cattle industry, he was interrupted by Senator Smoor— 

Senator Smoor. Mr. Prior, will you tell me briefly just what you 
want $0 that I can have {ft here to refer to quickly? 

Mr, Prior. That you enact a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on all 
catile and 20 per cent duty on hides imported into this country. 


Did the livestock producers of this country receive an ad 
valorem duty of 20 per cent upon cattle and a 20 per cent 
duty upon hides? Oh, no. 

Mr. SMOOT. But they would have received it if the Re 
publican Party had been able to control the situation. The 
duty on hides was defeated here on the floor of the Senate. I 
have voted for every duty on hides which has been proposed 
since I have had an opportunity to vote on tariff bills. 

Mr. McMASTER. I am very glad to hear the Senator say 
that he has voted for that duty. 

Mr. SMOOT,. That duty was in the bill when it was reported. 


committee the | 
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Mr. McMASTER. I am merely trying to call attention to th 
fact that the farmers did not get in the ll as high duties us 
| they were asking for. 
Mr. SMOOT. And I want to say 
Mr. HARRISON Mr. President, the Senator from | h 


| 


{Mr. SmMoor] turns his back to us on this side of the Chamber 


I do not know whether he does so becaus * does not wish 
us to hear what he is saying or not, bl e Wish to hear what 
is going on. 

Mr. SMOOT. I stated the fact that the duty upon hides was 
defeated here upon tl floor of the Senate, as, I suppose, the 
Senator from Mississippi will remember, but the Senator from 
South Dakota is charging that action to the Republican Party 


Mr. McMASTER. No 

Mr. SMOOT. I am quite sure that if the Senator will ascer 
tain who voted for a duty on hides he will find that every 
one of the Senators on the other side of the Chamber who are 
going to support his resolution voted against it, with the excey; 
tion of the Senator from New Mexico, and, I think, one other 
western Senator on the Democratic side, who voted for that 
duty. 

Mr. McMASTER. It is immaterial to me who was respon 
sible for the situation. All I want to show is that the farmer 
did not get what they asked for and they are going to ask for 
more and they expect to get the protection for which they wili 
ask; they expect to get mueh—lot more than they have ever 
asked for in the past. 


Mr. SMOOT. So far as concerns the duties which the 
farmers wanted, I will say that the furmers got everything the 
asked for in the present tariff law There may have been some 
who said, “We want a larger increase,” buat if the Senator 
from South Dakota will ask the junior Sevator from Idaho 


{Mr. Goopine] I think he will 
statement is accurate. 

Mr. McMASTER. The junior Senator from Idaho, as the 
RecorD shows, stood on the floor here pleading for a duty on 
hides. The Recorp also shows that the distinguished Senator 
from Califernia {[Mr. JoHNson]! had to use the utmost endeavor 
to get an 8-cent duty on eggs when the farmers were 


have contirmation that m) 


asking 
for a 10-cent duty on eggs. What I am trying to show is that 
all the farmer asked for is not contained in the present law, 


and I think I am establishing a pretty fair case. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator may think soe, but 
whenever one takes the tariff act of 1922 and \ 
the Democratic tariff act, it will be seen that: y every item 
that the Senator has referred to to-day is on the free list in 
the Democratic tariff act. I have that list before me and it 
shows that the farmer had no protection at all 

Mr. McMASTER. That did not afford any excuse or justi 
fication for us when we had an opportunity to put on agricul 
tural products duties as high as we possibly could get for 
them. 

Mr. SMOOT. The junior Senator from Idaho, who spoke fo 
the farm bloc at the time of the passage of the bill, stated that 
it was the only measure by which the farmers of this country 
had been amply protected. 

Mr. McMASTER. But the farmer did not get everything in 
the law for which he was pleading. He failed, for instance, to 
secure a duty on hides. 

Mr. SMOOT. Nor did I get everything in the law for which 
I was pleading. 

Mr. McMASTER. It was disclosed that certain tanners ap 
peared before the committee and objected to free hides; but pos 
sibly hides were put upon the free list because shoes were put 
upon the free list; though certainly the price of hides has very 
little relation to the price of shoes. Mr. FE. W. Rucker, the 
attorney for the National Livestock Association, filed with the 
Committee on Finance a statement showing that a 15 per cent 
ad valorem duty on hides would not increase the price of shoes 
more than from 3% to 4% cents. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is true; and the tariff on pig iron has 
very little relation to the price of harvesting machinery. 

Mr. McoMASTHER. That may be true. 

Now, in regard to the duty on rice, the two Senators from 
Louisiana had to put up a very strong fight on the floor here 
to obtain a duty on rice, showing that all along agriculture had 
the contest of its life and had to make the fight of its life to 
get what it did in the present tariff law. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, I do not like to interrupt the 
Senator from South Dakota and if he does not care to be inter- 
rupted I will consider his wishes in the matter. 

Mr. McMASTER. I want to be interrupted. 

Mr. McLEAN. I am very much interested in his discussion 
and I am exceedingly interested in the prosperity of agriculture 











1168 


throughout the country. I think I advocated the highest duties 
which were requested on agricultural products, especially on 
milk and butter. It seems to me that the remarks of the Ser 
autor so far indicate that, in his opinion, the rates on agricul- 
tural products are not sufficiently high. 


Mr. McMASTER. I am making the contention that the rates 
upon industrial products are so outrageously high that they 
ought to be pared down, which would increase the purchasing 


power of the farmer and would not injure the industries in the 
slightest degree. It would be of distinct benefit and ad- 
vantage to the country. 

Mr. McLEAN. Does the Senator know whether the rates on 
industrial products are higher than they should be? 

Mr. McMASTER. I am just coming to that. 

Mr. McLEAN. 
Senator wants is another emergency tariff law to raise the rates 
on agricultural products, 

Mr. McMASTER. We want a square deal. 

Now, in regard to the duties that were allowed on industrial 
products, how different was the attitude of the Committee on 
Finance in regard to the rates to be imposed. The evidence 
shows that there were certain manufacturing concerns appear- 
ing before the committee at the very hour when they were asking 
for inereased tariff rates which were fairly dripping with 
profits and cash dividends and stock dividends and surplus ac- 
counts. The record shows that shortly after the new protective 
tariff duties became firmly established, so far as industrial 
corporations were concerned, within a few months they began to 
declare enormous stock dividends. As an illustration of what 
was going on at that time, exemplifying the prosperous condi- 
tion of those companies, I have a list here of certain corpora- 
tions, which is as follows: 

The Parke Davis Co. increased its capital from $12,000,000 to 
$25,000,000, and declared a stock dividend of 100 per cent; the 
New England Spring Bed Co, increased its capital from 
$1,000,000 to $5,000,000, and declared a stock dividend of 400 
per cent; the Victor Talking Machine Co. increased its capital 
from $5,000,000 to $35,000,000, and declared a stock dividend of 
700 per cent; the Whitin Machine Works increased its capital 
from $600,000 to $9,000,000, and declared a stock dividend of 
1,400 per cent; the Brown-Sharp Co., of Providence, R. L, in- 
creased its capital from $100,000 to $16,000,000, and declared a 
stock dividend of 16,000 per cent, 

I should like to know how many farmers in the year 1922 
declared a dividend of as much as 16 cents, let along 16,000 
per cent, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, does the Senator claim that the 
tariff had anything to do with the institutions which he has 
named? 

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator from South Dakota claims 
that at the very hour when these exorbitant schedules were 
being enacted into Jaw these and other industrial corporations 
were immensely prosperous; that they were just on the eve of 
declaring these huge stock dividends, and there was no evidence 
of their financial condition which warranted the schedules and 
‘rates which were given to them. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator must know that the tariff duties 
had nothing to do with the profits of the Victor Talking Ma- 
chine Co.; and he must also know that tariff rates had nothing 
to do with some of the other companies to which he has re- 
ferred. The prosperity of those companies is largely determined 
by patents which they hold, and the tariff has nothing to do 
with such patents. If their products are protected by patents 
and the American people buy the patented goods with no 
duties whatever they would be prosperous. Then why does 
the Senator bring such ilbustratiens in here in condemnation 
of the tariff? 

Mr. McMASTER. Does the Senator say that the Brown- 
Sharp Manufacturing Co., of Providence, R. I., which declared 
a stock dividend of 16,000 per cent, received no benefit from the 
tariff law? 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator know whether they had ever 
increased their capital prior to that time? Does he know that 
they grew for over 75 years and then decided they would issue 
the stock to their stockholders instead of proceeding as they 


also 


had done in the past? Yet the Senator charges that to the 
tariff. 
Mr. McMASTER. If the Senator from Utah desires to ex- 


plain their prosperous condition or to make excuses for them, 
that is his privilege. I was merely showing——— 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator think that the profits of 
that company were made in one year? 

Mr.- McMASTER. Let us take up the aluminum schedule. 

Mr. SMOOT. In connection with the aluminum schedule, let 
me say to the Senator that aluminum ware can be bought to- 
day, notwithstanding the tariff duties on it, almost as cheaply 
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as tin can be bought. 
reduce the price. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana and Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Surpsteap in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Dakota yield; and, if so,to whom? 
Mr. McMASTER. I yield first to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. The matter of duty on aluminum 
has been under consideration by the Senate on several occasions 
since the enactment of the law. The remarks just made by the 


Evidently something has occurred to 


Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] prompt me to say a word. I 
am talking not about aluminum ware but I am talking about 
sheet aluminum, ingot aluminum, of which the Aluminum Co. 


of America has a complete monopoly and on which there is a 
duty of 3 cents a pound Immediately after that rate of duty 
was established the Aluminum Co, of America increased its 
price from 21 cents to 25 cents, and to-day the current price is 
27 cents 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me say to the Senator from Montana that 
if he will consider the prices of other products not only of mills 
but of various manufacturing concerns in the United States, 
whether they be dutiable or whether they be free, he will find 
that the increase in the price of aluminum is not nearly as 
much as is the increase in the price of many other commodities, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am giving the facts as they 
stand. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator may give the facts as he under- 
stands them, but he does not explain that wages in this country 
have increased 100 per cent. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Have they increased 100 per cent 
since 1922? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know as to the particular indus- 
try—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Have wages increased 100 per 
cent since 1922? 

Mr. SMOOT. They have increased very greatly, but I will 


not say that they have increased 100 per cent since 1922. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, we do not know what 
the figures are as to the Aluminum Co. of America, because 
they never make any report at all of any kind. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McMASTER. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I wish to ask that the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota may be permitted to have the floor and 
deliver his address. Interruptions by Senators which may tend 
to break up the continuity of thought in his speech ought not 
to be permitted; he ought to be able to deliver his speech, and 
deliver it fully and clearly without continuous interruptions 
that will make his speech in the Recorp appear to be no speech 
at all but a general discussion. 

Mr. SMOOT. For the information of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, I will say that the Senator from South Dakota 
asked for interruptions, and said he would be pleased to have 
them. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; but I do not think he 
asked to have speeches injected into his speech. 

Mr. McMASTER. I am perfectly willing to be interrupted 
for questions, but I would prefer not have speeches made during 
the interruptions. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
him any further. 

The PRESIDING 
kota has the floor. 

Mr. McMASTER. Speaking of the aluminum schedule, when 
I remembered the pitiful amount of duties that were afforded 
the agricultural schedules, and realized the deplorable condition 
that agriculture was in at that time, I said to myself that if 
aluminum finished products had a duty of 11 cents a pound and 
an ad valorem duty of 55 cents per pound the evidence must 
reveal a frightful condition the financial affairs of the 
aluminum industry of America. So I went through the testi- 
mony given before the Committee on Finance, but in that testi- 
mony I found very little evidence as to the actual financial con- 
dition of the aluminum company. I then went back to the hear- 
ings held before the House Committee on Ways and Means in 
1912, and there we find the representative of the Aluminum Co, 
of America testifying to the fact that back in 1890 that com- 
pany was organized with a paid-in capital of $1,500,000, and 
then we find that in 1912 that company had accumulated a 
surplus of $28,000,000, and that their capital and surplus had 
increased to $30,000,000. Then picking up the thread of the 
story, I found a letter published in the Recorp during the 
Senate debates in 1922 showing that that $30,000,000 of capital 
in 1912 had increased to $131,000,000 in 1922, in addition to the 
cash dividends which had been paid; and in addition to that the 
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stock value of that company upon the markets at that tin 
amounted to $500,000,000, or it would have sold for that upon 
the stock exchunge 


We have, therefore, a little capital of $1,500,000 during the 


i 
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course of a few years expanding and growing until it has} 
renched $131,000,000. 

I want to say to you that when some good farmer’s wife out 
in the Northwest leur that upon an aluminum kitchen utensil 
of a factory value of $2 she must pay an ad valorem duty of 
55 per cent, or $1.10, and 11 cents a pound iy addition thereto 


making $1.21 upon that aluminum kitchen utensil, and then 
wien that farmer's wife thinks of how she must labor and with 
patience go out and gather 5 dozen eggs at a market value of 
25 cents and transport those 5 dozen eggs to a market 9 or 6 
miles away as a tribute to the aluminum industry of America, 
and when she thinks of the hundreds of dozens of eggs that 
she has thus contributed to the aluminum industry, and then 
when she recalls that when her husband goes with a bushel of 
wheat to the market he must transport that bushel of wheat to 
the world market and receive what the world will give for the 
wheat, I want to say that that woman is going to become agi- 
tated. But when that womiun realizes and is informed that the 
officials of this aluminum company have opposed and do op 
pose every effort that is made to give that farmer's wife and 
her husband an equal shure in the national prosperity, that 
woman is going to act; and you need not be surprised if she 
with her vote places a stick of dynamite under those aluminum 
sebedules and all other similar schedules, blowing into smither- 
eens that portion of your tariff system which permits of excess 
profits, which creates a breeding ground for trusts, and harbors 
und shelters monopoly. 

The great Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Jardine, says that if 
it woman should do a thing like that she would be an unthink- 
ing person. He says only the unthinking would criticize this 
law or would attempt to change any schedules in it. 

That good woman out there in the Northwest may not com- 
prehend the intellectual processes of the great Secretary of 
Agriculture, but she comprehend and understand the 
common sense and the militant Americanism of John Sherman, 
who said that if there is any article that is monopolized the 
tariff laws should be lowered, and, if necessary, that monopo- 
lized article should be opened to the free competition of the 
world. John Sherman may not be as great a man as the dis- 
tinguished Secretary of Agriculture; he may be unthinking; 
but still there are many who have great respect for the ability 
of John Sherman. 

This tariff compact between the agricultural West and the 
industrial Hast has been in existence for a long period of time, 
and out of this long experience we find the farmer emerging 
with an 8%-cent dollar. During the last 16 years that dollar 
has reached par only three times. During the last seven years 
it has ranged all the way from 69 to 89 cents in value; and one 
of the greatest factors producing that 89-ent dollar is the 
present tariff system under which we operate. 

I want to say to the representatives of this industrial group 
you can no longer continue preaching to the farmers the doc- 
trine that legislation will not help agriculture to obtain its 
just and proportionate share of national prosperity. The same 
chicanery and hypocrisy was practiced upon the laboring 
classes in England a century ago. The condition of English 
lubor was pitiful. It beggars description; and English labor 
at that time went before Parliament and asked for a 12-hour 
day. Then these philosophers, these economists representing 
the industries of England, went before Parliament, and they 
said, “That proposal is economically unsound.” They said, 
“You can not legislate the number of hours that a man can 
work, because you are legislating the price of labor, and when 
you legislate the price of labor you are increasing the eost of 
production, and if you do that you will ruin and destroy 
Huglish industry, and take away from labor all opportunity 
for employment.” 

The 12-hour-day law was passed. Then came the 10-hour-day 
luw, then the 8-hour-day law, and still English industries con- 
tinued to expand and grow and develop; all of which demon- 
strates the fact that when human justice and human rights 
and a larger opportunity for the farmer and the laborer 
become enthroned in law they have a way all their own of 
miking ridiculous the sophistries of avarice and of greed. 

I wish to state here that the farmers of America are going 
to start to slash and hew their way through the barbed-wire 
entanglements that bar their pathway; and when they do that 
they know that their feet are treading upon a pathway of 
seund economic doctrine 

Lust year the wages received by the American laboring man 
amounted to $11,000,000,000. Suppose you could cut that in 
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two, and transfer five and o1 f billions over to the p 
account of the corporations Would th spell prosperity for 
industry Most assuredly not. With that d ed purcha 
power factories and mitls would close, and industrial valna 
tions would be decreased by billi s of dollars If you add 
$2,000,000,000 to the purchasing power of American agriculture 
you not only restore the billions that they lost through deflation 
but you stimulate every factory and mill in the United States 
to its capacity; 5 add billions of dollars of increased valua 
tion to industrial values in the United States 

This resolution was not introduced merely for the purpose of 
i. tariff revision, but it has a eper signific e than that 
Only a few years ago the agricultural population was 60 per 
cent of our total population It has since dwindled to 5), then 
to 40, and now ii only 29 per cent of our population. 
As that population dwindles, so does its political power wane 
and fade; and the hour has come now for the farmer to strike, 
or else it will be too late 

I want to say to the representatives of the industrial group 


that the farmers of America are going to wage this fight to a 
finish ; and if the industrial group invites it to its final conelu 
sion it may sinash your tariff system, but out of the ruins will 
arise a new tariff system and other compensatory 
which will give economic justice not only to the 
the industrial classes as well. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, T should like 
to ask the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMasver]! a 
question, if he will permit me. Would the Senator be willing 
to have his resolution changed by striking out the word “low 
ering” and insert the word “revision”: in other words, 
permit the resolution to favor revision of the tariff schedules 
rather than lowering of the tariff schedules? 

Mr. McMASTER. I will say to the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts that I do not care to quibble over the words in 
the resolution so long as there is a distinct understanding and 
the words express the fact that there shall be a general lower- 
ing of tariff schedules. <A revision, of course, 
ward, and it might mean downward. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think a general lowering 
is what is usually expected to happen when there is a re 
However, the opposite has sometimes bappened 

I think the resolution as written would place some Senators 
in the position of advocating lower rates for protected industries 
that would be injurious. Nearly every Senator here, who has 
been familiar with tariff revision laws, will agree that in many 
instances there have been great abuses, extreme abuses; the pro 
tective-tariff principle has been used to enrich a few, it has been 
used for political advantage, and has tendrd to develop favored 
classes and cause ihe concentration of wea!th in small groups in 
this country. It has been used to extort millions and millions of 
dollars from the great consuming public. Yet I recognize the 
fact that there are industries in this country, legitimately con- 
ducted, that are entitled to reasonable tariff protection, judi 
cially determined, with a sincere consideration of the rights of 
the consumer as well as of the manufacturer or the producer 

The trouble with our tariff policy has been that instead of 
fixing tariff rates based on careful research and ascertained 
facts we have too often thought only of satisfying those who 
came here asking for tariff protection for their own selfish ends. 
Our attitude has been like a court of justice giving the plaintiff 
without hearing the defendant the amount of damages which 
be asks. In my judgment, the tariff policy pursued by the 
majority party has been one of simply asking the question, 
* How much do you want? Are you a good Republican? Did 
you contribute to the campaign fund? Are you loyal to the 
cause of the dominant party?” It has been a matter of criti 
cism and, indeed, of condemnation for Senators to ask that 
the books of these tariff-protected industries be presented so 
that we may investicate what wages they are paying, how 
much the wage efrners are getting of this tariff protection, to 
find out what their profits are, and to what extent the public 
is being charged unnecessarily increasing prices. I, therefore, 
agree with much the Senator has said of existing abuses in 
his able speech. It is a very excelent contribution to the pub 
lic information on this important national issue. However, TI, 
for one, refuse to be put in the position of denying reasonable 
tariff protection to any legitimate industry or honest producer 
in this country competing against cheap labor abroad who come 
here and show that the very life of a particular American 
industry depends upon reasonable tariff protection. 

Therefore I hope the Senator will consider the suggestion I 
have made, and when we take this matter up to-morrow we 
can so change the resolution as to show our opposition and 
determination to provide against legalized extortion under the 
guise of protection, by passing a reselution that will give assur- 
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Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I hope the suggestions made by 


| the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] and by my col- 


| league [Mr. Jones] about the changing of the wording of this 


| resolution will be agreed to by the Senator from South Da- 


tection; that every legitimate industr} and producer having a 
good case will know that the Senatois in this body, whether 
they come from the North, South, Fast, or West, are willing to | 


hear them. But we want facts. We want to know the exact 
degree of protection they need, and ‘we will give them only 


that degree of protection which ts fair to the producer, the | 


Wage earner, and the consuming public. 
Mr. President, the agriculturists of the West are not the 


only group injured by the alleged increased prices resulting 


from excessive tariff rates. 


tariff rates tend to promote general profiteering upon all 


Excessive and unreasonably high | 


Classes of our population, to encourage industrial gambling and | 


speculation, to destroy private enterprise, 
to creation of monopolists. 


and ultimately lead 
For instance, the exorbitant duties 
which have been levied upon raw wool bas had a tendency to 
destroy the woolen manufacture industry instead of helping it. 

The manufacturers and producers who benefit by protective 


tariff duties that are defensible are those engaged in producing | 


commodities that either do not entirely supply the home market 
and must, therefore, compete with comparable imported com- 
modities, or if they do supply the entire domestic market are | 


actually, not 


funcifully, threatened with competition through 
Importat 


ons from abroad in such volume as to be a factor in 
reducing domestie prices. In such instances our industries may 
claim protection against cheap foreign labor by tariff duties 
that equalize the difference in the cost of production here and 
abroad; such tariff duties serve the purpose of permitting the 
manufacturer to obtain a price equal to the price of production 
abroad plus duties collected at our customhouses upon the 
That degree of protection I 
am willing to extend to every honestly organized industry and 
producer. I do not intend to threaten such legitimate indus- 
tries with a threat of a sweeping tariff reduction. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I want to join with the able 
Senator from Massachusetts |[Mr. Watsn] in requesting a 
modification of the resolution, inserting the word “ revision.” 
I, myself, am very much in favor of increasing some of these 
tariff duties, especially with reference to farm products. I am 
gratified, therefore, with the opportunity to join with a Senator 
from one of the New England States, that region of the coun- 
try from whence comes the doctrine of reciprocity with Canada, 
in urging revision rather than horizontal lowering. 

I hope the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMASTER] will 
see his way clear to modify the resolution, as suggested by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, so that while we are considering 
the question we may consider increasing the duties upon farm 
products, and give the home market exclusively to the American 
farmer for those products which he is able to produce. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota a question, and I want to put it in relation to a 
concrete matter, in which the people of my State are very much 
interested. 

Under the present tariff law shingles were put on the free 
list. That has practically destroyed the shingle industry in our 
State. I ask the Senator whether in any revision carried on in 
line with the language of his resolution a tariff could be put on 
shingles, 

Mr. McMASTER. I will say to the Senator from Washing- 
ton the spirit of the resolution, the intent of the resolution, is 
that if there is a manufactured article that needs protection it 
will receive protection. If the Senator had been here when I 
started my remarks, he would have heard me define that prin- 
ciple and declare that that was the principle for which the 
Republican Party stood. That is the intent and purpose of the 
resolution. 

Mr. JONES. I want to say to the Senator that I was here 
when he began, and I heard the statement he made, but his 
resolution reads as follows: . 


That the United States Senate favors an immediate lowering of 
tariff schedules, and tariff legislation, embodying lowered schedules. 


Mr. McMASTER. It does not say “all” tariff schedules. If 
I had intended that all tariff schedules should be lowered, I 
would have used the word “ all.” 

Mr. JONES. It says “ tariff legislation, embodying lowered 
schedules” 

Mr. McMASTER. I wish to ask the Senator from Washing- 
ton if the resolution were changed in the way he suggests, 
would he vote for it? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know whether I would or not. I do 
not know just what revision the Senator is proposing to have 
made. I assure the Senator that his resolution will have my 
careful consideration, and I shall yote as I think I ought to 
vote, 


kota. There are in the present tariff law certain schedules 
that are so manifestly unjust and unfair that to declare merely 
for a lowering of the schedules would by no means meet the 
situation. 

I do not believe in absolute free trade. Nor am I one of those 
who believe that, simply because some industry wants tariff 
protection it would be granted such protection. I believe that 
if the Tariff Commission does its work as it was intended it 
should do it, and Congress would follow its recommendations, 
we would then evolve a tariff which would equal the difference 
between the cost of production at home and the cost of produe- 
tion abroad. That should be our policy. 

As was suggested by my colleague, we formerly had a great 
shingle industry in the State of Washington, and when a tariff 
was put on logs and shingles left on the free list, immediately 
a premium was placed upon oriental labor in Canada. Previ- 
ous to the enactment of the last tariff law there was no tariff 
on either logs or shingles. Since the adoption of the discrimi- 
natory tariff on logs and the failure to place a tariff on shingles, 
131 shingle mills in the State of Washington have been forced 
out of business, and approximately one-half of the shingle busi- 
ness has been destroyed, due to the discriminatory tariff against 
our own business. In addition to that, Canada has an export 
duty on logs. So that the present tariff law not only interferes 
with the free intercourse of the lumber industry in the North- 
west, but it places a special discrimination against the shingle 
industry by putting a tariff upon logs. 

This is but one of a number of examples in the present law 
which I think could be cited and which I feel justify us in 
insisting that we shall have a revision of the tariff rather than 
a mere lowering of the schedules. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. DILL. I do not intend to take any time in a lengthy 
discussion, 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply want to remind the Senator that the 
Finance Committee reported a duty on shingles, and the Senate 
saw fit to take that duty off. 

Mr. DILL. I am not criticizing the Finance Committee. I 
am talking about what the tariff law provides and what it has 
done to this great industry of the Northwest. 

If the situation had been allowed to continue as it was, the 
industry might have survived, but when a tariff was put on 
logs and a tariff was refused on shinglesthe shingle people were 
driven out of business, and unless the law is changed most of 
the rest of the shingle mills in my State will be compelled to 
close. 

All they are asking for is fair treatment in this matter, and 
the only reason we can not get it for them is that the party in 
power, the party pledged to tariff protection, by its tariff law, 
is destroying the shingle industry in the Northwest. Now, 
the Republican leaders tell us they will not take up the tariff 
question. The people of the Northwest have elected men to the 
Senate and the House on the theory of tariff protection. But 
we can not get tariff protection because the administration will 
not permit the opening of the tariff schedules in the House of 
Representatives, 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, may I interrupt my friend? 

Mr. DILL. Certainly. 

Mr. WATSON. The Senator, I know, will be fair enough to 
state or, if you please, to admit that the Finance Committee put 
a tariff on shingles and then, when the bill came up in the 
Senate, the Senate took it off. I do not remember the vote 
exactly, but I think that nearly everybody on the other side of 
the Chamber voted to take it off, and most of us on this side 
voted to keep it on. 

Mr. DILL. I must say to the Senator that I was not here 
or I should not have so voted. But I do say this: That with the 
tariff law existing as it does, discriminating as it does in a way 
to destroy the shingle business, the party in power is responsi- 
ble for refusing to permit the question to be opened and the 
injustice which has been proven by experience to be corrected. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mr. DILL. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does it not strike the Senator with amaze- 
ment that the party in power has fallen down on certain sched- 
ules and yet was able to muster votes enough to put into that 
law some of the most outrageous schedules that any tariff law 
ever carried? 

Mr. DILL. I may say to the Senator that I am not discussing 
what the Finance Committee brought in here; it is what the 
Jaw is to-day. I am talking about the effects of that law. 
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Mr. CARAWAY. My friend from Indiana intimated that 
the Republican majority failed, and that the minority took the 
bill away and wrote out the schedules. 

Mr. WATSON. That very often happens in the consideration 
of a tariff measure 

Mr. DILL. I think the Republicans were in contro!. of the 
Senate and House, and the Republican Party must take the 
responsibility for what the House and the Senate did in this 
matter. 


Mr. CARAWAY. I wish my friend from Utah, who is pre 
pared now to show that certain schedules were forced into 
Republican legislation by the Democrats; that there were 


schedules the Republicans are responsible for, and some that 
somebody took away from them and wrote into the bill, despite 
his earnest protest, would please tell us why it was that he, 
as a conferee and the chairman of the conferees, failed to 
stand up for this industry out in Washington. 

Mr. SMOOT. It was not in conference. 

Mr. CARAWAY. It was in the bill as it passed the 
and you struck it out in the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. 


House, 


CARAWAY. Do not dedge that Of course, it was in 
conference, 
Mr. SMOOT. ‘The House yielded. 
Mr. CARAWAY. No; the Senate yielded. 
Mr. DILL.. Mr. President, I am very glad I was not here 
and did not have any responsibility for the passage of a law 


that, under the guise of protection, has practically destroyed 
a great industry by discriminatory tariff rates on and 
no tariff on shingles. 

Not only does what I say apply to the tariff on logs, but it 
applies also to the tariff on manganese. A tariff on manganese 
to protect the manganese industry of this country was at 


logs 


tempted to be written into the tariff measure in the Senate, | 


but when it came out of conference we found that the tariff 
was such that the manganese industry of the far West could 


not compete with the manganese mines of Austria, east of Chi- | 


cago, where the great steel industry has its great amount of 
business. The tariff provided is just about equal to the 
freight rate east to Chicago. Consequently the manganese 
mines of the West are practically closed most of the time, be 
cause the great steel corporation, with all its protection on 
steel, with all its protection otherwise, has such a low rate 
on manganese that it can use its mines in Austria without 
interference by the tariff, and so prevent development of the 
manganese. mines in the fur West. I do not want to vote 
for a resolution that provides only for lowering the schedule. 
If we are going to maintain the high tariff rates on manufac- 
tured articles, then I want some protection for others similarly 
affected. When I read that the 
wages and lengthening hours in the last few years, with 
its high protection, I wonder what justice there is for the 
continuation of these rates, especially when they insist upon 
practically free trade for the manganese which is used in the 
making of steel. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the effect of other similar 
discriminations may be. I am not here to attack or abuse any- 
body because of the provisions written into the law. I shall 
assume they were honestly written. But when actual practice 
has proven that they are destructive to the great business inter- 


all 


ests in the part of the country from which I come I can not 
remain silent and hear the law defended as a perfect law. On 
the other hand, neither will I vote for a resolution which 


simply proposes to lower rates, because, unless certain rates are 
equalized, other rates must be raised in order to give protection 
to the very industries which are affected by tariff legislation. 
Mr. SMOOT obtained the floor. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I 
quorum 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


suggest the absence of a 


sarkley Deneen Heflin Oddie 

Bayard Dill Howell Overman 
Bingham Edge Johnson Phipps 

Black Edwards Jones Pittman 
Blaine Ferris Kendrick Reed, Pa 
Blease Fess Kin Robinson, Ark. 
Bratton Frazier La Follette Robinson, Ind, 
Brookhart George McKellar Sackett 
Broussard Gerry McLean Sheppard 
Bruce Gillett McMaster Shipstead 
Capper Glass McNary Shortridge 
Caraway Gould Mayfield Smoot 
Copeland Greene Metcalf Steck 

Cougens Harris Neely Steiwer 

Curtis Harrison Norbeck Stephens 
Cutting Hawes Norris Swanson 

Dale Hayden Nye Trammell 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





| said each 


| for the Poindexter amendment to increase the duty on 


| Tydings Walsh, Mass Waterman Willis 
Tyson Walsh. Mon Watson 
Wagner Warren Wheeler 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (M JOHNSON in the chair) 
Seventy-eight Senators having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Presiden Vill the Senator yield to me 


for a parliamentary inquiry: 


Mr. SMOOT. Certainly 
Mr. HARRISON. As I understand it, the McMa r resolu 
tion is now the unfinished business before the Senat 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is pending before the Senate 


because there is no unfinished business before tl Senate at the 
present time 

Mr. HARRISON Ly virtue of its coming over, it remains 
before the Senate? 


The PRESIDING Ol 
otherwise. 


“FICER. Unless displaced by motion or 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it is not strange to me that our 
Democratic friends want the resolution modified, because I 
have unalyzed the votes on the Democratic side taken when the 
present law was under consideration before the Senate, and it 
is rather strange to find that nearly every Democratic Senator 
voted for particular increases higher than the present law 
ries It all depends upon where the product is produced or 
raised I am not a spotted protectionist I believe in pr 
tection whether it be for the farmer, the manufacturer, or for 


any industry that may be established in the United States 
giving employment to American labor and paying American 
wares, 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 

Mr. HARRISON. IT may not have understood the Senator 


correctly, but I think I gathered from his remarks that he said 
that pratically all Democratic Senators voted for rates higher 
than are included in the present law. 
Mr. SMOOT. I did not say all the 
Democratic Senator— 


Democratic Senators. I 


Mr. HARRISON. Well, then, a Democratic Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; covering most of the Democrats in the 
Chamber. I will go that far. 

Mr. HARRISON. They did vote for rates higher than are in 


the present tariff law? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; on particular items. 
Mr. HARRISON. The Senator ought to specify them and put 


steel corporation is lowering | their names in the Recoep. 


Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps I had better do so, although it will 
take some time to read them all. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has plenty of time. 

Mr. SMOOT. The first one is the senior Senator from Ari 


zona |Mr. Asncrst|. That Senator voted to increase the duty 
on citrate of lime, to increase the duty on amorphous graphite, 
crude 
magnesite. for the Poindexter amendment to increase the duty 
on dead burned magnesite, for the Poindexter amendment to 
increase the duty on caustic calcined maxnesite, to increase 
duty on cattle, on fresh beef and veal, on honey, on 
almonds, on shelled almonds, on unshelled walnuts, on shelled 
walnuts, On soya beans. He yoted for the Gooding amendment, 
which would in effect retain the duty on vegetable oil for non 


the 
unshelled 


| edible use, and so forth 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

Mr. SMOOT. Ob, I have not finished 
Arizona [Mr. AsHurst]. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator made the statement that 
Democrats had voted for rates higher than are in the present 
law, and in practically all the instances cited he has shown 
where the Senator from Arizona voted to increase over the old 
tariff duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no; not at all; over the present law. 

Mr. HARRISON. It does not carry out the idea the Senator 
suggested at all 

Mr. SMOOT. It is in accordance with the bill reported to 
the Senate. I will not go all through the others in detail. I 
will not read the next page. I will simply say that Mr. Brovs- 
sARD voted against reducing the duty on acetie anhydrides and 
against reducing the duty on borie acid. That was an amend 
ment offered by the then Senator from New Mexico, Mr. Jones. 

Mr. Caraway voted for the Nicholson amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment to increase the duty on amorphous graphite 
Mr. Caraway voted against striking out of paragraph 302 the 


with the Senator from 








~) 


— 


1i7 


words “ 


manganese ore er concentrates containing in excess of 
30 per cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound.” He also 
voted against the committee amendment reducing the duty on 
paddy or rough rice. 

Mr. Culberson voted against the Ashnurst amendment to place 
tomatoes on the free list, and he voted also against the Newberry 


amendment to remove the 10 per cent ad valorem duty from 
amorphous graphite. 
Mr. Dial voted against the amendment to place tomatoes on 


list during certain months. 


l t irce 
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Mr. FiercHer voted for a duty of 5 per cent ad valorem on 
chemical wood pulp. He voted for the committee amendment 
placing a duty on hides and cattle and voted for an amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole increasing the rate on 
citrus fruits 

If Senators do not desire that I shall take the time to read 
the entire list 1 shail not do so but will ask later on to print 
it « re in the Recorp. I may say, however, that the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Harris] voted for the Gooding amendment 
to committee amendment, which would in fact retain the 
duly on vegetable oils for nonedible use and voted for the com- 
mittee amendment to place a duty of T cents a pound on long- 
staple cotton. He voted also against the committee amendment 
reducing the duty on peanuts not shelied. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. BROOKHART. To what bill were those amendments | 
offered? 

Mr. SMOOT. They were offered to the tariff bill of 1922— 
the present tariff Law. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let us suppose that the Senators whose 
yotes the Senator from Utah is quoting were in favor of lower- 
ing the tariff duties; is there any inconsistency in their voting 


for a particular higher schedule when a high schedule all along 
the line is forced upon them? 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not quite catch the purport of the Sena- 
tor’s question. 

Mr. BROOKHART. A majority against these Senators was 
forcing higher schedules all along the line. I do not see any 
inconsisteney in their yoting for a particular high schedule, 
although they might be in favor of generally lower schedules. 

Mr. SMOOT. The pending resolution favors “an immediate 
lowering of tariff schedules.” 

Mr. BROOKHART. Generally. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what it would be construed to mean— 
as favoring a lowering of the tariff rates. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if my colleague will yield to me, 
I desire to say that I do not know that I quite comprehend his 
last observation. Does the Senator mean to state that the last 
tariff bill, as reperted by the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
provided for a lowering of the rates imposed by the then- 
existing tariff law? 

Mr. SMOOT. No. That suggestion has not been made at all, 
but before I get through I will refer to some of the increases 
which were reported by the committee. 

Mr. KING. But the Senator does not mean to state that 
the bill as reported to the House or to the Senate or as it was 
finally passed provided for a lowering of tariff rates in compari- 
son with the rates in the law which then existed? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, no; I have never claimed that. 
I am only saying now that most of the Senators upon the Demo- 
eratic side voted for higher rates on certain items in the 1922 
tariff bill than the rates which had been reported by the com- 
hiittee. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, that might be the case with 
respect to some items as indicated by the Senator from Iowa 
|Mr. Brookuar®r}, but the Senator from Utah knows that when 
the conference report was finally voted upon in the Senate an 
overwhelming majority of Senators upon this side voted against 
the bill; and Senators upon the other side—men like Senator 
(cummins and the Senator from Idaho |Mr. Boran]—also voted 
against it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that is a fact; 
Senator who will offer an amendment on the floor of the 
Senate and yete for it and then vote against it when the 
question comes on the passage of the bill. I have never as yet 
done that. I am either opposed to protection or 1 am for it; 
and I presume the Senator knows that I am for protection, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator if he 
means by that that the taking of a small dose of medicine 
being entirely proper should a man be offered a barrel of 
poison he would be bound te take it beeanse he agreed to take 
a little dose of medicine? Some of the schedules were proper; 


I am not a 
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Senators might properly vote for a tariff upon, for instance, 
wool, or upon some other commodity, and yet when the bill 
came loaded as that bill was with thousands and tens of 
thousands of increases in the schedules it became so mon- 
strously unfair that Senators who voted for a particular item 
on that bill might vote against the entire bill. The Senator's 
position, as I understand him, is that if a Senator voted for 
some righteous measure he then committed himself to vote for 
the bill with its unrighteous characteristics though they were 
mountain high. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going that far. I am only stating 
what I would do. There was no use of taking the small dose 
of poison. If 1 supported the increases on the floor of the Sen- 
ate and praised a bill, then I would not think myself justitied 
in voting against it 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I understand the 
will not help in framing a bill the way be wants it when he 
intends to vote against it? 

Mr. SMOOT. I never stated any such thing as that. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Did the Senator vote for the so-called Ver- 
sailles treaty in which was incorporated the covenant of the 
League of Nations? 

Mr. SMOOT. No: I did not. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Did the Senator vote on 
offered to that treaty? 

Mr. SMOOT. I voted for two of the reservations. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The Senator then voted to attach reserva- 
tions to the ratification of the treaty and then violated his 
principle by voting aguinst fhe treaty after the reservations 
were adopted. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not at all. But the Senator from Utah did not 
act in any instance merely because of the fact that the item 
applied to the State of Utah, or some other particular State, he 
wanted to be perfectly free to say that he voted for those 
items in which the State of Utah, or any other State, for that 
matter, was interested. I can take the Recorp and show that 
Senators on the Democratic side in numerous instances voted 
for a higher rate of duty on certain products than had been 
reported by the committee because those commodities were 
produced in their States. 

Mr, PITTMAN. I think the Senator is entirely right. Some 
of us Democrats were interested more in our States than we 
were in some of the eastern trusts, and I think if he will: 
analyze it he will find that is what happened. 

Mr. SMOOT. Some of the commodities to which I call atten~ 
tion, perhaps, may be produced by what are called trusts, but 
the charge as to trusts does not seare me. It may appeal to 
some unthinking people, but when they know the facts it will 
have no foree with them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 


Senator 


the reservations 


Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I recall that when the 
Fordney-McCumber bill was under consideration before the 


Senate the Senator from Utah took the position that eonditions 
were abnorma!, ond that it was necessury to enact at that time 
duties which experience would probably disclose to be exces- 
sive. In order to afford an opportunity for relief against those 
probably excessive rates he advocated what has become known 
as the “ flexible” provision of the tariff law, giving to the 
President of the United States the power to raise or lower 
tariff duties 50 per cent after complaint and after imvestiga- 
tion by the Tariff Commission. I recall that the Senator from 
Utah declared that the object of that provision was to guaran- 
tee a reduction of the tariff in eases where the rates proved 
to be excessive. He said: 

Seldom will it be necessary to employ this extraordinary and un- 
usual provision, giving the Executive the authority to perform a func- 
tion which the Constitution reposes in the Congress— 


And so he said: 


Let us pass this flexible prevision in the tariff bill so as to make 
sure that the President will lower the tariff? rates when conditions 
justify it. 

The Senator from Utah recognized the fact that the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff law in many of its important provisions preb- 
ably carried rates too high 

Mr. SMOOT. Or too low. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And that those rates would 
necessarily be lowered in the future. Now, the “ flexible’ 
provision of the tariff has operated quite differently from what 
the Senater from Utah expected. It has turned out that the 
power given the President under that provision has been em- 
ployed almost solely to increase the burden of taxation upon the 








wy 
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American people, to raise tariff rates, and has seldom been 
employed to reduce such rates, 

Mr. SMOOT. It has been employed to increase the rates on 
agricultural products, I will say to the Senator 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Utah is 
now making an argument which if submitted to the Senate by 
anyone else would be denounced by the Senator from Utah 
as sophistry. He is contending that when a measure admittedly 
one for high tariff protection is presented to the Senate a Sena 
tor who does not believe in high tariff protection is estopped 
from voting to increase any rate carried in the general bill 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President: I do not think the Senator 


can say that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of 
ator’s position. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the 
say 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course the Senator may re 
sume the floor whenever he wants to. I thank the Senator 
from Utah for yielding to me. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am glad to yield to the Senator from 
sas at any time 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
vield to me for a moment? 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like first to answer the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRISON. I merely wish to call attention to an error 
made by the Senator from Arkansas. I wish to point out that 
the President, under the “ flexible” provision of the tariff law, 


Arkansas. That is the logic of the Sen 


Senator will yield to me, I wish ft 


Arkan 
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reduced the tariff rates on quail, on broomstraw, and on catgut. | 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. On live bob white, quail, im- 
ported from Mexico the tariff was reduced, and on certain 
elasses of brushes the tariff was likewise reduced. 

Mr. SWANSON. And, as the Senator froin Mississippi says, 
on catgut. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I started out not to answer 
the Senator from South Dakota particuiarly. The Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Diz] in his statement made me think 
of the votes which had been cast during the consideration of 
the last tariff bill in 1922. In regard to the statement of the 
Senator from Washington respecting shingles, there was no 
question about the Finance Committee reporting to the Senate 
just the duty that was provided on shingles in the House; 
the Senate Finance Committee reported the bill to the Senate 
containing that duty; but the Senate turned down the com- 
mittee: the Senate did not want any duty on shingles. It is 
charged that the Senator from Utah yielded in conference, 
but the Senator from Utah did not yield at all; the House 
yielded, and shingles went on the free list. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah does not 
dispute the statement I made, to the effect that the present 
tariff law is desteoying the shingle industry of the Northwest. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to see a tariff on shingles, I 
will say to the Senator; but there is another factor in the 
situation which is tending to destroy the shingle industry to 
which the Senator has not called attention. I did not intend 
to refer it, but inasmuch as the Senator is questioning me I 
will say that the wooden-shingle industry is being affected, 
particularly in the East to-day, by metal shingles, and by 
composition shingles, which are being produced and which are 
being used, and which take the place of, perhaps, millions of 
wooden shingles which were formerly used. 

Mr. DILL. The Senator knows, if he has studied this ques- 
tion at all, that there are more shingles being imported from 
Camada into the United States than are being made in the 
United States. Shingles are not made in Utah or the Senator 
would have seen that protection was afforded to them at the 
time: I recognize that. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Washington wanted a pro- 
tective duty on shingles, and the Senator from Utah voted for 
it, but he was voted down by the Senate. 

Mr. DILL. I remind the Senator again that the tariff on 
logs, which forbids a mill from bringing them in, and free 
shingles, are destroying the shingle business of the Northwest. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfecfly aware of that. 

Mr. DILL. And the Senator from Utah is opposed to opening 
the question for revision so that those industries may be given 
a chance to live. 

Mr. SMOOT. 
time, 
alone, 

Mr. DILL. Not only for shingles, but there are a number of 
questions. Why not revise the tariff? Conditions have changed. 
Is it because only the great industries that are getting such big 
protection oppose it? 


I certainly am opposed to opening it at this 
We could not open the tariff question here for shingles 


me 
LL73 
Oh, no. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr 
McMAsrer] thinks the tariff ought to be revised for the farmer, 
and I think perhaps there are things that the farmer 
uses on which the tariff should be revised. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the 
I understood the Senator from Utah 
from Washington, to say that meta 


things that affect the price of 


Mr. SMOOT 
soTne 


Senator yield? 
nswer to the Senator 


| shingles are one of the 


shing| > 


Mr. SMOOT. Composition shingles are now taking the plac 
of wooden shingles and are largeiy used in their stead 

Mr. HARRISON fhe ad valorem duty on 1 ls carried in 
the present law is 49 per cent, is it no 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not think it is. I do not think there 
is any. 

Mr. HARRISON I am not saying shingles I say meta 
If it is a metal shingle, it is a kind of metal What is the 
tarif? duty that is rried on metal shingles ‘ 

Mr. SMOOT. There is none 

Mr. HARRISON. There is no tariff metals 


Mr. SMOOT. On metals? That is an entirely different propo- 
sition. If the 


Senator will say what kind of metal he refers 
to, | can tell him. 
Mr. HARRISON. Metal shingles. Does the Senator assert 
that metal shingles come in free? 


Mr. SMOOT. No; I did not say that 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not know, then? 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not say that at all. 

Mr. President, before proceeding with the remarks I intend 
to make upon this resolution I think it would be better, rather 
than to take the time of the Senate, to put in the Recorp a 
statement showing the votes against and for the items in the 
tariff bill of 1923 

The PRESIDING 
will be so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


OFFICER If there be no objection, it 


IN 1922 ASHURST VOTED FOR 





May 15: Johnson amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on citrate of lime 
May 24: Heflin’'s amendment to committee amendment to increase duty 


on amorphous graphite 
May 24 
duty on amorphous graphite 
May 29: 


Bursum amendment to committee amendment to increase 


Poindexter amendment to committee amendment to increase 


duty on cruite magnesite 

May 29: Poindexter amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on dead, burned, etc., magnesite 

May 29: Poindexter amendment to committee amendment to increase 


duty on caustic calcined magnesite. 


June 28: Committee amendment as amended to increase duty on 


cattle 
June 28: Committee amendment to increase duty on fresh beef and 
veal. 
June 29: Committee amendment to increase duty on honey. 
July 3: Committee amendment to increase duty on unshelled almonds 
July 5: Commiftee amendment to increase duty on shelled almonds 
July 5: Committee amendment to increase duty on unshelled walnuts 
July 5: Committee amendment to increase duty on shelled walnuts 
July 10: Ladd amendment to committee amendment to increase duty 


on soy beans 

July 11: Gooding amendment to committee amendment which would 
in effect retain duty on vegetable oils for nonedible use 

July 12; Cameron amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on cotton having a staple of 1% inches or more, 
15 cents per pound. 

July 12: 
duty on cotton having a staple of 1% inches or more from 7 cents to 
10 cents per pound. 

July 12: C 
on long-staple 

July 26: Committee amendment as modified to increase the 
rates of duty on wools, not specially provided for, etc 

August 9: Committee amendment placing a duty on 
tle, etc. 

August 12: Ashurst amendment to place duty of 20 per cent ad 
valorem on crude asbestos. 

August 18: Amendment made in Committee of the Whole increasing 
the duties on citrus fruits 

August 18: Ashurst amendment increasing the duty on long-staple 
cotton. 

August 18: Amendment made in Committee of the Whole for a duty 
of 33 cents per pound on wools not specially provided for. 


from 7 cents to 


Ashurst amendment to committee amendment to increase 


ymmittee amendment to place a duty of 7 cents per pound 
cotton, 


three 


hides of cat- 


IN 1922 ASHURST VOTED AGAINST 


May 15: Walsh of Massachusetts amendment to committee amendment 
to reduce duty on olive oil 








1174 


May 15: Walsh of Massachusetts amendment to committee amendment 
to reduce duty on olive ofl-—second classification. 

Jane 5: Committee amendment to strike out in paragraph 302 the 
iganese ore or concentrates containing tm excess of 30 per 
cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic manganese 


words “ mal 





contained therein.” 


July 5: Walsh of Massachusetts amendment to committee amendment 
to reduce rates of duty on shelled almonds 
Inly 8: Committee amendment reducing duty on paddy or rough rice. 


Jul; 10 Committee amendment reducing duty on peanuts not 
shelled 

July 26: Lenroot amendment to committee amendment to fix a maxi- 
mum of 6O per cent ad yalorem on wools, not improved, etc. 

July 26: Wadsworth amendment to modify committee amendment to 
reduce the rates on wools not specially provided for, ete. 

August 17: Newberry amendment to take the 10 per cent ad valorem 
duty off amorphous graphite. 


IN 1922 BROUSSARD VOTED AGAINST 
May 2: King amendment to reduce duty on acetic anhydride. 
May 4: Jones (New Mexico) amendment to reduce duty on boric acid, 
IN 1 2 CARAWAY VOTED FOR 
May 24: Nicholson’s amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on amorphous graphite. 
IN 1922 CARAWAY VOTED AGAINST 
June 5: Committee amendment te strike out, in paragraph 302, the 
words “ manganese ore or concentrates containing in excess of 30 per 
cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic manganese 
contained therein,” 
July 8: Committee amendment to reduce duty on paddy, or rough 
Tice. 
IN 1922 CULBERSON VOTED AGAINST 
August 16: Ashurst amendment to place tomatoes on the free lst 
during certain months. 
August 17: Newberry amendment to take the 10 per cent ad valorem 
duty from amorphous graphite. 
IN 1922 DIAL VOTED AGAINST 
Aucust 16: Asburst amendment to place tomatoes on free list during 
certain months. 
IN 1922 PLELCH PR VOTED FOR 
August 3: Duty of 5 per cent ad valorem on chemical wood pulp. 
Aucust 9: Committee amendment placing a duty on hides of cattle. 
August 18: Amendment made in Committee of the Whole increasing 
rates on citrus fruits 
IN 1922 FLETCHER VOTED AGAINST 


August 8S: Gerry amendment to Broussard amendment to reduce rates 
of duty on sugar. 

August 8: Willis amendment to Broussard amendment to reduce rates 
of duty on sugar. 

August 16: Ashurst amendment to place tomatoes on the free list 
during certain months, 

August 17: Newberry amendment to take the duty from amorphous 
grapbit« 

IN 1922 HARRIS VOTED FOR 

July 11: Gooding amendment te committee amendment, which would 
in effect retain duty on vegetable oils fer nonedibie use. 

July 12: Committee amendment to place a duty of 7 cents per pound 
on long-staple cotten. 

IN 1922 HARRIS VOTED AGAINST 
July 10: Committee amendment reducing duty on peanuts not shelled 
IN 1922 HEFLIN VOTED FOR 

May 24: Nicholson amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on amorpbous graphite, 

May 24: Heflin amendment to committee amendment to increase duty 
on amorphous graphite. 

May 24: Bursum amendment to committee amendment to increase duty 
on amorphous graphite. 

May 24: Heflin amendment to committee amendment to increase duty 
on erystalline lump graphite. 

July 10: Ladd amendment to committee amendment increasing duty 
en soya beans, 

luly 11: Gooding amendment to committee amendment, which would 
in effect retain duty on vegetable oils for nonedible use. 

July 12: Committee amendment to place a duty of 7 cents per pound 
on long-staple cetten, 

IN 1922 HEFLIN VOTED AGAINST 

June 5: Committee amendment to strike out fm paragraph 302 the 
words “manganese ore or concentrates containing in exeess of 30 per 
cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic manganese 
contained therein.” te 

July 10; Committee amendment reducing duty on peanuts mot ghelled. 
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July 16: Ashurst amendment to place tomatoes on the free list during 
certain months, 
July 17: Newberry amendment to take the 10 per cent ad valorem 
duty from amorphous graphite 
IN 1922 JONES OF NEW MEXICO VOTED FOR 


May 24: Nicholson amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on amorphous graphite. 

May 24: Heflin amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on amorphous graphite. 

May 24: Bursum amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on amorphous graphite. 

May 24: Nicholson amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on crystalline lump graphite, 

May 24: Heflin amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on crystalline lump graphite. 

May 29: Poindexter amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on crude magnesite, 

May 29: Poindexter amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on dead, burned, etce., 

May 29: Poindexter amendment to committee amendment to increase 
duty on caustic calcined magnesite, 

June 28: Committee amendment as amended to increase the duty on 
cattle. 

June 28: Committee amendment to increase duty on fresh beef and 
veal, 

June 28: Committee amendment to increase duty on fresh lamb. 

June 28: Committee amendment to increase duty on bacon, hams, 
etc., prepared, etc. 

June 29: Committee amendment to increase duty on honey. 

July 11: Gooding amendment to committee amendment which would 
in effect retain duty on vegetable oils for nonedible use, 

July 26: Committee amendment as modified to increase the rates 
of duty on wools, not specially provided for, ete. 

August 8: Broussard amendment to increase the rates of duty on 
sugar. 

August 9: Smoot amendment to increase the rates of duty on sugar. 

August 9: Committee amendment placing a duty on hides of cattle, 

August 12: Ashurst amendment to place a duty of 20 per cent ad 
valorem on crude asbestos. 

August 17: Bursum amendment to increase the duties on coal-tar 
products. 

August 18: To concur in Bursum amendment in Senate to inerease 
duties on coal-tar preducts, 

August 18: Amendment (in Senate) increasing the duty on sugar, 
ete. 

Angust 18: Amendment made in the Committee of the Whole 
increasing the rates on citrus fruits. 

August 18: Ashurst amendment to increase the duty on long-staple 
eotton, 

August 18: Amendment made in the Committee of the Whole 
for a duty of 33 cents per pound on wools not specially provided for. 


magnesite, 


IN 1922 JONES OF NEW MEXICO VOTED AGAINST 

June 5: Committee amendment to strike out in paragraph 302 the 
words “ Manganese ore or concentrates containing in excess of 30 per 
cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic manganese 
contained therein.” 

July 8: Committee amendment reducing duty on paddy or rough rice, 

July 8: Committee amendment reducing duty on milled rice. 

July 26: Lenroot amendment to committee amendment to fix a maxi- 
mum of 60 per cent ad valorem on wools, net improved, etc. 

July 26: Wadsworth amendment to modify commitiee amendment to 
reduce rates on Wools, not specially provided fer, etc. 

August 8: Gerry amendment to Broussard amendment to reduce rates 
on sugar. 

August 8: Willis amendment to Broussard amendment to reduce rates 
of duty on sugar. 

August 8: Gerry amendment to Broussard amendment to reduce rates 
of duty on sugar. 

August 16: Ashurst amendment to place tomatoes on the free list 
during certain months, 

August 17: Newberry amendment to take the 10 per cent ad valorem 
duty from amorphous graphite. 

August 18: Calder amendment (in Senate) to reduce the rates on 
magnesite. 

August 18: Harrison amendment to reduce the rates of duty on sugar, 
ete. (in Senate). 

IN 1922 KENDRICK VOTED AGAINST 
May 2: King amendment te reduce duty on acetic anhydride. 
May 4: Jones (New Mexico) amendment to reduce rate on boric acid. 
IN 1922 ING VOTED FOR 
July 3: Committee amendment to increase duty on unshelled almonds. 
IN 1922 KING VOTED AGAINS?P 
Committee amendment to reduce rate on acetic anhydride. 





























92 CONGRESSIONAL RB 


N s Ss TED FOR | 
August 17 Burs 1 a to increase the duty on coal-tar 
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MYERS VOTED AGAINST 
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O2 Inanganese ore Ol nceentr s containing in excess ol U0 I 
cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metallic manganess 
contained there . 
\ S 1s Calade mer ent luce the rates on ma sit i 
Sk ite) 
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May t: Hef 1mendnk ymmittee amendment to incr e du 
on amorphous g hite 
May 24: Bur mn amendment to committee amendment to rease | 
duty on amorphous graphite 
May 20: Poindexter amendment t ommittee amendment to increase 
duty « rud Site 
June 28: ¢ nittee amendment as amended to i ease dut ) ttle 
June $:. Cor endment to in¢ ise duty on fres ef and 
veal 
June 28: Committee amendment to increase duty on fresh lamb | 
IN > ROBINSON OF ARKANSAS VOTED FOR 
May 24: Ileflir nendment to mmittee amendment to i: duty 
on amorpaou ‘ ph 
May 24: Heflin amendment to committee amendment to increase duty 
on crystalline lump graphite. 
IN ROBIN N F ARKANSA VOTED AGAINST 
July 8: Committ imendment reducing duty on paddy or gh rice 
ly 8: Committee amendment reducing duty on milled rics 
July 16 As Ss amendment to piace tomatoes on free list luring 
certain months 
IN iPPPARI FOR } 
May 24 Hl imendment t i imend t toil e dut 
on amorpii 
May 24: Burs rmer ent to committee amendment » increase | 
duty o1 I ph graphite 
May 24: Heflin amendment to committee amendment to increas y 
on yst u I phite 
June “ao Committe imendal t iS ill nded nerea i I 
ittle 
June 28: Committee amendment to iner¢ auty o1 re f nd 
veal 
Fur “5 mi te imer nt 1 se d oO ( 
Ju S$: Commi e amendment to increase duty on lard compounds 
nd substitute 
July 10: Ladd amendment to committee amendment increasing duty 


July 11: Gooding amendment to mmittee amendment which would, 


in effect, retain duty on vegetable oils for nonedible use 
July 12: Ashurst amendment to committee amendment to increase | 
duty on long-staple cotton 


July 12: Committee amendment to place duty of 7 cents per pound 
on long staple cotton 

July 26: Committee amen'ment as modified to increase 
rates of duty on wools not specially provided for 

August 9: C« 
ete 

August 17 


produc ts 


mmittee amendment placing a duty on hid 


Bursum amendment to increase the duty on coal-tar 


Auzust 18: To concur in Bursum amendment in Senate increasing 
duties on coal-tar products 

August 18: 
rates on citrus fruits 


Amendment made in Committee of the 


August 18: Ashurst amendment to increase the duty on long 


cotton 


August 18: Amendment made in Committee of the Whole for a 
cent per pound duty on wools not specially provided for 
IN 1922 SHEPPARD VOTED AGAINST | 
June 5: Committee amendment to strike out in paragrap! 
words “manganese ore or concentrates containing in excess f 30 
per cent of metallic manganese, 1 cent per pound on the metal 
manganese contained therein.” 
July 8: Committee amendment reducing duty on paddy or rough rice 
July 8: Committee amendment reducing rate on milled rice 


July 10: Con ttee amendment reducing duty op peanuts not shelled 

July 10: Walsh (Massachusetts) amendment to committee amet 
ment reducing duty on linseed or flaxseed oil | 

July 26: Lenroot amendment to committee amendment to fix a maxi 


mum of 60 per cent ad valorem on wools, not improved, et« 
Wadswort 
reduce the rate on wools, not 

August 16: 


during certain months. 


endment to | 
| 


July 26 i1mendment to modify committee au 
specially provided for, et: 


Ashurst amendment to place tomatoes on the free list 
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IN V LIAM ‘ x GA 
May 2: Committee amendment to reduce r > on acet int ! 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President. let me ask the 
Senator a question in order that I may understand his pos 
tion Is it the Senator’s position that because one doe t 
favor a high tariff he estops 1 from voting for any tariff 
on a particular commodity tl is importe 


Mr. SMOOT. The Senator did not hear 
beginning of my remarks. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansa 
stand it 

Mr. SMOOT. The resolution calls for a lowering 
tariff: and I called attention to the votes of the 
Senators who wanted increases over and above the 
provided. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas 
an article in a given bill is on the free commits 
himself to a policy of high tariff protection if he votes for the 
imposition of a reasonable or a limited duty on that particular 
commodity ? 

Mr. SMOOT. The items that I referred to and the items 
referred to in the resolution of the Senator from South Dakota 
did not affect the free list at all I am talking now about the 
resolution introduced by the Senator from South Dakota 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I know the Senator has g 
ten away from the subject of the votes of Senxtors for the 
imposition of duties on certain commodities. What I am ask- 
ing the Senator is whether he takes the position that a Senator 
who does not favor the general rates carried in the Fordney 
McCumber tiriff bill is committed to the policy of voting 
against increasing any of rates or decreasing any of 
them: 

Mr. SMOOT No: 
dictates. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Did not the Senator state to 
the Senate when the Fordney-McCumber tariff law was under 
consideration that many of the he bill were imposed 
with regard to postwar conditions, and that they probably 
would prove to be too high? 

Mr. SMOOT. Too high or too low 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And did not the Senator say 
that probably the principal use to be made of the flexible pro- 
vision of the tariff law was to lower rates that would prove 
excessive ? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not remember whether 1 said that or not; 
I have not looked it up, but I do remember saying that the pro- 
vision was adopted by the Finance Committee, and the Senate 
was asked to approve it, because of the fact thst conditions in 
the world were unsettled. 


what I said in the 
I heard it, but I did not under- 
of the 
Democratic 


duties then 


Does the Senator feel that if 


list, a Senator 


those 


every Senator can do so as his judgment 


rates in 1 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I will state 
that my recollection is—and I think the Senator should refresh 


his own recollection on that subject—that the principal justi- 
fication which the Senator from Utah offered for the provision 
in the Fordney-McCumber tariff law giving to the Executive a 
duty which essentially legislative—namely, the duty and 
privilege of raising or lowering the rates under certain condi- 
i that the rates would probably prove too high and 
would have to be lowered in the early future. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I know what I had in mind, 
and I do not remember using the words referred to, other than 
to increase or In other words, a general revision 
of the tariff w: necessary often that to do justice 
to the industries country, With that power granted to 
the President, within the limitations named in the provision, 


is 
tlio va 


aecrearse, 


uld be 


of the 


se) 


many injustices—for there never was a tariff bill passed that 
did not contain some injustices—could be rectified by the 
action of the President upon a hearing before the Tariff Com- 
mission instead of waiting until a general revision of the tariff 
law made, 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, what does the Senator think will 
be the proper time to revise the tariff? 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘To be perfectly frank with the Senator, I do 


not think it ought to be done in a presidential year. 


Mir. DILL. In other words, we will have to wait two more 
years before it can be considered? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. DILL. Let us hope we will have a Democratic Presi- 


dent and a Democratic Congress by that time 

Mr. SMOOT. Then God save the country if you do, if you 
pass another Underwood bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, Well, He probably will. 

Mr. SWANSON. He usually has saved it, in spite of the 
Republican tariff, when an emergency arose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the resolution offered on De- 
cember 18 by the Senator from South Dakota |Mr. McMasrer] 
reads us follows: 


Re ed, That the United States Senate favors an immediate lower 
ing of tariff schedules, and tariff legislation embodying lowered sched- 
ules should considered and enacted during the present session of 
Congress 


Mr. VPresident, this resolution, if adopted, will declare to 
the world that the United States Senate is in favor of lowering 
the import duties provided in the tariff act of 1922. It will do 
more than that: 1t will announce that the Senate’s indorsement 
the policy adequate protection in 1922 was a mistake— 
a positive injury especially to the agriculturists of the country. 
For this reason IT am opposed to the resolution, 


solr 


be 


ol ol 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator explain 
just how the lowering of tari duties on industrial products, 
for example, will injure agriculture? 

Mr. SMOOT,. If the Senator will wait I will cover that 


whole subject in its regular order, I can assure the Senator. 

Mr. SWANSON. TI hope the Senator will, because we have 
been waiting about five years to hear that. I hope in the next 
30 minutes the Senator will answer what we have been waiting 
five years for. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that it is a mighty 
good thing he has been waiting. 

| do not wish to go on record as admitting that my action 
and vote in 1922 was against the welfare of the farmers, 
and that I was wholly mistaken in my efforts to aid agriculture, 
and that my colleagues who supported the measure are respon- 
sible for the depression in agriculture, as alleged by the pro- 
moters and supporters of this resolution. 

The demand for a restoration of adequate protection when 
the Republicans were returned to control of the Federal Gov- 
ernment came from the representatives of agriculture even 
more than from the representatives of industry. It came from 
the farmers of the Middle West and Northwest even more 
than from the manufacturers of the East. It came from Iowa, 
Nebraska, the two Dakotas, Minnesota, and Kansas quite as 
vociferously as from New England, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. Even Texas, Louisiana, Georgia, 
and Virginia agriculturists joined in the demand for protection 
of their main products. 

Examination of the hearings before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House and the Finance Committee of the 
Senate and the debates and votes in both Houses of Congress 
discloses the fact that the protection of American farmers and 
American farm products was uppermost in the minds of the 
Members of Congress and the Executive. President Harding’s 
first message to Congress recommended a restoration of pro- 
tection to American farm products so ruthlessly destroyed by 
the Democratic low or competitive tariff. of 1913. 
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The Republican administration keenly recognized, and recog- 
nizes now, the existence of a critical and serious farm problem 
brought about by the World War and the Democratic low tariff 
of 1913. It denies that the cure or remedy lies in a lowering 
of the tariff schedules, either on agricultural products or on 
manufactures. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMOOT. Would the Senator just let me go on 
with what I have here? Then I will answer any questions he 
desires to ask; I shall be glad to do it; but I think more than 
likely I shall cover what the Senator has in mind. 

Mr. McMASTER. Is not Senator willi 
questions? 

Mr. SMOOT. I shall be glad to answer any questions that 
the Senator from South Dakota desires to submit just as soon 
as I get through with the remarks I have prepared. 

The first Republican emergency tariff bill of 1920, devoted 
almost exclusively to the protection and welfare of the farmers 
and cattle growers, was vetoed by President Wilson March 3, 
1921. It restored protection to wheat, wheat flour, corn, beans, 
peanuts, potatoes, onions, rice, sugar, lemons, cattle, sheep, 
‘resh mutton or lamb, long-staple cotton, and wool, 


as soon 


the ng to auswer 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator yield? I 


just want to ask the Senator one question. 


Mr. SMOOT. I should like to get this matter in the Recorp 
in some sort of order, if the Senators please. Then I will 
yield. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well. 
Mr. SWANSON. May I ask the Senator a question? I 
asking for education. 


am 


Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will get it by the time I get 
through. 
Mr. SWANSON. No: I do not expect to. I understood the 


Senator to say that President Wilson vetoed the bill to which 
he referred, 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly he vetoed it. 

Mr. SWANSON. He knew it was a lemon and the farmers 
knew it was a lemon you were trying to give them. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh. no; they came right back and asked for 
the reenactment of it, and it was done and received the hearty 
approval of all farm organizations, 

Mr. SWANSON. President Wilson knew it was a lemon, and 
he vetoed it; and all the farmers out West knew it was a 
lemon, and rejected it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is mistaken; that is all. 

Reenacted by a Republican Congress, the second emergency 
tariff of 1921 was signed by President Harding. It was hailed 
with delight by the agriculturists as a wise and beneficial meas- 
ure. It checked the importations of many competitive agri- 
cultural and dairy products, and, according to the Tariff Com- 
mission (sixth annual report), “doubtless exerted a stabilizing 
influence by raising the of competitive agricultural im- 
ports.” It prevented a further decline in the prices of domestic 
products. The commission said: “Tbe downward swing of 
prices was checked in the fall and winter of 1921.” 

THE 1922 TARIFF 


The tariff of 1922, known as the Fordney-McCumber Act, wag 
the second step taken by a Republican Congress in response to 
the widespread demand for a restoration of adequate protec- 
tion. Again a Republican Congress and administration placed 
agriculture first, and responded without stint to the arguments 
of the farmers and farmer organizations in favor of adequate 
protection to farm products and cattle. Every commodity 
raised or produced on the American farms was protected by an 
import duty with hardly a single exception. 

Mr. McMASTER. I did not quite understand that statement. 
Was it that every article raised on the farm was protected by a 
duty? Was that the statement made? 

Mr. SMOOT. With hardly an exception. 

Mr. McMASTER. “With hardly a single exception.” 
example, take the matter of hides. 

Mr. SMOOT. The committee reported a duty on hides and 
the Democrats voted against it. That is one of the exceptions. 

Mr. McMASTER. If they are on the free list, I would not, 
if I were the Senator, convey the impression that everything is 
on the protected list, 


cost 


Yor 


Mr. SMOOT. I did not say that. I said that hides are one 
of the exceptions. The Senator knows why. 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, this morning I checked 


up and found some $500,000,000 of imports on the free list in 
1926. 
Mr. FESS. 
Mr. BROOKHART. 
in the United States, 


Not produced in this country? 
Several hundred of them were produced 
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Mr. SMOOT. You could take some of the products, such as 
sugar, that runs into the hundreds of millions of dollars, and 
find that we do not produce sufficient of it in this country; but 


it is an agricultural product. The amount that is produced in 
this country is protected. That forms the great bulk of the 
figure to which the Senator from lowa just called attention 

In most instances the degree of protection was dictated by the 
so-called farm bloe in both Houses of Congress. The result was 
a tariff law pronounced by the leaders of the farm bloc the first 
tariff act ever placed on the statute books giving the farmers 
and growers all the protection they asked for. 


Mr. McMASTER. Oh, now 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator was not 
know that is what they told me, and it 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Those were Wall Street 

Mr. SMOOT. Then ask the junior Senator from 
is a Wall Street Senator or not. 

Mr. McMASTER. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMOOT. I would like to proceed with this, but I will 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McMASTER. Is it not true that out of the Finance Com- 
mittce itself, of which the Senator was one of the dominating 
schedules were sent here that were below what the 
farmers’ representatives had asked for? 

Mr. SMOOT. I think there were one or two cases like that 

Mr. McMASTER. A small item, for example, like milk, 
where the farmers produce 14,000,000,000 pounds a year in this 
country: another small item, for instance, like butter, of which 
hundreds of millions of dollars worth are produced every year; 
which millions of dollars worth are produced ; 
a few items like that came out of the Finance Committee 
t what the farmers had asked for 
Mr. SMOOT. That is just about the limit to which the 
tour can go. In addition to that, look at what was provided 
in the Democratic law. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let us take wheat again. There was a 
rate of 42 cents a bushel on wheat, and more than Lalf of that 
was nullified by high railroad rates 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am talking about the 
now. A comparison of the agricultural, wool, and flax sections 
of the Democratic tariff of 1913 and the Republican tariff of 

922 shows to what extent the Republicans went to give the 
agriculturists the protection they wanted and needed. 

{t is interesting to examine the votes of some Senators, 
ciully from the South, on specific items or articles, illustrating 
how eager those Senators were to condemn protection in the 
abstract but indorse it in the concrete. Democratic Senators 
voted against an import duty on wool, wheat, and corn, yet 
voted to increase import duties on cattle, fresh beef, limb, 
bacon, lard, vegetable oils, long-staple cotton, rice, soy beans, 
peanuts, and graphite. Every Senator from the States of the 
Middle West and Northwest, one, either veted for the 
1922 tariff or was paired in favor of it. The two Senators 
from South Dakota {Mr. Norseck and Mr. Sterling] voted for it. 

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS 

The economic conditions of not only the United States but the 
whole world in 1921 and 1922, resulting from the World War, 
presented many new problems affecting international trade and 
exchange, both having an important beuring on the tariff. It 
was difficult to determine what constituted adequate protection 
and what would be fair rates of duties. The war had inter- 
rupted normal exchange, forced currency inflation, raised nomi- 
nal prices and values. The whole economic world was out of 
joint, and the framers and builders of the 1922 tariff were con- 
fronted with a serious and complicated problem. The so-called 
flexible tariff was incorporated in the law to meet contin- 
gencies that might arise out of the disjointed economic condi- 
tions of the world. It was an experiment; and its constitu- 
tionality has been favorably tested before the lower courts, and 
is now before the United States Supreme Court. The principle 
cf protection runs all through the entire law and benefits agri- 
eviture just as much as it benefits manufactures, so far as any 
tariff law can operate. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator 

Mr. SMOOT. Will not the Senator make a note of his ques- 
tions and ask them later? I would like to get my remarks com- 
pleted now, because I think they are worthy of consideration. 

Mr. McMASTER. I think they are, and I thought mine were, 
too, but I was constantly interrupted by questions from the 
distinguished Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. As soon as the Senator objected I did no 
rupt him again. 
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WHAT A TARIFF CAN DO 
No tariff act ean accomplish the impossible or suspend the 
operations of economic law. No act of Congress can arbitrarily 
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thing out of nothing, alter hunia iture, or create wealth. The 
power of the Federal Governr is limited Che jurisdiction 
of Congress or the Executive does ne i ipa the 
broad field of human ints rence, Lnitia energy, wisdom 
ind personality Some seem to think fl in a tf Congress 
an work miracles in any field hun ivity An act of 
Congress, in the economi world, can onl reate te i wiles and 
help or hinder in the struggle of life or of nati rhe tariff 
f 1922 vi S Uesit ad tf) iit , i ric'l tit i ts i reco iro 
of the domestic markets Oo compel a foreign agricul 
producers and growers to pay toll for the privileges of selling in 
the American markets lias it accomplished all that was ex 
pected in this directio! 

Mr. MoMASTER. Mr. President ay I ask just a question 
here, just one? This will be the last question 

The question I desire to ask is th There j n thi riff 


law a provision known as the drawback provision 

Mr. SMOOT Yes, 

Mr. McMASTER. That ts to say, 
facturer imports raw materials from a foreign country, if he 
manufactures those materials into a finished pr 
ports them, the duty is refunded to him 

Mr. SMOOT. Ninety-nine per cent of it. 

Mr. McMASTER. That is most all of it 

Mr. SMOOT Yes 

Mr. McMASTER. Which 


manufacturer desires to compete 


when an American manu- 


Mluct and ex 


that when the American 

in foreign markets with cheap 
European labor, he can evade buying his goods from the Amer- 
ican farmer, and can buy the raw materials in foreign countries : 
but when the tarmer produces a surplus crop, he can not evade 
buying his goods from the American manufacturer, can not step 
Atlantic and buy cheap goods, which are wholly to 
be used in the production of a surplus crop that is to be use 
in competition with foreign labor and foreign markets. I want 
to ask the Senator if that privilege is accorded to the mannfac 
iurers of this Nation, why should it not be accorded to agricul- 
ture—that is, in a measure—in a fair proportion? 

Mr. SMOOT. That provision of the law applies to every indi 
vidual or corporation in the United States 

Mr. McMASTER. Will the Senator piease point out how the 
farmer can receive the shghtest benefit from that 
the law’ 

Mr. SMOOT. Who receives the slightest benefit 
from the manufacturer making goods 
the American market? 
labor. 

Mr. McMASTER. The farmers are going to hear more about 
this provision in the law. You have accorded to the manufac 
turers a privilege, giving them the right to evade purchasing 
goods of the American farmer when they desire to compete in 
foreign markets, but when the American farmer raises his sur- 
plus crop to compete in foreign markets, you oblige him to buy 
every article he uses in the preduction of the crop in the Amer- 
ican market 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the Senator name one thing. 
at it, one single item, that could be 
he farmer 

Mr. McMASTER. 

Mr. SMOOT. = Y« 

Mr. McMASTER 
sume way? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, 

Mr. McMANSTER You give a certain special privilege to the 
manufacturer and you will not give the same privilege to the 
American farmer 

Mr. SMOOT. The farmer has the same 
stated. What privilege does he want, 
item do you want to cover? 

Mr. McMASTHR. It is the 
proposition. 

Mr. SMOOT. If we can give more employment by exporting 
finished goods from products not made in this country but im- 
ported for reconditioning or finishing. if you please, and selling 
them to a foreign country, it certainly gives employment to 
American labor, and they buy and use the farmer’s products. 

Mr. McMANSTER. If the American farmer could get a re- 
bate of some of the duties on some of the articles that he uses 
in the production of his surplus crop there would be great 
benefits accruing to him and to his labor and to the balance of 
the country. 

Mr. SMOOT. He does not pay any duty on his crop. 

Mr. McMASTER. You have accorded one privilege to the 
manufacturers which is absolutely denied to agriculture in 
America. 


neanus 


across the 


provision of 





‘ther than 
that do not enter 
It simply gives employment to American 


labor 


while he is 
treated in the same way by 
That could be treated? 


One article that could be treated in the 


privilege as I have 
and for what? What 


principle underlying the whole 
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Mr. SMOOT. It is not denied to them at all It is not denied 
to any person or corporation, The only thing is that there is 
no commodity which the farmers manufacture here and ship 
abroad, 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me give the Senator an illustration. 
his year, according to the quotations, on No. 1 northern wheat 
the Canadian farmers received, up to the 12th of September, 
10 or 12 cents more a bushel than the American farmer, and 
since that time 20 or 25 cents more, and we had 42 cents a 
bushel tariff protection on wheat all the time. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘Those figures are disputed by the records of 
the Commerce Department. I have heard them stated before, 
but they are disputed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SMOOT. Will not the Senator please let me go on? 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not understand the explanation, in 
answer to the question of the Senator from Iowa, why wheat is 
selling at so much higher in Canada than in the United States, 
with a tariff on it of 42 cents a bushel I wanted the 
explanation. 

Mr. SMOOT. The figures of the Commerce Department do 
not show that to be the ease. 

SOME COMPLAINTS 
ints against the tariff may be scheduled: 

First. The tariff does not protect agriculture because agri- 
culture has a surplus for export. 

Second. Agriculture sells in a free trade (world) 
and buys in a protected market. 

Third. Agriculture is compelled to pay excessive prices for 
manufactured commodities, all protected, and gets no protection 
on what it sells, farm products, at low prices. 

Fourth. Protection of manufactures robs agriculture of for- 
eign markets for agricultural products. 

Fifth. Protection is responsible for the decline in prices of 
farm products and the value of farm property. 

Sixth. The tariff has deprived the farmer of the purchasing 
power of his dollar. 

Seventh. The economic equality of the farmer must be re- 
stored by taking from the manufacturer the protection he 
enjoys. 

Highth. Therefore, in the interest of agriculture, the present 
tariff schedules must be lowered at once. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I do not understand 
that to be the statement of the Senator from South Dakota 
{Mr. McMAsTER] at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am taking now the general complaints. I 
am not taking them from the Senator’s statement, but some 20 
or more articles in which that very position is taken. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not seen any such articles. 
My understanding is that the complaint is that the rates are 
too high, not that all protection should be taken away. The 
resolution we are considering does not provide that the protec- 
tive system shall be destroyed. It simply provides that the 
rates shall be lowered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I started out by saying that I wanted to 
enumerate in detail all the complaints I have gathered from 
the press of the country, and these are the six principal com- 
plaints which I found in the press of the country and, I will 
say also, in letters which I have received. 

Iiere are the eight principal reasons, the eight indictments, 
put forward by some agricultural groups and some Senators rep- 
resenting constituencies hitherto stout defenders of the doc- 
trine of protection. It is my purpose to examine each indict- 
ment briefly and test each one by logie and facts. 

THEY SURPLUS ARGUMENT 

Our foreign trade—and by that I mean in this instance our 
export trade—presapposes a surplus for export. The Depart- 
ment of Commerce is spending millions of public dollars every 
year discovering and developing foreign markets on the supposi- 
tion that there is an American surplus for export. This sur- 
plus is not confined to agriculture nor to farm products. There 
is a surplus in many lines of manufactures. During the calen- 
dar year 1926 the domestic surplus of manufactures exported 
was valued at $1,956,118,000, while the surplus of crude and manu- 
factured foodstuffs and animals for export was valued at only 
$838,082,000. For the calendar year ending December 31, 1927, 
the relative surpius for export was about the same, with per- 
haps a slight advantage to surplus of manufactures. Manufac- 
turers have exactly the same surplus problems to solve as the 
farmers. 

In defense of the surplus argument it is daimed by some that 
the tariff does not protect the farmer if he has a surplus, be- 
cause the price of the quota exported controls the price of the 
quota sold in the home or demestic markets. The facts of expe- 
rience prove the contrary. The domestic price of exported farm 


market 
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| products and of manufactured goods is usually lower abroad 


than at home, and this very fact is one of the complaints low- 
tariff advocates and freetraders lodge against American manu- 
facturers and American protection. 

The surplus, neither of agriculture nor manufactures, for 
export, does not always control the domestie price sold in the 
American markets. The export price of wheat, as well as of 
domestic woolen and cotton manufactures, sold in foreign mar- 
kets, is almost invariably lower than the price in the domestic 
or home markets. There is a good reason for this; but that 
ls another story. 

The existence of a surplus for export, either of farm products 
or of manufactured commodities, does not rob the farmer or 
the manufacturer of the benefit of the tariff. It does not make 
the tariff inoperative so far as the domestic market is con- 
cerned. The purpose of a protective tariff is to preserve the 
American market, as far as possible, for the American producer 
and manufacturer, This is accomplished if the import duty is 
sufficiently high on each competitive commodity to compel the 
importer or the foreign preducer and manufacturer, to pay 
well for the privilege of selling in the American markets. 

If, as is claimed by some, the tariff does not operate for the 
benefit of the American farmer, because of a surplus for export, 
why did so many farm associations and agricultural groups in 
1922 insist upon a restoration of import duties on all farm 
products? Why have the growers of so many farm products, 
since 1922, petitioned the Tariff Commission for an inerease in 
import duties under the flexible tariff? The duties on butter, 
cheese, wheat, and wheat flour have been increased by presi- 
dential proclamation in response to petitions from farmers. 
Petitions on other products of the American farms are pending 
before the Tariff Commission; among them, one from the 
growers of corn, and the producers of vegetable oils, growers 
of tomatoes and onions, and producers of peanuts. 

FOREIGN MAREBET ARGUMENT 

It is often stated that the- tariff is unfair to agriculture 
because agriculture is compelled to buy in a protected market 
and sell in a free trade (world) market. This is not true. The 
farmer sells most of his produce in a protected market, and 
buys in a protected market. Between 80 to 95 per cent of 
American farm products are sold in the American or pro- 
tected markets. Outside of wheat, cotton, and perhaps one 
or two other articles, practically all of the products of the 
American farms find their markets in the United States. In 
fact, most of the American farmers sell nothing in foreign 
markets, depending entirely upon the home markets. ‘These 
home markets are rich in their purchasing power, almost en- 
tirely because they are protected against foreign invasion. 
Since practically all of the products of the American farms 
(outside of two or three commodities) are sold in the American 
markets, I would like to ask why should American farmers 
and growers sacrifice their richest domestic and home markets 
for distant fore'gn markets? Neither the surplus argument nor 
the foreign-market argument justify the adoption of the reso- 
lution before us, committing the Senate to an immediate lower- 
ing of the tariff schedules. 

EXCESSIVE PRICES 

True, the farmer buys in a protected market; but nearly all 
the ordinary farm commodities the farmer buys are on the 
free list. The tariff, therefore, can not possibly add to the 
farmers’ burdens as consumers, in strictly farm operations. 
The declaration is made by some that the tariff adds millions 
(often it is said billions) to the prices of domestic commodi- 
ties the farmers buy. This is simply absurd. ‘There is not a 
particle of evidence to prove the claim. It is significant that 
the guesses as to the “tariff burden” on farmers, vary accord- 
ing to the imagination and exaggeration of the allegator. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator iet me get through with my 
speech? I would like to get it into the Recorp consecutively, 
and I hope Senators will study it. 

In his address before the annual convention of the American 
Farm Bureau Federation in Chicago, December 7, 1925, Presi- 
dent Coolidge well said: 

Of the $1,530,000,000 of goods paying fmoorts (in 1924) $780,- 
000,000 was upon agricultural products levied solely to protect the 
farmer, tocluding animal and dairy products, grain, flax, wool, sugar, 
nuts, citrus fruits, and many others. Thus 80 per cent of our imports 
either come in free or pay a duty to protect the farmer. This must 
be further increased by $250,000,000 more of imported luxuries. 
* © ©® These items can not affect the prosperity of the farmer. 
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s brings the tot: of imports up to S88 per cent which are either 
ixurie Dp cted ‘ip the farmer, and leayes only 12 

{ i I t Ipon i t) gricaltural industry pays any 

t of the tariff 

In his message to Congress December last—1927—President 
Covlidge said: 

Everything the farmer uses in farming is already on the fr t 
Ne vy everything he sells is protected It would seem to be ) 3 
t is better for the country t have the farmer raise food to 

) the domest manufacturcr than the foreign manufacture la 
ne ise our < itry would have only the farmer; in the other it 

ild have t farmer and the manufacturer Soe 2 ae rgest 
ind st and mo p ita i ket fi. the farme r in the world is 

domesti mark Al g t > 1 manuf d t 
is he clos Z rf oul piants Nothing ouid be worse 


It is impossible to accurately estimate just what excess prices 
the farmer may be compelled to pay for domestic goods be 

use of the tariff on manufactured imported goods. He pays 
no excess price if there is no import duty on the foreign com 
peting article. Whatever excess over the foreign price he maj 
pay for the domestic article is governed wholly by the excess 
ff domestic wages and cost of production. This is made up to 
the purchasing farmer by the high purchasing power of the 
wage earners in the protected industrial centers. A home mar- 
ket near the farm gives the furmer a far better price for his 
products than a foreign market far distant from the farm. 

It is argued by some that the tariff permits American manu 
facturers to combine and extort excessive prices from the 
farmers. On the contrary, domestic competition, which has been 
severe for three years, has steadily reduced manufacturers’ 
profits and lowered the price level of all manufactured goods. 


RESTRICTING EXPORTS 


It is often claimed that the tariff restricts foreign markets for 
American agricultural products, and therefore the tariff on 
manufactured commodities should be lowered in order that for- 
eign countries, especially Murope, may buy more American agri- 
eultural products. It is argued that if the United States pur 
chused more European manufactured commodities Europe would 
have a higher purchasing power for the purchase of American 
farm products. Admitting that Europe might have more money, 
it is not at all certain that it would consume more American 
agricultural products. 

The slight decline in exports of domestic food products to 
Europe is not due to the tariff on imported manufactured goods 
but to the rapid recovery of agricultural production in Europe 


and elsewhere. During the calendar year 1926 imports of 
raw and manufactured foodstuffs and animals were some 


$838,000,000—equal approximately to 1925, 
in excess of pre-war years. 
abnormal. 

Lowering of the tariff on manufactured goods will not gain a 
larger foreign market for American food, but would lose the 
farmer his rich American market. 


ABOUT PRICES 


This figure was far 
Exports during the war were 


There is no part of this important 
deceptive and misleading than the 
‘Price” is relative “ value” 


economic problem more 
matter of relative prices. 
expressed in terms of the unit of 


monetary measure, which in this country is the dollar. Value 
is a relative term; so is price. Both vary under the influ 
ence of many factors, not the least of which is the variation 
of the unit of measure, the dollar. The vital thing to all 


engaged in trade and commerce is the exchange value or pur- 
chasing power of the dollar. War and paper-money inflation 
that always accompanies war has a vital influence on the ex- 
change yalue or purchasing power of the dollar. Paper-money 
uflation took place in nearly all countries, including the United 
States during the World Wir, and it has not yet disappeared. 
This varying value or purchasing power of the dollar made 
the dollar of 1919 and 1920 a very different dollar from either 
1914 or 1927. Hence prices and values in the 1920 dollar were 


much higher than when measured in 1914 or the 1927 dollar. 
Values and prices were excessively high in 1919 and 1920, 
because Of war paper inflation. This rise and fall in farm 


values and prices had nothing to do with the tariff, otherwise 
the promoters of the resolution before us must explain why 
values and prices were highest in 1919 and 1920, under a low 
tariff. This variation in the dollar must be taken into considera- 
tion when the price argument is offered. 

Hizh prices and yalues are manifestations of a dollar of low 
purchasing power. It will be observed that the trend of prices 
followed the volume of issues of paper money. Prices were 
highest in 1919 and 1920, when the volume of Federal notes 
was the largest. Senators who undertake to attribute both the 


| serve and restore fits purchasing power in all 
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high prices of farm products in 1919 and 1920 and the low 
prices of 1921 and 1922 as well as the apparent guin and 
of farm-property values to the tariff have a problem far beyond 


LOSS 


ordinary reason or logic. This offers no excuse for an immediate 
lowering of the tariff 
HH FARMER'S DOLLAR 
Many point to the decline of the purchasing power of the 
“farmer’s dollar” as proof of the inefficiency of the tariff whi 


applied to agriculture. The farmer's dollar is precisely the 
same kind of dk r as the There is no 
‘farmer’s dollar” and “manufacturer's dollar.” All are the 
same, for we have a national money system wherein the dollar 
is just as good State as in another. There was a 
when this desirable situation did not prevail. The manufa 
turer’s dollar will buy no more of the same commodity than wil 
the farmer's dollar. The word “dollar” means the same thin 
the country over under similar conditions It declines in pur 
chasing power just as much in New York or Pennsylvania as in 





manufacturer uses 


in one 


time 


lowa, Nebraska, or South Dakota. It is economic fallacy and 
political claptrap to prejudice the West against the Bast by 
talking about a “farmer's dollar” as distinguished from a 
manufacturer's dollar. This was tried in greenback days and 
in the battle of 1896 without success. 

The tariff has not deprived the farmer of the purchasins 


power of his dollar; but, on the contrary, has helped to pr« 
sections of the 
country alike. A lowering of the tariff on manufactured goods 
will make it far more difficult for the American farmers to get 
any doliars whatever. 

ECONOM Et 
It is claimed that the tariff in operation has disturbed the 
economic equality” of the farmers and manufacturers, and 
that the tariff proteeting and favoring the latter must be low 
ered to restore the former equilibrium. No act of Congress can 
equalize or stabilize the relative values of farm products and 
manufactured commodities nor stabilize the relative values of 
any two or more agricultural products. It is impossibie to 
establish by law how many bushels of wheat will exchange for 
a suit of clothes, or how many bushels of corn will exchange for 
a hayrake. With or without a tariff these exchanges or relative 
yalues are governed by economic laws and trade conditions 
wholly outside the tariff. Congress can not compel the manu 
facturer of a hayrake to seil it for so many bushels of wheat or 
corn, nor compel the farmer to exchange so many bushels of 
wheat for so many pounds of sugar. can not per- 
manently fix prices or exchange values; it has never undertaken 
it except during the World War; and even then many think it 
was a mistake, if not a blunder. A lowering of the tariff on 
manufactured goods will not have the slightest effect in estab- 


EQUALITY 


Congress 


lishing “economic equality” between agriculture and manu 
faciures. 
WHY MANUFACTURES ALONE? 
The resolution before us declares that “the United Stats 


Senate favors an immediate 
While it does not 


zoods 


lowering of tariff 
say so, obviously it means on manufactured 
alone, for no one has heard of a from the 
promoters of the resolution that the schedules on farm products 
shall be lowered. Why lower the tariff on manufactured goods 
and net on agricultural products? If protection is to be denied 
manufacturers, it should be denied agriculture. If protection 
as a national policy dces not benefit and protect agriculture, it 
must be equally ineffective to manufacturers; yet the author of 
this resolution and those defending it will not consent to such a‘ 
program, thus admitting that the tariff does benefit the farmer 
Otherwise, why not repeal all farm duties? 
THE REVENUE QUESTION 
While the tariff now brings in only about one-fifth of the 
annual revenue of the Federal Government, it plays an im 
portant part in the fiscal operations of the Treasury. As di 


schedules 


suggestion 


rect taxes are gradually reduced, the tariff may play a rela- 
tively more important part. The tariff of 1922 has been 


bringing in approximately $600,000,000 to the Federal Treas 
ury. A reduction of, say 10 per cent in duties on manufa: 
tures, or a still further reduction as proposed by the authors of 


this resolution, will reduce customs duties millions of dollars 
annually. It is not impossible that some form of indirect 
taxation would be necessary to make up the loss in customs 
duties. Why exchange an indirect for a direct tax? Why 
shift a part of the burden from importers and foreign manu- 


facturers to the shoulders of the American taxpayers? 
SOURCES OF AGITATION 

What are the main of this agitation for tariff re- 

duction? Certainly it does not come from a majority of the 

farmers themselves, for the farmers, as a rule, fayor a pro- 
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tariff 


tective 


There is plenty of evidence fo indicate that 


agricultural groups are being used by other groups to pull the | 
latter’s chestnuts out of the fire. It can not be possible that | 
the corn growers of the Middle West or wheat growers of 
South Dakota, the State which the author of this resolution 
represents in part, who depend upon the American markets for 
the sale of a very large part of their products, are willing to see 
heir home markets ruined by a lowering of the tariff on 


manufactured commodities 
f who depend upon 


burners, 
Middle West States for the 


It is not possible that the smaller 
the industrial centers in a dozen 
sale of almost their entire crops 





are anxious to see those markets ruined. What is behind this 
izitation against the protective tariff? 
It is significant that since about 1920 more than $10,000.- 


000,000 in private American money has been loaned to foreign 


vernments and industrials; perhaps $6,000,000,000 to Europe 
alone These private American investors are perfectly will- 
‘ing to have the tariff lowered in order that the European 
priv debts owing them may be paid off by the sale of for- 
eign manufactured goods in the markets of the United. States. 
Af the same time they appear to be perfectly willing to cance 
the European war debits owing the United States Treasury, 

wl now amounting to some $10,000,000,000. To these gentle- 


i national minds American industries 
be of secondary importance. I am forcibly reminded of that 
bit of Biblical wisdom: “ Where your treasure is there will 
your heart Every million dollars of private American 
capital invested in European industrial securities is a power- 
ful argument in favor of lowering the tariff. 

A] it is significant that the joint committee on agriculture, 
appointed by the National Conference Board and the Chamber 
of Commerce of the Unite d States reports that 


men with inte appear to 


be eiso.” 


the steady extension of tariff protection to manufacturing industries, 
a particularly the increase im the tariff level in post-war years, 
has on the whole affected agriculture unfavorably in comparison with 
munufacturing industry. 
Disenssing the relative merits of fereign and domestic mar- 
kets for the farmers, this report further states that— 
we have raised a tariff wall against those foreign manufactured prod 
ts W we could not produce as cheaply as foreign manufacturers 
And 
the ability of European markets to purchase American farm products 


has diminished- 
Further, thit 


may be questioned, however, whether this expansion of the domestic 
than offset th narrowing of the 
recent 


market bas relative foreign 


market 


more 
especially in 


And that 


years— 


effect of the protective tariff upon the American farmer 
market for 


domestic 


tl pri ip: 


is to restrict the those products of which he produces a 


surplus above needs, 


This report further states that the high level of wages and 
the extraordinary consuming power of thé American people— 


ire the result of the high unprotected manufac 
iring industries rather than of the tariff in protected industries. 


productive power of 


In other words, this joint committee of two supposed Ameri- 
ean organizations, one of which is composed of American busi- 
ness men and many manufacturers, deliberately urge a reduction 
of the tariff to help the farmers obtain a larger foreign market, 
at the expense of the thousands of American industries depending 
on the tariff for industrial life. The tariff is not for the few 
large industries which this report says “ do not need the tariff,” 
but for the thousands of American industries scattered all over 
the country, even in Iowa, Kansas, Illinois, Indiana, the 
Vakotas, and Nebraska. It is inconceivable that an organiza- 
tion like the Chamber of Commerce of the United States should 
indorse such a plan as is proposed by the report of this Joint 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Against this report, in favor of the reduction of the tariff, let 
me quote from the report of the Congressional Joint Commission 
ef Agricultural Inquiry, October 15, 1921, at a time when the 
agricultural erisis was most acute and the facts near at hand. 
This commission reported: 

The fagricultural) 
avalanche of. declining 
involved the whole 


The 


losses 


crisis was not confined to this country. 
prices and its hardships, sacrifices, and 
world * * *, In the United States every in- 
dustry and class of people were involved in the avalanche of 
deseending The turn in the tide from optimism, expansion, 
speculation, and extravagance to the reaction of deflation and depres- 


sion occurred about the middle of 1920. 


every 
prices, 
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This 


“ every 


commission 
industry 


reported that only 
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not the 
ass of people” 


farmers but 
were involved. 
Democratic 





low tariff. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen 
yield to the Senator from Seuth Dakota? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. McMASTER. As I understand the statement of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Utah, we would be led to believe that 
this depression was along rather equal lines. Will the Senator 


from Utah 


ator 


point to any great industrial business in the United States—— 
Mr. SMOOT. I am afraid the Senator has not been here und 
heard ali of my remarks. 
Mr. MCMASTER. I heard very distinctly the statement that 


the Senator made since I 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; 
1920 
Mr. McMASTER. 


the Chamber. 
about 


Came Intl 


but that occurred the middle of 


Nineteen hundred and twenty? 


Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. McMASTER. And agricultural valuations at that time 
were deflated by $20,000,000.000. They have never returned; 
but the valuations upon the industries of the United States 


have been increased billions of dellars. There is not a particle 
of truth in the statement that all industry suffered to the same 
degree that agriculture suffered. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. 


President, I did not want to be led into 
that, but the Senator seems to want me to go. 


Just take one State of the Union—and I will not name it. 
Over 100 banks in that State failed. Why? Uncultivated 
lands advanced in that market until they were running as high 


as $400 an acre. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMOOT. Just wait a minute, until I finish this sen- 
tence. It had not been two years before that land was worth 
$50 an acre I am telling the Senator in regard to a State 
that I know about. 

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator is referring to Iowa: is he 
not? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—— 


Mr. SMOOT. No; I am not referring to Iowa at all. To- 
day I do not think they could get $100 an acre for those 
lands. Whose fanlt was it? Was it the fault of the tariff? 
No. People went wild, that is’all; and in this case, as in 


every ense in the history of the world, there will be a basis of 
conservatism reached at some time or other. Wherever there 
are inflations it is fine business while going up, but it is 
mighty hard coming down. 

Mr. McMASTER. Agricultural value or any other value is 
dependent upon income: and I suppose that when wheat 
dropped from $2.26 to 50 cents a bushel, and corn dropped 
from $1.75 to 20 cents a bushel, it was the result of specula- 
lation? Is that what the Senator means by the farmers going 
wild in speculation? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I was speaking of one lot of bankers in 
State of the Unien, and I think I could refer to others. 
I referred only te what happened in one State, and I know 
that it happened. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, the Senator promised to 
yield to me. Will he yield now for a moment? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The question of land values applies 
more to Iowa than to any other State, because the lands there 
reached the highest point in value. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the percentages were not nearly as high 
there as they were in some of the other States. Your land 
was cultivated lands while the lands I refer to were not. 

Mr. BROOKHART. ‘The land in Iowa never did reach the 
high price of the average value of any other kind of property 
in the United States. The average ratio was 241 and 230 is as 
high as Iowa land ever got. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was not referring to Iowa, although I do 
know that there was a tremendous inflation in Iowa and in 
every other State of the Union. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I have just pointed out that there was 
less inflation of land in Iowa or any other State than there was 
of manufactured products generally. 

Mr. SMOOT. I heard from the lips of an ex-Member of this 
body the story of the experience he had, and I know what the 
situation was if he told it correctly. 

Mr. BROOKHART. There was not 5 per cent of the Iowa 
land sold in the speculative market, not 5 per cent of it; and 
while Iowa land went down two and a half billion dollars 
railroad stocks went up $3,000,000,000. 


one 
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June 27 to July 2 { Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I am interested in know- 
From this article it appeals that the purposes of the Interna ing whether the Mr. Robinson mentioned there concurred in 


tional Congress are that recommendation. 
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Myr LOOT I think that he was chairman of the subcom- 
[ am not sure. I know that he was a member of 
\ \\ LJ Ml President, I did not get the name the 
dl 
M HMORTRIDGI It was Mr. Robinson, of California. 
[iL.LIS ‘ i n he las name read, 
‘i SMOO'l [ va Ir. Klein, of the Department of 
\ Meah le S Cs ie a report +o President Cool- 
h th vutions are found on pages 2, 4, 
he | 1 ’ da, a 1 n revolved around 
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lefinite formnl for the relief 
t th mal fe agninst international commerce (One 
va eonterence declared against all forms of direct or 
ronment aid. 
Aine " lelegates finally report on page 6 
within the limits fixed for discussion and recom- 
(Geneva) mference has pointed ways for the removal 
the natural flow f international trade, 
rit of sts of production We believe if the formula 
l ould be fe wed if w be beneficial to the peoples not enly 
° of the world 
rfectly clear that the Geneva International Economic 
’ e frowned upon import tariffs, protection, and all 
ods of promoting and protecting domestic industries; that 
recouuncnded the removal ef import tariffs; and that it meaut | 
» apply these reeommendations to all nations, including the 
{ ted States. 


clear that the report of the American 
to the Geneva conference indorsed the general recom- 
mendations of the conference itself, including the 


also perfectly 


evatior 


al econon barriers’ which, in the language of the confer- 
ence itself, includes import tariffs. 
It is also perfectly clear that the International Chamber of 


Stoekholm, Sweden, in June and July 
last, indorsed the position of the Geneva conference in the 
inatter of import tariffs 

lhe fundamental principles discussed at 


(‘commerce jn session at 


Geneva and Stoeck- 


1iolm m not have been directly free trade versus protection, 
but they were essentially the same thing. 
It is very significant that Sir Arthur Balfour was one of 
e Brifish delegates to the Stockholm Congress of the Inter- 
tational Chamber of Commerce. The main points of his 
rddress will be found in Commerce Report of August 8, at the 


top of page 331. He said: 

In the solutions of the Geneva conference is to be found the advice 
authoritative body of the world experts * * * as to 
he direction in which the economic policies of the world ought to 
dev I The evils they wish to remove cause not only loss but friction 


y affect not only the growth of trade but international good 


Wil 

Doubtless Sir Arthur forget that already Great Britain 
rrants subsidies to its mational shipping. 

Sir Arthur commended the declaration of the Geneva con- 
ference in opposition to trade discriminations of all sorts. 


Doubtless he fergot that already Great Britain has a decided 


tariff preference over all other countries in her trade with 
Canada, Australia, and all dependencies coming under the 
British imperial tariff system. The tariff rates in Canada, 
Australia, and other British possessions imposed on British 


goods are less than on American goods and commodities, or the 
commodities of any other country. 
observations are for the purpose of calling public 
attention to powerful forces working to break dewn the Ameri- 
ean protective tariffi To them must be added American 
investments abroad, especially in Europe. 
A PERIL TO FARMERS 

This resolution offered by the Senator from South Dakota, 
presents a peril to the United States I hope not fully realized 
by its author, or its supporters; and the greatest peril of all 
is to the farmers 

Mr. McMASTER, 


These 


Oh, Mr. President—— 


| 
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The Does the 
vieki? 

Mr. SMOOT. I said I “ hoped.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator may not think the Geneva 
ference has anything to do with it, but when it comes to final 
action : 

Mr. MeMASTER. ‘That has not a 
square deal between the farmer and the 

Mr. SMOOT. The whole 
do with it. Without it, the 


PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator from Utah 


con- 


With the 

‘turer, 
something to 

what he 


ivthing to do 


manufac 
protective tariff has 


+ 


farmer wonld not have 


has to-day Destroy the manufacturers, and put all the 20,- 
000,000 people they employ on the street, and see what would 
hauppeti 

Mr. McMASTER. There is not a word or syNable in that 

solution that you can even conceive as being meant to destroy 
a single industry in the United 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator would not want to have that apply 
to agricultural products, because I saw in a letter to his ow 
Stute where he said it did net apply to them. He does not 
want that changed 

Mr. McMASTER I think I suid in my remarks here on the 
floor of the Senate that the tariffs on industrial produc ts would 
be decreased by 25 or 30 per cent, and still be far above the 
level of the schedule that has been accorded to agriculture, 
and thus that would increase the purchasing power of agri 


culture 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I eall the 
Senator from Utah in this connection to the fact that 
resolution, to put it in its exact language, declares in favor 
the “lowering of tariff schedules.” Of that 
tariff schedules, 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. McMASTER. It does not so state. 

Mr. BRUCE. It would be impossible to 


uttention of the 
this 


e 


course, means @il 


lower the tariff 


schedules on some industries at the present time without 
| destroying them. 
Mr. SMOOT. While the Senator is on this, I will read part 
of a telegram I have in my hand: 
That the Associated Commercial Clubs of Black Hills oppose the 
resolution offered in the United States Senate by Senator McMasrrRr 


urging the enactment of a law at this session of Congress looking to the 
lowering of the tariff force, and that the 
respectfully requested to abandon same. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, 
is the fact that the distinguished 


rates now in Senator be 


the sequel to that telegram 
Senator from Utah owns a 


sugar factory in the Black Hills of South Dakota, and he may 
have informed them that the resolution endangered the sugar 
business. Those people may have been under the impression 


that they would lose the sugar factory if the pending resolution 
should pass. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not like fo dispute a 
Senator’s word, but I have not sent a word to South Dakota. 

Mr. McMASTER. Propaganda has been distributed to the 

fect that that would be the result if this resolution should pass 
the Senate, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in the first place, I have no 
sugar factory. I own 440 shares of sugar stock. I offered to 
sell it to Mr. La Follette some two years ago. If the Senator 
from South Dakota wants to buy it, he can buy it. 

Mr. McMASTER. I do not want to relieve you of that. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator’s intimation was that it was my 
sugar factory. I am interested in the production of sugar, just 
as I am in every other product of South Daketa; and so the 
Senator ought to be. 

Mr. McMASTER. I am glad to have the Senator interested 
in the affairs of South Dakota, in the sugar factories there, 
and we hope he will establish more. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not established any. 

Mr. McMASTER. When the Senator mentions a certain tele- 
gram coming from there-——— 

Mr. SMOOT. It is a telegram handed to me by Mr. James L. 
Wright. It is not to me at all. 

Mr. McMASTER. The telegram has never been received in 
my office. 

Mr. SMOOT. This was not sent to the Senator; it was sent 
to James L. Wright. I knew nothing about it until about 
half an hour ago. 

Mr. McMASTER. I will say this: That I have received 
probably hundreds of letters from farmers in South Dakota 
that are very much in favor of this resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me tell the Senator one thing: Begin to 
tear down tle policy of protection and your farmers in South 
Dakota will be singing another song. 


} 
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Based on food alone. the real wages in the United States are 
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other countries It is impossible for American industries t 
mpete with similar foreign industries in the domest né ets 
vithout adequate protection 
“ig rhe greatest obstacle to the gradual recovery of the America 
farming industry is a depression in manufacturing and a d 
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I h com nto direct Competition with the products 
farmers. He does not mention the fact that during 
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valued at more than $2,500,000,000. Millions of pounds of for- 
eign butter, cheese, live hogs, live poultry, hides, beef and veal, 
pork, wool, rice, sugar, tomatoes, potatoes, lemons and fruits, 
aud nuts were imported; and this country raises ali of these 
commodities. Imports of competitive farm commodities in 
1926-27 were valued at more than $1,500,000,000. The farmers 
need protection, and can not in fairness to themselves ask for 
immed‘ate reduction of tariff schedules. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 

Mr. McMASTER. I can not see any particular reason why 
the senior Senator from Utah should continually reiterate 


thes¢ tatements in regard to the ruination of agriculture 
because of a lowering of tariff scheduies upon industrial 
pre tli 

Mr. SMOO' The Senator’s resolution does not say any- 
thing ; ut industrial products, 

Mr. McMASTER It clearly has that ip mind 

Mr. SMOOT What will the American people hink? Wha 
will Senators on the other side of the aisie think about that? 

Mr. McMASTER Would the Senator vote for the resolution 


if it were so amended If the Senate is ia tri 1 of agri 
cultul would he vote for the resolution if it were amended to 
apply only to industrial products? 

Mr. SMOOT. Tlow does the Senator me: 

Mr. MCMASTER. That the tariff schedule should be lower 
only on industrial products. The Senator is a great friend of 
the farmer and of agriculture? 

Mr. SMOQ! Yes 

Mr. McMASTER Would he be willing to vote for the reso 
lution if we amended it to provide that the production should 
apply ndustrial schedule 

Mr. SMOOT. Why, it seems to me that is so begging the ques 
tion that I think it is beneath the Senator even to make such a 
proyy tion 

Mr. McMASTER IT want fo amend the 
Senator from Utah will vote for it 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The Senntor from Utah will wait for the House 


y only to 


resolution so the 


f Representatives to pass a tariff bill, as the Constitution pro 
vide aud when it comes over here, if I am a member of the 
Finance Committ I will use my best judgment on every 
ra whether it be on industrial or farm products or any other 


Mr. McMASTER. 
in lowering the rates in practically all of the schedules on 
products for which the farmers were 
That is what he sueceeded in doing in his Finance Committee 
in 121 

Mr. SMOOT. I deny the statement 

Mr. McMASTER. I have quoted the testimony. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes: on milk and butter 

Mr. McMASTER. Milk and butter, hides and rice. 

Mr. SMOOT I wish the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goopine]} 
were here Ile came before the committee representing the 
tar. ff bloc in this body 

Mr. McMASTER Yes; 
was denied him 

Mr. SMOO'T It was not denied by the committee. It was 
denied him by the very men whom the Senator from South 
Dakota expects to vote for his resolution, Senators on the 


agricenltu 


asking for a tariff on hides and it 


other side of the Chamber It wus not denied by those on this 
sicle the Chamber 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. There was not a majority on this 


side of the Chambe 

Mr. SMOOT. There were just enough over there to do it. 

M WALSH of Montana. Of course, with help from the 
other side 

Mr. CARAWAY. But it was very powerful. 

Mr. SMOOUT. Evidently it was so far as hides are concerned. 

A BIT OF HISTORY 

Mr. President, this is net the first time in American history 
that the tariff has been condemned by the West or South as a 
plan to enrich the East at the expense of other sections. On 
one oceusion it led to nullilication by a southern State, and a 
compromise tariff law to pacify the southern agricultural hos- 


tility was enacted. The distress of that period was almost 
equal to the finencial disaster betwee 1S17 and 1824, when all 
for of industry languished and there wus no market for 


agricultural products. 

Mr. President, if you want to discover a replica of the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from South Dakota and the argu 
ments offered by his supporters, read the celebrated report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Robert J. Walker, in 1846, con- 
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demning the protective tariff ef 1842. Secretary Walker ar- 
raigned the manufacturers of the East as enjoying unfair 
advantage, in his opinion, at the expense of the agricultural 
West beeause of the tariff. Precisely the same arguments were 
advanced in 1846 that are advanced now in favor of a lowering 
of the tariff. 

Reading that report now, one might imagine the supporters 
of protection in 1842 were engaged in a conspiracy to commit 
fraud, and that the manufacturers of the East were guilty of 
some crime against the people. The Secretary's language might 
well be termed savuge. Now in 1927 the same arguments, the 
Same savage attacks against the manufacturers are repeated. 

Tariff reform, such as is suggested in the resolution before 
us, was tried in 1894, and resulted in failure. The farmers 
were told they were being robbed by the manufacturers. The 
agricultural groups were promised prosperity but were given 


hard times and a declining market for farm crops. In 1915 the 
farmers, having tried (tariff ‘form in tS94 and failed t learn 
their lesson, tried tariff reform once more, and its promoters 
called it a “competitive tariff.” Che framers of this tarif 


placed many farm products, including wool, on the free list, 
nd reduced the tariff on all others sufficiently to invite large 
foreign importations. Had it not been for the World War, this 
tariff of 1913 would have ruined not only manufactures but 
agriculture, With these lessons in mind, it is diffieult to under- 
stand why the Senator from South Dakota or any agricultural 
group in the country can consistently urge the adoption ef this 
resolution 

Mr. President, to my mind the national situation is altogether 
too serious to tell the country and the world that the United 
States Senate favors a lowering of all tariff schedules as a 





solution of the farm problen It is difficult for me to measure 
the disastrous effect the adoption of this resolution by the 
Senate would have upon business, upon confidence, and upon 
eredit The very fear of a general lowering of the tariff 
might precipitate an industrial and business panic. The resolu- 
tion contains nothing specific, no definite program upon which 
business might predicate a future policy It is a threat, an 
attack in the dark, without a single redeeming feature. Its 
possibilities for good are negligible; its possibilities for mischief 


are boundless 

By the adeption of this resolution agriculturists will profit 
nothing; nay, will add more trouble to their unfortunate con- 
lition by alarming capital and credit, the two things the farmers 
most need right now 

Mr. CURTIS and Mr. BRUCE addressed the Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDEN The Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. CURTIS. Unless the Senator from Maryland desires to 
ask a question, [| wish to move an executive session and then 
ask the Senate to take a reces 

Mr. BRUCE. I merely wish to say a few words It will 
not tuke me more than 10 minutes to say what I desire to say, 
and 1 should like to v it at this time. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. 

Mr. BRUCE Mr. President, I regret that this resolution 
should be With a single amendment it would 
not willing to commit myself to the 
position that there uld be an immediate lowering of all tariff 

! s, and that unquestionably is the import of the lan- 
enage of the resolution, ‘There never bas been a tariff measure 
since the Civil War, whether framed by the Republican Party 
or the Democratic Party, that has not been, more or less, pro- 
tective in character. There has been no such thing as a tariff 
for reyenue only We have had a tariff for revenue with in- 
cidental protection, and we have had protective tariffs pure and 
simple, but never since the Civil War has a tariff measure been 
framed, even by the representatives of the Democratie Party in 
Congress, that those representatives have not acted, to a greater 
or sser degree, upon the considerations which led Grover 
Cleveland to say on a memorable occasion: “It is not a theory 
but a condition that confronts us.” 

Last vear the fact was developed that the great straw-hat 
manufacturing industry of Baltimore was about to go to the 
wall because of Italian competition. This state of things was 


worded as it is 


receive my supp | tam 


schedn't 





| tnid before the Tariff Commission and the President, and, as a 


esult of the investigation that was thereby initiated, the tariff 
uly on straw hats was increased to an extent that it was 
ieved would afford proper protection to the straw-hat manu 
facturers of Baltimore and the State of Massachusetts. 
fhe fact wis brought to my attention at that time that a 
ware of 80 cents a day was being paid to the skilled straw-hat 
operutive in Italy as compared to the wage of $6 a day which 
was being paid to a similar operative in Baltimore. I was also 
nformed that one concern in the State of Massachusetts en- 
gaged in the manufacture of straw hats had, through Italian com- 
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n IQ] } hel LO! ( [ 
lai ‘ ‘ be ! D> | NO) rIONS 
el I f Col ce CC . I ‘ 
ins] I rate I r fl; | 
YT ent t ft ‘ id ot nT ( ASst [ATE Jt I t ri x RI BE Cs l ki 
uch a I ig é lona ear mit bene I Or Rie be ass ii 
hout 1 » Oneratior of he Tr retat Comme! ( 1 su en I ( I iit 
wi 1] KI WwW tha T to tl Supreme Ce { i I ( 4 RN THE t A / 
( ] | lar ( ul ( 1 e ¢ ' ‘ 
, nee. ( J ph R M ] f I 
Ams ! in do li i ot! ( 1 ZX 
body know I Federal law ! 
‘ } A ppc ty NSFER. IN HE Rr . 
I am not committing myself at this time to the pi ‘ 
} DOW f t r: f Commi u en- | To Finance Department 
larged rt} would not now be proper be Se nix I t Lient. Richard H 1 Tripp f ry ’ ! 
f tl special committee have not had a f | intercha i Fil ‘ Departn . ink moO 11 { 
‘ } ’ i 3 hy \ on > } t Y 
iV ! \ l i Im | PROMOTION j NEG An A } 
hortly. At the present time I think that I am justified 1 : 
- ei bie 
aving that tl rend of Opinion ol he part of all n 7 
} f the committe Republican and Democrati: has it Lieut. Col Albert Urmy Faulknet Field At er fre 
T 2 ‘ > 
heen one of enmity to the plan It seems to me, therefore December 14, 1927. 
hi the questions which have been discussed, and hy Lieut. Col. Frank 8S t Long, Coast Artill Cor} from 
( ussed, tl fternoon have been brought forward just a | December 20, 1927. 
ttle prematurely, and that they migl have been ciscussed Lieut. Col. Samuel Grant Shartle, Coast Arti y Corps, from 
eve more intelligently and effectively a little later on, wher | De ember 21, 1927. 
| tariff investigating committee. to which I have re Lieut, Col. Arthur Winton Brown, Judge Advyoes Gen 
ferred. shall have rendered i report Deyxiurtment, from December 25, 102% 
! I t T ) ye qs rt bin | ‘) nT errr ter { qerT t ‘ 
EXECUTIVE SESSION Lieut. Col. I ar lal Jua rm: I ps ! 
ci December 25, 
CURTIS Ll m ve that he Sen; pl a : Lieu ( n B t Rn 1 I Dece! 29. 
eration of executive business 1927 
i rh ; Ww eal nd ; “ ’ ra ’ + ‘ ; 
wat a / r , i To be ieutenant ¢o nels 
( aerTati i exe illvé ou _ ATte li 1 f . : 
in executive session the doors were reopened Maj. Philip Bradley Peyton, Infar f Dect 
| 1927. 
N\ VESTI 10 OF NAY OIL RESERVE LEASI . - . , om ” 
ree y Oe Raven — — | Maj. Karl Truesdell, Infantry, from Deet er 15, 1927 
Mr. DENEEN. From the Committee to Audit and ¢ trol Maj. Mark Lorin Ireland, Quarterma ( 1 Dew 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report back f 


Y | ber 18, 1927 


without amendment the resolution (S. Ri AU) Te nt it Maj. Charles Avery Dravo, Infantry, from December 20, 1927 
Maj. ¢ rl hu 1’ , Corps of Eng ers, from Decem- 
ber 20, 1927. 


Maj. William Dandridge Alexander Anderson, Corps of Engi- 


investigatl oT tl mitt naval ti re ry 
the activities of the Continental Trading Co. of Canada in car 


Dec 


ed to. as ollows: 22, 1927. 


Maj. John Jennings Kingman, Corps 


“> 
z 
t 


Whereas in the Sixty-seventh Congress tl : f na as 








Resolutions 282 and 294, whict esolu s dire | the ¢ December : 1927 
' pe Sun ai a i Maj. R Philip Howell, Corps of Engineers, from Decem 


ber Zo, 12s 


Maj. Thomas Matthew Robins, Corps « Engineer 





| 
| 
P rs, In mvVver <2 bad, 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and Maj. Ralph Talbot Ward, Corps of Enginee: rom December 
To he maior 


! d s he 1 I : lair | : ‘aN 
I ! ed b IT | Capt. Oliver Irey Holman, Cavalr from December 14, 1] i 
1 er the a tions of ‘ mittee, ] ! 
$ : . ; PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 
made any final report to the Senate; and . 
Whereas in the case of the United States against Harry P. Sinclair | Commander George V. Stewart to be a captain in the Navy, 
and Albert B. Fall it was disclosed upon the trial that dul from the 7th day of October, 1927. 
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Lieut. Commander Roland M. Comfort to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 2d day of June, 1927. 

Lieut. Commander James S. Spore to be a commander in the 
Navy, from the 2d day of October, 1927. 

Lieut. Commander Percy T. Wright to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the Ist day of November, 1927. 

Lieut. Commander Ernest L. Gunther to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 16th day of November, 1927. 

Lieut. Gilpoert C. Hoover to be a jieutenant commander in the 
Navy, from the 2d day of June, 1927. 


Lieut. Francis C. Denebrink to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy, from the 2d duy of October, 1927. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Hal C. Jones to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy, from the 3d day of June, 1927. 
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| place of J. F. 





JANUARY 9 


\RKANSAS 


Reuben P. Allen to b 


postmaster at Smackover, Ark., in 
piace of R. P, Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 19, 1927. 

Louis Reitzammer to be postmaster at Arkansas City, Ark., 
in place of Louis Reitzammer Incumbent’s commission ex 
pired December 19, 1927 

CALIFORNIA 

Charles Z. Irvine to be postmaster at Taft, Calif., in place of 

C. Z. Irvine. Incumbent’s commission expires January 9, 1928. 
COLORADO 
John M. Miller to be postmaster at Campo, Colo., in place of 


I’. M. Wheeler, deceased 
DELAWARE 
Jehu F. Hudson to 
Hudson. 


be Cr 


postmaster at orgetown, Del. in 
Incumbent’s commisison expired Jan- 


| wary 7, 1928. 

Stephen W. Miller to be postmaster at Camden, Del., in 
place of S. W. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 7, 1928. 


Lieut, (Junior Grade) Jefferson D. Beard to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1927 

fhe following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from the 5th day of June, 1927: 

Murray J. Tichenor. 

Edward ®. Gminder. 

Passed Asst. Surgeon James EK. Fetherston to be a surgeon 
in the Navy. with the rank of lieutenant commander, from the 
2d day of June, 1927. 

The following-named assistant surgeons to be passed assist- 
ant surgeons in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from 
the Ist day of July, 1927: 

John Q. Owsley, jr 

John F. Luten. 

Acting Chaplain John VP. Forsander to be a chaplain in the |} 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant, from the 2d day of June, 
1927. 

Gunner Charles A, Strumsky to be a chief gunner in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 5th day of 
August, 1926. 


Gunner John Nicol to be a chief gunner in the Navy, to rank 
with but after ensign, from the 20th day of January, 1926. 

Pay Clerk Writner Hostetter to be a chief pay clerk in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 3d day of 
December, 1927. 


POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 


Bessie L. Glasscock to be postmaster at Siluria, Ala., in place 
of B. L. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
15, 1928 

James Alexander to be postmaster at Marion Junction, Ala., 
in place of James Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 15, 1928. 

Jake KE. Wallace to be postmaster at 
place of J. E. Wallace, 
ary 15, 1928. 

Sylvanus L. 
place of S. L. 
ary 15, 1928. 

John HH. Dixen to be postmaster at Goshen, Ala., in ptace of 
J. H. Dixon. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 1928. 

Samuel F. Rickman to be postmaster at Ethelsville, Ala., in 
place of S. F. Rickman, Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 192s. 

Lawrence L. 
place of L. L. 
ary 15, 1928. 

Wert W. James to be postmaster at Brent, Ala., in place of 
W. W. James. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1928. 

Muude A. Bosarge to be postmaster at Bayou Labatre, Ala., 
in place of M. A. Bosarge. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 15, 1928. 

Frances R. Gresham to be postmaster at Autaugaville, Ala., 

in place of F. R. Gresham. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 15, 1928. 
Gus L. Camp to be postmaster at Arab, Ala., in place of 
L. Camp. Ineumbent’s commission expires January 15, 1928. 
Sarah A. Shedd to be postmaster at Adamsville, Ala., in 
place of S. A. Shedd. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 15, 1928. 


Glasscock. 


Maplesville, Ala., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


Sherrill to be postmaster at Hartselle, Ala., in 
Sherrill, Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


Mallette to be postmaster at Dozier, Ala., in 
Mallette. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


G. 


ALASKA 


George W. Robbins to be postmaster at Valdez, Alaska, in 
place of G. W. Rebbins. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 14, 10928. 

ARIZONA 


William F. Haas te be postmaster at Naco, Ariz., in place of 
W. F. Haas. Incumbent’s commission expires January 9, 1928. 


FLORIDA 


Curtis W. Swindle to be postmaster at Chipley, Fla., in place 
of C. W. Swindle. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
8, 1928. 


HAWAII 

Edward K. Ayau to be postmaster at Aiea, Hawaii, in place 
of E. K, Ayau. Incumbent’s commission expires January 9, 
1928. 


IDAHO 


Kenneth FB. 
place of K. EB. 
ary 16, 1928. 

Elvira R. Denny to be postmaster at Leadore, Idaho, in place 
of E. R. Denny. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 
1928. 


McBride to be postmaster at 
McBride. 


Salmon, Idaho, in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


ILLINOIS 


Clarence E. Snively to be postmaster at Canton, IIL, in place 
of C, E. Snively. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1928. 

Ernest W. Loehr to be postmaster at Waterloo, IIL, in place 
of E. W. Loehr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928. 

Elgin C. Spivey to be postmaster at Shawneetown, 
place of E. C. Spivey. 


Iil., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 


15, 1928. 

William J. West to be postmaster at Odin, IIL, in place of 
W. J. West. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1928. 


Frank H. Creswick to be postmaster at Mulberry Grove, IIL, 
in place of F. H. Creswick. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 7, 1928. 

William R. Gaddis to be postmaster at Lomax, Iil., in place 
of W. R. Gaddis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928. 

Leo M. Stoecklin to be postmaster at Highland, IIL, in place 
of L. M. Stoecklin. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 


1928. 
Percy W. Armstrong to be postmaster at Glencoe, Ill, in 
place of P. W. Armstrong. Incumbent’s commission expires 


January 15, 1928. 
Stanley L. Ryno to be postmaster at Easton, IIL, in place of 
S. L. Ryno. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 1928. 


INDIANA 


Ralph D. Gookins to be postmaster at Veedersburg, Ind., in 
place of 8. J. Purnell, deceased. 

Ebert Garrigues to be postmaster at Francesville, Ind., in 
place of Ebert Garrigues. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 3, 1928. 

John T. Clapp to be postmaster at Beech Grove, Ind., in place 
of J. T. Clapp. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 
1928. 

Julia V. Clark to be postmaster at Colfax, Ind., in place of 
J. V. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1928. 

Charles F. Robertson to be postmaster at Brownstown, Ind., 
in place of C. F. Robertson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 3, 1928. 

IOWA 


John A. Hale to be postmaster at Tripoli, Iowa, in place of 
J. A. Hale. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1927. 
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Lewis B. B be ) I f ix. v 14 10% 
of A. L. H r. Incumt com eX} i Lou A. Slade t 
i 6 I \ ~ le | 

Frank B Mvers be ! stn r a \ icus I I 1998 

fF. B. My [1 mbent Xpil j I te 
} I | ’ 
‘ 199R i \. I ' , : . 
7 -” ly ( { J \ i 
KEN CKY | 14. 1 . 

LD ( Van Hoe o | ( it P Ville, Is n Bruce C. Mapl be } Oo } \ i f 
] e of D. C. Van Hoos Incumbent’s commiss} expires | B. ¢ Mapl I el Janu { 
Januar y S 1928 

John B. Hutehe n » be 1} a t Owent Ky | Amv I I rd ’ Ow j \ n 

I i 
pla of J. B. Hutche ! Incumbents comm \ ‘ ! \ . 2 i Incumbent coma iol xpire | 
January 17, 192 wary 14, 1928 

r 3. More ob inaster at Moi WW Ky I ; 

H ry 7 fon - i TM , a * M sii ( \ i Henry oO Il pp 4 tm fey t Oro g li ; 
coer, ok ee woe <8 — H. O. Hopp. Incumbent’s commission ex January 14 
January li, 1YZs 192 

John M. Miler to be postmaster at Middlesboro, Ky) I act a 

‘JM. M 7 , niy ~ Frank L. Ze r to be postma t Oregor Mo.. i a f 
Ol . 4 wi liel i mibents ColuMmission expires Ji l Vy a6 , 

19 g ' : F. L. Zeller Incumbent’s commi m expires nual 14, 192s 
TE eae ae ae , Celia F. Kerr to | post tel New irid. M ee 
Claude T. Winslow to be postmaster t Mayfield, Ky., in e« “= ae ; Madrid i; wail. 

b ' . Ol Piculnbel s cCnIMISS I Ss JunuarTy 
piace i | I Winslow. Ineuml commission expires Janu 1925 ' , ae , 
iry 17, 1928 a 

Y 4é, LVSS, ah Luh etrow hye oO el ? : ton ke 

George W. Murphy to be postmaster at Livingst« Ky., in . ; a kK I Mou Washington, M ! 

’ -— , a Oo 4uil ow nev hent's « } issio xpires _ 
place of G. W. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- | Pe _ x uiu AKetroy i mbent onim n expires J ] 

. 17. 1928 ar) 15, 1928. 
ee ae ae :; Howard W. Mills to be pos er at Mount Clty. Mo. fh 

Lioyd M. McCubbin to be postinaster at Hodgeiville, Ky., i iI WW ; : ! . ' . , . 

: > y ‘ ' lace of \ Mil cumbent’s con x pire 
place Bao MecCubbi fneuimbervts commission Xpil ' 1! ’ : moen — J 

= > il i4 J2ZS. 
January 17, 19235 ry 2 . 
— . John M. Medcalf to be postmaster at Mont City. Mo.. in 

; : — ni of J. M. Med f I ! mmission expires Janu- 

Shep B. Hanes to be postmaster at Jena, La., in place of S. B al 14. 192s 
Hanes Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1928 Henry H. Jones to be posimaste Me ! Mo., in piace 

MISSISSIPPI of H. H. Jones Incumbent’s commi s Januar 14, 
12S 


Alfred F. Cook to be postmaster at Leakesville. Miss ! 
place of A. F. Cook Incumbent’s commission expires January 


of ¢ H. Turner Incumber mu ion expires Janu ; 
10. 1928. ; = bill | a il i 
Pink H. Morrison to be postmaster at Heidelber Miss Oliver H. Simm«e be postmaste t I er, M D 
piace of P. H. Morrison. Incumbent’s commission expires } fo. l 
! I place = i we! n mn expire i 
January 17, 1928 , ,| ary 14, 1928 
Homer B, Griffing to be postmaster at Bude, Miss., in piace of R C. Waddil Seale ter at Kirl M 
H. B. Griffing. Incumbent’s commission expires January 17, | of RO CG. Waddill Incumbent’s commissioz ‘pires January 
1028 14. 1928 
Lillie Burns to be postmaster at Brandon, Miss., i place PS wot ] rs 
of Lillis Burn i oonnteetie c mmission expires j ry 7 Hugh I. Vin ” : ae DO Aaggiapamalls Ye King Om, Mc 1 a 
tT LUNe Db S. i iu ! UMEESS! pase oe *|of H. L. Virtu Incumbeut's my ant ! 
ao f be irti ncumbe1 commission expire January 14, 
f LULS. 1928 ' 
a MISSOURI ae 4 : 
. ‘op } 1 M : : Victor M. Blankinship to be postmaster at Kennett, Mo., in 
Sam S tan to » nostmaster at Odessa 10 n place ol ev 2 } . 
sam , Ru Al ne | sth a er % tre ’ » I } Lee Boe t ce of V. M Bla kinship. Incumbent's <¢ MnuUssion expires 
4 S. S. Rutan. Ineumbent’s commission expires J ary i+, J iarv 14, 19258 
5 1928 , G Kie 
e ve ol ; es 1 ve Stmaster at Jackson fo, | ) e 
& Kugene E Wratt to be postmaster at Oa Gre Mo.. in J wig ae ee ‘tn i il Jack n, Mo., in pl 
4 : = 5 : . oO 4 . V1es ncumbent COMMMISSIO ‘xpires Januar’ j 
4 place of EK. FE. Wyatt. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan oan 7 , | ore ae ‘“g 
m = aA . 
lary 14, 1928. ‘EP i 
Rt L\ R Ke ly to be postn ster aft New Hi: ] Ipt I Mo in Je = I h C. Forshee to be postinaster al ironton, Mo a pli - 
place of R. R. Kelly. Incumbent’s commission expires January of J. ‘ Forshee, Incumbent’s commission expire January 14, 
. 1Q9R 
14, 1928, “— 


Bs Anna B. Thomas to be postmaster at Corder, Mo., in place Maurice Craig to be pe stmaster at IiImo, Mo in pla of 
4 of A. B. Thomas. Incumbent’s commission expires January | Maurice Craig. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
* 14, 1928. 1928, 
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| place of R. D. Southward 


Joseph Q. Martir be postmaster at Huntsville, Mo., in place | 
of J. Q. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
12 

John W. Rissler to be postmaster at Houstonia, Mo., in place 
of J. W. Risslei Incumbe! commission expires January 14, 
1{): 

Geol Scott to be postmaster at Higginsville, Mo., in place of 
( re t Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
l 

B. Green to be postmaster at Goodman, Mo., in place 

f B. Greel Ineumbent commission expires Jahuary 14, 
| 

ui 4. § he postmaster at Greenfield, Mo., in place 

| \. Seo Ineu t's commission expires January 14, 
l ~ 

I Hi. Arnold t postmaster at Forsyth, Mo., in place of 
I. Hi. Arnold. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
l 

dana A. Schriefer to be postmaster at Fornfelt, Mo., in 
e of M. A. Schriefer. LTicumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
14, 1928 
ilie F. Duncan to be postmaster at Dearborn, Mo., in place 

f S. fF, Duncan. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
Q« 

Percy B. Kidney to be postmaster at Darlington, Mo., in 


lace of P. Lb. Kidney 
14 TOYS 


Hi rry C 


Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 


Grant to be postmaster at Cuba, Mo., in place of 





iH. (, Grant Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1928. 

Bransby B. Houghton to be stmaster at Crystal City, Mo., 
in pla of B. B. Houghton Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 14, 1928 

Gustave R. Baumann to be postmaster at Creve Coeur, Mo. 
in place of G. R. Baumann. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 14, 1928 

EKdward J. Schmidt to be postmaster at Centralia, Mo., in 


Schmidt. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
Joe D. Scott to be postmaster at Bunceton, Mo., in place of 
: Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1928. 

George C. Blackwell to be postmaster at Breckenridge, Mo., 
in place of G. C. Blackwell. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 14, 1928 

Nellie B. Gallihugh to be postmaster at Blairstown, Mo., in 
place of N. B. Gallihugh. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 14, 1928 

Verner H. Kirkendall to be postmaster at Birch Tree, Mo., in 
ten of V. Hi. Kirkendall. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 14, 1928 


Lester H. Pettit to be postmaster at Ava, Mo., in place of 


lL. H. Pettit Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
LV2S 
NEBRASKA 
Dollit W Hvyndshaw to be po tmaster at Thedford, Nebr., 


in place of D. W 


December 19, 1927. 


Hyndshaw. Incumbent’s commission expired 


Elmer V. Barger to be postmaster at Benkelman, Nebr., in 
place of BK. V. Barger. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 16, 1928S 


NEW JERSEY 

Rollin A, Cale to be postmaster at Pleasantville, N. J., in 
place of W. W. Whitman, resigned. 

Velma M. Kitchell to be postmaster at Whippany, N. J., in 
place of V. M. Kitchell. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uaury 15, 1928 

William B. Lance to be postmaster at Stanhope, N. J., in 
place of W. B. Lance. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
vary 15, 1928. 

Walter D. Finch to be postmaster at Mahwah, N, J., in place 


of W. D. Finch. Ineumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1928S 
Frank H. Burgher to be postmaster at Hamburg, N. J., in 


place of F. H. Burgher. 
uary 15, 192s. 


Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 


NEW YORK 

Giles C. deGroot to be postmaster at Ronkonkoma, N. Y. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1927 

John W. Bellis to be postmaster at Tappan, N. Y., in place of 
J. W. Bellis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1928. 

Kdward R. Harms to be postmaster at Pearl River, N. Y., in 
place of E. R. Harms. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 8, 1928. 

Ambrose D. Eldred to be postmaster at New Hartford, N. Y., 
in place of A. D. Eldred. Inecumbent’s commission expired 
January 8, 1928 


’ 


| 
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Katharine A. Slattery to be ] 
n place of K. A. Slattery. 
January 8, 1928 

Robert D. Southward to be 


JANUARY 9 


ostmaster at Maryknoll, N. Y¥ 
Incumbent’s commission expired 
postmaster at Congers, N. Y., in 
Incumbent’s commission ex] 
January 8, 1928 

William G. Fisher to be postmaster at Chadwicks, N. Y., in 
place of W. G. Fisher. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 8, 1928 

Clayton A. Musser to be postmaster at Boonville, N. Y., in 


place of C. A. Musser. Incumbent’s commission ¢ xXpire 1 Janu 
ary 8, 192s 

Henry b. Mulford to be postmaster at Binghamton, N. Y., in 
Place of H. B. Mulford. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


uary 8, 1928S 
NORTH DAKOTA 

Bernhard C, Hjelle to be postmaster at Mercer, N. Dak., in 
place of B. C. Hjelle. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
9, 1928 

Arthur Nelson to be 
place of Arthur Ne Ison 
ary 1 


postmaster at Courtenay, N. Dak., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
16, 1928, 

OHIO 


Nora Kassell to be postmaster at Philo, Ohio, in place of Nor 


Kassell. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1927. 
ira R,. Kneisly to be postmaster at Osborn, Ohio, in place of 

I. R. Kneisly. Incumbent’s commission expires January 9, 1928 
I 


‘rank B. Pauly to be postmaster at Middletown, Ohio, in place 


of F. B. Pauly. 


Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 


1928 

Harry H. Hover to be postmaster at Lakeview, Ohio, in place 
of H. H, Hover Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1928. 


Albert H. Soles to be postmaster at Buchtel, Ohio, in place of 
A. H. Soles. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 
1927. 

OKLAHOMA 


Virgil T. Gannaway to be postmaster at Tuttle, Okla., in place 
of V. T. Gannaway. Inecumbent’s commission expires January 
14, 1928. 

Howard Morris to be postmaster at Soper, Okla., in place of 
Howard Morris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
1928. 

Charles H. Johnson to be postmaster at Pawnee, Okla., in 
place of C. H, Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 14, 1928. 

William G. Johnston to be postmaster at Oklahoma City, 
Okla., in place of W. G. Johnston. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 16, 1928 

John A. Norris to be postmaster at Okeene, Okla., in place of 
J. A. Norris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1928 

Roy Sherman to be postmaster at Lexington, Okla., in place of 
Roy Sherman. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
1928. 

Noah B. Hays to be postmaster at Keota, Okla., in place of 
N. B. Hays. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1928S. 

Susie M. Daniel to be postmaster at Jet, Okla., in place of 
W. E. Nevin. Incumbent’s commission expired June 17, 1926. 

Alfred J. Canon to be postmaster at Hinton, Okla., in place 
of A. J. Canon, Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
1928. 

Isom P. Clark to be postmaster at Heavener, Okla., in place 
of I. P. Clark, Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
1928, 

Frederick M. Deselms to be postmaster at Guthrie, Okla., in 
place of F. M. Deselms. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


j} ary 14, 1928. 


Thomas H. Henderson to be postmaster at Fort Cobb, Okla., 
in place of T. H. Henderson, Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 14, 1928. 

Leroy J. Myers to be postmaster at Dustin, Okla., in place of 
L. J. Myers. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 1928. 

John W. Brookman to be postmaster at Coyle, Okla., in place 
of J. W. Brookman, Incumbent’s commission expires January 
14, 1928. 

Downey Milburn to be postmaster at Coweta, Okla., in place 
of Downey Milburn, Incumbent’s commission expires January 
14, 1928. 

John R. MeIntosh to be postmaster at Chelsea, Okla., in place 
of J. R. McIntosh. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
14, 1928. 

R. Julian Miller to be postmaster at Bokchito, Okla., in place 
of R. J. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expires January 14, 
1928. 


= 
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KANSAS 
Maurice W. Markham, Baldwin City. 
Loruine A. Lyon, Edgerton 
Kdward W. Melville, Eudora. 
Cyrus W. Ricketts, Paola 
Samuel M. Simmons, Spring Hill. 
MAINE 
William C, Libbey, Betfast 
MICHIGAN 
Frankie Harris, Ada 
Erva J. Mallory, Albion 
Volney W. Ferris, Allegan 
Ambrose C, Pack, Ann Arbor 
Arthur G, Creevy, Barryton 
John C. Davis, Battle Creek 
Homer E. Buck, Bay City 
Aaron W. Miles, Big Rapids 
Jesse A. Hurd, Ceresco 
Charles F. Goetzen, Chesaning. 
Milford W. Covert, Clio. 
Jeun M. Jackson, Croswell 
John Fenine, Dowagiac 
Adrian J. Van Wert, Essexville. 
Clarence J. Fuller, Fowlerville. 
Walter J. Kern, Frankenmuth. 
Mary KE. Chadwick, Frankfort. 
George L. Olsen, Grand Haven. 
Robert G. Hill, Grand Rapids. 
Henry ©. Hemingsen, Grant. 
Arthur A. Graves, Grosse Ile 
William H. Canstield, Howell 
Ernest C. Baldwin, Hudson. 
Hari KK. Secor, Imlay City. 
Gerald McKindles, L’ Anse 
Frederick R. Gibson, Lawton, 
Frank J. Gehringer, Lenox 
Inez O. Peasley, Lexington. 
Nettie B. Goheen, Lincoln. 
Norman E. Borgerson, Lowell, 
Sadie Wheeler, Manton. 
Archie Lowry, Marion 
Oscar Wertanen, Mass. 
Mark Boyd, McBain. 
Mark L. Osgood, Monroe 
Aaron R. Merritt, Mulliken. 
Lincoln Rodgers, Muskegon. 
William A. Keeler, North Branch, 
Frank S. Neal, Northville. 
Dee J. Wilson, Orchard Lake 
Maud Miller, Peck 
William C. Miller, Pinckney 
Charles H. Heath, Richmond 
Edward W. Huff, Rock. 
Fred H. Buckberry, Romulus 
Gordon R. Whitney, Rose City. 
Ernest E. Vibert, Saginaw West Side. 
Hannibai A. Hopkins, St. Clair. 
Walter G. Wykoff, St. Johns 
Gertrude Moffatt, Sandusky 
Herman G. Muellerweiss, Sebewaing. 
Edwin D. Greenhoe, Sheridan 
Nora Covert, Springport. 
Belle Quick, Swartz Creek. 
Henry W. McClure, Tecumseh. 
Alexander M. MacKay, West Braneh, 
Floyd P. Fox, Williamsburg. 
Arthur E. Baisley, Wyandotte. 
NEBRASKA 


William 8S. Burrows, Albion 
Clarence G. Struble, Chester. 
Erma G. Stoll, Curtis 
Charles A. Rogers, Decatur, 
Otto A. Steinkraus, Dodge 
Elva J. Fitzgerald, Elm Creek. 
George A. Fowler. Fairfield 
August J. Baumann, Grand Island, 
Fred F. Thomas, Linwood 
Samuel H. Wolfe, Lodgepole. 
Claude B. Grace, Mascot. 
Fred L. Hunt, Niobrara. 
Leon M. Suchanek, St. Paul. 
Ray W. Jones, Utica. 

NEW YORK 


John J. Finnerty. Croton on Hudson. 
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Qle B. Johnson, Forman 


Harman Straub, La Feria 
William B. Byrd, Lipa 
Maude W. Hoople, Lorenzo 
William M. Owens, Memphis 
WASHINGTON 
Mary A. Brimmer, Alderwood Manor. 
Florence P. Cooper, Long Beach 
Hubert L. Lockhart, Marcus 
Frances E. MeDermott, Monitor, 
Alvin R. Lehmann, Parkland 
Daniel L. Jackson, Port Gamble. 
Alphonse F. Learned, Port Ludlow. 
Paul K. Walton, Veradale. 
WEST VIRGINIA 
Cecil H. Martindale, Ansted. 
Rosa P. Oxley, Athens. 
Henry A. Russell, Berkeley Springs. 
Otto Sharitz, Berwind 
C. Earl Mullins, Blair. 
Effie B. Landers, Boomer. 
Ora S. Brown, Brownton 
Daisy I. Valley, Coalwood. 
J. Valentine Hinshelwood, Dundon 
Stark A. Willhide, Durbin. 
Thomas W. Stalnaker, Elkins. 
Wilbur Dolly, Franklin. 
Thelma Taylor, Gauley Bridge. 
Anna Lowe, Hastings. 
George H. Hornickel, Highcoa! 
Ada F. Rush, Hundred. 
John F, Lusk, Itmann. 
Millard F. Forgey, Kingston. 
James D. Charlton, Mannington. 
Elmer E. Radabaugh, Mason Town. 
Eugene B. Keenan, Nellis. 
Joe Van Zandt, Newburg. 
Austin H. Brown, Newell. 
Lloyd V. McIntire, New Martinsville. 
Oscar S. Lindamood, Omar. 
Lawrence Lipscomb, Parsons. 
Bonnie L. Hanshaw, Peach Creek. 
Waitmon T. W. Morgan, Rainelle. 
Ernest E. Ritter, Red Jacket. 
Robert B. Mesmer, Slab Fork 
Lawrence B. Kenniburg, Thomas. 
William A. F. Smith, Vienna 
Frederick M. Hippert, White Sulphur Springs. 
James H. Trail, Winding Gulf. 
Jesse M. Wood, Worthington. 
WISCONSIN 
Harry E. Garbisch, Dorchester. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, January 9, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D.. offered 
the following prayer: 


Gracious Lord God, as we are summoned again to our sacred 
tasks, may we be mindful of the wide reaches of Thy goodness, 
which is the necessity of earth. Keep us from confusing moral 
principles and enable us to see, choose, and follow the best. 
May we be courageous enough to put first things first and 
worthy enough to bear the torch of truth up the hills of light 
Let Thy Holy Spirit flood all hearts, dispel care. quiet fret, and 
smother fear. Father in Heaven, may we know that the best 
victories of any life are the victories won within a man’s own 
heart. Help us to bear our responsibilities with integrity, 
humanity, and composure, In the holy name of Jesus, Amen 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 7, 

wis read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution of the following title, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. J. Res. 82. An act to continue commissioners in the Court 
of Claims. 


1928S 




















ACQUISITION OF LAND IN THE | OF COLUMBI m proper, with the aj 1 of the I B gs Commiss 
‘ 1 ‘iM : : ‘ ‘ 
Mr. ELLIOT Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference repr n spa for the prot . . oo Beiewal a ' 
on the bill H. R. 485, author zing he Sec ary of the | : ; ; 
o acquire certal s witl Distri of Colur d within the area ¢ ' his \ 
used as Sites for publ buildir nd ask for its in late | ~ount thereof to be charerd to th propriations aut! sed 
considerition. | the provisions « ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana G Dp | 
ference report, which the Clerk will report Mr. BLACK of 4 s Will tl : yield mie 
The Clerk read the conference report t utes for U } * ( Opposing U Lol ; 
Following is the conference re} t and a my y} s | nde : 
mer Mii ELLIOTT I \ a he n fi I oS 
CON FEREN( REPO! Mr. BLACK of Texas Mr. Speak his Senate mendment 
The mmittee of conference the a ‘ vot Ly ! d are in ‘ illed t nzle w h 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 1 { } Congress has author i » be purchased for not to t 
I R. 483 having met fter f rid fre cont pa), COU OU I at j is t flee bui 
agreed to recommend and do recommend tft heit tive | erected withi ul few | rs f the Sou l Railw 
Hiouses as follows: }c l am perfe awal a: i aul f the old, w 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amen t structures in the triangle have 1 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the rder to make Way for U me Governme! uid wl 
Rp N. J | are to be erected t I ot willing 1 
S Wises, Ween = ry ( | I AsUry even tf ugh I might } 
<3 Siaieines of e | ic | ( Commissio1 it ‘ 
M ; s > ‘ i ‘ \ = us ua ‘ i ‘ ‘ nod > otfics net i 
se — so = ‘ Railway Buildii Anyone who is familiar w 
HiENRY W IKK “ I huildi k j eonstru d along pl ' sim} 
Ss D. I ry ( one of the bes iild n the 
Henry F. As s I unde ke to say, is a good deal better office buildi 
> ¢ f ‘ ( } . 2 at ny f e « tructed h the ¢ I 3 
t a appre ea I I Ay Col I i 
TATEMENT newhet hat cit is the rownil ‘ e of . 
The amendment adopted to H. R. 483, by the Senate, au rize it that doe m to appeal to ii Arts Comm 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of t] Public I would nsider it a crime to tear d n and d lish as 
Building Commission, to enter into coutracts for the de ng | const 1. as commod nd l it 1 ofl | l 
and removal of buildings on the lands to be acquired under the | ing as the Southern Railway Building 
terms of said act in order to make the same ready for construc Mr. UNDERHILI Will the gentleman yield? 
ing the buildings authorized under the public buildings a ap Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman 
proved May 25, 1926, and to grade the lands and plant 1 t Mr. UNDERHILL. Is 1 he gentleman confusing | 
fit in the pul ic-buildi piabh now in proces of develo ( t Arts Commi iv! Will Lit Public Buildings (‘ommissior 
under the terms of publie buildings s As : f ~ M BLACK of 7 N I know tha he Seere f 
work must be dohe, we deemed this amendment proper and rea the Treasury, under the terms of this Senate amendm nn 
nable and have agreed to the same secure the consent of the Public Buildings Comu ion | know 
Ricnarp N. ELLIo that all rigl but I was I referring he i t ‘ 
J. Wu TAayior from observation I have made in Washingt that it s 
Fritz G. LANHAM i to be tl LT n of the Fine Art Com sou i I hu 
Managers on the part of the Hous ee it is elaborately adorne 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsh Will the gentleman per: 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr, Speaker, this is wha known as the | #terruption : 
triangle bill. The Senate saw fit to add an an ime in the Mr. BLACK of Texa Yes, 
nature of a new section to the bill, known as section 4, which | Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would lik ave the ge 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval | ™&82 from Texas mention one fact to justify his very seve 
of the Public Buildings Commission, to demolish the building criticism of the Fine Arts Commissior L woul Lik 
when title is acquired thereto under the terms of this act and | S®2Ueman to mention one building or structure anywhere \ 


to charge the cost thereof to the appropriations authorized in | justifies that criticism : 

this act the total authorization in the ar = $25,000,000, out | Mr. BLACK of Texas, Well, all right wil I t 

of which all of this property must be acquired and the cost of | District Building. Was not that building approved by the I 
molishing the buildings paid. The conferees on the part of | ATs Commission? 

the House and the Senate, after a full and free conferenc Mr. COOPER of Wisco I think that was e1 ed befor 





concluded that this was a necessary proposition; tl these | the members the present commission wel pointed 
old buildings would have to be removed and that when removed Mt of Texa Well, I do not know. buat I 

1 of that part of the cronnd that is not used immediately for | cite a ! umber of public buildings around the ty of Washing 
buildings shall be put in decent shape, so that it will be an | ton, elaborately adorned hat I do not think pat 
eyesore to the people. It may be a great number of y he. | Office buildings with the Souther Ruilway Building 
fore some parts of this land is used for public buildings, it fhe reason I have take he floor ij hat only last eo 
being a question of just how fast Congress will make appropria- | One of the prominent Washi newspapet e 
tions. Therefore we concluded this amendment was proper and | editorial and advocated tha southern Railway | 





iw ho reason why it should not be adopted, so we agr to it, | be torn down and demolished. I am unwillis vote ful 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield? measure which would permit that. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes Mr. STEVENSON Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. HASTINGS. I did not hear the reading of the Senate The SPEAKPR. The time of the gentleman from Tex 
amendment. It is a short, new section, and I ask unanimou expired 
consent to have the Senate amendment read for the information } Mr. BLACK of Texa Will the gentleman from India 
of the House. | yield me two more minutes, so that the genfleman from Sout 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will report the | Carolina may ask me his question‘ 
senate amendment Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman tw 

There was no objection additional minutes 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: Mr. STEVENSON Referring te thie imyuiry of the t 
man from Wisconsin as to anything the Fine Arts Com: or 


Si t. That after title has been vested in the United St s to any . 
of the properties herein or beretofore authorized to be : ed or | had ever done which wa ubject to eriticism, the gentl 
taken within the area embraced in this act, the Secretary t I as } will remember, I think, that n erect g the new courtl am 

ry be, and he is hereby. further auth zed to enter inte ~ontt t for here they went so far as to re quire t} status f Abral in Lit 

- demolishing the buildings thereon, and for clearing and ¢ > th coln be taken down, red, and stored in a warehons n ‘ 
: ic land at such time and to such extent as he may deem pr and to river fror and Congress actually had to pass an a 

% enter into contracts for plans and specifications for the a ctural | them restore it. 
' M landscape treatment of the portion of the lands acquired which he may ' Mr. CHINDBLOM and Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose 
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. 
down of that statue, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin 
further interruption ? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from South Caro- 
linn [Mr. SteVENSON] said that I had asked the gentleman from 
Texas to mention anything ever done by the Fine Arts Com- 
missicn which was subject to criticism. I asked what build- 
ing or structure justified the criticism; and the gentleman 
from South Carolina suggests the statue of Abraham Lincoln 
In answer to that suggestion, I remind the gentleman from 
Texas of the facts. The statue of Abraham Lincoln dates back 
to times soon after the Civil War. It was at the top of 
an unusually high column. Years after it was unveiled, the 
street boundary was changed, and the street so graded and 
lowered as to leave the column standing on a high mound. 
This mound and the long column made the statue appear en- 
tirely out of proportion, 

rhe features could not be well seen. Accordingly Congress 
by law authorized the statne to be taken down and then subse- 
quently by another law authorized it to be reerected, und it was 
reerected on a new pedestal and on a site several feet nearer the 
courthouse. The Fine Arts Commission did not arbitrarily 
direct the statue to be taken down. The law authorized that. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. If the gentleman will permit, I was 
not discussing the statue of Abraham Lincoln, and the point I 
want to emphasize in conclusion is that if we authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with the approval of the Public 
Buildings Commission, to enter into contracts for the demolish- 
ing of these buildings situated within the triangle we ought to 
exempt from that authority the Southern Railway Building. 
It is entirely too good a building and cost too much money for 
Congress to take any sort of a chance of its being torn down 
and scrapped. 


Congress first authorized the taking 


Will the gentleman permit a 


For that reason I am opposed to the conference 
report and will vote against it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield me 
five minutes? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think the suggestion made by 
my colleague the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLack] is well 
taken, and in this connection IT want the gentleman to remember 
something else. Right this side of the Southern Railway Build- 
ing is the Post Office Department Building. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. BLANTON, = Yes. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. This amendment deals with land sequired 
under the provisions of this act, and the Post Office Department 
Building is not acquired under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BLANTON, I understand that: but I want to tell my 
colleagues what else there is in the minds of Washingtonians in 
this eonnection. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes: but it is not in this bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want you to understand that the press 
suys it has been agreed upon by the authorities that control such 
situations to demolish the Post Office Department Building 
within the next two years, 

in my judgment, and in the judgment of a great many here, 
this is one of the most substantial, valuable, and picturesque 
public buildings within this city, and it ought not to be de- 
molished. It ought to stand, and the money it would take to 
demolish it and build a new building would be money wasted, 
doubly wasted. 

Mr. BUSBY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. BUSBY. Col. Paul Henderson, when he was Second As- 
sistant Postmaster General, stated that, in his judgment as a 
builder, this building was the best workshop, from the stand- 
point of a building in which Federal workers worked, in this 
c1uy 

Mr. BLANTON. It is ane of the best constructed buildings 
in this entire city. Because tt now shows some little age on 
the outside, it does not suit the fantastic taste of some of the 
people of Washington. They want every building within this 
city to look brand new. And they want as much money as 
possible spent annually in new construction. The very fact it 
has stood there for a few years and the very fact the stone 
has turned gray on the outside adds to its picturesqueness, and 
Ll hope the powers that be here in this Congress will see to it 
that this beautiful, substantial, valuable building of this Goy- 
erninent is not allowed to be torn down. 

This is all I have to say, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,. UNDERHILL], 
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Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I want to cail the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that this project has been before 
every Congress, probably, since the establishment of the seat 
of government here in Washington. I myself have had a vital 
interest in it I was disgusted when I first visited Washing- 
ton at the appearance of this approach to the Capitol, and 
although I had no idea at the time I might some time attain 
a seat in this honorable body, I thought if I ever had any in- 
fluence in this body I would ask if they would not take steps 
toward taking these dumps, these Chinese joints, these un- 
mentionable places, out from under the eyes of people who visit 
this otherwise wonderfully beautiful capital city of ours. I 
have introduced a bill und seught such legislation in every 
session since I have been a Member of Congress, 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERITILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman does not regard the 
Southern Railway Building as a structure of that sort? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I am coming toe that. I do not believe 
there is the least cause for fear or apprehension on the part of 
the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman will admit that au 
thority is conferred in this amendiment (o do that if the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury sees fit to do it and cun get the approval 
of the Public Buildings Commission. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I doubt if the present Secretary of the 
Treasury would recommend it, and [ am positive the Public 
Buildings Commission would not indorse or approve such a 
recommendation. Last year you passed a bill which exempted 
the Southern Railway Building from the taking. I thought it 
a grave error, and I am mighty glad it did not go through in 
that form. This year the committee has seen fit to include 
the Southern Railway Building. 

I believe the gentleman will be as old as I am, and perhaps 
9s gray as I am, before he ever sees the Southern Railway 
Building demolished or the present Post Office headquarters 
demolished. There is plenty of work for this commission to do 
in cleaning up this area in the first piace and then in building 
such buildings thereon as the Government needs for the transac- 
tion of its business. I very much fear if we delay this matter 
further perhaps some of us who are very anxious to see this 
wonderful improvemeut before we may reach the end of our 
days may not have that privilege. 

I do not believe there is the least ground for fear on the 
part of any Member of this House, and I would cooperate with 
my friend, and have cooperated with him in the past, in trying 
to protect the Government in such matters. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Why not except it from the authority 
of the Secretary of the Trensury? 

Mr. UNDERHIIA.. Because personally IT have so much con- 
fidence in the members of the Puljie Buildings Commission and 
in their intelligence and their integrity that I would much rather 
leave it just as it is than jeopardize the chances of the passage 
of the bill or delay it by attempting to add other amendments. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker. it seems to me there is undue 
alarm about the amendment which has been placed in this bill 
by the Senate. What is the situation? It is agreed by the 
House of Representatives and by the Senate, legislatively, that 
the Government shall purchase the so-called triangle property 
for the building of the necessary departmental structures. It 
is a necessary incident of that construction that authority be 
given to raze the buildings on the land to be occupied by the 
buildings we are to erect, 

I am reminded of a joke, which is familiar to all of you, 
about the aldermen who proposed to build a new town hall, 
and their resolutions were to this effect: “ Resolved, first, that 
we build a new town hall: resolved, secondly, that we build 
the new town hall on the site and out of the material of the 
old town hall: and resolved, thirdly, that we do not tear down 
the old town hall until the new town hall is completed.” 
[Laughter and applause. | 

Some of these buildings in the triangle must be torn down 
and some of them should be torn down, There seems to be 
quite a bit of solicitude, and perhaps properly, on the part of 
my colleague from Texas [Mr. Briack] in regard to the South- 
ern Railway Building. 

I want to call attention to this fact. It is going to be abso- 
lutely necessary for the Government to have suitable quarters 
in which to house certain employees of the Government during 


gentleman yield further? 
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Allgood Garner, Tex Lowrey Oliver, Ala. 
Bankhead Garrett, Tex Lozier Parks 
Ls Tex Green, Fla Lyon Quin 
Biar i Hammer MeClinti Kankin 
Bowling Hare McDuafiie teed, Ark, 
box Hastings McKeown Romjue 
rand, Ga Hill, Ala McMillan Sanders, Tex. 
Browning Hill, Wash Mansfield Sandlin 
B 1 Howard, Nebr Martin, La Steagall 
Can Huddleston Milligan Sumners, Tex. 
Coll Hull, Te Moorman Swank 
Day Jeffers Morehead Williams, Mo, 
De Rouen Jones Morrow Wilson, La. 
Lo nick Kvale Nelson, Mo Yon 
stick Lankford Norton, Nebr. 
Fulbrigl Larsen Oldfield 
NOT VOTING 87 

ler Th l Ari Kurtz Stedman 

nth Doutrich Leatherwood Stobbs 
Axwell Doyle Leech Strong, Kans, 
\ Driver McLeod Strong, Pa. 
I Free McSwain Strother 
| k. N. Y. Frothingham Montague latgenhorst 
i i ulnrer Mooney Taylor, Colo, 
Roi Golder Moore, N. J. Temple 
Byri Goldsborough O'Connor, La ‘Thompson 
Cantield Green, lowa O'Connor, N. Y, Tillman 
( ley Holaday Palmer Tinkham 
Cartwright fiudson Palmisano Treadway 
Cases Igoe Porter Weaver 
Clancy Irwin Purnetl Weller 
Connally, Tex Jacobstein Quayle Welsh, Pa 
Connolly, Pa. James tainey Williams, Tex. 
Crisp Jolnson, Ill Rubey Wilson, Miss. 
Curry Johnson, Okla Sabath Wingo 
Davenport Kendall Sanders, N. Y. Wolverton 
Deal Kent Schafer Wood 
Dempsey Kiess Simmons Wyant 
Dickstein Kung Sirovich 
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So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 

Mr. Green of Iowa with Mr. Connally of Texas. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Byrns. 

Mr. Free with Mr. Deal 

Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Wingo 

M Anthony with Mr. Bell 

Mr. Stobbs with Mr. Driver. 

Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr. Kunz. 
Mr. Kendall with Mr. Tillman, 

Mr. MeLeod with Mr. Quayle. 

Mr. Wyant with Mr. Ayres. 

Mr. Johnson of Illinois with Canfield 

Mr. Vurnell with Mr. Steadman, 

Mr. Welsh of Pennsyvivania with Mr. O’Connor of Louisiana. 
Mr. Treadway with Mr. Carley. 

Mr. Golder with Mr. Douglas of Arizona, 

Mr. Kiess with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. Sanders of New York with Mr. Ruby. 
Mr. Porter with Mr. Weller. 

Mr. Leech with Mr. Johnson of Oklahoma. 

Mr. Kurtz with Mr. Fulmer. 

Mr. Hudson with Mr. Montague. 

Mr. Temple with Mr. Williams of Texas. 

Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rainey. 
Mr. James with Mr. Black of New York. 

Mr. Palmer with Mr. Casey. 

Mr. Thompson with Mr. Igoe. 

Mr. Simmons with Mr. Doyle 

Mr. Curry with Mr. Moore of New Jersey. 
Mr. Strother with Mr. Mooney. 

Mr. Doutrich with Mr. Wilson of Mississippi. 
Mr. Wolverton with Mr. McSwain. 

Mr. Tatgenhorst with Mr. Bloom. 

Mr. Holaday with Mr. Aswell 

Mr. Tinkham with Mr. Sabath 

Mr. Allen with Mr. Goldsborough. 

Mr. Frothingham with Mr. Dickstein. 

Mr. Leatherwood with Mr. Palmisano. 

Mr. Iicise with Mr. Kent. 

Mr. Clancy with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 

Mr. Strong of Kansas with Mr. Sirovich. 

Mr. Davenport with Mr. Weaver 

Mr. Schafer with Mr. O'Connor of New York, 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
in the 
there objection to 


request 


of the 





gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen of the 
House, on February 17, 1925, 1 expressed the hope to the Sixty- 
eighth Congress that the time would come when the people of 
this country should one day have an opportunity periodically 
to hear the splendid representative musical organizations of 
our Military Establishment. 

I am very happy to-day, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, to say that the eve of the consummation of that wish 
is at hand. The United States Marine and Navy Bands have 
returned from successful tours which they have been making 
annually for some years. 
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sand will embark 
Its itinerary includes a flying 
cities in 13 States. Thousands of 
are soon to and hear person- 
ally this fine group of musicians, whose efforts for the past 
few years have been such an inspiration to official Wash- 
ington and the residents of the National Capital. 

In authorizing the tour the War Department has recognized 
not only the band’s high musical and military standing to-day, 
but its manifold power for encouraging the youth of our Nation 
in musical effort and in instilling an appreciation of and love 
for good music among its auditors everywhere. 

What a boon, also, it will be to the patriotism of those who 
have often read of the United States Army Band, in its dis- 
tinctive “cadet gray,” in connection with national events of 
contemporary historical significance, but to whom this great 
organization has remained but a name! What a thrill will come 
to every true American as he hears from the same band the 
very strains which have fallen upon the ears of Presidents and 
potentates of world renown—strains which were heard by such 
home-coming national heroes as our own Lindbergh! 

I have recounted here before the origin of the United States 
Army Band, how it was organized in 1922 by General Vershing, 
then Chief of Staff, to do for the peace-time morale of the 
Army and citizenry what his famous A. E. F. band, of which 
this Organization is the outgrowth, did for the fighting heart 
of the troops. It was General Pershing’s desire that the Army 
should have a representative musical organization second to 
none in the world. I believe it may be said with all conservy- 
atism that this wish is now fulfilled. 

A brief résumé of some of the more important of the band’s 
activities will serve to demonstrate the confidence imposed in it 
by the highest figures in public life. 

It was the United States Army Band which President Coolidge 
chose last year to begin what he hopes will become a custom of 
an annual Thanksgiving concert at the White House. Again, 
the band was designated to play the national anthem of Mexico 
while the representative band of that country played the Star- 
Spangled Banner during the recent inauguration of direct tele 
phonic communication between the capitals of the two nations. 
The Presidents and their respective staffs “ listened in” through 
telephone headpieces while this solemn and impressive cere- 
mony took place. 

The United States Army Band has bent every effort to bring 
pleasure to citizens of all classes and locations through the 
relatively new medium of the radio. As a result, during the 
past vear it has broadcast farther, more frequently, and to more 
millions than any other military musical organization. It 
holds the record for organizations of its kind in the matter of 
number of radio stations “tied up” in a broadcasting event, 
the occasion being 52-station hook-up for the home-coming cele- 
bration for Col. Charles A. Lindbergh. The United States Army 
Band was seated directly in front of the stand on the Monument 
Lot, here in Washington, when President Coolidge decorated 
the young air hero, and it furnished the music incident to that 
epoch-making occasion. 

The United States Army Band is a regular feature of the 
Radio Corporation of America’s famed “ blue network,” which 
carries the best in radio audition into countless thousands of 
homes over a gigantic network of stations. 

Radio demands for this organization were so great that, in 
addition to its many official duties, it frequently broadcast as 
often as two or three times a day. 

The concerts played by this band from the east steps of the 
Capitol as a part of its summer series here in Washington also 
were broadcast to thousands in addition to those fortunate 
enough to be able to attend. 

So established, in fact, has the United States Army Band 
become as a radio institution that its studio in the Army Music 
School at Washington Barracks has been fitted up as a sub- 
broadeasting station, details of its design having been worked 
out by radio engineers to give the best possible broadcasting 
effect. The room is virtually unique, of its kind. 

The band has been unusually active in promoting good feel- 
ing between this country and our Pan-American neighbors. As 
the organization officially delegated by the Pan American Union 
to introduce South American music into this country, it has 
played hundreds of concerts, many of which were broadcast. 
A feature of every program on the band’s forthcoming tour will 
be two or more of the colorful numbers of the Latin-American 
people, thus extending this admirable work of mutual under- 
standing to the people of this Nation in the universal lan- 
guage—music. 

Some of the band’s duties have been of a sadder nature, but 
reflect, nevertheless, the respect in which it is held by au- 


On January 16 the United States Army 
on its first public concert tour. 
42-day round of as many 
persons over a wide area 
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With such a splendid history, it is almost unnecessary to 
that the band has had sterling leadership 
enition should go to Capt. Curtis D. Alway, wl 








intelligent and sympathetic wu standing ¢ ie ban I } 
lems and zealous and enthusiast efforts in behalf i ad 
vancement, hi: combined with his soldie discipline of tl 
organization to give it tl widest scope for dignified a 


ment 

Musically, however, the band’s meteorical attainments must 
be acknowledged in large measure to the thorough scholarship 
of its leader, William J. Stannard, and his untiri1 ffort 
he works day and night—for its advancement A summary of 
education has been placed upon the official record 
before, so it is only pertinent here to recall with pride that he 
was, in the main, Army trained, coming to his post as the first 
and only leader of the United States Army Band after 18 years 
progress through the various stages of the ranks, and recog 
nized as the outstanding musician in the Army and one of the 
best band conductors in the world 

He has been ably abetted by Second Leader Dari also an 
Army product, and a nimsician and trumpet soloist of highest 
rank. 

In the end, however, it is the musicians in the separate 
chairs who shape the destiny of any musical organization, and 
So it is a matter of pride that I place in the Recorp the names 
of the individual members, whose excellent musicianship and 
close cooperation with the leaders, has made the United States 
Army Band the outstanding organization it is to-day 
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Master sergeants: Willis S. Ross, Joseph Dufrense, Leo F. J. Arnold 
Samuel L. Johnson, Henry J. King, Otto Sieber hen, Fried 
nick, Theodore Bingert, Alexander Lutkiewitz nd Karl Hubner 

Technical sergeants: George W. Mitchell, Fre L.- Smith, Blair Yon 
‘ilfred E. Vincent, Charles J. Garrity, Tim Banko, Frank J. Jakuhe« 
, Gustav Ey, Milton W. Nation, Joseph L. Y: rhomas 
A. Shannon, Hi: W. Phillips, Jan D. Hennin August Gaeezorz 
George Wohlmacher, John Baumann, and Eugene Hostett« 

Staff sergeants: David L. Sylvan, Jacob M. Millet, W s Fkuttor 
Orville M. Gold, William H. Hummel, Rudolph M. Eckman, Wallace 
Appleton, Alfred P. Gsell, Hugh Peaslack, Adam Madey, Ernest Clapp 
Curt H. Fischer, Sharon G. Highsmith, Victor T. Nixot Amiel B 
kovski, William F. Raymond, Alfred BK. Luedtke, William H. Walk 
William Verhey, John T. Hook, George Six, Clyde J. Bowman, Wallace 
N. Kirsch, and Charles Lucom 

Privates (first class) : Thomas I Blunt, Tom Bogie, Edw: iJ. B hh 
Hrynko Choptowy, Orville B. Ditto, Leonard Hol 
R. Kline, Walter Lewickj, Edgar W. McKean, Samuel Rotstein, Fred 
Voll, Willed Williams, and Oscar Urban 
1, John B. Clemmons, Alfred A. Duf! 
Walter E. Croll, Jerome Hajek, John J. Kahler, William H. Schmidt 
Leonard Shearer, Andrew Trefois, Louis C. Tilton, and Whit O. Whatley 
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Privates: Victor Christens 





MINERS’ STRIKE IN PENNSYLVANIA 
The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [M1 
BERGER] desire recognition ? 
Mr. BERGER. Yes. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
to speak out of order for five minutes. 
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The need in Rossite1 el it a errible in tl l 
fields of western and central Pennsylvania, among the &5,000 
strikers amd their 200,000 dependents 

A typical in 
in the New York Daily New 3 

A reporter arrived at one of these homes at noo! He was 


iInce—and not i; exuggerated one was reported 


ushered into the kiteben of Mrs. Francis Summers young 
nother of old American stock, a ire most of the R iter 
strikers Three childre clustered about the table 

They were hungry All the mother had for them were thre¢ 
soda crackers for iat eal, Lhese crackers she soaked in @ 
plate of weak tea 

The meal of each child cansisted of one soaked cracker, fed 


to it with a spoon 


This what he ehildren got The mother got n nme 

That is the situation in Rossiter. And it is there that it is 
mide a crime to give children food. 

In the face of these privations and hardships it is remarkable 
that the spirit of the strikers and their families has not bee 
subdued by wil the Injunctions and ail he evict ns and uli 


hardships to which they have been exposed by the mine owner 
and the judges who do their bidding 
Not « nly ire the strikers and their families pr ented. under 


the terms of the injunction, from receiving the Little aid they 
would otherwise et but they are even prevented “ fron Oo! 
geregating on the Magyar Presbyterian Church , or al ther 
lot, lots pl e or places at the time the en ] lovees of tl I ip 


tiff enter the mine or at the time the employees of the plaintiff 
come out of the mine.” 
This provision in the injunction was included because of the 
company’s statement that tl triking miners hold meeting 
the church in the morning and evening and ng songs as 
the strike breakers enter and leave the mine, which is near 
the church. 


Many of the mgs thus sung re composed of inflammatory words 
set to hymn tunes 
the company complained 
the tendency and purpose of which are to incite the passions f the 
named defendants * * * and arouse said defendants * * * to 


a hostile and threatening attitude toward the plaintiff, 
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Phe Rey. A. J. Phillips, the regularly ordained minister of the 
rregatio denied anything except hymns had been sung at 
his church, among which he listed the following: 





N er, My God to Thee,” “I'm on the Winning Side,” “I Can Not 
I dls bi ed Assurance, “How Firm a Foundation,” “ When 
\ All Ge to Heaven,” “I’ve Enlisted in the Service,” Where He 
I j M 1 Wi Follow Onward, Christian Soldiers,” “ Stand Up 
for J nd I Lo to Tell the Story.” . 

But singing these hym1 othered the company. And the 
trike: vere ordered to desist. 

And, it is reported, there is a burly deputy permanently 
posted in a special guard shack just outside the church to see 
that the injunction is observed. 

Rossiter is not the average coal town in that there are some 
pirts of the town not owned by the company, whereas in other 
mini t ns everything in it and on it is owned by the mine 
owhel But despit« the “free” ter tory still to be found 
thore thie trikers are not pe rmitted to visit one another or 
even to walk together under the injunction. 

It wa that kind of a situation that the new year dawned 
or thousands of families, And it continues to grow worse. 

And on the dawn of the new year a court order compelling 
800 fumilies to vacate company-owned houses of the Vesta Coal 
& who iriking employees sent me the telegram I rend at 
the beginning of my remarks, was issued. That company, I am 
advised a subsidiary of the Jones & Laughlin Steel Corpora- 
tion, and is related somewhat to the Mellon interests. 

Now, gentlemen, a strike nowadays is recognized everywhere 
as the legal economie weapon of the working class. <A strike 
is considered a conspiracy in only two countries, in Russia and 
n Italy \nd if seems a strike is also a conspiracy in Mellon's 
State, in Pennsylvania. 

Russia, Italy, and Pennsylvania—a great combination indeed— 
but I ink it is a disgraceful combination. 

According to the newspaper clipping that I got this morning 
there are 85,000 miners on strike. There are 200,000 depend 


ents The United Mine Workers of America have so far erected 
barracks containing about 1,500 rooms for the evicted strikers 
and their families, 

I want to bring this to the attention of the House, because 
I expect to introduce a resolution to-morrow asking for an 
tigation of the strike in Pennsylvania. 
I yield back the rest of my time, Mr. Speaker. 


itive 


APPROPRIATION BILL FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE 
COMMERCE, AND LABOR 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. S269), 
making appropriations for the Departments of State, Justice, 
Commerce, and Labor. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
LEHLBACH] will please take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 8269, with Mr. Leuueacu in the 
chair 

The CHATRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whol 
llouse on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 8269, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Jersey [Mr. 


A bill (H. R, 8269) making appropriations for the Departments of 
State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of 
Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for 


other purposes, 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sears]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Nebraska is recog- 
nized for five minutes, 

Mr. SEARS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the American people 
are about to make the most solemn choice with reference to in- 
ternal improvements that they have ever been called upon to 
make—one. that will affect the country either beneficially or 
banefully more than any other it has made. It is of fhe utmost 
importance that the decision shall be made wisely and well. 

In its briefest statement, the question relates to the disposal 
of water. 

Now, water being one of the great forces c* nature, is either 
of wonderful benefit when under control or it is of destruction 
to life and property to the extent of lack of control. 

This question is now at the front because of the great flood 
eonditious that existed last year in the lower Mississippi and 
its tributaries. Some hundreds of lives were lost and probably 
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$500,000,000 worth of property destroyed. Many thousands of 
our citizens were left home'ess and their prospect in life, finan- 
cially speaking, swept away The greater flooded area was 
because waters from different watersheds and flood areas were 
allowed to concentrate at the lower central part beyond capacity 
of safe conduit to the Gulf. 

Two lines or schools of thought present plans for the control 
of these flood waters. The first is—and it is advocated by our 
Government educated and employed engineering depurtment— 
that we shall add to our levees and revet them; that we shall 
construct a number of spillways, like parallel new rivers, and 
so invite the expected great floods of the future to continue, and 
through our new rivers and our higher revetted levees give 
conduit to the Gulf. 

The second meditates that there shall be no gathering of flood 
waters of great devastating force beyond safe control whatever. 
Let us shortly consider these two plans. 

As to the first: For 50 years our national reliance has been 
on levees. We have leaned on broken reeds. We have given 
all the money that the Army engineers asked for. We have 
bled the people of the southland for contributing moneys in the 
areas affected beyond their ability to pay more. And the net 
result has been nothing. Worse than nothing. Levees are either 
a perfect protection or they are a trap—inviting the feeling 
of safety and where giving away causing death and destruc- 
tion. The new plan by the Army engineers carried to safe 
conclusions and stripped of their hidden intendments means 
billions of money, and in times of floods that may be expected, 
failing and causing immense disaster. 

It meaus the withdrawal of many millions of acres of land 
that should be of the utmost production and their devotion to 
unproductiveness, to river beds, and to become places where 
human productive energy can not exist. It will mean the 
annual upkeep charge of millions of dollars without one cent of 
productive income. It means the removal of many thousands 
of people from their homes and scattering them away from the 
places of their rearage. It means years of litigation, therefore 
slow construction, before titles and damages are settled, which 
will mean most tedious delay. This plan will meet most gen- 
eral opposition, it is believed, except by those of the city of 
New Orleans. This plan adds nothing to the navigable waters 
of the Mississippi. It will add a most horrible assault upon a 
large and what should be prosperous people, and such as our 
history to this time does not record. 

As opposed to this tendered and vicious unwholesome legisla- 
tion there is presented the dam and reservoir system, which, 
in short, means the taking possession of the flood waters in 
ample quantity and in such places as will prove practical by 
placing them in dams and reservoirs during high-water periods, 
utilizing the water, and returning the impounded water to the 
streams by spillways at low-water periods; and by putting 
them in the semiarid soils of the West, where the flood waters 
largely originate, from which use they will return again to the 
streams after benefiting mankind, Next to the soil and sun- 
shine themselves, these waters so sought to be turned loose for- 
ever as a useless thing are, in fact, the greatest remaining 
asset of the American people, and whoever would intentionally 
and ruthlessly settle a policy on this country of wastage is a 
publie enemy. 

No part of this country can prosper without navigation. The 
impounding and the using of waters and the returning of them 
to the watercourses at low-water months means stabilization of 
the flowage of the rivers, the settling of questions of navigable 
waters: it means that erosion of soils will cease. It will mean 
the greater capacity of rivers to carry off waters by reason of 
the constant intake of siltage ceasing, giving a greater capacity 
in the carrying off of waters. This system will mean an 
hitherto unknown fertility to the Great Plains country east of 
the Rocky Mountains, 240,000,000 acres of which are now called 
semiarid. This is the great wheat country. But by reason of 
being wheated year after year it is losing its fertility and lacks 
moisture whereby nitrogen can be placed back in the ground. 
It is only by summer fallowing that wheat growing is in any 
degree a success, This section is crossed by rivers whose flood 
waters very largely cause the floods in the lower Mississippi. 
These flood waters are the last great national resource of this 
great Nation remaining yet to be conserved or thrown away. 
If nothing is done to conserve the waters that are known to this 
strip, and make use of them for the public welfare, in about 
10 years consumption of wheat in this country will pass pro- 
duction and we will be on an import basis. 

There is no question but that the waters of the Arkansas 
River and its tributaries can be absolutely controlled by reser- 
voirs and dams and the water placed to great income use that 
will reimburse the Government for its outlay of conservation, 
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4 Mr, STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in a dis)-| Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman yield for a question 
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; that the sine qua non in farm relief was an equalization fee. | discussion. Why does the gentleman assume we ar 
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% deeply interested in agricultural relief and advancement, and I | can not sell it here because we have saturated the domestic 
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when we sell it abroad we sell at the world price irrespective of 
the equalization fee or anything else we put on it here. 

rhis is why I say it looks to me as if you are figuring the 
colion farmer into the same position as the boy that you have 
{ heard about when the schoolmaster told him to figure out 
! ng it would take a frog to get out of a well if it was 30 
f deep and he climbed 10 feet every day and went back 20 
i evel night. 

Aft« fi ng from Fri until Monday, the boy came in 

‘ l teache isked him Did you ge he frog out,” and he 

\ ; that had 1 it of paper, and added, “If 
had had her pad, [I would I ad him in Hades by this 
tin I} where you are to put the farmer with 
t equaiization fee, 

ir. WILLIAM E. HULI Will the gentleman yield? 

] STEVENSON, Yes, 

Mr. WILLIAM EF. HULL. Would the gentleman, as a cot- 
ti | any objection to taking cotton out of the 
MeoNary-Hauge bill and letting the wheat farmers have 

ir. STEVENSON I certainivy would not 

M ILLIAM ] HULL Woul the gentleman vote for 

under those circumstan 

M HVENSON l am not prepared to say I wonld vote 
f ll, becaus ntleman will see where the cotton 

we him by ! of that kind put up | 
the ] f whe \ It is hitting us anyway, but I have 
VOI h pathy h the proposition if they will take the 

fee out of i r leave cotton out of the operations 
equil tion fee. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I mean leave cotton out of the bill | | 
‘ rely 

Mr. STEVENSON, Of course, I would not be affected in that 
il ince 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said, I am principally and 

tully engaged in cotton farming. The equalization fee last 
ve ould have cost me $1,100 of the profit in my cotton 
rop, and cotton went up from 12 cents to 22 cents. Mine was 
sold an uverage of 21% The price went up that much. If 


the MceNary-Haugen bill had passed last year with the equaliza- 


tion fee in it, I suppose everybody would have said that was 
what put up the price; but as a matter of fact, it was a ques- 
( of supply and demand 

rhe gentleman from North Carolina asked me why I said we 
would sell in the foreign market We would have to do one of 
two things—either sell it or hold it. Suppose we had held 
6,000,000 bales out of the crop of 1926 and had had it as a 
hudow over the market. When it developed there was going 


to be less than a normal crop in 1927 and cotton began to pop 


up, aud they had put this 6,000,000 bales on the market, where 
would we have been? The farmer who made the crop of 1927 
and who owned it would have been smashed under the load 
ef cotton which the speculator would have thrown on the 


markets of this country, 


Mr. MANLOVE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON, Yes, 
Mr. MANLOVE. Will the gentleman tell us approximately 


the difference between the price of American cotton sold in this 
country and that which was sold abroad? 

Mr. STEVENSON. There is no difference at all, because 
the world price fixes it, and the difference is the difference 
in transportation, 

The CHAIRMAN 
Curolina has expired. 


The time of the gentleman from South 


Mr. OLIVER of Alabama, Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma |Mr. Howarp]. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma, Mr. Chairman and Members 
of the House, the measure we have under discussion to-day 


contains an appropriation for an industrial survey of the South- 
west. Of course, this includes the State of Oklahoma, and it 
being the particularly bright star of that great group of States 
Il desire to thank the Appropriation Committee and the De- 
partment of Commerce for the consideration given, and I am 
quite sure that this survey will be of great benefit not only 
to the Southwest but to the entire country. 

In the recent past I have been asked many questians re- 
garding the State of Oklahoma. At a later date it is my 
purpose to discuss the greatness of this grand new State and 
to present some statistics and facts that wiil be amazing and 
interesting to those not acquainted with the potential wealth 
and possibilities of the State, and which may point the way 
and possibilities for the sons and daughters of older and 
crowded communities to find prosperity and happiness in the 
golden Southwest, and, in passing, may I not point with pride 
to the fact that this survey will bring ont that last year the 
combined agricultural and mineral production of Oklahoma was 
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greater than that of any other State of the Union. We hope 
and we know that this item will be retained in this measure. 
We are thankful for it and are sn that it will be very 
beneficial. Also I note that this bill contains appropriations 
covering our Foreign Service, and we have heard it ably dis- 
cussed here to-day. We are all, I think, proud of our Foreign 
Service and ready at all times to support it with the resources 
of our Nation. But I note, Mr. Chairman, that recently we 
have been represented in foreign countries by two great emis- 
saries who have done much to bring peace and good will to 
the nations of the earth, wherever they have gone. Of course, 
I refer ( nel Lindbergh and Coi. Will Rogers. They 
need no commendation at my hands. But of Colonel Rogers 
I want 1 speak mn el He is Oklahoma’s greatest 
citizen, coming from the district I have the honor to represent. 
Justly we point with pride to him. He is a native son, born 
of th reat tribe of ¢ kee Indians within the State, edu- 
cated in her hools, and blessed with the luck of coming from 

State whose environments a1 progressive and American. 
Hiumorist? Yes But a humorist whose every joke smacks 
of a foundation that is solid d sound. He is a student of 
government. This is evidenced by every word he utters touch- 
ing upon Government or natio affairs. Illustrating this, I 
note that on January 2, in commenting, he said: 

Did you read 1 the Ne Year’s optimis and apple sauce in the 
paper day by all our leading met 1 bankers? Same gang every 
year Eve ne eithe i} ol n officeholder Now there are 
0,0 iires in t nd 110,000,000 that are not; yet, 
you é ‘ New Year i n by one of the hundred and ten, 
I } ke just for the t ne paper would print just what some 
poor mar iw store f ying year 

This gentleman, Mr. Chairman, has proven himself to be a 





philosopher, an executive, and a 

combined, that I have observed our Re- 
friends halting between choosing Hoover, Dawes, or 
Lowden, and not at this time disposed to take our own beloved 
Nick LONGWORTH, and my own Democratic Party 
hesitating between the great Governors of New York and Ohio, 
Al Smith and Vic Donahey, and the great statesman from 
Missouri, Senater JAMES A, Reep, I hope 1 may be pardoned if 
the other 110,000,000 referred to by Mr. Rogers I pro 
that Col. Will the humorist, the philosopher, 
and statesman, is a man able, capable, and fitted to administer 
the greut office of President of the United States to the benefit 
and satisfaction of all, and that they to it that he is 
nominated and elected to that office. 

Mr. MANLOVE. Would the gentleman from Oklahoma like 
for a second to the nomination to come from this side of the 
House or from his side? 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. 

Liowever, Mr. Chairman, I 


humorist, a humanitarian, a 
statesman 


publican 


and now 


also note 


t 
Lo 


pose Rogers, 


see 


Well, I think from both sides. 
to discuss flood control 


rose 


| There will not come before this Congress a more important mat- 


ter than that of flood control. Naturally, as this is a new sub- 
ject, at least the recent disastrous floods convincing all of us 
that the question has taken on a new phase, there is necessarily 
a great difference of opinion as to just what should be done. 
Each Member who has observed the people of his State or dis- 
trict suffering unmeasurably by reason of these fioods expects, 
and has a right to expect, that if flood control is made a national 
matter in one part of the United States, that it should and must 
be made a governmental responsibility in any part of the United. 
States where people suffer from a like cause. The contention 
of the people living on the tributaries of the Mississippi River 
that they are entitled to national relief is just as plausible as 
that of those living on the Mississippi itself. In our opinion, 
floods ean not be controlled on the Mississippi until they are 
controlled on these tributaries, Any plan of flood control on the 
Mississippi without taking into consideration the necessities 
and rights of the people on these tributaries would be patch- 
work at the best. 

In fact, it would be but following the policy of the Govern- 
ment for the last 50 years on the Mississippi, which the floods 
of 1927 demonstrated to be a colossal failure. To make an 
appropriation for flood control only on the Mississippi at this: 
time, ignoring the tributaries, would be, in my opinion, parallel 
to a man starting to build a house by attempting to construct 
the roof first. It might also be compared with the impossibility 
of drilling an oil well by starting at the bottom, and would be 
as great a mistake as to suggest that in opening up a mine you 
start back in the mountain where the ore lies and dig toward 
the surface. Would it not also involve duplicate work? That 
is, are there not things that can be done on the tributaries, if 
all the tributaries as well as the Mississippi are to be taken 
into one general plan, that would make it unnecessary to do 
some things suggested to be done with a plan of action at this 
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time upon the Mi ppi alone. Why not make of this qu 

tion a compre nsive one rhere is no denying | whi 

he interests of tl United States as a whole that these tribu 

tiries must be taken ca f No man would undertake to erect 
great building until ! id his plans and specifica s mad 

r every } [ I pulliding trom the found on he I 
W shou Gove t transact its Dusiness 1 y I 
manner ge the s Of successful bu 

I thi it the eng ers necluding those r res r the | 
Goverhlment Wii ad! that Ne Mississ ppl Riv l | 

VOI used by Mississip} \ r alone, but tl 
i i ves and property cor es only after t ribu 
il have d larged ( y volumes of water i t 
miuin stem Why trv ft ntrol hi r bv r ‘ 
Mississippi w! t has already b roven that it can not b 
lt I venture he issert l hat i I recon i in I 
the President and tl Army Engi rs are carried out a 
t e and the work limited « y to the Mississippi s they g 
gest that f nd or we hay lone whi mi I ie 

ntrolled the tributari« is well as the Mississim \ 
will find that we have w ed millions upon this pi 

M MANLOVE Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma I will. 

Mr. MANLOVE The gentleman was president of a flood 
relief association for ven States, and I suppose they hav 
worked out some pPians ¢ cerning the tributaries 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma Oklahoma has a commissi: 
known as the conservatio commissi which has control of 
these matters within the State. The engineers of that comm 


sion have worked out a plan of reservoirs on the 


River and its tributaries, and this plan has been lorsed by 
the association referred to by tl gentleman from Missouri, 
which is known as the Arkansas River Flood Control Associa 
tion, which embraces a membership from seven States, and of 
which CoL C..B. Douglas, of Tulsa, Okla., is president, and of 
which the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. MANLOVE Ss viet 


representing his State. For the information of the 
beg to inform him that Army « have ad 
mitted to me that this Oklahoma plan would control floods on 
the Arkansas River and its tributaries and make the Arkansa 
navigable for a considerable distance. 

Mr. MANLOVE. Has the gentleman time now to make any 
explanation of what these reservoirs are and what the system 
will be? 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. 


president, 


gentleman I ugineers 


Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
do that, but I have not the time. However, I suggest to the 
gentieman that the Oklahoma plan referred to has been fully 
presented to the Committee on Flood Control of the House, and 
that no doubt the information desired by the gentleman will be 


found fully set out in the transcript of the proceedings of the | 


committee. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have indicated a fear that unless deep 
study is given and that flood control is made general, including 
the tributaries as well as the Mississippi, that we may in the 
end discover we have wasted millions upon this project 

A rather startling statement in view of the high tecnnical 
knowledge of the Chief of the Army Engineers and his 
But, Mr. Chairman, I have discovered that Ar 
neers are not in agreement, for I note in the United 
Daily that this paper—referring to the testimony of 
Potter, who has been an Army officer for 41 years—contained 
the following: 


nuSSoO 
ciates, mv engi 
States 


‘ ‘ 
Colone! 


At the Colonel Potter told the committee 
that he did not concur in the flood plan of the commission, nor in any 


night session, January 4, 


other report submitted to Congress 


He suid that although he had signed the report of the com 
mission he was sorely tempted to write a minerity report, and 
had only been prevented from doing so because of his training 
as an Army officer for 41 years. 

He said that 
neither General Jadwin nor the commission were well enough informed 


to write a flood-eontrol program it The 
only feasible plan for flood control, according to the information in the 


comprehensive this time 


possession of the commission, he said, was the P« 
and that no other method until further study 


mnet Carre splliiway, 


was justified made, 


There is no greater medium through which the people and 
the Congress may gain information than through the news 
papers of the Nation, and upon this subject especially the 
hewspapers of the Mississippi Valley. I believe that it is the 
consensus of opinion of these newspapers that if the Govern- 
ment is to act on this in a broad, comprehensive, business-like 
manner that no steps for the expenditure of millions of the 
peoples’ money will be taken in the matter of flood control unti! 


such time as a broad comprehensive system of controlling the 


| and 


| Italy, from plans adopted by United States Senator 
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Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I yield six minute 
to the gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. Garrett}. 

Mr. GARRETT of Mr. Chairman, I 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the R 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I 
very interesting paper which was prepared by Mr. 
Cox, of Nashville, Tenn., but who has been for 
connected with the Government service here in 
on the Statue of Freedom, referring to the figure 
mounts the dome of the Capitol. He gives some very inte! 
history of the construction of the Capitol dome, and I think it 
is a proper subject for the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. I believe it 
will be of interest to Members and to the public 

I might say that this article is dedicated to the 
wife of Mr. Cox 

Mr. GARRETT of Ti 
granted to extend my remarks in 
following paper: 


Tennessee ask unani 


x ORD. 


have here a 
William A 
many yeurs 
Washington 
which sur 


esting 


deceased 
nnessee Mr. Speaker, under leave 
the Recorp I| insert the 


STATUE OF FREPDOM 


(Dedicated to the memory of Lottie 8, Cox) 


True history is a chronology of the events and occurrence orm 


truthfully told It has been the misfortune of all peoples wi 


these records have been written while elther passion or pre 1djce n 
trolled the pen that irreparable injury has been committed when calumny 
or untruth has guided the hand when history has been written 


} 


It is the object of this short sketch to narrate the truth relating t 


the Statue of Freedom adorning the imperial dome of the Natior 


Capito! Volumes have been written about the Nation’s Capitol 
New York Harbor presented to this count 


Naught 


the Statue 
by the Fre 


of Liberty in J 
said to detract from either 


should be 


neh peopie 


of these noble emblems as they typify the lofty aspirations of a great 
people 

But few indeed have reflected or paused to observe the colos 

eption or execution of the Statue of Freedom that stands atop thx 


tol Building of tl Admirably 
from the ground on 


dedicuted to the 


ever-growing Repub poised 300 


top of the Capitol dome of the most mag 


building legislative functions of government i 


world, expressing in no uncertain way a people's hopes, a people 
and a Nation's aspirations and destiny—peacefal, calm, and determined 
This exquisite piece of art was modeled by Thomas Crawford in Rom 
Jefferson 


»f the Committee on Public Buildings In 185: 


Davi 


Mississippl, chairman 
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18 the T nt, Franklin Pi turned over the com 
Capitol Building and the pl ng on top of its dome the 
i n tl tands thereon to Jefferson Davis, his Secretary 
é rtunate e of sion of the 11 Southern 
i { n and the four vet mi t of civil war between 
d ti i t I | ‘ h t d to t right, 
x n erness engendered by tl civil conflict, due 
been l the 1 n lent work performed by 
) n the 7 ple I f thi tately structure 
eit people nceeption of 
I lor ‘ e Clark 
I I 8 3 s fi Cap l 
I \ i M rT" s ( w ford 
| vi } { oO2 ~ ed ar 
n to | n beit SOT art except | h f 
Lut a Ba wit! ling t difficulty 
i a ng r model was -cdue 
il ! ‘ intelli hington 
Re ‘ i 7 \T ‘ M ad that 
e him fi ! f I 1i li rendered 
| An b & ic of | diom, which 
f I he £ I t I pon 
} 
M led Teffer Da her 
] | | I Ca hotograph 
criticism of the 
Vi ne I ? he had 
t 1 of l head anc 
1 by I n tribes 
l I t Arr d oO but Ss < tit! 
‘ ' 9 re of I ‘ ' 
mod iy I t we wer ceepted by 
1) j e S W I United Stat rt 
n Whe ) hand rests up 
] nd | 1 ‘ bra I 
\ | in pla t h with “TIT S.” on the face 
4 described above with a freely treated helmet 
‘ a « ‘ 1 an ol 
d plaster model, tt riginal of this statu occupies the 
he N nal Museum in Washington 
re d wort ri e than this crowning glory of the 
Wasl A bronz statue the Goddess ot 
li te the dome of the ¢ itel, 19 feet 6 inches 
I 14,98 | owning the dome of the Capit 
ubli a senti t point all future generations to the 
work of art illustrating the mission of this Government of 





| 


: 


| 
| 


a 1 th in which w n d ti first <« 
rnme! born, ed upon tl ipalienable rights of man, | 
and dicated to th rond principles that all men are cre 
I ar | entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
er ard, cherish, and protect these principles and may 
n turn with benediction to her founders and protectors 
. ; in position on December 1863, at the time 
Natic was e! ed in the heat of civil conflict, when pas 
prejudices we at fever heat At that time worth and 
be a ‘ the me they deserved. ‘But time 
tl even,” and when tl passior and ts of a 
n t« e judged as to their 1 tive merits the honor 
lue the name f Jefferson Davis for tl conception and 
t great work of inspiring art should be accorded, 
pil he broad ground of freedom in its fullest sense 
li 1 in bounds or space as liberty is, which often is applied 
ony! us with freed } 
ie is t heme of the following poem: 
HE GODDESS OF FREEDOM HOW LOFTY SHE 
The Goddess of Freedom how lofty she 
Where the sun in splendor beams; 
liow bright the stars around ber shine, 
How lovely the moonlight gleams 
er the Capitol dome she proudly stands, 
The col I th her fe 
Waving over the marble Halls, 
Where the national statesmen meet. 
The goddess of night, with brilliant gems 
In silence crowns b bead ; 
She’s kissed the sun's first crimson ray 
As he wakes from his starry bed. 
Hie showers her with heaven's blue 
While on his wayward west, 
And gives her last his snowy bars 


Ere 


stars ct 


me 


spangle her breast. 
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From billows fringed with gray; 


her dawn’'s first glimmer falls 





It dims the torch that Liberty holds 
But oper wide the day 
Upon her eye’s Jast glimmer falls 
From Sierra Nevada's st 
As retreating day falls fast leep 
On El Dorado’s bi t 
( ds of red, white 1 blue that pass 
I vel way 
Lil I k I I s rise 
And I t day 
W e € Ss s in reles gray 
‘ ( = u ih 
rhey v S y I fx ( I e 
O¢ the nd of | riy 
In trinmph and ir | dor sl 
Adorns our St wit peace 5 
Like the sun turns nicht to d she bids 
All d K mtent s ast 
yne our S hines 
I God's f e main 
Forever gleaming | ‘e and joy 
Where freedom’ path is lam, 
A t he Goddess of 1} lom 
Liolt nd a i in the kies ! 
Through w r winds, through summer climes, 
Ligt flash rom her eyes, 
\ « ( or t 
Through my night 
T ll the w 1 they lo - 
0 love ur | ‘ nd freedom’s - ° 
From off the Cay l’s dome 
WILLIAM A. Cox. 
NASHVILLE, TENN., January 6, 1927 


Mr. MANLOVE. Mr. Chairman, will 

Mr. GARRET" Yes. 

Mr. MANLOVE. It seems to me that that is a document of 

worth and of so much interest to the country illy 
(hat it might be well to have an arrangement made to publish 
a number of them for distribution by Members of the House 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think it might very well be 
done, 

Mr. MANLOVE. I know that in my district, especially the 
| patriotic organizations, such as the Daughters of the Revolution, 
and others will be delighted to have copies of that document. 

Mr. SHREVE. Me. 


the gentleman yield? 


elDnessee, 


rener 


Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read the 
bill for amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. AIl time has expired. The Clerk will 


read the bill for 
The Clerk 


ALIA)WANCI 


amendment. 
read as follows: 


FOR CLERK HIRE AT UNITED STATES CONSULATES 


For llowan for clerk hire at consulates, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, $1,645,000. Clerks, whenever here- 
after appointed, shall, so far as practicable, be appointed under civil- 
service rules and regulations. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last word. Last year, when we had this item under considera- 
tion, 1 offered an amendment providing that clerks at United 


consulates should be American citizens. I would go one 
step further now because of the information that I have received 
during the last year. I would prevent a naturalized citizen 
from serving as a clerk in an American consulate in the 
country of his birth. Since fhe enactment of the immigration 


HLILES 


laws American consuls have had a great deal more to do than 
they had theretofore—certainly much more than they had dur- 
ing my time 20 years ago. They have contact with literally 
thousands of people every week. This contact, in many in- 


with the 
and the 
come to the 


stances, from the very nature of things, is entirely 
clerks. We have had some very unhappy experiences, 
very first impression of an immigrant who is to 
United States is with the American consul abroad, and nothing 
should occur from that first contact which may give the future 
citizen of this country a wrong impression in respect to it. 


Different customs prevail in different countries, and what 


may be considered a legitimate gratuity in some foreign coun- 
try is not permissible under our code of official ethics. We 
expect that public officials shall refrain from receiving any 


gratuity of any kind, and when you have a clerk whose view 
of these things does not entirely accord with our code, and 
he is placed in a position to come in contact with thousands of 
prospective immigrants, or at least has first contact with these 
prospective immigrants, in talking to them, and has it within 


Bens -0 


5 
ty 
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- : s . Aa , ' necess f 36 é f 

his power to pu e ahead of others, then we are encourigu | , , , ' . 

the creation of a very dangerous situation. | S t . ; - s 
j expenditure, $58,000 


I notice now that under the bill they must be appx ed 
far as practicable under civil-service rule. That is o step | Mr. HUDSPETH Mr. ¢ rman. I n ty 
forward, anyway, but it seems to me that the Committee on | last word 
Foreign Affairs that has jurisdiction over Consular Service | The CH 

' 
| 


AIRMAN The gentlema from Ti to 


matters, and the Subcom tee of the Commit on Approprh strike out the last word. The gentleman ft rexa 3 re 
tions having in charge this bill, ought to take tl matte nized. 

under serious advisement between now had the next I Mr. HUDSPETH I d » for tl ! Oo M 
priation bill, and, if necessary, provide more oney to | vari |, 3 4 f the House at t iD ve : 








Phe qu 10 { the study ol euuse Ss@o0t one tha : | i ivreeable ) ilrman in charge e bill |M , 
deter ill Young men who go int fi gn count ind a , , lemal n Al , Mr. O R 
n the Consular Service e expected tf irn I} en n fe s is that t re i : ' ! 
euage of fl ountry to which the are ccredited When I ne t ’ ‘ i i ne 1e vey R 
rved in the ¢ r Servi 23 years ago I w ex ed Grande from El P i Q ul 4 re if ! 
ind J id take up a Slav language W hile if i t KI \\ whether ‘ l det he St Denar 
difficult at fil ( hat difficul can be overcome ler the W Depa } . 
1 UAE i i surely we ( kpect ai y ne I i States a i Mey ev ] hi | 
eek to m tl ( nsu r Service | imac WW k to i I issiloners pl an | ‘ > Te 
ingua Tr thie l ry 0 hich | realte whi e chal f » nmiitt i 1 ielme! 
I tl otal Lye Ment 2s it are ‘ i l ‘ ire s ieWwhat imiliar v i mid 
I have her essed. The trouble ms to be there ha me of the articles of reement are o importa 
iff ( rie i ittract native Americans I it the R public f he | ited’ State ir cou I There 
itul L Al ! They ¢ ell be sent number of disputed tracts of land called ! t ‘ 
| ! l ! try ’ heir bit Sool i his tre \ tra { it | \ tere lnimed eR ! 
mu e to it a i m What IL hear of conditior he \iexico Some of ho tr ft of la t ¢ t! har 
ports here mmigration is heavy I think the gq I disputed territory ire worth millions doll - As | ( 
we do this the bette vill be for the service d. they are now to be settled bw thy ’ 
M) SHREVEG I Chairman, in reply to the gettlem treaty But the Senate ea not 
f n New ,ork Nit LAGI RDIA there are 75 i tf ‘ iD ntil this survev is made. beenu ‘ ere 
tl wd S875 veur 1 highest salary al ol in parts « t hie ind will fall fir ! \\ 
hem pala I} “val p {i from that on down to Sl They lo know where a good | ! on the la 
g mit i k rhev e doing work that no An l¢ em would go to the United Stat But ! 
‘ i« I ( plac \ could not employ Am bat t t would 1 ut } t i ! t 
t FO OY ] ( nd do that sort of work They are no until tlre irvey i e re { 
em) vet i I am ui e gentleman, if he und inas 1 the line rs h rg lir | | } 
ild ot W t » have he man ho sei t| fl md | Hidale he R (lirande. t ante t ren ‘ 
k re of urniture and the lawns to have his pli taken ired to be the b dary lit but nee a } be 
] so! I ve American, when that work ca D lon b a tnd that there hay bee! hanges river bed ( 
itive ho is fl ughly familiar with it, and wl knows he cecur ¢ vear in the alluvia alley there. and the ' won? 
) ind s ! \ terfering with the l ! of | fe “11'S controvers) ween our G rriil Viex 
( Ishimne t i Governi nt [ rsi { t i ’ 
Mi LAGUARDIA Oh. I ) eliey that in } c ! tract re ery valu ‘ Orne I i 
the work oft I I necessal to ¢ npl VY a lip i TLD SZOLOOOLO00 Chat is | erst i tar t { fei 
it I io say t he mul i he door, th man who | ct States title Is coneceerned, 1 ied i ‘ l ine i 
ct with the immigrant and who act is interpret ual vorth 31,000,000 
it citizen i th l ited Sta We lini slid ' ui i I i ae 
The CHAIRMAN Without objec on, the pro ft end commissioner, Mr. I M. I VSO i n ‘ et , 
nt will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read has negotiated a trea with the Me un ob beat i 
The Clerk read as follows sioner, whereby all these disputed tracts are finall lisposed 
. se ‘ rherefore, should it decided by adm it i 
alae Co Secretary of State must muke this su ! i urs im 
ro * ; ee ee ae mendment would nuturally be laced up ; i 
M si] 1920, of s nit th internatic f t : se the War Departm 5 nake th 1 rould 
I ‘ ! e tl ' I 1d nOt i I t be necessary hs t £.J I I I 
nve i claimed Le 17. 1890, $1,400 his putagraph be ret Bie, Wd hh 7 
M SHREVE Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimou on t that | surve s to be made by fl . etary Stat 1 will 
we ss over the item of the water boundary hetween the that it is nV OPULO! that tl stil Dena in t na ng initiate 


United States and Mexico until to-morrow. he movement and brought t thi h i ible und 
Mr. HUDSPETH If the chairman will \ 1 m A ! if mmissioner a tre ity f ben ould UWaAK 


I would like to say a word eding same 
Mr. SHREVE Yes B The CHAIRMAN Che gentleman f1 lexus 4a na 
Mr. HUDSPETH Would it not be well to ask 1 ! l mous consent to return to this paragraph at any me before 
nsent, after the paragraph is read, to return to in case | committee rises to report t bill i ! ! ) 
e should have the amendment which the chairman and myse¢ Is there objection 

discussed relative to this agreement? There was no je ) 


Mr. SHREVE. I think that would be well The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will read 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I suggest that the paragraph be read, and The Clerk read as follows 
n I will ask unanimous consent to return to it and wil ite — 
the reasons why. RIT . D Pr . 
Mr. SHREVE. Yes; and in case the recommendation dor 
not col through we need not go back to it. ' ' 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes | oe oe Sees ee ee ane opens 


. y EVI EN owe . . fied . s tes under t i ety I { ed 1 ts it Britain 
Mr. SHREVE That is entirely satisfactor) Let the Clerk - - : 





resume his reading. pees age ae ae - tessg eat 
The Clerk read as follows: } eee & ' nt 1 sal of t I 
: ginee! ler I ) for it t ) ' 
WATER BOUNDARY ITED TES 4 1k 0 ind in the field st of off juipment and supplies: nec f 
I nses of meeting the obliga of tl United St I yg exyx f mimut ‘ f ste f mployes , i 
treaties of 1884, 1889, 1905, and 1906 between the I ed Stat duty t to exceed $4 per d ' or pay t f 
id Mexico, including not to exceed $1,200 for rent of off ind the | ping tl nad lir ir, not to exceed $500; and for a 
expenses of mainten » and operation of motor-propelled y in- | er! iry al ymnable exp neurred the ited Sta : 
stallation, maintenance, and operation of gauging itior vhere s- | maintaining an effective demarcation of the internatio boundar 
ind ieir equipment, nd so m 1 of th mount her ip i between the United States and Canada and Ala ' i ¢ ] ier 
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the terme of the treaty aforesaid, to be disbursed under the direction of 

he Secretary of State, $24,750, of which sum $5,000 shall be immedi 

ely availal Provided, That when the commissioner, or the engineer 

tl CO sioner, shall be a nt from Washington or their regula 

place of r ence on official business the shall be allowed actual and 
ary expel of subsist e not to exceed $8 per day each 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, at this time may 
[ ask unanimous consent to return to a previous paragraph? 

The CHAIKMAN, ‘To which paragraph does the gentlemar 
desire to return? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. To page 14, the paragraph re 
lating to the Foreign Serviee buildings fund. I have ever so 
little an amendment I would like to offer to that, 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unan 
imous consent to return to the paragraph on page 14 entitled 


Foreign Service buildings fund Is there objection? 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry, but I will 
have to object 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
\ I AYS EATY I EI ATI LND GREA BRITAIN INTERNATIONAL 
JOINT COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND EAT BRITAIN 
For salaries and expense including saluries of commissioners and 
eral s of clerks and other employees appotnted by the commissioners 
on the part of the United States, with the approval solely of the Se 
retary of State, cost of law books, books of reference, and periodicals, 
office equipment and supplies, and necessary traveling expenses, and for 
« alf of all reasonable and necessary joint expenses of the Inter 
r nal Joint Commission incurred under the terms of the treaty be 
tween the United States and Great Britain concerning the use of 
t idary waters between the United States and Canada, and for other 
purpe signed January 11, 1909, $34,000, to be disbursed under the 
direction of the Secretary of State: Provided, That traveling expenses 
of the commission or seeretary shall be allowed in accordance with the 
sions of the sub tence expense act of 1926 Provided further, 
Vhat a part of this appropriation may be expended for rent of offices 
for the commission in the District of Columbia in the event that the 
Public Buildings Commission is unable to supply suitable office space. 
Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word for the purpose of asking the distinguished chairman of 


the subcommittee a question in reference to this item. 

Mr. SHREVE. To what ifem does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. NEWTON. It is the item pertaining to the waterways 
treaty, United States and Great Britain: International Joint 
Commission, United States and Great Britain. Was there any 
request made either through the Budget or the International 
Joint Commission for any additional money for the purpose 


of completing the survey of the international waters? The gen- 
tleman will reeall that some money was set aside for the pur- 


pose of a survey to be conducted jointly by this country and 
Canada, the work to be done by this country under the juris- 
diction of the Army engineers, 


Mr. SHREVE. In reply to the gentleman I will say that on 
page 217 of the hearings he will find the dialogue which took 
place 

We will now turn to page 64 and take up the waterways treaty, 
United States and Great Britain, 

Mr. Clark said: 

I think that Secretary Smith, who is the disbursing officer of the 
commission, een probably answer better than I can. In a general 
way I shall be glad ‘ive you any information I can. 

Mr. Surmeve. We are all glad to see that whereas your appropriation 
for 1928 was $42,000, you have reduced your estimate for 1929 to 
$ ooo 

Iie said in reply: 

We estimated, Mr. Chairman, for $36,000 in the preliminary esti- 
mit We were asked to submit a revised estimate, which I did, of 


$35,100, taking eut a provision of $900 for a messenger. 


That is all it is; it was simply that they had lost .a messenger. 


rhen we were asked to submit another revised estimate, which I was 
unable to do We had a hearing before the Budget Bureau on the 
estimate of $35,100, as it stood, and we were later informed that our 
lotment had been reduced by the Budget Bureau to $34,000. So that 


the way it stands, so far as I know. 


It was really the loss of one messenger at $900. 

Mr. NEWTON. Then I judge from that that no request 
whatever was made for any addition to this $50,000 that was 
appropriated two years ago? 

Mr. SHREVE. No. ‘They seemed to be getting along very 
well with the work and we thought that was sufficient for the 
present at least. 
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Mr. NEWTON. I was on those waters for about 12 days this 
summer and visited the camp of the Army engineers there. 
They are doing a very thorough piece of work, and that is like- 
wise true of the Canadian group of engineers, who are taking 
care of the western end of it. It was the idea of those with 
whom I talked that the existing appropriation would be 
sufficient. 

Mr. SHREVE. 


JANUARY 9 


The gentlenian is correct. We have estimated 
ihat the amount granted will be sufficient to finish the work. 

Mr. NEWTON. But if they need additional money it cer- 
tainly oucht not be withheld, because they are doing a very 
thorough piece of work there. 

Mr. SHREVE. We quite agree wiih the gentleman. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. I am fully persuaded that if I should 
be permitted, by the kindness of the committee, to return to a 
previous paragraph for the purpose of introducing an amend- 
ment, perhaps my amendment might go out on a point of order, 
and yet. with the kindness the gentlemen here present, I 
will, at least, I think, be granted permission to state the object 
I had in view. 

On several oceasions recently I have visited in our South 
and Central American countries. I recall one place in partien- 
lar, one of the principal ports on the Caribbean Sea, the name 
of the place being Puerto Barrios, in Guatemala. I think 
the only port in Guatemala on the east side. There is immense 


to 


of 


it is 


shipping there, and there sits our American consul in a little 
wooden building for which our Government pays rent in the 


sum of $15 a month. It is a shameful surrounding, and brings 
the blush of shame to the cheek of every Amerizan who visits 
that locality. I had thought, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
offer an amendment providing for a $30,000 addition to the sum 


to 


here being appropriated for the purpose of building a consular 
house at that important port. I realize, Mr, Chairman, that 
just now, above all times, we as Americans are making a 
strenuous, and I hope good, effort to win the confidence of 
those people down there in the disturbed regions: but first of 
all, it seems to me, before we can win their confidence and 


respect we ought to do something to win the respect of Ameri- 
can citizens who travel down there and see their officials housed 


in shameful surroundings. I trust that the chairman of our 
committee in his kindness will be good enough to call this to 


the attention of those who have this matter in charge, in the 


hope that something may be done to change that shameful 
situation down at Puerto Barrios. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman. I am very happy that the 
gentleman has brought this matter to the attention of the 


House, because it offers an opportunity for me to explain that 
the work of the Foreign Service Building Commission is directly 
in line with the proposition suggested by the distinguished 
gentleman from Nebraska, 

I am going to take just a little time to place in the Rrcorp 
testimony 


a statement in the report about the y which was 
submitted to the committee: 

In the testimony that was submitted to the committee it was indi- 
cated that the posts that would be considered primarily were those 


located in tropical and unhealthful seetions of the world, the idea being 
the selection of suitable locations at these posts and erecting thereon 
buildings that would stand the climatic stresses prevailing, thus alk 
viating a large extent the unpleasant and hazardous aspects of 
service these points. From the made to the committee 
it that the intent of the act is being carried out efficiently 
aud as expeditiously as different local conditions would warrant. 


to 
at 


is confident 


statements 


These men are making studies and spending their summers in 
these various countries, including the country mentioned by the 
gentleman, and I am sure it will not be long before the serious 
situation which has been brought to the attention of the House 
will be entirely eliminated, and I thank the gentleman most 
eordially for calling our attention to it. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GPENERAL AND SPHCIAL CLAIMS COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 


For the expenses of the settlement and adjustment of claims by the 
citizens of each country against the other under a convention concluded 
September 8, 1923, and of citizens of the United States against Mexico 
under a convention concluded September 10, 1923, between the United 
States and Mexico, including the expenses which, under the terms of the 
two conventions, are chargeable in part to the United States, the ex- 
penses of the two commissions, and the expenses of an agency of the 
United States to perform all necessary services In connection with the 
preparation of the claims and the presenting thereof before the said com 
missions, as well as defending the United States in cases presented under 
the general convention by Mexico, including salarfes of an agent and 
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Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to of ‘ —— ° 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from N \ ' | a bas 
amendment, Which the Clerk \y report . +“ 








Amendm A Bar. J F 7 te 14 i fr R M I i 
ge 27, lines 1 9 k l of tt I on ner. $25.00 8 maecthon be iT 
Mr. BOYLAN Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendime : y nu ys { i } Rey Mexico 
time because Wwe are going to appropriate the sum of $350,000 | for the pose z or sting this w ’ 
x the work of tv commissions that we might as well ive ft e 1 xpend i “ ! i 
Government and use for some practical purpose manne sald ‘ ‘ } ‘ said 
These commissions have been i 1x ration since 1928 M \ il Sé 
claims have been decided in favor of America citizens, but Mi ACKERMAN Mi Chait mn I offer he following 
none of them has been paid, and from the looks of things it | gqmendment 
does not appear that there will be any effort to pay them. So The Clerk read as follow 
why continue commissions and continue to spend money whel Pane 28 6 44 er od 
we are simply sending it after money that is already lost I Sits : ; 
think we could use this $350,000 in bettering the conditions of | ‘"® Previse Feacins Se : oe 2 : - 
the enlisted men in the Army or we could use it for a thousand —_ _ ae = . ; ing pr, Se 
and one other purposes instead of wasting it on these comn ae se plbepeane ee en ; se . ow et 
sions, where we get no results No man would consider it a ee ne a contrBated in Ee Re — 7 a ee ae 
good business policy to have an expenditure year after year _— ie oye a a me 0 Se ae eae gee v9 a ; : 
So, why should we spend another $350,000 on these claims | oot gor the purpose of cooperating ot atlas Bin iia aint ian 
commissions when absolutely no attention is paid to the find- | ——” ae a aE cle ate ek ce ia ae 
‘ngs of the commissions? —_ able for expenditu . in — yn this ap ) mm, I ’ 
Let us eliminate this expenditure and use it where we can | PUTPOS®S To ‘i _ = on ee, ce ae . a 
use it to the better advantage of our people and the Govern ee ee ee ee ee Xs 


ment. I trust the amendment will prevail Mr. ACKERMAN Mr. Chairman, the reason for this slight 
Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I find I must oppose the gen- | change of wording in the proviso is because the first deticier 
tleman’s amendment for a very good reaso In the first place, | act of 1928, the contribution from Mexico was to revert to the 
this Claims Commission is making satisfactory progress We rreasury In this proviso the contributions received are to be 
are settling a number of questions with our neighbors to the | used by the commission for furthering the work. and the amend 
south of us. One of them was referred to just a little while | ment which I have offered is to keep the two contributio 
ago by the gentleman from Texas |Mr. Hupsprera] with re separated, the one in the deficiency act to revert to the Treasur 


spect to the boundary situation. It follows, naturally, that w ind the one under this provision to be used by the commissi 


should settle the claims between the two countries We ire The CHAIRMAN Che que stion is ou the amendment offs “tl 
] 
i 


working to this end now It is rather slow work and will take | by the gentleman from New Jersey 
some time. It will not require a long time, and I th 


s hey rhe question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 
will be determined in a comparatively short time } The Clerk read as follows 

The gentleman is referring to Mexican claims | 

Mr. BOYLAN. Will the gentleman yield there‘ 


Mr. SHREVE. Yes. For expenses of participation, as authorized iblie resolution ap 


Mr. BOYLAN I would like to ask the gentleman ft! es ywroved March 3, 1925, in an international xposition » be | i at 

on. The gentleman states satisfactory progress | ween | Seville, Spain, and for all rpose f t said solution, including 
made May I ask the gentleman if a single lnim has been | purchase of land, printing and binding, and traveling expense $200 000 
pa d that has been adjudicated by these commissions Has ne this appropriati not to be Valiabie xcept f the purposes of 
claim been paid ? ticipation in the x on ymm } Ap 7 1927 ) » that 

Mr. SHREVE The ide; Ss that when all the clain from exposition postpot » a t i P ‘ | | ‘ 
both countries are in then there will be a balance stru If tion and the t 1 balances nad 





the United States is owing Mexico, then the United States will | for this purpose shall remai u til dune 30, 19 
pay. If Mexico is owing the United States, then the money will | Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to the next 
be coming our way. This can not be determined until a | ; a Bide 6 : fa 











: , ' provision of the bill referring ! 1h rtment f Stat I 
Cains are im and a ini | settlement and adjustment is made. | wish to say a few words. I want to say something in referen 
Mr. BOY LAN Then thi may extend over an int PEA EheA to the questions that hav been asked of ertain intended th 
period of years: migrants coming to the United States by the various United 
Mr. SHREVE I would like to read this stat el ( 1 | States consular agents in European countries It ma ound 
report recenth made on the sub. } strange to you, but here are mie the questions 
Prior to July 1. 1926. three sessions of the gen comm i | Here is a question propounded at Warsaw, Po 
been held At this third session, held during the pe d from Febr How many feathers ha rOOSE ' du 
» March 31, 1926, four claims were heard and decided it » award , ? 
were rendered in favor of either Government The General Claim Other questions : 
Commission held two meetings during the scal x of 1927, the st | What is the differs between ! 1 and nD 
of which ran over into the fiscal year of 1928. During the first session | How many legs have three peop tw 
d in the fiscal year of 1927, from October L to December 6 lich Hiow long is a rope 
was the fourth session of the mm my \reneral Cialms ‘ | I am sure no Member of this Hot ver suspected that such 
mission beard and decided 16 claims of the United States ' | questions were asked immigrants it is like the old question, 
in favor of the United States $1,896,801.67, and during the same ; How old is Ann’ xr very much like the question Tommy 
the General Claims Commission heard and decided six Mexican claims | was asked in school, “ What the gender of cat?” and Tommy's 
and awarded in favor of Mexico $11,000 answering, “I can’t tell until I th me f Laughter ’ 


So the gentleman will see the work is going on and youl Gentlemen, [ think there should be a stop put to such ques- 


be a very great mistake to new interrupt the amicable settl | tions as these I could not believe my eves when I had letters 
mt that is eventually going to b nade with our neighbor on ming to me from relative tf immigrants complaining of the 
the south of us juestions. To make assurance doubly sure that the question 
The CHAIRMAN. The question i n the amendment offered | were correct, I wrote to Mr. Kellogg, Secretary of State, and 
by the gentleman from New York I included a series of these ridiculous questions. Mr. Kellogg 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected referred my communication to Dr. Hugh S. Cummings, of the 
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Public Heath Service, and Doctor Cummings wrote me as 
LOlow 
With reference to questions that are being propounded to aliens 
nbroad as a } t of the test of their fitness to come to this country 
uivised that questions of the general type those contained in 
he list ¢ sitted ar ual asked of those aliens who are gelected for 
tensive ou 1 examination All aliens are not subjected to such in 
sive « u i ! only those are so subjected who are suspected of 
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mentally defective, and the propounding of questions of this type | 
t part of their psychiatric examination. Considered as identities, 
ese question e manifestly ridiculous, and readily recognized as such 
by people of normal intelligence Phe psychiatric interest in propound- 


cipally atta he reaction that the questions 


t 


ce in alien's mind, with due regard as to its actual absurdity 


hes to 


Now, gentlemen of the 


with the pioneer spirit desiring to come to this country, cross 
ing large stretches from the hinterland, coming to the capital 
or large city, and being confronted by a consular agent or’ doc- 
for and asked such questions, Consider the fear and trepidation 
of tl alien They are not college graduates nor men and 
women of affuirs. For years they have waited to be called in 


their loved ones and relatives. 
their fortunes on a new continent. All these 
aspirations Only add to their anxiety and worry. 
‘Then consider further the asking of the confused alien these 
ridiculous or, rather, catch questions. 

I defy any man or woman to answer these questions and 
answer them satisfactorily to the man propounding them. 

1 recall) reading that the immigration authorities of Australia 
gave the inspector the right to ask questions in any language— 
Hindoostan or Chinese or English or German—and if he 
wanted to keep an immigrant out, say, because he wore a red 
necktie and he happened to be a German, the inspector asked 
the questions in Chinese; and the immigrant having no knowl- 

of Chinese, of course, could not atswer the questions and 

Oo was excluded. Australia is now suffering from such tactics, 
for it is greatly underpopulated. If that is the purpose of these 
questions, we ought to know it. If they are trick questions, 
we ought to know that, too. If they are, as Doctor Cummings 
says, psychiatric tests, then it is well to find out more about 
The study of psychiatry is in its infancy. Little is 

knewn about it as a science. It is that branch of medicine, in a 
relates to mental diseases and their cure. 


ihe quota. They will soon set 
"hha vy are to ury 
hope and 


edge 


ther 


that 
it is the science, or rather art, of psychology applied to mental 
difficulties In a way it is an attempt to attune the mind to 
2a new environment or adjust the mind wrenched from old con- 
tacis. I do not believe any two men would 
or limitations. 


limited sense 


ugree as to its 


efficacy 


House, figure to yourselves an alien | 


| guage papers printed in the United States. 


| hatred 
| contempt for alien-minded 





Yet the immigration authorities, Publie | 


liealth Service, and State Department all rush in where angels 
fear to tread. 

Psychiatrists tell me that infinite care and painstaking is 
required in these psychiatric tests. A proper examination | 
takes 


hours, and sometimes days. The examining agents can not 
and would not devote that length of time and care. They have 
not the time, in the first place. The best type of psychiatrist 

the benign, cordial, affable specialist who can draw out his 
patient, He must act with finesse and never be heavy handed. 
Consider the low wages paid in Government service, and I defy 
anyone to show a psychiatrist worthy of the name in the Publie 
Health or Immigration Service. I do not say this in deroga- 
tion of these services, but facts are facts, and we have none 
ich 


Lut, as man to man, I ask, Are such questions fair? Is it 


a _ rg 
ju to grade a person as a mental defective because of his 
nuswer to the following: 
llow r I t } 2 crow? 
| 
llow can ¥ make a stove out of butter? | 
llow d sa ra it run? 


Intelligence tests of this sort are highly unfair and will, 
wile stopped, bring upot us widespread and severe criticism 
from European nations, let alone fair-minded people every- 
where 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. As to the questions asked, sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CreLver], those 
are questious that make up part of an intelligence test and have 
proved to be of great value. These examinations made in 
Huropean countries are made with the consent of those coun 





tries and at the request of those countries. Overseas, in various 
countries, they have found it to be a great aid to the prospec- 
tive immigrant to ascertain his mental as well as his physical | 
ability before even starting on the leng journey to the United 


States. Hence these tests. They have resulted in reducing 
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the rejections at Ellis Island, which used to be about 10 per 
eent of all who arrived, to something less than one-half of 1 
per cent. So that that has been a good thing. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemai 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes 

Mr. NEWTON. I am sympathetic, as the gentleman knows, 
With our numerical 


attention that 


vield? 


restriction policy, but hus come to my 

some of these questions designed to ascertain 
an applicant's mental alertness and fitness do not seem to reach 
the point. For example, one question came to my attention, 
which is somewhat like this: How many feathers has a goose? 

Mr. CELLER. That is just what I referred to a moment ago, 

Mr. NEWTON. It strikes me that some so-called expert has 
gotten up a series of questions that are not really fitted to find 
out whether a person is mentally alert or not, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If such a question is asked, 
it is designed to find out whether a man has any intelligence 
at all. 1 have never seen the questions, but I know that no one 
is rejected on failing to answer any one particular question 

I am very glad that I happened to be on the floor when the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CeLi_erR] undertook to make 
some further comments about our immigration laws. He is never 
satisfied. Before this Congress assembled the distinguished gen- 
tleman took occasion last fall in a public meeting in New York 
to make a tremendous assault upon the Congress itself and 
some persons in particular, including myself. He contended 
that those who want to relieve the immigrants should not 
write to the various Members; that the membership generally 
did not amount to anything; but that they should write to 
the Committee on Rules and to two or three leaders whom he 
named. His speech was all on behalf of the immigrants, of 
people coming here. He charged me with being an alien hater. 
That speech of his was printed in brief in the English-speaking 
papers, and printed in full in a large number of foreign-lan- 
I take this oppor- 
presence that I have no feeling of 
whatsoever, but I do have great 
people in the United States who 
persist in airing their alien views, and I can not agree with 
them even if they sit in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON 
yield the floor. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
pro forma amendment. I do not think it is necessary for the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Immigration, the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Jounson], to express his con- 
tempt for any Member of the House who may have views and 
ideas that do not exactly coincide with his own. There is no 
question as to the necessity for restricted immigration. I be- 
lieve that the consensus of opinion in this House is that the 
economic conditions of Europe and the United States are such 
at this time that the bars should not entirely be let down. 
But some of us who are in mtact with this human 
problem look at it from a different angle, and because we are 
affected by the tragedies and the sorrows that attend a strict 
interpretation of the act in its effect upon hundreds and thou- 
sands of families, and we seek to alleviate that condition, in 
keeping with the recommendation of the President of the United 
States in two or three successive messages to Congress, I think 
it unfair for the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Immigration to tuke exception to such manifestation of humani- 
tarian instincts. The hardship which has resulted is in the 
separation of families. The President of the United States has 
referred to it in his messages on more than two or three occa- 
sions. What we seek is to simply humanize this law so as to 
make possible a union of families permanently settled in this 
country, and to so arrange it that aged parents may come here 
to join the family permanently. In many instances we have 
the ease of a citizen of the United States who sends for his wife 
and children, and because one child happens to be over the age 
of 18 having that child kept back and not permitted to come 
with her mother in joining her own father in this country. 
That is the kind of hardship that confronts us, and surely we 
ought to have the right to come on the floor of this House and 
to point out these conditions without being ourselves pointed out 
and held up as “ alien-mined.” 

L believe that at the proper time the Committee on Immigra- 
tion will go into this matter in an impartial manner and give 
us an opportunity to bring these facts home to the committee. 
The Secretary of Labor knows of the hardships the present 
law is causing, and I am sure he would no¢ oppose an amend- 
ment to the law to humanize it in harmony with the dictates of 
humanity, as the President of the United States says. 


tunity of saying in his 
toward any alien 


of Washington. My time has expired. I 


direct ¢ 


Lik 
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is cousidered there hi 


into 


immediately when the first amendment 
been an effort to stampede the hearing 
of the next line « 1 

MI LAGUARDIA. 
were kept within the total 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No; but 
appeal are willing to take half a loaf. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
word 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would 
man had better ask for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CELLER. Yes. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
five minutes 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to t 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CELLER Mr. Chairman, I 
said many years ago: 


the « 


f relatives, and so on. 


these relatives 


iot be so if 
any cCoul 
few of 


That would 
juota number of 


try 
who 


those 


} 


has expired 


strike out the last 


that the 


state 


ie request of the 


believe it was Voltair« 


I do not agree with a word you say, and yet 


will not 


WOK in 


Now, the gent 
believe a word I] say, 
this House and the 


leman from Washington [Mr. JOHNSON | 
but at least if he 
right of untrammeled 


believes in free s] 


discussion he should 


defend to the death my right to say it. There is no question 
but that these tests have been made and made repeatedly 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I made my reference entirely 
to the speech made by the gentleman in New York City at a 


Sion, 


time when the Congress was‘not in se 
Mr. CELLER. The gentleman’s vituperative remarks spring 


from a desire not to correct me but to vent spleen and animus 
on a gentleman who disagrees with him. The gentlema! S 

st intolerant of criticism Any man who resents fair dis- 
cussion and criticism is either a fool or a knave. He can have 





his choice. I yield to no man in respect for the high 
minded Members of this House and for the traditions of this 
House, but I protest that it is unfair that I should be abused 
Simply because I bring forth questions here that are continually 
asked of intending immigrants. I leave it to the sense of fair 
hess of gentlemen here to determine whether I am within my 
rights as a Member of this House to come here and speak my 
word and have my say. 

The gentleman from Washington seeks to draw a red herring 
across the trail by referring to certain remarks of mine made 
in New York, but apparently candor does not reside in him, 


my 


' 


| 
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The condi poi “l out by tl gentleman from New York and therefore tl S I u 
‘Mr. Cec_er] I know something about, because I served as a | is eI y err cus. 
inte pretel | Lic ervice <U years azo Il att aed i ct he t is I L> ‘ 
daily 1 inspection of these immigrants on the part f the | wl rein | di 1 ¥ i 
public 1 ith officials. It was my duty to interpret me off igrants wt re ' ul I 
the » alien with the ostensibl ubmitted a « ini fray e Sure ( ,; } 
ness to enter this country Public Health Service, w l lmits that 
ssary to take into considera ere asked I ; ! I I 
nd the me t al ithfully to t ] I ‘ 
g f nded, aliens | powers intrt ! ) , 
“i questions about e ct of a p i 
I have seen aliens who } gen i \W 
ports of Europe certified | Witl f f t } Was \ 
yuld not answer questior JoHNSON], I w i ’ 
ul @ famiiies W V l l e wil t 
latitude to a medical in cean and by the immis H 
lis functi al his du nger in all hu ity and «lk enable the hus 
rl of an alien. As long as | bring his wife to this cou vy or to ¢ e ‘ I 
ve are to have these educ ional tests an alien who ec sl | to place their loving : ! I i ‘ I ‘ road | 
i snail community, who is a peasant, certainly can nm vel elieve there is not a person louse ) 1 seek to 
questions on airplanes and aviation or on chemistry Yet a rike at and unde ‘ y life j it wa 
alien whe comes from a seaport town and is probably a ! If tl disting ‘ ‘ f e Cal n-] 
man by cccupation is expected to answer questions_to the sa | gration would allow a | to sl for the 
far of a medical inspector on matters pertaining t rming, | pose of uniting families, the Hons ould pass it, 454 to 1 
oO 1 prea eal f discret n and open-minded tf I Ss is Mr. JOHNSON would ra eo \ i y \ é 
necessary i rder to apply these tests with any degree of | attempt by every Ae device know pat i 
impartiality In many and many instances it is not a fair test procedure In tl committe to bott p that 1 and vw 
at all I have personally witnessed cases of aliens certified as | relief was given in Senate a e] session | . 
feeble-minded who were not feeble-minded at all who did everythi in his power to preve bi rom 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington Concerning any effort th the daylight in his ov comm sleeps pea I 
may be made for the admission of wives and children to aliens | that committ I refer to e bill introdueed 1 
domiciled in the United States, the situation is well illustrated | Wadsworth 
by a part of the gentleman’s statement just made. First com The gentleman from Washington is the one who always b 
an appeal for the wives and children. Before it can be acted lieves that an alien ha | I hat e is the very embodime 
on the appeal enlarges so tha it is for fathers and n her of the devil, and must be k at all hazards LD spit t)} 
and then for grandfathers and grandmothers, and th for fact that w huve restricted ration, he comes forth wit! 
phaned children and stepchildren and adopted children, and roposed enactment that ld 3 vide that immigrati i 
sisters, and ‘cousins, aunts, and uncles I submit that if the } be cut down still further to t iune of 10 per cent every yea 
gentleman will look at any of the committee's heari where | for five years. He would cut it down 50 per cer Surely 
any of the proceedings have been recorded will find that | has no love for the alien and resents deeply any statement 


ing in any degree any refl 
their administration. 

He fails to realize what a vast power is 
agents in their being permitted to ask que 
The United States 
there can be no appeal from a decision of a 
cluding an imm nt as a result of any kind of examination or 
test. These therefore b 


They are uncontrolled. How much mor 


ction upon the imm 


stions along the line 


have held 
eonsular agent ex 


of intelligence LESLS, courts 


iolra 

ipl aa 
l« , 

COM IAWS UnDLO 


agents themsely 
’ 


imnequ tal therefor 


seem the following questions when applied to the weary, trave 
worn, frightened alien who applies to cor to the United Stat 

I pointed out in my previous remarks that it was no exeuse to 
say that these questions are a part of a psychiatric test t 


mental defectives. 


These 


the Fourth 


tifie d most unfair In fact, 
for the Vrotection of Mi 


questions are unsci 


International Conference 


grants, held recently at Geneva, passed a 1 ution recommend 
ing reform of the American system of examination 

General dissatisfaction with the American method of exam 
ning applicants in Warsaw, the outlet for Poland, is reported 


New York School of Socia! 


by Miss Kate H. Claghorn, of the 
] who has er 


Work, 105 East Twenty-second 
turned from Europe after an independent investigation. 

Although unable because of lack of time to the Ameri 
can physician who gives the tests, Miss Claghorn learned from 
rejected applicants, emigrant-aid offictals, and the Polish 
that the American examiner does not speak Polish, does 
keep a record of the questions asked and the 
and is not familiar with the background and 
peasant, 


Knowledge of 


Street, 


met 


press 
not 


riven, 


of a Polish 


answers 
habits 
thought i 


the applicant’s mode of lift nd 





important in considering his reactions to questions such as 
those used by the Am« rican offi ials Miss Cl ghorn argues 
It is outrageous to gi 1 person the grading of a mental defective 


because he can not answer these 


Miss Claghorn 


questions. 


said: 





Imagine the infairness of asking a Polish t, “What is the 


difference between al and wood? Coal is not used for fuel by 
Polish peasants and many have never seen it Yet this question i 
frequently given and failure to answer t satisfactorily contributes 


toward a decision that the applicant is mentally deficient 


In passing, stion 


is— 


the correct answer to the coal and wood que 


Coal furnishes more heat than wood 
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liarold Fields, executive director of the League for American 
( hip ve tl ( of ‘ who was rejected by the | 
\ 4 examine i Warsaw fe failure to answer these 

est properly 

bacl 
\ I ! t ( ‘ what 
t ‘ \ ad ‘ 
} t) 

‘ ° 

Chis wor wa i quently ex ined by psychiatrist in 
VW iW M biel has : affidavit trom the psychiatrist 

ing tha the \ mai, Davi ho symptoms ol 
i { ( { 

I \ mina ( his entire ibject I am convinced 
i u Ct ( I he Surgeon Genera who is 
‘\ i I i a it pel! ps 1% I t k W ey Ly 1 s 
¥ in Europe, these tes are deliberately used to dis- 
‘ t 4 st certuin.« f alic aud against aliens 
particr r] wh ire of ertain faith Without going to 
ee] to th ubject at this me, the were turned down 
$ ntal defectives at Warsaw 23 out of 50 applicants. In 
1925, I am formed, under new quota law, that of 10,000 Jews 
admitted onl { were turned back after mental tests. These 
latter figure ire given v N. Oken, foreign correspondent fo1 
t) Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society, which is known as the 
as bs ake Oo fo complete the absurd picture let me zive you 

ome more of these questions: 

Hlow many teeth has a crow? 

He nanvy stirs are ere in heaven? 

WwW t the difference between the sky and the earth? 

What is glass made of? 

W j te a bird or a fly? 

What is the difference between a fly and a butterfly? 

What is a balloon? 

W t is the difference between a train and an automobile? 

Which is heavier, a pound of corn or a pound of feathers? 

What is the difference between a tree and a log? 

W t happens if you put an egg under a stone? 

if ppens to be 1 ning around in the streets at 2 o'clock at 
nig and tl houses are a closed, where does she run in? 

if I come near my house and find it burning, what should I do? 

llow many legs has an American cat? 

if | lost my purse with money in it in a circular garden, from which 
end would I begin to hunt for the purse? 

if you are walking in the street and tumble over a cat, what would 
you do? 

What is the difference between a potato and an apple? 

There is one question they forgot to ask. What is the differ- 
ence between a cat and a kitten? It takes two cats to make 
one kitten, but only one kitten to make a cat. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 


proceed for five minutes, 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s 
request ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, when the distinguished 


chairman of the Immigration Committee [Mr. JoHNson] was 
peaking, I asked him to yield for a question, but unfortunately 


his time was about up. I wanted to ask the gentleman if he 
was in a mood to withdraw the scurrilous and erroneous re- 
marks that he inserted in the Recorp last Friday. Speaking, 


perhaps, during the heat of debate, he did not entirely mean to 
use the language that he did. I will ask him now if in all fair- 
ness he would not desire to correct part of his remarks made 
in debate last Friday 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
his question to me? 

Mr. BOYLAN. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
if the gentleman refers to my 
Governor of New York in his handling of criminals released 
from New York penitentiaries that I should amplify and ex- 
plain the remarks for the benefit of the people of the entire 
United States. 


Is the gentleman addressing 


I think, as a matter of fact, 
remarks with regard to the 


Mr. BOYLAN. Which answer shows that the gentleman is 
net only misinformed but that he persists in his ignorance. 


He stated to the House that a supreme court justice in the State 


of New York was going to naturalize 10,000 citizens in one day. 
Just imagine a man coming to the age of reason and having 


the wonderful experience to be obtained in this great univer- 
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| sity, the Congress of the United States, arising here and i } 
sincerity repeating that he would aimplify his re i S 
that any jusiice or anyoue anywhere not el we wit uper- 
natural powers could examine "10,000 a dicants for naturaliza- 
tion in one day and ‘ em citizens of the United St s 


man or woman who sa 
because it is human to err, but te 


’ 
~ 


What will we say of a man of that kind ho can be so blinded 
by prejudice, and so obscured by ignorance that the light can 
ever penetrate his cranium? rl ike sereen surrounding 
him is such in its density that unless \ make use of the new 
invention spoken of here a few days ago, whereby a ray of 
light can penetrate almost any fog, unless we have the benefit 
f that invention we shall never be able to penetrate the gentle- 
man’s intelligence In the ordinary course of events, man to 
man, and gentleman to gentleman, if attention is called to 
something perhaps uttered in the heat of debate r the stress 
of the moment, why naturally, a correction would probably 
be made. I speak of the intercourse between gentleman and 
gentleman. But if such correction is not made in the proper 
spirit what can we think? What can be our estimate of that 
type of man? I say that in all fairness, the gentleman should 


arise, in all decency and all honesty, and ask that his remarks 
be expunged from the Recorp. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
mous consent to speak for five minutes 


unani- 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I was in- 
clined to think that when the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BoyYLAN] took the floor he would come to the defense of Gov, 
Al Smith— 


Mr. CELLER. He needs no defense. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. And his attitude with regard 
to paroles and pardons of convicted criminals; but it seems that 


the burden of his talk was with regard to my statement that a 
class of 10,000 immigrants was about to be naturalized in New 


York last Thursday, January 5. I received my information that 
there was such a class from the secretary to Judge Cotillo, of 
one of the courts of New York State. With that letter from the 
secretary I received a copy of address to the class of 10,000 
to be delivered at 10 o'clock that morning by Judge Cotillo, and 
in that address Judge Cotillo warned all of these prospective 
citizens, soon to take the oath of allegiance, that they must 
cease to be fascists and anti-fuscists and try to be Americans. 
It turns out, and I am quite willing to make this correction, 
that the great class of 10,000 was not put through at once, 
because, as we might have supposed, the court found it could 
not quite handle that many at one time. However, they are 
putting them through in blocks of 125, I believe. The 
papers are full of pictures of it and I shall ask permission, now, 
to insert in the Recorp comments from some of the New York 
papers about the making of this gigantic class of citizens, even 
though it is not all done in the twinkling of an eye and even 
though Judge Cotillo sent out his address as if addressed to 
the whole 10,000 personally present. However, whether it is 
done in a day or a week, this making of citizens by wholesale 
is done by naturalized judges themselves, who themselves some- 
times seem to wear alien spectacles. It is being done too fast 
for the good of the United States, in my opinion, and the process 
should be slowed down by law. 

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. CELLER. Was it not good advice 
gave to these prospective citizens? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes; but it was advice given 
by a judge who naturalizes too many men and too fast. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do the press articles state how many inter- 
preters it required to explain the purport of this judge’s address 
to the minds of these 10,000 aliens? 


nY 
ai 


that Judge Cotillo 











I 


Mr. JOHNSON ¢ f Washington Oh, my dear si in 
vurts of New York the procet dings are so loose s regards t 
: that an interpreter is 





actual use of the English language 
rd] eeded 


Mr. BLANTON. The law 





peak and unde nd the E I may 
be naturalized, but there hard i te 
who currtes oul at provision of 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washingt is g 
round grunt 2 Ss tor he Eneli u 

Mr. LAGUARDIA If the gent are 
examined by United States t t dis 
ret nas to thal 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. In conclusion | me say 
that part of this debate sounds very much like the mail I 
receive in quantities every d which does not disturb me at 
all 

Mr. CELLER Will the gentleman yield before he takes his 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington 
Mr. CELLER. Does not the 


With pleasure 
gentleman know that the entire 


administration of the naturalization machinery in the cou 

of New York and Kings lies entirely with the Naturalizat \ 
Bureau and fhe United States district courts? You ft : hii 
power away from the New York State courts and iced it 
exclusively in the United States District Court for the Eusterr 


and Southern Districts of New York. If you complain nov 
f York City you have yourself 

blame. Give back jurisdiction to the New York Supreme Cour 

it %klyn) and New York County (Mal 

hattan) 

Mr. JOHNSON of 

secoud person, please 

Mr. CELLER. That power was taken away from the State 
courts and it is now lodged in the United States courts in the 
two great counties referred to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Let me ask the 
Is Judge court a State 
court? 

Mr. CELLER. It is a 
County. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the 
the United States examiners 

Mr. CELLER. The whole thing is done by the United 
States Naturalization Service, with which, of course, the gentle 
man is familiar. 

Mr. JOUNSON of Washington. Quite so. We will get along 
very well, I presume, and perhaps in time we can change the 
naturalization laws somewhat. I shall introduce such a bill 
to-morrow. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Washington. Do not address me in the 


rentiemat! 





Cotillo’s court or a United States 


State court, but that is in Bronx 


applicants are all examined by 


Detection and prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prose 
cution of crimes against the United States; for the protection of the 
person of the President of the United States: the acquisttion, 
tion, classification, and preservation of criminal identification records 
and their exchange 
tutions; for such other investigations regarding official matters under 
the control of the Department of Justice and the Department of 
State as may be directed by the Attorney General; hire, maintenance 
upkeep, and operation of motor-propelled passenger-carrying 
when necessary; firearms and ammunition, such stationery and sup 
plies for use at the seat of government or elsewhere as the 


collec 


with the officials of States, cities, anu other insti 


velicles 


Attorney 
General may direct, including not to exceed $10,000 for taxicab hiré 
to be used exclusively for the purposes set forth in this paragraph 
ind to be expended under the direction of the Attorney General; travet 
ing expenses; including not to exceed $210,000 for personal 
in the District of Columbia, and including a Director of the 


services 
sureau 

of Investigation at not exceeding $7,500 per annum, $2,250,000: Pro 
ded, That for the purpose of executing the duties for which pro 
vision is made by this appropriation, the Attorney General is authorized 
to appoint officials who shall be vested with the authority 


for the execution of such duties 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
for the purpose of asking a question 
of law for this proviso? 
on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHREVE. There is no such authority. It is just a 
tie-up made necessary to complete the program and carry out 
the ideas of the Attorney General. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is no legislation authorizing it? 

Mr. SHREVE. If the gentleman means an act of Congress 
containing this exact language, I will say there is no such 
provision. 


necessary 


reserve a point of order 
What is the anthority 
It is clearly legislation unauthorized 
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Mr. BLANTON. 
Nrovis« 

Mr. SHREVE There is none 

MI BLANTON het mal 
hairman admits t} 
on unauthorized on an a 
out on the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN Does the ntleman 1 Texas direct 





his point of order to the proviso or the entire paragraph? 
Mr. BLANTON. Just against prov 
Fhe CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained 
rhe Clerk read as follows 
~ I 
ws x heer f 
x 1 ¢ ) 1) : 
SOO OO P ] j ' t 
t i me v “w i \ ~ t 
ing i : re ‘ } i f I i 
l he t i Ww i 
a} r xpended f I 
ra farm ‘ " s of I 
i in I i e ft } 
a iir and reas ible | t 
Mr. BLANTON Mr. Chairman, I make a poi ‘ ordet 
gainst the following language page 35, begin: zy at th 
22, I ling as follows: 
I led I i i t 1} nent ) Lect 
of organizatior nal rt v } I t 
) Lyvree mer I g v W t rea va ~ short y 
f hours, or bettering tl r for y ct done 
fu erance thereof not in its wi 
I make the point of order for the reason it is legislati 


iuthorized on an appropriation bill, and that it interferes with 
the discretion that is lodged in the heads of our ds partments 


Mr. LAGUARDIA Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman makes 





that point of order, I make a point of order on the balance o 


the section. 


Mr. BLANTON We will cross those bridges when we t to 


them, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will reserve a 
balance of the section down to line 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. SHREVE I simply wish to say that both provisos are 
limitations on an appropriation bill and entirely in order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I believe they are, but if one is not in 
order, I submit the other is not in order, and if the gentleman 
from Texas will withdraw his point of order I will withdraw 
mine. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; we will act on our own 
There is no question, Mr. Chairman, but what this language 
against which I have made the point of order is legislation, 
unauthorized on an apprepriation bill, and should come out. It 
has been held time and time again that this is not a limitation 
but is subject to a point of order. It interferes with the discre 
tion that every department head ought to be able to exercise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to put an inquiry to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania recall that in the last Congress, when similar pi 
visos On similar appropriations were objected to and points of 
order made against them, the gentleman at 
the points of order and the points of 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. McKEOWN. 


point of order on the 


from Pennsylvania 


judgments 


that time conceded 
order were sustained ? 


The Chair sustains the points of order 
Mr. Chairman, will the Chair hear me just 
The law under which antitrust 
suits are prosecuted makes these exceptions in that law. The 
antitrust act excepts both labor and agriculture from the provi- 
sions of the act. 

Mr. BLANTON. No: my friend from Oklahoma is mistaken, 
as such laws do not authorize these provisions, 





The CHAIRMAN. In so far as those provisions have any 
effect, they go beyond this and are unquestionably legislation 
cn an appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TERRITORIAL COURTS 

Alaska Four judges, at $10,000 eacl four attorney it $5,000 

each; four marshals, at $4,000 each; four clerks, at $45,500 each; in 


l all, $91,200. 
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LAGUARDIA, Chairman, I move to strike out 


Mr. 
yt Te 
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and has qualified. The 
judge for Alaska and have him serve. 
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President alone 
It t 


can not appoint a 
akes the joint action 


of the Senate with him. It is by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. 

I have as much respect and regard for the Republican Presi- 
dent of the United States as any other Democrat in the United 
States. I was one of those who first congratulated him when 
he became President I respect very highly certain services 
that he has rendered the Government of the United States, but 
he is not too big f proper criticism. There is no officer of 
the United States who is too big for just criticism, and when 
be deliberately fails and refuses to appoint somebody else who 
will be appre 1 by the United States Senate, he is not carrying 
out the purpose and intent of the law: and, as the Delegate 
from Alaska [{Mr. SuTrHerLanp] truthfully says, the Com- 
mittee an the Judiciary of the Uniled States Senate that in- 
vestigated this man did turn him d and it was upon their 


to confirm 


action that the refused 
hin 
Mr 


Mr 


ate hited States 
McKEOWN Mr. Chai 
BLANTON Certainly 
IHiinois [Mr. C 


grentleman vield? 
leman 
the 


will the 
We do not want the ge 
in 





rinan, 


M | darke 


fy 
irom 


HINDBL‘ to come e and n 
waters and becloud the atmosphere with an innuendo which 
he himself is trying to put into the case as an excuse for the 


of the United 


action of the President States 

Mr. McKEOWN Would it not be proper for Congress to 
refuse the salary of this man? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; because the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. LAGUARDIA] is a good enough hkiwyer to recognize the 
itnation when he says that this judge is entitled to his salary 


is long office, and Congress is wi 


s he holds the hout power to 
diminish it one dollar when considering this appropriation bill, 
although by proper i if ibolish his office. 

Mr. NEWTON he gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. 


could ¢ 


ill t 


legislation 
Mr. Chairman, w 
Ye S. 


Mr. NEWTON The gentleman from New York /[Mr. 

LAGUARDIA] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] 

| are confusing this case as being the same as a United States 
judge, whereas this man is a Territorial judge. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, we have not confused it at all. The 
gentleman from New York and myself have the situation very 
well clarified. We have been stating the facts. It is the bell- 
wether of the Republican Party from Minnesota [Mr. Newron] 


d. We ni ra constitutional inhibiti I would 
‘ ran amendment miting the payment of the salary of a 
judge of Alaska. The term of judge of Alaska expired, and 
renomination was sent to the Senate. A committee inves- 
t nd requested the President of the United States to 
( wv the ; dent withdrew the name, but 
left him n office, although his term 
‘ ed f been in office over a year. 
in the law of Alaska. It pro 
1 t remain in office until his suc- 
‘ uy the pur] ing clear to avoid baying a 
vacul n the ber u is succes r is appointed. 
tention of the comptroller of the United States was 
‘ a » th ‘ t comptl er held ft} ‘ ing to the 
pes ry on in the law creating this judgeship, ‘he was 
com ied té ipprove ¢ the pay ent of this man ilary 

M BLANTON Will the gentleman yield 

M LAGUARDIA Ye 

\ BLAN TON, rl In prov des ti the aistTi¢ 1g 

| pointed by the President with 1 advice and consent 
od il ste. 

M LAGUARDIA Y¢ 

vil Bl NTON I) thi Case his nan was nt in for 
ie ointme d the Senate 1d it withdrawn It then was 
W naut ti i \ rie] onset t of the Senate because of the 
failure to confirm. The n order to get around the law, to 
t) the purpose of the law, this man has been allowed to 
remain in office and no appointment has been made. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If it w United States district judge, 
there is no doubt that the comptroller would not have approved 
of t mvment of the salary, because it would have been a 
re api ntin { 

ir. BLANTON. Failing to appeint some one else, the law is 

arted ; s that the case? 

M LAGUARDIA That is the case Such a condition 
tends to destroy the respeet and confidence in the courts whic! 
i ecessary to uphold the dignity and respect for fhe courts. 
The good people of Alaska know these conditions, and neces- 

irily they must have a feeting when they go before the judge | 
that they are before a fudge who is not properly accredited m 
accordance with the law 

An amendment limiting his salary wouid not be in order 
he use the judge’s salary can not be diminished during his 
term of fiice, and for that reason I do not offer such an 
mendment But the House should know the condition that 
ey in Alaska, and I hope the President will soon name a 
judge who will meet all the requirements and receive the con- 
firmation of the Senate. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM The gentleman does not contest the 
proposition that in this case the actual term of service of the | 


lge extends until his successor is appointed ? 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is the law. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM So that he is serving in his term: fit is a 
part of his term, and his term does not expire until his sue- 


cessor Is At } ointed 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman will not deny that he was 
pointed for a term of only four years. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman knows 
charges wt preferred and in an investigation made by 
Department of Justice these charges were not sustained. 
to matters that may 
en confirmation might take place. 
AND. Mr. Chairman, I differ with the gentle- 


that 
the 
Tt i 


come 


Te 
and discuss 
Senat 


THERL 


Ineet 


t hye 


not proper for u 


in ew 


Mr. SI 


man from Washington as to the fact that the charges were not 
sustained. They were sustained by the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate. That committee consisted of such men as Mr. 


and the Senator from Colorado. The 


and they held that this man was guilty 


Cummins, Mr. OvERMAN, 

s were sustained, 

of corrupt practices. 
Mr. BLANTON, 


charg 


Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 


amendment. It is well not to have any camouflage about this 
proposition but to understand the real facts. The Delegate 
from Alaska has stated the facts. This judge was appointed 


and confirmed and teok the oath of office for a certain specific 
term of four years 
Phat time expired. The President then sent his name to the 


Senate for reappointment. It so happens, forsooth, that the 


law applicable to Alaska with respect to judges is the same 
as the law that is applicable in some States with respect to 
Stare officers, that after the term of a man’s office is expired, 


he continues to hold the office until his successor is appointed | 


and his collaborator from Illinois [CHINDRLOM] who are trying 
to confuse and becloud the issue. 
Mr. McKEOWN Does the gentleman 


Congress can abolish every Territorial judge? 


not know that the 


Mr. BLANTON. Oh, the Congress can abolish him, yes. by 
legislative procedure, but the Congress has not attempted to 
do that rhis is an appropriation bill which we are now con- 
sidering, and we have got to appropriate the money to pay 


every States, 


Officer Of the United whether he is properly or 
improperly in office, and as long as this man is judge we have 


to pay him his salar Let us not becloud the issue. Let us 
understand it. The gentleman from New York [Mr. La- 
GUARDIA| has stated this case exactly, and I commend him 


for it and approve of his statement. 


Mr. CHINDBLOM Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last two words. I rise only to say this: I confess that I am 
not as familiar with the facts in the case as some other gentle 


men may be, and I am not arguing on the facts with reference 
to the service of this judge in question, but I insist that this 
judge was appointed for a term consisting of four years—and 
until his suecessor shall be appointed: and he was confirmed 
by the United States Senate for a term of four years—and 
until his successor shajl be appointed. He is a judge until his 
sueceessor shall be appointed. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. CHINDLBOM. Yes. 

Mr. McKEOWN. The gentle 
Congress could not abolish 
does he’? 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. By legislation? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Certainly, Congress can do that. 
is a Statutory position. 

Mr. McKEOWN. And could also eliminate the salary. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM,. That would have to be done by legisla- 
tive enactment. We © ® now engaged in the consideration of 
an appropriation bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LaGuarpiAj, familiar as he is with the rules of the House, 
recognizes that any proposal of that sort would be subject to 
a point of orde> at this time. I make the point that this judge 
is serving within the term for which he was appointed, and 


will the gentleman yield? 
contend that the 


thing at any time, 


“man would not 
the whole 


This 
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for which h [™ { tw ‘onfirmed by the Senate of the | living salary I suggest the e salary 1 ix 
United State fT r in the same 
Mr. LAGUARDIA \ he gentlemat ntend tl n I infor | i i 
ery ly for t { the Gc ‘ ~ a < 
M CHINDBLOM lH I e 1 i ] m r 2 
i] nted > i im 
Ml LaGUARDIA I conce his origins ter ane et t Ni York, they ar i . l is a 
ad « nT s the is tl] t Pre ! S125 ! r ve > 
I | "| eis , < 
i i ' 
| CH LRM ‘ \W } Cn ry : 
n ( } 
‘ r I 
| com! ( l ren ‘ } ~ | . 5 
ve . M 
| cipa mced ~ 
f { ; . 
' Pp 
1 IT) 
‘ i ive 
‘ 
' 
‘ : 3 Ny 
f ' 
| GN} \} ‘ 
I ! ' LaGuARDIA 
Ni NI] I \ 
1) 
( \! ( ARDITA ‘ ( } 
\ ! 
\ SNEED] i] 
f or. t RDA I en 
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i 
4 Mf SNI i 
‘ ' 
I 
| (il | \ ( | f 
} } \\V 
] N \ r 
nt ' 
i ( 
\4 ’ ¢ 
4) Ni GUARDIA i 
I BLA ( rf y \ a . mn 
‘ Mr. SNI I ‘ 
j | Ve « 
N i | \ vi LA LRDIA , 
j f ve ap riautt l j \ p 
le te i ri , 
I SHREVI Does ] , 1m Ww ‘ ‘ 
the ! é f i [ 
I pu neal I I ul > 
Mr. SARI I hink it is clearly subje t « } 
Org CHAIRMAN i e g Y wam Now 
' mY ANTE). : ‘ ‘ Af \ } expire 
i ae | ‘ i Ke i pon ) i Vil ( I ; : ; 
thorized on an app t | Mr. LAGUARDIA ! [ have two m t mor 
thie entieman I : ni The CHAIRMAN I t ‘ ect ) request ¢ hie 
I fA] [A | pe oO , N Yor! 
; ffered by the gentl e wa obje ; 
New Ye iM LAGUA I j LAGuaARI 4 t the t rs ‘ 
l j , 
| ( ‘ | ] j al i! ‘ | | 
M CELLER h Cc} ‘ nar e] 
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ttention of the chait rf the mmittee fe [ | shals d the appt ition is short d i em 
I ure that ery man here w ee to this ty get any p I OV hey id hang les tion 
rhis is to increase the sa Ss or the ae¢ t from depu marshals to sal t vit] in to 
he United States There is an increase } i t ipport, receiving only $800 o1 ear 
bill of $22,500, $15.000 of whicl is to he used increase it SNELE Does the ! 
laries of marshals, leaving an increas er last appro gives his ¢ re t ” 
priation of $7,500 to increase tl alaries oO ! SOUG a year? 
aa Mr. CELLER. J one 
here are 884 deputy marshals throughout the United States, | any money whatsoever the d 
he increase provided for in this bill is just a lit hen you go to court d 
than $10 a year for a deputy marshal. I have h Sailors,” and ne eputy marshals 
a letter from the Department of Justice, dated D ber 1% Mr. LAGUARDIA. When they take prisoners dowr Af 
1927, in reply to a letter which I sent, asking that the deput lanta the ire on duty continually four days, night and day 
marshals in the larger cities articlarly in New York—and | fr. McKEOWN In Oklahoma, in the oil field e 
there ¢ many other similarly situated—be given a decent | have an enormous tide of crime and where the deputy marshals 
t 
a 
iol 
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In the oil flelds are worked night and day all through that 
com ry, they receive very small pay 


Mr. LEAVITY. Will the gentleman yield? 





Mr. LAGUARDIA Yes. 
Mr. LEAVITT. I wish to state to the gentleman in that 
tion that in Montana they are all full-time men and 
i tt only under difficult but dangerous conditions at 
Mr. LAGUARDIA I urge the adoption of my amendment. 
M MREVE. Mr. ¢ an, I desire to call the attention 
House to the fact that last year we increased the 
mi $78,320 in the deficiency bill, which, of course 
W ire ¢ rying that along this year and we are also | 
| 22.500, which mak a total of $100,820 I desire to 
itt mn the minit still further to the report: 
| im res - t umitte for his bran h 
< G72.500 nD € re r¢ $29 ) 
I lded a vdel ynal ame f $7,500 ov tl I get 
t olal nou aVallabl ‘ LYLY, $34,072. o ul 
ms of - 0 [t ncrea se lis approt 3 
} j ‘ ' ' t } ( Ur ( 
‘ ~ thre } i 1A y ft elving wet ites f 
rtier ind to 1 ml 8 ised | rea of 
w middle district of North Carolina ‘he minimum salaries of 
. vy $5,000 and maximum $6,500 \ majority of the 
ve less than $4,500 p innun It is proposed to use 
hood $15,000 for increasing the lower ilaries of mat 
nd the add onal amount added by the committee of $7,500 is 
1 i » The saiaries deputy marsbals in the jower grades, 
i ” recalied that the committee recommended and Congress 
1 an additional amount last year of $78,320 for salary in 
e s of about 690 deputies in the lower-salary grades 
he ones the gentleman refers to. 
rhis readjustment h een put into effect d the $7,500 mentioned 
i ply t ne few cases whicl ild no reached by the larger 
i t made ila 
those are the facts. I might add that we have 2 deputies at 
$5.100; 4 at $2,925; 14 at $2,657; 74 at $2,397; 46 at $2,185; 


220 at $1L.7OS8; 396 at $1,654; and 50 at $1,402 
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(> ourse, gentlemen of the committee will understand that 
j ties like the great city of New York the deputy marshals 
and ail court officials have a great deal to do and more than 
the have to do in seme of the interior parts of the country, 
where they really have very little to do. So we have en- 
denvored, in making these small increases, to take care of those 
most eddy, those in cities where their labors are more exacting 
and where their expenses are higher. We want to help a little | 
each yvenr. nnd we want to do something more to he p bexft vear 


\I OLIVER of Alabama The gentleman from VPennesyl- 


vVanin has correctly stated that the information before our 
committee wus that the minimum pay was over $1,400. We 
certainty had no information that deputy marshals were paid 
saliries as low as $800 or $000, and | think, perlaps, that may 
bye ised on What cecurred in the past 


ast year this amount was increased, as the gentleman from 
Pennsvivania stated, by about $78,000, increased again $22,000, 


und then 87,500. The Attorney General has vested in him the 
discretion to muke increases which he thinks are deserving, 


sud it oceurred to us that we are paying deputy marshals an 
adequate amount when compared with the pay of many other 
Government employees. If you will take up the question of 
suluries, vou will tind there are a great many whom you may 
think are underpaid, yet there are so many people occupying 
these places who are anxious to keep them, and who ure paid 
from $1,400 to $3,000, that your committee did not feel author 
ized to grant increases suggested by the friends of individual 
employees. So we have left it to the discretion of the Attorney 
General 

Mr. SHREVE. The gentleman from 
stated the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. It 
report is a little confusing. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl 
vania has expired, 

Me. CAINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may proceed for three additional minutes 

The CHATRMAN The gentleman from Lllinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsy!vania may pro 
ceed for three additional minutes. Is there objection? 

Chere was no objection 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The report says, first, that the estimate 
presented to the committee for this branch of the service was 


Alabama has correctly 


seems to me the statement in the 





JANUARY 9 


$5,672,500; then it says the committee added an additional 
amount of $7,500 over the Budget estimate, making the total 
amount available for 1929, $3,672.500, which is the same amount. 
Mr. SHREVE. That is a typographical error. That is all 
I can say to the gentleman. It should be $3,665,000, and then 
we made the increase, 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. 
Mr. SHREVE. Yi 
Mr. CHINDBLOM To which you added $7,500? 
Mr. SHREVE. Yes. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM 
Mr. SHREVE. Ye 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. I wil! state to the gentleman that the 
sane Conditions exist in the city of Chicago as in New York, aud 
it would be very helpful to the Department of Justice if we 
could lind our way clear to pay better salaries to these men. 
Mr. SHREVE t 


The first figure should be $3.665,000? 


t 


So there an increase of $7,500? 


4 


Li Ine say that the committee has very 
careiully considered all of these matters. This is a very large 
Dili, Currying many salary items i will say to the committee 
hat we would be very glad to increase them, but we are doing 
fi ething ch time We hav made this inerease, and I feel 
we have gone just as far as we can go in this bill. Therefore 
I regret I am compelled to yppose the gentlemans amendment 
Mr. SNELI Ar‘ hese alaries as high as those paid 
other departments 
Mr. SHREVE. Yes; in f some of the other departments 
ire not getting as much. Of course, as gentlemen well know, 


the whole salary basis of the Government service is low. 

The CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman from Peun 
sylvania has again expired The question is on the amend 
merit ffered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. La 
(7 UARDLA | 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for 
has been exhausted 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
cousent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by the insertion 
of a letter which I addressed te the Attorney General some 
time ago on this subject and a letter received from General 
Lord, Director of the Budget. I have given this matter a great 
deal of attention since T have been in Congress 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask uniani- 
mous consent that the eal! for a vote on the amendment be 
withdrawn und that the gentleman may have five minutes. 
This problem of the pay of marshals in the western country is 
a serious one 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alaska may be 
recognized for five minutes to discuss the amendment pending 
Is there obj > 

There was no objection 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Chairman, in the letter referred to 
I cail the attention of the Attorney General and also the atten 
tion of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget to the fact 
that the minimuin salary allowed to prohibition agents under 
he new law $2,400 a year, and yet we have many deputy 
marshals in Alaska who are getting $1,680 and a great many 
who are getting $1,800. This means they are getting about $5 
There is an absotute inconsistency in paying the pro 
hibition agents a much larger salary than we pay the deputy 
murshals. A deputy marshal is usually a very intelligent man, 
and has to have some education and some knowledge of law 
at least some knowledge of evidence—and yet he is placed in 
a scale away below similar employees of the Bureau of Pro 
hibition in regard to compensation for his services. 

I have in mind one deputy marshal in Alaska who was paid 
$225 a month. In 1926 his salary was cat to $175 a month 
This means he gets $5.83 a day. He is a man without a family 

His board costs him just $4 a day, so that he has $1.83 cents 
remaining with which te pay for his clothing and his other 
usual and necessary living expenses. The reason given for this, 
lL assume, is that the business of the office declined somewhat. 
Of course, the living expenses of the deputy marshal did not 
decline at all, but under the system in the Department of Jus 
tice they simply cut the salary of the deputy to fit the decline 
in Dusiness of the office 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Under my amendment the money goes 
into a lump sum, and it would take care of the situation in the 
gentleman’s Territory in accordance with his letter to the 
Attorney Geueral. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

General Lord, in his reply to my letter, stated: 


Chairman, may I speak on the 


debate on the amendment 


‘tion? 


a day. 
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In reply 


1 r 
and expel 


I have to advise that the appropriation for salaries, fees, 
ses of marshals, United States courts, for 1928, amounts to 

The salaries paid from this amount, which ts an increage 
of $250,000 over 1927, will be fixed by the Attorney General. 


$3,650,000 


I am glad to receive the infermation which you bave submitted in 
relation to this question, and assure you that the matter will be given 
careful attention when the estimates for 1929 are considered next fall 

Sincerely yours, 


H. M. Lorp, Director. 
Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to remind the com- 
mittee that the increase here is really $100,820. The $78,320 


which we gave them last year through the deficiency bill was 
not aviilable last year So this is really an increase bow of 
$100,820, which, to my mind sufficient. 
Mr. LEAVITT. How much would that 
dividual? 
M SHREVE 


is 


mean to each in 
to each 


We do not appropriate the money 
i and the 


individual, he appropriation is made in a lump sum 
Increase given to those who need it. 


The CHAIRMAN The question is on the 


is 


amendment offered 


by the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Bercer) there were ayes 16, noes 27. 


So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chuairman, I have another amend- 
ment 
Mr. BLANTON. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 


that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. SHREVE, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee 
resumed the chair, Mr. Li 


rose: 
HELBACH, 


and the Speaker having 
Chairman of the Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
8267) making appropriations for the Departments of State and 
Justice and for the judiciary and for the Departments of Com- 
merece and Labor, aud had come to no resolution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 
FOR HIS APPROVAT 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
po ted that this day tiey present d to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H.R. 6657, An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Columbia 
River near Kettle Falls, Wash.: and 


H. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution to continue commissioners in 
the Court of Claims. 
Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex 


tend the remarks I made to-day on the strike situation and to 
insert a telegram that I referred to. 

rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wiseonsin? 

There was no objeciion. 

Mr. OLIVER Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this afternoon I 
undertook to give te the House information relative to 
the location of airways. There is a small map that covers the 
information, and I ask permission to insert it in the Recorp 
fs a part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection, 


LEAVE 


of 


some 


to the request of the 


OF ABSENCE 

Mr. Ayres, by unanimous (at the request of Mr 
Hocu), was given leave of absence for the day on account of 
illness. 


consent 


ADJOURN MENT 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
82 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, January 10, 1928, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTERK HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 


mittee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, January 19, 1928, as 
reported te the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 

To provide for the further development of agricultural exten- 
sion work between the agricultural colleges in the several States 
receiving the benefits of the act entitled “An act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide 
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ee 


| and 


JANUARY 9 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” 
approved July 2, 1862, and all acts supplementary thereto, and 
the United States Department of Agricniture (H. R. 6074). 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


(10 a. m.) 
War Department appropriation bill. 
Post Office Department appropriation bill. 
WORLD WAR VETERANS’ LEGISLATION COMMITTEE 
(10 a. m.) 
To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospital 
out-patient d for entitled to 
hospitalization under veterans’ act, 1924, as 
amended (H. R. 5604) 


COMMITTEE! 


facilities 


World 


spensary persons 


the War 


ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 


(10.830 a. m.) 


To provide for the construction of works for the protection 


and development of the lower Colorado River Basin, for the 
} approval of the Colorado River compact (HL R. d773). 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
A meeting to hear Admiral Magruder. 
COMMI?TEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m.—caucus room) 
A meeting to hear the members of the Mississippi River 
| Cominission and a delegation from Kentucky discuss projects 


| 





a 


proposed to control the tlood waters of the Mississippi River. 
COMMITTEE ON 

(10.30 a 

Concerning the election of James M. Beck as a Representative 
from Pennsylvania (ti, 


ELECTIONS NO, 2 


m.) 


tes. Y). 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC I 
RESOLUTIONS 
2 of Rule XIII, 
Committee on 
the erection 
encampments 


SILLS AND 
Under clause 
Mr. REECE: 

bill to authorize 

commemorate the 


Ar 
ai 


ol 
of 


H. R. 220. A 


memorials to 
organizations 


ilitary Affairs. 
iInenuments or 
Spanish War 


at Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park; 
without amendment (Rept. Ne. 229). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 230. 
A bill to authorize an appropriation for the recovery of bodies 


of officers, solders, and civilian employees: without amendment 


(Rept. No. 230). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 245, 


the establishment 


A bill to continue of a national military park 
at the battle field of Guilford Courthouse; without amendment 


(Rept. No. 231). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
248. A bill to authorize appropriations to be made for the 


disposition of remains of military personnel and civilian em- 
ployees the Army; without amendment (Rept. No. 232). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, 


e 
ol 


Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8736, 
A bill to provide for the inspection of the battle field of Brices 
Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, or Harris- 


without amendment (Rept. No. 233). Referred te 
he Whole House on the state of the Union. 
H. R. 
A bill providing for markers for the battle fields of Hast- 
port, Miss., and Iuka, Miss.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
224). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 227. A 
bill to regulate the appointment and duties of the superintend 
ent of the Antietam battle field; without amendment (Rep. No. 
235). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FURLOW: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 7938 
A bill to regulate sales by utilities in the Army; without amend- 
ment (Rep. No. 247). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JAMES: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 172. A 
bill to authorize the Secretary of War to grant and convey to 
the city of Vancouver a perpetnal easement for public highway 
purposes over and upon a portion of the Vancouver Barracks 
Military Reservation in the State of Washington; without 
amendment (Rep. No. 248). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


burg, Miss. ; 
the Committee of 

Mr. HILL of Alabama: Committee on Military Affairs. 
8737. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTRES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | amendment (Rept. N 245) Rt ad te nmittes 
RESOLUTIONS j Whole Hons 
‘ : | M REE«¢ Committ m Milita I ‘ ! I R. 8645 \ 
\ \i SW LIN Co be . ( Militas Af i H AX Sié2 , A fe a elief on W Mn n Taylor ‘ usa a : 
\ granting ul bD Robert P. Cooke t | ent (Rept. No. 24 Keferred e Committee of e Whol 
‘ Re \ 2 Re red the ¢ ima ao 
t WwW) Lious . = 
Mr, GLYNN: Committ Military Affairs. TH. R. 877 CHANGE OF REPERENCI 
4 bill for the f of George P. Bailey; without a1 it Uni 2 R XNIT discharged 
Re} No. 22 Referred t tl Comuuitt ‘ e \ e «tom the ¢ i f hicl I 
House folk 
LORIN: ¢ i M fai | is \ (tl { ! ‘ W ! 
‘ VW VW ox \ l \\ ( } ‘ lien 
hte No 2 hk < c"¢ i ’ { I I Atta 
Whole Honse, 4 bill (H. R. § } he 5 3 \ 
\} SPRAKS ( ninitte on M tary \ 3 Li . t Ins ! rn ( ( } a 
A bill to correct the military record f Will: theo SO ierred to t Committ on Way nad 3 
deceased ; without amendment (Rept. Ne. 222). Refer | \ bill (H. R. S367) for the ! ‘ Ver \. Leudbitter 
| iimniitee of the Whole Ho Ise ( mmittee on Claims d scharged thie rete read e ¢ miniittes 
\I JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee on Mi \ irs War Claims 
H. R. S796 \ bill for e relief of Martin I Duff ithor A Dill IT R 57) gray Y | Sh | Il 
endment (Rept. No. 223) Referred to the Committee of the Committee n Pensions discharged nd ferred he 
\\ e Llouse n | ilid Pe 
Mr. JOHNSON of J ( ‘ ( il a 
H. R, 8797. A bill for the relief of H. Adar PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTION 
menace I ih a) No. 224) ve re « ‘ 
Whole Hous U1 use Rule NNITTI, l bil resol 
\i URLO Committe M tal . Tp '¢ Q t t od etl and verully ete ed fell 
4 bill ' ' of William Lent ‘ \ 1 I Mr. FISH A bill H. R. S894 | ¢ i buil of 
R No 2 feferred » thre ni ¢ { ‘ { Lol é Na { sel i r f \i \ rica } } 
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I SPEAT i in Milita \ t Ground 
oT { 1 rs ( roe \ \I \ by \ j NCOCK \ i HH R l I I f 
Per ‘ ”" Ref } } ( ‘ N v ‘ nl a | il mpl é ‘ N vy wh if rel 
\ le Houst ss of household and ects d he irthquake w1 
Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. S805 lire in Jap n Sept >; to tl Committee on Naval 
\ bill for the relief of Martha D. McCune; without amendme Lihat 
Rept. No, 227) Referred to the Committee « | Whol By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8896) grantin 
House } consent of Co ess to tl ‘tate of Atal ! cons t, mm 
Mr. REECI Comn ee on Military Affa H. R. SS \ nd ope ‘ ' ase acl } ul Conecth R ! 
bill ithorizing the President to reappoint Maj. Harry Walt Comb ee on Interstate ind For ign Ce mnrerce 
Stephenson, United States Army (retired), to the position and By Mr. MORTON D. HULI \ bill (EL R. SS97) granti 
ank of major, Coast Artillery Corps, in the United State consent of Congress to the eity of Chicago to construct 
Army: without amendment (Rept. No. 228). Referred » the ~ cra ( UTE River at o1 r Om nndred and 
tieth Street in the city of Chicago, county of Cook, Stats 


Committee of the Whole House 


Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs H. R aT 4 Liltnois; t he Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme 

sir. ¢ . I ’ i il é is, i Vid . 

A bill for the relief of Lester Cooley; without a By Mr. LEAVITT (by departmental request): A bill (H. R. 

(Rept. No, 236). Referred t » Commit ( he Whole | S898) to previde for resteration to the public domain of cer- 

Honse tain lands in tl State f California which are now reserved for 
aes p . Indian allotment pury : o the on ee on Indian Affairs 


; — ‘ 
Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs, H. R, 8673. A ~ 
or the reliet Edward F. Weiskopf; without a: By Mr. OLIVER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. S899) granting th 
mii TOP Clie elel Wilt eiskopft ; it he . an . § ns | 
(Rept No. 237). Referred to the Committee of the Whol onsent of Cor ess to the highway department of the State « 
\lubama to coustruc 


House “7 


near Epes, Ala to the Committee on Interstate and Forei; 


+ 


a bridge across the Tombigbee River at 











Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Comnmittes ol Military Affairs 
ss 2 C‘ommerce 
} > SATO A bill for the relief of Feren my Vt . : 
H. RB. cist : ; y Also bill (Hi. R. S900) granting the «c ent of Conere oO 
without amendment (Rept. No. 238) Referred f he ¢ umit ; ; : ; S 
. eos . " the highway department of the State of Alabama to constri 
e of the Whole House i sus ; Tombiel Hives Gai a + 
on ' ” riige across the ombigbee River near Gaine lle on the 
Mr. GLYNN: Committ on Military <A I . 8509. | ao rn . 
cae tt eee an ‘ ce i R ’ . | Gainesville-Eutaw road between Sumter and Green Countie 
A bill for the relief of Albert O. Tucker: without am Iment A] te the ¢* it I 1F i Cc 
. . . 11a to tine oOmimnittee ¢ nterstate ane ‘oreign ommerce 
(Rept No. 239). Referred to the Committee of the Whole al . 7 
eee ’ : sha By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 8901) to amend and further 
iouse : " 
extend enefits of the act approved March 3, 1925, entitled 
° ,OY -: Commi e ilitar’ ffairs ? Qn7 4 ‘ are , 4 : 
; Mi : B at : 0 a, oa on a = Affi sae a ve An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Clain 
b for e rel f homas Murphy; ithout amendment : Re Bake = ‘ 
ti l = t i J le aa nas 3 rpay > With , amel au : hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgement in any and all 
{ ept ( 7 } rre te 1 . nittes al V hol ' ‘ . a 
= pt, » wot . teferred to he Commi i ! laims f atever nature. which fI Kansas or Kaw rril 
House | of Indians may have, or elaim to have eainst ti United 
" > . ‘ mi . Sinus A Pa fs I > oF . - : 
Ma BOY LAN ; Committee on Military Af airs. H. R. 8589. | States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
A bill for the relief of Thomas F. Nicholas; without amendn t Affairs 
( ite io. 24 feferrer o the Committe f the Whol > “" a ‘ . . ; 
: pt. No, 241). Referred he Committee of U bol By Mr. HALL of Indiana: A | H. R. 8902) granting 
louse Poastal : : 1 : ; ; 
ee double pension in all cases where an officer or enlister ian of 
Mr. BOYLAN: Committee on Military Affairs. FH. R. 8590. | the Navy ai gps AB ig el ae a tahlore abe 
. bn ¢ as ye ere wee. “aM >. | the Navy dies or is disabled in line of duty, as the resnlt « 
(s I] fol tne elief of NI holas Jones; without ame an ©} a’ submarine accident; to the Committee on Pensions 
OY n ‘ ") Iofa _ oO . ‘, , ‘ a ¢ +4} \ hale : " 
Ho pt. No, 242). Referred t the Committec tu n By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H ) 
ouse, | amend section 6 of the act of Congress approved 7 





ict to amend section 3 of the act of Congress 


28 1906. entitled ‘An act of Congress for the division 


Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8599. | 1995 entitled “An 
\ bill for the relief of Geor; D. Vedder: without amendment of June 2? 
Me pt. No. 243). Referred to the Committee of the Wh of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma. and 
louse. for other purposes’”’; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee on 3% Also, a bill (H. R. 8904) to regulate the payment of mone) 
iH. R. 8627. A bill for the relief of John Clark; 1out amend to adult members of the Osage Tribe of Indians; to the Com 
ment (Rept. No. 244). Referred to the Committee of the Whole | mittee on Indian Affairs. 
House, ty Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill €H. R. 8905) to authorize an 
Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee on Military Affairs appropriation for the construction of a fence along that section 
H. R. 8628. <A bill for the relief of Amos Dahuff; without | of the boundary of the United States and the Republic of Mexico 
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in and near the city of El Paso, Tex... known as Cordova Island, 
d for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
sy Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8906) to 

provide for the protection of food and game fish at diversion 


dams and cunal intakes of irrigation projects, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. S907) to fix standards for 
hampers, round stave baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and 
vegetables, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures 

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8908) to facilitate the natu 
ralization of aliens who served in the armed forces of the United 


ates during the World War 
Naturalization. 


to the Committee on Immigration 


By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8909) creating the 
Missouri-Arkansus-Red Rivers flood and drouth control dis- 
trict, prescribing its officers, fixing their duties and powers with 
reference thereto: to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 8910) to amend sec- 


tion 27 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the promotion 
and maintenance of the. American merchant marine, to repeal 
certain emergency legislation, and provide for the disposition, 


recniation, and use of property acquired thereunder, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 5, 1920: to the Committee on 
the Merehant Marine and Fisheries 

\Iso, a bill (HL. R. 8911) to extend the provisions of the act 
of Congress to December 29, 1916, entitled “An act to provide 
for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes,” to the 
Territory of Alaska; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 8912) to amend and con- 


solidate the acts respecting copyright, and to permit the United 
States to enter the International Copyright Union; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents 
Also, a bill CH. R. 
the act entitled “An 


“> 


SOLS) 
act 


to amend sections 42, and 44 of 
to amend and consolidate the act re- 


specting copyright,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee | : ; a 
. Dy PI ’ “ | were introduced and severally referred as follows: 


ol} Patents 


By Mr. WAINWRIGHT: A bill (HI. R. 8014) to amend the 


merchant marine act, 1920, insure a permanent passenger and | 
cargo service in the North Atlantie, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 8915) to provide for the 
detention of fugitives apprehended in the District of Columbia ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEERY: A bill (H. R. 8916) to erect 
the memory of Gen, William Campbell in Smythe County, Va.; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

3. Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: 
lish a hydrographic office at 
mittee on Naval Affairs 


to estab- 
the Com 


A bill 
Honolulu, 


(H. R. 8917) 
Hawaii; 


Ry Mr. OCONNELL: A bill (H. R. 8918) to amend the 
World War veterans’ act granting compensation to certain 
widows, minor children, and helpless children of such soldiers 


and sailors of the World War, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

ty Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 8919) authorizing the erection 
of a public warehouse for storage of Government supplies, and 
purchase and condemnation of real estate in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. S820) to amend 
World War adjusted compensation act: to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 

Also, a bill (H. R to determine proceedings in con- 
tested elections of Members of the House of Representatives ; 
te the Committee on Elections No. 1, 


SOL1) 


ty Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 8922) to erect monument on 
Le Bourget Field, Paris, France, to commemorate the Lindbergh 
flight from New York to Paris: to the Committee on the 
Library. 

hv Mr. MORIN: A bill (FH. R. 8923) to authorize appropria- 
tions for construction at West Point, N. Y.. and for other pur- 
poses: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (11. R. 8924) for the erection of 


a public building at Siloam Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (CH, R. 8925) for the erection of a publie building 
at Bentonville, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds 

By Mr.’ PARKS: A bill (H. R. granting the consent 
of Congress to the State Highway Commission of Arkansas to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across Red River 
near Garland, Ark, ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 8927) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to promote export trade, and for other purposes,” 
approved April 10, 1918; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


SUL6) 


a monument to | 
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5y Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 139) 


| that the use of submarines be prohibited and their construction 


discontinued in this and every other country; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Joint resolution (H. J, Res. 
sections 1 and 2 of the act of March 3, 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: Joint resolution (H. J. Res 
141) to authorize the President invite the Government of 
Great Britain to participate in the celebration ef the sesquicen 
tennial of the discovery of the Hawaiian Islands, and to provide 
for the participation of the Government of the United State 
therein; to the Committee Foreign Affairs. 


140) 
1891; to the C 


to amend 
mmmittee 


to 


ou 


$y Mr. BRAND of Ohio: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 142) 
for the appointment of Charles L. Darlington, of Ohio, as 


Soldiers: 


the National Home for 
Committee on Militar) 


Managers of 
to the 


member of the Board 
Disabled Volunteer 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
143) proposing an Amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: Resolution (HT. 81) to il 
vestigate the accuracy of certain reports of the Department of 
Agriculture relative to cotton; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLY: Resolution (H. Res. 82) to provide for the 
printing as a public document the compilation made by M. A 


Res, 


Musmanno from the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp of the facts re- 
garding all amendments of the Constitution of the United 


States proposed since 1889; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GARBER: Resolution (H. Res. 83) to curtail the im 
portation of farm products, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills aud resolutions 

By Mr. ADKINS: A bill (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to 
Jessie Parker Booth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. -.RNOLD: A bill (H. R. 8929) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah J. Shepard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a 
Landis ; 


bill (H. R. 8930) 
to the Committee on 


granting a Drusilla 


Invalid 


pension to 


Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of John B. Brasel: 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 89382) granting an 


increase of pension to Anna Voss; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


By Mr. BRIGHAM: A bill (HL R. 


8935) granting an increase 


of pension to Maxey A. Dow; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. A. 8934) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary G. Dean; to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BUCKBEE: A bill (H. R. 8935) 
of pension to Margarett E. G. Atkinson; 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (71. 


granting an increase 
to the Committee on 


R. 8936) granting an increase of pension to 
Lavina Prentice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8987) granting an increase of pension 
Minnie H. R. Bell: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUSHONG: A bill (H. R. 8935) granting a pension 
to Lydia E. Enochs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8989) granting a pension to Priscilla 
Hillegas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 8940) granting 
of pension to Rose A. Houchen; to the Committee 


Pensions 


to 


increase 
Invalid 


an 
on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8941) granting a pension to Frank James 
Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8942) granting a pension to Leroy Catla 
hoone; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R- 89483) granting a pension to Sam Mogi; 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increas 
of pension to Amanda Shannon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 8945) granting a pensio! 
to David I. Stanbury; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 8946) granting a pension 
to Margaret Bonds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8947) granting a pension to Sallie Arnold; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8948) granting a pension to Mary Jarrell ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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FAUST: A bill (H. R. 8949) fer the relief of A. D. 
McHenry; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (HH. rranting 
an imerease of pension to Anna Koropp; to the Committee on 
Li valid Pensions 

By Mr. W. T 


“I 


by Mr. 


R. S950) 


FITZGERALD: A bill (EL R. 


8951) granting 


a pension to Mar) Rector Diekman; to the Committee o1 
Pensions. 
Rv Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 8952) granting an increase of 


pension to Dora P. Miller; to the C minittee on Invalid Per 
S1onTis, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8953) gr anting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Kendall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. SU54 ) 
Ellen T. Croshier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8956) for the relief of Seymour Buckley; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORT: A bill (H. R. 8957) to reimburse Joseph Rosen, 
formerly of the United States Navy, for losses sustained while 
earrving out his duties; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8958) granting a pe 
sion to Cornelius N. Kinder; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8959) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Pope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Maggie E. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

ty Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 8961) for the relief of 
Daniel S. Schaffer Co. (Inc.) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) granting a pension to Martha 
Crusnach; to the Committee on Pensions. 


$055) 


By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8963) for the 
relief of Richard H. Beier; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8964) granting a pension to 


Martha Hutchins; 
By Mr. GARBER: 
of pension to Gilla A. 
sions, 
3y Mr. 
increase of pension to Eunice R. 
Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
A bill (H. R. 8965) granting an increase 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8966) 
Bolin; to the 


granting an 
Committee on 


By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 8967) granting a pension to 
Edward M. Gantt; to the Committee on Pensions. 
sy Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 8968) to allow credit in 


the accounts of William Committee on 
Agriculture. 

ty Mr. HERSEY: 
pension to Mary V. 
sions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 
pension to Nancy C. Lett; 

By Mr. HOLADAY: 


A. Sehoenfeld; to the 


Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


8970) 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 8971) granting a pension to 
Anna Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8972) granting 
a pension to Miles Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 8973) fer the relief of the estate of 
Charles Le Roy, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8974) authorizing 
the President to order Oren W. Rynearson before a retiring 
board for a hearing of his case and upon the findings of such 
board determine whether or not he be placed on the retired 
list with the rank and pay held by him at the time of his 
resignation ; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8975) for the 
elief of Martha Rosemond; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 8976) granting a pension to 
Olive B. Powers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8977) for the relief of Capt. 
De Witt Blamer, United States Navy, retired; to the Commit 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 
Pierson; to the Committee on Naval 


8978) for the relief of Patrick 
Affairs. 


Joseph 


By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 8979) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan JI. Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8980) granting a 
pension to Alma S. Kendall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8981) granting a pension to Maria Morton; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 8982) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theresa Creiss; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


A bill (H. R. 8969) granting an inerease of 


granting an increase of 
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granting an increase of pension to ! 


Invalid 


; Martha J. 
8960) granting an increase of pension to | 


By Mr. LOWREY: A bill (H. R. S885) for the relief of 

illiam G. Beaty, deceased; te the Committee on Military 

fairs 

“BS Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. SOS4) granting a pension to 
William J. Melvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By _ M FADDEN: A bill (H. R. S985) to reimburse Dayton 


Mi = fig ‘ f Towanda, Pa., fo losses, amounting to $15,000, 
Susi ale by them in 1918 and 1919 in the handling or deatir 
in or with wheat-flour substitutes; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R, 8986) for the relief of 
John W. Bates; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. MAJO R of Illinois: A bill (H. R. S987) for the relief 
of John R. Butler; to the Committee on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. SOSS) for the relief of Milton Lonesdorf: te 
he Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R 
nilitary record of William H. Murphy; 
Military Affairs 
By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8990) granting 
pension tO Mary Jane Mullett: to the € 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 
Sarah A. Gilbreath; 


‘ 
SOSOD) correcting the 
} 


to the Committee on 
an increase of 
mmiitee on Invalid 


$991) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8992) granting an imcrease of pension te 
Mary Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 8993) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8994) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Dubbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8995) granting a pension to Miss Ollie 
Painter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 8996) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Day; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8997) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Rebinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 8998) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 8999) for the relief of 
Omer D. Lewis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (HL. R. 9000) to correct the military 
record of John Ralston; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9001) to correct the military record of 
Henry BE. Thomas, alias Christopher Timmerman; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: A bill (H. R. 9002) for the relief of Clar 
ence G. Stonestreet; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 9003) for the relief of 
Charles H. Niehaus, seulptor, fer losses in connection with 
Francis Seott Key Memorial at Baltimore, Md.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (HL R. 8004) 
of pension to Sarah J. Heiser; to the 
Pensions. 

By Mrs. 


granting an inerease 
Committee on Invalid 


ROGERS: A bill (HL. 
V. J. Brennan in the West Point 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9006) to correct the naval record of Fred 
I. Ward; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9007) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Banker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THURSTON: A bill (H. R. 9008) granting a pension 
to John ©. Sinco; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 9009) for the relief of Francis 
Leo Shea; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 9010) for the relief of Paul 
BE. Haden: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. R. 9011) granting an 
of pension to Anna A, Arthur; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WARREN: A bill (H. R. 9012) 
exaniination and survey of Rollinson 
Pamlico Sound to Hatteras, N. C.; 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WASON: 
pension to Clara B. 
Pensions. 

$y Mr. WATRES: A bill (H. R. 9014) for the relief of 
Anthony Mullen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of lLilinois: A bill (H. R. 9015) granting 
a pension to John A. Sutliff; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL R. 9016) granting an inerease of pension to 
Susan Goble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WLLSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9017) to rein- 
state Joe Burton Coursey in the West Point Military Academy ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


John 
Academy; to the 


R. 9005) to reinstate 
Military 


increase 
Invalid 


to provide for an 
Channel leading from 
to the Committee on Rivers 


A bill (H. R. 9013) granting an increase of 
Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

(Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

1068. Petition of American Equity Association, Washington, 
Ib. C., protesting against the adoption of House bill 78, the 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1069. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition from citizens of Olney, IIL. 
and vicinity protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1070. By Mr. BARBOUR: Resolution of Corcoran Chamber of 
Commerce, Corcoran, Calif., opposing legislation placing immi- 
gration from Mexico on a quota basis; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1071. Also, petition of citizens of the seventh congressional dis- 
trict of California, against the Lankford Sunday bill (H. R. 78) ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1072. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of citizens of Charlevoix 
County, Mich., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1073. Also, petition of citizens of Masonville, Mich., against 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1074. Also, petition of citizens of Antrim County, Mich., 
against House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1075. Also, petition of citizens of Onaway, Mich., against 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1076. Also, petition of citizens of Cheboygan County, Mich., 
against House bill 78: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1077. By Mr. BOIES: Petitions signed by citizens of Sioux 
City, Woodbury County, State of Iowa, protesting against the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1078. Also, petition signed by citizens of Spencer, Clay County, 
Towa, protesting against the compulsory Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1079. By Mr. BRIGHAM: Petition of Dr, A. J. Burdette, 
Mrs. W. EF. Walbridge, and 12 other citizens of Montgomery, 
Vt., protesting against the passage of the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1080. Also, petition of Arthur W. Perkins, P. G. Whitcomb, 
and 116 other citizens of Rutland, Vt., urging that Congress 
do not pass the compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1081. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of L. H. Gardiner, of Sheri- 
dan, Ill, and 67 other citizens of Sheridan, Chicago, and 
Marseilles, Ill, protesting against the Lankford compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1082. Also, petition of F. S. Wier and 17 other citizens of 
Sheridan, IlL, protesting against the Lankford compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1083. Also, petition of John Klein, jr., and 365 other citizens 
of Rockford, IL, protesting against the Lankford compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

1084. By Mr. BURTON: Resolution of the Council of the City 
of Cleveland, Ohio, No, 81765, adopted January 2, 1928, indors- 
ing House bill 25, and the identical Senate bill 1727, providing 
for a liberalization of the retirement laws for postal and other 
civil-service employees; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

1085. Also, resolution of Camp Washington Council, No. 43, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, Cincinnati, Obio, 
indorsing registration of all aliens in the United States; re- 
questing the passage of an alien deportation law, such as the 
Holaday bill in the last Congress, and requesting there be no 
further postponement of the national origins provision of the 
immigration law; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, 

1086. By Mr. CARLEY: Petition of Luene BE, Ursin, of 674 
Forty-ninth Street, Brooklyn, N. Y., and 83 citizens of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., protesting against the passage of compulsory Sunday 
observance as proposed in the Lankford bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1087. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of G. L. Bissonnette and 
other petitioners, of Carlton, Minn., protesting against the com- 
pulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

1088. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of Bertie Sage and many 
others, of Berkeley, Calif. protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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1089. Also, petition of John C. Ferris and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1090, Also, petition of Clarence S. Drake and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1091. Also, petition of William Kniss and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1092. Also, petition of John McDonald and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1093. Also, petition of Edison I. H. Jacobs and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1094. Also, petition of Harry J. Kushner and many others, 
of Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1095. Also, petition of Jerome Crovietto any many others, 
of Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, the Sunday bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1096, Also, petition of Mrs. C. E. Powell and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1097. Also, petition of S. I. Carter and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1098. Also, petition of Irene Z. Brooks and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1099. Also, petition of Mrs, R. A. Crouch and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1100. Also, petition of Mrs. C. W. Johnson and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1101. Also, petition of Nellie Laurens and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1102. Also. petition of H. E. Herth and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, known as the Sunday bill; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

1103. Also, petition of J. W. Reid and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1104. Also, petition of O. M. Blackwood and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1105. By Mr. CLAGUE: Petition of R. E. Hendricks and 
others, opposing the passage of House bill 78, compulsory Sunday 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1106. Also, petition of Alfred Jorgensen, and others, opposing 
passage of House bill 78, compulsory Sunday bill; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1107. By Mr. CORNING: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
city of Albany, protesting against the passage of House bill 738, 
known as the Lankford bill, relative to Sunday observance in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1108. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petitions signed by 193 residents of 
Michigan, from Otter Lake, Fostoria, Imlay City, Lapeer, Vis 
sar, Millington, Kings Mill, Almont, and Port Huron, protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78, or any other compulsory) 
Sunday observance bills; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1109. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of numerous residents o! 
Schenectady, N. Y., protesting against compulsory Sunda) 
observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1110. By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Frank Holliday, o! 
Blossvale, N. Y., and others, protesting against compulsory 
Sunday observance laws in the District of Columbia; to th 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1111. Also, petition of Margaret Downey and others, of Utica 
N. Y., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws i! 
the District of Columbia; to the Commitiee on the District o! 
Columbia. 

1112. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Buffalo 
N. ¥., against so-called Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) ; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1113. By Mr. DRIVER: Petition signed by 122 citizens oi 
Clay County, Ark., protesting against the passage of the Lank 
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ford mn Sunday observance bill; to the 
the District 


Committee on 
of Columbia 

i114. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Mrs. H. A 
Green and 200 other citizens of Missoula, Mont 
against the passage of House bill 78, the Lankford Sunday 
ance bill: to the Committee on the District of 
1115. By Maz FAUSI Petition of citizens of Noda \ 
County, Mo., against the passage of House bill 78; t 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1116. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 73 
Idaho, protesting against enactment of House bill 75 or ott 
compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

1117. By M FULBRIGHT: 


protesting 


ser 





citizens of Weiser 


etition of citizens of Reeds 


Spring, Mo., and vicinity, protesting against the passage 
House bill 78 or any legislation for compulsory Sunday 


servance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


1118. Also, petition of citizei of Pomona, Mé protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78 or any legislation fo 
compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1119. Also, petition of citizens of West Plains, M: protesting 
igainst the passage of House bill 738 or any legisiation for 
compulsory Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia 

1120. Also, petition of citizens of Brown Springs, Mo aa 
vicinity, protesting against the passage of House bill 73, 


any legislation for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com “| 
mittee on the District of Columbia } 
1121. Also, petition of citizens of Brown Branch, Mo., protest 
ing against the passage of House bill 78, or any legialat ion for | 
compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia 
1122. Also, petit 
against the passage of House bill 78, or any legislation for the | 
compulsory observance of Sunday; to the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia. 
By Mr. GARBER: Petition of the Chamber of Com- | 
merece of’ Woodward, Okla., urging the appropriation of at least 
$60,000 to provide for the establishment and maintenance of 
adequate work in forestry, orcharding, poultry, and hogs at the 
United States field station at Woodward, Okla.; to the Com 
mittee on Agriculture. 
1124. Also, letter from C. C. Brown, civil engineer, N¢ a 
East Fourteenth Street, Oklahoma City, Okla., in r 
flood control in the Mississippi Valley ; to the mee i 
| 
y | 
' 


ion of citizens of Poplai Bluff, Mo., protesting j 








Flood Control. 
1125. Also, letter from the American Bar Associati 
Thomas W. Shelton, Norfolk. Va., urging the passage of Fon use 
bill 5621 and Senute bill 759; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
1126. Also, petition protesting the passage of House bill 78 for 
compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 
1127. By Mr. 
Riviera, Tex., 


ARNER of Texas: Petition of citizens of 
against compulsory Sunday observance; to the | 

Committee on the District of Columbia 
1128. By Mr. ¢ Petition of residents of Jamai et 
ind vicinity, protesting agains 
sory Sunday 


proposed legislation for compul 
the District of Columbia; t the 





Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1129. Also, petition of residents of Orwell, Vt., and vicinity 
pposing proposed legislation for compulsory Sunday observance 
in the District of Columbia: to the Committee on the District 
{ lumbia | 
1130. By Mr. GOODWIN: Petition of Mrs. Ella L. Mills and | 
eight other residents, of Howard Lake, Minn.. protesting against | 
House bill 78, the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia 


1151. Also, petition of William Bullis and 43 other residents 
of Robbinsdale, Minneapolis, and Columbia Heights, Min 
‘against the Lankford Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) 
mmittee on the District of Columbia 

1132. Also, petition of M. N. Nelson and 77 other resident | 
of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting against the Lankford Sunday | 
observance bill (HI. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of 

1153. Also, petition of Mildred E. Nelson and 33 other resi- 
vents, of Braham and Grasston, Minn., opposing House bill 78 
he Lankford Sunday observance bill: to the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia. 

1134, Also, petition of Mrs. R. V 
dents, of Mound. 
resting 


Kinney and 99 other resi 
Maple Plain, and Minneapolis, Minn., pro- | 
against the enactment into law of House bill 78, the 
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


| Grymes Raltin re, Md., 


| County, W ar 


\ 
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1135. Also, petition of Mrs. A. Granbois and 15 I sidents 
of the city of Minneapoli Miun., protesting agains e enact 
ment into law of Hous (S, the Lankford Sund: rvauce 
bill; to the Committee on the District of ¢ uimbia 

1136. Al petition of Mrs. Alma Jol wnd 
dents of Pin City, Rock Creek, nd Stanchtield, Mini pre 

sting aginst Howse bill 7s, the Lankford bill he ¢ i 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1137. Also, petition of Willia M. Swaggert a 61 the 


residents of Hennepin County and the city of Minneapolis 


he Lankford bill (H 


Ss a i R . to thre 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
1138. Also, petition of H. N. Sherva and 8&3 other residents 
f Mu Minn., } ‘sting gainst the provisions of 
House bill 78, know t) Lankford bill: to the Commit 


on the District of Columbia 

1159. Also, petition of Mrs. EF D. Rogers and 59 other resi- 
dents of Minneapolis, M protesting against the enactment 
into law of House bill 78, known as the Lankford bill: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

1140. Also, petition of Gust S. Sundquist and 16 other resi- 
dents of the city of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting 
enactment into law of House bill 78, known as the Lankford 
bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1141. Also, petition of Mrs. F. W. Berg and 58 other residents 
of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting against the Lankford bill 
(H. R. 78) and objecting to its enactment into law: to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1142. Also, petition of Anna Oswald and 48 other residents 
of Sturgeon Lake and Denham, Minn.. protesting against House 
bill 78, the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Commiitee 
on the District of Columbia 
GOLDSBOROUGH: Petition of Herbert TL. 
in behalf of appropriations for national 
rifle match in the fall of 1928; to the Committee on Ap- 

1 


14. Also, | ition of Walter V. Shipley. Cockeysville, Md.. in 
] itches in the fall of 


f of appropriations for national rifle n 
1SZS: to the Ce mmittee on 

1145. Also, petition of Fendall Marbury. Baltimore, Md n 
behalf of national rifle matches in the fall of 1928: to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

1146. Also, petition of W. Earle Withgott, Faston, Md., in 
behalf of national rifle matches in the fall of 1928 o the Com 
mittee on Appropriations. 

1147. By Mr. GUYER: Petition of citizens of Franklin County, 
Kabs., protesting the enactment of any Sunday observance Ik 
lation, and particularly House bill 78; to the 
District of Columbia 

1148. Also, petition of citizens of Linn County, Kans., pro 
testing the enactment of any Sunday observance legislation, and 
particularly House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1149. Also, petition of citizens of Douglas County, Kans., 
protesting the enactment of any Sunday observance legislation, 
and particularly House bill 78: to the Committee on the District 


Appropriations 


Committee on the 


| of Columbia. 


1150. By Mr. HILL of Washington: Petition of Earl W. 
Hanson, of Omak, Wash., and 115 other persons of Okanogan 
County, Wash., protesting against House bill 78, and all other 
proposed legislation to compel Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

1151. Also, petition of FE. C. Robison, of Omak, Wash.. and 60 
other persons of Omak, Wash., protesting against House bill 78 
and all other proposed legislation compelling Sunday observ- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1152. Also, petition of A. E. Allbery and 49 others, of 
protesting against legislation compelling Sun 
observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1153. By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of Glen Ridge Battalion 
Forum, of New Jersey. favoring the appropriating of sufficient 
funds to provide adequate and proper housing for its officers 
and enlisted men; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

1154. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of O. D. Andrews and 59 
other residents of Pittsford, Mich., protesting against the en- 
actment ef compulsory Sunday observance legislation fer the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

1155. By Mr 
La., against House bill 


Spokane 


KEMP: Petition of citizens of Baton Ron 
to the Committee on the District of 


| Columbia. 


1156. Also, petition of citizens of Hammond. La., against 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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1157. Also, 


Denham Springs, La., against House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia 
1158. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of Raymond Koch and other 


of Walcott, Lowa, protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or any other bill enforcing the observance of the 
Sabbath; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1159. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of 298 citizens of Marceline 
Brookfield, Spickard, Milan, Cora, and other communities in 
Missouri, opposing the enactment of House bill 78; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


citizens 


1160. By Mr. LUCE: Petition of citizens of Medway, Mass., 
protesting against the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1161. By Mr. LYON: Petition of certain citizens of Wilming 
ton, N. C., protesting against passage of House bill 78, Sunday 


observance bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 

1162. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Buffalo, N. Y., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1163. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the National Surety 
Co. of New York, with reference to section 141, paragraph A, 
of the proposed income tax law (H. R. 1); to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 

1164. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State 
of New York, with to the revenue bill, section 611 
entitled “ Collections stayed by claim in abatement,” and sec 
tion 612, violating statutes of limitations opposed; to the Com 


reference 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

1165. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, favoring consolidated returns of corpora- 
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1166. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, favoring the establishment of a permanent 
parcel post between the Republic of Cuba and the United 
Stutes: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1167. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 


State of New York, favoring the adoption by the United States 
Shipping Board of the policy of agreeing to adjust by arbitra- 
tion future disputes arising between itself or the Merchant 
Fleet Corporation or its operators and shippers; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

1168. By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: Petition of citizens of 
Springfield, Mo., protesting against the passage of the Lank- 
ford bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1169. Also, petition of citizens 
against the of the Lankford 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1170. Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Greene County, 
Mo., protesting against the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 
78): to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1171. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 18 citizens of Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich., against the passage of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1172. By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Bridgeport, Conn., against House bill 78; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

1173. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Jackson, Lenawee, and Washtenaw Counties, Mich., protesting 
against the passage of the compulsory Sunday observance bill 
(H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1174. By Mr. MILLIGAN: Petition signed by 112 citizens of 
Gentry County, Mo., protesting against the passage of the com- 
pulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee 
on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1175. By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of Cleveland City Council, 
indorsing the Lehlbach retirement bill (H. R. 25) ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service. 

1176. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., protesting against House bill 78, compulsory Sunday 
observance for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1177. Also, petition of citizens of Albuquerque, N. Mex., pro- 
testing against House bill 78, compulsory Sunday observance 
for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1178. Also, petition of citizens of Dexter, N. Mex., protesting 
against House bill 78, compulsory Sunday observance for the 
District of Columbia; to the Cemmittee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1179. By Mr. RATHBONE: Petition of 39 citizens of Chicago, 
lll., for passage of legislation increasing pensions for Civil War 


of Slater, 
bill (H. 


Mo., 
R. 78); 


protesting 
to the 


passage 
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petition of certain citizens of Baton Rouge and 


JANUARY 9 


survivors and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

1180. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition from about 27 
citizens of Hampton, Franklin County, Iowa, protesting against 
the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill: to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1181. By Mrs. ROGERS: Petition of William T. Rolfe and 
55 other adult residents of Lowell, Mass. and vicinity, against 
compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Commit 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


1182. Also, petition of Mrs. Jos. B. Emery and other residents 
of Westford and Lowell, Mass., against compulsory Sunday 
observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia. 
1183. Also, petition of Mr. Jos. B. Emery and other residents 


of Lowell, Mass., against compulsory Sunday observance bill 
(H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1184. By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of Clarence Fisher and 


others, of La Belle, Mo., against passage of House bill 78: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1185. Also, petition of J. W. Hardman and others, of Monti 
cello, Miss., against passage of House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

1186. By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Petition against compul 
sory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1187. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by 
H. G. Thomas and others, of Yakima County, Wash., protesting 
against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legis 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1188. Also, petition signed by BE. O. Seversen and others, of 
Yakima County, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee or 
the District of Columbia 


ol 


1189. Also, petition signed by C, A. Randolph and others 
of Yakima County, Wash... protesting against the enactment 


of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committe 
on the District of Columbia. 

1190. Also, petition signed by W. S. Decker and others, 
Yakima County, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1191. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of Riverside and 
San Diego, Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday 
servance Jaws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1192. Also, petition of citizens of Brea, Calif., protestins 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committe: 
on the District of Columbia. 

1193. Also, petition of citizens of Orange and Los Angele: 
Counties, Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday obsery 
ance laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1194. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside and Orange Coun 
ties, Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observanc: 
laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1195. Also, petition of citizens of Imperial County, 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1196. Also, petition of citizens of Orange, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1197. Also, petition of citizens of La Mesa and Encanto 
Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1198. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of Mr. C. 
18 other citizens of Trenton, Ga., protesting ¢ 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the ¢ 
District of Columbia. 

1199. By Mr. TILLMAN. Petition of H. A. Fritts and diver 
other citizens of Arkansas, protesting against all bills seeking 
to compel Sunday observance in the District of Columbia; | 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1200. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of 141 resi 
dents of Montcalm County, Mich., protesting against the pa 
sage of House bill 78, or any other bill providing for compulso! 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of © 
lumbia. 

1201. Also, petition of 58 residents of Vestaburg, Mich., pr 
testing against the passage of House bill 78, or any other bi 
providing for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Commit' 
on the District of Columbia. 

1202. Also, petition of 161 residents of the city of Saginaw, 
Mich., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or an 
other bill providing for compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ol 


ob 


Calif 
to the 


F. Ballard and 
igainst any con 
‘ommittee on the 
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1% A} ‘ of IRF ‘ he ner f I i + ¢ f ‘ e f 
M protesti gain ! ize of bill 78 | United Stat rv ‘ \ a 
other | ! i or compulsory Sunda bSer t he | ‘ 
Committee I I ‘ nmbia i s y 
204. Al et ! fF 100 re of I M pr Nati ~ 
‘ gail the ge of House bill 7&8 ny | l d I l ' 
j viding for compuisoel su iv ot vance he ¢ l L «x \ : 
nthe Db I or ¢ I . t i ‘ : ' 
1205. Also. } 170 1 of Grat Ce MI N t 
protesting agau assage of Hous ill 7S ny ot bill mit y } 
providing for « p v Sunday observance; f he Con Ss 8 ed ! l 
the District of ¢ abi s i t 
1206, Also etitior f 119 residents « the eight] ’ 
sional district of Michigs protesting against ft | f f ‘ ‘ i de 
; HH e bill 78 or any other bill pr Laine TOP COMPuUisc “ ty " ™ 
obse i { t | Committe n the Distri ‘ cs ! t “ 
1207. By Mr. WEAVER: P or f cl s of H rsol t nal h 
| vill N. ( prot i against the passage of Hou TR tect ly Ss ‘ 3 e { . ; 


1208. Al eti of citiz of Old Fort, N. C., prot I : the r ! t avoid i 
ucainst passage House bill 78; to the Committee « the D 
trict of ¢ umbia It S enie I . 7 . - that ‘ , ‘ ‘ 
1209. Also, petition of citizens of Tryon, N. ¢ protesting | Ss oO! er that to-mort mat . - 
) aga! f the Lankford Sunday observance bill (CH. I 8 ir a , ‘ 
iS): to the Committe on the District of Columbia | vill. 1 ' . ' ‘ a Stit, i 


1210. By Mr. WOOD: Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 6 of ly 


pMiSsaLe 














the seventy-fifth regular session of the General Assembl oft the U red ( I nd ] ! ~ 
State of lndiana requesting t Congress to appropriate funds | of the 1 is S 
to earry out certain recommendations of the Chief of Staff of | State, el it t 1 that no 8S 
he United States Army to be used in the furtherance of the ts de | lore " 
national delense ax ol 1920; to the Committer ( A r' ‘ I fur ‘ for . 
1 priations. ban te a ¢ : 
— a ———— u \ D x Y ' r 
i i 1” ! ‘ t ‘ ‘ - 
“ YA I,’ j 
5] VA | i | nd t I the 
r 4 4 | I Penate I I 5 M 
| Pcespay, Janua 0, 19 08 thie of whethe h M ; ' 
. . P 4 . } t ; y 2 ‘ ' 
ol ( Legis dative day of Monday, Januar , JO2ZR) Cor I s } i h 
} alif tn @ the ( { . 
: The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on t] pira- After its M } ileal tient ail alt ten © 
() . - . J 
tion of the re« s > ar f , ‘ 
Mr. CURTIS Mr. President, I iggest the abs of a x M 
ni 
quorum, I f U shen S 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the 1 , as ci 
The legistative erk ca 1 the roll, and the ving : 4 t : : tod 
y i 
= enators answered to tt r names: : , ar : ' t 
. A rst ‘ King S parc fice ft ’ ‘ t Q } 
Bark twards La Follett tead 
le Bavard Fey Mek ' . , - Dp. 
\ Bb } I McLeat Smo Nei ! Ser ral f ; 1 ¢ 
Black Pletcher McMas Stecl h ! l 
Elaine MeNari S 
y | ‘ j f ‘ t = i N I r 
un S Y era o 
nt } } G M a] S r ! s r I } 1 } ; 
Gillett Mi Che nor ti . t ' ‘ N 
Brookl Gould Ne ck I atl n . ‘ . 
if ous ] Greene Norris I ir . 
+} Bruce H N ve [vsor I t t r vy f I I is 
pper I r Oda Wag I t 1 & 
Caraway Harrison Ov y Wr 7 ; m 
in eland Hawes Phipps Waleh. 1 : ele I ' la t 
( el li I Pine V rre R bl ir ndid f t X + f 1 . 
Ransdell Wat enadl ‘ “- aes 
I Howell Re . Pa \ ! Stat 4 ' ‘ ‘ : 
i Johnson Robinson, Ark \ f I questi ; ' : 
leneen Jones Robinson, Ind Willis bee! tised t ‘ : t LO2 he § 
ws pill Kendrick Sackett ontest of any kind w é t d, and g n has ¢ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senator having een made but tl I was the of i rge n rit f the Re 
al ‘ . . . . ‘ , ' 
answered to their hames, a quorum is present. n vot of Illi 
on Bet weer he pl ies \ nd t} é ‘ IN 
tl . SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS ber 2. 1926. I ¥ : a +e : , 
Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent t ntest W ed and eve tense nd ‘ y kind 
vel have printed in the Recorp a statement by Senator-elect FRANK u haracter tl has ever been made a t me anyw e was laid 
KL A L. SmirH, of Illinois, before the special committee on expendi efore the voters of my State, wl ive known me al] my lift r} 
Sai a ures in senatoria] elections at its meeting « saturda ent resulted in n election | le ‘ t That result was 

f . ‘ , . 

; There being no objectiol he ti nent ¥ s ordered printed ivassed | e Stat I r ! ‘ test Bo « ‘ D 
1'¢ } he Recorp, as follow br t ad ndiIw~ d rtified I Ser of the United Stat 
pa ° s the wr nite i ft Stat “— of 

MENT OF THE HON. FRANK L., $ ( : 
st : Senators 
4 I 8 mI J rh PA i ; 
‘ = ‘ . 4 Muorthe } j of . of 1 G t, 
‘ - ' 
4 record I the ‘ re r dopte both hou * 
> ' . : 
p ; s 1. Mr. ( rmatr en of t o1 d General A y I o4 y coustitutianal 
l t he I y ’ «= } f t ' ' I lee ¢ ot | 
it pectiully come before y« t mak statement s briefl as t ‘ ] vy ¢ ted 
tances and the importan of the present matter ffecting he I ar not nmindful t perhaps it might be 1 it ly expedient, 
na ople of Illinois and myself will admit so far as my individ l rtul may ‘ nceerned, t ) ie to waive 
al iY ror 110 years Ii is has been a member of the Union of States which | the constitutional rights of my State for the irregular opportunity of 
» ti ee omprise our Nation. More than 7,000,000 people within her borders trying to onvince the distinguished members of t special : 
; t > a . i . . 
ss a irectly yneerned and affected by the denial of her constitutional mittee that the certif te of moral fitness, which people of I 4 
a 
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gave me | neral el wis merited But if individual misfor | Seventh. By interpretation of the Supreme Court of Illinois in sup 
tune e by my of refusing to sanction what I believe to be | port of my position to my right to membership in this bedy. 
n unconst tional pi g, I sl I ) omforted with Under the circumstances now confronting me I can at this time do 
the tl t t if i f r 1 i denial of t rights of my neither 10 n ss than to insist upon the sovereign rights of the 
te ft € itical pediency shall b juiesced in, it will | State whose credentials I bear. ‘That right is to have the candidate of 
) one other t wi f My 8 is honored m«e | her choi who sesses all the constitutional al tions, admitted 
j to x j v ite r personal sacrifice to membership i this body, thereby according m State the equal 
I e that I s i rm in j test ag st the | representation to W 1 s i ynstitutionall ntitled When that 
Ss right is granted, then shall freely, gladly, and ifraid meet any and 
| fr ¢ of | il ition in an imendable article | all charges respecting my moral or other fitness to continue a Member 
i ‘ s represent e United States | of this distinguished body. But unless and until the right of my State 
~ I is 1 t lin ha een deprived of this to such full, equ d « inuous representation is tirst accorded I 
} can not become a party to an unwarra! precedent, nor to any pre- 
[ from f ] ( st ion provided t t United States | tended inquiry as to my personal fitness for association with the dis- 
ld ‘ i legislatures, Illinois was one tinguished men now composing the Senate of the United States. 
: ind firm that this power should be | Great as my ambition to sit in the Senate ave been, and keen 
! ‘ My lentials therefore, a indate from the 8 my regret may be for the denial of my righ sion to this body, 
| Iilinei i res of a general election against which there the dut owe to the people who have honored me is the thing of highest 
l nor n there lie a charge of fraud or irregularity. importance in my life To keep faith with this pecple is to me a greater 
! ph in ke throu their repr ntatives in the adoption thing than to be a Senator, and I shall keep faith with them, whatever 
! ions eati { lelewa mn 1 the constitutional rights of | the cost to myself shall be 
I which h , a } My p tion is supported by the | ro keep faith with my people my course must be compatible with 
i i " people y the act of the general assembly of my | their rights The people of Illinoi know their rights under the 
e \ l US ODil n of the Supreme Court of Illinois. | Constitution. They know them by the unbroken practice of 150 years 
In \v I 61, n yr a page 41 Illinois Supreme Court They know them by the traditions which have been handed down from 
Rey Suy ( t of Illinois said | the fou of this Nation, They know them by the history of their 
All per re « eligible to office who are not excluded by } country They know their rights from that instinctive, inherent 
soli ) ional o1 gal disqualification. * * * Eligibility to | knowledge which tells all men in their souls whether they are bond 
rth therefore l s equally to persons whomsoever not ex luded or free ; 
y e ¢ itution The citizens of Illinois knew that if they are a free people of a 
And t t ‘ | sovereign State they have the right, upon the day and in the manner 
the legislatur can not sta i rbitr exclusions from office or | prescribed by law, to choose of their own free will whomsoever they 
i gulation req ing qualifications which the constitution please to send as their representative to the Nation’s Capital. They 
s not required.” | know that if they are restricted in this choice by the whim, the 
I rt further say | caprice, or even the conviction of any power on earth other than 





Ther a distinction between the office created by the constitution | ¢pemselves that they are not free but are the bondsmen of tyranny. 
ind t se created by statute Where an office is created by statute, I am here as their carefully considered and lawfully made choice for 
it is wholly within the p wer of the legislatur cre AEANG Et. Phe length |} Senator, ‘Therefore, in their name, and with full authority from my 
of term and mode of appointment may be altered at pleasure and the | State and my people, I protest against any invasion of their rights, 
off may be abolished a ther.” } and demand that their choice of a Senator be respected, and that the 

But the court makes this important distinction: | 


not so of constit 


utional office.” a i r oiy y 
j created it by giving 





one 


Senate of the United States keep the faith of the Constitution which 
i to the 


representative of Ulinois the seat justly 


The « rt further reasons 4 _, | due him. 
It may be true that many persons having the constitutional qualifi 4} . : as a. 
; ; , " ie If the Senate shall not comply with this demand; if it shall con 
cation i wholly unfit t discharge the duties olf many ofiices within re y 7 
mre : , : tinue to deny to my State the right to bave her representative adminis 
th State ut if the legislature possesses the power to vary the con * ; ‘ - oo ta : 
, . : . ap, | tered the oath of office; and if it shall at last refuse to accord to the 
tutional qualifications for office by adding new requirements or im- | third Stat : t ; 
: 1 "$2 08. ane . : hird State in the Union the equal representation guaranteed to it by 
posing additional limitations, ther eligibility to office and freedom of | ,, ’ +4 ; : : cia ee eee 
’ but io¢ty, | Lhe Constitution, I will have the consolation of knowing that Frank 
‘ t ns depend not upon constitutional guaranties but upon legislative | bai seat . 7 va 
: ; ; : 1 evinina. | 4 Smith refused to compromise the rights of those who have trusted 
for le I if the legislature may alter the constitutional require- | - ; : : 3 
. ; . ae |} and honored him, eyen though he might thereby have lost a seat in 
ment its power is unlimited, and only such persons may be elected to | ti t i] : : 
lis august an istoric assembly 
f t! eg ifture May permit In our judgment, when the con- F — Assembly, 
titution undertake o prescribe qualifications for office its declaration | MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
is conclusive of the whole matter, whether in affirmative or negative \ . hia . rs 
; A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee 
fi Eligibility to of our constitution a atives, by Mr. Chaffee, 





| 
on that wrson shall be eligible who does rt possess certain qualifi- | : a 
t that no | il pore = tary of the Treasury 
itions rhe Constitution of the United States is in the same form ‘ 
in this particular, and so are the constitutions of other States. The 
1 on of the disabilities specified excludes others. The declara 
tion in the constitution that certain persons are not eligible to office | 
mp hat all other persons are eligible.” j , . , 
7 ; ed : | Mr. WALSH of 
My counsel adyises that the Supreme Courts of California, Indiana, | 
Maryland, Kan Minnesota, Montana, Texas, and Wisconsin have like- : : 3 
ee , ,., | Maine Railroad, of 
wise consistently held concerning the power of a legislative body, which | 


may 


change q 


m of statl 


lice belongs to all persons. In 
ribility to office is found than the declara 


iz } 





ualifications for offices create statute but can 


xd by 


of its clerks, announced that 
signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 


Massachusetts. 
| letter from Mr. George Hannauer, president of the Boston & 


the Speaker had affixed his 
i838) authorizing the Secre- 
to acquire certain lands within the Dis 


trict of Columbia to be used as sites for public buildings, and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. President, I present a 


Beston, Mass., which very concisely and 


clearly presents reasons why certain important changes should 





change nor add to nor take from the qualifications named in the 
constitution 
} 
} 


In view of the action of the people of Illinois, by which they made me 





United States Senator, and in view of the act of the general assembly 
creating the delegation on the constitutional rights of Illinois in this | 
matter, and, finally, in view of the interpretations of those constitutional 
izhts by the Supreme Court of Illinois, I doubt whether even this 
pecial committee would expect me to depart from my plain duty in this 
ince by assuming to waive the rights of Illinois that I might partici- 

pate in what the supreme court of my State has plainly said would be 

ext ustitutional proceeding. 

Thus I have been honored 

I By t preference of my party at the primaries. 

Second. By « tion at the hands of the people of my State. 

rhird. By executive appointment to fill a vacancy in the Senate. | 

Fourth. By the General Assembly of Illinois in resolutions adopted. 

Fifth. By the demand of the senior Senator of Illinois. 


Sixth, By the appearance in behalf of the State of the attorney gen- 


eral of Illinois. 


be made in the revenue bill now pending before the Committe 
on Finance of the Senate. I ask that this letter be treated i: 
the nature of a petition, printed in the ConGresstonaL Recorp, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 

Boston & MAINge RAILROAD, 
Boston, Mass., January 6, 1928 
Davin I. 
United Washington, D. C. 
My Drak SENATOR WALSH: 


* x * * * * * 


Ilon. WALSH, 


States Senate, 


I should like now to submit for your consideration in connection with 
the revenue bill (H, R. 1) which passed the House December 15, 1927 
two provisions of special interest to the Boston & Maine Railroad, as 
well as to business corporations generally. 

1. Section 13, which (we reduced the corporation 
income tax from the existing rate of 1344 to 114% per cent, 


believe properly) 





Ne 


ic 
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Mr. WARREN presented a resolution adopted by the Lions 
Club of Greybull, Wyo., favoring the passage of legislation to 
aid in insuring adequate supplies of timber and other forest 
products, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Lions Club of 
Greybull, Wyo., favoring the making of adequate appropriations 
for the reforestation of denuded areas within the national for- 
ich was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CAPPER presented resolutions adopted by Woman’s Re- 
lief Corps, No. 9, of Lawrance, Kans., favoring the passage of 
legislation granting increase of pension to $50 per month to 
widows of Civ War veterans, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions 

He also presented 


ests, wl 


petitions of Topeka Post, No. 71, and 
Topeka Post, No. 94, Woman’s Relief Corps, both of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of Topeka, Kans., 
praying for the passage of legislation granting pensions of $50 
per month to widows of Civil War veterans, and also for the 
repeal of the provision of the law barring widows from pensions 
who were married to veterans after June 27, 1905, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. ASHURST, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 1154) to authorize 
the use by the county of Yuma, Ariz., of certain public lands 
for a mnuicipal aviation field, and for other purposes, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 46) thereon, 

He also, from the sume committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 1155) to grant extensions of time under oil and gas 
permits, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 47) thereon 

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 1312) to change 
the name of the Utah National Park, the establishment of 
which is provided for by the act of Congress approved June 7, 
1924 (43 Stat. 593), to the “Bryce Canyon National Park,” 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 48) thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia, to which was referred the bill (S. 1284) amending the act 
approved April 30, 1926, entitled “An act amending the act 
entitled ‘An act providing for a comprehensive development of 
the park and playground system of the National Capital,’ ap- 
proved June 6, 1924,” reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No, 49) thereon, 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 440) for the relief of Charles 
H. Send, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No, 50) thereon, 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
veys, to which was referred the bill (S. 1193) granting certain 
rocks or islands to the State of Oregon for park purposes, re 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 51) 
i 


hereon, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 


resolutions were introduced, read the first 
unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 


Bills and joint 
time, and, bs 
as follows: 

ty Mr. JOHNSON: ° 

A bill (S. 2426) to establish a uniform rule of naturalization 
and to amend and codify the laws relating thereto, to provide 
for recognition of citizenship in certain cases, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. DILL: 

\ bill (S. 2427) to enact supplemental section S853-1 to sec- 
tion 8853 of the General Code relative to public railroad cross- 
ings of highways, and to provide that drivers or occupants of 
vehicles at such crossings guilty of contributory negligence 
shall not be barred a recovery; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2428) for 
Committee on Claims 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 2429) for the promotion of pecan culture in south- 
western United States; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2480) for the relief of W. J. 
Comniittee on Claims. 

by Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2431) to authorize an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a road on the Makah Indian Reservation, Wash.; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


the relief of William M. Wiser; to the 


Moodyman; to the 
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By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 2482) granting a pension to Mary Longstreth; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Alice F, Leach; 

A bill (S. 2484) granting a pension to Catherine Shea; and 

A bill (S. 2435) granting an increase of pension to Frances P. 
Gibbs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 2436) to amend the act entitled “An act relating 
to the use or disposal of vessels or vehicles forfeited to the 
United States for violation of the customs laws or the national 
prohibition act, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1925, as amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 24837) for the relief of Irene Strauss; and 

A bill (S. 2488) for the relief of the firm of M. Levin & Sons; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S, 2489) to amend the military record 
Waldenmeyer ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 2440) to provide that four hours shall constitute a 
day’s work on Saturdays throughout the year for all employees 
in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE 

A bill (S. 2441) for the 
mittee on Claims 

A bill (S. 2442) for the relief of Lieut. Henry C. Weber, 
Medical Corps, United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 2448) for the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2444) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G, 
Nielsen; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWES: 

A bill (S. 2445) granting a pension to John Mayfield (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2446) granting a pension to Susan A. Yount (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: 

A bill (S. 2447) for the relief of the stockholders of the First 
National Bank of Newton, Mass.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 2448) for the relief of Margaret Doyle, adminis 
tratrix of the estate of James Doyle, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

tv Mr. BROUSSARD (by request) : 

A bill (S. 2449) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Baton Rouge 
in the parish of East Baton Rouge, and a point opposite thereto 
in the parish of West Baton Rouge, State of Louisiana (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania : 

A bill (S. 2450) to amend the immigration act of 1924 
entitled “An act to limit the immigration of aliens into the 
United States, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2451) for the relief of William J, 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL: 

A bill (S. 2452) granting a pension to Andrew Brown: and 

A bill (S. 2453) granting an increase of pension to Orrie A. 
Harvey: to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 2454) for the relief of Fred Elias Horton (wit 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 2455) to amend and further extend the benefits of 
the act approved March 3, 1925, entitled “An act conferrin 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudi- 
eate, and enter judgment in any and all claims, of whatever 
nature, Which the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians may have o: 
claims to have against the United States, and for other pur- 
poses”; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

ty Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: 

A bill (S. 2456) to establish game sanctuaries in the national! 
forests; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

A bill (S. 2457) for the relief of Bert Moore; to the Com 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. EDWARDS: 

A bill (S, 2458) to amend the World War veterans’ act, 1924, 
as amended, in respect of furnishing flags to drape the caskets 
of deceased veterans; to the Committee on Finance. 


of Arthur 


relief of Frank Murray; to the Com- 


relief of Joseph Morrison: to the 


Carter; to the 
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ithorizing a preliminary examination and 
the Elizabeth River, N. J.; to the Committee on Com- 


(Ss 2459) al 


2460) granting 
2461) granting 


(with 


a pension to Annie Boden; and 
an increase of pension to Susanna 
the Committee or 


4 bill (S 

A bill (8S 
S. Paxsor 
Pensions 


By Mr 


accompubying papers); to 


TYDINGS: 


A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 72) t i e 
erection of a memorial statue of ¢ é be 





Committee on the Library. 


tv Mr. COPELAND: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 73) to amend the 
99 1884, as amended; the act of February 
to include poultry w 


of March 38, 
; to the Agriculture and Forestry 


1903; and the a 


1905, as amended, thin their 


provision Committee on 


HANGES OF REFERENCE 


On motion of Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania, the Commi ! 


+ ‘ i 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further consideration 
of the following bills and joint resolution, and they were re 
ferred as indicated below: 
S. 1433. An act for the relief of J. C. Peixotto;: to the Cor 


mittee on Claims. 

S. 854. An act to authorize 
discharged soldiers and 
ment and restoration 


the reinstatement of hor ably 
former 


to eligible 


sailors t¢ PosLtlons 


service register of the names 


of honorably discharged soldiers and sailors; and 
S.J. Res. 11. Joint resolution to amend the census act of 
March 3, 1919: to the Committee on Civil Service 


COMMITTEE SERVICE 


WATSON, 
WILLIS 


On request of Mr 
Senator from Ohio | Mr. 


and by unanimous consent, the 


was excused from further serv- 


ice upon the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, and the 
Senator from New Mexico |Mr. Currine] was assignel to the 
vacant place on the committee, 
INVESTMENTS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I submit a conewrrent resolu 


tion, which I ask may lie on the table so that I may eall it up in 
a day or two, or whenever other important pending business of 
the Senate is disposed of, and discuss it at that time. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 7) was ordered t: 


lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the 
That the policy of this country 
conduct of 
grounded 

1. Ame 
countries must obey the 


> 


2. Investments 


Houge of 
with 


Representatives coneurt 


ind the 


countries should 


reference to investments 


trade by American citizens in foreign 


upon the fellowing principles: 
: 


rican citizens engaged in trade or commerce in forelen 


laws of these countries. 


made by American citizens are subject 


laws of 
the country wherein they are made. 
3. The Government of the United 
ility for the 


with 


States will not 


of contractual arrangements made by 


assume Sponsi- 


fulfillment American 


tizens loreign governments or with private citizens of foreign 


4. Before American citizens ean expect the Government of the United 
States to take any action with reference to their complaints that 
unfairly with in 


exhausted the remedies 


have been dealt foreign countries, 


them 


they must 


have available to in the courts of such 


ountries, 
>. If, in 
made by 


the opinion of the President of the 
court of last resort in any foreign ] 

American citizens the same rights accorded to nationals of oth 
countries or violate the principles of international law. and also in the 
that the legislative or executive branches of 
ernments shall refuse to observe decisions of their « 


United States, decisions 


the country 


event such 


foreign go 
urts favorable to 
American citizens, this country will endeavor to adjust snch differences 
through friendly negotiations and stands ready to submit the 
arbitration. 


6. In no event will the Government of the United States have 
recourse to arms or resort to force in any manner to gain or preser 
for American citizens rights and privileges in any foreign intry 


berond those enjoyed by the native citizens of such country 

7. For the security of the Government of the 
promote peace, the the hemisphere 
are mutual. We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable 
tions existing between the United States and the governments of the 


United State nd to 


interests of governments in this 


weal 
reia 


world to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part to 
extend privileges and not permitted to the 
ment of the United States or its eitizens under the 
ions as dangereus to our peace and safety. We 
attempt on the part of a foreign government to encroach 


iwage in conduct Govern 


foregoing declar: 


could not view any 


upon the 
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INVESTIGATION OF NAVAL OLL RESERVE LI SES 
Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President— 
The VICE PRESIDENT Does the Senator f Miss ippi 


vield to the Senator from Nebrask: 
ir. HARRISON I yield 


Mr. NORRIS Ll would like to state to the Senator fro: 





Mississippi that yesterday afternoon the Senate passed a res¢ 
lution of mine directing the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys to continue the investigation heretofore made of naval 
oil leases. There are just a few words I want to say on that 
question, and I am wondering if tl Senater from Mississippi 
will yield to me for that purpost 


Mr. HARRISON I take. it that it wi t start any general 
discussion ? 

Mr. NORRIS Of course, [ can not t it 

Mr. HARRISON I yield to the Senator from 
provided I can obtain the floor when he luded 

Mr. NORRIS Mr. President, the ution whi was 


; 


guarantee t will not, 


Nebraska 
has cone 


passed yesterday directed that the Committee on Public Lands 
and Surveys should continue the investigution heretofore made 
by that committee in reference to the leasing of public lands 


the 


oming, and 
Hivestigatiol ~ 


reserves in Wy 
make an 


and particularly of the naval oil 


eommittee is particularly directed to 


to the transactions and activities of the Continental Trading 
Co, of Canada and especially directed 
to trace all the Government onds eld and ad ] p 
vith the purpes f ning henef bene ries ill 
the lecal ft nsact ected wi th f ! I ind 
r leasir ‘ dt i! Se es 
It occurred to me that for the benefit of the members of thy 


Conunittee on Public Lands and Surveys I ought to make at 
least a brief statement as to what has been shown by investiga 


tious made by the attorneys represeuting the Government in the 
trial of the lawsuit pending against Mr. Sinclair and 
Secretary Fall. 

In November, 1921, Mr. A. E. Humphreys, an oil 
of Texas, entered into negotiations with Harry FPF. 
H. M. Blackmer, James O'Neil, and Rebert W. Stewart 
purpose of selling to them oil that he 
oil wells in Texas. On November 15, 


tormer 


producer 
Sinclair, 
for the 
was producing from his 
1821, at a conference with 


those men in New York City, Mr. Humphreys sold them more 
than 35,000,000 barrels of oil at the agreed price of $1.50 per 
barrel, 

On the next day, when they met for the purpose of putting 


the contract in writing for the 
fied Mr. Humphreys that the 
Continental Trading Co., of Canada, and asked that 
tract be drawn in the name of that company 

Mr. Humphreys had never heard of the Continental Trading 
Co. and, because he knew nothing of its financial standing, he 
refused to enter into a contract for the sale of the oil to that 
company. Thereupon these men told Mr. Humphreys that the 
m behalf of the companies which they represented, 
antee the payment for the oil on behalf of the Continental 
rrading Co. The contract was then drawn in the name of the 
Continental Trading Co., and payment of the price of the oil 
said 


first time, these purchasers noti- 
real purchaser of the oil was the 
the con- 


would guar- 


by the trading company was guaranteed by Sinclair, 
siackmer, O'Neil, and Stewart. 

At this time O'Neil was presice nt of the Prairie Oil & G: 
Co.; Stewart was chairman of the board of directors of the 
Standard Oil Co. of Indiana and still holds that position; 
Blackmer was chairman of the board of directors of the Mid 
west Refining Co., which was practically owned outright at that 
time, and still is, by the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana. Sinclair 


represented the Sinclair Consolidated Oil Corporation. 
corporation, together with the Standard Oj! Co. of Ind 


This 


aba (rep 


resented by Stewart), jointly owned the Sinclair Crude Oil 
Purchasing Co 
On the next day, November 17, 1921, Henry Smith Osler, an 


attorney of Toronto, Canada, appeared upon the seene and exe 
cuted the contract as president of the Continental Trading Co., 
while Sinclair and Stewart, “ for the directors” of the Sinclair 
Crude Oil Purchasing Co., and O’Neil, on behalf of the Prairie 
Oil & Gas Co., signed the contract as guarantors. 

On the same day this fraudulent Continental Trading (Co. 
assigned its contract and resold the oil it had thus contracted to 
bny te the Sinclair Crude Ol Purchasing Co. and the Prairie 
Oi & Gas Co. jointly. This sale was made at a profit of 25 

each barrel. 
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By the terms of the contract from Humphreys to the Con- 
tinental Trading Co. payments for oil deliveries were to be made 
the 15th day of each month; and by the terms of the contract 
wherein the Continental Trading Co. resold the oil to the 
Stewart, Sinclair, and O'Neil corporations payments were to be 
mude on the 10th day of each month. It was therefore possible 
for this fraudulent Continental Trading Co. to get its money 
from the real purchasers of the oil five days before it was re- 
quired to make payments to the man who produced and sold 
the oil. 

Under this contract oil was delivered by Mr. Humphreys and 
turned over to the Sinclair, Stewart, and O'Neil corporations 
until some time in May, 1923, when the Continental, through 
its president, Osler, assigned its interest in its contract to the 
Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. At this time there were still 
25,000,000 barrels of oil to be delivered, and the profit of the 
Continental Trading Co., at 25 cents a barrel, on this remaining 
amount of oil would have been at least $6,250,000; yet Osler, on 
behalf of the Continental Trading Co., surrendered this con- 
tract to the Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. for $400,000. 

Immediately this fraudulent Canadian company went out of 
business. The company was formed the day the contract was 
made. It never had any capital, It never had any property 
except the protit on this oil contract. It never did any business 
either before or since this oil transaction. When it went out 
of business it destroyed its records and all its documents. It 
is worthy of note that it went out of business about the time 
the Senate investigation of the Teapot Dome oil leases was 
threatened. While it was in business its profit of 25 cents a 
barrel on this oil amounted to $3,800,000. All of this money 
wis deposited, under the direction of Osler, at the New York 
agency of the Dominion Bank of Canada and, under his direc- 
tion, all of the money was invested in Liberty bonds of the 
United States Governmer¢. These bonds were, by this Dominion 
bank, then turned over to Osler. 

In the trial of the Sinclair and Fall cases $230,000 of these 
bonds were traced to Mr, Fall. The balance of the bonds have 


on 


never been accounted for; and the principal object in directing | 


the committee to continue the investigation is to determine what 
became of the remainder of those bonds. 

Upon the trial of the civil suit to recover Teapot Dome the 
Government counsel obtained a commission from the United 
States district court to take Osler’s testimony in Canada When 
he was put on the stand he refused to testify on the ground 
that he was attorney for the Continental Trading Co. and its 
officials and that all the information he possessed was privi- 
leged. He was thereupon cited for contempt of court and on 
December 18, 1924, Justice Riddell, of the Supreme Court of 
Ontario, delivered judgment against him, ordering him to testify. 
Osler then appealed to the appellate division of the Supreme 
Court of Ontario and a hearing was then had on the 11th of 
Kebruary, 1925; and on March 12, 1925, the appellate division 
of the Supreme Court of Ontario rejected Osler’s plea and 
ordered him to testify. 

It may be worth while in passing to say that the appellate 
division of the Supreme Court of Ontario passed on the question 
on the 12th of March, 1925, just 29 days after the matter had 
been submitted to it. I mention that to show how expeditious 
justice seems to be across the line as compared to the manner 
in which it is dragging along here for months at a time to find 
out whether or not somebody may be in contempt of court. In 
Canada the question went clear to the appellate division of the 
supreme court in less than 60 days and the court rendered a 
decision. 

In the meantime, while this case was pending, Osler left 
Canada. After he had appealed from the court to the appellate 
court he left Canada and went to Egypt, it is alleged, on a lion 
hunt. It was therefore impossible to carry out the order of the 
court. He never returned until the case was disposed of, when 
his testimony, of course, would be of no value. 

Also in the meantime Blackmer and O'Neil left the country 
and went to France. Senators will remember that they were 
the representatives of the oil corporations that really bought the 
oil and which had guaranteed the payment for the oil to Mr. 
Humphreys, the man in Texas who sold the oil. Of course, in 
view of the absence of Blackmer and O'Neil it was impossible 
for the Government to get their testimony. . Stewart, who repre- 
sented the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana, also left the country 
and went to South America. Stewart came back later and said 
he did not know that they had been hunting him, as they had 
been all over the United States trying to get him on a sub- 
peena ; that he was down in South America on some oil business. 

Blackmer and O'Neil are still in Europe and it is supposed 
that they will remain there perhaps for the balance of their 
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Both the Supreme Court of Ontario and the Supreme Court of 
the United States have branded the Continental Trading Co. as a 
corrupt and fraudulent instrumentality for the commencement 
of some illegitimate purpose. The Supreme Court of the United 
States said: 


The ntinental C the purchase and resale 
contracts enabling it to make more than $8,000,000 without capital, risk, 
or effort; the assignment of the contract to the resale purchasers at a 
small fraction of its probable value, and the purpose to conceal the dis 
position of its assets make it plain that the company was created for 
some illegitimate purpose. * * * 

The that the Government, notwithstanding 
the diligence reasonably to be expected, was unable to obtain the testi- 
mony of Blackmer. O'Neil, Stewart, Everhart. or Osler in respect of the 
transaction by which the Liberty bonds recently acquired by the Conti- 
nental Co, were given to and used by Fall. * 9 : 


Mr. President, I will not take the time to read it, but I 
should like to have inserted in the Recorp a letter which calls 
attention, it seems to me, to several important items. 

The Standard Oil Co. of Indiana is involved in this trans 
action. If in this deal, which was made in New York, the rep- 
resentatives of these oil companies who bought oil of Humphreys 
themselves and then used this trading company to transfer it 
to their company were honest and really bought it, they were 
cheating their own companies, and the Standard Oil Co. of In 
diana was one of the victims as well as the Sinclair company 
and O'Neil company. In other words, the officials of these com- 
panies were buying oil at $1.50 a barrel and selling it to their 
own companies at $1.75 a barrel, and they were using this 
fraudulent corporation as a go-between to make the transfer. 
So that the stockholders of each one of these companies, assum- 
ing that this transaction had not some other ulterior purpose, 
were being robbed by their officials, and among the number 
comes the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana, owned to a great ex- 
tent, I am informed, by Mr. Rockefeller and the Rockefeller 
Foundation. 

I have a letter written to me by Mr. Green, of Chicago, TIl., 


Government, course, being unable to get 


creation of the Cs O., of 


record shows * * * 


referring to that, and I ask unanimous consent to have it 
printed in the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppte in the chair). With- 


out objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 

Cricaco, December 1, 1927. 
Hon. GeorGeE W. Norris, 
Washington, D. C, 

Dear SENATOR: In times when such unconscionable efforts are 
being made to shield the criminals in the Teapot Dome oil case and 
make it appear that it is the officials of this Government who are the 
ones responsible for jury is it not well to consider that 
the interests which would have been the most benefited had our Gov- 
ernment been unsuccessful in recovering its own property are the ones 
who are supplying the funds to protect the oil criminals in this country 
as well as paying others to remain away from the country? 

The decision of the Supreme Court links together in a chain of evi- 
dence that can not broken the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana, with 
the Sinclair company in their united attempt to rob the Nation of its 
Teapot Dome deposits of oil set aside by Congress for the defense of 
this country. 

The Standard Oil Co. of Indiana 
through its advertisements that 


these 


tampering, 


be 


has authoritatively proclaimed 
the Rockefeller Foundation is the larg 
stockholder in the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana and that the three 
largest influences in that company are the Rockefeller Foundation, tlhe 
employees, and the General Education Board. 

The decision of the United States Supreme Court declares that the 
Standard Oil Co. of Indiana and the Sinclair Consolidated Oil Corpors 
tion own, share and share alike, the Sinclair Pipe Line Co. and the Sin 
elair Oil Purchasing Co. and that the performance with the Continental 
Trading Co. of Canada, which created for illegitimate pur 
pose, Was guaranteed by Robert W. Stewart, chairman of the board of 
directors of the Standard Oil of Indiana, and Sinclair, chairman 
of the board of directors of the Sinclair oil organization. 


est 


was some 


Co, 


The decision of the United States Supreme Court also cites the 
departure from this country for Burope in 1924 of H. M. Blackmer, « 
the Midwest Refining Co., a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co. of 


Indiana, and James O'Neil, of the Prairie Oil & Gas Co., and the a! 


sence from American jurisdiction of Robert W. Stewart, of the Stand 
ard Oil Co. of Indiana, at the time of the trial of the case ii 
Cheyenne, Wyo. 

The Rockefeller Foundation professes to be an organization estab 


lished with the chartered purpose to promote the wel-being of mankind 
throughout the world, and that its charter is a pledge of limitless 
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farmer's dollar and the mannufacturer’s dollar! He really 
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Han any $250,000,000. farmer’s dollar when compared to the manufacturer's dollar 


h position as chairman of the Finance Committee of the 
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and how small is that which may be received by the farmer 
when he takes his products to the market and exchanges them 
for some of the things that it is necessary for him to buy. 

What do the facts show? And when I talk to-day I am not 
talking along Democratie principles. I know there are men 
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on the other side of the aisle who believe just as strongly as | 


I do that this system of protection has enriched one class 
while it has pauperized another class. I know of no legisla- 
tion that has been presented to the American Congress that I 
regretted being unable support more than the legislation pro- 
posed by the distinguished Senator from Oregon [Mr., McNary], 
known as the McNary-Haugen bill. I wanted to support any- 
thing that might help the farmers; and unless this system can 
be changed by the American representatives as it is now upon 
the statute books, I do not know, my friends, but that I shall 
vote for the proposition. I was against it because I was 
afraid it might perpetuate this iniquitous tariff system upon 
the country. Of course, the tariff was not written into its 
piges, but it was the tariff that made it possible for you to lift 
the prices as you sought to do, 

While I could not support that measure, I welcome the reso- 
lution of the distinguished Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 


McMaster]. I believe much support for it will come from | 


the other side, because I know how truly those who are work- 
ing with the Senator for the passage of the resolution represent 
the wishes of that great section of the country that has seen 
its purchasing power go down while that of the manufacturer's 
of the country has gradually climbed higher. [I am not so 
much interested in the particular wording of the resolution. 
If vou want to change it so as to stand for revision of the 


tariff downward from the general tariff levels now upon the | 


statute books, that is all right; but if you want to leave it as it 
is, for the lowering of tariff duties, it meets my viewpoint. 

1 know that the Senator from South Dakota did not intend 
by his resolution to favor the lowering of the tariff duties on 
every article. He was only striking at the whole tariff system 


as it is now on the statute books, and he wanted the Commit- | 


tee on Wavs and Means of the House and the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate so to draft it as to carry out the general 


revision” would not suffice, because I recall, and you recall, 
that in one of the memorable campaigns in this country a dis- 
tineuished candidate for President who now adorns the Supreme 
Court of the United States said, following the enactment of the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law, that he construed “revision” not to 
mean “downward” but “ wpward.” 

But. Mr. President, let us look at the cold facts in this situa- 
tion Let us analyze the ad valorem duties upon these agri- 
cultural products that were placed in the emergency tariff and 
incorporated in the main in the general tariff law, and then see 
how they compare with the ad valorem rates carried on many 
of the things that the farmer buys. 

Mr. President, I do not assume that the rates on agricul- 
ture in the present law protect agriculture. I believe that the 
whole scheme was a delusion and a snare. I knew, when it 
was written, that it would not work. The distinguished gen- 
tlemen over there who sponsored the measure and who sit 
before me now knew it would not work; but they were willing 
to offer the sop to the farmers of the Middle West and the 
West in the hope that they might continue to keep them within 
the folds of Republicanism. 

My friend from Indiana, Senator WATSON 

Mr. WATSON rose. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to him. 

Mr. WATSON. Is the Senator aware of the fact that the 
agricultural schedules of the present tariff law were largely 
framed by the heads of the Agricultural Department as repre- 
sented in the city of Washington, and that after they had been 
formulated they were carried to those heads and approved 
practically without a single dissenting voice on any one of the 
items involved ? 

Mr. HARRISON. That does not contradict anything I have 
snid, may I say to the Senator, and I hope he will just restrain 
himself a little while and give me the benefit of his smiling 
countenance, and [I shall convince him that it does not have 
any effect upon me, 

Mr, WATSON, No; I imagine not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not a bit in the world. I believe in cer- 
tain principles, and because some one else takes the opposite 
view it does not change my allegiance to those principles. I am 
going to read to the Senate the differences and compare the 
rates on agricultural products which the Senator and his col- 
leagues imposed with the ad valorem rates on manufactured 
products. I said that that was a paper comparison. That does 
not mean an actual comparison, because it is impossible to 
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compare them. The Senator from Indiana knows that it mal 
no difference what tariff duties you may impose upon cott 
of the short-staple variety, it could not possibly affect 
price of it. 

The Senator and his colleagues know that distinguis} 
leaders of the Republican Party have always said that 1 
tariff on wheat did not affect the price of wheat. Let me reg 
for the Senator’s edification, that the REecorD may still contai 
them, some expressions of some very distinguished leaders 
his party who have made that contention, although you plac 
this high duty upon wheat and the President, in his generosi 
and his ambition at the time—because then he chose to 
again—still lifted the price of wheat. But, unfortunately, fr: 
that time on in most instances the price of wheat on quotatio: 
in Winnipeg has been higher than either at Minneapolis 
Chicago, 

The Senator does not contradict that proposition. For ni 
days after the emergency tariff law had been signed by ft! 
President wheat went down 9 cents a bushel. Yet they tried to 
make the farmers of the great Northwest believe that they we: 


| going to cure all their ills. 


I do not know how to get along without my friend from Uta! 
{[Mr. Smoor] in his seat. He was on a commission back 
1907, a commission appointed to investigate this whole agri 
tural situation from the standpoint of the tariff. He served 
that commission with the late distinguished leader of the n 
jority side of the Senate, Senator Lodge, and other distinguished 
Republicans. Also on that commission was the last chairman « 
the Finance Committee of the Senate before the Senator f: 
Utah, Senator McCumber, 

These are the men who made up that commission in 1907 
Senator Gallinger, Senator Lodge, Senator Crawford, of Sou 
Dakota, Senator Smoor, of Utah, and Senator MeCumber, 
North Dakota. They said in their report: 

The tariff on the farmer's products, such as wheat, corn, rye, bat 
cattle, and other livestock, did not and could not in any way affect 
prices of these products. 


My friend from Utah can read that in the Recorp to-morr: 


idea of a tariff revision downward. To put it merely “tariff | Our late friend, the distinguished Senator from Iowa, Mr. 


Cummins, stated, in answer to a question, that he did n 
believe that the tariff affected the price of wheat, and said: 

It is idle for even an enthusiast to assert that the price of th 
products is directly affected by the protective tariff. 

Mr. Bristow, then a Senator from the State of the next Repu! 
lican nominee for President—not even that suggestion awak 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] from his slumbe 
said: 

We raise far more wheat, corn, cattle, and hogs than we consume, 
and the result is that the farmer can not be protected by a tariff 
because the price of bis produce is fixed by the world market. 

Senator Nelson, of Minnesota, expressed this view in refer 
ence to the matter: 

I do not recall the millions of bushels produced in the State of Mi: 
sota, but I desire to tell the Senator that the tariff on wheat, whic! 
on the statute books, has not done us a particle of good. It would 


like a tariff on cotton, because up to this time we have been exporting 
from 150,000,000 to 250,000,000 bushels of wheat a year. The price 
our wheat is fixed by the Liverpool price—the export price—and no duty 


up to this time has helped us. 


The fact is, Mr. President, that only on one kind of wheat 
that is, No. 1 northern spring wheat—can the tariff duty hav 
any effect at all. That particular kind of wheat, experts tell us, 
is mixed with other kinds of wheat in the making of certain 
kinds of flour, and to some extent that grade is imported, when 
there is not enough of that grade of wheat in the Dakotas, in 
Minnesota, perhaps, and in Montana; but that is only a sm 
percentage of the great bulk ef wheat in this country. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WATSON. Do I understand the Senator, then, from 
argument, to take the position that we should at once repea! 
tariff duties on all agricultural products? 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not say that. The Senator certai 
did not understand me to say that. 

Mr. WATSON. If the tariff is of no earthly avail, and does 
not help in any respect, or one particle, why have it? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator did not rise to contradict 
what these distinguished Senators said with reference to tilils 
matter. 

Mr. WATSON. I am not interested in that. That was 18 
years ago. I am interested in the Senator. What dees lhe 
think? 





























Mr. HARRISON. The Senator should accept their views 
1iey were, and some of them still are, leaders of his party I 
uid so adjust the tariff rates, if I could write bill, that if 


kind of w 
we 


this particular 
country, and 


pe tive 


there 


soine 


heat 


could raise 


was some imported int 
revenue could lift 
could—-1 would put a tariff 
n that particular kind. I would look with the greatest par 
ar favor on the pr of the farmer that could possibly 


be 
nefited by the tariff, so that I could help to lift the farmer’s 


ana 


to a con basis—and 


we 





oducts 


products to a parity with the protected preducts of the manu 
facturers of this country) fhe Senator knows I am trying te 
w to him that these paper rates on agricultural preducts are 
merely on paper, and do not, practically speaking, bring th 
nefits he talks about 
Mr. WATSON. Will the Senator yield for another inte 
ruption ? | 
Mr. HARRISON. I do. 
Mr. WATSON. The last Democratic revenue tariff law 
passed—the Underwood-Simmons luw—gave practical free trade 


n all agricultural products, and in thereafter ere 
was brought into the United States a total of agricultural prod 
is of $3850,000,000, in that year, more than in the whole 
four years under the preceding tariff administration Does 
he Senator hold that that for the good of agriculture in | 
the United States? 
Mr. HARRISON. The trouble about 
mind has been on other propositions and he 
the facts lately. He is a little wrong on the fa 
going to give them to him before | 
particular proposition. 
Mr. WATSON. Iw 


one yveur 


single 


was 


the Senator is that 
not looked 
and I am 


with that 


has 
ts, 


hav finished 


iil be very glad to have them 


ir. HARRISON. So far as wheat is concerne I have stated 
the situation. Let us take corn, on which they put their tariff 
ite. We raise in this country over 2.000,000,000 bushels and 
port into it about 1,000,000 bushels a year. We export ten 
times as much corn as we import. No one can contend that the 


corn farmers of this « 
Mr. Dresident, 


tariff on corn helps the 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. 
Mr. HARRISON. The only 
e that to the 
duced country. If 


untry. 

will the Senator yield? 
kind of corn that is imported is 
Pacific coast, of a character that is not 


comes ; 
Senator from Minne- 


in this vield to the 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I want to call 
he fact that we produced very near 
n last vear, In 1926 we imported 1.055.000 bushels. 
Mr. HARRISON. I the Senator for the 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. And that cor 
ike to to the Senator, 
cause it is of a small kernel, 
Mr. HARRISON. And we exported many times 
we imported of corn in this country. So you can 
{ upon agricultural in the 
find they are not effective at all. 
Mr. President, will the Senator 

HARRISON. I yield 
Che American Farm 


he Senator's attention 


ly 3,000,000, 000 


to 
bushels of 


thank correction 

n that is imported, I would 
is imported for chicken feed, be- 
coming from Argentina. 


state 


more than 

take these 
es placed instances 
1 you will 
Mr. FESS. 


Vi 


products most 


vield? 


Mr. FESS. Federation has just pre 
ted the case for an increase of the tariff on corn. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not surprised at that. It is made } 
of Republicans for the most pai 


Mr. FESS. The American 
Mr. HARRISON. I thought 
ssion. 

Mr. FESS. Oh, no: it is the American 


Farm Federation? | 

riff Com- 

Farm Federation. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think they are wrong, that is all. Does 
I 


the Senator said the Tariff 


not the Senator think they are wrong about it? 

Mr. FESS. The Senator does not think they are wrong. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator not? He thinks that 
ere we produce 3,000,000,000 bushels of corn in the United 
tes and import a million bushels, and 
billions, we still ought to have a tariff on corn, 

mebody? That is his idea of the proposition 

not make any difference. The tariff ¢ 
cifective one way or the other. 

Mr. President, in the ad valorem upon 
corn got a 16 per cent ad valorem duty, hogs about 5 per cent, 
cattle 3244 per cent, wheat 31 per cent, potatoes 22 per cent, 

ts 31 per cent, apples 1214 per cent, barley 27 per cent, rye 
l4 per cent, and on down the line. Let me read, in comparison 
With those paper duties, the ad valorem rates upon some manu- 
factured products. Let us see how they compare. 

The ad valorem is 61 per cent. 


Woolen manufactures : 
Cotton manufactures: The ad valorem is 47 per cent. 
The ad valorem is 60 per cent. 


Suk manufactures: 
Metals: The ad valorem is 49 per cent. | 
and earthenware: The ad valorem is 60 per cent. 


does 
~ 3 


when we export 
that it helps 
When for me 


l does m corn 


is in- 


rates these products 
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rhose re some of the ng farme buys, carrying 
the high ad v rem rates, from 50 GO per « i mor 
while your little pape t ‘ ig ultural | ucts range 
lown as low as 0 per cent | valorem 
That is not all, Mr. Presider Here are so of t in- 
cTeast in he present law that ffect the gricuitu l itere- 
ests of this countr Che factory value of chemicals this 
ountry is approximately $650,000,000 Chemicals are a serious 
cost factor in textiles, leather, steel, and other industries, yet 
t he rates on acids are practi vy prohibitive, and such 
( potassium compounds, sodium compounds, flavoring 
xtract lead compoutds, and calciums so heavily taxed 
hat pproximately only $20,000,000 worth subject to duties 
under the nical schedule are imported annually While 
pain ind colors and pigments carry duties averaging as high 
is 32 r cel nd the factory value of the domestic output 
af ximates $400,000,000 annually, we import only about two 
da half million dollars’ worth annually Our exports range 
rround $15,000,000 of that item Alone 
Soap is taxed 30 per cent, with a value of production in the 


United States approximating $300,000,000 annually Seven 


and 


a half million dollars’ worth only is exported annually, and the 
tariff is so high as to permit $550,000 worth of importations 
innually 

Iron am teel products: The distinguished Senator from 
{ h told the Senator from South Dakota yesterday that | 
could not point out anything that cost the farmer more by 
virtue of this proposition Iron and steel products are a large 
eost factor in pract lly every industry in America. Coal and 
ire are the two great basic commodities which underlie all 
ndustt I the face of these facts \ now find the tariff 
restored on pig it steel rail nd all the alloys, and most 


other materials Although the United 
eent of the world’s pig iron 
iro 


State produces 60 per 


new tariff on pig iron 


and steel, the 


and in slabs and blooms was raised to as much as 36 pe 
eent I shall not continue down the line The iron and steel 
schedule shows imports of $26,000,000 and revenues of only 
$7.500,000 annually 
There is an average ad valorem tariff duty of 29 per cent 
these items, yet the total exports of steel and iron preducts 


is $221.000,000 annually, and the value of iro: 


and steel prod- 
1ts in tl United States is $7,000.000,000 Fivery product that 
the farmer buys into which iron or steel enters is increased in 
cost to the farmer by virtue of the rates imposed under this 
law 
li 
Let us take earthenware. The farmers buy that. Duties 





ls from which earthenw 
ind they 
dutiable 


in 


vere hr he erude 


mad uch Aas 


aped on t nateri: re is 
I magnesite ane 

list and |} upon 
more to American 


from that particular materia! 


“anhitea 
tpiite 


were 
the 


list, 


every product 


taken 


making 


QT 


from the free 


eartl 


nware cost farmer 


Gl and glass products were increased, affecting the cost 
of every article in which glass enters. Every goblet and pane 


i 
ss the farmer buys increased in 


of gla price by virtue of the 
tariff. The great automobile industry of the country needs 
glass, and every time we increase the price of glass to them we 


the automobile to the American farmer and 


user in the country. 
Sixty-two million dollars’ worth of jute bagging and cordage 
and manufactured fiax and hemp was imported to 
These articles were taken from the free list. 

I he matter of linoleum, some rs like to have linoleum 
to put upon the floor in their kitchen or their dining room, 
maybe even in their parlor or sitting room, and yet there was 
a high tariff put on linoleum when the « stic production of 
it is $52,000,000 annually. 


increase the cost of 


ry automobil 





this 


farime 


In the matter of silk manufactures, of course, those gentle- 
men who wrote this law do not believe that a farmer’s wife 
should have anything made out of silk, that that sort of thing 


must be left to those who are more fortunately protected in the 
manufacturing intere country The imy 
ons of silk manufactures were $36,000,000, notwithstanding 
great increase in silk consumption in the United States. 
‘ principal silk fabric comprising in 
at 55 and 60 per cent ad valorem. Importations of silk wearing 
apparel were only $8,000,000 annually. The factory value of 
silk in this countr: $800,000,000. It is manifest that this 
great class ixuries, retailing at $1,000,000,000 m0. 


to $1,2 
000,000 should pay more than $17,000,000 in ré 


of the orta- 


ilk manufactures come 


is 
ol 


lt 
annually, € 


yvenu 


to the Governme nt. 
hese are some of the things that make the task of the 


farmer hard; that make his cost of living high. but 
President of the United States, quoted y« hy 
Senator from Utah, said that over $780,000,000 of importations 
into this country affected the farmer, that duties upon dutiable 


Ah, 


sterday 


the 


as the 
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farm products amounting to S780,000,000 worth came into this 
country that go to benefit the American farmer. What does 
he include in that list? Among other things he included sugar. 
Sugar! One man on the Tariff Commission was practically 
discharged and sent as minister to Rumania because he stood 
for a reduction of the exorbitant rates on sugar. If there is 
one thing that is costing the American people millions and 
millions of dollars it is the high rates on sugar. There are 
certain products which are raised by the farmer which, when 


was in raw materials which came in at that time. T! 
amount of increase in manufactured products which came 
during 1921 over 1920 was only $44,000,000, and during the ye 
the Senator spoke of we exported $1,000,000,000 more of ma 
ufactured products that we imported into the United Stats 
If the Senator will take into consideration what Mr. Hooy 
said in his reports on two occasions, that the increased im) 
tations “were due to the advanced prices at that time,” 
would have a different idea about the situation. The Senat 


they are imported into this country, benefit the farmer to the | knows, though he might not rise in his place in the Sena 
amount of the tariff that is imposed, Sugar is one of those | and say it, that a dollar before the war bought more than it « 
propositions, but it does not benefit all the farmers. It does | in 1920 or to-day. So the value of things are higher. So 
not benefit the cotton farmer, and there are some 12,000,000 of | we take the value of importations before the war and compat 
them. It does not benefit some $8,000,000 or 9,000,000 of wheat | them with 1920 and 1921, we find there is practically no diffe 
farmers in the country. They ali buy sugar. It does not benefit | ence in the amount of importations into this country. 


the tobacco growers, Who are farmers. It does not benefit the 
corn farmers, and there are some 15,000,000 to 26,000,000 of 
those in this country. But the 150,000, or possibly a few more, 
of sugar producers, either of sugar cane or sugar beets, are 
benefited to the extent of the tariff imposed on sugar. 
\nd so when the President was talking about these large 
amounts of importations in agricultural products he included | $300,000,000 between exportations and importations. 
tobacco, sugar, and wool, What.a very small percentage of the The success of the system which the Senator from Utah h 
American farmers are interested in wool. Every time a tariff | perpetrated on the country has been mentioned. Mr. Preside: 
rate on wool is raised, it naturally causes the price of those | ¥ want to read to him from the reports showing that under hi 
things from which wool is made to be raised to those farmers | system this law has not worked so beautifully in the inter 
l l of this country. 
as the tobacco farmer is concerned, he is very small in number, | Take the year 1923. The Republican majority had plac 


Talk about importations! That is not the key to the situ 
tion. The success of the tariff system is revealed in the b 
ance of trade which is shown between the exportations and t) 
importations into this country. Give us a tariff system th 
will bring $2,000,000,000 worth of gold into this country 
nually over one that only shows a difference of $200,000,000 


who are not producing wool, The same is true of sugar. So far 
there being not over 150,000 who raise tobacco, Those who are | this law upon the statute books, and yet what were the 
reporting the raising of tobacco are engaged in the production portations and importations of agricultural products duri 
of other products. that year? To hear the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] a 

So the large importations of which President Coolidge | the Senator from Indiana {Mr. WarTson] speak one would c 
spoke as amounting to $780,000,000, in which the farmer is | tainly think that under the benign influence of this system t) 
interested and by which he said the farmer is benefited, do} exportations of agricultural products were more than t! 
not really benefit him, If he wouid segregate the small num-| jmportations into this country, and yet what are the fact 
ber benefited by the sugar tariff, if he would segregate the | [et me drill them into the minds of Senators on the other side 
small number benefited by the tobacco tariff, he would see | of the Chamber. In 1923 the exports of agricultural products 
the inequality of the proposition compared to the great num- | were $1.799.000,000. 


ber of cotton farmers in the country whose produc ts increase Mr. WATSON Is the Senator referring to the fiscal vea1 
in price by virtue of those rates, and the great numb r of | the calendar year? ; 
Wheat farmers in the country whose products are increased Mr. HARRISON. To the fiscal year 

by those rates, and the 15,000,000 or 20,000,000 of people in- Mr. WATSON. The vear beginnin r with June, 1923? 
terested in corn production in the country who must pay the Mr, HARRISON. I am referring to the fiscal year 19: 
higher prices for those products. And as to the tobacco | ‘hese figures I am quoting were furnished me by one of t! 
farmers, they get no protection from the duties on tobacco. | authorized agencies of the Government. 

rhe only kind of tobacco imported are the kinds not raised in Mr. WATSON. Are the figures for the year beginning Ju 
this country. Our own tobacco growers have a monopoly on | 39 1999 or June 30, 1923? 

our home market. Mr. HARRISON. I think on reflection that these figures 


Yesterday the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor] said if we | for the calendar year 1923, but I do not care whether they a1 
would lower the tariff 10 per cent on everything it would | for the calendar year or the fiscal year. The Senator fi 
affect the revenues of the Government. Mr. President, there | Indiana is employing his usual talent when he is driven to tl 

re certain products imported into this country which, I do | waz of trying to confuse the issue. 
not care how bigh may be the duty placed upon them, have no Mr. WATSON. The only difference is—— 
effect If we placed a duty of a dollar a pound on short- Mr. HARRISON. Whether the figures are for the fiseal 5 
aple cotton, we could not affect the price of cotton. We | pesinning on the 1st of July, 1922, or on the Ist of July, 19 
look to the markets of the world to sell our surplus cotton. If | op for the calendar year beginning on the 1st of January, t 
we placed u duty of a dollar a bushel upon wheat, only when | 6p the ist of January, 1928. I do not care. 





hy ‘ ANresse condition ix ( anna « j > alcantag die elie ae - “ ‘ 
we hud a depressed condition in Montana and in the Dakotas, Mr. WATSON. Of course, the Senator would not care—— 
when the farmers of that section failed to produce a sufficient Mr. HARRISON. No 
tunount of No. 1 northern spring wheat and an adequate sur- Mr, WATSON. Because he is not paying much attentior 


plus of it could be had in Canada, would it affect in the 
slightest the price of wheat in this country? If we put a 
duty of a dollar a bushel upon corn, we could not possibly 
affect the price of corn, The same is true of hay, rye, and 
similar products. It is not so true with reference to rice, be- 
cause we import some rice and wherever we import a product 
and lay a duty upon it, it does to some extent incidentally 
give some protection to the producers of that particular 
product, But the number of rice farmers is only 11,476 in 


the facts: but what I am trying to get into the Senat 
mind—— 
Mr. HARRISON. The difficulty is that I get my figures fi 
| one of the authorized agencies of the Government, while t 
Senator from Indiana takes his figures from his own he 
That is the reason that I am usually right and he is alway) 
wrohg. j 
Mr. WATSON. May I say to the Senator from Mississip 
the whole United States. something I have got in my head that I want to transfer to h 
Mr. President, I submit, under the rates which I have read, Mr. HARRISON. Very well; I hope the Senator w 
carried in the present law on the manufactured goods of this “shoot” it. 








country, comparing them with the small paper protection that Mr. WATSON. I shall be very glad to do so. The Sena 
is given to agriculture, that there can not be an equilibrium | from Mississippi is reading from figures for the fiscal } 
established between those two great industries. If it is main- | beginning on the 30th of June, 1922, and running to the 35! 
tnined long the farmer can do nothing except to leave his} of June, 1925, Three months of that time were under | 
farm, go out of the farming business, with all the conse- | Underwood Tariff Act, because the Fordney-McCumber ta 
quences that will inevitably follow from such a condition. law did not go into effect until the latter part of Septemb 

The distinguished Senater from Utah [Mr. Smoot] on yes- | 1923. Not only that, but if the Senator from Mississippi w 

roa and it was hinted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. | look into the history of all tariff acts he will find that bef 





WATSON] & moment ago—spoke of the large amount of impor- | the new tariff rates go into effect there are always large 
tations coming into this country in 1920 and 1921. The Senators | portations, because people rush in to take advantage of 


low tariff before the high rates are imposed. That is the 
versal history of tariff making in the United States, and U 
will account in part for the large importations to which 
Senator calls attention. 


forgot to state that there were very large increases in exporta- 
tions during those times. It is quite true that importations in 
1921 over 1920 showed an increase of $619,000,000. That is 
true. But, Mr. President, the amount of increased importations 
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products was about 50 per cent, I believe. Now, I yield to the 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Is 
there an amendment pending to the resolution now under dis- 
cussion? 

Mr. HARRISON. There is no pending amendment, as I un- 
derstand 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hower in the chair). 
No amendment to the resolution is now pending. 

Mr. McCNARY. Will the Senator from Mississippi yield to me 
for the purpose of offering an amendment? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I move that the resolution be amended by 
striking out the word “lowering,” in line 2, and inserting the 
word “revision,” and also by striking out the words “ embody- 
ing lowered schedules,” in line 3. I thank the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator repeat 
his proposed amendment? 

Mr. McNARY. I move to strike out the word “lowering” 
in line 2 and insert the word “revision,” so that it will read 
“favors an immediate revision of the tariff schedule.” 

I move to strike out also the words “embodying lowered 
schedules’; so that if the resolution should be adopted as 
amended it would be a true expression of the sentiment which 
I believe exists in the Senate, namely, that there should be a 
revision either up or down. I myself feel that as to certain 
agricultural products there should be an increase in the tariff 
rates, and that in some instances, particularly as applied to 
the products of industries, there should be a lowering of rates. 
I wish to make the resolution liquid, so that it will meet every 
situation that might arise. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator has made himself very clear, 
and I thank him for the explanation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. President, as to the question of 
revenue, the Senator from Utah said that to reduce rates on 
everything 10 per cent would destroy the revenue. The rates 
of duty on sugar could be increased to 3 cents a pound and 
just that much more revenue could be raised. As a matter of 
fact, on three commodities which are imported into the United 
States annually in large quantities we derive over one-third 
of the customs revenue. From the duties on tobacco, wool, 
and sugar—those three items alone, we derive probably $250,- 
000,000 a year. It would be easy enough by an increase of 
duty upon those items to raise as great a revenue as is derived 
from the whole tariff schedule at the present time. 

Reference has been made to the increased importations 
eoming into the United States. I said a moment ago that that 
was not the true test. I assert that under the influence of 
the Democratic tariff measure passed In 1913 our condition was 
healthier, our exports were larger, our percentage of exporta- 
tions of agricultural products over importations was greater 
than ever it has been under the system of Republican tariffs 
which has been in vogue. 

More real benefit came to the people of the whole country 
under this Democratic legislation than could possibly come 
under this system, because it rather equalized matters. It 
did not create in this country a cendition whereby the manu- 
facturers might gradually extort profits from the farmers of 


_ the country, and build up the purchasing power of their dollar, 


while that of the farmer gradually went down. 

I de not know that we can ever invoke a system that will 
place the purchasing power of the dollar of every industry 
upon a parity; but 1 do know that when you create here a 
s\stem that guarantees to some manufacturers such privileges, 
that permits them to increase capitalizations, declare dividends, 
enlarge their operations, and increase the percentage of their 
production, you will eventually put them in a position where 
they can fix the price of their products to the farmers and 
everybody else in this country, 

That is what you have done by virtue of your system. The 
tariff system is so arranged that it can not possibly work to 
the advantage of the great mass of the farmers in this country. 
It will not do it. You will have discrimination; you will have 
inequalities; you will have favored treatment to some indus- 
tries as against others. The whole thing is too artificial. We 
ean, however, by legislation try to maintain a parity; and what 
is desired by the distinguished Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. McMaster] and the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. BrookHArT] and other Senators on the other side and 
those of us who are fighting for this proposition over here is not 
free trade, as some Republican Senators would have you be- 
lieve. It is not particularly a tariff for revenue; it is not par- 
ticularly a tariff on a competitive basis for which the Demo- 
cratic Party stands; but it is for lowering the duties where the 
rates are now too high, and, if possible, on some items, if the 
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conditions warrant it, increasing the duties if they are not 
sufficient, but to bring about a condition that will equalize the 
situation as much as possible. 

Let us try, if we can, to restore the purchasing power of the 
farmer's dollar. Let us make it as it was in the halcyon days 
of the Democratic law in 1914, when a farmer could take his 
five bales of cotton to the market and buy almost dollar for 
dollar in exchange those things that he needed; when the wheat 
farmer might go to the market with his 100 bushels of wheat 
and exchange them on an equal basis for the things he needed, 
Those are the facts in the case. It can not be done now. 

Mr. President, let me read some ratio prices. My friend from 
Indiana [Mr, Watson] smiles. I like to see him smile. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, the Senator must know, of 
course, that the large exports of agricultural products after 
1913, of which he speaks, were occasioned by the war, and the 
enormous demand abroad. The Senator understands that as 
well as anybody else. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes. Every time the Senator speaks, 
he gets into it. We were not in the war in 1913, however. 

Mr. WATSON. But we went into the war later. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes; we went into it later. 

Mr. WATSON. The fact that we did not go into the war 
immediately had not anything to do with it. The war began 
within less than a year after this tariff became effective. The 
war on the other side began in July, 1914. 

Mr. HARRISON. In 1913 the exports were $2,484,000,000, 
The imports were only $1,792,000,000. 

In 1914 the exports were $2,113,000,000. The imports were 
$1,789,000,000, 

But let me proceed further. Here is when we got into the 
war. Here is when the war began to tell. 

Mr, WATSON. The war began in July, 1914. 

Mr. HARRISON. Wait a minute. Facts speak more con- 
vincingly that the Senator’s protestations. 

Mr. WATSON. But the war began in July, 1914. 

Mr. HARRISON. In 1915 our exports did rise, and during 
the next two or three years the war did affect the proposi- 
tion 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. But not in 1913, and not in 1914, 

Mr. WATSON. Why, certainly it did. 

Mr. HARRISON. Those years were under normal condition. 

Mr. WATSON. No. 

Mr. HARRISON. We were not in the war. We were not 
influenced by it, 

In 1915 our exportations rose to $3,500,000,000, and our impor- 
tations were only $1,778,000,000, 

In 1916 they rose further. Our exportations were four and a 
third billion, and our imports were practically $2,000,000,000. 

In 1917 it reached away up. Now the condition has come 
about on which the Senator was trying to prove as an alibi. In 
1917 the exportations run six and a quarter billion dollars, 
and our imports were only two and a half billion dollars. 

When we got down under the workings of the present system, 
however, then our balance of trade began to decline and decline, 
until we do hot know now whether we have a balance of trade 
or not. It is very small, indeed. 

In 1926 the importations were $4,464,000,000, and the expor- 
tations were only $4,753,000,000—a difference of $300,000,000. 
That is what the Senator has done to us with the system that 
he has here. You have restrained international trade. You 
have closed the world markets to the farmers of the country, 
and they have been affected by virtue of it. You have not, how- 
ever, slowed up the manufacturers’ profits. 

All you need to do is to read the history of the Aluminum 
Trust, and the dividends of some of the other manufacturers 
that my friend from South Dakota put in the Recorp yester- 
day. They have prosperity. If there ever was in this country 
a spotted prosperity, it is now. It exists only in certain indus- 
tries in this country. Those industries are the ones that had 
a key into the back door of your committee rooms and a cord 
to the White House. 

The importations of agricultural products as compared to the 
exportations of agricultural products from 1910 to 1926, inclu- 
sive, reveal that during the operation of the Underwood law 
the excess of exportations over importations ranged from 
$200,000,000 to $400,000,000. The figures show that the first 
year following the passage of the McCumber tariff law, 1925, 
the importations were $1,905,000,000 while the exportations 
were only $1,799,000,000. 

In 1926, as I stated a moment ago, the importations were 
$1,918,000,000 and the exportations were only $1,891,000,000, 
In both instances the exportations were less than the impor- 
tations, 














CONGRESSIONAL 











RECORD- 


SENATE 231 





Now et us see the i if exportations over importa | that have come into this cou a oN . 3 uf } 
s of finished if u We have seen how the importa- | to increase their prices \ . 
f agricultural products were greater than the exporta rake tin vl nh OF lake 
t s Ls us see abot ie manufactured products The | which comes in to-day f1 l pi p “ : 
‘ ortation of those pre wed greater percentage f Wi you talk about importa bu l 
increase under the pr t law than under the Underwood law Back in 1920 we ip ed j he | . \ } 
For instance, in 1913 the | ms Of finished manuf ( irs’ worth of sugar We had ive \ nee I 
res amounted to 9405,000,000, While the exportations « was ng high at that time I i va 
finished products were $776,000,000 | Republican Party printed a campaign pam} ssued 
In 1914 the importationus finished manufactures w | broadcast to tl country and il i tl Il) I t 
$449,000,000, while the exportations of the same things were with responsibility for the high pri f ig i 
$724.000,000. g we were importing this great amount a hat 
These percentages of exportations over importations unde! Let us take rubber Look how it has increased | 
the Underwood law are s 90 per cent and 61 per cent, respe has fallen into the hands of a mon ly rhe same thing j 
tively. true of collet We have to ha i if you wan I f 
In 1923, under the present system, let us see what the per- | rey ue. if you do not want to ine some 3s rey vou 
centages are. Are they lower than 90 and 61 per cent? ican tax coffee. I do not favor iat, but we have hav 
In the first year under the operatio! f the present law, 1923, | coffee, because we do not produ It has eradu \ 
the importations of finished products, both dutiable and free, | crease: Look at the increase in the importations <« r 
were S770,000,000, The « xportatio s for that vear were S1,477 iB ck in 1921 we in ported niv S73 .000.000 9 t 
000,000—an increase of Y1 per cent in the exportatior | Last year it was $505,000,000. That i i 
finished manufactures Mr. President, let me give you some ire of e ratic 
[in 1924 the importations were $748,000,000; the exportations | prices between farm produ and th of manufact in 
were $1,500,000,000, showing a percentage increase of 112 per nie tely after the war the index of farm prices was alm 
cent. though not quite, as high as the index of prices of arti 
In 1926 the importations were $876,000,000, while the expor which the farmer purchased. In May, 1920, for examp! he 
tations were $1,956,000,000—a percentage increase of 123 per ndex of farm prices of 19 in portant products was 273 per cent 
nt, of the 1915 base, and the index of the principal produ nur 
This shows that the increase in our exportations over om | hased by the farmer was 278 per cent rhere was not much 
importations in finished manufactured products under the | difference 
present tariff rates has greatly outstripped our percentage of Since 1920 the condition of the farmer has been getting end 
crease in exportations over importations of agricultural ly worse with respect to the relative prices of products with 
products. In addition, the table shows that the annual averagt hat he has to buy In January, 1927, the prices of 19 repre 
imports of agricultural products since 1920 has increased sentative farm prod ts this is under yout ari svsten was 
over the annual average before the war 152 per cent, whereas 139, on the 1913 base of 100, whereas the relative prices of th 
he average annual increase of importations of finished manu principal products the farmer buys was 166 per cent Lo t 
factured goods has increased only 96 per cent since 1920 the widening differences in the purchasing power of the dollars 
There you are. Imporiations of agricultural products in Stated in more detail and from a slightly different point of 
ereased 152 per cent, while in the case of manutactures the | view, in Oct ber, 1926, 100 units of the principal farm products 
icrease Was ollly 96 per cent. |} would purchase only.84 units of the pr products tl 
On the other hand, the annual average of exports since 1920 | farmer had to buy In still greater detail, in O r 26, 9 
has increased 123 per cent on agricultural products as com hundred units of farm products would purchase 94 
pared with the pre-war average, whereas the exportation of odstuffs, a hundred units of farm products would purcha 6 
finished manufactures has increased 188 per cent since that inits of clothing, 76 units of household supplies, SO units of 
time. That is to say, the increase of agricultural exports is | building material. 
less than the percentage increase of imports, whereas the per Expressing the purchasi power of a hundred farm units in 
entage increase of exports of finished products is much greater | terms « individual commodities it is found that the vould 
than the percentage increase of imports purchase—and here is how it affects the farmer—S7 units of 
Are those facts? Can they be controverted? Do they not | rope, only 70 units of men’s shoes, only 59 units of women’s 
show that agriculture, under the “ benign” workings of your | shoes, only 72 units of cotton hosiery, 76 units of woolen suit 
ystem, is getting an unfair deal; that the system has closed | ings, 46 units of men’s woolen underwear, 68 units of table 
the markets of the world to our agricultural products, whil plates, 66 units of knives and forks, 70 units of cotton blankets, 
under the walls of protection your manufacturing companies | 83 units of woolen blankets, 77 units of cotton sewing thread 
fleece the American consumer and sell in the markets of the | 78 uniis of quinine, 63 units of Epsom salts. 
world? | Oh, vou have taxed everything, so that it costs the farmer 
Oh, yes; there are some industries in this country, some | that much more. If he wants to take his bushel of wheat or his 
manufacturing interests, that have progressed without the help, | bale of cotton or his oats or his corn and exchange it, even fo 
particularly, of your tariff system. It has hurt them in many | Epsom salts, his dollar would only get 63 cents worth of Epson 
instances. Take the great automobile interests of this country salts It would purchase 84 units of shingles, 86 units of 
[They get their rubber free. They pay high import duties upon ement, 883 units of window glass, 63 units of white-lead puint 
their glass. They pay high ad valorem rates upon the steel The value of 19 important farm products was only 4 per cet 
that goes into the making of the cars and upon many other | greater than the value of the same products in 1913—that i 
things that go into them; and yet, notwithstanding that, they | the index was 104, whereas the index for union wages for 192% 
have been able, under the leadership of Ford, constantly to on the 19183 base was 140. Let the products of the farm lh 
reduce the prices of automobiles and go out into the markets | measured in union wages, and the wage earner gets $1.40 t 
of the world and sell them in competition with everybody. every dollar's worth of farmer’s products 
There are other industries that have progressed notwith Those are facts that answer the argument of the distin 
standing this favored treatment that you have given to the | guished Senator from Utah made on yesterday He talked 
Steel Trust and to the Aluminum Trust and to the Woolen | in his speech about labor, and how it was affected by thes 
Trust and to the Cotton Manufacturers’ Trust and these other | high-protected interests. If you will analyze the situation, in 
trusts that bleed agriculture and prosper through increased divi- | most instances you wil! find that the smalle pay to 
dends to their stockholders. The trouble is, your system in laboring man comes from the most highly protected industries 
vites retaliation in higher tariff duties from other countries, | in this country. There are only a little more than 8,000,000 
and closes or restricts those markets to those in this country | men and women working in the manufacturing interests of 
who have built up great organizations without your tariff | this country. There are 40,000,000 and more American labor 
assistance. ing people employed on farms, in counting houses, in various 
Take the importations during the year 1926. On total im places, who are not protected by these high and exorbitant 
portations of $4,430,000,000 there were imported into the } tariff duties. 


United States, on four items, over one-third of the total. 
Talk about your big importations! Of rubber we imported 


$505,000,000 worth Of raw silk we imported $400,000,000 
worth. Of coffee we imported $322,000,000. Of sugar we im 
ported $232.000,000 worth. Yet Senators talk about the great 


importations that come here! It is due to the raw materials 
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President, I have said ab all that I 
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the distinguished S 


want to a 


Sorry nator, after my an:lysis 
of these rates on agricultural product ought ) say the 
Democratic Party is a free-trade pariy. It is not. The Demo- 
cratic Party differs little, if any, from the views of men who 


are progressive and who believe in equal rights to al! and 
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pe 
the aisle 
I shall not forget 


ivileges to none, who occupy seats on the other side 


special 


of 


the magnificent fight that w waged 
st special privilege in this body in 1909 when the Payne- 
ich tariff bill was before this body for consideration. 
recalls few characters that will live longer, who per- 
formed a greater service for the great masses of the Ameri- 
people than did Dolliver, from lowa, and La _ Follette, 
from Wisconsin, and those who fought with them against the 
iniquitous provisions carried in that measure. They sounded 
the tocsin call They aroused the West it had never been 
aroused before against these rates that bore down upon that 
rreat out across the Mississippi. 

You thought then that it made little difference. 
tinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], who 
styled a “little shepherd,” not far from the distin- 
guished Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarrEN], who was 
the big shepherd,” spurned their protestations. They 
thet it would have any effect. But, it 
crystallization of public sentiment in that section 
und aroused the people, who went to the polls 
in 1910 wept from power the Republican Party. 

You mays with no concern upon this little 
lution offered by a Republican Senator from the far-off West. 
You may say makes no difference if you pass it. You may 
say you will spurn it if it passes, that you will not consider it 
in the committee, that you and the party are bigger than any 
section or any class of individuals in America. Remember what 
happened in 1910. In my humble opinion the Senator from 
South Dakota and his colleagues who are working with him in 
this matter are beginning a crusade that will gain in number 
as the ides of November approach, and it will not be long before 
you reactionary friends of the angels of this administration, the 
special interests that have bled and bled the American con- 
sumer until he is snow white, will demand and concede some 
revision of the tariff. 

Ah, we can go into the committee and in a practical, sensible 
way look at the conditions as they exist, not write measures 
in a free-trade style, not disorganize business in this country, 
but we can | at the cold facts; we can revise the tariff upon 
some basis that might help to restore the equilibrium and parity 
between the purchasing power of the dollars of agriculture and 
those of other industries in America. 

I believe personally in a tariff that breeds no bounties, 
privileges. I believe in a tariff that 
motes trade, not trusts. I believe in a tariff that will not tax 
thee but will take the revenue from the fortunes of the 
rich. T want to promote the tariff competition rather than com- 
binations. I want to bring the peoples of the world closer 
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can 


as 


section 
The dis- 
was then 


sitting 


( alled 
he sits, 


the 


country 


did not ivve 
tarted 
of the 
hid 
reso- 


look modest 


it 
il 
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that 


spawns no special pro- 


poor, 


to my Government through trade and commerce, and not en- 
courage them to make war and battle against them. I want a 
tariff for peoples, not persons. 

No wonder the precedents that you have established have 
found root in what other governments have done. When the 
last tariff law was before the Senate for consideration we said 
that if you passed it and put these barriers up against the 
importations into this country of some products that might 


mect in competition with the trust-made goods of this country, 
and give to the people some benefit in cheaper rates and prices, 


other countries would erect like barriers against our farmers’ 
products being sold to them. You said no, you were a govern 
ment to yourself. You did not care. You had started out on 
a policy of isolation What mattered it to you what other 


governments might do or what other statesmen might think? 
The cold facts now confront you that since you passed this 


law and erected these barriers 51 governments have passed 
high tariff rates retaliating against us. I shall put a few of 
them in the Recorp. It is se infamous, although the Senator 
from Utah and the Senator from Indiana, and maybe my friend 


from Ohio, have not yet caught the spirit of the new day. But 
emember that the great bankers of your own party, many of 
them whose advice has been sought, who in the past have been 
invited even to the White House to sit around the festive 
board—of course, that was just before some election was to 
take place, so that the shekels might fall from their bulging 
pockets into the coffers of the Republican Party—have spoken 
up. They said that the tariff ought to be revised, that agri- 
culture Was not getting a fair deal out of it, and that you ought 
to restore equilibrium. That arouses my friend from 
Utah. He does not like it, and when the representatives of this 
Government sit in an international economic conference at 
Geneva, appointed by this Government, they are met with 
rebuke because they say that the tariff is one of the things that 
is grieving the world, that is holding European countries back, 
that is delaying economic rehabilitation, 


some 
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That delegation was composed, not of Democrats particu- 
larly. There was one on it, Norman H. Davis, one of the finest 
men who has ever lived, a man who is competent to represent 
this Government in any body and in the consideration of any 
question. 

sut the other gentleman on that committee, whose name I 
have forgotten—I think it was Mr. Robinsun—is whom? He is 
a hidebound Republican. I understand he never scratched a 
ticket in his life. He owns an interest in manufactures, and is 
a banker of repute and standing. He is one of the members of 
the delegation. Why, this man Robinson even served under 
the distinguished Vice President of the United States when he 
was head of the Dawes Commission. He was good enough then 
to serve the Government. His advice was accepted in that 
matter. But now he differs from the Senator from 
Utah, and consequently he is not worth while. 

Mr. O'Leary, another member of the delegation, who said the 
tariff cught to be revised to help agriculture, is another big 
Republican from Chicago, a big banker interested in manufac- 


turing. Doctor Klein is another. What finer authority and 
agent of this Government could we have than he? He is the 
man who has employed his fine talents to build up trade 
throughout the world, and if my good friend from Indiana 
would consult him, he would have more wisdom. I like to 


| drink from the fountainhead myself, and that is why the facts 


| could really do something. 





I give are good. Doctor Klein is supposed to be a good Repub- 
lican. That is the delegation which is spurned here and held in 
contempt because they say the tariff should be revised. 

I welcome this movement. I wish it were a bill, so that we 
But we can do this much—we ean 
give an expression that agriculture should be elevated, that it 
should be helped, that the manufacturers should not continue 
to be made the only favored angels of this administration. I 
shall vote for the resolution. I hope that it will be unanimously 
adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp, following the remarks 
which I made this morning, a statement of some of the changes 
in tariff rates by various countries of the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, 
ordered. 

The statement is as follows: 


it is 


sO 


NOTES ON RECENT TARIFF INCREASES IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 
UNITED KINGDOM 

On July 1, 1925, the United Kingdom reimposed the McKenna duties— 
i. e., the duties of 3314 per cent ad valorem on passenger automobiles, 
musical instruments, clocks, and watches, and a specific duty on 
matograph films. Later in the same year duties of 35% per cent ad 
valorem were imposed on cutlery, gloves, and lace and embroidery. 
Specific duties were placed on silk and artificial silk, hops and hop 
extracts, and gas mantles. 

In 1926 a duty of 33% per cent ad valorem was placed on commercial 
motor cars and 1634 per cent ad valorem on wrapping paper. In 1927 
a duty of 533% per ad valorem was placed on automobile tires; 
a new specific duty of 28s. per hundredweight was placed on chinaware ; 
and the duties on tobaceo, wine, photographic film, and matches were 


cine- 


cent 


increased. 

FRANCE 

the French Government appiied a 30 
import duties, with certain exceptions, 


Effective from April 7, 1926, 
per cent increase to all specitic 


which included tobacco, paper pulp, and certain specified grades of 
paper. By a decree of August 14, 1926, specific import duties, with 
some exceptions, were again increased by 30 per cent. The deprecia- 
tion of the franc was given as the reason for these two 30 per cent 


increases. 
On July 10, 1926, the value for the application of a 20 per cent 
ad valorem import duty on positive films in France was increased from 
2 francs to 5 franes per meter, making the duty 1 franc per meter. 
The Franco-German treaty, effective September 6, 1927, imposed on 
certain lines of American goods duties four times as high as those 
applied to competing products from Germany, England, and other 
countries having most-favored-nation treaties with France. Thes 
duties were removed from American products on November 21, 1927. 
However, on some articles on which the United States received inter- 
mediate rates of duty and the Franco-German treaty provided new 
minimum rates higher than the old intermediate rates, France now 
applies whichever rate is the higher. Among these preducts are 


veg- 


etable-tanned hides and skins, chamois-dressed or parchment-dressed 
leather, Hungarian leather, certain leather manufactures, machine- 
made paper, parchment and fancy paper, vehicles other than auto- 


motive and railway, milling machinery, certain fine cutlery, toys and 
parts, and certain rubber manufactures. 

Effective from September 3, 1927, the French import duties on wheat 
and rye in grain or flour and certain cereal products were increased. 
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bber I an ietallurgical finishes roducts : : : : 
Ne er : zs aren ration which our Democratic friends had whieh lasted 
Aft q r 28 926 ecial authorization was required r the iu ) > 4) : ' : 1s 
After July 28, 1926, special authorization new , most of the summer, and his clarion voice sounded like a buel 


tation of flour. | eall across the hills and valleys of the Republic summoning 








Effective from November 2, 1926, import duties were increased on an | the hosts of democracy to battle. Iam not unaware of the fact 
extensive additional list of products, including fresh aud dried fruits, | ¢pat the answer to that call on behalf of my eloquent friend was 
automobiles and parts, and many other items. Moi creases went against the thing he advocated. Therefore 





+ 7.000.000 majority 
have not been seriously alarmed at the attack he has made 

to-<lay upon the citadel of protection. 

I call further that my friend from Mississippi. while hay 

g voted twice against the McNary bill, to-day intimated that 


into effect January 24, 1927 I 
NETHERLANDS | 
A new customs law became effective from July 1, 1925 rhe d ‘ 
most items were increased from 5 to 8 per cent ad valorem with a fev i _ 
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he intended to vote for it; and further that while he has in- 
veizghed in caustie terms against the Finance Committee or its 
Republican membership and the Republican membership of this 


hody for having failed to formulate a tariff bill in which the | 


he 
im- 


rates on agricultural imports were sufficiently high, that 
has voted eyen against those rates and against every rate 
posed upon any agricultural import from the time he became 
# Senator down to the present Therefore it might 
that my friend would respond that consistency is for small 
minds and that— 
New 
Time 


hour. be 


onditions teach new duties. 


makes ancient good uncouth 


tut after all, when we are being criticized for having failed 
protect the agricultural interests of the country by rates 
sufficiently high, it ill becomes my friend, who has voted against 
every rate ever sought to be imposed by any tariff bill on agri- 
cultural imports, to criticize us because of that policy. 
Personally, I am somewhat in a singular situation at this 
time. I am against the resolution offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. McMAstTerR], and yet I am in favor of farm 
legislation, I want, as briefly as I may, to give a reason for the 
faith that is within me on both propositions, I am against the 
I am for the other. The McNary bill was founded 


¢ 
lo 


one becuuse 


That was the very core of it all and the purpose of it all. If 
the tariff be abrogated there is no foundation upon which the 
MeNary proposition can rest in the future. 

The problem confronting agriculture iu the United States is 
a stupendous one and one that has been the subject of in- 
tensive debate throughout the life of the Republic. Inability 
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Mr. WATSON. The Senator froin South Dakota knows that 
there is no man in this body who has devoted himself more 
assiduously to the passage of the McNary-Haugen bill than 
have I. By voice and by vote and by assistance in organiza 
tion I have helped to promote the passage of that measure, and 
I intend to do so again. In dving that, however, I am not actu- 
ated by any desire to destroy the protective tariff in 
particular or for any purpose. 

Mr. McMASTER,. Mr. President, first, I wish to commend the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana for the position he has 
taken upon the farm relief question. He is one of the few 
Members of this body who are considered as belonging to the 
old school who have taken a decided stand. However, I wish 
to say that there is not one word, one sentence, or one syllable 
in the resolution which seeks in any shape, manner, or form 
to destroy the principle of protection; but I wish to ask the 
distinguished Senator from Indiana if, in his own mind, he does 
not think that there are a few industrial schedules in which the 
duties imposed are too high? 

Mr. WATSON. That is a matter of individual opinion. I 
have been a student of the tariff for 35 years; I have made us 
many tariff speeches in my time, perhaps, as any living Ameri- 
can and I have always tried as best I could to have the tariff 


any 


- 3 ae oun | measure the real difference between the cost of production at 
upon the proposition that the tariff should be made effective. | 


| hot now say. 


to agree does net furnish proof that there is no proper solution, | 


but 
been found and applied. With occasional fluctuations agricul- 
ture has been on a comparative decline since 1900 and has not 
maintained its former level with industry. 

The Republican platform adopted in 1924 recognized that 
fact and gave a specific pledge to the people of the country 
that legislation would be enacted to restore agriculture to the 
level of industry. That meant two things: First, that it was 
not on the level of industry, and secondly, that by legislation 
it could be restored to that level. The Democratic platform 
contained almost the same provision—at least the same in 
meuning—yet 
not fulfilled that pledge. Still, however, the occasion is here 
when some legislation along that line should be enacted in the 
interest of the American farmer. 

Iiowever, it is not wise, in my judgment, for any friend of 
agriculture to take the position that unless he can at once get 


debate and discussion must continue until one shall have | 


we have not redeemed that premise and have | 


| 


all he wants by way of governmental relief he will kick the | 


Whole eastern side out of the House, for he must remember 
that the western side can not stand after the eastern side shall 
have been kicked out, but that the whole edifice will fall 
together. Revenge is not a proper foundation upon which to 


erect an enduring structure in either individual or in national 
life 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 


Does the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from South 
Dakota? 


Mr. WATSON. I will yield in 2 moment. Assuredly it can 
in no way inure to the benefit of agriculture to attempt to 


destroy or even to undertake the initial steps to destroy its 
home market and impair the ability of its present purchasers 
to buy the products of the American farm. Now I yield to the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. McMASTER. I was interested in the statement or impli- 
eation made by the Senator that the reason for the introduc- 
tion of this resolution was due to a spirit of revenge. 

Mr. WATSON, No; I did not mean that. 

Mr. McMASTER. Well, what did the Senator mean? Does 
the Senator think that the resolution was inspired in any way 
from a sense of revenge on ihe part of the farmer? 

Mr. WATSON. I do not. 

Mr. McMASTER. I do not quite understand, then, why the 
Senator used the word “ revenge.” 

Mr. WATSON. I used it because I bave heard many times 
throughout my section of the country and farther on toward 
the West that the farmers would rise against the protective 
tariff system unless it was extended to them in aceordance with 
their wishes. That was the reason for my statement. 

Mr. McMASTER. Does not the distinguished Senator from 
Indiana feel, after the farmers have been knocking at the 
doors of Congress for six or seven years, and those doors have 
been closed in their faces eontinuously fer that long period, 
that it is time that agricultural relief were provided? 


home and abroad in fixing any rate on any item of import. I 


| think that is the only proper course to pursue. 


It may be that some of the rates are too high. I do -not 
now know. It may be that some of them are too low. I can 
I do know, however, that we brought into this 
country last year four and one-half billion dollars worth of for- 
eign products. A billion dollars worth of them approximately 
were noncompetitive, such as rubber, raw silk, and so forth, but 
$3,000,000,000 worth were competitive. I also know that we 
ean not bring into this country $3,000,000,000 worth of com- 
petitive products without in some way or other interfering with 
American industry. 

I know that whenever we buy 2 coat which is made abroad we 
do not buy a coat which is made in the United States, and to 
that extent we put out of business the man who is making that 
coat in the United States and those who make coats generally. 
The same thing is also true of every other article of import 
which we bring into this country. If I had my way about it, 
I would make rates just as high as I could on all imports ade- 
quately to protect the American producer whatever his occupa- 
tion or in whatever field of activity he may be working. 

Mr. MCMASTER. Will the Senator from Indiana yield for 
ohe more question? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMASTER. It was stated here yesterday on the floor 
by the distinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] that the 
administration had stated that there would not be tariff re- 
duction for two years. ‘That implied that pessibly in two years 
there would be tariff reduction. If there would be reason for 
a tariff reduction in two years froin now, why should not there 
be a reason for a tariff reduction at the present time? 

Mr. WATSON, I did not hear the Senator from Utah make 
the statement to which the Senator from South Dakota refers; 
I have not talked to the President about the matter; I do not 
know what his views are; but I know, as the Senator from 
South Dakota will recognize, that, with the revenue bill ahead 


of us, if we should attempt to pass tariff legislation we would 
stay here the whole summer through and could not get away. 


I want to say this to my friend, inasmuch as—— 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President-——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. WATSON. Yes. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Is there any objection to staying here 
all summer if we can thereby enact legislation to give the 
farmers the relief which the Republican platform promised 
them? 

Mr. WATSON. I will say to my friend from Iowa that I 
think it can be done otherwise. I wish to say further to my 
friend from Iowa and also to my distinguished friend from 
South Dakota that we have heretofore encountered situations of 
this kind, and we know what the gentlemen on the other side 
will resort to in the teeth of a campaign when it comes to mak- 
ing a tariff bill. We permitted that to be done in 1890, and they 
swept us out of power because they devoted months upon montbs 
to a discussion of the tariff bill and never permitted it to be 
passed until two weeks before the election. It did not have 
time to be tried and tested practically in the country; people 
rose up against it, and they defeated even McKinley for Con- 
gress in his district, although he was the author of the bill. 

Not only that, but in the last election they talked and debated 
the Forduey-McCumber bill for weeks and weeks and weeks; 
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they discussed the tariff on vinegar two weeks: and 


kept talking about the bill until it was passed only a short ti 


for they 


me 


hefore the election; and so the people had no opportunity to 
measure it and determine what it would do, and we had no 
chance to ascertain what the real benefits of it would be. I do 
not intend to be caught in that kind of a trap again, if I know 
it I am opposed to ary tariff revision at this time, because I 
believe that by the enactment of just and meritorious legislation 
aside from the tariff we can so bolster up the tariff rates ar 

schedules as to insure adequate protection to agriculture in the 
United States of America llowever. I may say to my frie 


that Lam not quite sure that any 
might impose would be 
the United States ag: 
I do not know as to thai 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ia yield to the Senator from 
Mr. WATSON. I vield. 
Mr. BROOKHART. The 
he other side as a bad and designing 


tariff rates which the Congres 
sufficiently high to protect agriculture in 


ftlinhst solve ¢ its CoInpetitors th other tat 


Presiden 
Doe th 

lowa ° 

senator 


picture 


lo 


Mr. WATSON. Oh, they are. 

Mr. BROOKHART. And as wanting to win the eleetion 

Mr. WATSON. They do. 

Mr. BROOKHART. But is that any reason why the Repub 
lican side does not carry out its pledge to the farmers of the 
United States? 

Mr. WATSON, I can not answer for the Republican side 


There have been times when I could not answer for my friend 
from Iowa who is on the Republican side. | Laughter. |] 

Mr. BROOKUART Ll remember. however, a time when the 
Senator from Indiana has answered even for me. {| Laughte1 

Mr. WATSON. I only know that right in the teeth of an 
‘lection is no time to start out to revise the tariff. and I only 
know that, so far as I am concerned, I would rather the tariff 
rates remain just as they are than to attempt to revise them 
in the face of a presidential election and in the midst of a 
presidential campaign. I have been through contests of that 
kind, and I know just what they meant. 

I will say further to my friend that if there were no other 
way by which agriculture might be adequately protected, evel 
inder these extreme and emergent conditions, I might be willing 


to see tariff revision undertaken, but 
another method that I 
for the protection of 
and I know that 


there is another way and 
believe will prove adequate and effective 
the agricultural of the country. 
wisdom as well as prudence demands that we 


interests 


shall march along that path. I want my farmer friend also—— 
Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In 


diuna yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. WATSON. Certainly 


Mr. McMASTER. The Senator states that there is anothe 
way of equalizing the condition of the farmer, that is to put 
him on a parity with other forms of industry, namely, by the 


passage of the McNary-Haugen bill or other legislation of the 
substantial nature. Now, that such legislation 
shall be passed and then shall be veived by the President; then 
What position will the Republican Party be in with reference te 
the redemption of its pledge’ 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I have never been one hose 
who thought it necessary to up to the White House every 
morning to find out what we should do as a senatorial bod) 
on that day. I believe that we have a duty to perform; I be- 
lieve that we have a burden to carry: I believe that we bave an 
obligation to discharge; and I am in favor of doing it regardless 
of what happens at the other end of the Avenue. 

Mr. McMASTER. Yes: but it is highly important 
Republican Party do something to its 
tarmer, 

Mr. WATSON. With that sentiment I cordially coneur 
to the expression of the Senator I fully agree 
Mr. McMASTER. What plan has the Senator to offer in 

event that the proposed farm legislation shall be vetoed by 
he President? We had better stay here all summer, had we 
not? 

Mr. WATSON. 
question? 

Mr. McMASTER. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. 
Indiana a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
diana yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. WATSON. I really ought to answer the question of the 
Senator from South Dakota first, but I will yield. 

Mr. BRUCE. I ask the Senator whether he does not think 
he is taking the Senator from South Dakota just a little too 


ime suppose 


t} 


¢ 
ot 


o 
go 


that the 


redeem pledge to the 


and 


+] 
tile 


Does the Senator want me to answer that 


Yes. 


President, may I ask the Senator from 


Senator from Ir 
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| seriously Does he believe that the Senator from South D 
kota really contemplates a genera weet f tariff duti 
Mr. WATSON, I am : ig ft i a wil 
ind k him that question myselt 
Mr. BRUCE. I should think Senator l ) 
firs 
Mr. McMASTER L wi e very ¢ i nsw th 
tion 
Mr. WATSON I have been wa isK that questio 
Mr. BRUCE If the S itor from &S Dakota does r \ 
mp 1 universal lowering of the tariff, | ) ‘ 
| possibly xpect » get any nsiderable im! 
if 1) cratic ites for his resolution 
M WATSON That is one of the most comforting a 
1 j e had at this session from any source Laughter 
\ BRUCI L> it party ever previde for such a we 
g of riift rates in ti st yoo li vuntry n he 4 
War 
Mr. WATSON Certain ie Democratie Part i when 
had a chane 
Mr. BRUCE. Every one of our tariff laws nee th ul 
has been protective, more or less 
Mi WATSON Che Senator from Maryland forget 
Morrison Tariff Act which provided for a horizontal 20 
cent reduction, which just whacked the duties off regard) 
f where such action would strike 
\lr BRUCE Wus it not Mr. Cleveland who said that 
was a condition and not a theory that confronted us 
Mr. WATSON Yes; but there was tariff reduction al 
long the ling 
Mr. BRUCE {[ do not wish use any inconsiderate lan- 
uage, but it is hard for 


me to believe that this resolution is 


offered 


in good faith if it contemplates a lowering of ail tariff 
duties, 
Mr. McMASTER. Anything that does not come out of Mary 





land or anything that is not wet is not in good faith, in t 
ypinion of the Senator from Maryland 

Mr WATSON Mr President. I have no desire to enter 
nto a personal controversy as between my two distinguished 
friends. I cheerfully accord to my friend from South Dakota, 
of course, the highest motives; I have no question about that 

Mr. BRUCE, Is the Senator from Indiana saying that for 
the sake of the argum 

Mr. WATSON No {1 am saying it because I believe he 
is an honest man; I am saying it because I believe he is ser 
ing the interests of his constituency in introducing this rese- 
ution, as he believes, 

Mr. BRUCE Is he serving the interests of his constituent 
by lowering the duty on Canadian wheat? 

Mr. WATSON. That is up to him to decide. 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr. Pres 


lent 






he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indian i 
vield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. WATSON. Oh, surely; I am interested in this 

Mr. McMASTER. I wish to say just a word in answer to 
the statement made by the Senator from Maryland, although 
! found but two days ago that he was here making a speech 
entirely in accord with this resolution, condemning high indus- 
trial rates: and on the second day he made a splendid high- 
protection speech 

In reference to the particular resolution that is pending 
however. if I may explain the intent and purpose that Was in 
the mind of the author, I will say that if I had intended tn 

he resolution that all schedules should be lowered I would hav 
} used tl word “all but I used the word “ schedule 7 I 
| I expect te mend that by putting in the word “ ge al th 
| there shall be a general Ik ring. so that my distinguished 
| friend from Maryland will be able to yote for the resolution 
| Mr. BRUCE 1 will ask tl senat why he did do tha 
| first? 
Mr. McMASTER. That will explain the situation for 
| distinguished Senator from Marylund 
Mr. BRUCE. No; it does not 
In the first place, the Senator stated that I had made two 
| speeches in the Senate on the subject of the tariff. I am 
afraid the Senator is confusing me with a much more distil 
enuished and much abler man—that is to say, the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WaALsH] I have had no occasion to say 
anything on the subject of the tariff except once, and then 


| 

tentatively, to commit myself to the proposition that the whole 
matter fixing tariff should lodged in some nonpar- 
tisan commission, subject to the approval of Congress. 


of duties he 


Mr. WATSON. Which, of course, I do not believe at all. 
Mr. McMASTER. No; nor I either. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 


Mr. WATSON. Certainly; with pleasure. 
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Mr. FESS. The language of the resolution is general— 

Immediate lowering of tariff schedules, and tariff legislation, embody 
ng lowered schedules, 

Vhe question I want to ask is does not that include the sev- 
enth schednle, which is agriculture? 

Mr. WATSON. Why, according to my understanding, of 
course, by the terms of the resolution. As to whether or not 
the Senutor meant to include the agricultural schedule, of course 
] do not know. 

Mr. FESS. We are considering this resolution 

Mr. WATSON. But, as I read the resolution. it means ¢ 


lowering al! along the line of the rates imposed by ali schedules 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FESS. Will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. WATSON, Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. The first act of the Congress that met in 1921 
was the emergency tariff act, passed in May of that year. 

Mr. WATSON. It was. 

Mr. FESS. J have it in my hand. There are 28 items in that 
et, everyone of which, without an exception, is agricultural; 


and most of those items were included in the permanent tariff 
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legislation of September of the next year. 

Mr. WATSON. Practically embodied in it. 

Mr. FESS. Yes, Has the Senator had any information to the 
effect that there is a demand from agriculture for the lowering | 
of the schedules under the present act? 

Mr. WATSON. I have not from anybody, anywhere. 

Mr. FESS. I made inquiry of the Tariff Commission, and I 
am told officially that there are 585 applications for investiga- 
tions. Two hundred and fifty-seven of these are for agriculture, 


all but two of them asking for an increase. 
Mr. McMASTER. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 

diana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


In- 


from 


Mr. WATSON. I do. 

Mr. MCMASTER. How many of those farmers were asking 
for increases on industrial products? 

Mr. FESS. I asked the question as to whether there had 


been any demand for a decrease of tariff duties on agricultural 
products. 1l did not ask with reference to 
products, The resolution of the Senator from 
applies to agricultural producis just the same 
nonagricultural products. 
Mr. McoMASTER. May I interrupt the 
should amend the resolution in that 
to the Senator's ideas, would he then vote for it? 
Mr. FESS. I certainly would not. If the Senator will offer 
a resolution here for the revision of the tariff schedules, I shall 
be willing to discuss it with the Senator; but the Senator has 


South 
it 


Dakota 


does to 


is 


If 


Senator again? 


we respect, so as to 


form 


demanded a lowering of the schedules. That includes every 
schedule; and that is why there has been a general resent- 


ment against that sort of legislation. 
Mr. BRUCE and Mr. McMASTER addressed the Chair. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Indiana has 


Mr. President, may I interrupt just there? | 


nonagricuitural | 


COn- | 
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troduction of thts resolution by a representative of the great 
farming section—whether this resolution would not be counter 
to what we generally regard throughout the country as a de- 
mand for an increase rather than a lowering. That is 
specific question. 

Mr. WATSON. That is my view of it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to make a statement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. WATSON. I do. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. For the Recorp, I desire to add that 
very recently the President has granted the petition of agri- 
culturists, and has issued an appropriate order increasing the 
tariff on certain brands of imported cherries by the full 50 
per cent permissible under the flexible section of the tariff act. 

I also wish to have it appear that there are pending before 
i two petitions, filed there by agriculturists, 
king increase of the tariff on imported oniens and also upon 
poultry products. Both these petitions are supported by a vast 
number of producers, all of whom, I take it, are hopeful, as I 


ny 


7 ; ; 
Tile cColbilssion 


Ser 


am, that the President may be persuaded to increase the 
duties. 
Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. WATSON. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota 
Mr. McMASTER. First, I wish to say, in reference to the 


statements of the Senator from Ohio [|Mr. Fess], that practi- 
cally all of the Members of this body who favor the resolution 
understand and comprehend that the purport and the intent 
of the resolution is for the purpose of lowering some of these 
outrageous schedules that were accorded the industrial prod- 
ucts, and thereby, by lowering those schedules, increasing the 
purchasing power of the farmer. 

It was ably shown here on the floor of the Senate this morn- 
ing by the distinguished Senator from Mississippi {[Mr. Har- 
RISON] that that kind of a resolution would even permit the 
raising of a certain schedule upon a manufactured product if 
it shonld be necessary; but those who are trying to find fault 
with the language are trying to find a loophole through which 
they can escape and avoid voting for the resolution and then 


make excuses therefor. This resolution was introduced in the 
interest of agriculture and with the object and the aim of 
bringing about a reduction in some of those exorbitant sched- 


ules that are accorded industry and that have given some of 
the industries these enormous profits, 

Mr. WATSON, What schedules are they? 

Mr. McMASTER. For instance, I suggested yesterday, 
there is a little company up here in Providence, R. IL. known 
the Brown-Sharpe Co., which just a few months after the 
passage of this law declared a stock dividend of 16,000 per 
cent. I should say that they had been pretty well taken care 
of; that they were in a rather prosperous condition when this 
particular law was passed in 1922. I should say that the 
Aluminum Co. have done pretty well, in view of the fact that 


as 


| we inserted in the Recorp yesterday that beginning with a 
capital of $1,500,000 that capital had grown by leaps and 
honnds until in a few years it had reached the sum of $131, 


the floor. To whom does he yield? 

Mr. WATSON. To all the Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the first Senator to address the Chair was the Senator from | 
Ohio 

Mr. FESS. I think the Senator from Indiana had vielded 
to me, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the Chair's under 
standing, 

Mr. WATSON, I yielded to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. A further statement: 


The commission has completed and sent to the President 28 
reports, covering 35 articles, 8 of which are agricultural prod- 
ucts Action has been taken on several of these. Based on 
the investigations made by the commission, the President has 
rates of duty on six agricultural products—wheat from 
wheat flour from 78 cents to 


adjusted 
30 cents to 42 cents per bushel; 


$1.04 per 100 pounds: butter from 8 to 12 cents per pound; 
Swiss cheese from 5 cents per pound, not less than 25 per cent 
nd valorem, to 744 cents per pound, not less than 37% per cent 


aud valorem. Here are the exceptions: The duty on milk feeds, 
such as bran and shorts and other by-product feeds, which the 
farmers purchase for feeding livestock, was reduced from 15 to 
714 per cent ad valorem; and the duty on quail was reduced 
from 50 to 25 cents per bird. In other words, there are two 
jiems on which there was a reduction. 

Referring to the question I asked about corn, the American 


Farm Bureau has presented to the commission and they are 
making an investigation of an increase of the duty on corn 


from 15 cents to some higher figure; I do not recall just what 
they are asking. My question was—and it grew out of the in- 


re 


060,000: and that on their finished product—that is, the finished 
aluminum cooking utensils—the American consumer pays a 
duty of 11 cents a pound and a 55 per cent ad valorem duty, 
while upon milk the farmer has asked for a duty of 3% cents 
a gallon and was allowed just 2% cents, or about 5 per cent 
of the value of the product. I will say that there are a num- 
her of those schedules that ought to be lowered; and by reason 
of lowering those schedules we can increase the purchasing 
power of the farmer and help to restore the equality between 
agriculture and the industries. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, just one moment more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana further vield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. WATSON, TI will yield once more. 

Mr. BRUCE, I should like to eall the attention of the Sen 
ator to the fact that while the Senator from South Dakota 
says now that he is prepared to accept an amendment to bis 
resolution, yesterday when such an amendment was suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] he made no 
such announcement; nor did he make any such announcement 
when the Senator from Oregon [|Mr. McNary] brought for- 
ward a similar amendment to-day. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
ana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. WATSON. I do. 

Mr. McMASTER. When the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Watsu] made the suggestion to me on the 
floor of the Senate I stated that I did not choose to quibble 
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over words in the resolution; that I th rht I was willing to | nothing offensive about this: I n u ! iu 
ke any particular cl y | tried to make ch ges that ir ion a iy \ ve il 
1 suit even the ¢ she senate from Utah \I (Congress is the only u ity ( ess " 
<M i so tl € I sf m hedules ( vy is ix 
Vir. BRUC!I Was ike sayil lL do l { ress 1 : ery 1 t zg 
LO ( i I r’ el \ I \ 1 ca l }us \ y ! \ lar 
li é \ » ACC ina I red I » t i Sif le¢ All 
i usua Le ind i V i I 1 et I 
y s pl I is it I ] > 2 l ey i ~ © g Way ( 
! thet » . I J i | n int H ] ! 
his resolution of hi is ip W nh Vibich ‘ ( le ( sé ( > 
uid Ri public I I \ pprort Li CNA i \ t na Kes 
Haugen bill S st ¢ ‘ 
Vii MeoMASTEI Nit \ \ i } ’ ry} 
ad io I sons tl | bay ill ay ¢ i ! } if ‘ » eV 
he fh St : u N S V ad ry from 
Istriut lmter ts ! t America l has é en I u I f ! 
1 the tari I f A rica e gol os | i heir ¢ llou “ 
independence, and they ire going to beg ith h ( e ] ‘ Hass j ’ \ 
od, and they have l l d h eg g I sent to tl WN iM ‘ 
ise later on: and if 1 Vv « not receive that « iomiec ind ‘ ! n \\ nd Me s mi 
dence pretty soon, t vy have another method ballot ! l w i 1 \ i} ‘ 
will bring them the final results that they intend t i in for weeks and even ntl i! iv y tariff hea 
ure, I formu " ire iong ti Line tt pol \ 
Mr. BRUCE. In other words, as I hope you will all be ( 2 ed by the resolution, then fling it into the Hous wit 
Democrats. Is that it? Lik would begin that consideration which the House gives 
Mr. WATSON. Which certainly will relieve everybody the » such measures, and if it should pass it, it would be sent to 
United States of anything he has he Senate and referred to the Finance Committee. We would 
Mr. BRUCE. But what kind of Democrats? ke our turn at it, then it would come into the Senate of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER fle Sena from Indiana ha United States, where it would not be passed more than o1 


he tloor. Does he desire to proceed? week prior to the next election, I know, and so does the Senato 
Mr. WATSON, Now, if everybody is through, I will resume Phat is the situation 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. President Cherefore. 


merely passing this resolution is of no avail 











Mr. WATSON. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts Mr. MCMASTER. Mr. President, if the passage of this ré 
Mr. WALSH of Massachuvetts In order that we may inject | lution is ‘ d thing nd if it would be a good thing to h 
little pleasantry into the serious speech of the Senator from i lowe g of some of the tariff s tules, then it would be pe 
Indiana, I want to suggest that the Senator from New Jerse fectly proper to go rh all of the effort and all of the 
that the reason why it took two weeks for the Democra trouble and spend all of the time that we would have to spend 
discuss the item of vinegar was because it involved certain here during next spring and next summer to accomplish t 
hases of the prohibition question, [laughter. | desired result Is it the interest of one party over anothet 
Mr. WATSON. I did not recall that the Senator from Mary party, an election approaching, or what interest is paramount to 
and was in the Senate at that time. he interests of the American people and of the American 
Mr. BRUCE. I was not; but I will say I was delighted a | farmer 
ew moments ago to find that the discussion was leading us t Mr. WATSON It is in the interest of maintaining thes 
discussion of brandied ¢ rries from the State of Cal industries in the United States until ich ti as, measuring 
hia. yur eps, We may in orderly manner proceed to the 1 st 
ir. WATSON. Mr. President, I believe that the pre ! 
iculture is to lift agriculture up and not to pull industr: Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President 
wh, I can not conceive that agriculture is to be helped by The VICK PRESIDENT Does the S itor from Indiana 
werlhneg or even disturbing schedules on manufactured prod yield t the Senator from Georgin? 
icts unless there be some great outrage which should be Vr. WATSON, I yield 
medied or some manifest unfairness that should be rrected Mr. GEORGE I ish to inquire of the Senator from In 
I mn not conceive that by interfering with the manufacturing lal he heard the s ement made more t 1 once | he 
iustries of this country, by permitting large imports of manu istinguished Senator from Utah vyesterda that this resolu 
tured products from abroad, by bringing our laboring peopl ti s already slowing up busine I make the inquiry 
to keen and merciless competition with the underpaid and ether he recollect hat statement made by the Senator 
derfed people of the world, that by lowering the g ra | . ‘ ft that it 1 mere ' nd ean 
e level in the United States, which is the home market « nossibly h ny effec 
he American farmer, we thereby help agricultural indu Mr. WATSON I did 1 I the remark of tl ‘ 


is Nation. m Utah lie usually speaks by the card Hie usually tell 
\ir. McMASTER Mr. President, will the Senator yield he knows So far as ‘erned, | know of no slow 
Mr. WATSON. I yield ng up in the country because of the introduction of this resolu 
Mr. McMASTER. I just want to say to the distinguished | tlo becuuse in my humble judgment the country does not be 


nator from Indiana that every Member on this side of th ie’ the resolution will pass, and if it does, that it can n 
Chamber who is opposed to the resolution is always il stin e consequents in its effect, because everybody knows that il 
there is something about the resolution that is going must go to the House of Representatives before it can be made 
rive labor out of employment, that is going to close down the ifective 
idustries. As a matter of fact, all that the resolution would Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


do, if it were put into force and effect, would be to squeeze ou Mr. WATSON. I yield 
me excess profits from manufacturers and distribute thos Mr. FESS The Senator had a distinguished career in the 


xcess profits among the common people of America and in House What, in his judgment, would the House do with this 
rease their purchasing power. There is not one line or one solution if we should pass it and send it over there? Would 
entence or one syllable in the resolution that is intended 01 h eceive it 

oposes to throw labor out of employment ‘ir. WATSON I hope the Senator will withdraw that ques 

\Lr, WATSON. But the Senator must know, iD the f sf lk because under the rules here we are not permitted to 

ce—and I mean no offense that this can be no mo! nan a comment on the body at the other end of the Capitol. 

sture, because the Senate has no right to originat: gislatio! Mr. FESS I withdraw the suggestion 

this kind. The Senator must know, in tle secon ace, Mr. BROOKHART and Mr. BORAH addressed the Chai 

it if his resolution should pass it would not mean anything. | Mr. WATSON I yield to the Senator from Idaho 

Mr. McMASTRR. If this resolution should pass and it woul Mr. BORAH I think the Senator from Iowa rose fir 

mean anything, what is the use of all this discussion ir. BROOKHART. The Senator suggested that there ha 

Why does the distinguished Senator from Indiana take up any | been no slowing up of industry under this wonderful protection 
me on this matter if it doves not mean anything? and prosperity that we have in the United States 


Mr. WATSON. Because I am going to prove that it does not Mr. WATSON. I did not say that 
mean anything. I mean this, I will say to my friend, th Mr. BROOKHART. 1 read a statement from the Department 


NS 


Senator from South Dakota—and he will understand there is! of Commerce about our great prosperity under thi ystem, 
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and then I sent over to the department for its bulletin on the 
corporations. I knew that 90 per cent of the 
farmers of the United States were on the verge of bankruptcy, 
und I wanted to see what the corporations were doing. 

In 1925, out of 430.000 corporations, 177,738 were operating at 
a loss of nearly $2,000,000,000, and they had been operating 
<ince 1922 in the same way. So I think there is some in- 
equality in this tariff prosperity we have in the United States, 
even among the corporations themselves. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, that only adds to the com- 
plexity of the problem. If that be the situation, we ought to 
raise the tariff. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. 
question ? 

Mr. WATSON. 

Mr. CARAWAY 
a higher tariff would increase prosperity? 
position ? 

Mr. WATSON. I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Did I understand the Senator to say 
to raise the tariff would increase prosperity ? 

Mr. WATSON. It always has. 

Mr. CARAWAY. It has? 

Mr. WATSON. Always. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then, when you have an era of profitless 
prosperity, why does not the party in power go to work and 
raise the tariff? 

Mr. WATSON. 
or three times, 

Mr. CARAWAY. 


earnings of 


President, may I ask the Senator a 


Certainly. 
Did I understand the Senator to say that 
Is that the Senator's 


that 


I have already answered that question two 


What was the answer? 

Mr. WATSON. Will the Senator pardon me? 
to go all over that again about what it means to 
tariff at this particular time. I will not go into that. 

Mr. CARAWAY. In other words, the Senator is perfectly 
willing for agriculture to die—— 

Mr. WATSON. No. 

Mr. CARAWAY. And other business languish, 
to disturb a political situation. 

Mr. WATSON. Not at all. I have said that there is an- 
other way, and the Senator has worked with me side by side 
and shoulder to shoulder in working out that other plan by 
which agriculture can be benefited and protected in the United 
States, in addition to the tariff. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is not what I asked. 

Mr. WATSON. Not only that, but the Senator can not see 
that by imposing higher rates on agricultural products we 
could adequately protect agriculture. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is exactly what we are coming to. 
1 absolutely know that the tariff, so far as the farmer is con- 
cerned, is absolute “bunk”; that he nothing out of it 
except an increased cost of living. Everybody knows that. 

Mr. WATSON. I am going into that. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator if he 
has the figures as to the amount of food products coming into 
this country at this time. 

Mr. WATSON. I have 
recall them 

Mr. BORAH. I want to call 
fact that there are about $2,500,000,000 of 
coming into this country. 

Mr. WATSON. It is very large, I know. 

Mr. BORAH. Which the American farmer is 
capable of producing. 

Mr. WATSON I agree 
believe in raising the 


I do not care 
revise the 


in order not 


gets 


them here somewhere. I do not 
the Senator's attention to the 


food products 


perfectly 


with the Senator entirely, and I 
rate as far as we can adequately to 
that industry. But there may come a time when we can 
not protect the industry by rates sufficiently high. We can not 
levy an embargo on articles of agriculture coming into the 

intry, and that is why I favored the McNary plan, a plan 
to buttress the tariff and to make it effective wherein it was 
not effective. 

For instance, take the tariff on wheat. We passed a tariff 
of 30 cents a bushel on wheat By and by it was found that 
that was not adequately protective. A complaint was made to 
the Tariff Commission, and after the requested hearing the 
Tariff Commission reported that it would take 42 cents a 
bushel to measure the difference in the cost of production be- 
tween this country and Canada in the production of a bushel 
of wheat. Whereupon the President—and I think quite prop- 
erly—raised the tariff on wheat to 42 cents a bushel. 

Mr. CARAWAY,. And wheat went down that week. 

Mr. WATSON. It now transpires that wheat is selling for 
more in Winnipeg than in the United States. It now transpires 
that 42 cents does not measure that difference at this tima 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator-—— 


protes t 
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| world price and stabilized the world price. 


| Winnipeg $1.50%. 
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Mr. WATSON. Wait a moment. Remember the question, 
if you can, and give it to me after a while. Let me finish this, 
if you please. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Let me inject this, so that the Senator can 
make his argument consistently. Wheat went down 9 cents a 
bushel when they raised the tariff. 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Then the tariff did not help the farmer. 

Mr. WATSON. It did not help him. That is what I 
saying. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 
was saying. 

Mr. WATSON. That does not add to what I am already 
saying about it. If the tariff is not effective on wheat at 42 
cents a bushel, then should we not do something to make it 
effective if we mean to have a protective tariff on wheat? 

Mr. BORAH. If you can not raise the tariff high enough to 
protect the wheat raiser in this country, it is as certain as 
that night follows the day that you can not do it by inverting 
the tariff proposition, as in the MceNary-Haugen bill. 

Mr. WATSON, I do not think we invert it at all. I think 
we simply support it and buttress it, to make the tariff effective 
wherein it is ineffective. I am coming to that in a little bit, 
if the Senator will listen to me. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will 
question of the Winnipeg wheat? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. Has the Senator followed the operations of the 
Wheat pool that was started some time in September? 

Mr, WATSON. I kept it up partially, but the Senator knows 
I was in the hospital part of the summer, and I did not keep 
up fully and accurately with those reports. 

Mr. FESS. I think it would be perfectly obvious that if we 
could employ a method such as is used in Canada by which we 
could control the marketing as they are controlling it, we could 
fix the price also on wheat as Winnipeg has. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WATSON. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. BROOKHART. On that question of wheat, the Canadian 
pool had its price fixed at the world market in Liverpool, the 
same place where the Chicago market had its price fixed. 
The pool helpel us as much as it did Canada. It improved the 
I think there is 
of protection we 

September 8 at 
at from $1.33 to 


am 


I did not know that was what the Senator 


the Senator yield on the 


no doubt about that. But here is the kind 
have on wheat under our 42 cents a bushel. 
Minneapolis No. 1 winter wheat was selling 
$1.38. At Winnipeg it was selling at $1.52%. 

Mr. WATSON. That is what we are saying. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Something happened on September 12, 
November 16 in Minneapolis it was $1.24 to $1.30, and in 
So the spread increased 8 cents on wheat 
between September and November. Something happened to 
cause that increase. 

The thing that happened was the Canadian Railway Commis- 
sion lowered railway rates about that time and immediately the 
Canadian farmers got that much better price, and half of our 
whole tariff of 42 cents a bushel is nullified by discrimination 
in freight rates in the United States to start with. 

Mr. FESS. Does the Senator from Indiana approve of the 
statement of the Senator from Iowa about the transportation 
rate fixing the price? 

Mr. WATSON. Oh, no, I do not: but I can not go into that 
question, That is on the sidetrack now, 

Mr. FESS. I wondered whether the Senator would fall for 
that statement. 

Mr. WATSON. Oh, bo. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, 
dispute that proposition? 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio does dispute the propo- 
sition. The rate may measure what the producers get, but it 
does not modify the price that the consumers pay. The farmer 
who raises wheat in Iowa and sells it in New York will have 
to pay out of the thing he gets in New York the price for the 
transportation. The price to the consumer has not changed, 
but the price to the producer is lowered by the amount of the 
transportation he pays. 

Mr. BORAH. That is what I understood the Senator from 
Iowa to contend. 

Mr. BROOKHART. That is exactly my point. 

Mr. FESS. No; what the Senator from Iowa said, as I 
understood it, was what wheat was ranging in Winnipeg, as 
he gave the figures. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; I quoted those prices because that 
illustrates what the producer gets. 

Mr. FESS. What is the price at Minneapolis? 


does the Senator from Ohio 
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Mr. BROOKHART. It was 10 or 15 cents less at Minne- | fo large percentage of all that he u n his farm i 
apolis than at Wi nipeg, and then they wwered the freig home is on the free list, while the sed e h 
rates and then it was 20 or 25 cents less. |} rate on agricultural products coming i untry f 
Mr. FESS. The only effect upon the producers of w it i ther countries that was ever levied by any tariff law in th 
Winnipeg and Minneapolis would be the difference in the freig] | el tire history of tariff making in U United Stat 
rates they had to pay to where they marketed It we i not | It may be true that those rates are not effective, but nev 
pe the difference in t price paid by the consul but 1 less when we passed the did so in the best f 1 and 
dillerence is in the amount the producer got, The one Frets | they would be adequi te ly protective b aust i WAS i 
mo than the other because he does not suffer so much in } tective-tariff Congress, which believed i ad ! os 
market. } tection and in its immediate applica n to the affairs of tl 
Mr. BROOKHART. That is what I claim. Under this benef 7 as they then existed It has since tt spired tha ‘ 
icent protection of 42 cents a bushel on wheat, the farmers « ive found that many of those rates are me uffi utly p 
the | nited States have taken for the present crop trom 10 ective, but at the time they were | ssedl they were I 
29) cents less per bushel than the Canadian farmers got. |} in the best of faith, and the heads of the agricultural intere 
Mr. WATSON. Does the Senator from Iowa want us to | #2d industries in the United States represented in tl { 
neal it all? | Washington indorsed every one of those schedules and a 
\ir. BROOKHART. I want to repeal it wherever it is ex time said that they would be adequate and on thei t F 
essive. I want to put it on the basis of the cost of production | ™ ndation and with their consent we passed the icu 
every article. I think that would raise it on most farm hedule ee 
products while lowering it on industrial products My friet d the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Carawa 
Mr. WATSON. Not all industrial products. said it is all “bunk.” It is not “bunk,” by reason of the fa 
Mr. BROOKHART. I do not, merely because it may defeat that but for u is agricultural schedule and the rates it imposed 
some candidate for President, want to shirk my duty in the igriculture in the United States to-day weuld be infinit 
Senate, and say we will wait until after next election. Congress | WOre ott than it is, and I do not think that is a controve ! 
wught to have been called in session immediately after the | Proposition, ’ 
close of the last session to settle this great question, this Mi WALSH ol Montana Mr. President 
rreate calamity that ever come to the American people, this Mr. W A PSON. I yield to the Senator from Montana 
reatest problem that has confronted the people—equality of | Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator include w ut On 
ericulture—the greatest problem since the abolition of slavery | that statement? 
itself, |} Mr. WATSON. Part of the time; not now. Of course, that 
Mr. WATSON. I cordially agree with the Senator as to the is an unfortunate condition. The condition existing with re- 
momentous character of the problem which confronts agricul gard to wheat has not always existed and will not always exist. 
ture at this time and demands solution at the hands of the Circumstances change as production increases or as the demand 
American Congress. I have no doubt at all about the character | increases or as the world production increases. There is: no 
f that problem. I believe, as strongly as the Senator believes question about that. We can not always adequately measure 


that the time has come when steps must be taken to rehabilitate 


griculture in the United States and bring it to the level of 
ndustry in accordance with the campaign pledges of bot! 
parties, so we shall have a full-rounded, symmetrical civilization 


in the United States. But I do not with the Senat 


nor with my friend from S« 
shall be pursued to reach that desired objective. 


agree 


TY, 


We have been talking about the remissness of the Republi 
ean Congress with regard to the agricultural schedule. The 
ruth about it is that the very first thing we did was to enact 
n emergency tariff law. Is there any one here sorry that 
we enacted that law? I wonder if my friend from lowa or 
iy friend from South Dakota will say that he did not rejoic« 
in the effect of that act? Everybody knows how beneficially 

resulted to the agricultural interests of the United States. 
The Tariff Commission itself found, after a full hearing on 


he subject, that it had saved the wool industry of the country 
from absolute destruction and greatly aided the dairying in- 
dustry of the United States well. I do not think that 
| ropositi m can be successfully controverted. 


as 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WATSON. I will. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator remembers that in the House the 
emergency tariff act was almost nonpartisan. 

Mr. WATSON. It was nonpartisan. 

Mr. FESS. The Democratic Members yoted for it the same 


as the Republicans. 
Mr. WATSON, I 
to that fact. 


am glad the Senator called my attention 


Mr. BROOKHART. And since that time nearly a million 
farmers have lost their homes in the United States. 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I am agreeing to what the 


Senator said about the problem and its seriousness, but he 
and I do not agree at all as to the method by which the 


problem should be solved. 


After the crushing depression of 1921 had wrought its de 
struction to agriculture, Congress immediately set out to dis- 


cover some methods of relief. We passed the first emergency 
tariff act. We revived the War Finance Corporation and 
placed $500,000,000 at the disposal of the farmers and stock 
srowers of the land. We at that time thought it would be 
helpful, and greatly helpful, to the agricultural interests of 


he country. We established intermediate banks of credit and 
made possible a supply of money to the farmer at reasonable 
rates and on long terms, that he could not be forced to 
rush all of his products to market at once in order to meet 
his obligations, and thus further depress the price of all he 
produced. 

The present tariff act was written to meet the demands 
the friends of agriculture. It is not altogether true that 
farmer sells in an open market and buys in a protected market, 


sO 


uth Dakota, as to the method which | 


of | 
the | 


tariff! through the coming ages or centuries or decades b) e 
condition that exists now. We may levy tariff rates now that 
are adequately protective, but everybody knows that because of 
changed conditions in industry and agriculture, in producti 
and in consumption, the whole thing may be upset or largely so 


' 
I 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator \ 
how the condition as respects wheat differs from a y¢ igzo 
Mr. WATSON. I can go into that, but will the Senator w 


| and let me do it in my own good time? 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
just a question? 
Mr. WATSON. I 


yield. 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator will agree that no tariff is 
adequate unless it is effective, will he not? 

| Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. So it is useless to talk of adequate sched 
ules when at the same time we know they have not been able 

to operate and have never been effective. 

Mr. WATSON. My only answer to that is, as I said, that at 

| the time we passed this schedule we thought it would be ade 

| quate We had the best advice in the country on the question 


and that advice was that it would be adequate 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Did the Senator think it would be effeec- 
tive? 

Mr. WATSON I thought it would be effective. certainly. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Has the Senator changed his mind? 

Mr. WATSON. I have changed my mind on that point b 
cause conditions have forced me to change my mind on t 
question. I have not any doubt about that now New condi 
tions have come and I think that we have to meet those new 
conditions [I have been for two years trying to get a _ bill 
passed which, while not dogmatically asserting that it is the 
only measure that will cure the situation, yet I conscientiously 
believed that it would, and I still believe it will, if we give it 
un opportunity to be tried in the United States 

The real problem that confronts the farmer at this time is 
to maintain the tariff, as I understand it, for all phase f our 
industry alike. The farmer sells but about 10 per cent abrond 
| of all he produces and about 90 per cent at home. It would be, 
| according to my view, a wicked and wanton policy to destroy 
| the market in which he sells his 90 per cent in order to at 
| tempt to increase the 10 per cent, for the whoie world is be- 
| coming rehabilitated agriculturally, and the competition of all 
agricultural products abroad will be keener in the days to come 
| than it has been at any time in the pasi 

Let us remember that the exports of grain and grain-food 
| preparations for 1925 were less than for 1924, and in 1926 were 
| less than they were in 1925. This decline in exports is due 
to two reasons: 

First, the European nations are recovering their agricultural 
capacity. In reality they are making greater efforts to stimu- 
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late agricultural production. They learned in the war that they 
must make themselves as nearly self-sustaining as possible and 
to that end must revitalize agriculture in their respective 
countries. In addition they have learned the necessity of re- 
ducing imports in order to help balance their budgets, and 
thus they are making every effort to raise as much food at home 
as possibly can be done. 

Secondly, it must be remembered that the wheat area in 
Canada has increased from a pre-war average of 10,000,000 
acres to 22,000,000 acres in 1925, while there are still large 
uncultivated areas in that country suitable for wheat produc- 
tion. A recent report of the Agricultural Department shows 
that the Australian wheat area has increased from a pre-war 
average of 7.600.000 acres to 10,800,000 acres. The wheat area 
in those countries together is now about 53 per cent above pre- 
war average. New Zealand and Australia have just finished a 
season in fine shape. The further development of the western 
Provinces of Canada and the recovery of Europe are adding to 
the world’s supply. 

therefore, I contend that what the farmer wants to do is to 
enlarge his home market. What the farmer wants is more 
hungry mouths to feed and more empty stomachs to fill. He 
wants more men working in the factories and in the mines and 
in the forests and on the railroads, and he wants them paid 
the American wage rate, the highest known among men, in 
order that right at home they can pay the American farmer 
the price paid for agricultural products paid anywhere 
sn the broad circle of the earth. 

That is the American system of protection, and throughout 
the years it has worked so marvelously that our country to- 
day stands easily first among all the nations of the world in 
our universal prosperity. I do not say that it is directly the 
outgrowth of the protective-tariff system alone, but I say that 
it is largely the result of the protective-tariff system operating 
through the years, because it is our policy as protectionists to 
promote production in the country. We believe that production 
should be unlimited and unhampered; that we should not put 
it in leading strings. The United States should do everything 
its resources and its labor, skilled and unskilled, its capital, 
its inventive genius, will enable it to do, because it is a truism 
from which there is no escape that if we eare for the producer 
the consumer will be in a position to care for himself. 

Furthermore, the report of a survey made by a special com- 
mission under direction of the foodstuffs division of the De- 
partment of Commerce in 1925 states that only one-tenth of 
the wheat land of the Argentine and only one-sixth of the 
wheat land of Canada is at present under euitivation and 
that virgin soil in each country is being utilized in an increas- 
ing quantity each year. This report also points out that, be- 
cause of cheap land and other cheap production costs, crops 
and livestock can be produced in these countries at a much 
lower figure than they can be produced in our country. 

Additional evidence is supplied by the report of a special 
representative of the Bureau of Animal Industry of the De- 
partment of Agriculture covering the livestock industry in the 
Argentine. This report asserts that, after taking into account 
all of the cost of production, cattle in the Argentine can be pro- 
duced for 75 cents per 100 pounds, which is below any possible 
eost of production in the United States. 

We all remember that the Tariff Commission in 1924 sub 
mitted to the President its report on the difference in the cost 
of producing wheat in Canada and in this country; we have 
discussed it, and I shall not again go into it, but if the tariff 
on that product be inadequate, then I am in favor of making 
it adequate. That is why I favor the McNary-Haugen bill. 

I do not dogmatically assert that that is the only measure 
that can produce this result, but I do believe that it will pro- 
duce it, and I favor it because I think it is the best solution 
of the problem that yet has been presented to the American 
Congress, and it 
mous support of the agricultural interests of the United States. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, when the Senator from 
Indiana says that if the tariff is inadequate he is in favor of 
making it adequate, how is he going to do that without doing 
anything at all? 

Mr. WATSON, I will tell the Senator all about that. 

Undoubtedly these causes operate to the advantage of the 
producer of food in these other countries and, undoubtedly, 
these causes are driving our farmers out of the European 
market because of the fixed fact that all of these other people 
are able to undersell him in the world market and yet make a 
profit 

The National Industrial Conference is an organization of 
industrialists, financed by capitalists and conducted by men of 
wealth, Its object is to investigate every phase of American 


best 
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industry and to report its conclusions to the American public. 
At the beginning of 1925 they employed the finest experts they 
could command in this land, who put in one whole year investi- 
gating the conditions of agriculture in this country as com- 
pared with the condition of agriculture in other countries and 
as compared with other phases of American industry and 
activity. Those experts have no hesitancy in predicting that 
the American exports of farm products to foreign markets must 
rapidly be reduced in the future because of the conditions set 
forth by these various reports of our governmental agencies 
and because of conditions which these experts found existing 
here and elsewhere around the world. 

What, then, would be the condition of the American farmer 
if our whole tariff system were to be abrogated and we at once 
entered upon a policy of universal free trade? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. WATSON. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Was not that the same commission 
which recommended a reduction in tariff rates, as is suggested 
in the pending resolution? 

Mr. WATSON. The Tariff Commission? 

Mr..WALSH of Montana. No; the commission to which the 
Senator from Indiana is referring. 

Mr. WATSON. The Senator states they recommended what? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I refer to the Industrial Con- 
ference. 

Mr. WATSON. No; I do not think so. That was a special 
commission, I understand, headed by ex-Secretary of Commerce 
Nagel, of St. Louis. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
Conference. 

Mr. WATSON. If it was a part of the Industrial Conference, 
I do not recall it. I think it was especially appointed. I do 
not think it was a part of the Industrial Conference. It was 
appointed by the United States Chamber of Commerce. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It was the Industrial Conference 
that recommended as one of the measures for relief a reduction 
of tariff rates, exactly as is suggested in the resolution under 
consideration. 

Mr. WATSON. The pending resolution does not suggest any 
rates, I will say to my friend from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will put the report to which I 
refer in the Recorp. 

Mr. WATSON. I know what the recommendation is, but I 
did not agree with it, and do not agree with it now. I can not 
understand it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
ing from it. 

Mr. WATSON. 

Mr. WALSH 
Senator. 

Mr. WATSON. 
from Montana that 


Exactly; it was the Industrial 


The Senator, however, was quot- 


Oh, certainly. 
of Montana. That is why I interrupted the 
I may quote many things from my friend 
I believe, anc others that I do not believe, 
because we do not concur, that is all; although I know he is 
honest in making any statement. But the point about it is 
that they recommended that the tariff be lowered in order to 
help agriculture. To my mind that is an unthinkable proposi- 
tion. If the tariff schedules generally be lowered very much, 
if the American laboring man is interfered with, if he is driven 
out of business in any great number, if his capacity to buy is 
limited or curtailed, then we should not help the agriculture of 
the United States. We should strike down agriculture in this 
country in that proportion and to that degree. I do not think 
there is a doubt about that in the world. It has been demon- 
strated over and over again. That is why I can not agree with 
my friend from South Dakota |Mr. MoMasrrr}. He does not 
say wht schedules he proposes to revise; he does not say how 
much he proposed to revise them; he does not say anything 
about revising them in accordarice with the protective tariff 
idea so as to measure the difference in the cost of’ production 
at home and abroad. He does not say that the American 
market is to be preserved either for the American farmer or for 
the American manufacturer. Therefore, I am not in favor of 
this resolution. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMASTER. Most assuredly it is absurd to introduce a 
resolution for tariff reduction enumerating exactly the sched- 
ules which ought to be changed, stating specifically what the 
rates ought to be. If I have not any better reason for present- 
ing the resolution in its present form I have the platform of 
the Republican Party of 1908, in which that party went on 
record in favor of a revision of the schedules downward but 
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did not specify a single schedule that ought to be reduced No | Mr. KING. Mr. Presiden ; 
one would think of introducing a resolution or entering into an rhe PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Indiana 
irrangement of that kind specifying the schedules It is a yield to the Senator from Utah 





question that ought to come up for consideration by the Con Mr WATSON, I vield 

ress and be thoroughly threshed out ; Mr. KING. I assume that the Se ator is aking the « ontet 

y It seems to me the distinguished Senator from Indiana ought | on— and I do not say this by way f facetiousness hat the 
not to expect, and does not expect, a resolution of that kind ¢ tari increases the price of the domestic product which is pro- 
eg into detail, even though he were in favor of it. tected by the tariff Starting out with that assumption, it i 

~ Mr. WATSON. That is the very reason I am against this | obvious then that the Senator believes that the maintenance of 
venctetien. the tariff is necessary in order to increase prices. If the main 


Mr. McMASTER. And in addition, I wish to say to my dis- | te@ance of the tariff increases the prices of manufactured 
tinguished friend the Senator from Indiana that if I were articles and of all commodities affected by the tariff, obviously 
going to vote against the resolution I would do exactly what to the carmers if ene an a in the com of the hings 
he proposes to do, only in that case I would take up the | Which they must buy. If, therefore, the tariff were reduced 
inum schedule and would demonstrate to the satisfaction | Would it not follow that there would be a reduction in the pric 
alu Senate that that schedule was just. that it was neces- | °° commodities, and if there were a reduction in the price of 
neg oe ge sage nanny chanel tes. kadai are a good commodities purchased by the farmer does net the Senator 
t ing for the country at large. So I would take up the dy: believe that that would be advantageous to the farmer? = 
and chemical schedules and I would go through all the sched Mr. W oe Mr. President, i will Say to my friend 
ules. I would search through the profits accounts of certain that that is the old tariff for-reve! ue argument which has 
corporations engaged in those businesses, which are making been used ever — the foundation of the Government; that 
enormous profits, and then I would justify my position that oo is » ee that mae a upon 7 a and that 
those schedules ought to be maintained and preserved for the | ‘© People pay the tax. The truth about it is that we have 


purpose of permitting that condition to continue, ~ a ae aa yw aa 1 gre gman eee aan re ; 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I do not believe that a gen- | “2@ Over again, that the tari Is a tax; we have heard it ac 


eral resolution of this kind adopted by this body can at all be | libitum, and ad nauseum. Now, let me say this to my 


; ; : ; : friend 

effective in helping the farmer or helping agriculture or pro Pieri Sage” a ee 

noting industry in the United States. I can not get it AKO | or WATSON. if the meual r will irdon me, let me say 
my mind that any such result will occur, and, because of that Mar. WALSUN. Lt the Senato pardon me, let me sa! 
fact. I ean not support it that after a tariff is imposed, if there be no competition in the 
act, - ; ° 


: : ; a United States in the particularecommodity, the tariff is a tax: 
Mr. President, the last tariff for oe bill placed all arm | it is added to the ma and the people have to pay it; but that 
products, grains, vegetables, all fruits except a few grown ex- | condition exists only for a short time; that condition obtains 
clusively in the South, sugar, fresh meats and meat animals, only until that industry can establish itself in the United 
dairy products, poultry, eggs, and wool on the free list. Please | ciate, when competition among those producing that very 
do not forget that the object of a tariff for revenue is to produce article in the United States tends to bring the price down to 
revenue, and that in order to produce revenue there must be where it ought to be, to where the law of supply and demand 
a tremendous volume of imports from abroad or else revenue operates r could illustrate by citing any number of articles 
will not be produced and that policy would thus fail in the | ity cared to do so, but it is far afield from what I am trying 
very object of its adoption. Please bear in mind also that to say at this time and I do not wish to he diverted sSoer- 
whenever we buy articles made abroad we do not buy articles | .-.. ‘| might mention, for instance, tin plate; I might mention 
made in the United States and thereby to that extent destroy pearl buttons, or the wool schedule, or the cotton schedule, or 
the ability of the people to buy. This is precisely what fol-| tne iron and steel schedules, and show that at the time tariff 
lowed the tariff act to which I have just referred. During rates first were imposed, and for a short while thereafter. 
the first 12 months of the operation of that law there were im- there wae an fuctense in prices, but after the industry became 
ported into this country grains, potatoes, hay, butter, cheese, thoroughly established fe the United States the competition 
eggs, poultry, meat, cattle. horses, sheep, and wool from Can- at hacus ten: Geienete competition, cut the prices down to 
ada; butter, cheese, and eggs from Europe; eggs in vast — | about where they ought to be and where the law of supply 
tities from China; cattle, fresh meats, wool, and hides from | and demand operated. Then the danger is that the tariff, 
South America and Australia ; 7 total value of $350,000.000 which made possible this growth and development, may be torn 
more than the aggregate importations of like products during down; that the laboring men in American institutions may 
the entire preceding tariff administration. be brought into direct competition with laboring people abroad, 
i call the attention of my friend from South Dakota [Mr. who receive from one-third to one-half as much as do the oper- 
McMaster] to the fact that we can not hope to reduce the! jtives in American industries, and that those industries may 
tariff on manufactured products, and at the same time raise | ), deatroved or closed Gown. until: the oky ie clear..and tatil 
the tariff on agricultural products unless there be reason and | 4), protective tariff policy in ones more ‘reestablished in the 
justification for doing it. I am in favor of increasing rates | yiteg states. That bas happened six times in the United 
on certain agricultural products as I have studied them: I States : 
might vote in favor of reducing the rates on manufactured | — Every time we have changed the tariff it has been invariably 
products in certain schedules, but I am not one of those who | accompanied by commercial depression and industrial Maoeher 
believe that we can pull down industry and at the same time The only way in which we have ever gotten out of it has been 
lift up agriculture by striking down below a just normal or | by the reestablishment of the protective tariff as the policy of 
medium the rates on manufactured products and raising them the Nation, which again has caused capital to be reinvested and 
ibove that medium on agricultural products. I may say that labor to be reemployed and brought prosperity back onee more 
this is one country; that agriculture and industry must go to the people of the United States. That is not « political 
ide by side; that we must have one law in the United States, | pont as my friend from Arkansas might say: that is irre- 
and we can not aid and lift up agriculture at the expense of | sutabie history which no man may successfully dispute. 
industry and then accomplish what we start out to do for agri- Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President— F 
culture. Is not that just as plain as that two and two make The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi- 
four? ana yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BROOKHART and Mr. KING addressed the Chair. Mr. WATSON. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WatsH of Massachusetts! yr BROOKHART. Does the Senator insist that this pros- 
in the chair). Does the Senator from Indiana yield; and if so, perity applies to the farmers of the United States, and also to 
to whom? | the 40 per cent of corporations which are operating at a loss? 

Mr. WATSON. I yield first to my friend on this side, and Mr. WATSON. Oh, I have said to my friend time and again 
then I will yield to the Senator from Utah. that I agreed thoroughly with him about the position of agri- 

Mr. BROOKHART. I should like to ask the Senator from | eyiture in the United States, I have no doubt about that. 
Indiana what it was that pulled down 177,000 corporations in Mr. BROOKHART. I do not like to hear this “ prosperity ” 
the United States with a $2,000,000,000 loss a year for five | talk when it applies only to a third of the people of the United 
years? States. 


Mr. WATSON. I will say to my friend that that is partly Mr. WATSON. I have not said a word about prosperity— 
due to low tariff rates on importations. not a word. I have been describing the conditions that exist; 
Mr. BROOKHART. Yet the Senator does not want to do | and I am saying to my friend now, if he will permit me to use 
anything about the tariff until after the election. an ordinary street expression, that if he pulls down the tariff 


Mr. WATSON. Oh, well, we are all right; we will do it | on industry he will saw off the limb he is sitting on, and saw it 
after the election, and do it in good time. off next to the tree, and great will be the fall thereof. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question there, pursuing this thought that the tariff is a tax in 
the early stages of its imposition, and afterwards manufacturers 
get on their feet and compete with each other? That is a very 
pretty theory; but is it not the actual experience that the manu- 
facturers who have been built up as a special privilege by rea- 
son of this tax then get together and form a trust or monopoly, 
and control the price of the product? 

Mr. WATSON. That is not the fault of the tariff, That is 
the fault of other laws. We have passed laws against that 
sort of thing in the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, 
question. 

Mr. WATSON. Just a minute, please. Let me make the 
ad hominem argument to my friend from Florida. I uotice 
that when the tariff is up he is entirely willing to vote a tariff 
on citrus fruits coming into this country from other countries, 
and on tomatoes, and on other things produced in Florida. My 
friend has great anxiety to protect the particular things pro- 
duced im his own State, while he believes in free trade for all 
the remainder of the Republic. Is that fair? 

Mr. FLETCHER. That is not quite accurate, either. 
have believed in free trade. 

Mr. WATSON. Pretty close to it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I never have believed in free trade, and 
I contend that there should be a tariff. My thought in that 
connection is that the only duty I have ever asked, either on 
citrus fruits or on tomatoes, is a revenue-producing duty. Then, 
again, | may say to the Senator that citrus fruits are not an 
absolute necessity anyhow. They are more in the nature of a 
luxury than a necessity. : 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
Tndiana yield to me? 

Mr. WATSON. Yes. 
will listen to him. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I recall with great pleasure the mas- 
terly argument made by the distinguished Senator from Florida 
in support of his amendment to the tariff bill increasing the 
tariff duty from one-half cent to 1 cent a pound on grapefruit. 
The Senator argued persuasively and convincingly that there 
was a pressing, vital necessity for that increase. I joined with 
him, and the rates were raised, and are now 1 cent per pound 
on grapefruit, 

Mr, WATSON. 


let me ask the Senator a 


I never 


Mr. President, will the Senator from 


Here is another citrus-fruit man. We 


And everybody is happy. 


RENEWED EVIDENCBR 


Mr. President, in 1921 a Joint Commission of Agricultural 
Inquiry was established, consisting of Members of Congress, 
representing both the Senate and the House, and both political 
parties. It made a report announcing its conclusions as a result 
of all its investigations in response to a resolution passed by 
Congress. In order that you may have a just idea of the fair- 
ness and representative character of this commission, I give 
the names of its personnel: Senators Capper of Kansas, LEN- 
roor of Wisconsin, and McNary of Oregon, Republicans; Sena- 
tor Rostnson of Arkansas, the Democratic leader, and Senator 
Harrison of Mississippi, Democrats; Representatives ANDERSON 
of Minnesota, Minus of New York, and Funk of Illinois, Repub- 
licans; and Summers of Texas and Ten Eyck of New York. 
Democrats. Therefore, there can not be charged any partisan- 
ship or effort to play politics against this committee or its 
report, 

Their conclusions were signed by all of the Members, without 
a single exception, and very clearly announced that as an inva- 
riable rule exports of farm products have very little to do with 
domestic farm prices, but that on the other hand there is the 
closest possible relationship between farm prices and domestic 
consumption; and, further, that the history of farm prices in 
our country justifies the statement that industrial depressions 
in the United States are always accompanied by a decline in 
farm prices, simply because industrial depression means less- 
ened domestic consumption. 

Every farmer knows these facts to be true, and can easily 
prove it to any doubter by referring to the figures of 1921, in which 
year we exported $2,607,641,000 worth of agricultural products, 
or 2 greater quantity than in any other peace year in the entire 
history of the Nation; and yet, notwithstanding that fact, 1921 
was the year in which the agricultural structure of the country 
collapsed, and left our farmers in the most distressing condition 
they have ever known. The reason was that 5,000,000 men were 
out of employment, that their capacity to buy was largely cur- 
tailed, and, in addition to that, cheap agricultural products were 
coming into this country from elsewhere about the world. The 
emergency tariff checked the one, and the McCumber tariff 
checked the other; and since that time agricultural products 
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have steadily increased in price, though they have not yet 
reached the level to which they should go if agriculture is to 
be placed on a parity with industry in the United States, 
THE M’NARY BILL 

And how is that task to be accomplished? Many of ns 
sought to bring it about by the passage of the so-called McNary 
bill through the Senate. The object of this legislation was to 
secure a greater degree of stability in the price levels of corn, 
wheat, hogs, and cotton in this country. We proposed to do it 
by placing at the disposal of the producers a mechanism with 
the assistance of which they could control the handling and 
marketing of crop surpluses, thereby preventing price fluctua- 
tions and securing in domestic markets the price benefits of the 
protective tariff. 

Secretary Mellon in his celebrated letter correctly states one 
principle, as follows: 


Farming differs from most industries in that the output largely fixes 
the price, whereas in manufacturing price largely controls the output. 


In other words, by reason of closely organized and effective 
methods, the manufacturers of any given product are in a 
position to determine about what the demand for that product 
will be for the ensuing year and to regulate production accord- 
ingly. The farmer is in no such favorable position. There are 
six and one-half millions of them in the United States, and 
there is no possible way in which they can be organized so as 
to fix the quantity of the production of any crop, and even if 
they could definitely arrange to have a certain number of acres 
planted, for instance, to wheat, no human feresight could pos- 
sibly determine the amount of wheat that could be produced on 
that fixed number of acres. As an illustration, no prophetic 
insight could possibly have foretold six months ago the amount 
of wheat that would be produced in Indiana this year, for the 
quantity and quality alike surprised everybody; and the same 
thing is substantially true of every year of every product. 

Because of this fact we sought to set up a mechanism that, 
through the operation of a governmental agency, would enable 
the farmer to do what the manufacturer does, and which manu- 
facturers by reason of their limited number can do, and which 
farmers by reason of their great numbers can not do. 

If farmers could be compactly organized for the purpose of 
cooperative marketing, the whole problem would be solved, for 
production might at least be partially regulated and products 
could be fed into the market at such a rate as to hold up the 
price; but at the present time that is not possible, though one 
of the very objects of the McNary bill was to aid in making 
cooperative marketing effective. 

THE SURPLUS 

Notwithstanding all that has been done for the farmer in the 
way of legislation, there is one other thing that must needs be 
done, and that is to make arrangements by legislation to take 
eare of his surplus product, for any solution of the farm prob- 
lem that does not take into consideration the disposition of the 
surplus must of necessity fall far short of the mark. 

Opposition to this measure was twofold; first, to the aim 
itself ; secondly, to the means proposed by the bill. 

The aim of this legislation is to prevent relatively small 
annual surpluses above domestic requirements from depressing 
the prices of the whole crop below the cost of production. It is 
only when the producer must offer his surplus in the competi- 
tion of the world market that he is forced to take the price 
determined by the world supply of any given crop. As to such a 
crop the protective tariff affords slight relief, because the pro- 
ducer becomes the victim of world supply and world demand. 
If the world produces a large surplus of any crop, that sur- 
plus fixes the price for the whole crop. If there be a great 
world surplus of any crop, the protective tariff will keep the 
domestic price above the world price and at the top of the 
tariff wall only in case the domestic crop is about sufficient for 
domestic consumption; but if there is not only a large world 
surplus but a large domestic surplus protective tariffs can not 
possibly raise the domestic price. 

For instance, let us suppose that we produce 650,000,000 
bushels of wheat and consume 650,000,000 bushels at home, 
and further, that there is no large world surplus of wheat. Then 
the surplus sold abroad would not depress the price of the 
domestic supply sold at home, and this might possibly be true 
even without a tariff, but only if there were no world surplus. 

On the other hand, let us suppose that we produce 700,000,000 
bushels and consume 600,000,000 bushels at home and that at 
the same time there is a large world surplus. Then the world 
price obtained for the 100,000,000-bushel surplus sold abroad un- 
doubtedly fixes the price of the 600,000,000 bushels sold at 
home, and the tariff is of little or no avail to change the 
result. 
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T fore in the McNary bill we sought to set up at ha 
m that would be able to determine as far as is huma 0S 
je about what the surplus would be, if any, here and in the 
eting countries of the world and then to buy up and take 
f the market that surplus, thereby enabling the Am« n 
Dp] to just about meet the American demand; in which case 
living humen being can deny that the tariff would be eff 
it the price of the domestic product would | ifted 
the tariff wall 
Under the provisions of this bill the surplus bought up 
in control of this device could be fed into the world 
it the ost fav thle tim and under the most f 
miditions to get the largs possible price it of ul 
hatever loss migh i =I ed by lt sale abroad Tike 
rld price could be collected, and under the terms of 
vas to be collected, from ail the producers of wheat in the 
ry, the collection to be made from the first pt SSO 
No one disputes that American farm costs of production are 
than those in other countries of the orld nd, furthe 
ne can gainsay that legisla n « ng artificial cond 
; largely made and ke them sé Pre tis tariffs make 
maintain higher wages: higher wag make higher cos 
ill that the farmer buys: our immigration laws shut out 
‘ from other land nd the demand for labor in this 
untry increases the cost of labor to the farmer Th dam 
law fixed eight hours as the standard day's labor 
lrouds, and this became the standard in all industry 
ding to the production cost of what the farmer buys. True 
high-priced labor furnishes a market for the farmer and 
nhances the prices of his products: but unless his surplu 
p be taken care of in the same artificial way, he does not get 
e full benefit of the ndustrial prosperity produc “dl yy thi 
tificial legislation. Our entire national policy has been 
ld up our farm production on a surplus basis, and because 
his surplus our prices, both at home and abroad, are dete 
d by foreign rather than by domestic costs. Therefore the 
is not effective for the farmer on these surplus crops 
he problem that confronts us is to make it so 
BLEM STATED 
fie surplus can be controlled in one of two ways: First, by 
iminating 25 per cent of the farmers and forcing them into 
iw cities because of their inability to make substantial profits 
the farm: secondly. by handling by artificial means, aided 
the Government, the surplus, thus enabling the farmer to 
ike a profit on his production. Our opponents do not argue 
it we should cease producing food for export, but what they 
squarely say is that we must sell our farm products at 
ome at the same price that foreign labor pays. That has been 
epeated over and over again until it may be said to be the 
nounced policy of the opponents of any plan to raise farm 
ices in America. In other words, the tariff must not be pe 


itted to work to equalize the differences in production cr 


sts 


farm crops between the United States farmer and his low 
indard competitor abroad. 
| do not believe this is a tenable position for an advocate of 
doctrine of protection, of whom I am one, to take, and I 

my friends to bear in mind that the maximum difference 
tween the price abroad and the price at home, whether 
der any proposed legistation or because of a shortage in pro 
ction that makes the tariff effective, would be the tariff 
If, and that difference would still exist if we lessened ou 
iuection so that there was a domestic shortage In that 


i 


} 
ul 
t 


E 


tion at the expense of agriculture 


t the logic of our opponents would unquestionably lead 
n to advocate a repeal of all agricultural tariffs, because 
y are effective, they would maintain an American price 
the American farmer above that which foreign labor h: 
1\ 
oO NEN ARGU MED 
ieir contention can only mean that they are opposed to a 


farmer {n other words, they advocate 
step toward industrialization of 
that was taken in Ei 


ff that works for the 
America the same 


S46. And if we coutinue to drive the farmers from the farm 
the city, until there comes a time when the urban popula 
greatly dominates and overwhelms the rural popul 4] 
the price of agricultural products is enhanced becauss : 
fact, with lessened production and an increase of consump 
then those in the city having the vote will insist on abso 
free trade in our agricultural products, just as they did 
wngland in 1846, and, in my judgment, that is the situation 
to-day confronts American agriculture. That is why I 
(| with my protective tariff friends, whether it be in the 


st or in the West, to help us solve this agricultural problem, 


tect 


agriculture on a sound basis, 
it by the protective tariff, and 


uit protect it 


if the 


be 


must 
not 


as 


tariff 


| 
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sufficiently protective, th i hex \ bil i 
make the tariff effective 
IE i \ iA > 
I n one protectionist ho believes that th ta 
for example, was imposed for the express purpose of enabling 
the farmer to obtain a higher price for his product th that 
btained by his foreign mpetit wheat productiot 
price to equalize the difference betwe his production cos 
ind those of his competitor abt rl very object of the 
iff is to give the American proc er i Increased pri ve 
s fol competitor That was the aim of the McNary bil 
it s ply ipple mented the iriff, making it effective where 
t urpilus ps. it V I e ineitec anu 
I t= frankly admit that it would have this effect, bu i 
ut i gl ! to do cuuse it would use Tore 
ibo a mo! r Ame nh crops than Ame n lal 
l ( ih i | ind hus subsidize { I to i 
But our friends at posed t tself Chev sav that 
nuke the riff tis [ ner by -lation 
this kind, you will raise the cost of living in this country Bu 
y scheme of any kind that might be adopted to make th 
tariff effective would do precisely the same thing in an exactly 
jual degree. Any step, voluntarily taken by the farmer, o1 
induced by govermental aid, that would secure a fair price 
farmer would do exactly the same thing, namely, enhanc 
le price So what our friends oppose when they raise the « 
of living argument is really a profit for the farmer, no matter 
what causes it or what steps are taken to produce it 
i call attention to the fact that the American Federation 
Labor takes no such position. Its representatives testified tha 
hey wanted le farmer to get a fair price; that they wet 
itistied that a great many farmers were not producing their 
roy it a profit. and that they did not int anyone in the 
United States to work for less than a living and saving wage 
Furthermore, they are aware of the fact that almost 1,000,000 
irmers au year ure driven from the farms to the cities to cor 
pete with labor, thus reducing the number of producers and at 
the sume time enhancing the force that competes with them fo 
tuelr job 
HER OPPOST 
Our friends argue that we should not do anything that wil 
ciuse Our workmen to pay more for what they buy than th 
foreign workmun pays. As an industrial high protectionist I 
ould not without inconsistency support that position if our 
riends mean that we at o maintain an industrial organization 
| can compete for world trade at the expense of our farmers 
by compelling the farmer to sell at hor at the foreign price, 
hen I must part company with them, for I believe that the pro 


tariff should be made to 


ve 





apply to all phases of American 
















industry alike, 

ur friends complain that by this scheme we sell wheat, for 
instance, abroad cheaper than at home, and that that should 
Lot permitted jut these same gentlemen were advocat 
of the Edge bill, by which all sorts of industrial concert ire 
permitted to combine, without being subject to the operations of 
intitrust laws, for the very purpose of ling their products 
abrcead cheaper than at home That law is in operation and re 
ilts what I believe great good to the country, but if thi 
plan is applied to the products of the factory, why may it né 
ith equal force and equal intelligence be applied to the p 

of the farm? Undoubtedly it can be and it should be, and 

his ery of selling abroad cheaper than at home can be set up 
igiinst almost industrial institution in the la Not 
withstanding their foresight and their ability and their power 
te organize and their knowledge of world conditions, the manu 
facturers of any given product may have a surplus they do 
ell abroad cheaper than at home in order that they may mai 
tain the integrity of their organizations and keep their factor 
ut or] This is entirely fe nd should 1 I i 
to by any reasonable man 

Furthermore, our opponents say that if our proposed legisla 
tion secures a better price for the farmer it would tend to stimu 
late production and to reduce consumption. If that be true 
of the price increase secured under legislation we propose, it 
Is true of any price increase; for instance, one secured by coop 
erative murketing. The dominant idea in that argument is 
that there must be no increase in farm income because such an 


would be followed by a ec 


increase rresponding increase in farm 


I 
I 


production. If this is an argument against our proposed legis 
lation it is also an argument against any attempt to improve 
farm prices by voluntary action of individual farmers in reduce 
ing acreage, or by voluntary efforts of farmers through cooper 


ative marketing 
There is much more reason to become alarmed over the 
ward trend in agriculture than to fear for sider 


own 


con me 


its 





eae 
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expansion. You may find food for thought in the fact that 
wheat acreage in 1925 was 389,000 acres less than it was in 
i899, although the population during that period had increased 
from 74,000,000 to 112,000,000. 

As for the effect of price on consumption, I need but state 
that the figures cenclusively prove that the per capita consump- 
tion of wheat has decreased 25 per cent during a period when 
the purchasing power of labor was the highest in the history of 
the Nation and the exchange value of wheat the lowest. Our 
opponents say in effect that the American public must get its 
food at the same price as Europe and Asia, but, with the others 
who supported the McNary bill, I maintain that the American 
public is willing to pay the American farmer a protected Ameri- 
can priee for what he produces, and that is all he demands, 

OTHER FALLACIOUS ARGUMENTS 
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There are those who contend that we should equalize the | 


farmer and the manufacturer by pulling the manufacturer down 
rather than by lifting the farmer up. The farmer himself 
might be attracted to that argument of cheaper prices all 
uround, his own included, if he were out of debt. But the 
incumbrance, which amounted to but $4,000,000,000 in 1910, had 
climbed up to $12,500,000,000 in 1920, and is still higher to-day. 

The Census Bureau, which is completing its 1925 farm cen- 

us, shows that the 17 States whose figures are tabulated have 
increased their farm mortgage indebtedness $323,000,000 since 
1920 and the value of the mortgaged land in the same time 
dropped off over $1,000,000.000, so that the ratio of farm debt 
to land values had jumped from 28 per cent in 1920 to 43 per 
cent in 1925. 

The farmer is entitled to a chance to pay that debt with a 
product high in dollar value, and he wants to be equalized up, 
not down. The remedy proposed by the Senator from South 
Dakota would, if effective, be equivalent to multiplying the size 
of the farm debt instead of aiding the farmer to pay it. 

f am just as much in favor of adequate legislation to help 
the farmer as my friends dare be—or as anybody else dare 
be--beeause I realize that the one great overwhelming problem 
that to-day confronts the American people is the rehabilitation 
of American agriculture in the United States of America. 

ANOTHER OBJECTION 

Other objectors tuke the position that the equalization fee 
proposed in the McNary bill would be passed on to the con- 
sumer, In fact, the ultimate increase in price to the consumer 
would be the tariff, out of which the fee is deducted from the 
farmer's price. The farmer is cntitled to the full benefit of 
the tariff, and yet he is willing himself to deduct the equaliza- 
tion fee trom the amount he is to receive if he sells his product 
up to the top of the tariff wall. If the farmer could so eusily 
pass on his cost to the consumer, he would not be seeking 
legislation or artificial means to enable him to obtain a fair 
price 

There are those who, contrary to all the facts, continue to 
state that the Government makes some guarantee against loss 
to the farmers by the provisions of the McNary bill, when, in 


truth and in fact, there is no guarantee provision whatever | 


in any way. 

These who oppose this measure prophesy increased produc 
tion and decreased consumption and then wind up with the 
sweeping statement that, if a plan of this kind can be applied 
to farm products, why can it not be applied to all other prod- 
ucts. The simple truth is that the textile people and the shoe 
manufacturers have done everything they knew to secure the 
passage of legislation that fits their particular case, and I think 
justifiably so. Surely our friends are not serious when they 
compare such industries, with their accurate control over out- 
put and their ability to shut down without continuing high 
costs or plant disintegration, with the farmers who have none 
of these advantages. 

COOPERATIVE MARKETING 

I am a believer in cooperative marketing, but it will be a 
long time before it can be made to work successfully over the 
whole country. The number of persons involved, the complex- 
ity of details, the difficulty in controlling the members, and the 
almost insuperable task of agreeing on the subjects to be 
operated on and the costs of operation ali work together to 
break down the scheme, and this is all the more so when 
applied to commodities which compete with world markets. 

My own thought is, that se far as this plan relates to agri- 
culture, it is purely a marketing one and can not become a 
production-controlling scheme. On a nation-wide scale its pur- 
pose necessarily will be confined to determining when and how 
to market crops, what crops shall be included, and to prevent 
speculation, and in what manner the middleman shall be dealt 
with. When it comes to a national crop that is just ample to 
supply the home demand, no artifice of any kind is necessary. 
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The law of supply and demand gives to the producer a profit- 
able return under those conditions, and the object ef the 
MeNary plan is to withhold the surplus of any given crop from 
the market so that the law of supply and demand will operate 
but on a higher level—namely, on a level equal with the to; 
of the tariff wall. 

This is not price fixing any more than the tariff is price fixing 
For instance, we placed a tariff of 30 cents a bushel on wheat 
the Tariff Commission found that the difference in the cost of 
production between this country and Canada is 42 cents 
bushel, and the President raised the tariff to 42 cents. There 
are those among us who maintain that that is price fixing, but 
it is not, it is simply an effort to control world movement of a 
particular product so as to give American producers the benefi 
of higher general prices. 

The American agricultural producers know what their own 
experience is in these respects, and I do not believe that the 
great body of our agricultural friends expect that the tarit 
rates will be lowered immediately, knowing just what that 
means in a legislative body. 

ENGLAND'S EXAMPLE 

In 1846 English statesmen came to the conclusion that that 
country could not produce a suflicient food supply for her great 
industrial population, and therefore adopted a policy of un- 
restricted free trade in all products of the farm, which policy 
it has since religiously maintained. The opponents of artificial 
legislation in this country might do well to consider the English 


| example when they assert that a sufficient number of farmers 


should leave the farms to render farming profitable to those 


| who remain, for England furnishes a striking example of the 


fallacy of this argument. 

Notwithstanding the great urban population of England, no 
farmer can make a real living in that country. Notwithstani- 
ing his proximity to the great market, he is simply kept out of 
a profitable business by the cheap products of agriculture that 
come from ail other parts of the world. 

The sume can happen to us in very large degree. Moreover, 
it must be remembered that there are now four times as many 
people who want cheap food as there are people who want 
high prices for farm products, and as this proportion increases, 
it will finally mean such a preponderant consuming population 
that they will vote free trade in agricultural products in order 
to secure cheaper food, thus subjecting whatever agricultural 
industry may remain to unlimited imports of farm products 
from all those countries in which it is so cheaply produced that 
no farmer in this country can compete and live. 

CONCLUSION 

Hitherto, our working folk in the city have been perpetually 
revirilized and revitalized by the working folk from the 
country. The farm has furnished a good part of the back- 


| bone and sinew of the Republic; its moral strength, its con- 


| 


servatism, a check on the frequent and voleanie eruptions of 
the less staple portion of our people, and it is a wholesome in- 
fluence in our entire national life. It would be an unspeakable 
calamity to strike all of this out of our civilization and t 
abandon utterly all of those strengthening and sustaining virtues 
that abound on the farm. 

Therefore, let us accommodate ourselves to present conditions 
to the extent of utilizing our national policy in behalf of the 
farmer as well us in behalf of industry and labor. That is 
the true American policy. From it we have not departed in the 
past, and it has brought us to our present unrivaled position 
among the people of the world. From it we should not depa: 
in the future. and it will lead us to still greater heights of 
conquest and achievement. 

Mr. BROOKHART obtained the floor. 

Mr. MCMASTER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Waisa of Massachusett 
in the chair). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen: 
tors answered to their names: 


Bayard Edwards MeKellar Smoot 
Bingham Fess McLean Steck 
Black Mletcher MeMaster Steiwer 


Blaine Frazier McNary Stephens 


Borah Creorge Ma vfield Swanson 
Bratton Gerry Metealf Thomas 
srookhart Gould Norris Trammell 
Broussard Hale Nye Tydings 
Bruce Harris Oddie Tyson 
Capper Harrison Overman Wagner 
Caraway Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mass 
Copeland Hiowell teed, Pa. Walsh, Mont. 
Couzens Johnson Robinson, Ark. Warren 
Curtis Jones Rebinson, Ind. Waterman 
Cutting Kendrick Sackett Watson 
Deneen King Sheppard Wilis 

Edge La lollette Shortridge 
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All o hat has put a charge upon agriculture that ft can 
not bea 

I think that is the direct issue involved in the pending reso 
lution here to-day I think it is important to the extent, at 
least, of 12 ner cent of the farmer's trouble that we reduce 
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the tariff schedules and thereby reduce the excess profits which | 


the farmer must pay. 
If along with that we find that there are five or six hundred 
million dollars worth of agricultural products imported into the 


{ ed State hres ; there are—and a large part of those 

rar il preol 1 at a reasonable cost in the United 

Stu it is onl u ind reasonable that tariff duties be im- 
posed rder to otect those farm products. 

lake the rate on wheat. for instance, which Is 42 cents a 

bushel at this time. The duty has been raised to that amount: 

the | ident h exercived his authority in regard to wheat, 


and has raised the duty to 42 cents. However, there is a 20-cent 
difference, or about that, in freight rates to reach the foreign 
market from the points of production in the United States, 
our freight rates being that much greater than the freight 
rates in Canada, Therefore one-half, or about that. of the 
tariff protection is at once nullified by the high railroad rates 
hh 


e United States. I think all agricultural products are | 


uffering from a like discrimination in railroad rates, I think | 


everywhere that is true. It is proven in the case of wheat 
because we have the parallel markets on opposite sides of 
the Canadian line that prove it beyond question. It is further 


proven by the fact that the discrimination in wheat prices at | 


Winnipeg and at Minneapolis prior to the 12th of September 
was about 12 or 15 eents a bushel in favor of Winnipeg, but 
since the 12th of September the price of wheat has jumped to 
20 or 25 cents a bushel more at Winnipeg than at Minneapolis. 

What happened on the 12th of September? On that date the 
Canadian Railway Commission, in one of the most comprehensive 
decisions ever handed down in any country, reduced the railroad 
rates on wheat 8 or 10 eents a bushel. Immediately the wheat 
in Canada advanced by about that amount, and the spread 
became about that much greater between the Canadian price 
and the American price. 

Mr. President, this situation must be met not by a fight at one 
point along the line but by a fight all along the line. I am in 
this fight for agriculture against every excess profit in indus- 
try that agriculture is compelled to pay because of tariff 
schedules; against every excess profit in industry that agricul- 
ture is compelled to pay because of patent laws; against every 
excess interest charge that agriculture is compelled to pay 
becuuse of banking laws and a banking system which gives a 
iow rate of interest to stock speculators, while agriculture must 
pay high rates; against every excess charge that agriculture 
must pay in railroad rates that are fixed by a law of the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

The Republican Party promised agriculture equality. Its plat 
form is too plain to doubt its construction. What has become 
of that promise? Eyen the Senator from Indiana [Mr. War- 
son], who defends the Republican organization, right or wrong, 
admitied that that pledge had not been kept. Almost four years 
have now passed, and the Republican machine wants to continue 
the matter over until after another election, to make another 
pledge that will get the farmer vote, and then the present situa- 
tion can be safely continued for another four yeurs. 

Unless it keeps its pledges the Republican Party ought to be 
defeated in the next election. I shall vote fer the pending reso- 
lution. I shall vote to remove this tariff inequality, and I shall 
vote to remove every one of these inequalities against 
agriculture, 

Equality is the basic principle of Americanism ; it was written 
into the Declaration of Independence in the beginning: but it 
has been nullified by selfish interests throughout all our history. 
The time has come when inequality has grown so great against 
agriculture that it stands out to-day as the greatest problem of 
our Republic save and except the problem of human slavery. 


TRADE BARRIERS AND CUSTOMS DUTIES 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I desire to 
ask leave to have printed in the Recorp an address recently 
delivered by Mr. Norman H, Davis on the subject of trade 
barriers and customs duties. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Artificial restraints on international commerce are not new. Gov- 
rnments have always cliimed that it was an undisputed prerogative of 
sovereignty to establish the terms on whieh aliens could trade within 


or across their frontiers The Moorish corsairs of El Tarifa, near 
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After the destruction of capital, the loss of man power, the long in 
ruption of normal production, the obvious impoverishment, caused by t 
World War, it would seem that long-visioned, broad-minded selfisi 
would have dictated a policy of closer cooperation between the nat 
Only by cultivating existing markets and opening up new ones 
stimulating production, by freeing economic life of its trammels, cou 
the loss be speedily made good. But almost without exception 
nations took the other course. Old trading units, like the Aust 
and Russian Empires, were broken up not only politically but econo 
ally. The 5,000 miles of new frontiers became so many more bar 
to the free exchange of commoditics. Two fallacies—now genera 
recognized as fallacies—stimulated this movement. First, many 
lieved that they could best achieve prosperity at the expense of oth 
and that the more they penalized or blocked the trade of thelr n 
bors, the more they would profit. It is pretty generally recoguty 
to-day that no nation can long prosper in the midst of bankruptcy. 1 
lowering of prosperity, which comes from general blockade can Dot 
compensated for by protective tariffs. And, secondly, the wave 
political *“‘ nationalism’? which swept over [Europe—especially in t 
Near East, where new nations had won their long-desired independen: 
inevitably became economic nationalism as well. Despite the fact 
all the trend of our day is toward increasing economic interdependen 
the fallacy of “ self-contained nationalism” has had a great following 
The gencral staffs became high protectionists, insisting that all the 
industries of war supplies should be built up at home. 

We can picture the confusion by suggesting that the militia of ea 
of our 48 States insist on having their Army motor cars built in tl 
own State and be able to impose interstate tariffs which would mak 
possible for agricultural States to build automobiles in competition w 
established industrial centers, 

This “economic nationalism" meant adding the waste of duplicat 
to the impoverishment of war. New plants, built where they could 
be economically operated, were kept alive by high tariffs. Old plan 
which had grown up naturally near fuel or power and raw material, | 
their markets as a result of these tariff walls, and so forced to cl 
down, threw new brigades and army corps into the ranks of the un 
ployed, which lowered the level of living and the general purchas 
power. 

Not content with formal and declared tariff war, many nations souc 
even greater “ protection” by embargoes, import and export pro! 
tions, juggling with terminology in the tariff schedules, complicat 
in customs formalities, which further impeded transfrontier trade. ‘| 
attack on competitive foreigu commerce is often veiled, sometimes tak 
the form of “sanitary regulations.” All sorts of ingenious tricks | 
been tried to beat the axiom tbat “ You can not sell abroad unless 
buy abroad.” 

The raising of tarif barriers was also stimulated by the fluctua 


and depreciation of currency. As currencies fell in some count 
tariff walls rose in others as a protection against an influx of ch 
goods from the areas of cheap currency. These protective measures 


were deemed necessary to safeguard home industries, but the closing 
markets to the goods of the countries suffering from currency depré 

tion made it more difficult for them to cure their exchange and curr 

troubles. Nevertheless currencies have now been stabilized or got' 
within control, but the barriers which were raised against unst 

currencies stfll remain and hamper commerce after the reason for ¢! 
erection has disappeared. 

Tariff revisions have been frequent and almost always upward 
evitably it is cumulative, for it invites retaliation. If A could 
its own tariffs and persuade the rest of the alphabet to lower t 
A might gain But this is not human nature. B, C, D, and Z 
theirs in retaliation and the hoped-for gains prove illusions. As 
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ng the problem f ngle V o! ! D t from the proposi at Eu e can i 
| | 
d rmination ¢ seal poli s L don ‘ perity unl a 3 ken ‘ e the trad I 
sa n ter of 1 e than don The world ecor ‘ he fF nol Conferet at Genev 
interdependent in its economi et measures adop | M Henry M. Robins« peaking for the entire American delegation 
4 yr ' t +} No r nm < { ‘ 
on altlect e pre ( 1ers ‘N on I I j eG ev Ke mie erence wered tl t ‘ =< r 
‘ s rights of sove gn withou ( leration oO ul ws xperier he said as ft is to cons ‘ pre rity i 
others Nat i € sune l interna i retal 10} N j Ves ea ily pe f gel l dey esion 
f the world’s ec« my wo t Work together ¢ ( sepa € ' i lit né n in en full ‘ ‘ ' \ 
nomic Conference made no attemy to determin |} other nations are prosperous. The American people are pr ndly 
to setile the old « y between protection | te dint peace and prosperity of Europe 
ween high and low (tarifl Yo attempt was made to tell any | here is one other point which I submit for your cons ition. We 
it sho lo . 
vhat it should de | as the growing creditor of Kurope, have an added reason to desire the 
onference, however, did reach certain very definite conclusions restoration and increase of its prosperit If we a ts @& nue to 
I do not have to remi you of the composition of the lend money to Europe, if we are to be repaid on existing « lits, it ts 
Flere were industrialists, bankers, economist agricuitu to our interest to do all in our power to help Europe in |} effort to 
orers. It was as authoritative a body of experts in the ma free herself from this throttling. smothering tangle of artifi | trade 
as ever convened to d Iss ecom questions, They wer ' 
ous ji Povor - simplifica n of istoms t linology arm primal , : : 1 ; 
in favor of simpli — oe inology and form } With our increased efficiency, through labor-saving devices and n 
recommender niversal adherence tf the unconditional most | s : 
commended u ! ° : . z | production, we have raised our standards of living and our purchasing 
‘ rinciple ; they condemned veiled a ndirect ethods | . . 
n principle ; they condemned all veiled and i : a ove that of any other country. Instead of being at a disad 
‘ , ie barrie f trade; they pointed ou mpl ica the . . 
Bt riers Of ' res ; : empaas . vantage in competing with Europe, as formerly supposed to be the 
s of frequent r hn schedules And t f ea t ¢ ' : ‘ 
. , ‘ beca u s¢ the low wage and s d of liv in } a 
‘ , 
F htening arrie vould be disastrous, that the time : 
ning of : ae . ning reasingly evident th Europe i tad g 
t . . ra tion and r e thei 
» take the other dire 1 ng with just because of their low wages d f 
ference vas t ed t ol gZoOV ments prese i : . . 
ce Was no I i ernmenta I ta iving which reduce their efficiency, their earnings Pf sing 
ta ave “Fr , rwhoad B hat it express . 
did not have “ power” to bind any mes tu - ee power, and their consumption 
lor wintt o a 6 : y i i I think roved , lo 9? | 
Jered convictions « oe ’ Pm : The second question, “ What can we do?” remains t swered 
1}. anda nnanin is ind ment of ite f s by the Congress . : 
land unan — : 4 : ae - rl ‘ 3 nanimous eecling among our < zens S:4 rest of 
Inte it , Cha } f 4 mY ‘ Ever : : : 
onal 1amber « on I | recent cats in @ ¢ taxation have teem betefiele lang . 
: , se the 1e¥ hat re tions een mally . 
: new ha ] ha ve é rn j " direct taxation would have an eat benef : t ir ir 
l tl followin gov ments Germany H : Bel ! . : 
i na tl ect nm It would be even m por f i 
; Suet 1 ¢ Sony r r p g 
IV. ARMAMENT t 3 I t is espe 111s f its on , 
npossible to study the question of red ng thes rtif | “r j national problem that I advocate t at this moment, 
o trade.” without being reminded of the very sin r pr m | 1 xperts gathered at the Ge A Conterer “ul the 1} : ; 
eduction of armaments In one cass 8 the r, the matter busiz interests represented in the International Chamber of Com 
P ctly under the sovereign rights of the nations. Any country m » have xpr iction iat the ren il of bart 5 
right to build up the military establishment it desires. Any na unduly im per promote the sper ‘ ll the world 
has the right to erect such barriers against international con A 10 per cent r of our tariff schedules would be a wi 
it thinks will serve its interests But in both cases the free ind effective way to set an example in a policy f removing such 


to 


eordinated exercise of this right has caused great economik | s It would not work 
tries, and it would bring relief to many of our peopl It would also 





a hardship upon any of our efficient 





nd universal embarrassment. In both cases any step taker 
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pinion throughout the world and en-] accomplish an object n ) y the human reason All 


which ld make the world more | law could do to place the southern slave on a footing of pol 


ig 
equality with his master was embodied in the fourteenth and fif 
amendments, but, by one Ingenious a e or another, suggested } 
instinct of setf-preservation, these provisions of the Federal Constit 
Mr. HDWARDS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to | have been reduced to what Grover Cleveland once happily té 


have printed in the Recorp an address delivered at the Uni “innocuous desuetude.” Surely I need no better proofs than t 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR BRUCE tHE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT 


versity of Virginia on August 18, 1927, on the eighteenth amend three examples, which I have drawn from the history of the Fed 


ment, by the Senatur from Maryland, Hon. Wittiam CABELL | Constitution itself, to show that, no matter how solemnly or ster: 

BRuct provision of the Federai Constitution, whether sumptuary in its r 
There being no objection, the address was ordered to be | or not, may be framed, it will, if out of accord with the prof 

printed in the Recorp, as follows: political intuitions, the moral sentiments, or the reasoned conclt 


ose upon whom it operates, sooner or later, unless repealed or 
? : | l 
eighteent : . : 
ie : - suld be, become dormant or despised. 
minds is . * 
‘ ie al as the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments 
ts expedien 


to the reproact 


detiance of all sane thinking, to impose ignorant ni 
] 


southern body po iti is ft 


1e eighteenth amendment 

Ine ore ol he vocabuiar : . : » et 
d word from the vocabulary the use of intoxicating Hquors for bever: 

criminal thing per se, at all times and under all circumstan 


falls within the scope of that other saying of Edmund Burke 


sé mere politi 1 claptrap, o1 
dis empe red fanaticism which, as some one 


to regard th e nstitution, aside from t engmt found as it was passionate: “ Never, no never, did nature say one 
en r as ‘ é rhe that ame men Chere . 9 . ACE a 
imendment i to at mendment i r is no and wisdom say another! It is a violation of human natur 

line odor of san yi ar as | ean detect, about e eighteenth + 


¢ 


affront to the human reason; it is a gross invasion of personal li 
amendmeot; only the s ng, rank smell of illicit abuses, bred by a 


and, despite all the crime and misery that has resulted from 


lfish but altogether fatuous effort to make another man of drink, it can justly be pronounced a totally arbitrary and unreaso 
be sure, save under circumstances wholly exceptional, all incubus upon the generous and joyous side of human existet 
entitled to obedience so long as they remain on the statute | gne it is a law without a moral sanction. 
il they are amended or 1 led it is the d ity of the execu Assuming this to be so, how childish is the thought that the n 
judge, the juryman, the prosecuting attorney, and every other | 4» nhuman beings In the United States, who desire the repeal or mod 


tion of the eighteenth amendment, are under any obligation to r 
ement, and if the citizen violates them he must not expect 


: from expressing their honest opinion of it, or from doing anythi 
But all laws, nevertheless, whether they assume 


vitor of the law faithfully ) his best to secure their 


their power lawfully t ins blighting, demoralizing, and cor 
influence to an end! 
As I see ft, the prohibition, initiated y the eighteenth amend 


: : has, as I have frequently affirmed, pro a disastrous, tragic fa 
juently amended, and not infrequently revoked by Con- | j, 


nal or statutory mandates, are but tentative 
popular will Otherwise, there would be no such 
imended or abrogated law As it is, laws, I hardly need 


: is hard to imagine anything vainer than prohibition whicl 
ite legislatures. Like pots, they can sometimes be | 15+ prohibit: and yet this is just the kind of prohibition whi 


distinguished the practical workings of the Volstead Act. So far 
the truth is the claim of the Anti-Saloon League that the Federal 


1 way as to be made more serviceable; and sometimes 
ievousness or inutility is so thoroughly established by ex- 


’ ‘ e « hine lef ( exce ‘Onsig he. ike ; ‘ - " . ‘ . . 
it there is nothing left to do except to consign them, like ernment has been insincere or listless in its efforts to enforce th 


that it ean be confidently $ that rarely in human histo: 
any other government ever etriven so faithfully and persisten 


worthless for tinkering, to the waste heap, The provisions of 
Constitution and State constitutions are not so often 
erat s Ing | nse hey znally reseril "nie : uc : : = : 
repealed because they usually prescribe rules of conduct | enforce a law. in the teeth of a vast volume of hostile public o 
fundamental and axiomatic than those prescribed by statu- 


but they, too, at times have to be changed to meet the 


Congress has exhibited a readiness, little short of abject servili 

enact ny legislation that the Anti-Saloon League has asked 
notwithstanding the fact that many members of that body 
hem, som who are most conspicuously subservient 


il, and economic changes of a growing human society or to 
nders made in hours of popular error, passion, or hysteria. 


certain, Only a very small part of a real, respected law | Joggue, are but poor exemplars in their personal habits of the p1 


of total abstinence. Indeed, a docile bull, led about by the nose 
mean illustration of the extent to which Congress has, for many 


found in print Far the greater part of every such law resides in 
unwritten code of public opinion, In other words, all truly efli- 
jous measures are enacted by nature and reason rather than by | pesigned itself to the guiding hand of the league. Even the sedat 
lative bodies. Like a man, a law to be respected must be respect- | self-satisfied Senate, which has always been so 
It must be in keeping with the settled sentiments and impulses | ¢joture rule to protracted debate, applied it 


iman nature, the sober processes of human reasoning, and the ripe | Congress to the discussion of the prohibition reorganization 


1uman experience If it is lacking in these essentials, it which the league was so deeply interested, almost before one cou 
that most futile and despicable thing, a law without a moral | « Jack Robinson.” So far as I know, not even Wayne B. W 
and its deficiency in that respect can never be made good by | the late general counsel of the league, quick as he is to sniff out « 
egal sanctions, however rigorously punitive. Every effort to | misconduct, in connection with the Volstead Act, has ever found 
a iaw simply demonstrates the truth of Edmund Burke’s | with the spirit of dispassionate construction that the Suprem 
ad laws are the worst sort of tyranny of the United States has brought to bear upon the interpretat 
the soundness of these propositions it is not necessary | the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead Act. Nor, so far as I 
tatutory law We need only turn to the instrument of | is any Federal judge justly chargeable with official faithlessne 
ghteenth amendment is a part. In its provisions relating | application of the Volstead Act; though it is fair to assume tha 
College we have an example of the atrophy that is likely | of our Federal judges must have felt at times, when scores of h 
take even a constitutional requirement that does not fully har- | wretches were passing through their eourts in transit from the 
with the political genius of a people. It was the intent of the | graduate school of artificial crime to the postgraduate school « 
of the Federal Constitution that the members of the Electoral | crime, as if the legislative mind had been caught up in the gr 
re should exercise their own discretion in the election of a Presi- | some kind of mad medieval superstition. Equally conscientio 
and the inspiration of this intent was the belief that the selection | been the official conduct of the higher executive officers of the | 
resident could be more safely committed to a comparatively small | Government in the performance of the obligations that they ow 
of representative and intelligent men than to the whole mass of | the Volstead Act. 
ters Yet, as we know, presidential electors have become the No more convincing proof of the unenforceability of that a 
dummies of the two great national parties, and submissively name | be cited than the fact that even such an honorable, courageou 
lent whomsoever may be designated for the office of President | intelligent administrator as Gen, Lincoln C, Andrews, the 
arty to which the majority of the electors belong In effect, in | Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, was unable to enforce 
instanes, the Federal Constitution has simply been nullified by | this, despite the fact that, true to his military training, he even 
c¢ opinion In the history of the Federal Constitution is also found | by the appointment of professional soldiers as his assistants 
example of the impotence of constitutional provisions which have | vert ordinary prohibition raids into something closely akin to ! 
ome deeply repugnant to the moral progress of humanity. Despite | dragonnades. Nor should I fail to mention the frequent reorgani 
the guaranties originally created by the Federal Constitution for the | that prohibition enforcement has undergone in the sincere efi 
security of the institution of slavery, and but for which it would never | its directors, like a fevered patient, seeking a cool place by : 
adopted, the time came when the hostility of legislatures and | restlessly from one side of his bed to the other, to find some s 
the free States to slavery made it impossible for the slave- | of operations equal to the task of checkmating the bootlegger a 
holding States to enforce those guaranties. In the Federal Constitu- | patrons. Neither should I fail to mention the extent to whi 
tion is also found an example of the paraylsis that ultimately creeps | Coast Guard has been diverted from its old function of saving 


over every irrational and unnatural effort under constitutional forms to | life to the function of running down rum pirates, the costly vesse! 
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21 the river of strong drink w flowing underground with | er ers of California. believing that busin< é ~~ = 
full a flood as had r flowed above ground. Whisky ne wh lif How th eart of the po« fi \ } hye eered 
rs were smuggle n vas uantiti into the United States | ‘ l y have yreseen that . t ( f 
d by way of Canada, Mexico, Cuba, and the Bah is and 1 r m 671.¢ tone in 1918 119 ¢ > 
intities from the Bermudas and not a few of the West Indian | l I nt ng the proposition that prol ' a1 nro] + 7 
besides Cuba and the Bahamas Even such small and barren | not trv to delve too deenl: . ‘ Siines 4 hal Meelis ie 
1e French islands of St. Pierre and Migq on on the southwest | mic vhole of prohibitionist and antir thitlontfate } 
Newfoundland | e imp ant forwarding point for a f t re me o } n te } ; ; : 
ontraband trade; and from a paper, contributed to the Satur ' for violations the Volstead Act. seizur e 4 ; 
ng Post of October 1926, by Maj. Walton A. Green f | j worms, and fern tel and mmitments for . 
investigator, we irn t t the Bahama a group of scat f the Volstead A to Wedera tentiaries and State instit 
il reefs, with a population of « y 53,000 persons, mainly t re of Federal pt ners ’ rre drunl ne 
were collecting annually at t time from its boot! ng ex t I the effect \ : 4ot J 
S ¢ ustoms revenue of around $3,500,000 il} t still shot ' 17 19°0 In 1921 ft “ot 7 ear at ee +3 As 17.9 
rooms, after a ow shower, in swamps n mountair ist- | >a eo! ed in t ¢ ] 3 . f ft Vol 
dense thickets, on river ratt, in ttics, in asements, in stead Act n 1926 no less than 44.022 In 10° the v 
n warehouses, in office building even ii ves and ofher ZUTeS vy Federal agents of it a ‘ — ‘ wort nd 
und retreats, Besides, thousands of householders, wl had | nter and in 1926 not lk tha 161.979 In 1922 there were 97 
‘ i drop i 8 I s V1 or peer I tr ling he f a f * violat « f } \ Istead Act t hs ral oenit ‘ 
the fact that the arts of distillation nd fermenta nm are tt t tions for the ears t y ' . ' 4 we 
the simplest of all arts, turne ot ra e of manufacturing t less ft n 1.837 Ry sonal apr itior f ‘ 5 of last 
rew in their own homes from peaches, from cherries, from black- | the iefs of poli f 6 of th idinge cities of 1 ! includ 
rom elderberries, from the dandelion, and, above all, from corr | j ! £0, W ‘ed k case I ed in ad rde luct 





e grape, and the materials that enter into bee Indeed, home I ertained it the aggregate number f arres in these : 


# soon became such an important branch of domestic indust! 21 for drunkenness was 209,664, and in 1925 not sf » 407,052. 
began to ask himself whether the re citation of the nda- Later tl Moderation League i Clor ct t stand 
. nd the spinning wheel was not also at hand From that time shed table ) ests for ¢ nkenne made after the effective 
e present hour the Federal Government has been in active and te of t Volstead A lown to Jat y 1, 1926, by the police depart 
g pursuit of the protean rum devil. So far there is very little to | ments of 564 cities and towns of the United Stat 
E the belief that it will ever catch up with him. Repelled from the inne esiient e league was Austen G. Fox, the well-known New 
; door of the American Continent, he slips around to its back door York lawyer, and its research director was Stanley Shirk Among it 


from the sea, he meets the deficiency in his ware caused by that | « were Newcomb Carlton, the president of the Western Union 
by setting up more stills, diverting more industrial alcohol, and Telegraph Co.; William N, D sident of the New York State 
c ing more of other sorts of frauds on the Volstead Act. If he Bar Association; the Right Rev. Cha s Fiske, bi yp of central New 
; it off from these resources, it is easy to imagine him donning the York Haley Fiske, president of the Metropolitan Lif Insurance €o.: 











ipron of a good housewife and giving a still greater stimulus to Alexander C. Humphreys, president of Stevens University: Charles A 
expansion of vineyard acreage and the sale of corn s and wine Peabody, president of the Mutual Life Insurance Co.: William Barclay 
ves lt is true that with th id of its immense flotilla of some 355 I I president of tl board of truste¢ of Columbia Universit 

lasing vessels of all sorts the Coast Guard has succeeded in mak-‘ William C. Redfield, the former Secretary of Commerce; Henry 38. 
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Pritchett 


leaching, 


president of the Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of 
and former president of the Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
Elihu Root, the celebrated lawyer and statesman; and Dr. Wil 
liam H. Welch, the celebrated Johns Hopkins pathologist. According to 
the tables of the league, drunkenness increased almost twice as fast in 
the United States in 1925 as in 1924. More specifically, in the 564 cities 
towns tabulated by the k arrests for drunkenness in 192 
were 21,000 in the for that offense in 1923, and in 
1925, 36,241 in the arrests for that offense in 1924. In 384 
of the 564 towns, such arrests in 1925 were even more 
when some of the States still licensed saloons 
State prohibition or local Especially 
brought out by the league, that conditions in the 
alled “ dry” States were worse, as compared with 1914, than 
the so-called “ wet” States. One of the most noteworthy 
study of the league and my own study is the 
Lincoln C. Andrews was quite correct when, as Assist- 
of the Treasury, he declared a year or so ago that the 
industry with our entire country. It, at any rate, 
thing in American life which has no tinge of sectionatism about 
it There has been much discussion as to what should be our national 
Let me the dandelion. Even when one speaks of the 
dry West" he should be understood as limiting that adjective to its 

alkali deserts, and the “dry South” belongs to the province of 
dry humor rather than to that of statistical verity. In an editorial 
the New York Times called attention to the fact that Federal 
prohibition agents had found in 1925 thirty-five times as many stills in 
Montana in proportion to population as they had in New York; and 
about the same time it also called attention to the fact that in propor- 
tion to population arrests for drunkenness in Pocatello, Idaho, had been 
ten as numerous as in the city of New York; and in Twin Falls, 
It is quite startling that a little 
provincial home of purity and peace like Pocatello should have a thirst 
ten times as urgent as that of a great cosmopolitan Babylon like New 
York the State of New York obtains its supply of liquor 
largely from big smugglers, and Montana doubtless obtains its supply 
from moonshiners, My intent is merely to make 
the point that no matter how the several States of the Union get their 
liquor, somehow or other they all get it in one way or another. The 
West is undeniably a sinner as well as the East; nor is the South by 
any a saint, to put it very, very mildly. Of the illicit plants and 
the Federal Prohibition Unit in 1925, 70 per cent 

seized in the theoretically dry States of Alabama, Arkansas, Flor- 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, More distilleries and fermenters were 
in Georgia during the fiscal year 1925 than in any other State 


nology ; 


and 


igue 
excess of arrests 
exress of 
and 
ivl14, 
under 
the fact, 


cities 
than in 
others 


numerous 


and were option, 
Signiliicant is 
former so-~ 
conditions in 
facts established by the 
that 


nt Secretary 


Gen, 


fact 
bootleg is coextensive 
is one 


flower 


suggest 
even 


last year 


times 


Idaho, nearly five times as numerous. 


Of course, 


largely small-scale 


means 
ugencies seized by 
were 
ida, 


Georgia, Louisiana, 


Texas, and Virginia. 
seized 
of the 

Last 
citizens of 


into the 
Sunday of 


nion. 
I received newspaper clippings from quite a number of 
Atlanta, Ga., showing that more persons had been brought 
that city for being drunk on the Easter 
had ever been brought into them on any 
In a letter last year to the Hon. W. D. 
Upshaw, the Member of Congress from Georgia, M. B. Wellborn, of 
the Iederal Bank of Atlanta, said: “I may say that, from 
what I can learn, drinking is almost universal not only in Atlanta but 
in every town in Georgia, and the South”; and Georgia 
by no means the only southern offender. It is simply keeping up 
the Empire State of the South in drink, as well as 
Last May Judge W. W. McCrory, of the district 
court of Antonio, Tex., reported as saying: “If everybody 
xas who violates the prohibition law were really convicted, just 
ybody in the State, except the preachers, would be ia our 
Last year Ben. C. Sharpe, the Federal prohibition 
administrator for the Carolinas and Georgia, issued a statement declar- 
there was more liquor in North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Georgia than there had been in the past three years. time 
T. L. Caudle, the special prosecutor appointed by Governor McLean of 
North Carolina to prosecution of a traverser, reminded 
he jury, in the them, that they should not 
witnesses for the State who had been in the 
violations of the 
turning toward the audience sitting in the court 
ask man out who has 
to rise, there wouldn't be a bench warmer 
left, with the possible exception of a few ministers and tea topers.” 
A short time in a letter to the New York Heraté-Tribune, R. 
Charlton Wright, the editor of the Columbia (S, C.) Record, wrote: 
“If there is as a product of sincere conviction and honest observance 
of the law reality as the ‘dry South,’ I have yet to see it, 
and I have lived and journeyed all over it for more than 40 years.” 
When I! for drunkenness in 386 cities of the 
Union my called to the fact that Richmond and New 
Orleans among the cities in which the number of arrests for 
1924 was in excess of the number for the last year 
of the pre-prohibition era, 


year 


police stations of 
that year than 
previous day im its history. 
Reserve 


throughout 


reputation as 
in everything else 
san was 
in Te 
about eve 


penitentiaries.”’ 


ing that 
Some ago 
assist in the 


course of his address to 


disregard the testir ~wony of 
chain gang, because they had been convicted only of 
law ; and, 
Time te 
prohibition law 


prohibition 


room, exclaimed, were to every there 


violated the 


ago, too, 


such a 


was compiling arrests 


attention was 
were 


drunkenness in 
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I shall not deal with the North and East in such detail as I hay 
done with the West and South, because they do not affect, so far as 
am aware, to be lands of Arcadian simplicity and innocence as respe 
strong drink. Indeed, rather to glory in their 
Like our first parents they are naked and not ashamed. Aecord 
to a study made by William P. Eno, of Washington City, in 192 
arrests per 100,000 of population in dry Boston were eight times wh 
they were in wet Montreal. In July, 1926, the number of speak-eas 
in New York City was estimated by Chester B. Mills, the Federal p 
hibition administrator, at 15,000, a total of more than 100 per < 
in excess of the total number of licensed saloons existing in the 
boroughs of Manhattan in 1918 and more than 14 per cent in 
of the entire number of licensed saloons existing in the whole 
of New York in 1918. In July, 1926, a United Press dispatch fr 
Detroit reported that the police estimate of the number of “ bli 
pigs” in Detroit at that time was 15,000 as against the 1,600 licens 
satboons which existed in that city before prohibition. Need I spe 
of Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Baltimore, or Chicago? No! I will ps 
them by, merely saying, in the words of Lear, “Pah! Pah! Give 1 
an ounce of civet, good apothecary, to my imagination 
Perhaps, however, I might dwell moment upon Washington, 
the National Capital might naturally be expected to set a good mor 
example in every respect to other portions of the United States 
is there that Congress holds its that the Supreme Cor 
sits; that the President resides; that the Federal Government is clothe 
with exclusive jurisdiction by the Federal Constitution; and that t 
Prohibition Unit has its headquarters. Suffice it to that 
for drunkenness in Washington have mounted from for the year 
1921 to 13,588 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927. 
Whether there has been any increase in drinking in 
ties since the enactment of the Volstead Act it is, 
say. 
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rural communi 
of course, difficult 
For obvious reasons they can not be kept under the same sear 
ing surveillance by the Prohibition Unit as cities or towns. As a rul 
they have no police with which to arrest drunkards, and do not 
trouble themselves about drink statistics; and, moreover, they ha 
always looked for refreshment largely to the hard cider and the hom 
made wine which the Anti-Saloon League, recognizing the politic 
power of the farmer, was so astute as to exempt from the provisions 
the Volstead Act, which 
one-half of 1 per cent. 
From what I have said it is manifest that, whatever natior 
prohibition has done, it has not prohibited. Indeed, this seems to 
either tacitly or expressly admitted by some of the higher prohibitio 
officials of the Government itself. Gen, Lincoln C. Andrews, the san 
individual to whom the administration of the Volstead Act has ever 
been committed, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasu 
has just retired in disgust; and Maj. Walton A. Green, formerly t 
prohibition investigator under him, commenting upon retirement 
few days ago, said, “The new man [Gencral Andrews] slowed up t 
proeess of disintegration. That is all he did. That is all anyone cou 
have done. No man could have maintained the morale of an 
paid and execrated organization in the face of the brilliant and 
sidious campaign of the wets.”” The same situation has also bee 
summed up with ne little epigrammatic point by Emory Buckner, t 
former United States district attorney for the southern district of 
State of New York: “The drys think they have won because they h 
the law. The wets think they have won they have 
liquor.” Even Dr. Clarence True Wilson, the secretary of the Meth 
ist Board of Temperance, Prohibition, and Public Morals, 
ited some months ago with the mournful observation: “ Prohibit 
enforcement leaks like a sieve.”’ All together, at the present time 
looks as if Mrs. Partington might yet lay aside her broom and give 
her Herculean task of sweeping back the Atlantic She is, | 
haps, beginning to think that General Andrews employed a 
phrase before his retirement when he speke of the 
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As I see it, national prohibition has not subserved one single us: 
purpose unless it be that of accumulating a fund of experience w! 
will be of monitory value when the American people shall retrace thi 
steps, as they will assuredly do, and go back to the crossroads whi 
in an evil hour, they deserted the open highway that was 
them safely to temperance for the mire and miasma of the prohibit 
bog. It is said that probibition has made its influence feit in the f 
of increased savings deposits and the this 
assumes that there has been prohibition—and there has not 
have shown. It is too plain that we have 
extraordinary degree of business prosperity since the World Wat 
cause in many remarkable ways have, above all the other in¢ 
trial nations of the world, been the industrial beneficiary of that w 
To no small extent Canada has, been a beneficiary of 
World War, and though, with the exception of a few provinces, 
yet shared the economic welfare of the United States to such a ¢ 
that the Canadian currency at times has been at a premium over 
It is also said that the industrial worker is a steadier worke: 
than he was before probibition. If so, it ig only because he is drink: 
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lea it V hington, in January, 1924 As is true of 


























le h men, there 
al e this perhaps, that women would not do if they were not 
t ll forbidden to do them T¢ the love of adventur and 
ex ent, which, when legitimately gratified, is one of the most win 
ning traits of uith, prohibition has proved a seductive lure of the 
mo lemoralizing character After traversing a large part of the 
United Stats Ernest W. Mandeville, a writer in the Outlook, says 

W ind young boy ind girls of social classes, that never took 
1 drink before prohibition, are now indulging in liquors which are a 
men oth to their mora and their health.’ This statement has 
t strikinel rroborated by the testimony of Police Commissioner 
Rici d | Knuright, of New York, and the Washington City police de- 

ment Inability of the prohibition law to enforce prohibition 

is i I in tl number of young boys and girls who 
i it ted said Jude if Cc Spicer, of the juvenile 

t r Ohio, quite recently, when two boys, aged 15 and 

1¢ ul ned before him. “During the past two years,” he 
r declared, “ there have been more Intoxicated children brought 

irt than er before.” In June, 1926, Sir Philip Gibbs, the 

| a nev per correspondent, on his return from a visit to this 
ry id fter referrir to women and young girls whom he had 

f ! x ted, in o1 of the best houses of a great city in the 
\\ ! boys carry flasks in their hip pockets and give drink 
I unt to girl fri One of the worst tendencies of probi 
bit i ve know, has been to promote the use of hard liquor, at th 
xpense of wine and beer, and to give to the lawl hip flask the 
place that was once occupied by the reputable d inter Prohibition 
has also had the morbid effect of rehabill ing the reputation, without 
rehabilitating the charaeter, of the poor drunkard. Formerly he was 
a sort of “drunken helot,” and was frequently pointed out as an illus 
tration of the discredit that sooner or later overtakes the habitual 
drinker His relations and friends, in their efforts to control his 
appetite, plead with him, remonstrate with him, warned him, even 
threatened him; but how difficult to-day is it for many of the tem 
perate relations and friends of a drunkard to enter, with a grave face, 
upon the task of adjuring or admonishing him to refrain from a mere 
breach of social decency, when they themseives are violating Consti 
tution and statute! 

That prohibition ts among the causes which are responsible foi 
the frightful prevalence of murderous violence in the United States at 
his time there can be no doubt. Scratch a gunman in one of our 

rgest cities and 10 to 1 you will find a bootlegger. Morgan A. 
Colli t chief of police of Chicago, in speaking of such wars as 
rival tleg groups in northern and southern Illinois were waging 
ai ist each other, with gas bombs and masks, machine guns and 
irplar iffirmed that the situation was “an almost hopeless one,” 
nd placed the blame for it all on the lack of popular sympathy which 
made prohibition a toothless thing. 

And how could prohibition be otherwise than the fecund mother of 
rime When one law is notoriously too obnoxious to the human reason 
to command general obedience, the lawlessness that it produces is cer- 
tain to diminish respect for other laws in breasts none too friendly to 
any law In the heart of every community there is an element of 
which, to u Shakespeare’s phrase, neither the world nor the world's 
law is a friend; and can any sensible man doubt that in time the 
ine ible sequel of branding and jailing thousands of human beings 
s criminals on the theory that it is a flagitious crime to sell or 
POSSeSS €Y a drop of intoxicating liquor, will be the creation of a 
large body « truly base criminals, ripe for any crime, however 
heinous? Law in the United States has shown itself but a poor hand 
t checking crime, but with the aid of the Volstead Act it is in a fair 
way to demonstrate that as an agency for artificially hatching out 
criminals it is an efficlent thing indeed. 

N mal prohibition, I hardly need say, has also proved a fruitful 


ial corfuption. In the beginnings of the Volstead Act the 








Anti-Saloon League opposed every attempt to bring the field positions 
if the Prohibition Unit within the scope of the national merit system of 
a intment It wished to retain them as spoils, with which to in- 
flue the votes of Congressmen, or to gratify the recommendations to 
wp tment of the church element which supplied it with funds, As 

t accomplished and upright citizen, William Dudley Foulke, who 
‘ it one time a member of the United States Civil Service Commis- 

1, said, the league “thereby made all these places the spoils of Con- 
ressmen, many of whom unscfupulously secured the appointment of 

indrels, who accepted bribes, dishonored the service, and made the 
enforcement bureau what President Harding himself called it: “A 
national scandal.’ So rapidly did this scandal grow and spread, so 
loaded down with popular opprobrium did the field service of the 
Prohibition Unit become, that at the last session of Congress an act 
was passed, at the eager request of the league, bringing all field places 
in the Prohibition Unit within the scope of the national merit system 


seen 


too, 


of appointment. It remains to be whether anything will result 
the defilement of that fine system During the recent hearings 
a Senate subcommittee I brought out the fact that between the 


but 


before 
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first organization of the prohibtion service and February 1, 1926, 8 
persons had been separated from the Prohibition Unit, most 
official faithlessness or downwright rascalit in one form or a! 
exclusive of delinquents not dismissed but allowed to resign. SS 
that admirable organization the Coast Guard has been brought wit! 
reach of the contaminating touch of the Volstead Act wave after w: 
of sensational scandal has passed over it; though, to its honor nd t 
honor of its gallant commander, Rear Admiral F. C. Billard, be it s 
no commissioned officer in its ranks has been convicted of any form 
misconduct in connection with prohibition work Some cast l 
been reported by Associated Press dispatches in which it has 
charged that the landing of illicit liquor on our shores has actua 
effected by the crews of Coast Guard boats. 

There are not a few brave and honoral men in the field f e of 
Prohibition Unit, but drunken prohibition s, reckless pro 
igents, red-handed prohibition agents, perfidious prohibition agents, « 
rupt prohibition agents, who, that reads the newspapers, from day 
day, is not familiar with them all? What community is there in 1 
United States that has not had their misdeeds brought home to it 





vasions of the ishly 


ruthless it 


diverted to 


home, by blood r 


their own use, by squalid venality, by detestable perfidy 


trickery? Some time ago ained 


in Maryland obt 
by 


a prohibition agent 
Act by the 
of marriage to 
keasies that 
of 


policemen. 


mother of a girl 


of a violation of the Volstead 
| the 


to rtures 


daughter. 
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make onorable ove 


recall the 
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higher rar 
have than t 
In May, 1926, attention was called in tl 
all four of the Federal prohibition directors, w! 


have been set uj 
Volstead Act, 
And, despite 


doubtless spe 
offi 
less 


many 


violation the 
and 
of the prohibition administrators 
nworthier 


to 


in 


rs 
prohibition 


as 
heir 


better 


traps 
agents 
been no 
prohibition agents. 
the fact that 


press 


had been appointed for the State of Wisconsin, had successively becom 


implicated in charges outlaws. I 


November, 


of criminal collusion with liquor 
1926, General Andrews stated that of the 24 men that 


had appointed as prohibition administrators only 9 remained in th 
office to which they had been appointed, and that in the course of h 
wholesale turnover he had found it necessary to get rid of a number of 


subordinates who were either going wrong or refusing to carry out t 
established policies (to use his own words). State officials, too, as 
is Federal infected the b Among tl 
79 ingesters, saloonkeepers, indict 


to Volstead A 


Ww 


officials have been la 
including g: 


at Chicago in October, 1926, for conspiracy 


by ck plague. 


and | 


violate 


ootle 


the 


persons, Frere, 


were the mayor and chief of police of Cicero, one of the suburbs of 
Chicago. Several years ago it took two Pullman ears to convey to 1 
Atlanta Federal Penitentiary the disloyal policemen and_prohibiti 
agents caught up on a single raid in Ohio. In September, 1926, in 


section 


raid by more than 100 prohibition officers in the “ heli-hole ” 
Berkeley County, 8. C., part of the bag was a Federal prohibition ag 


a State constable, and a county sheriff. In other words, the offend 
majesty of almost every branch of our American political organizati 


at 
make 
could 


was vindicated a single sweep. Nevertheless, I am afraid that p1 
hibition will more “hell holes”? than it will ever plug up. If 
had time, I recall dozens of of the rottenness tl 
resides in the very core of the whole police authority upon which t 
Volstead Act relies for enforcement. But I might well content 
with condemning that authority out of its own mouth. In July, 
Kdgar R. Ray, prohibition commissioner for western Pennsylvania, 
resigning his office said: ‘“‘ This position is best suited for a rich n 
erook. I am neither.’ Only last month Col. Ira L. Reeves, short 
after resigning as prohibition administrator for the State New J« 
in prohibition enfor 
ment work “depart from the service in two classes—either enriched 
pocket or in character reputation. I doubt,” 
added, “if American Federal officials h 
in such contempt by the general public.” As far back as 1925, 
Andrews, himself, declared that the bribery of Government officials w 
the chief obstacle in the way of the enforcement of the Volstead A 
Only a few days ago, Seymour Lowman, General Andrews’s succes 
could find nothing more hopeful to say than “The great prob 
to find for enforcement work, in the Prohibition Bureau, skilled n 
who will withstand the temptations that beset enforcement officers.” 
1925, Marna S. Poulson, the superintendent of the N 
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or a , 
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sey, said in a newspaper article that men engaged 
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Gene 
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of 


the spring 


Jersey Anti-Saloon League, was reported, in the New York Times 
saying, in an address, at a prohibition rally at Atlantic City: “I d 


know of anyone who can make a dollar go further than policemen 
dry agents. By frugality, after a year in the service, they acquire au 
mobiles and diamonds.” The only hope for the Government, so far 
can see, is to appoint the Angel Gabriel, as Assistant Secretary of 1 
Treasury, and to supply him with a field, or rather air, force, of ar 
angels and angels, selected in accordance with some system of compet 
tive examination even more searching than our Federal one. 





The narrow-minded, acrid spirit, fostered by prohibition, is larg 
responsible for the excesses of the Ku-Klux Klan. It and the klan 
twin cherries. Whenever you find a community in which sectari 
bigotry is rife im it most rabid and repulsive forms, and masked 
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tive nominations confirmed by th Sen 
(legislative day of January 9), 
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Mai ie i t- iM porary e ign 


Thompson, A ona, 
Thomas I Bonner, Ashland, 
J i. Hood, Cordova 
Jol N. Edwards, Kelectie. 
Robert B. Evans, Elkmont. 
Ade M. Burks, Fairfield 
Henry A. Cathey, Florence 
J ie W. Johnston, Hancevill 
Stephen H. Murphy, Huntsville 
Roy M. Boauk, Linevill 


Lockhart, 
Ragland, Pell City. 
Emerson E. Etheredge, Town Creek. 
Martin EK. Forsyth, Union Springs. 


Ruth K 
James L, 


Conerly, 


kdna Young, Warrior 

Charles S. Preseott Wedowee. 

Magvie Winningbam, York. 
ALASKA 


Henry S. Sogn, Anchorage. 


Birch Kennecott, 
ARKANSAS 
Jason O. Burns, Batesville. 
Abram J. Hansberry, Ozark. 
Charles Kk. Kemp, Trumann. 
George bk, Davis, Wynne, 
COLORADO 
Charles L. Rudel, Fleming, 
Lillian D. Watson, Louisville, 
Zella M. Hutchens, Seibert. 
Harry A. W. Larkin, Tabernash. 
CONNECTICUT 
Frederick W. Griffin, Cheshire, 
Allen C. Bennett, West Willington. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mooney, Washington, 


William M, 
GEORGIA 


Clive A. Renfree, Lumber City. 
[rene W. Field, Mourve, 

HAWAII 
John I. Silva, Eleele. 


Manuel J. Carvalho, Makaweli. 
ILLINOIS 

B. Tuthill, Anna. 

Hugh Martin, Argenta. 

Esther V. Wheeler, Ashmore. 

Frank Gain, Astoria. 

Fred W. Pitney, Augusta. 

Jobn H. Holthaus, Aviston. 

Raymond Phillips, Beecher City. 

William Hughes, Bement. 

Lewis A. Roberts, Blandinsville. 

Russell S. Brown, Brighton, 

Della M. Green, Cambria. 

Alice Jenkins, Carriers Mills. 


Lewis 


Cecil W. Bishop, Carterville, 
Thomas R. Pearce, Chillicothe. 
Thomas F. Wharrie, Coal City. 
Herbert D. Short, Coffeen, 

Guy H. McKelvey, Coulterville. 
Robert L. Endicott, Crossville, 
Fred E. Flessner, Cullom. 


Porter, Dahlgren 

George A. Kraus, Danvers. 

William W. Taylor, Divernon. 

John E. Moyer, Dixon. 

Louis O. McKerrow, Elmwood. 
William FE. Mickle, Emden, 

Glenn 8. Wade, Farina. 

Perry Westerfield, Frankfort Heights. 
George L. Spangler, Franklin Grove. 
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Bennett F. Henderson. Georgetown. 
Charles O, Selfridge, Good Hope, 
Thomas M. J 
John R. Hanlon, 
Elmer L. Trowbridge, Green V 
Silas H. Rich, Gridley. 

Adam P. Brown, Henry 

Ina R. Stout, Hopedale. 
William Sutton, Kempton. 
William T. Bedford, La 
Nlizabeth K. Welch, Lexington, 
Daisy M. Uphans, Macon 
Mayme F, Brooke, Mat 
Margaret T. Layne, Menard. 
George Kk. Whitmore, Mendota. 
Clark D. Smith, Milan 
Marion F. Stewart, Mow: 
Lydia Drain, Oconee. 
Lewis hk. Selby, Pekin 
Charles B, Switzer, Piper Wity. 
Homer H. Cravens, Plymouth. 
Benjamin F. Bosley, Ransom. 

Ted Henderson, Ridge Farm, 
Samuel M. Combs, Ridgway 

Lewis H. Richards, Seales Mound. 
Wiiliam J. Parsons, Silbis. 

Rolin A. Gouwens, South Holland. 
Charles E. McPheeters, Sullivan, 
Ralph K. Crawford. West Point. 
Henry J. Busefink, West Salem. 
Iimer ©, Thorp, Winslow. 


nes, Gorevi 


Grant Park 


Salle. 


son, 


IcuaA, 


INDIANA 


David R. Alpaugh, Andrews. 
Samuel Ratcliff, Bainbridge. 
John S. Moore, Battle Ground. 
Earl L. Eldridge, Boswell. 
Claude A. Warr, Brook. 
Karle O. Gilbert, Brooklyn. 
Roy J. Lingeman, Brownsburg. 
Hugh R. Foss, Cambridge City. 
Samuel C, Morgan, Campbellsburg. 
James KE, Thompson, Clarks Hill. 
Finley Franklin, Clayton, 
Job C. Burnworth, Columbia City. 
Edward C. Bales, Dana. 
Kivin R. Long, Denver. 
Erasmus R. Bartley, Greencastle. 
Richard H. McHie, Hammond. 
Ralph W. Monfort, Hariford City. 
Parham, Howe. 
John J, Himsel, Jasper. 
William H. Morey, Lowell. 
Roy EK. Tillford, Martinsville. 
Charlie O, Alton, Milan. 
James W. Robinson, Milford. 
Neil W. Troutman, Montpelier. 
Harry S. Irvin, Morocco. 
John F. Trimble, Morristown. 
Almeda B. Lochard, North Madison, 
Luella Moore, Orleans 
Gerry IE. Long, Porter. 
James FE. Turner, Roann. 
Charles E,. Noble, Rolling Prairie, 
Celia Johnson, Russiaville. 
Glen R. Brown, Spiceland. 
Reader J. Meroney, Topeka. 
George A. White, Union Mills. 
Orville C. Bowen, Upland. 
E. Delight Bradford, Vanburen. 
Betty M. Miller, West Baden. 

IOWA 
Sigvart T. Kittlesby, Calmar, 
Howard C. Copeland, Chariton, 
Freddie Baldwin, Chester. 
Ella Yeager, Cincinnati. 
Wilbur C, Patterson, Cresco. 
William Linnevold, Decorah. 
Leander G. Kelley, Lamoni, 
Thomas A. Sanders, Malcom. 
James F, Albert, Moravia. 
John M. Garrett, Moulton. 
Keith Gray, Postville 
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B. Anderso Elbow | 

W. Ivey, Elmor 


\. Gregerson, F‘ f 
Hi. Baer, Frazes 
W. Johnson, Fuld 


es A, Anderson, Greenbush, 
H Groetsch, Green Isle 
(> Strommen, Halstas 
M. Johnson, Hills. 
(. Hall, Hollandale 
Peterson, Kenned: 
(. Parker, Kinney 
1 P. Marsto. i] Lake Cryst: 
( Anderson, Lake Lillian. 


KX. Talle, MeIntosl 
1. Bargen, Mountain Lake. 
Fr. Ward, Redwood Falls. 
on A Larsep, St. James 
R. Perry, St. Vincent 
hk. Brockman, Triumph. 
re C, Radde, Truman, 
kK. Hill, 1 psala 
la Rieman, Vergas, 
W. Fingarson, Walnut Grove 
N. Ross, Westbrool 
NEW JERSEY 
i. Buzby, Clayton 
k J. Allen, Delair. 
P. Adair, Highlands. 
rd T. Beak, Shrewsbury 
H. Hilyard, Williamstown. 
NEW YORK 
es N. Wood, Angola 
e J. McFadden, Ardsley. 
h A, Douglas, Babylon 
d Kk. Whealey, Baldwin. 
r L. Howard, Baldwinsville 
ence G. Jones, Barneveld 
W. Schoverling, Bayville, 
Rogers, Bridgehampton. 
e H. Farley, Broadalbin. 
Ryckman, Brocton. 
KX. Hudson, Castleton on Hudson. 
s W. Brock, Cattaraugus. 
et R. Mulligan, Central Islip. 
i. FE, Parker, Chestertown. 
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S. Preston, R 
M C, Head Ru 
( i. Farley, Sag H i 
J >. Fratsher, Sa ri 
\ Li. Savage, Sen I 
Ir A. Erickson, She an 
\\ im W. Bates, Sidney 
Tle M. Braisted, Silver Bay 
Villiam A. Hilton, Skaneateles 
\ n P. Gunnison, Sodus Point 
\\ iam M Ackern i, Hpa i i 
Oliver Keate Pill 
Maric kb. Wroten, Tri iu 


Ray W, McEwen, Waverly. 
Robert L. Putnam, Weedsport 

| nderson, Whitesboro. 
Ju is H Fisher, Wellsville 
Jennie C, Stanton, West Camp. 
M. Cli m Seaman, Woodmere 

( Irving Henderson, Worcester. 





NORTH CAROLINA 


I r G. Hales, Baldenboro 


NORTH DAKOTA 

Ella C. Sweeney, Berthold 
Nellie J Gagner, Lignits 
Donald B. McDonald, Maxbass 
Elizabeth J. Olson, Medina 
Ole S. Aaker, Minnewaukan. 
( rence B. Sti on, Warwick 

OHIO 
l d O. Simpson, Belle Center 
Charles T. Cline. New Matamoras 
James E. Simpson, jr., Racine 
Alta N, Johnson, Rushsylvania 
Russel A Medaugch. Spence rville, 


Milton W. Stout, West Liberty. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


August Neime r, Drexel Hill. 
George V. Glenn, East Butler 

John D. Gerhart, East Greenville 
Haydn E. Lupold, East Petersburg. 
J M. fhompsoen, Elizabeth 
Cletus L. Goodling, Farm Svhool 
John S. Windle, Fernwood 

Mildren Bb. Henn, Freemansburg, 
Charles O, Wescoe, Fullerton. 
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et M. Callaham, Glen Mills. 
B. Heckler, Harleysviile. 
’. Gilmor Hilisville, 
L.. Greth, Laureldale, 
W. Kerr, Lincoln Place, 
el H. Palmer, Linwood. 
Rhea L. Moyer, Macungie. 
William J Wtle, Mayview. 
Albert W “AtLS, Mc Vevtown 
James B. Flounders, Media. 
Kdwin W. Crawford, New Castle 
Mary . Clapper, New Enterpri 
Kdwin Zimmerman, Newmuanstown 
Anna C. Young. North Glenside 
William M. O, Edwards, Pencoyd. 
Bertha G. Thomas, Port Kennedy. 
Milton H. Vanness, Rummertield. 
George E, MeGlennen, Sharon Hill 
Calvin S. Leitner, Sheridan 
David K. Angle, Shippensburg 
lemple K. Gregg, Strafford 
Butterworth, Wallingford. 
Ki. Grover, Wapwallopen. 
M. Lyon Warret! 
Tunney, West Brownsville 
in K. Gedoritha, Woodville 
ward M. Gardner, York Springs. 
WASTLINGTON 
William G. Powell, Aberdeen, 
louis H. Gurnsey, Addy 
Charles P. Stapp, Anacortes 
red H. Tonkin, Black Diamond. 
Mark Harris, Brush Prairie 
Allison CC, Presson, Buens 
Eliza F. Head, Cathiamet 
Julius CC, Raaberg, Clarks! 
Arthur B, Cass, Connell 
Will 'T. Howard, Coupeville 
William W. Woodward, Darrington, 
Henning EF. Johnson Du Pon 
Herbert P. Fisher. Garfield. 
Tillman FE. Kamerer, Hanford 
Charles (, Mulligan, Kirkland 
Ernest R. Anderson, La Center, 
\ndrew H. Bryam, Millwood 
Anna M. Robertson. Montesano. 
James C. Blevins, Naches 
Charles A, Fiedler, Newport 
Hazel P. MeVicker, Port Blakely 
George W. Edgerton, Puyallup 
John W. Cowdery, Rainier. 
Fred B. Goldsw mrthy Rosalia 
James Lane, Roslyn 
Charles M. Perlin Senttle 
Warren P. Cressy, South Bend 
Robert O. Logsdon, Sprague 
kmmett V. Fleming, Springdale 
James H,. Adams, Waitsbure 
WISCONSIN 
John Meili, Alma 
Carl L. Christianson, Bloomer. 
Thomas A. Walby, Eludsor 
Norma A. Rheingans, Jackson. 
Henry J. La Grandeur, Somerset. 
Lewis H. Cook, Wausau 
WYOMING 
Henry C. Miller, Douglas 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuespay, January 10, 192s 
The House met at 12 o’cleck noon. 
rhe Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Look down, bend low, our Heavenly Father, and hold us in 
the shadow of Thy presence. With tenderness and compassion, 
© teach us the way to see, to reason, to act, and to bear our 
part that we may be a real blessing to our country. We are at 
our best only when we fulfill the purpose for which we are here. 
Make us keenly sensitive of our reputation and opportunities, 
Ly prolonged and studious effort help us to learn the most beau- 
tiful and valuable lessons of life. By the conquest of difficulties 
help us to live sweeter in our hearts and braver in our lives, 
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Keep us better than the bad an ike us equal to the b 

Thy altar we ask for the blessing of humility—the w 
grace that never boasts of vi und never leaves a pail 
gracious to all our land and bless our citizens everywhere 
peace and plenty. Amen. 


The Journal of the pr 

approved 
MES RC > SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, its Cl 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Repres 
Was requested : 

S. 773. An act to authorize the President of the United S 
to appoint an additional judge of the District Court of 
United States for the Southern District of the State of I 


} and 


S. 1968. An act to authorize the Secretary of Agricultur 
pay for the use and occupancy by the Department of Agi 
ture of the Bieber Building, 1358 B Street SW., Washing 
D. C., and for other purposes, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 485. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Trea 
to aequire certain lands within the District of Columbia 1 
used as sites for public buildings. 

SWEARING IN OF REPRESENTATIVE GEORGE S, GRAHAM, OI 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, on January 5 I was appoi 
by the Speaker to administer the oath of office to my di 
guished colleague. Mr. Grorce 8S. Granam, of Pennsyly 
Mr, GRAHAM was in the Mount Sinai Hospital in New York 
on January 9, pursuant to House Resolution 72, I swore 
GRAITAM in 28 a Member of the House. The oath was adm 
tered in conformity with the rules of the House, and I offer t 
following privileged resolution and move its adoption, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offe: 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 84 

S. GrawaM, a Representative for the State of 

mynd district thereof, has been unable from s 

on to be sworn as a Member of this House, | 
sworn to subscribed the oath of office before the Hon. Roy 
WELLER, authorized by resolution of this House to administer th 
and the said oath of office has been presented in his behalf to the | 

and there being no contest or question as to his election: Ther 

Resolved, That the said oath be accepted and received by the 
as the oath of office of the said Grorce S. GRAHAM as a Membe 
House 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the r 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, may I proceed by unanil 
consent for one moment? Judge GRAHAM, our colleague 
undergone a most serious operation. It was not known tf 
while that he would survive the operation, but he has sury 
it and is now convalescent. It is my happy privilege to | 
to the House that Judge GRAHAM is doing very well and 
will be restored to his former good health and his position : 
active Member ef the House. [Applause.]| However, in 
of the fact that he is convalescing and will not for some ti 
come be able to be present on the floor of the House, | 
unanimous consent that an indefinite leave of absence b 
tended to him. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

APPROPRIATION BILL FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, J1 
COMMERCE, AND LABOR 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House i 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the stn 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (HI. R. 5 
making appropriations for the Departments of State and 
tice, and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of | 
merce and Labor, for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Commi 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the tf 
consideration of the bill H. R. 8269, with Mr. Lenisacu i 
chair. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have an am 
ch I offer, on page 40, line 6 


ndmet t 








rut 
72.500” and insert in lieu th f iM) 
\ RLANTON Mr. Chairman, that ded 
lay. and before we ike end 
ave now I make the point I 
‘ esent 
I CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f1 Texa kes tl 
order that ther s no quorum present The Chair 
unt. 

BLANTON (interru tl ount) Mir C} 
Members have come ‘ he C} r | oO cou i 
draw the point of ‘ordei 
CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New Y« S 

dment, which the Clerk will re] { 

Clerk read as follo 

ent Mr. La‘ i 
00” and 
LAGUARDIA Mt Chairman, yesterday, just before 
House adjourned, 1 offered an amendment which w 
ed, increasing this appropriation by $50,000. The chair 
the committee in charge of the bill made a most elo 
plea for the sake of ecor my [I have therefore re in ai 
nendment $15,000 and ask for an increase of $35,000 
are SS4 deputy n =] s throughout the country This 
increase would enable the Attorney General to take cars 
ncrease of salary for deputy marshals not only in New 

it in Al ka and in every e of the Union TI li 

hed gentleman from 1 I lvania M SHREVE| read 


esterdi 


f . 
MRULCS, 


S1,000 a yeal 


, aACCOTU which, on his ow! 


se deputy murshals are receiving 


1 month, I point out again that these marshals now, 
e ena el of the rohnibition Laws e intrusted witl 

ltr and dangerous duti rhey are required to serve 
n injunction and padlock cases, and the appellate cow 


quired actual personal service. Unless we have m: 
‘nted, who are satisfied and properly paid, it 
i 


to be expected that these men can perform their duties 





BLANTON Mr. Chairman, will tl 
LAGUARDIA, Just one moment, please. I 
marshal ought to be paid 
that of a police offic rin his own community. There are 
hat I can agree where a deputy marshal in 
where the court does not sit every day, re 

n he gets $1,500 a year, but in a large ’ 
vith the southern district and he eastern d 
Brooklyn, and in Alaska and in large cities where the 
in session every duy and where these men work nigh 
iy, have car fares and are their meal 
rom their homes, ot work within walking dis 


e gentleman yield? 
submit that 


a salar: 





New 


strict, in 


required to have 


ais they do1 


their homes, it is simply disgraceful for the United 
Government to expect these men to render good service 
ompensation of $1,500 a year 
BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
LAGUARDIA, Yes. 
BLANTON. Every Member present yesterday agreed 


distinguished gentleman from New York that such 
! should receive more pay, but the chairmar 
out that his committee has already 
over $100,000 

LAGUARDIA. But we still have more than 215 men get 
ly $1,500 a Surely $35,000 is not going to breal 
United give the deputy marshals 
ng with them the emblem of the United States and repre 
the United States Government in enforcement of ths 

| that all of this $35,000 will reach New 
ridiculous to come here and make 
e nonenforcement of law and then stand up 
give these men a decent wage. 
a man in a large city to live on $1,500 a year. 
LINTHICUM. Does the gentleman think 
e and earnest effort at law enforcement by this adminis- 


' 


narshals 


recommended an in 


year 


States Government to 


have no idea 
I say it is 








It is outrageous 


there is no 


LAGUARDIA. I am willing to give the drys everything 
usk for to enforce the law. That is what I am asking for. 

BLANTON. Does the gentleman from Maryland want it? 
LAGUARDIA. I say let us give these people a decent 


ir. SNELL. As I understand it, these men who devote their 
time to the business in New York get more than $3,500 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is a mistake. We have 
hauls in New York City getting only $1,500 a year, l vy were 


ently increased $5 a mont 


Mr. SNELI I nk tl chairman ought to be al ear 
this tter up, because it is it portant 
The CHAIRMAN rhe time of ger frov ‘ew 
} ] expire 
M SNELI Mr. Chairman, I ask that the I V 
iditional ti I sk unanimot const t ! be 
! proceer tor five 1 rite n e 
CHAIRMAN. Is there obje 
iM ( i 
LAGUARDIA I yield tl rentlema “om |’ 
ir. SHREVI 1 
‘i SHREVE Th Pacts 1m this sitnatior re as Tf ow 
W y ili told, i \ ed 
é r the lr ( Sf x he j : } i} <ly 
i 1 i I re } i I ‘ m 
\ ‘ir LAGI ARDI Mes, iit I SOT . ! ou ‘ ne 
I ries and seattered about widels Now, hel ire me 
‘ t earn th arge amount of money tl 
I ! rher re others who mig! é om it 
I ate, perhaps, later on lwo of thes pu recely 
at) mi 4 receive S225 nd 14 receive $2,657 i4 
ve $2,397, and so forth 
M SNELL Where do the specis mn in New York it 
we are talking about Ome if I onne l Ww I that lis if 
| S a fair questior Id m want ft co I 1 
Mr. SHREVI We have these men classified 


Mr. SNELL Yes: the gentleman fron t 
working for $1.500 I did not think that that was s it 


I } ik ought to be cleared up 








Mr. SHUREVE Phere is a large number, 396, at 51.624 l 
then a smaller number, 50, in isolated parts of the [ ted S 
vhere ey receive only $1,402 

Mr. SNELL. That may be enough for those fellow but | 

in the congested centers of population tl Federal 
Government ought not to ask a man to give his entire time to 
vice for $1,500 a year The statement has been made 

here repeatedly that that is what they are getting in the ci 
of New Yorl It seems there should be some information 


somewhere that would tell us, so that 
argument about it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA There are 396 who are getting $1,634 

Mr. SNELI Where are they located? 

Mr. SHREVE rhese men are not located in New York 

Mr. LAGUARDIA We have a larger 

New York City proportionately than you anywhere 
else The increase they have received has been only SS a month 
You can not do anything with SS a month in New York City 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Last year there was carried about 


there will be no furthe! 


number of $1,600 men 


have 


S78,000 in the deficiency bill for the purpose of enabli: the 
(Attorney General in his discretion to grant increas to deputis 

vi he thought increases were needed rh bill failed 
This year we not only carry that $78,000 but a additiona 


Mr. SNELL. That is, we never had it before 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. We add to it, so that we are now 
rving $100.000 more in order to grant 
should be granted in the judgment of the Attorney 


increases where ir 
re es 
(reneral 
Mr. LAGUARDIA I know the 
ut $15.000 of the $22,500 
f the marshals, and only 


gentleman wants to be fair 
is for the 
$7.500 is to inerease 


increase of the sa 


SO4 deputy marshals. The increases contemplated last vear 
include the rates of salaries which tl gentlem: from P 

svivania [Mr. SHREVE] mentioned I have here a letter from 
the Attorney General in which he states that tl department 


would he 


ance wit 


glad to fix the 
my suggestion, but he adds that, as a matter of f 
available will not permit it for the coming 
mit letter was signed by Assistant Attorn 
who is in charge of United States and 


compensation of deputies in ace 
h 

funds 
year Vl 
Marshall 
marshais 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I will say that the Attorney Ge 
eral before our committee had no suggestion to make in reg: 
to this increase of salary. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
amendment. 

Mr. SNELL. Just one moment. Hew leng would it take to 
get from the Department of Justice a statement as to what 
the deputy marshals in New York City get? I would like to 
have that complete. 


General 


deputy 


rise in opposition to the 
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Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it is all very well to stand 
here and demand increased appropriations every day on every 
line of every bill. The Committee on Appropriations has stated 
all the facts in this particular case. They have presented the 
facts to you. We have given in the deficiency bill and in this 
bill $100,000 for the particular service to which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LaGuarpria] and others have just ad- 
dressed themselves—more than they ever had before. There 
been no demand from any source anywhere except such 
demands as the gentleman from New York makes on the floor 
this The administrative side of the Government 
has made no demand. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. In a moment. No demand has been made. 
If they want more money, as a rule there is no reason why 
they should not ask for it. In the consideration of this 
problem we have realized that some little shortage may have 
existed, and we are carrying more in the bill than was re 
quested by the Attorney General or by the Budget. 

Just a few days ago the House voted almost unanimously to 
reduce taxes and to take away the revenue that the higher 
tuxes would give to the Treasury for the payment of obligations 
such as these. I was one of those who yoted against it. There 
is not any money with which to meet these increased obliga- 
tions, 
there is a deficit as a result of these increased demands, do not 
blame anyone but yourselves. Do not vote for every motion 
to increase the compensation of everybody irrespective of 
whether justice applies to the case or not. Keep the expenses 
within the revenues of the Government. Let the Nation stand 
by the record which it has made since the war. I appeal to 
every Member here to stand for an economical administration 
of national affairs by voting down every amendment that may 
be offered irrespective of whether it is just or not. I know 
there will be other amendments offered and I say in advance 
that they ought not to pass. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I have the greatest regard, as do all the Members of the House, 
for the subcommittee in charge of this bill, but there is a real 
for increasing the salaries of some of the deputy 
marshals. I know it to be a fact not only from what has 
been stated here as to other places but because of conditions 
which exist in my own city, where we have deputy marshals 
who are giving their whole time to their work and who are 
receiving, some of them, less than $1,600. I read the figures: 
Jennings, $2,500; Kennedy, $1,860; Morrisey, $1,560; Elton, 
$1,500: Hartstein, $1,500; Puls, $1,500; and Colgan, $1,440, per 
annum. We have in owr city, as in many of the great cities, 
most important duties for which our deputy marshals are calied 
upon to do. Among them is the enforcement of the prohibition 
laws. There is a great temptation for graft in prohibition mat- 
ters amongst the officials of the courts because of the low 
salaries paid. I have the greatest respect for the deputy mar- 
shals as a whole, and I know the deputy marshals in my dis- 
trict are thoroughly honest and upright, but to expect too much 
from a man who gives all of his time to the responsible duties 
which a marshal is called upon to perform on a salary of less 
‘han $1,600 per vear, where he can not obtain a decent place 
to live without paying at least $50 a month, is entirely wrong. 
I think Congress itself made a mistake some years ago when 
it nuthorized the Attorney General to fix the salaries of United 
States attorneys and marshals, as weil as their assistants, up 
to a certain amount. We should not have delegated to the 
Executive the power to do that which solely ought to rest upon 
the Congress itself. 

Che Department of Justice has not been equitable in the dis- 
tribution of the salary increases throughout the country. I 
know that is so, especially from the report of the Attorney 
General for the last year. In my own State we have two dis- 
tricts. He is authorized by legislation to fix the salaries of 
the district attorneys and of the marshals up to a certain 
maximum 

Hlis report shows that in one district the work is far below 
that of the other district in the prosecution of crime and in the 
money that is paid into the Government, yet we have him pay- 

the district attorney in the western district $1,000 a year 
more than he pays the attorney in the eastern district; and he 
pays the marshal in the western district $500 more than he pays 
the marshal in the other district, yet the work in the eastern 
district is far ahead of the other district. So it is with deputy 
marshals and assistant United States attorneys. One of them 
at St. Louis receives as low as $2,400 per annum. That is the 


has 


for increase, 


strike out the last 


The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 


necessity 
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You can assume the responsibility if you will, but if | 


| before the committee, was 3,406, 
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amount paid to an assistant United States attorney who gi, 

all of his time to the work of the enforcement of the prohibiti 

law. He is an able and an efficient lawyer, with a family. }) 
is giving all of his time to the Government at $200 per mon 

That is one of the results of putting into the hands of the }) 
partment of Justice the power to fix the salaries. 

They say they have enongh money to increase the pay, 
cording to the statements of some gentlemen of the House: } 
they told me not so long ago that they can not increase | 
salaries of deputy marshals and deputy clerks in St. Louis 
the salaries of assistant district attorneys in St. Louis bees: 
they have not enough money. When you give small pay to m: 
engaged in the enforcement of law and the riddance of the « 
munity of crime and force incompetent men to be appoin 
or force men to live upon a meager salary you are wasting | 
people’s money instead of saving it. [Applause.] 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, the committee itself ought to 
operate and give the Department of Justice enough money 
that the Attorney General can not say to the gentleman fr 
New York, to others, and myself that they have not enou 
money to increase salaries so that men occupying these 
portant positions can live comfortably and the department « 
pay a living wage to them. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missour 
has expired. The question is on the amendment offered by 


| gentleman from New York. 


The question was taken; and on a division 
Mr. LaGuarpia) there were—ayes 44, noes 73. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(demanded by 


United States penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kans.: For the Unit 
States penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans., including not to ex 
$270,000, for salaries and wages of all officers and employees, $880,000 


Mr. GRIFFIN. 
two words. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen—and ladies, I do not feel t! 
we ought to allow this paragraph of the bill to perfunctorily 
pass without calling attention to the overcrowded conditions 
the Federal prisons. We are appropriating $880,000 for Leavy: 
worth, $852,500 for Atlanta, and $332,500 for McNeil Island 
Here is an annual outlay of over $2,000,000, an apparently larg 
sum, and it might seem that we are doing our full duty; | 
the blazing fact stands forth that these Federal penitentiaries 
are wholly inadequate. They are so disgracefully overcrow 
as to be a menace to the health and morals, not only of 
inmates, but of every community in the jand to which releas 
criminals return upon the conclusion of their imprisonment. 

OVERCROWDING 

On June 30, 1918, the population in the Federal penitentia: 
was 4,482, which even then taxed their capacity. On Ju 
30, 1927, the prison inmates had increased to 9,448. This is 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


| increase of 4,966 within a period of nine years. 


The capacity of Leavenworth is about 1,600. Its populatior 
in November, 1927, when the superintendent gave his testin 
When our committee visit 
the institution in 1925, we found, even then, that men and | 
were sleeping in an improvised, poorly lighted dormitory in 
basement. In Atlanta, Ga., the capacity of the prison is ab 
the same as that of Leavenworth—1,600. Its population in No 
vember, 1927, was 3,160, and the basement was also used as a 
dormitory. The only Federal prison that is at all equipped 
the population which it maintains is McNeil Island. In Leay 
worth and Atlanta prisons cells intended for one prisone! 
improvised to hold two and three; those intended for three 
rigged up temporarily to hold six. Halls and corridors 
commandeered to accommodate prisoners in the most prim 
fashion in disgraceful propinquity. And yet that goes on 
after year—and Congress does nothing. 

Mr. SHREVE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes. 

DUTY OF 

Mr. SHREVE. Does the gentleman recall that the commit 
of which we are both members, upon several occasions has 
ommended legislation touching upon these very questions? 
so, I wish the gentleman would mention that. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Indeed, I do; and I am making this pu! 
statement now on the floor of this House in order that 
membership may be ucquainted with conditions and in 0! 
that the legislative committee, which I do not mean to re! 
on in any sense whatever, may realize itsimportance, The) 
probably resent our intrusion upon their field—I do not know 
OFFENDERS 


CONGRESS——PROVIDE MORE PRISONS 


SEPARATE PRISON COLONIES FOR YOUTHFUL 


Nevertheless I want to make a recommendation, and it is ' 
that is concurred in by the superintendent of prisons, nan 
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; ntact of those men with p ( wl ave never km F vil bak ah ; : ‘ 
It me In¢ bie ext init i the vice We , : . el ; 
e separate institu for drug addicts here they cal asile I . px Ll 
treated rie vhnel itv ol e] drag , I ! ‘ i ) 
ers may be avoided day dium e tru I : 
i evel ~ net f 0 
LOLISH I had wstol l ‘ ? t i! ( ‘ rive | I I 
iv third recommendati Ww hicl Il, pe } ‘ | Iw d ock th l put the n brea nd 
in increase ¢ propria 1 for gu nd fe I vat d fi \ I \\ ( I : 
s of the prisons er 3 | { or it they ‘ f but I d 
think it fs i mistake en I i! l duties ] l n : i to i I ou ‘ 
with the administration prisons. It is fal ‘ my on jail and remain in jail He ought al ys to have t ‘ 
istom that h crow! ng pri rs by r fron ! e! ere y s ty for an inf n 
r cells, sending t n oO rl is outside the prison wall 
I them to ct fe he |} epers ta le, ft ade VOrkK el are ot he way ‘ belD kind pri ners 
f the pris¢ ! them get ll fre lay ut of ft) rison, to t ul men f el 
Inen are called t Cs hey oug! oO be bolished ! ( s ind have the ite! il a rit Wil 
he dangerous part of such a policy is this: It is fundam« ‘ cing up his garde oki h meals, driving 
un-American It is unjust and it is unfair to other pris rut ind running errands into town. It a positive 
s, because it leads to favoritism We can easily visualiz d menace to proper prison administration “a ought t : 
instance, the influence that is brougl to bear upon the lic} *twithstanding it may have had 
K en. He ought to be ! t free from such influenc 0 ar rhe very essence of punitive law justice \ 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemai rom New | , rture from equi n the treatment of prisoners ca 
k has expired. he but have an unfavorable reaction on their mi if t 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent t e that some of their number. by reason « Oolitic 
eed for five minutes mors hrihe r social influenc are given wide } ie< 
he CHAIRMAN, Is t ( bjection t he request of th routine thor and re tint f fine es j 
leman from New Yo1 ne nd tl eat with her } na +} 
was no Objectior walls deep resentment and ser f hopelessnes 
Mr. GRIFFIN. These sties ar 1VOl s of t ward | ike them a1 ire t he d associ hu 
fticers of the institutior Chey are given carte blanct l me second and tl rd offender 
[ said, they drive the prison car, they go outside the i r ' 
nake purchases, they are in and out of the prison doors al eae : 
ong every di: ; 1" t} es uld abolisl ! l ste l ! I olloy 
: iv. outside of 1 ar t] f would be |} in idlenes ‘ ‘ i here is not 
tice to othe that ( rk f ore round \ 3 6 ti t We ( ‘ 
methods 1 the S01 stumped by that f houk!l provide work for all The 
F t leads to an increase of the drug hab n all inst : ys on this bill disclose e ta that that is the ! 
Mr. OLIVER of New York Will the gentleman yield? pi m which the wardens have to meet Mhat they ar i 
, ir. GRIFFIN. I wi s Ww as can be expected is not to | denied, an V 
Ir. OLIVER of New York it not violate the sentenc elr f trusties can be excused under the presen 
F.. [ the court to a term of hard I Is it not almost a cor The fault is not with the wardens of the jails but with th 
pt of the court to use m n the outside of the prison? | ter ind it is tl SJ I vhich © l 
Mr. GRIFFIN. I am giad my cue asked that question. | We oug!l { pl h adequat tum pbe! 
. My answer is yes it i n violation of the law and in contempt! gating and separating Piso as I sug ca ul 
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mean C 
very 
ircum 


-should provide such facilities as will enable 
prisoner to be usefully employed; but never, under any 
tances, should they be assigned to pet positions that dis- 
and which make them feel 


Ongress 


criminate against other 
that they are on vacation. 
The CHAIRMAN, Withe 
ent wi withdraw 


prisoners 


ut objection, the pro forma amend- 


and the Clerk will read. 


Vomen, Alderson, W. Va For 
Alderson, W. Va., in 


en at i 
officers 


and wages of all and 


hairman, I offer the following amend 
» desk. 


follows: 

Mr. HvuGHES: Page 45, line 8, strike out the 
u thereof the 
ind insert 


* and insert 


word “ 
* $100,000,” 


* $270,000.” 


rt im lis 
*S00.000 ind in 


ke out the figures “ $260,000 

HUGHES Chairman, for the 

ittee I would say that the striking out 

* and inserting the word “ Federal” is 
ical error, 


se oO! 


information of 
word “ Fed 
merely correcting 


‘ f the 


1 this appropriation will be $10,000. If 
the present amount, this 
can take care of only 150 people. With this small 
of $10,000 it will enable them to take care of 300 
ot the buildings at this institution will be finished 

er part of May. This appropriation will not begin 


This information has come to the subcommittee, 


remains at 


adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, at the time we considered 
this appropriation Miss Harris, who is the very able superin- 
of the institution, was not able to appear before the 
committee. With the information we had at that time we felt 
that we uld make a cut of $10,000 under the estimate made 
by the Bureau of Budget. However, upon more mature 
consideration and having talked with Miss Harris and heard 
from the distinguished gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Iivanes], we decided to accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Probation 
penses of pro 

An act 
United States 
M ‘4. 1925 

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. 
out 


fender 


the 


system, United States courts: 


mation olficers, as provided by section 3 of the act entitled 


courts, except in the District of Columbia,” approved 


S25.000, 


Page 47, line 4, 
insert in lieu 


after the 
thereof 


WoopreM : 


* $25,000 ” 


Amendment 


s “10925,” strike 


offered by 
and 


*S50.000 


Mr. WOODRUM. 
committee, in March, 1925, in the closing hours, I think, of the 
Sixty-eighth Congress, the House passed a biil under suspension 
of the rules virtually without consideration of the merits, pro- 
viding for the establishment of a probation system in the United 
I opposed the passage of the bill for reasons 


States courts 


that I thought sufficient at the time, but I was one of a very | 
small minority who took that position, and the bill was passed | 


unanimously by the Heuse. That law has been in 
now since March, 1925, and gives very broad author- 


virtually 
operation 


ity and latitude to the Federal judges in the matter ef suspend- | 


ing sentences of persons convicted of crimes in the Federal 
courts, and further provides for the appointment of probation 
officers. I have offered this amendment which, on the face of it, 
doubles the appropriation which the committee brought in for 
this work. As a matter of fact, however, it only carries the 
appropriation up to the amount that was appropriated in the 
first bill. We first appropriated for this very important work, 
$50,000, That was the amount deemed advisable to provide for 
the probation system in the Federal courts. In the last Con- 


gress that amount was cut to $30,000, and in this Congress it is | 
I fear that in the next Congress | 


proposed to eut it to $25,000, 
it will be eut to $10,000, and in the next eliminated altogether, 
thereby bringing about the condition that I very much feared 
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Federal.” On} 


the | 


| or were 


} ment 


am satistied that they will recommend to the House the | Were 


| abiding 


3 j } ip -ertitie r% , 
For salaries and actual ex- | him, certified by th > 
| young man, to take charge of 


to provide for the establishment of a probation system in the | 


Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the | 


| law-abiding and self-respecting citizens. 


JANUARY 10 
would happen when we passed the legislation, to wit, giving 
broad power of suspended sentence to Federal judges, with ab 
lutely no supervising control or supervision over the men w 
are allowed to go at large after having violated the law. 

We have listened with great interest to-day to the gent] 
mar from New York [Mr. Grirrin], who has given us 
figures on the very crowded condition of the penal instituti 
iit America. I have some figures that I shall put into { 
Recogp to-day, which show the manner in which this probati 
system has worked, at least in one Federal jurisdiction in t} 
United States. I speak of the southern jurisdiction of Wy: 
Virginia, not a jurisdiction in my district, but represented hb 
by the distinguished gentleman from West Virginia, Jude 
STROTHER, Who is away on account of sickness. I feel sure tha 
if he were here he would be glad to put these figure 
Recorp. In that this law was pussed by C 
gress, March 4, 1925, to June 1, 1927, a period of a little oy 
two years, the Federal court paroled 1,690 offenders. Th 
period that I have mentioned of a little over two years w 
a period from March, 1925, to June, 1927, and during t) 
period he had no probation officer. thousand six hund 
and ninety prisoners were given suspended sentence under 
provisious of this law. Only 145 of those violated their ] 
ever called to account again for violating the ¢ 
dence that had been posed in them by the court 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOUDRUM. = Yes. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Were not 
strikers? 


Mr. WOODRUM. 


into 


district, since 


One 


those prisoners larg 

Not at all. I will put the detailed st 

of the cases into the Recorp. ‘The large majority of tho 

prohibition cases, many of them first offenders. 

I asked in regard to mine strikers. 

There were very few mine cases, 

They would not be in the Federal court 
No. The majority of them were prohi 
bition cases, some of them first offenders. Two hundred and 
nine of them were women. The judge there is a very con 
scientious man, trying hard to enforce the law. He put thos 
people out on probation. During that period he had no pro- 


Mr. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. WOODRUM. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, 
Mr. WOODRUM. 


bation officer to go around and supervise them or try to I 


them or bring them back into society as law- 
self-respecting citizens. Yet without that super 
vision only 145 of them were ever heard of again in the matter 
of violating any law. In June, 1927, he asked the Depar 
ment of Justice for a probation officer, and he was given to 
Civil Service Commission—a splendid, fi 
probation work, and from June 
397 cases in that judici 


habilitate 


and 


1927, to January 1, 1928, there were 
district, composed of 24 counties. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
has expired. 

Mr. WOODRUM. 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of tl 
gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODRUM. During that period there were 397 peo] 
put out on probation in the hands of this probation officer, and 
only 4 were ever brought before the court for committal. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not know how that impresses you, bu 
coming as it does right on the heels of this remarkable stat 
ment by our chairman about the penal institutions bei 
crowded, I bring you knowledge and information as to wlv 
the prisons can be relieved of some of this crowd. In the case 
of these several hundreds of prisoners put out on probati 
and helped back to decency, the Government has been 


the gentieman from Virgil 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for five additioi 


SAY 


| the space required to house them and the expense of guarding 


them and boarding them, But more important than all thai 
the fact that those prisoners were brought back to society 
This group of citiz 
were taken out of the column of liabilities and put into 
column of assets in the records of society. Now, unless we a 
going to give to the Federal courts sufficient funds to ena 
courts to have competent probation officers to help these n 
going on probation to secure employment and provide for the 
selves, and do everything they can possibly do to put them 
a self-sustaining and law-abiding basis, the greatest benefit 
the probation system will be lost. We ought to provide | 
funds. 

This jurisdiction that has produced this remarkable resu 
gets $2,900 a year from the Department of Justice for its p 
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The statistical report of probationers for 1926 Probated from June 1, 1 _- ie u 4 1, 129 
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| Mer Women Total Nfen Women | ‘ 
1, 192 _ ee 427 496 | For violation— | 
I cm ad : ! 23 | Natic prohibitior A ake cou ia 
Drug | 
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a9 22 2 | .) ‘Thet ; ween wwewecccnccene~ eowenfocwcecccen 
i | t { her -- . - es “-- 
| Motor vehicle thef t f 1 
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I Cot ‘ 3 : 2 } Mann Act Soo ati gis Debian ssheloeamtiiecnaal ] Z : 
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09 56 »« | War risk insurance act ; a ee aes D: ead ctibdn Beli Rikstuhiwes 
World War vete son dtctseniinetnbesednceneeeel) —, | Syieninwaeabweboumbdaeeos 
Re } n] vation June 1, 1927. eile viii bate od] LON 004 | Bribery - weweewwnnns|  & jem moweennleennnencce 
Theft Government property aw ina honda 2 wee stine . 
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J ' ee 208 33 i ras Tae. F 
Drug v, Use > = 4 o > 1, 481 209 ] 
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i et to defraud l Men | Women 
ile Lure ] 
MI ve e theft { : . — — 
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: . Proba Proba 
Counterf l j Com pole . Ve lease (om- aaa ae 
mitte tos x Died : wt {| mitted tion ex- | Died 
218 ‘ 252 | pired pired 
r the probation statistics up to June 1, 1927, the date the | a ~ : ; ; I : 
126 } OS 2 y 
probation officer was appointed and took charge of the work. it D to June 1, 1927 23 GF 1 | ( 3 27 j 
| June 1, 192 to | [ } } 
The stat cal report of probationers from June 1, 1927, to January | Jan. 1. 1928 38 34 9 } 0 - g ( 
1, 1925 | ders . itaitphaintamaaditininelen 
134 189 1 11 45 ! 
t ' 
Men | Women Total m rn —s ie 
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I ee 20 | 6 lane . P ‘ 
ICE a DEP LA AP PRE. POA : 2 se ciheaibesumniaien Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the very eloquent 
, =} _d ~s2-=- == ------- | address made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WoopruM 
Ort ‘ ; i4 4d ~~" | I will say that the system is not popular among the judge 
November ciaianathdieiaabenactaeanad 207 Oe titeae . | We were surprised a year ago, when we wrote to the judges 
LD) wa een enn e en nnn meee nena en eee oy ee <p $47 | of the United States, to find that very few of them were well 
338 ad impressed with the system. Some of them have their ow 
aa pa ——— | systems. I know of one case where a retired street-car ma 
?). ; 7 ‘ i . . ‘ 
eek _ ___ 1,391 | has served as a probationary agent, and he is able to contribute 
} on ended tos from his own pocket several thousand dollars a year to th 
§ support of those boys. All over the country you find those 
} eoaer generous-minded people. 
Dic I want first to let you know what the superintendent 
od a prisons has to say about it himself. Here is what he says to 
i“ o | : , Sy . > . . \ 
Remaining on probation Jan. 1, 1928.......-.-.-cs--- | 1,152 152 | 1,301 | the question propounded by the chair man, “Do you know how 
many appointments have been made? 



































Tl inswer Wa 
Mr. ¢ I ¥ I ‘ ve | I s ts ¥ 
s sh I pp d her dges war i b 
ffi < rhe Civil & ( held inations < } 
‘ t ves did wal ‘ ¥ 3 
m i } l I sy 
vl I Mhr v 
‘ Ww Virg : 
\ a MI : : 1 
I s yet I expect t) " lo s 
} civil &S ( t j 
dist 1 vil le s 
of p t t 
Only 10 in the whole United St 
Now, I leave it to the committe s W have 


eady appropriated enough money to carry them thi 

ther year under the prevailing circumstances The committ 

luced the estimates of the Budget only $20,000. We cut it 
iown to conform to the acts of the case, to $25,000, and I 
think it should stand there 

Mr. WOODRUM. I understand, the that the appropriation 
of $25,000 for this work will not necessarily curtail the pi 
ationary work already being done‘ 

Mr. SHREVE. 1 think not. 

Mr. WOODRUM The gentleman understands that this same 

sdiction will have at least the sume umount they had in the 


past 

Mr. SHREVE. I think so. That 

the hands of the department. 

Mr. WOODRUM In other 

Vy want to do it? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes 

Mr. OLIVER of New York 
ade by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ie very much, that the ] selves O} the 
ent of probation officers. I have had considerable experience 
with the probation service in the city of New York, and I find 
ere that the judges who have had large experience with it a! 
e most enthusiastic backers of it. The reactionary tendencies 
f the Federal court judges is what astonishes me now. 

Mr. SHREVE. The gentleman refers to the appointment 
probation officers. He did not refer to paid officers. 


is a matter that is entirely) 


have the fund l 


words, they 


Mr. Chairman, the statement 


Mr. SHREVE|] amazed 


judges them apport 


spose 


There is a 


stinction between the two. The United States Government 
ivs the officers, but there are Many men who do not receive 
hy compensation at all 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. I will say as to both of the cas 


hat there should not be any opposition of any character. Ther 
uld be no objection to paying a man and making his work a 
esponsible work under the court, to make it possible for a judye 
discharge him if he violates the duties imposed upon him 
tle should continue in office for a long time and know his job 
fo my mind, that is the essential thing in the probation system 
We can get a lot of officers to come in 
spare in this but we will 
at means, This voluntary service in New York is 
iuxiliary to the paid service. The paid service is the most 
portant thing. It is all important to have trained men and 
women who give every hour of their time to the work, who con 
with the judge, who area part of the court I do not see how 
i judge can sentence a man until he first has had the investigation 
he probation The hit-and-miss impressionisti 
stem of imposing the penalties of the law is an outrage. The 
robation officer goes out and outlines the life of the defendant 
the most complete report and gives the judge the basis upo: 
vhich he ean fix his The judges ought to welcome 
hat. To sentence a man by mere guesswork is to take a fearful 
responsibility. 


service, never get anywhere by 


only 


f 4 


officer. old 


sentence, 


The penalty of the law is pretty nearly the whole law on th 
iminal of and penalties should not be imposed 
y are imposed by some judges 


end the game 


\ defendant will be brought in, and the judge, looking down 
1m his throne, will say to himself: 
Low, L'il teach this rough-looking 


I know this type of f 
imen a lesson.” 
fhen he imposes a sentence 
ugnt that 


ievised to 


in that eg 


method had pa 


tistical spirit. I 
Probation 
Ly is imposed in that way 


that ssed was 


away. 


destroy it \\ 


3 you have tyranny. 

5 ‘he probation officer, to my mind, is the greatest aid to the 
2 in making an intelligent sentence. The first thing a pro- 
4 , officer does is to give information to the judge as to who 


he defendant is. He is not a man who solicits men to 


of 


and spend what time they 
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probation He tells e judge when a mat ught to go to jai 
nd he tells the judge the kind of a man wl £ never to go 
h probatior it shocks me to think a e judges are deal- 
hg in a haphazard way wit! e probati sys “ the 
soul of the court is involved 

TI gentleman from P in Mr. SHREVv! the 
ud S appoint volunteers grea OND for Vv 1 

f . But they are not i i il Si ity 
I any of them play at » ition It is a fad th them. 
Che St important m nt ie life of a d d s when 
inds before the cou f senten It may be irning 
pol eitween redemptior destructi I l 2 | 

Ce“ K Sel f vy \\ 1 tl Congress  % 

untry has determined at the work shall 1 h tf fe is 
paid officials, tl idges sh i y the law and appoi tl 
me! Ye hey L\ ot é We } sed 1 iw i 
rave them e money Sor ves thint mit | S at I 
mide f them to obey Congre iS progressive Phe cou 
defy our laws Many judge ure ctior vy littl rehs 
We ought to have volunteer judges and try that out f while 

It is a well-recognized fact among people wt e 1 
fering from crippled intellects that probation officer hould be 
selected because of eaucuition, charucter, and real fe so I 
Service. Schools of sociology have sprung up all over the ih 
try to train men and women for this service Cours in col 
leges are open to them. They must pass severe test » ente! 

e service of the State courts In the face of this gre du 
‘ational effort we hear of Federal judges res ing the chan 

Oo secure the service of these highly trained peopl hex 
till hold to the old, bungling, irresponsible system of appointi 
good-hearted volunteers 

I have seen the work of privately paid volunteers They are 


people who are connected with hospitals, with chi 


zations, and institutions of that characte rhey help the pro 
bation officer put the man on his feet after he has been put on 
probation They render a marvelous service fut the proba 
tion officer is the man who makes recommendations to the judg 
is to the sentence. He is the man who tells the judge all 
ibout the man—where he came from, what he is capable of doing, 
and what his home problems are. Only a responsible and paid 
Officer can render that aid to a judge in a responsible way 

I say it is a discredit to the bench that thev have not see! 


to it that these probation officers 
promptly, and a gt many of 


are 
the 


appointed 
We 


and appol 
find in New 


eat ‘™ 


City that one probation officer can handle about 50 men at 
time, and that is all, and if in your Federal court service you 
are only going to appoint three men in the United States your 
probation system is a collapse. It is a failure. I feel di 
couraged when I learn that such a magnificent system is not 


receiving better support. 
Mr. CELLER Will the gentleman 
Mr. OLIVER of New York Yes, 
Mr. CELLER. The gentleman probably as I well 
know. that in the United States Court for the Southern Dis 


yield? 


knows 


trict of New York there are six Federal judges and there is 
only one probation officer. 
Mr. OLIVER of New York Yes; and he is a ver 


he man. 


Mr. George Daly is a capable officer, honorable and intelligent 
He should have a staff of mi 

Mr. CELLER He has to take care of thousands of 

Mr. OLIVER of New York, I know Mr. Dal He is a ver) 
experienced, very able, and very conscientious man, and with 
thousands of prisoners to handle, his work must be almost im 
possible Anyone who knows probation knows that I m 
speaking not so much against the recom lations of tI 
committee but against the courts themselv because of ft! 
ttitude they seem to assume with reference » tl probation 


system 


The CHAIRMAN The tir of the g from New 
York has expired 

Mr. OLIVER of New York Mr. Chairm I k unanimous 
consent to proceed for five additional minut 

The ¢ HAIRMAN. The ntleman trom New Yor} tks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five ‘ ti il mi tes Is 
there objection’? 

There was no objection 

Mr. OLIVER of New Yor! wi ian is pu proba 

n he receives the full merey of the court It is ne 1 pare 
but it is a punishment without walls. The mercy of the court 
ought not to be flouted: it ought to be safeguarded becau it 
is the most precious power the court has for the redempt n 
of a human being who has gone wrong. Whe 1 pre ion 
officer has a man put on probation he notes his conduct and 
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of the court is safeguarded by the observation of a 
man. I do not know of anything we ought to safe- 
cuard more preciously than the mercy of the court. We do not 
want it wasted and disrespected. We do not want judges to be- 
ome hard-hearted and chilled by a violation of the terms 
inder which they grant mercy without having that violation re- 
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the mercy 


respol ilple 


ERD 


ported promptly, Therefore we ought to have these men to 
check up on what men under probation do with the mercy of 
the court They ought to prove themselves worthy of that 
merey through every hour that they are on probation, and 
hen, indeed, we will find that we can trust hundreds who are 
now thrown into jail. To thrust a young fellow into jail for 
iis first offense is a crime, unl the crime is so repugnant that | 
it is impossible to find anything good in the fellow which would 


eall for putting him on probation. That is the intent of pro- 
bation, to encourage him and to lift him up. 

In the Bronx our two great judges know the value of pro- 
bation. The reports they receive are the last word in the 
cience of probation. They would not think of sending a man | 
to prison or putting him on probation until they had gathered | 
through their probation service every item of knowledge that it 
was possible to procure. Let the Federal judges learn from 


how to sentence men strongly, 
The Federal judges ought 


Judge Cohn and Judge Barrett 
intelligently, justly, and mercifully 


to go to a school presided over by these two men. 

One of the greatest judges in New York. Judge McAdoo, 
together with another remarkable judge, Judge Brough, direct 
probation in the magistrate’s court in New York. I have seen 
them night after night bring in these people who were on 
probation. The probation officer would make his report and 
th would consider every problem They would attempt to 
see that a man on probation had work, that his children wer 
given hospitalization, and they would render all kinds of en- 
couragement, so that those on probation would have every 
incentive to lift themselves up. ‘They have established a pro- 


bation court where all of the probiems of the men on probation 


ure handled. No man is discharged from probation without a 
review of his record by this court. Chief Probation Officer 
Cooley, who is a leader of probation in New York, is entitled 
to high praise for his great work. 

I lave seen probation rise up until it is a civie religion and 
a glorious achievement jin the spirituality of the Government, 
and IT want to see probation in the Federal courts lifted up in 
the same way 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Will the gentleman vield? 


Mr. OLIVER of New York. Yes, 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I was wondering whether the 
gentleman bad in mind the probation of William Hickman in 
California 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. Oh, I am not talking about such 
men as William Hickman in California. Very often even Con- 
gressmen elected to this body, which is supposed to be selected 
from the most perfect human beings in the United States, prove 
to be defectives. We have people on prebation who should be 
ii) jail, and people in jail who should be on probation. When 
you build a real probation system that will end. The question 
for the gentleman to answer is whether he is in favor of merey 
and fair treatment to boys and young first offenders or not. 
When he answers that question | will know whether he favors 


probation or not 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. What is in the gentleman's mind 
is this: That IT think there is too much coddling of criminals in 


this country and that that has brought about the situation we 


have to-day. 


Mr. OLIVER of New York. This is not coddling of criminals. 
The probation service, if the gentleman knows anything about 


if, st 


first helps to select the man who should go to jail and at the 
same time it also helps to select the man who should not go to 


jail. The man who should go to jail goes to jail under the 
report of the probation officer; and the man who should not is 
let out on trial and is observed while he is out, and is sent 


back the minute he breaks the terms of his probation. 


Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OLIVER of New York. Yes. 
Mr. WELLER. Is it not a fact that, under the various pro- 


bation systems in the United States, probation does not extend 
to those convicted of the crime of murder? 

Mr, OLIVER of New York. It does not, although I think in 
Massachusetts at one time they did put somebody on probation 
who had committed murder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wooprvcm]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
word. 


by 


move to strike out the last 
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Yesterday I asked the chairman of the Immigration Com- 
mittee to withdraw his charge that Governor Smith was pi 
tecting alien criminals so that, as he said, they might remain 
here, be naturalized, and vote the Tammany ticket. It is 
absolutely without foundation in fact, and the complete facts 
as established in correspondence between Governor Smith and 


Secretary of Labor Davis show 
such a statement. 


The gentleman making the attack on the 


there was no justification for 


dignity and dece! Cy 


of a whole State withheld information that is due the Mem- 
bers of the House. He withheld the fact that the Solicitor 
General of the Labor Department, when asked to rule on Govy- 
ernor Smith's position, found the latter was completely right 
in his contention. The Depurtme! of Labo admits that hew 
law is needed to correct the s tuation: their solicitor general 
rules that the existing method of deporting alien criminal 
must be overhauled, that it has been illegal. And yet the Im- 
inigration Committee chairman not only withholds this infor- 
mation, but refuses to expunge his remarks from the Recorp 
in the face of these facts. 

Here are the facts: The Labor Department insists that the 
States must turn over alien criminals as they leave the peni- 
tentiaries, so that they can be deported. In some cases, of 
course, Where such aliens are liable to deportation, this is 
done by every State in the Union. But many prisoners are 
often let out on parole. They may later be pardoned by the 


under 
owl 


pardon board. During that parole period they 
jurisdiction of the State. The State it 
nity and protection to keep them under surveillance. If 
ported immediately upon the end of their sentence, they are 
deprived of a chance of pardon and restoration of citizenship. 
They are deprived of due process of law. 

It is this class which the State of New York will not give up 
the Federal Government with undue haste. Mind you, 
Federal Government is receiving New York’s cooperation with 
regard to men clearly liable to deportation. There no 
pute about that. And the other class—the paroled prisoners— 
can be deported if no pardon is granted during the period of 
parole. 

Now, why is the Federal Government—and the chairman of 
the Immigration Committee—complaining? Merely because the 
Budget Bureau will not grant the Labor Department sufficient 
funds to find men who ought to be deported. They can always 
be picked up after they have left the prison and expiration of 
the parole period has terminated the State’s jurisdiction. But 
the Budget Bureau will not give the Labor Department enough 
money to carry out the provisions of the immigration law. 

And in their anger at the Budget Bureau, and their partisan 
rage, they seek to throw the burden of responsibility in this 
situation on Governor Smith. If money is what they need to 
enforce the law, and if they can not get enough to enforce it, 
the blame lies with the present administration and nobody else. 

The gentleman also made the statement that a supreme court 
judge, sitting in the county of the Bronx, city of New York, 
had naturalized 10,000 applicants in one day. I ealled the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that this was a physieal impos- 
sibility. I have just received a telegram from Robert L. Moran, 


are the 
dig- 


de- 


owes to its 


io the 


is dis- 


| county clerk of Bronx County, embraced in New_York City, 
addressed to me: 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN So that you may convey to Congressman 
JouHNSON of Washington the facts regarding naturalization in Bronx 
County, permit me to inform you that about 10,000 applicants will he 
heard during the month of January, beginning the Sth and ending 
January 31. 

The chairman of the Immigration Committee tried to give 


the impression these 10,000 men would be heard in one diy. 


Court hearings start at 9.45 a. m. until 4 p. m. The record is as 
follows: January 5, 385; January 6, 373; January 9, 376. Total for 
three days, 1,134. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for another minute in order to finish the reading of 
this telegram. 

Mr. CLARKE. Will the gentleman make it two minutes in 
order that I may ask a question? 

Mr. CELLER. I hope the gentleman will make it three 


minutes, because I want to ask a question also. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman is recoz- 
nized for three additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOYLAN (continuing) : 


Fifteen employees of my office, two Federal examiners, and five court 


officers are handling applicants, All applicants have followed every 
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son], chairman of the C 
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rred with Judge Cotillo, so I was very much surprised at th Lhe of ow em 
statement made by the gentleman from Washington. pil h mu Can a 
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Not only | would be justified in drawing the inference that 
ie great body of prospective candidates for citizenship were 
a mbled at that time, but that was also sent to the news- 
pa ‘ . 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. Assembled in one court room? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It might have been in the 
open air. At any rate, there is the way the publicity was pro- 
posed I may be necessary to make statement of that 
exaggerated kind to attract attention. I have made inquiry 
since. L was in telephonic communication this morning with 


Judge Cotillo. I find that it is intended to hold court daily for 
naturalization purp< and that the candidates are to be 
brought in in four gre per day, each group numbering from 


100 to 125; that on Tuesday he naturalized 385, and on Monday 


~OES 


ups 


$76, and so on, and that that practice would be kept up until 
the whole 10,000 are naturalized. I assume that this address 
vas delivered on the 5th and that it was supposed to reach all 
f the 10,000 candidates who are to be naturalized. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHLLNSON of Washington. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Probably the gentleman was not here when I 
ul peaking, but I read a telegram from the county clerk of 
Bronx County giving the exact number that have been natu- 


ralized each day 

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Then that must be in accord 
with these figures that I obtained over the telephone. 

Mr. Chairman, this subject naturalization is a hard one. 
retty generally admitted by those who have studied the 


of 


ubject that the present naturalization laws hardly fit modern 
conditic and only to-day I have had the pleasure of intro- 
ducing a new naturalization bill which represents in part the 
work of the committee of this House for upwards of four years’ 


time. It represents the ork of some members of the committee 
during the fall and summer, and it represents the work of 
those who are conversant with naturalization in the Department 
of Labor as well as the work of certain members of the Senate 
committer I would like to bave you all g copies of that 
bill to-morrow and see whether it agrees with your views as to 
what odern method of naturalization should be. 
Myr. 


Alabama. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
ld‘ 
i : 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Whether one approves the hur- 
‘ied method adopted by judges in hearing naturalization ma 
‘not, this is true, and, of course, the gentleman is familiar 
with the practice that there has been in advance a very careful 
exiupination made of the various applicants. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Oh, yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And a full and complete report 
made by the examiners to the judge. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Quite so. 


et 


OLIVER of 


Yes. 


Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And it is on the report of the 
exuminers that the judge bases his decision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Quite so; but even at that 
I know that many are being naturalized who should not be 
given citizenship. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I knew that the gentleman did 


not intend to convey the impression that a judge called before 
bim a great number and naturalized a great number in one 
day, and had during that time undertaken to make special 
inquiry, but that he had referred that to other parties to make 
the inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Oh, I would not even think 
that they had been scooped up out of the street and asked to 
hold up their hands and take the oath of allegiance withovt 
certain preliminaries. 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. In a moment. In the talk 
with Judge Cotillo over the telephone this morning he seemed 
to feel a little hurt that I had apparently reflected upon him, 


and I told him that before this procedure was over I would 
endeavor to visit New York and view a day of it in its actual 
working. He said to me that the speéch which he delivered 
was addressed to 10,000 candidates whether they were physically 
present before him or not. I have also learned that the judge’s 
nddress is causing him to be severely arraigned in some of the 
foreign-language newspapers. I do not doubt it one bit. I shall 
a the Congressional Library to find those papers and to 
make translations for the information of the Immigration Com- 


} 
Nn 


mittes. T shall take the time to read a portion of his address. 
It rings just as true as my friend the Representative from 
New York [Mr. LaGvarpra] has said it would, and it goes to 
the very crux of the situation we are getting to in the United 
State After some preliminary remarks about citizenship. 


Judge Cotillo, in the address to 10,000 prospective citizens, said: 
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Above all you must be loyal to the laws and ons of America, 
It is not sufficient that you refrain from violating the legal, social, and 
political obligations imposed upon you by the laws of the land, Mere 
conformity is not enough. You must prove your Ame anism by an 
affirmative attachment to the ideals upon which this Republic is 
founded, and by a concrete cont tion to the gre task of perpetuat- 
ing the common patrimony. In oth words, you mus 1 American 
by your deeds as well a by ys Wi ] 

There is too much lip patriotism in this country at this time. Too 
many people are compromising with the duties nd responsibilities of 
their citizenship. There is too é division of loyalty to the spirit 
and even the letter of our instit Never 1 we witnessed > 
flagrant a compromise of citizer Ss we ars itnessing now. 

Men masking behind outer form f y are lly engaged in 
the propagation of political ideas that stri at th roots of our 
democratic structure. Alien agitators in service of foreign parities 
have become unusually active in our immigrant colonic These agi- 
tators are preaching the gospel of an alien allegiance which tends to 
undermine the whole of our Americanization movement, 

They may be acting in good faith, and I sincerely hope that they 
are; but the obvious result of their agitation is clearly inimical to 
the best interests of our country 

Of late we have had some shameful examples of their willingness 
to make trouble. In this country, in the very shadow of this court, 
we have seen men murdered because of their attachment to alien 
causes, because of their interest in political struggles that are far 
emoved from American soil 

This activity can not, and will not, be tolerated. There is no room 
in this country for men of half-way allegiance, and no good American 
will permit our soil to become a round for alien causes. 

I am not referring to any pariic r group or groups, but to all 
those who are now abusing the hospitality of America for reasons of 
their own. The litical duty of ever iti n ountry is to 
America and America only. 

We can have no patience with those who pledge allegiane to the 
Republic and in their hearts remain loyal to other cau 

There is nothing more dangerons to the stability f our democratic 
institutions and the peace and welfare of our people than the pernicious 
agitation of the foreign propagandist 

There is nothing more detrimental to the welfare of immigrant 
himself than the meddling, the dictation, and the misleading counsel 
of the propagandist, who, under the preter of a supe ial loyalty 
to America, is actually engaged in romoting and perpetuating an 
alien allegiance, an allegiance often typified by his own refusal to 
accept American citizenship. 

All the ruthless, heartk criminal exploitation of the immigrant 
in this country has been done in the name of an alien patriotism. 
The flags of Europe have been made to shicld too many swindlers in 
this country, and I say it is time we stopped it 

If the present laws of this country are insufficient to deal with 
this pernicious activity, then it is the duty of Congress to enact laws 
which will define more fully who is an undesirable alien and provide 
more stringent methods for the revocation of American citizenship. 

We can not stand by and allow a disloyal minority to poison the 
minds and the hearts of our people. The man who is out of sym 
pathy with our laws and institutions, who can not share our common 
idealism, does not belong here. And the citizen who can net live up 
to the spirit and the letter of his citizenship should have his citizen- 
hip revoked, 

There is just one ism for which we will stand, which we can tol- 
erate and encourage in this country, and that is Americanism; all 
other isms, from any part of the world, are unwelcome. 

The communist and the bolshevist may be a fit subject for Russia, 
but not for the United States, This applies equally to those fascisti 
or antifascisti who can not approve of the ways of democracy 

The American people can not tolerate dictatorships, be they of the 
left or of the right; even though these dictatorships may be necessar 


and beneficial elsewhere. 





jut while I am stressing the r of alien agitation in this 
country I am not unmindful of the fact that there are equally danger- 
ous forces at work who though inspired by a desire to protect America 


against this agitation actually endang the very institution they 
seck to protect. I refer to those Americans who, under the banner of 
bigotry and intolerance are fostering divisions of race, eed, and color 
in this country. This activity i$ to be deeply regretted, 

Another point I seek to make. 

Many of you come from countries which have contributed in great 
measure to the civilization of the world America is proud to have 
you. The sons and daughters of Ireland, Italy, Russia, Poland, Ger- 
many, France, and other countries of the Old World bring with them 


Americans 
of labor, 


a heritage rich in spiritual and cultural achievements. We 
are proud of the contribution of the immigrant, a contribution 
and thought reflecting the grandeur of Europe. 

There doubt of the heroic 
foreign extraction in the American 


made by citizens of 
the late World War. 


contributions 
Army during 


no 


is 
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7 The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the } 
entleman from Washington? | 
Ir. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chair- | 
although I shall not object I have heard a good deal of 

s controversy pro and con from the gentleman from Wash 
ton and the gentleman from New York I can not quite Mr. BLANTON Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
erstand what this is about. Is the gentleman criticizing the igainst the language coniained in the proviso beginning on line 

i 


hereafter ntracts for the subsistence and cal of Federal prisoner 
rithin the discretion of the Attorney General, may en le for eriod 
not exceeding three years 


o” 


lige over there in a wholesale manner’ 22 and ending at the end of line 25 of page 47, on the ground that 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No; I am reading some | it is legislation, unauthorized on an appropriation bill, and seeks 
rks made by him to naturalized citizens. If these remarks | to change existing law. 
been made by Roosevelt and other farsighted men of a Mr. SHREVE. I am willing to admit that it is legislation 
er time, they could not have better warned us of the | but it is very necessary legislation 





gers we are coming to through the so-called race loyalty of Mr. BLANTON I am not here to question the advisabil 
ne of our adopted citizens. | of passing such legislation, but we have our legislati com 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I hope the gentleman will close up the | mittees of the House, and if the Committee on Appropriations 
ident at least. expects the bulk of its membership here to follow it in helping to 
Mir. JOHNSON of Washington I could have placed this into uphold its bill, it must keep out of the field of legisiation 

R e Recorp yesterday through an extension granted to me, but | Mr. SHREVE. I will say that the department itself made 
hought that under the circumstances that I had better make the recommendation. 
ese statements verbally. I would not do the judge an injus- | Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Instead of coming to the chairman of 


Judge Cotillo was himself a member of the organization | the legislative committee and saying, “ Gentlemen, we want the 
vn as the Sons of Italy when they debated the question | law changed,” they go to the Committee on Appropriation 
‘time ago whether they should by vote and resolution give | subcommittee. We ought to stop it. We ought to do either one 
‘ir allegiance to Italy or to the United States. The testimony | of two things; either abolish all the legislative committees or 
re our committee showed that Judge Cotillo was himself a else hold this Committee on Appropriations in line [ insist 
ding factor in the solution of that matter when he voted | on the point of order 

| placed himself on the side of America. | The CHAIRMAN The point of order is sustained The 
We are trying in our committee very hard to follow sugges Clerk will read. 

s made several years ago, and codify and bring into one The Clerk read as follows: 
le all the matters that should go into that code. One will be 


ituralization bill and another will be a revised immigration 








l If we can make a complete revision we may be able to Air ft in commerce lo ns of th i P 
rrect certain conditions that exist and which cause much | Proved May 20, 1926, entitle e and regulate t 
nplaint. We must do it all at once. We can not do it one | "Se of alrcrart in commerce f. chuding personal 
% t at a time. The subjects are too controversial to be han . e Distri [Co oo or 3 rr the fe 
| by small and separate bills. The hearings on deportation ear 1929) and elsewhere; 1 Columbia and else 
that the Assistant Secretary of Labor thinks that with where ; iveling expense reporting . 
money available they will be able only to scratch the mat- | fees and mileage of witnesses; purchase of furniture and equipmer 


: f ynery i plies, in ling dical s hie ypew 1ading, 
deportations on the surface. | Station y i i n tical p t i I 
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and 


op erTa- 
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parts, 


carrying vel 


yries spare 
acces- 
aring apparel, and 

ise of books of reference and 
s, plan spt 


] all other ne 


s, inecations, maps, 


i 
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ry es 


ynoens 
expen 


the 


“um 


— HO0 


if I 


of the committee, 
and en the 


ANTON, What i 
chairman, in 
\ Department of 
Mr. SH VE. Well, the gentleman knows that 
ent of Commerce bas charge of the alr, 

Mr. BLANTON. I am taiking about the private air service 
the Department Commerce. ‘This paragraph permits the 
purtment to purchase five new airplanes, For what purpose? 
SHREVE. For the inspection of the aircraft in the 


Nit bh. 


pies 


the purpose 


extending larging 


Sk the 
of the 


Commerce 


Rl the Depuart- 


of 


ol 


Mii 
COoULTYS 
Mr BL 
Airplanes 
Mr. SHREVE. All. 
Mr. BLANTON. The 
| the airplanes in 


NTON hat is for the inspection of commercial 


gentleman does not mean that they 
shall inspect the the Army and in the Navy and in 
he Marine Corps, but only with respect to airplanes in such 
other jurisdiction as comes within their scope? 
Mr. SHREVE, The gentleman from Alabama 
ventleman Texas and will give the gentleman 


nearer the 
the infor- 


is 
irom 
mation, 

Mr. BLANTON. I can not 
committee at the time. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. 

information? 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes; definite information. 

Mr. OLIVER Alabama. Supplementing what the genitle- 
man from Pennsylvania has suid, these planes are supplied in 
order that the department may better and more efliciently 
perform its duties under the law. 

Mr. BLANTON. In my own tinie, may I ask my colleague 
from Alabama this question? I know what is in his mind, and 
this is not what is in my mind: There are those in this Goy- 
ernment to-day, men of substance and of good judgment, who 
belie there should be 
ernment; that it should embrace the Air Service of the Army, 
of the Navy, of the Marine Corps, and of the executive depart- 
of the Government, including the great Department of 
Commerce, as well as every other air service, and there should 
1e head to it in order to prevent duplication and thus save 

oney, What 

iittee on Appropriations with regard to that proposal on the 
part of men of good, sound judgment and common sense? 

Mr. OLIVER Alabama. So far as this subcommittee is 
concerned, they are clothed with no authority in that matter; 
they are seeking here to provide planes for a service authorized 
by law in order that that service may function more efficiently. 

Mr. BLANTON. Iam for everything the gentleman is for in 
hat respect, but continually every year, after Con- 
the Navy is expanding its air service, the Army is ex- 
panding its air service, and the other air services are expanding 
separntely and apart from each other. There is no continuity 
and there is no attempt whatever to prevent duplication. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Iam afraid that if this committee 
hould undertake to write their own views on that subject the 
uld objeet to it, as he would have a right to do, 
a point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON, I know; but the committee has so framed 

polici in enlarging the particular air service of our Mr. 
Secretary Hoover in the Department of Commerce that a point 
of order will not lie against it; they have so adroitly framed 
their bill as io bring it within the rules and thus preventing a 
point of order from reaching it. 
Mr. SHREVE, Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. I am done, and I yield the floor, 
tten this off my system, and I yield. 


handle all the members of the 
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iden 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
to the paragraph for the purpose 
we provided for these commercial 
of them? 

That rrect. 
The committee 


of asking a 
attachés 

for each one 
Mr. SHREVE. 
Mr. BLANTON. 


is co 


now provides a clerk for each 


i one of them. Under what authority of law? 


} providin 


administrative function, 


Mr. SHREVE. There is no authority of law, and we are not 
ga clerk for them. 


Mr. BLANTON. Here is 


of a clerk or h ial 
ihe rate not to exceed $3,000 per annum for each person so employed. 


And so on. Now, that does provide as many as one clerk and 
maybe several clerks for each commercial attaché so long as they 
do not pay them more than $3,000 a year. That language says 
that emphatically. 

Mr. SHREVE. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. SHREVE. 


what the language says 


The co tion clerks for each commer: attaché 


mpens 
at 


Will the gentleman yield? 

Certainly, 
Ot course, the gentleman knows it is just an 
That is all. It comes within section 
169 of the Revised Statutes, and is found in One hundred and 
eighty-sixth Barnes, Federal Code, 


Mr. BLANTON. But that code applies to the executive de- 


| partments of this Government. 


unified air service of the Goy- | 


is the policy of this subcommittee of the Com- | 


| dreamed that 





i 
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all the departments of the 


Mr. SHREVE. 
Government. 
Mr. BLANTON. 


each 


It applies to 


When those 


commercial 


codes Were passed it was never 
attaché should have a clerk or 
a bevy of clerks. 

Mr. SHREVE. 
can regulate it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman think the organic law 
permits his committee to provide a clerk or a bevy of clerks for 
each commercial attaché? 

Mr. SHREVE. The law I have just quoted provides f 
clerks wherever they are necessary in the Government. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I shall not make a point of ofder 
against the paragraph because possibly there may be a clerk 
or a bevy of clerks needed, but 1 want to call the attention of 
the country to the fact that every single employee of the Gov- 
ernment we now have is seeking to have at least one clerk, 
and maybe two clerks, to do his work for him so he can play 
golf or do something else that pleases him. 

Mr. SHREVE. They have not been very successful. 

Mr. BLANTON. 


That is up to the authorities in charge; they 


) 


Well, the gentleman and his committee have 
not limited them to one, because the language provides for the 
compensation of a clerk or clerks. 

Mr. SHREVE. Well, we unable 
priation bills. 

Mr. BLANTON. T elaim that 
mike a point of order against it. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
want to call attention to the fact—— 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
of a point of order. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the la 
word simply to cali the attention of the chairman and the ger 
tleman from Texas to the fact that the act which created the 
Foreign Service, the act approved March 38, 1927, in section 4 
does specifically authorize the appointment of clerks, 

Mr. BLANTON. To each commercial attaché? 

Mr. HOCH. I will read it to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. Read it. and the gentleman wil! see it doe 
net apply to them. 


are to legislate on 


appro- 


legislation, but I shall not 


is 


the 


reservatii 
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ir. Chairman and embers of the committee, I want at th 
to say a word of appreciation of the work of the ge 
i from Pennsylvania |Mr. SuHReveE] and the members of | 
nittee in the development f our domestic and foreign 
some veal igo Mr. SHREVE had the foresight to s¢ 
normous value t1 development would prove to | I 
hankfu and I know the busine le are thanki 
is work Phi \ to me constantly of their appre | 
During the war our industries expanded and at tl 
time we must |! é smething to tak up U SLACK 
en supply and demand. One of the Naiion’s greates 
s is to develop our markets. It avails us but little if w 
fine products if we can not sell the Other countries 
eveloping their foreign trade, and it is absolutely essential 
we should wake up and have our fair share of foreig 
» gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sureve] has don 


wonderful work in this direction, as has the Department ¢ 
meree. I want to speak of my experience with Secreta: 
vers Department of Commerce. My requests for informa 
re granted at the earliest possible momen No one a 
iny task were a burden No one has ever mentioned 


lestion of salary No one has ever made a personal reques 





ked a favor of any kind I feel perfectly sure that y 
in that department I have ever talked to would glad 
rk all night in securing information. Everyone is eager to 
e. it is the department of intelligent constructive service 
have used this department, I think, perhaps more than al 
irtment in Washington, as district is commercial, being 
f industrial and half a ultural. We have some “sick 
ustries in my district Our co n-1nal icturing plants have 
i difficult time. It is not a question alone of oversuppl) 
ur New England industries. We are not in fair competitiot 


h the South in hours of labor, in wages, in taxation, and 
materials. This will be remedied in time 
must help New England and the eutire country in devel 
ng trade. Our flag of commerce ought to fly in ever uu 
Foreigners should see more and more the “ Made in th 
ted States” mark. There are great opportuniti for 
ierican trade development in the Near and Far Ea 


d in Australia. There are great possibilities for develop 


uur trade in Mexico, in Central America, and in South 
erica, Ever since 1914 people from those countries have said, 
y does not America develop her trade in our country?’ 
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Mr. KADING. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 

ment. pro forma amendment. I want to take a minute on this proy 
Clerk read as follows: tion in this paragraph and the following one: 
heading of Bureau of Foreign and Dom ( mmerce, To enable the Bureau of Foreign and D 
by striking out the figu whe tt ! ap . and compile information regarding the dispositio 

$495,000," and insertin n lieu hereof igures | material and manufacture within the United Stat 
! adding tt is immedi y er such sum of | the conditions of prod ion and marketing of 
following " “and that of of $510,000, | for Ameri industries, $275,000 


. ’ Now, in that connection I want you te 


Mr. KADING Mr. Chairman, I simply desire ay in sup- | amount that is allowed the Pureau of S 
port of this amendment that the committee o » 25 of its | gation and utilization of waste prod 

n connection with this bill says that out of the amount 

00 provided by this bill at this point $435,000 is 

appropriation for 23 existing district offi 
Foreign and Domestic Commerce; that the differer 
a um and $495,000, } vided by the bill in ul 

for three additional offices—$15,000 for ch 0 That ild lea $9,0 for field in stigation. 


n 


ional offices and $15,000 for additional! iploye 
sting offices. I understand that of these three Mr. BLANTON. Ob, just one moment. I want to show wh 
offices contemplated Milwaukee is not includ | . ures of Standards sd . with its little $50,000, 
Milwaukee should have a district office in nhee | whic nly $9,000 is for fiel ‘ation. Here is a letter dated 
Bureau of Foreign and n ’ ymmerce. December 12, 1927, from tl hurea ff Standards addressed 
passage of this amendment i i interest of t to Inyseil, signed by George K. Burgess, director. 
Lip} sted and for the convenience of such shippers in EPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
Milwaukee, Watertown, and Wisconsin in general. I sincerely UREAU OF STANDARDS 
hope that the committee will support the amendment in view shington, December 12, 
an “— that the additional appropriation is nominal, advis- Hon. THomas L. BLANTON, 
apie, ai lecessary. ‘ > “¢ ‘ Vashinoton 
Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order wie de at Reerrerrrr ts ian erens.an 
that it is legislation on an appropriation bill. ig ce se page abs 30 1 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hawrey). The point of order is sus- 
tuined, and the Clerk will read. 


MB DEAR CONGRESSMAN: 1. Remembering your interest in 
ration of waste-land products and believing that you will 
- ular “ interested in the investigation of products from the 


The Clerk read as follows: 7 a oe at 
lant, am inclosing herewith a brief statement of the work whicl 
Domest commerce and raw-materials investigations: For all ex 


penses, including personal services in the District of Columbia and 


td done this fiscal year on the development of valuable products 


i 
| 
the plant. 
els purchase of books of reference and periodicals, cm | y 2. This work is a part of our investigation into the utilization 


¢ 


and equipment, stationery and supplies, typewriting, adding, and com waste-land products for which $50,000 was made available during 


puting machines, accessories and repairs, medical supplies and first-aid al year. 


outfits, reports, documents, plans, specifications, manuscripts, maps, and Respectfully, 


all other publications, rent outside of the District of Columbia, travel Grorce K. BurceEss, Director. 


ing and subsistence expenses of officers and employees, and all other 
In that connection I ask unanimous consent that the statement 


incidental expenses not included in the foregoing, to enable the Bureau | 
from Director Burgess there referred to be incorporated as a 


of Foreign and Domestic Commerce to collect and compile information 
regarding the disposition and handling of raw materials and manufac- part of my remarks. , 
tures within the United States; and to investigate the conditions of | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
production and marketing of foreign raw materials essential for Ameri- | MOUS consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man- 
can industries, $275,000, of which amount not to exceed $121,520 may | Her indicated. Is there objection ? 

be expended for personal services in the District of Columbia. There was no objection. 


: The statement referred to is as follows: 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
Jast word. I do so in order to ask the chairman of the com- 
mitiee in regard to this item and the previous one. I believe 
these items have been increased from the appropriations of last 
vear by some $60,000. 4 preliminary investigation, including a trip to Memphis, Tenn., 
’ Mr. SHREVE. Sixty-five thousand dollars. College Station, and Abilene, Tex., indicated (1) that the cotton 

Mr. TREADWAY. Can the chairman give us any idea as to | was being used in a small way for the manufacture of partition 
the manner in which this additional appropriation will prob- | but that the fertilizing value of the stalk is so high as to make 
ably be expended? use for any other purpose of doubtful economy; (2) that the marl 

Mr. SHREVE. That is left to the department itself. for cottonseed hulls and bran is extremely fluctuating, so that a 

Mr. TREADWAY. I1 have read the testimony before the | outlet to steady the demand would be very helpful; (3) that the 1 
gentleman’s committee in reference to this increased appro- | process of harvesting the cotton crop by means of sledding has 
priation, and it seemed to me from the testimony of the de- | sulted in the collection of burrs in large quantities at the gins, 
partment’s representative that about half the increase was to | that a use for these burrs should be found. 
be devoted to commodity experts in two lines of industry I | In investigating what products can be made from such material 
think the automobile and the textile industries. the first logical move is to analyze them. 

Mr. SHREVE. We rever name them in the bill. In preparing the hulls for analysis, it was discovered that if ¢) 

Mr. TREADWAY. Can not the representative of the de-| bulls are ground and put through an air separator, the adher 
partment state where they expect to use it? linters can be cleanly removed, leaying the bran. Since there 

Mr. SHREVE. The committee never follows a recommenda- | usually a better market for the linter and the bran than there 
tion of that sort. They might report what has been accom- | for the hulls, and the extra manufacturing cost is low, this appe 
plished. te be a logical thing to do, It has since been learned that one 

Mr. TREADWAY. The reason I bring this up is that one of | pany has such a plant in operation. 
the chief industries in my district is the paper manufacture, Our analytical work gave the following results: 
and I know the paper industry has been very much interested Per 
in having this line of work carried out for the paper industry 
itself. I should be only too glad to favor an additional amount 
in the hope and anticipation that some might be used for the 
manufacture of paper. 

Mr. SHREVE. It is the understanding that a part of the 
appropriation will be used for experts to be employed during | — 
1929 in paper commodities. Ash 

Mr. TREADWAY. Then I understand that the department | Crude fat 
has indicated that in all likelihood it will include paper com- | c ade fiber... 
modities te 

Mr. SHREVE, That is the contemplation. 


WORK ON BY-PRODUCTS FROM THE COTTON PLANT CONDUCTED UNDER TH 
ALLOTMENT FOR’ INVESTIGATING *‘ WASTE-LAND PRODUCTS,” JULY 
1927, TO DECEMBER 1, 1927 


r cent on dry basis 


Burr 


























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 














=-_ 
A f er t 3 rs ga wing I ask unanimous Ser 1 that conne » insert in my 
s | remarks the statement from Director Bur referred to 
P | therei 
: : -- - ‘ rhe CHAIRMAN Is there « ectl 
es of iror nd : ’ 
et There was no objection 
g i 7 fhe statement referred is as follows 
phuric acid anhydrid 
ie 
us pentoxid { { WW 
l ; analysis hows h t ‘ r v , . . 
t t an ttem 1 a ! | g 
k i “ “ 
burrs back to the fie si d ‘ ' “as 
Ik of the ‘ t I I s i é 
} conservy f ir 8 é of | I 
. i | per j i 1 
S SO sini] tha I ‘ I ia ' } ‘ 
g \ I I s Ww 
resent st | f t 
1 ’ ‘ ‘ i i 
tern cru nie I I t res 
; i I W 1 
is treated by ¢ t< xls i ‘ ‘ . 
t ! ¢ ent I f ‘ 
: , az } ‘ i W I V \\ 3 é 
ese mate ils were f i ) 1! S . > . 
! s ] ) 
I lw l s 
i f treated d shay 1 
“ me in weig! ld 
i t ( 
II \ ‘ I é 
H ent | i ; 
, ‘ , 1 ¢ ‘ 
lo { | 
i gamm f 2 sofa sor wate a 
) rl ‘ } ext 3 neg ory : 
Pot — —s ; r, W board, o1 for rayon (artificial } 
' 1) The extraction of s i from peanut hulls has not ‘ 
to be noted tl l t thre k i f cellule ca j developed id vy to 40 per cent ar »btained I . 
st purposes but that ly e pha variety is suitable for | t ‘ has now passed tl riment stage and f ved 
I ture of rayon | GC yund per } ¥ | chief ce tituent f thes 6 4 
dentally we have stud tl i lytical method for the estim er ) ‘ ire and hi iced suga xvilose We j tl e 
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from cottonseed bran contains no sucrose or dextrose, but t nd fungi and are studying the products 
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And it is doing wonderful work, and it 
ihe producers of the country if it is given the 


Mr. BLANTON 
will do it for 
money. 

Mr. SHREVE. iI 
the work, 

Mr 


fully agree with the gentleman regarding 

and they already have enough money. 

BLANTON. And when it gets to doing something that 
worth while for the farmer— 
Mr. SHREVE. Then you will 
the job. 

Mr. BLANTON 
It will 

will create a big 
abroad, and if there is 
be distributed not among the 
but the 


find the Bureau of Standards 


We 


approve a 


the steering committee in 
McNary-Haugen bill that 
to ship the farmer’s products 
profit on those products it wil 
farmers Who raise the products 
corporation—a bill that your President was 
forced to yeto; a bill that he can not stomach, that he has had 
to turn down; but when it comes to a proposition of helping 
the farmers, the producers, the dirt farmers of this country, 
the steering committee turns it down. They are not in favor 
of it. But we are going to give you a chance to vote upon it. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; if the gentleman has any defense, I 
would be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. SUREVE. The item that is now before the committee is 
a different one from what the gentleman has mentioned, to be 
found on page 76 of the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes; it just 
little later 

Mr. SHREVE. 


not get 
bill like the 


can 


corporation 


any 


iven to 


antedates what is to 
May I say a half dozen words? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman in my time. 

Mr. SHREVE. After the Bureau of Standards has found a 
method for producing the matter the gentleman has been talk- 
ing about and converting it to some useful purpose, then we 
would have to find a market, and you have got to go to the 
markets of the world to dispose of it. If it were not 
you would find a whole lot of products lying on the 
and about factories that could not be consumed, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time I have 
ever seen the gentleman from Pennsylvania place the cart 
fore the horse. First, according to his own argument, he wants 
to find a market for a product that does not how exist, because 
these waste products are not now marketable, and will become 
marketable only when the Bureau of Standards finds some use 
for them Therefore he wants find a market before the 
bureau finds that they have valuable uses. I hope the gentle- 
man will be generous and will let us enlarge this amount in 
behalf of the farmers of the country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Collecting For information for reports, 
law, semimonthly reports of cotton production, periodi- 
cotton in the United States the 
consumption of cotton; quarterly of 
of special and of 
whether employed in Washington, 
: the cost of transcribing State, municipal, and other 
rental of outside of the District of 
for supervising special agents, and employment by them of 
the 


tobacco 


section, 


lirms 


‘ 
io 


tatistics securing census 


provided for by 
baled and of 


reports 


eal reports of stocks of 


foreign 
diem 


domestic and 


tobacco; per compensation agents expenses 


and of detailed 
Dc... o 


records : 


same employees 
elsewhere 
temporary quarters 
Columbia 
such temporary service as may be necessary in collecting statistics 
law, including $15,000 collecting statistics 
law in addition to any other fund available therefor, and 
not to exceed $5,000 for the employment by contract of per- 
services for the preparation of monographs on census subjecis: 
ided, That the compensation of not to 10 special agents 
| for jn this paragraph may be fixed at a rate not to exceed $8 
of which amount not to exceed $350,000 may 
personal services in the District of Columbia, including 
temporary employees who may be appointed under the civil-service rules 
at per diem rates to fixed by the Director of the Census without 
the provisions of the classification act, for the purpose of 
periodical inquiries: Provided, That temporary employees 
Bureau of the Census may be allowed leave of absence with pay 


rate of two and one-half days a month. 

BLACK of Texas rose, 

BLANTON. I reserve a point of order on the proviso. 
BLACK of Texas. I wanted to reserve a point of order 
language on page 62, line 4 

without regard to the provisions of the classification act. 


required by tor 


authorized by 
including 
sonal 
Pro 

provided 


exceed 


per day, $875,000 be 


expended for 
be 
regard to 
assisting in 
of the 


at the 


Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
on the 


I would like to find out any reason why the classification act 
should be set aside in this particular case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLack] 
is recognized. 

Mr. BLANTON, 

Mr. 
years 


I reserve a point of order, too. 
SHREVE. It is current law. It is current every 10 
We are about to have a new census, There must be 


come a 


for this | 


| of another. 


be- 


fas I 
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certain preliminaries that must be 
secure the force and men must be 
in men qualified to train those 
10 years, 

I admit that the language is snbject to a point of order. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I have no desire to make a point of 
order if the committee has looked into it and found that there 
is a good reason to make an exception in this case. 

Mr. SHREVE. We have looked into it. Under this law the 
census would be seriously handicapped. We could not find the 
proper men among those who now come within the classification 
act. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. In view of the 
the chairman of the subcommittee, I 
of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I make a point of order on the 
language, beginning on line 3 of: page 62, reading as follows: 

Without regard to the of 
purpose of assisting in periodical inquiries: Provided, That 
employees of the Bureau of the Census may be allowed leave of absence 
with pay at the rate of two and one-half days a month. 
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10 


rone 
trained, 
men. It 


through. We must 
and we must bring 
is current law every 


statement 
will withdraw 


made by 
my point 


following 


provisions the classification for the 


temporary 


act, 


That is legislation unauthorized upon an appropriation bill, 
and it seeks to change existing law; and it should come out ot 


| the bill. 


Mr. SHREVE. 
Mr. BLANTON. 
ments here in the 
ployees. Now, regarding 
employees get their 


The gentleman wants to be fair about 
Certainly. 


at. 
There are a number of depart 
Government which employ temporary 
all the permanent employees, 
leave; but when they employ a_ person, 


em 


thos 


| say, for 15 days, then under this provision they must give them 


a day and a quarter leave. If they employ them for a month, 
you will give them two and a half days leaye. It is ridiculous. 
Until you extend this provision to every one of the departments 
and bureaus and Government establishments you ought not to 
pass it as to one. You ought not to make fish of one and fow! 
You ought to treat them all alike. 

Mr. SHREVE. This only occurs once in 10 years. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; departments are employing temporary 
employees now. The gentleman does not get in touch 
do with them. 

Mr. SHREVE. We take the census of the United States 
every 10 years, and in order to do that some necessary things 
must be taken care of, and this is one, in order to provide a 
force, These men could not be found in the classified service, 
men trained with the necessary equipment. 

Mr. BLANTON. The men who will be appointed from my 
district would not want any two and a half days’ leave each 
month in addition to their holidays and Sundays. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. In order to properly employ 


as close 


| the people from the gentleman’s district an enormous amount 


of preliminary work be This is 
enormous work. 

Mr. BLANTON. Eventually we are going to get into a 
position where we will be granting leave and retirement 
generally that you will have more than one-half of the people 
on the pay roll doing nothing, supported by the other less than 
half. As to these temporary employees, they ought not to have 
any leave at all, considering the number of days they have off 
under the law. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. ‘The Government has grown 
enormously, and these temporary clerks are necessary. 

Mr, BLANTON. I will say to the distinguished gentleman 
from Washington that soon he will find the Committee on 
Appropriations bringing in immigration bills and naturaliza 
tion bills, and the gentleman will have nothing in the world 
to do except to sit here and say yea and nay. 

Mr. SHREVE. That will not happen 
administration. 

Mr. BLANTON. The administration will be changed, and 
the cycle has probably been reached now when soon there will 
be a change. 

Mr. Chairman, I insist on the point of order. It 
legislation, unauthorized on this appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


must necessarily done. an 


so 


under the present 


is clearly 


The 


Enforcement of navigation laws: To enable the Secretary of Com 
merce to provide and operate such motor boats and employ thereon 
such persons as may be necessary for the enforcement, under his direc- 
tion, of laws relating to navigation and inspection of vessels, boarding 
of and counting of passengers on excursion boats, including 
insignia, braid, and chin straps, and aprons, for 
stewards’ departments on vessels, 


vessels, 
and coats, 
$89,000, 


caps. 








NEWTON Mr. ¢ ! il 


-- 


CHAIRMAN l 


for five minutes 


NEWTON. I not n page 65. lines 1 to &. ‘ 
forceme! f vs Lhe appro ) 
uch minute ae vy that th me r 
insignia, braid, ¢ 1 el % ips and so forth. 
SHREVE Y 
ir. NEWTON Nov t wha ’ < C 9 
inute detail 
SHREVE I ! sary by 
the Comptroller Ge ral 
ir. NEWTON [ mere t make t ‘ rva I 
he creation of the position of Comptroller General and in the 
lministration of the worl ti fi sometimes those wh 
at work upon it carry their work cut in ich a minute al 
way that language of this kind seems to be necessary 
in appropriation bill It would seem to me that with tl 
work of that office there ought to be somebody in th: 
ion With sufficient breadth of vision so that it would 
sary to provide ninutety in al ippropriation vil I 
n straps” for a navigation officer 


The CHAIRMA? Ph pr forma amendmen l withd 
Clerk will read 


Lhe Clerk read as follows 
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fr. BLANTON Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendmetr On 
76, line 8, strike out “ $50,00 $150.000 
CHAIRMAN rl ntl i Kas 
dment, which tl { k will report 
Clerk 1 | follows: 
dment I \i B ‘ ‘ i s 
0 a i t f ) | 


Mr. Chairman, this is the only paragraph 





which could benefit the farmer You are giving the 
Standards $50,000 with which tft investigate the 
ste farm products and requiring them to spend 
District of Columbia, leaving them only $9,000 
erate on in th tield I know mv amendment has no 
nce to pass in the Hous I have been operating on this bill 
points of order, so I am afraid I have made myself persona | 
grata to the subcommittee and they are not going to let my 
ndinent pass here suit what I shall say and have said and 
reports | have placed In this Recorp from Director Burges 
} > 


ie Bureau of Standards, are probably going to cause the 
ite to put this amendment in, get the credit 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
LEVI l, if he were wise, could get the credit for if The Re 
ican steering committee on this floor, if it were wise, coul 
the credit for it. The Republican Party, if it were wis 
i get the credit for it, but the organization is not going to 

his amendment pass now. They will approve it in confer- 
ce, when it comes from the Senate 


Chere is not anything that you coul 





The Senate will 





ldo wi ic 1 would be more 


enelicial or of greater value to the farmers than to grant this 
try $100,000 to the Bureau of Standards. Our Agricultural | 
epartment has never don anything in this field We have | 


given it thousands of dollars yeur after year to find uses for 


he waste products of the farm but it has never done a thing 
rth mentioning. The Bureau of Standards has been in this 

ld ohne year. That is all We have never given it an ap- 
opriation until this present fiscal year and then only this lit 

paltry $50,000. However, it has made a wonderful success 
lready. Whenever it finds a valuable use for cotton stalks 
irs, corn stalks, for oat and wheat straw, which it is going to 

in making commercial products of value, and making these | 
aste products of great value, inure to the benefit of our pro 
icers, it is going to mean everything to the farmers of the 
untry. 

I can remember when our cattlemen used to sell their cattle, 
When their waste products were not used, at a very low figure. 
[ have seen cows and calves, good big calves, sold for $10 
ipiece; that is, a cow and a calf. One of my good friends in 
lexas this year sold his yearlings for $55 and before they 
went off of his ranch and were delivered the man to whom he | 
‘old them sold them for $60. Do you know why? Every single | 
thing about that beef is utilized by the packers. There is no | 
waste material. 


They have found a use for everything about it, | 


nd wi a 
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e ; ] < ng wo ertTul wt I'l ih e secured mucl 
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pressi got out in some way that there were only few i 
rict offices compelled to pa ren I confess I fell i » tl 
error mysell In justice to the committee and in ord | 
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lotal amount of rent paid, $14,780 


In the case of 18 of these offices the Government pays no 
rent because most of them are located in chamber of commer 
buildings, Federal buildings, or in buildings provided by the cit 
zeus, as is the case at Jacksonville, Fla., where they rent fro 
Greenleaf & Crosby. There are only five district offices for 
which the Government pays any rent, the maximum rent be 
$3,600 a year for the branch office at Chicago. 

[ am not complaining because we pay rent for these fiv 
offices, but if rent is going to be paid for five. perhaps rent 
should be paid for all. I understand these offices were secured 
many, many years ago under the old law, and that is why the 
rent is being paid in this way. In view of the fact that 18 of 








1274 


the largest cities of the country, including Jacksonville, furnish 
he offices free, I could not ask my colleagues to put in this bill 
an appropriation for rent for a building where this wonderful 
work is being done in Florida. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses: For supplies, including replacement of and neces 


sary additions to existing equipment, repairs, maintenance, and inci 
dental expenses of lighthouses and other lights, beacons, buoyage, fog 
ignals, lighting of rivers heretofore authorized to be lighted, light ves- 
e] otl aids to navigation, and lighthouse tenders, including the 
esta nt, repair, and improvement of beacons and day marks, and 
piu land for same; establishment of post lights, buoys, sub- 
marine signals nd fog signals; establishment of oil or carbide houses, 
not to exceed $10,000: Provided, That any oil or carbide house erected 
hereunder shall not exceed $1,000 in cost: construction of necessary 
ontbuildings a t not exceeding $1,000 at any one light station in 
any fiseal year: improvement of grounds and huildings connected with 


licht stations and depots; restoring light stations and depots and build 


onnected therewith: Provided further, That such restoration shal! 
he limited to the original purpose of the structures; wages of person 
ttending post lights; temporary emplovees and field force while en 
gaged on works of general repair and maintenance, and laborers and 
mechanics at lighthouse depots; rations and previsions or commutatior 


working parties in the field, officers and crews of light ves- 
els and tenders, and officials and other authorized persons of the Light 
house Service on duty on board of such tenders or vessels, and money 
iceruing for rations and provisions for the above- 
named persons on board of tenders and light vessels or in working par- 


thereol fot 


from commutation 


ties in the fleld may be paid on proper vouchers to the person having 
harge of the mess of such vessel or party; not exceeding $2,000 for 
packing, crating, and transporting personal houschold effects of em- 
ployees when transferred from one official station to another for perma- 
nent duty; purchase of rubber boots, oilskins, rubber gloves, and coats, 
cups, and aprons for stewards’ departments on vessels; reimbursement 
under rules prescribed by the Secretary of Commerce of keepers of light 
stations and masters of light vessels and of lighthouse tenders for 


rations and provisions and clothing furnished shipwrecked persons who 
be temporarily provided for by them, not exceeding in all $5,000 in 
fuel, light, and rent of quarters where necessary for 
keepers of lighthouses; purchase of land sites for fog signals; rent of 
necessary ground for all such lights and beacons as are for temporary 
or to mark changeable channels and which in consequence can not 
depots, and wharves; traveling ex- 


may 


any fiscal year; 


be made permanent; rent of offices, 


penses, including travel for the examinations authorized by the act 
entitled “An act to provide for retirement for disability in the Light- 
house Service,” approved March 4, 1925; mileage; library books for 


light stations and vessels, and technical books and periodicals not ex- 
ceeding traveling teachers while 
actually employed by States or private persons to instruct the children 
of keepers of lighthouses; all other contingent expenses of district offices 
and depots, including the purchase of provisions for sale to lighthouse 
at isolated stations, and the appropriation reimbursed, and not 
$8500 for contingent expenses of the office of the Bureau of 
District of Columbia, $4,275,000, 


£1,000: and subsistence expenses of 


kee pers 
exceeding 
Lighthouses in the 


Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 
I want to ask the chairman in charge of the bill where is the 
authorization of law for the second proviso on page 79, begin- 
ning at line 5? 

Mr. SHREVE. This is under the organie act 
provisions of the law creating this bureau. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is not this new matter that the committee 
has placed in the bill? 

Mr. SHREVE. It is not new matter. 
has been ca*vied for more than 10 years. 
general contingent expenses. 

Mr. BLANTON. But it 
same language, is it? 

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; I do not think there is a word changed, 

Mr. BLANTON, I have not my notes before me, but I was 
under the impression this was new language. 

Mr. SHREVE. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. Upon the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr, Sareve] I will withdraw the reservation. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


the general 


It is current law and 
It simply covers the 
is not the 


has been enlarged. It 


Propagation of food fishes: Fer maintenance, repair, alteration, im- 
provement, equipment, and operation of fish-cultural stations, including 
not $4,000 to be made immediately available for the con- 
struction trout nursery ponds at Mammoth Springs in Yellowstone 
National Park, general propagation of food fishes and their distribution, 
including movement, maintenance, and repairs of cars, purchase of equip- 
ment (including rubber boots and oilskins) and apparatus, contingent 
expenses, temporary labor, and not to exeeed $10,000 for propagation 
and distribution of fresh-water mussels and the mecessary expenses con- 
nected therewith, $503,000, 


to exe ed 


of 
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Mr. Chuirman, I move to strike out the 
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Mr. TREADWAY. 
last word, 

It so happens, Mr. Chairman, that one of the fish-eultural 
stations is located in the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent, and during the past year I have had ocecusion’ to deal 
with the bureau here quite extensively. 

I simply rise at this time to express my appreciation of the 
manner in which the Commissioner of Fisheries, Mr. O'Malley, 
is performing his duties, and the splendid spirit with which 
the employees under him ave carrying out the purposes of Con- 


gress. I know of no bureau directly reaching the people of our 
country which is really doing a better work for the welfare of 
the communities and the States where these hatcheries are 


located than the Bureau of Fisheries under Commissioner 
O'Malley. It is not altogether a question of propagation of trout 
and food fishes for the pleasure of the people, but the fish- 
cultural work and the food preducts that are being distributed, 
as well as the educational features that are being broadcast 
throughout the country, are well worthy of the praise and the 
aueceptance by Congress of the amounts estimated therefor, 

Further than this, it seems to me the work of the bureau is 
earried out in a manner showing the interest of the bureau in 
the proper spirit of the employees. I never have seen any indi- 
cation whatsoever of favoritism being shown to any employee 
in the bureau or to any particular group of citizens. 

All of this, I think, is commendatory of the man in charge, 
and it is therefore with pleasure that for one, having had 
dealings with the bureau und seeing the results of the work of 
those in charge here, as well as of the assistants in the field, 
Il am very glad to add my word of praise of the manner in 
which the one in charge is administering the appropriations 
provided by Congress. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The appropriation of $35,000 fer the fiscal year 1928 for a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Oklahoma as an auxiliary to the 
fish-cultural station at Neosho, Mo., shall continue available for such 


purpose during the fiscal year 1929 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last word. I want to call attention to this small item on page 
89, which establishes a fish-cultural station in the State of 
Oklahoma. Like the gentleman from Massachusetts [Myr. 


TREADWAY], I want to commend the Commissioner of Fisheries, 
I think he is a very efficient man. I hesitate at this time to 
invite attention to this item. But I want to invite attention 
not only to that but to three or four items in connection 
with it. 

This appropriation of $35,000 was in the bill last year. I do 
not know the exact date of the approval of the act, but anyhow 
it was before the 35d day of March. The fiscal year began 
on July 1, 1927. There was only $35,000 involved in this item 
in the bill last year. By reading it you find that it is continned 
for the next vear. 

The State of Oklahoma is greatly interested in fish culture. 
We have some splendid fish and game laws. We have a wonder- 
ful fish and game warden there doing excellent work who 
wants to cooperate with the Federal Government. The entire 
citizenship of my State is interested in the propagation or 
culture of fish, 

I want to express. some disappointment that within the last 
six months the $35,000 in the appropriation bill of last year has 
not been expended. 

Mr. BLANTON. How did the gentleman get the hand-out 
from the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. HASTINGS. It was in the appropriation bill of last 
year, and I do not know of a better place in the whole country 
than eastern Oklahoma for the establishment of a fish-cultural 
station and the expenditure of this sum of money. What I am 
now taking this time for is to try and impress on the Commis- 
sioner of Fisheries that instead of having the money reappro- 
priated for the year 1980 we hope he will see to it that this 
amount is expended in accordance with the direction of Con- 
gres during the next fiseal year. , 

1 have looked up the hearings before the committee, and there 
is no real excuse given for the nonexpenditure of this money 
in Oklahoma the past year. As to some of these items, there 
is some excuse offered because they say that a good title could 
not be gotten to the land. Anybody knows, however, that in 
Oklahoma you could find a very large number of places where 
the people would have given the Government a site and a good 
title. I wanted to express my disappointment that the money 
has not been expended the past year, and serve notice on the 
Commissioner of Fisheries that the Oklahoma delegation will 
keep an eye on this item for the next year. 

Mr, SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I want to inform the gentle- 
man that there was no disposition on the part ef anybody to 
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is to these States. It is a great boon to them. Not 

the gentleman from Oklahoma get his $35,000 hand-ou 

Mr, HASTINGS. Unfortunately it is not in my district 

Ir. BLANTON. But it is for Oklahoma, and anything 
Oklahoma the gentleman is for 

lr. HASTINGS. That goes without sayil 

BLANTON. When I was coming back from Texas after 

holidays I met a lawyer from Muskogee, and he said that 





IQ 


Muskogee Congressman was the greatest one that oj ted 
Capitol Hill. and I agreed with him 
| notice that Colorado gets a $30,000 hand-out from the com 


and Georgia got a $30,000 hand-out, and also the State 
Nebraska has a 335,000 hand-out 
ir. SHALLENBERGER. And I would like to eall the atten 
of the committee to the fact that they did not locate an) 
ilar place in my State, but that in the southwestern part 
he State of Nebraska we have a stream called the Republi 
River, I suggest that it be located there. 
Mr, BLANTON, Oh, the governor will find a proper location 
it all right. 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And the State of Texas also got 
s35,000 hand-out for a survey. 
Mr. BLANTON. For which I am duly thankful, although 
is not in my district. Anything for the State of Texas | 
for, Wyoming got an $18,000 hand-out and Michigan got a 
$25,000 hand-out. and I am with all of you fellows. I «do not 
me you for getting up here and voicing gratitude for it. 
Che distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Trap 
y| has been enjoying his handout for several years, and he 








| to be grateful, too. 
But I want to say to the committee that in handing out the 
; douts to our various friends, they should be a little more 
erous with the Members of Congress who seek to add a 
e sum of appropriation here and there that will benefit no 
particular State, not any particular district, but the whole 
intry, and that was the kind of an amendment I offered a 
; iile ago with respect to the Bureau of Stundards’ operations, 
behalf of all American farmers. 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 
PATENT OFFICE 
lor the Commissioner of Patents and other personal services in t 
rict of Columbia in accordance with the classification act of 1925 
600,000: Provided, That of the amount herein appropriated not 
1 $25,000 may be used for special and temporary services of 
F ts certified by the Civil Service Commission, who may be employed 


ch numbers, at $4 per diem, as may, in the judgment of the Com 
mner of Patents, be necessary to keep irrent the work of f i 
nuscript copi of records. 
Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
rd for the purpose of asking about this item regarding the 
‘autent Office. As I recall it, the Patent Office takes in almost 
: ugh revenue to pay for the expenses of the office. It is true 
p it for a number of years they have been quite behind in their 
rk down there. Complaint has been made of that. An effort 
made a year ago, possibly two years ago, to add to the ap 
opriation for the purpose of enabling them to catch up with 
r work, or at least not to get further behind. I notice from 
r ‘ hearings that they have had a very large increase in the 


ce 


inber of applications, about 3.000, and that as a result of that 
are further behind than they were a year ago. At least 
it is my impression. The committee allowed ¢ 





ibout S80.000 | 
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? “) Inany new ine vel i 
Mr, SHREVE Ye 
Mr. NEWTON i is a gi ul r in tl fl l 
ficient appropriation is not made f ! that ! 
\ fi the maximum pumb h il sorb. th 
er going cut ! it i t bsiderabl 
n nong tl rea’ fe patent lawyers They have 
ry efficient Commissioner « Patent ind the fo is hard 
king It is lf-supporting There ought to b n effort 
le to give them ery doll ! they can e, bu 
itly that questioi is hot | » the commis I Hin 
Mr. SHREVI the increase of SSO{HO0 seemed ne 
cau of cr in the work; that is, increase in tl in 
vr of applications this year the work is how many month 
behind, particularly in all of the examining divisions, and i 
his condition is remedied it is imperative that the numb rt 
examining divisions be increased rhe increase in the appr 
iation for the fiscal year 1929 wi provide the necessa 
personnel for three additional divisions, which we understand 
will be sufficient to take care of the work for a while. It i 
our thought that we have given them enough money so that 
they ll run along comfortably and satisfactorily during the 
al 
Mr. NEWTON I know that the committee approached the 


tion Sympathetically, but where you have a bureau that 
practica -<elf-supporting, bringing revenue into the Govern- 
ment, it ought not to be pinched down in the same way as if 
it is a load on the Treasury. 
Mr. SHREVE. I quite agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlema 
sta to the House how far the revenues of the office meet tl 
nancial requirements ? 
Mr. SHREVE In answ to the gentleman I shall quot 
m the hearings as follow 
Doctor KINNAN. In past years, Mr. Suki we ive turned i 
| for many ito the Treasur » that there is $7,000,000 
ur eredit now, of profit in the patent es n pa yea 
Mr. Ropertson. Unt 10 yea Z h was a surplus evé iu 
s ! Civil Wat and 1 greg irplus of all tl i 
mounted to $7,082,400.50 on June 30, last, after deducting the ds 
the ia = ral year In addition to that, I believe tl Ia f 
Offi Building was paid for out of Patent Office fund So, th 
Pat« (iti has bee a real going concern until le last few ear 
ii owing to 1 s in printing sts and increases in salari 
é iad a defi is I said, the past yea nountin to $245,000 
i r before it wa S400 000 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman ! exp 1, 
ind the Clerk will read 
The Clerk read as folloyv 
) i x mine re cars nd t i For the i stiga m and 
i mer »f mine and st-aid uo i0ds and applian inal 
f hing of min siil yr. ind first-aid method including tl 
xl - n part payment for operation mintenar ind repair of 
i r e truck t! mstruction of temporary structures and 
1ir, mainte ind seperation of mi i ars and Government 
ned mine r u itions and p en s thereto luding t 
x d tipment of o1 ne resct ul ot » exceed $45,000 
ind luding pe il services, traveling expens 1d i 
ment id ipplies, including the purchase and exchange in par 
a ‘ or of cooks’ uniform gogs glo ind su t 
irti juipment $s may he essary i t ‘ ration of 
1 statio luding yf ) x 1 $14,140 for p i 
in eb rict of Colum $342.5 Provided, Th rf 
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mount not to exceed $500 may be expended for the purchase and 
f trophic in onnection witl mine re ie and first-aid 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, on page 96, lines 17, 18, 19, 
nd 20, beginning with the word “ Provided,’ I make the point 
of ler that it is legislation unauthorized on an appropria- 

ball. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hawrey). The gentleman from Texas 
makes the point of order on lines 17 to 20. Does the gen 


jleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sareve] desire to be heard? 


Mr. SHREVE. It has been carried heretofore. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know; but it is legislation just the same. 
There is no law for it. 

Mr. SHREVE. It is merely a limitation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, no. It is an express authorization 
without law. It is not a limitation at all. It is an express 
authorization 

Mr. SHREVE. It is a limitation on the lifesaving branch 
of the service. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is an express authorization to spend 
money without legal authority for it, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, Dees the: gentleman from Pennsylvania 
refer to any legislation authorizing this? 

Mr. SHREVE. ‘There is no legislation for it. It is just 
carried on. It is an item that has been in the bill heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read, y 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Oi, gas, and oil-shale investigations: For inquiries and investiga- 
tions and dissemination of information concerning the mining, prepara- 
tion, treatment, and utilization of petroleum, natural gas, and oil 
shale, inelnding economic conditions affecting the industry, with a view 
to economic development and conserving resources through the preven 
tion of waste; for the purchase of newspapers relating to the oil, gas, | 
and allied industries: Provided, That section 192 of the Revised Statutes 
shall not apply to such purchase of newspapers from this appropria- 
tion: and for every other expense incident thereto, including supplies, 


and subsistence, purchase, 
and operation of 


of which 


of travel exchange 
maintenance, 
$198,260, 


tor 


as 
motor-propelled pas 
amount not to 
the 


equipment, 
part 
senger-carrying 


expenses 
for, 
vehicles 

expended 


payment 


$25,000 may be personal services in District of 


Columbia 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
igainst the following language on page 938, beginning in line 6: 
Provided, That 12 of Revised Statutes shall 
to such purchase of newspapers from this appropriation. 


section the not 


That is legislation unauthorized on an appropriation bill. It 
seeks to change our present Revised Statutes. 

Mr. SHREVE. ‘The gentleman is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers an 
wimendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Howarp of Oklahoma: Page 98, line 12, 
after the word “vehicle,” gtrike out $198,260" and insert in lieu 


there * $210,760.” 


Mr. HOWARD of Oklalioma. Mr. Chairman and Members of 
the Congress, I hope I may have your attention for a moment, 
hecause L want to call yeur attention to a matter in which 
every one of you is interested. In offering this amendment I 
want to apologize to the committee which wrote this bill for not 
having taken the matter up with the committee. The fact 
that b 
up and the committee was ready to make their report. I am 
sure if 1 had appeared before the committee on this matter I 
would have received the treatment we all receive 
When we appear before them on other matters. 

What I am seeking to do is to add the sum of $12,500 to the 
appropriation fer the Bureau of Mines for investigating the 
matter of using gas in bringing from the earth more of the 
crude petroleum deposited in the sands thereof. 
your attention, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, to 
the fact that to-day, under the old method, without scientific 
investigation, although the 
2.000.000 barrels of oil daily, we are actually, according to the 
Bureau of Mines, recovering only 20 per cent of the oil deposits 
in the oil-bearing sands in the oil fields. It is estimated by the 
Bureau of Mines and by experts that through the use of gas in 
forcing the oil through the sands and into the wells that have 
heen drilled already an increase of 20 per cent in the recovery 
of oil could within a very short time be brought about, 


Is 


courteous 


United States is producing over | 
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| 
| 


Now, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, let 
us see what that means to the people of the United Stat: 
Back yonder, in the days before the automobile industry was 
developed, when we used a little gasoline only for cleani 


e 


| clothes, and things like that, according to the Bureau of Min 


crude oil. 


if I may, to the facet 
| discovered and developed there was no provision for using the 


the recovery of gasolite from crude oil was only 6 to 8 pel 
cent, Since we have begun to it and the Coners 
and others have furnished the money to make these scienti! 


use since 


investigations, the recovery from a barrel of erude oil. 
| gasoline—a commodity that is growing in use in this count: 
every day—has increased to 8S per cent of that barrel 


1 


If we have increased, 


gations, the amount of 


by making scientifie invest 
ine taken from a barrel of crude 
oil from 8 per cent to per cent, certainly that has been « 
economic value, If we can increase the amount of producti 
of oil by giving our Bureau of Mines the money with which to 
study this problem and bring forth 20 per cent more of o 
it amounts, my friends, to 483,950 barrels a day that can be, 
should be, and must be, brought from the earth to finall 
meet the demands of the automobile industry and the deman 
for other petroleum products, 

Not only that, but I want to eall your attention to the effect 
of scientific study in the matter of the production of oil and 


sO 


y 
sal 


38 


or 


‘The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okia- 
homa has expired. 
Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 


mous consent for tive minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The = genileman 
unanimous consent to proceed for 
there objection’ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I want to call your attention 
that when the great Cushing oil field was 


ask 
minutes, Is 


from Oklahoma 
tive additional! 


gas from producing oil wells, and that on a damp day it wa 


dangerous to drive through the field by reason of escaping gas. 
The Bureau of Mines made a study of this situation. They 
| were in the forefront in the effort to utilize this gas. They 


| asking 


apply | 


| spends only $198,260 per year. I 
fore it was called to my attention the Budget was made | 


I want to call | 


| 


| suggested formulas and machinery that could be used to convert 
exceed | 


this natural gas into gasoline, with the result that last year 
this casinghenad gas was converted into 1,000,000,000 gallons oi 
gasoline. Had it not been for scientific research, such as I am 
for in this amendment, this gas would have gone io 
waste and been lost forever and the price of gasoline last yea 
would probably have been higher te the consumers, If we have 
had that result, can we not now justify ourselves in making a 
little further appropriation to go further into a scientific in- 
vestigation pertaining to this useful and much-needed 
modity ? 

Let me say this to you also as a further argument: The Bu- 
reau of Mines informs me that to-day the ernde-oil producti 
is coming from practically only 2 per cent of the wells that hay: 
been drilled in the United States. Why? Because there ar 
300,000 or 400,000 little wells producing a barrel or 2 barre!s 
per day that are not paving their operetors. The result is that 
unless some means are taken to increase the production and get 
some more of this oil out of the ground that is being left the 
they must be plugged by their operators and forever put out « 
existence. When you plug one of those wells. and when you 
quit operating one of them, water breaks in and then the 40 « 
60 per cent of the oil you are not getting to-day is drowned 01 
and gone from the people of the United States forever. 

I also call your attention to the fact that the United Stat« 
Government, on the production of petroleum, on the refinilz 
of petroleum, and in studying the great petroleum industr 
am askipg vou for $12.5) 
more in order that the Bureau of Mines may begin a study « 
the proposition, and in order that the Bureau of Mines may pr 
vide a method for lifting out more of this oil, bringing it 1 
your constituency, and saving to the people more of this gre: 
natural resource. 

To-day I ask for an additional $12,500, explaining that I di 
not present it to the committee, I present it to-day, becau- 
so long as there is delay and so Jong as there is no metli 
brought forth to bring out this additional amount of oil the-~ 
small wells, which could be preserved, will be plugged, av 
any delay means a loss of oi! and means a loss of petroleu 
products to the entire Nation. 


cou 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oki 
homa has again expired. 
Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, | am compelled to disagr 


with the gentleman. We have a regular and orderly procedure 
in the House which the gentleman did not follow in this case. 
I will mention that first. In addition to that, the Director ot 
the Bureau of Mines has made no recommendation in favor ot 
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the preposition the gentleman presents to the committee. Th 
coumittee having the matter in charge has not considered it 
because it has not been brought before us; the Bureau of t 


Budget has not eonsidered it; and, ws a matter of fact, nobody 
has considered it. 

I want to say to the gentleman that $198,000 is carried in 
the bill for matters of this kind, and there is money e1 
now to take care of the investigation the gentleman would like 


have made, 
Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma I do not 
the gentleman, but I want to eal 
appropriation is the same as 


Mr. SHREVE. Yes; it is 


want to quarrel wit! 
1 attention to the fact the 
as li 


il as last 


the same; but they have worked 


that 


‘ 


out a lot of propositions they had last year and are now ready 
o take up the gentleman’s proposition if there is sufficient 
merit in it. 
Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I want to say to the gentlem 
at the “gentleman from Oklahoma” never presents to the 
House any proposition in which there is not some merit. 


Mr. SHREVE. Of course, I realize that. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. I want to eall attention to tl 
fact that this thing is so important that the St lature of 
Oklahoma, which a part of this i 
appropriation last year in the same amount. 

Mr. SHREVE. If it is 
ests it he can‘rest asst 
it before long. 


Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma, 


ite Legi 


coutributes money, 


raised its 


} 
+ 


the gentleman 
f Mines w 


as important 
d the Bureau « 


as sug 
is, il discover 


Will the gentleman yield further? 


Mr. SHREVE. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma I want to state, as I have 
tated before, that I did not present the matter to the com 
nittee, but when the gentleman speaks about the Bureau of 
Mines not mentioning it, I want to call attention to the fact 


hat we have a condition prevailing around here where a man 
n the department will say, “I can not to 
imittee unless they ask me about it.” 


even mention it the 


Mr. SHREVE. That practice does net obtain if our depart- 
ment. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 


ered by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Howarp of Oklahoma) there were—uyes 18, noes 64. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Oil-sh; 


Mr 


ile investigations: For development 


3¢ or mining and transportation of shale, operation, repailt 
afion of plant, the construction, maintenance, and repair of nect 
camp buildings and appurtenances theret: and the alteratiot 
peration, and maintenance of experimental refinery, and for all necé 
expenses incident thereto, including personal services, supplies 
pment, traveling expenses, the purchas not exceeding $1,200, opel 
tion, maintenance, repair, and exchange in part payment for, of motor- 
propelled, passenger-carrying vehicles, $75,000, of which amount not te 
exceed $6,000 may be expended for personal services in the District of 


‘ imbia, 


Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. 
word for the purpose 
mittee a question. 

I have taken this paragraph as a type of many paragraphs 
occur in this bill as the basis of the inquiry which I am 

to make. I do this because of the fact that I have gone 
through the record of the hearings and I think the procedure 
of the committee is exactly as I would like to see it with refer- 
ence to every one of the items. The point I have in mind is 
this: With these recurring appropriations that provide for in- 
vestigations almost without number in this and in other bills, 
is it the practice of the Committee on Appropriations each time 
one of these items is reached to carefully interrogate the people 

volved to see whether or not there is a real purpose served by 

» investigational work that is provided for? Please bear in 
mind, Mr, Chairman, I picked this ont because I have gone over 
your record and find your procedure is exactly in line with this 
thought in this particular case. Is this true with reference to 
very item? 


Chairman, I moye to strike out the last 
of asking the chairman of the subcom 


about 


Mr. SHREVE. 
ause the committee is rather proud of the work it is doing, 
hat it is the practice of the committee to examine every single 


item that comes before it, regardless of whether we bad it last 
ear or the year before or at any other time; and in the case 
ie gentleman refers to as an example, we cut off the appro- 
riation entirely not very long ago and only left enough money 
guard the property; but later on we concluded to go on with 
e investigation. These matters are all carefully considered 
iy every member of the committee. 
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Mr. KETCHAM. Does the gentleman think that 
e with reference to every subcommittee of th 
\ppropriations? 
Mr. SHREVE. 


The priating 


+) ° . 
Lil pPruic- 


is 


tik Committe 


Every committee I know anything about. 


appr Oommitfees, W the exception of our n, 
are the most hard-worked committees in the House 
Mr. KETCHAM. The difficulty. of course, is that when one 


of these investigational propositions is launched and supported 


by a very tangible appropriation it is a very diflicult n el 

get it out of the way unless there is very careful intel val 

1 every year 

Mr. SHREVE. We realize that 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KRETCHIAM. Yes 

Mr. BLANTON, Did I misunderstand the gentlemar ol 
understand him to say that his committee is of the 
hard-boiled committees? 

Mr. SHREVE. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. Or hard worked 

Mr. SHREVE. I said our committee was the exception I 
said the other committees were hard working. but the b 
committee of which I have the honor of being the chairma L. 
handling four great departments of the Governme has 

ugh work to keep it busy for over two months in pre] g 


the House 
The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


the bill for presentation to 


Persons employed during the f | vear 1929 in fleld work « sid f 
District of Celumbia nd Bu ef Mine may b ] 

temporarily for servi in the I t of Colua r purpose 
paring results of their field work ; all persons so detailed i d in 
addition their regular compensation only trav g expens 
o and returning therefrom: Prevrided, That nothing herein . 
ent the payment to employees of the Bureau of Mines of t 
sary expenses, or per diem in lieu of subsisten while on tem 


detail in the District of Columbia for purposes only of consul ‘ 
investigations on behalf of the United States All d is 
inunder, and the purposes of each, during the precedi l ! 

reported in the annua] estimates of appropriations to ¢ t 

beginning Oi each re la ssl tl er 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the language contained in the proviso beginning on 
page 99, line 24, and embracing the language down to and in 
clud line 8S, on page 100, as being legislation unauthorized 
on an appropriation bill and na mpt to change existing 
law. There is no law authorizing this 

The CHAIRMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Texas a question. Does the gentleman from Texas contend if 
is unlawful or there is no authority to pay employees d iled 
or summoned to the District of Columbia for the purpose of 
eonsultation their necessary expenses or per diem? 


Their per diem and subsistence, no. T! 


Mr. BLANTON. here 
is no law at present authorizing that, and every time there has 


been an attempt to transfer employees from the field to the 
District of Columbia by the departments they have come here 
with this kind of a proposition to except them from the pro- 
visions of the law. You will see that under these provisions 
first you can not do it and then they provide that you can it. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, the general subsistence act 


covers all this. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is ample law to pay the expenses 
of Government employees for traveling under direction of 
Government and on Government business. This proviso merely 
insures that nothing else in the section shall prevent suci 
ment which is otherwise authorized by law. The 
fore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then this is surplusage, Mr. Chairman 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Chair there- 


Government fuel yards: For the purchase and transportation of fuel; 
storing and handling of fuel in yards; maintenance and operation of 
yards and equipment, including motor-propelled passenger-carrying 


vehicles for inspectors, purchase of equipment, rentals, and all other 


I am very pleased to inform the gentleman, | expenses requisite for and incident thereto, including personal services 


in the District of Columbia, the unexpended balance of the apprepria- 
tions heretofore made for these purposes is reappropriated and made 
available for such purposes for the fiscal year 1929, and for payment 
of obligations for such purposes of prior years, and of such sum not 
exceeding $500 shall be available to settle claims for damages caused 
to private property by motor vehicles used in delivering fuel: Pro 
vided, That all moneys received from the sales of fuel shall be credited 
to this appropriation and be available for the purposes of this para- 


graph: Provided further, That the requirements of sections 3711 and 
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neq } 
Oile of the 


tevised Statutes relative to the weighing of coal and wood 
and the separate certificate as to the weight, measurement, or quantity 
of ind wood purchased shall not apply to purchases by the Gov- 
fuel yards at free-on-board destinations outside of the District 
of Columbia. 


Mr. BLANTON. 


coal 


ernment 


Mr. Chairman, I muke a point of order, first, 


as to the language embraced on page 101, beginning in line 3— 
Provided, That all moneys received from the sales of fuel shall be 
credited to this appropriation and be available for the purposes of this 
parueraph 
because it is legislation unauthorized by law, aud should come 
out of the bill. 
And, also, I make a point of order to the second provyiso— 
Provided, further, That the requirements of sections 3711 and 38713 
of the Revised Statutes relative to the weighing of coal and wood and 
the separate certificate as to the weights, measurement, or quantity of 
coal and wood purchased shall not apply to purchases by the Govern 
ment | yards at tree-on-board destinutions outside of the District of 
Columbi 


because it is likewise legislation unauthorized on an appropria- 
tion bill, and should come out on point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The points of order are sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

During the fiscal year 1929 the head of any department or inde- 
pendent establishment of the Government having funds available for 


scientific investigations and requiring cooperative work by the Bureau 
of Mines on scientific investigations within the scope of the functions 
of that bureau and which it is unable to perform within the limits of 
its appropriations may, with the approval of the Secretary of Com- 
mer transfer to the Bureau of Mines such sums as may be neces- 
sary to carry on such investigations. The Secretary of the Treasury 


shall transfer on the books of the Treasury Department any sums which 


may be authorized hereunder, and such amounts shall be placed to the 
credit of the Bureau of Mines for the performance of work for the 
department or establishment from which the transfer is made: Pro- 
vided, That any sums transferred by any department or independent 


establishment of the Government to the Bureau of Mines for cooperative 
work in connection with this appropriation may be expended in the 
same manner as sums appropriated herein may be expended. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the entire paragraph, beginning on page 105 at line 11 
and extending to and including line 4 on page 106, as being 
legisintion unauthorized on an appropriation bill and an at- 
tempt to change existing law. 

There is no law now which authorizes a transfer from one 
department to another of unexpended balances, and this is a 
dangerous policy, I may state to my friend from Pennsylvania, 
and to the floor leader and the Members of the House, for us to 
embark upon—to permit all the departments, if they want to do 
so, to transfer their unexpended balances to any other depart- 
ment. It occurred here a few years ago that during the month 
of June a certain chief of an independent establishment found 
he was going to have an unexpended balance on hand July 1; he 
picked out a whole bunch of his favorite employees and divided 
that sum among them, which increased their salaries a certain 
amount for the month of June only. This was done just to use 
up the money before the end of the fiscal year, and it is some- 
thing that ought not to occur. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, 
these appropriations. 

Mr. BLANTON. It could oceur. 

Mr. SHREVE. This is a very necessary provision. If one 
of the departments has some investigations they want con- 
ducted, for instance, by the Bureau of Mines, it is given to 
the bureau and they do the investigating, and the work is 
done just the same as such work is done by any other bureau. 

Mr. BLANTON. Where is the authority of law for this? 

Mr. SHREVE. We do not need any authority for it. 


that does not occur under 


Mr. BLANTON. It is an invasion of the present law. 
Mr. SHREVE. It may be an invasion, but it is a rightful 


invasion. It is rendering a valuable service. Does the gentle- 
man want to prevent these departments from cooperating? 

Mr. BLANTON. We are not discussing the merits of it; we 
are discussing the lawful authority for it. I submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there is no law that authorizes the transfer of 
balances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman 
from Texas whether a department or an independent establish- 
ment of the Government having funds available for scientific 
work has not the right to expend it for that purpose? 

Mr. BLANTON. They have a right to expend it, 
have not the right to transfer it to some other department 
unless Congress authorizes it by legislation. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Instead of paying it to an outside agency 
might they not pay it to the Bureau of Mines? 

Mr. BLANTON. I think not without authority of law. 
money is appropriated to a certain department. 

The CHAIRMAN, If they pay it to the Bureau of Mines for 
the work, does it not come within the appropriation ? 

Mr. BLANTON, They have to haye a law to transfer it, 
The Chair is a good parliainentarian. We are appropriating 
mouey, for the Navy or the Army for scientific purposes. 
No one would contend that the department could turn over an 
unexpended baiance to another department without authority 
of law. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not turning money over to another 
department to use as it sees fit. If the Navy Department was 
to do a certain piece of work, it would be authorized to expend 
the money for that purpose and they could have it done any 
where else. If it hires unother department to do the work, it 
is 2 lawful expenditure of the money. 

Mr. BLANTON. It does not hire it; 
to that department for it to expend. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only for that purpose for which the money 
is appropriated. The mouey is received by the Bureau of Mine 
for that purpose 

Mr. BLANTON. It is a dangerous practice to establish here; 
it is a dangerous departure from the present rules and regu- 
lutions. 

Mr. TILSON. The usual test is whether the thing proposed 
ean be done without the provision, I have no doubt that ua 
department or bureau having money to expend for a certain 
object can have another department or bureau perform that 
service without this provision the same as it could hire an out 
side individual to do it. The paragraph in the bill is a pro 
vision to enable the transfer on the books of funds from one 
department to another. The original department secures the 
performance of a lawful work for which it can lawfully expend 
the money, and this is only a mutter of convenience between the 
different deyfirtments in their bookkeeping. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman must remember that this 
may come up in the future to plague him, because if you pass 
this provision with these urguments and the statement from 
the Chair and the statement from the Republican floor leader 
you will find that the departments will indiscriminately turn 
over balances. 

Mr. TILSON. 


This 


Say. 


it turns the money over 


I think the gentleman has not read the pro- 
vision carefully. It is not an indiscriminate turning over of 
any funds. It allows one bureau or department to have work 
done that another bureau or department is prepared to do, and 
the transfer is simply on the books, 

Mr. SHREVE. The gentleman from Connecticut 
lutely right and the practice has been such for 30 years. 

The CHAIRMAN. In addition to what the Chair has said, 
this refers to money appropriated to be expended by any de- 
partment or independent establishment of Government having 
funds available for scientific investigation, and this is expending 
the money for the purposes for which it was appropriated. 
The money is expended by getting the Bureau of Mines to do 
the work. In other words, it turns over the money appro 
priated to the Bureau of Mines for the purpese of doing the 
work for which the money Was appropriated. It is not in an) 
sense legislation, but a direction by Congress as to the manner 
in which the money appropriated by Congress for a certain pur 
pose should be expended by the department. The Chair over 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to ask the chairman of the subcommittee a ques 
tion. If I am correctiy informed, the item on page 105 cuits 
the appropriation $25,000 from the amount requested and ap 
proved by the Budget. This is a work of so much importance 
that I wondered if the gentleman is convinced that this amoun'! 
will give the bureau all that it needs for the purpose. 

As I read the hearings. two or three of the Secretaries recon 
mended a higher amount. I ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks the amount here given is sufficient to carry on this work, 
or was there some particular reason for making the cut from 
the amount recommended, 

Mr. SHREVE. The committee made a careful study of it in 
the last year, and continued the study this year, and from the 
best information we can get we have appropriated sufficient 
funds to carry on the work. 

Mr. COLTON. TI notice the heads of two or three depart 
ments recommended an addition of $25,000, and that that amoun! 
was approved by the Budget. 

Mr. SHREVE. That met with the approval of the full 


is abso 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 








There is a difference of approximately $15,000,000. 
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The Clerk read as fellows: 


For the purchase or exchange of professional and scientific hooks 
law books, and books to complete broken sets, periodicals, directories 


and other books of reference relating to the business of the Bureau 
of Mines, there is hereby made available from any appropriations ma 


for such bureau not to exceed $3,500; 


rotal, Bureau of Mines, $2,532,080. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
st paragraph. This completes the consideration of the appi 


priations for the Department of Commerce. I want to eall 
he attention of the House to the increased expenses in this 
department for the past few years. It would not be fair, I take 

to compare the present expenditures with those preceding 


the war, because the war opened up new expenditures. I shall 
tuke, therefore, one of the peak years after the war, which 
nbraces all of the increase in salaries, and so forth. I take 


he year 1922. In the fiscal year 1922 we appropriated for 
this department $22,496,745, That amount embraces the appr 
riations for both the Patent Office and for the Bureau of Mines 


Mr. NEWTON. They were not in the Department of Com- 
nerce in 1922. 
Mr. BLANTON. They were not in the department then, but 


hey are now, and to be fair I am adding the amount that was 
appropriated for them. For 1922 we gave the Department of 


Commerce $18,651,805; we gave the Patent Office $2,264,040; 
nd we gave the Bureau cf Mines $1,580,900, totaling $22,- 
106,745. That was the total appropriation for the peak year 


1922. For this year, under our distinguished Secretary of 
Commerce, Mr. Hoover, we are about to expend $36,630,450 


It will be 
remembered that in 1922, the peak year, embracing both the 
Bureau of Mines and the Patent Office, the total expenditures 
were only $22,496,745; and yet this next fiscal year we are 
increasing that amount by approximately $15,000,000. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, 

Mr. NEWTON. Would the gentleman 
articular portion of the $36,000,000? 

Mr, BLANTON. Yes. It just shows extravagance. 

Mr. NEWTON. Where is the extravagance? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am going to leave that for the taxpayers 
f the United States to determine. 

Mr. NEWTON. That is a very safe place for the gentleman 
to leave it. 

Mr, BLANTON. The taxpayers know of the increases that 
we gave the department, that were embraced within the fiscal 
ear 1922, and they will compare those expenditures in that 
peak year with this amount of $36,000,000. You can say that 

is necessary, and that 


like to cut out any 


| 
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The CHAIRMAN, 
line 16, page 109? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes: lines 16 to 19. It seeks to change the 
law in reference to the manner in which employees shall be 
paid. 

rhe CHAIRMAN, 


1279 


Does the gentleman refer to the proviso on 


Does the gentleman maintain that there ts 


any law that now prohibits the Commissioner of Labor from 
collecting statistical reports through special agents paid on 
piecemeal prices? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. He has authority only through regu- 


larly employed agents provided for by classification 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman direct the Chair's at- 
tention to any such statute? 

Mr. BLANTON. It is the general 
partment, but there is no organic law which authorizes the 
employment of agents by piece price. I call the Chair's atten- 
tion to this. This language would permit a department to pay 
any Salary it wanted to to these agents. It leaves it discre- 
tionary with the department as to what it shall pay. There is 
no law that authorizes that at all. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, we will read the law. 


organie law of every de- 


I read: 


Functions of bureau, powers of Secretary of Labor: The Bureau of 
Labor Statistics, under the direction of the Secretary of Labor, shall 
eollect, collate, and report at least once each year, or oftener if neces- 
sary, full and complete statistics of the conditions of labor and the 

| products and distribution of the products of the same, and to this end 


you are in a hurry to adjourn to- | 


night, but it is also necessary that we as the representatives | 
of the people should call their attention to what is going on | 


here in Washington all of the time. Some of these days I am 
going to read into this Recorp the correspondence that I had 
with your Mr. Secretary Hoover, when our President Wilson 


appointed him Food Administrator and he rented the Gordon | 


Hotel on Sixteenth Street as his administration building. 
f your distinguished Republicans on the Republican side of 
the aisle at that time got up and crucified him because of ex- 
travaganece in paying so much more rent for that Gordon 
Hotel than the then occupant had been paying. I shall put 
into the Recorp the letter that I wrote to Mr. Hoover, hoping 
to be able to defend him on the floor against the Republican 
accusations, and his reply in which he said not only had he 
paid the amount for the Gordon Hotel that the gentleman had 
accused him of, but that he had paid nearly one-third more 
than that Republican statesman had knowledge of. I shall read 
that into the Recorp at a future time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
has expired, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read ag follows: 

Traveling expenses of special agents and experts and 
temporary assistance for field service outside of the District of Columbia, 
to be paid at the rate of not exceeding $8 per day; personal services in 
he District of Columbia not te exceed $29,500, including also temporary 
Statistical clerks, stenographers, and typewriters in the District of Co 
lumbia, to be selected from civil-service registers, the same person to be 
employed for not more than six consecutive months; 
of officers and employees, purchase of periodicals, documents, price quo 
and reports and materials for reports and bulletins of the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, $80,000: Provided, That the Commissioner 
of Laber is authorized to colleet statistical reports through local special 
agents paid on piece-price basis. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the proviso, which seeks to change the present law, It 
is unauthorized on an appropriation bill, 


employe es; 


tations, 


AS IO AS pa Lege : . 
traveling expenses | immigration and Chinese 


One p . 
| expenses ; maintenance expenses of insane 


| while en route to the country of destination : 


the gentleman from Texas | 


said Secretary sball have power to employ any or either of the bureaus 
provided for his department and to rearrange such statistical work and 


to distribute or consolidate the same as may be deemed desirable in the 
public interests; and said Secretary sball also have authority to call 
upon other departments of the Government for statistical data and re- 
sults obtained by them; and said Secretary of Labor may collate, 
arrange, and publish such statistical information so obtained | ich 
manner as to him may seem wise. 

Mr. BLANTON. And nowhere does it provide that he shall 
employ agents and have such work done by piecework. It pro- 


vides only that he may use the regular employees, who are to 
be paid as fixed by the classification act. That law is plain. 
And my point of order should be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not refer the Chair to 
any provision authorizing the employment of these persons as 
agents on a piecework basis? 


Mr. SHREVE. This is the only law on the subject, Mr. 
Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The peint of order is sustained. The 


Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
immigration: For 
into the 


the 
including 
Federal and 


laws regulating 
the 
courts, 


enforcement of 
United States, 
of reports of decisions of 
digests thereof, for the the Commissioner General of Immicra- 
tion; salaries and expenses of all clerks, and employees ap 
pointed to enforce said laws, including not to exceed $167,000 for per- 
sonal services in the District of Columbia, together with persons an- 
thorized by law to be detailed for duty at Washington, D. C.; traveling 
alien deportees detained albroad 
enforcement of the provi- 
sions of the act of February 5, 1917, entitled “An act to regulate the 
immigration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United 
States,” and acts amendatory thereof and in addition thereto; necessary 
supplies, including exchange of typewriting machines, alterations and 
repairs, and for all other expenses authorized by said act; preventing 
the unlawful entry of aliens into the United States, by the appointment 
of suitable officers to enforce the laws in relation thereto; expenses of 
returning to China all Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the 
United States, including the cost of imprisonment and actual expenses 
of conveyance of Chinese persons to the frontier or seaboard for deporta- 
tion; refunding of head tax, maintenance bills, and immigration fines 
upon presentation of evidence showing conclusively that collection was 
made through error of Government officers ; all to be expended ander the 
direction of the Secretary of Labor, $7,110,000: Provided, That 


Regulating 
immigration of 
labor laws; 


aliens contract 


cost the 
use of 


officers, 





| $1,755,000 of this amount shal) be available only for coast and land- 


border patrol: Provided further, That the purchase, exchange, use, 
maintenance, and operation of metor vehicles and allowances for 
horses, ineluding motor vehicles and horses owned by immigration offi- 
cers when used on official business required In the enforcement of the 
exclusion laws outside of the District of 


| Columbia, may be contracted for and the cost thereof paid from the 


appropriation for the enforcement of those laws, under such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary of Labor may prescribe: Provided further, 
That not more than $150,000 of the sum appropriated herein may be 
expended in the purchase and maintenance of such motor vehicles, and 
of such sum of $150,000 not more than $126,000 shall be available for 
the purehase and maintenance of motor vebicles for coast and land 
border patrol. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
amcndment which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I have an 


Amendment offered by Mr. Jounson of Washington: Page 111, line 8, 
after word “ Labor,” strike out “ $7,110,000" and insert “ $7,610,- 
000,” and on line 9 strike out “* $1,755,000" and insert “ $1,955,000." 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the amount 
requested of the Budget Bureau by the Department of Immigra- 
tion for the entire expenditures under this title, regulating im- 
migration, including the whole subject, you will find on page 
110, beginning on line 5, and all of page 111, was $7,800,000. 
The committee has recommended to the House $7,110,000, of 
which $1,150,000 shall be available only for coast and land 
border patrol. My amendment, which has to change the figures 
in two places, calls for an addition of $500,000, so that the 
$7,110,000 sum would read “$7,610,000, of which $1,955,000 
shall be available only for coast and land patrol.” In other 
words, the amendiment proposes an addition for the enforce- 
iment of the immigration law of $500,000, of which $200,000 shall 
be for the enlargement of the border patrol. 

Gentlemen, you would be very’ much interested to know whiat 
the border patrol has done. We can not give all the proposed 
additional money to the border patrol, because the patrolmen 
are policemen and not warrant officers, and whenever they make 
arrests Other officers are required to carry out the next steps. 
Rut in the last year, even though at times they had to mark 
time, they examined 1,250,000 vehicle passengers and a large 
humber of pedestrians, and 492,000 automobiles, and so on; 


th 


they apprehended 19,322 persons; captured 12,000 smuggled 
aliens, and more important than all that they captured 832 


smugglers of aliens. They captured 786 automobiles and a 
number of boats and other vehicles of transportation, which 
they had to turn over to the various other agencies—prohibition, 
narcotic, agricultural, justice, and so forth. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. As to these automobiles which they cap- 
tured, of course they had to sell those and the money went into 
the Treasury? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Most of them went to the 
Treasury and Justice Departments, and they mude the sale. 
There is no law for the Immigration Service to hold them for 
its own use, 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Therefore it is necessary to raise the ap- 
propriation so that we can have an adequate force with which 
to do the work? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. I admit 
committee has been as liberal as it thought it could be. I 
submit that this amendment is not an unreasonable sum. An 
additional $500,000 for the enforcement of the law that we 
have enacted in the hope of keeping aliens out of the country 
is not much. We must stop the alien-smuggling system. The 
entire Immigration Service comes within $1,900,000 of paying 
all its expenses, and if we were to include the money coming 
from the Naturalization Service that cost sum would be re- 
duced. Immigration visa procedure also brings in other great 
sums not counted here. Through the head tax and through 
fines on steamships and others something like $5,000,000 comes 
back in the Federal Treasury, but not to the immigrant fund 
as it was in the old days. The opening of the Peace Bridge at 
Buffalo necessitated an increase of $50,000 in the cost in immi- 
gration. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ton has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
time. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Does the gentleman want additional time? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No; I shall not ask for it. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to oppose the amend- 
meni offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. JoHnson]. 
The committee has given this matter very careful investigation. 
The committee spent several months last summer in making a 
personal examination and investigation on the borders to find 
out just what the alien situation is. When we came home and 
at the first meeting of the committee we made up our minds 
to increase the amount of the appropriation, and we recom- 
mended an increase .of $235,000 over the amount fixed by the 
Bureau of the Budget. 

I would like to repeat just what the Assistant Secretary, Mr. 
White, said. Before the committee the other day he said, in 
answer to a question whether he had any idea as to how many 


that the sub 


The time of the gentleman from Washing- 


I am sorry I have not more 
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aliens there are in this country to-day that really ought to be 
deported under existing law: 


Mr. Wuite. No; I have not. 

Mr. TayLor. Have you any way of estimating it? 

Mr. WHITE. My guess is just as valuable as any other man's, probally, 
and there are all sorts of guesses; everybody is making a guess at the 
number. All I can tell you is there are thousands of them, 

Mr. Box. He said they were just scratching the surface. 


JANUARY 


Again I read: 

Mr. Box. To what extent are we meeting the demands for deporta- 
tion; that is, those covered by the law? You say we are getting out 
12,000, and if we had the increased appropriation mentioned you could 
increase that approximately 10 per cent. Will that take care of the 


; Work that ought to be done under the present law, Mr. Secretary? 


Mr. Waite. Oh, no; we are taking care of the institutional cases 
now very satisfactorily. As to cases outside of institutions, we are not 
even scratching the surface. 

Mr. Box. That is how I feel about 

Mr, WuHite. Yes. 

Mr. Box. You would not say we are not doing half of it, but then 
you know we are doing nothing like all of it? 

Mr. Wuite, No; I have not any idea how much of it could be done; 
all I know is that according to my best judgment, you could use an 
appropriation easily of $10,000,000 for immigration and it could 
used economically and efficiently ; but that would require a much larger 
organization to do it. 


that, 


be 


You must build up more machinery, and it will take a year 
or two to get started with it. This commitiee should get to 
work and bring out new legislation which will provide for and 
take cure of these things. I believe there are enough old- 
fashioned men in this House like myself who believe that the 
appropriation should follow legislation and not anticipate it, 
and if we allowed this extra $500,000 we are simply anticipat- 
ing the facts, because they have no machinery to adminis 
ter it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. There is no law to say thit 
there shall be 500 border patrolmen? 

Mr. SHREVE. No. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
the border patrol existed it turned back 11,000 or 12,000. 
have the figures here, 

The figures are all here. Now, then. it is not anticipation to 
say that with a small increase in the force—we are not asking 
you to readjust the pay—they will do still more and keep these 
people out of the jails of the towns, keep them out of the 
machinery of actual deportation, do wonders in that way, and 
in the long run be a great economy. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, after making this careful sur- 
vey last year we feel we have granted all that should be granted 
for this service. We had heard there were all kinds of people 
coming across the border, but I want to say that the number 
coming across is comparatively small. This very highly effi 
cient organization which the Department of Labor has created 
along the border is keeping men out. As I said the other day. 
down in San Antonio, in the matter of two or three months, 
there were 1,900 of them sent back and 500 more sent out by 
the customs office und other agencies, the narcotic service, and 
other services, So these men are being kept out. We talked 
to the men along the border and we got our information from 
them: we got information from the immigration men and from 
the farmers, and I want to say that in the farming section the 
farmers are rendering most valuable assistance. Nyverybod) 

greed that these men were being kept on their own side of the 
border, 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen of the com 
mittee, it is unquestionably true, as stated by members of th: 
committee, that the Assistant Secretary of Labor testified before 
our committee that the fund as now being provided, with the 
increase carried in this bill, will take care of the work of the 
present organization. The gentleman states that accurately. 
In the brief time I have I will call the attention of the com 
mittee to the situation with reference to that organization and 
its work. The work done during the present year was not 
nearly adequate because the funds provided by last year’s appro- 
priation were not sufficient. Much of the time they could not 
work for lack of expense money. For some three or four 
months they were unable to carry forward the work they ought 
to have been doing. They say the present organization is 
utterly inadequate. I think myself there ought to be some deti 
nite and affirmative provision for an increase of that organizi- 
tion, but I think that has not been the manner in which it has 


And we find in the first year 
We 
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been built up. The department has had this fund provided and 
has from time to time increased it, as the funds and the work 
wurranted the Members of this committee should 
bave heard the statement of Assistant Secretary White to the 
effect that we are barely scratching the surface in the way of 
deporting dangerous aliens. We are deporting now, or will 
under this appropriation, about 12,000 per year. With 
the indulgence of the committee, | read one statement made by 
im, from page 19 of the hearings heretofore referred to. This 


question was asked of Assistant Secretary White: 


inereases. 


ale port 


lo what extent are we meeting the demands for deportations: that 
is, those covered by the present law? You say we are cetting it some 
12,000 per year, and if we had the increased appropriation mentioned 
ould increase that approximately 10 per cent Will that take eare 

of the work that ought to be done under the present law, Mr. Secretary? 
Oh, no; we are taking care of the institutional cases now very 
tisfactorily. As to cases outside of institutions, we are not even 


itching the surface. 


The people of the United States want to deport these aliens 
who are now subject to deportation under the present very mod 
erate, and, I think, insufficient laws. The Government is onl) 
deporting a small percentage of those subject to deportation. 
Our Committee on Immigration and Naturalization has reported 
and this House has twice passed a bill requiring more deporta- 
tious but both have failed in the Senate. While I shall not 
undertake to criticize the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, in view of the considerate manner in which it has 
treated this subject in this present appropriation bill, I want 
the House to understand that the United States Government is 
not taking care of this problem. I do not see how the organ 

ition can be enlarged under the present status of the law 
without an additional appropriation. An additional 


nlarged and made to do the work expected of it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman from Texas 
as expired. 
Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the at- 
ution of the committee at this point to the statement of Mr. 
White, made during the hearing: 
Mr. Taytor. Have you any definite idea, Mr. Secretary, of just how 
ny aliens there are in this country to-day who really ought to be 
rted under existing law? 
Mr. Wuite. No; I have not 
Mr. TayLor,. Have you any way of estimating it? 
Mr. WHITE. My 
probably, and there are all sorts of guesses. 


valuable as abby 


Everybody is making a 
All I can tell you is there are 


guess is just as other man’s, 


less aS to the number thousands of 
nem 


So it is all simply a matter of guesswork. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. 

Gentlemen, no one in the House is more interested in the 
enforcement of the immigration law than I am, and every 

ember of this subcommittee has manifested a like interest. 


appro- | 
priation is required. If it is made, the organization can be | 





We have gone out of our way on many occasions to make spe- | 


ial inquiry with a view of providing additional funds for the 
enforcement of this law, and in order that you may know what 
has been done in the way of increasing the appropriations for 
this service I wish to submit some figures which I think you 
will grant shows a growing interest, and that a very helpful 
hand has been extended each year by Congress to this important 
service, 

In 1925 we increased the appropriation $1,200,000 over the 
previous year. The next year we increased it $588,000, the 
next year $1,000,000, and the next year $575,000, which sum 
represents the increase which the pending bill carries for the 
hiscal year 1929. 

Mr. White, the Assistant Secretary, was before the committee, 
and he felt that the increase carried in this bill would ade- 
quately provide for the needs of their present force. 

f am sure that the legislative committee recognizes the im- 
portance at this time of providing some further enabling 
legislation relative to unlawful entries and deportations. They 
have made efforts in the past to pass such legislation. When 
the bill favorably reported by the committee to the last Con- 
sress shall be finally written into law, it will greatly aid the 
Labor Department and its officials in the enfercement of every 
phase of the immigration law. 

There are many embarrassing situations that now present 
themselves to enforcement officers. I may mention some that 
the committee has sought to remedy in the deportation law just 
referred to. Chief among them are the short periods of limita- 
tion fixed in the act of 1917. The committee has wisely recom- 
mended an extension of that period so that when officers go in 
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search of those unlawfully her: 
answer, “Oh, we have 
fruitful source through which so ma 


they will not be met with 
been here for three years 


The one 


to-day are un 


lawfully entering the United States is through the seaman's 
route, and to these the three-year limitati applies Many 
rain entrance through that source. Some well-considered legis- 


lation is required to stop this gap 


I stated the other day, and I think the committee recognize 


the force of it, since in their bill they sought to partially 
remedy it, until you provide punitive punishment for those who 
eat their offense against our imi ration iw you will not 


discourage offenders nor effectively aid our officers to keep them 
out You may vote all the money you will—S10,000,000, if you 
please—in order to deport these unlawfully here, and yet until 
your law is changed such deportees can return by the next ship, 
and when they are again and yet again apprehended, all you can 
do under existing law is to give them safe 
own country at large expense to 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama Mr. Chairman, may I ask unani- 
mous consent for three minutes more? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection 

Mr. BOX. Will the gentlemar 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. BOX. The gentleman will recall the bill which this 
House has twice passed fixing penalties for particular offenses. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Certainly, and what I am leading 
up to is this: When you shall have done what the committee 
itself recognizes as urgently important, you will have largely 
helped in the enforcement of the law, and thereby save the 


necessity of large annual increases in the appropriation for 
deportations, 


passage back to their 
our Government. 


The time of the gentleman from Alabama 


1 yield? 


You are not going to ask this House to recklessly spend money 
seeking to enforce a law that you admit is weak and should be 
strengthened, or to deport men who can repeatedly return and 
charge you with the expense of again deporting them, yet pro- 
vide no punitive penalty for any offense. 

You must, indeed, write a law with teeth in it and one, if you 


please, that will truly, yet effectively, show your interest in the 
enforcement of the spirit and letter of our immigration law. 
I am not criticizing the legislative committee, but I wish to 
emphasize to the House the importance of cooperating with 


such committee in the passage of a real effective deportation 
law that will prove a menace to all who seek to violate it 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes, 

Mr. HUDSPETH. My friend has taken a great deal of inter 


| est in the border patrol and has helped to increase the number 


of members in the patrol. 1 want to commend the gentleman 


for it, and I also want to ask my friend a question, because I 
have not the data before me. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] and myself represent the entire border between 
Mexico and Texas. How many men have we to putrol that 
border of about 1,000 miles? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I can not now give the gentleman 


the exact number further than to say we had practically all of 
those young men on the southern border before us, aud we 
found them active, intelligent, and efficient. They were agreed 
on this point that a punitive penalty against offenders would 
help in the enforcement of the law far more than merely to 
increase their numbers, 


Mr. HUDSPETH. I want to state that this is very rough 
country and inaccessible for automobiles, 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I understand that there are some- 


where about 400 of the border patrol on the southern boundary 

Mr. HUDSPETH. If you increase that number by 50 or 100 
you would not have so many persons to deport, for you wouid 
have an efficient constabulary there. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Let me say that I am glad to 
have any observation from my good friend from Texas, because 
he strives to always be helpful But with reference to our 
border patrol he must admit that it is now efficient. Those in 
charge state there are but few aliens from across-sea countries 
that enter through our southern borders. The parties they 
intercept and turn back are usually Mexicans whom you permit 
to enter provided they pay a certain fixed fee and apply 
through regular channels, 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the amendment of the gentleman from Washington. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
three words in order to ask the chairman of the subcommittee 
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a question. I notice on page 62 of the hearings a statement 
made by Mr. Wagner that it would require $800,000 to properly 
take care of the transportation item. 

Mr. SHREVE. That is another guess; nobody knows any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. LEAVITT. A little later Mr. Wagner states that it has 
been necessary, with the officers they have had, to defer deport- 
ing many whom they have ascertained should be deported, and 
they have deferred making investigations. 

Mr. SHREVE. That is why we gave this supplementary 
estimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. JoHNson}. 

The question was taken; and on a devision (demanded by Mr. 
JouUNSON Of Washington) there were 67 ayes and 78 noes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, [I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Sureve and Mr. Jounson of Washingten. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were 72 ayes and 83 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment. 
On page 111, line 8, to strike out the figures “ $7,110,000” and 
insert “ $7,160,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr, LAGuAnrpiIA: Page 111, line 8, strike out the figures 
* $7,110,000" and insert “ $7,160,000." 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this is in line with my 
effort to get a decent living wage for all Government em- 
ployees. We have an Immigration Service, and I am sure if it 
were investigated it would be found that a large number of 
men, women, and employees are serving at a ridiculously low 
rate of wages. Some of the older men who served with me 
on Ellis Island 20 years ago are still receiving wages of $1,200, 
$1,400, and $1,500, particularly the laborers, messengers, guards, 
and some of the interpreters. 

After the statements made by the gentleman from Washing- 
ton and the gentleman from Alabama of the importance of this 
work, and the good work they are doing. I do not see how this 
House can refuse to increase the appropriation so as to enable 
the Secretary of Labor to establish ut least a minimum wage of 
$1,800. 

I do not believe a man or woman in the employ of the United 
States Government should receive less than $1,800 a year. 

Mr. OCONNELL. And is it not a fact that they handle more 
immigrants in that station than in any other station in the 
country? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They did prior to the quota law, and I 
dare say they do now. But I am not speaking particularly 
for Ellis Island. I speak for the whole service, where you 
have laborers, messengers, and guards, and interpreters, and the 
lower grade of inspectors, I do not know what the committee 
will do, though I have a very good idea; but I think that to 
economize on the wages of laborers and charwomen and inter- 
preters, who are getting $1,200 and $1,800 and $1,400 a year, 
is a very poor way to economize. 

Mr. BOX. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. § Yes, 

Mr. BOX. One of the difficulties that aided, probably, in 
preventing the committee increasing this amount is the legis- 
lative situation. The Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation now has under consideration a bill dealing directly with 
that one question. We hope to present it to the House so that 
the Ilouse can deal directly with that question alone and then 
we hope that appropriations will be provided for if necessary. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I would like to appear before the gentle- 
man’s committee and give some facts, because I worked in that 
service some years ago. Mr. Chairman, in view of the statement 
of the gentleman from Texas, who is on the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my amendment. I shall depend upon that committee 
getting some action. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment is 
withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IMMIGRATION STATIONS 


For remodeling, repairing (including repairs to the ferry boat, Ellis 
Island), renovating buildings, and purchase of equipment, $257,000, of 
which $207,000 shall be immediately available. 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, that principle, though uni- 


versal, is not applied to Government service, and particularly 
is this true in the Immigration Service. There seems to be a 
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lack of proper public appreciation as to the importance of the 
Immigration Service, and this probably is largely responsible 
for the low standard of compensation. The Immigration Sery- 
ice has almost always paid for itself. The income last fisca] 
year was a little over four million; the expenditures for main- 
taining this service was a little over five million. In some years 
it has paid its own way. It may be news to some of our 
citizens to learn the cost of immigration enforcement of the 
all-important immigration laws has for years been practically 
defrayed from the collection of alien head taxes, steamshi)) 
fines, and bond forfeitures, and so forth. See how different it 
is, for exempli gratia, in the prohibition service where the em- 
ployees are much better paid and where the net loss to the 
people is in a stupendous amount. 

From the annual immigration appropriation there must be 
defrayed the enormous expense of detaining and deporting 
12,000 aliens annually. I am informed that out of this same 
appropriation must come the salaries of the employees in the 
United States as well as in Europe. The amount of this ap- 
propriation is fixed. Thus the larger the number of deportees 
the less there is left for salaries. In other words, the greater 
the efforts of the immigration employees in enforcing the law 
the smaller become their opportunities of obtaining better com- 
pensation. In the past there have been recurring shortages of 
funds due to great expense in deporting aliens. Such shortages 
have caused periodical furloughs without pay for many immi- 
gration employees. Thus vigilance in detecting unlawful en 
trants works against their hope of adequate salaries, unless 
the American public, through Congress, is awakened to the 
justice of the plea for better treatment. 

The immigration inspector has a difficult task to perform. 
He is not dealing with cargo or customs duties. He handles 
human freight. He must be gentle but firm and at all times 
tactful. Much depends upon his ability to espy and weed out 
the undesirable. It is not a question of liberal or restricted 
immigration. The immigration act of 1924 presents many prob- 
lems that can only be solved by an intelligent and resourceful 
immigration service. But woefully low salaries and intelligence 
do not come together. 

The Secretary of Labor, in his report for fiscal year ending 
June 380, 1927, quotes the words of President Coolidge in a 
presidential message, as follows: 


In the industries the condition of the wage earner has steadily 
improved. The 12-hour day is almost unknown. Skilled labor is well 
compensated. But there are unfortunately a multitude of workers 
who have not yet come to share in the general prosperity of the 
Nation. Both the public authorities and private enterprise should 
be solicitous to advance the welfare of this class. 


Surely we can not ask private enterprise to be fair to labor 
unless the Government sets the example, 
Many of the officers who board vessels or trains at the border 


are required to work for long stretches to accommodate the 
traveling public. 

Twelve-hour stretches of work are not unusual for immigra- 
tion inspectors. No extra compensation is provided for over- 
time work. They are precluded from receiving any pay from 
the transportation companies who are benefited. Customs em- 
ployees are permitted to receive extra compensation from the 
steamship companies for work performed on Sundays, holidays, 
and after hours. Not so the immigration employees. 

The best safeguard against venality in Government service 
is proper compensation, yet for years a short-sighted policy of 
economy has refused to set up that safeguard. To the credit 
of the employees of the Immigration Service be it said that 
their individual integrity, despite great temptations, ranks as 
high as any branch of the Federal service. 

The low standard of compensation is not limited to the in 
spectional forces. Clerks performing duties similar to those of 
court stenographers are given salaries lower than that obtained 
for ordinary routine clerical work. Guards and matrons, re- 
sponsible for the safekeeping or delivery to destination of many 
dangerous aliens, receive an average salary of $25 a week 
Even laborers receive smaller compensation than that given 
to men performing the same kind of work in other depart- 
ments. Out of the salaries of all the employees comes the 
384% per cent which must be contributed to the pension fund 

The Monthly Labor Review, published by the Bureau of Labo. 
Statistics, gives some interesting figures on the changes in the 
cost of living and in the purchasing power of the dollar in 
recent years. While these changes are quite familiar to every 
body, except, apparently, those responsible for the fixing of 
clerical salaries, I wish to invite your attention to them in order 
to emphasize the injustice of the situation. According to the 
latest issue of the above publication, the purchasing power of 4 
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dollar, compared with its value in 1913, is 0.6ST applied to food Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

and 0.585 applied to clothing, The average purchasing | word. 

for all commodities is 0.692 of the 1913 value. In the general debate on the pending bill there was some dis- 
In 1913 the average salary of clerks in the Lnmigration Sery cussion of the border patrol system. This new arm of the 

ice at the port of New York was $1,147.59. Applying the above | service is doing a good work along the boundary that separates 

jiudex number of 0.692 to the present average salary of $1,587.25 | my district from the Dominion of Canada. The personnel is 

it surinks to $1,098.40, or $49.19 less than the average salary in le 

1913—a reduction of about 5 per cent. The important item of 

| ing, Which is not included in the above figures, constitutes 


excellent. The men are intelligent, a 


‘rt, able, and are giving to 
their Government all that is in them. 
The force consisting of a chief inspector and 13 


3 inspectors 

one-fourth to one-third of the average family budget and | cover a territory from Maine eastward to Lake ¢ hamplain and 
practically double what it was in 1913 Vhen we include | down the lake for 50 miles. 

that item the reduction in the average salary is far more tha! They have a difficult situation with which to deal In the 

5 per cent. territory covered 125 roads cross the border, not counting many 

rhe older employees are the worst sufferers from this cond wood roads that are passable. There are many roads passing 

{ because of the glaring lack of a definite policy of promo- | every port of entry connecting up with the main arteries of 


ns. Of approximately 100 clerks at the New York station | travel by crossroads through sparsely settled communities. 
ne, only one has received an increase in salary since March 1, | Take the situation at North Troy as an illustration. The 
1925, and the majority have not received promotions for a much | customs office and immigration station is located 
longer period, One-third of the present clerical force at that | highway from the north. But within a distance 
station are now receiving the entrance salary—$1,320 for clerks | other roads also enter the States. 
d clerk-typists, $1,440 for stenographers—despite the fact 


: 7 miles. The same ¥ 
iat many of them have been in the service three years or more. | condition exists at nearly every station in my district. 


Automobile travel has made the problem of preventing the 
entrance of the alien more difficult. At North Troy, a small 
| border town, 3,503 persons arriving by train and 198,944 by 
} auto were examined by the recular force consisting of an immi- 
} <r ition il spector and tour customs men in the winter and seven 
Labor Department, which was chiefly organized for the in the summer. At Derby Line, another small town. 10.663 
welfare of the wage earner. tesponsible heads in the Depart | persons arriving by train and 218,352 by auto were examined. 
ment of Labor, however, realize the inadequate salaries, and, I | Over 400,000 persons geing into and coming out of 
mm sure, are willing to help increase them. But Congress is the | 

tribunal to give relief. Be it remembered that the zeal t 

tice economy by the President, the Bureau of the Budget, and 


on the main 
of 2 miles six 
At Derby Line there are six 
roads within a distance of a little over 2 


Most of the older clerks, who are doing important and exacting 
work, have received no promotions in from four to seven years 
The conditions at the New York stations are typical of those 
prevailing throughout the service. 

It is rather incongruous that this eondition should prevail in 


Canada 
passed that station last year. In all, 997,137 entered by railway 
and highway last vear at the stations of Richford and east to 
New Hampshire. The work of examination was handled by a 
propriations Committees might, indeed, be praiseworthy, but | force of 18 inspectors and 14 border patrol. ; 

ven that virtue can be overdone and may easily become a vice.| Our border patrol in 1926 covered 82,859 miles (62.916 by 
Like my colleague from New York [Mr. LAGuaRprA] I propose : 

| 


motor, 2 by boat, 1,823 on foot, 18,116 by rail). Eight hundred 

offer an amendment to H. R. 8269, making appropriations for | and fifty-three freight trains, 4,916 passenger trains, 14.431 

Department of Labor, by increasing appropriations by the | automobiles, 61 busses, and 165 other conveyances were exai- 

im of $200,000 to be used to increase salaries for the immi- | ined. Thirty-nine thousand and eighteen people were ques- 

tion personnel. In view of the statement of the gentleman | tioned, 52 independent investigations made, 18 smugglers and 

m Texas [Mr. Box] that the Immigration Committee will | 125 smuggled aliens were captured, 188 persons were turned 

on re port a special bill dealing directly with this questi 7 over to immigrant inspect« rs for further action. 30 automobiles 

have withdrawn my amendment and hope I shall have an oppor- | yalned at $14,350, and contraband goods valued at $4,513.45 were 

tunity to appear before the committee to plead the cause of | captured. That was a good year’s work for that faithful band 
t men, of men. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

t word for the purpose of asking a question of the gentle 

in from Pennsylvania, in charge of the bill, or of the chair- 

man of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. It 

s my understanding that we provided in our immigration laws 


In order to cover the work required by the immigration laws, 
| the 18 inspectors had to work many hours of overtime. At 
| one of the ports was a 24-hour service maintained. For that 
| reason there was nothing to prevent aliens from entering dur- 
' 


| ing the hours of the day or night when inspectors were obliged 
or the admission of about 150,000 immigrants a year. I have | to be off duty for rest. 
n it stated in the newspapers that a very much larger num- The aliens are coming in without right. Hundreds of them 
ber comes into the country, in one instance 300,000 and in 


| come over our northern border every year and adding to the 
million or more who are already here unlawfully. The flow 
can not be stopped unless a sufficient appropriation is made to 
provide practically a 24-hour service on every highway leading 
from Canada. Good work is being done with the force at hand, 
but we ought to be honest with ourselves and honest with the 
country and provide a sum sufficient to enforce the law 
give it effect. 

Our immigration officials are lacking equipment, furniture, 
and supplies. Filing cabinets, transfer cases, even chairs and 
desks, are needed. <A better type of automobile should be pro- 
rying on the work of the Bureau of Naturalization, provided for by | vided to cope with the high-powered cars of the smugglers. 
act approved June 29, 1906, as amended by the act approved March | Time and time again, when requisitions are made, the officials 
4, 1918 (37 Stat. L. 786), and May 9, 1918 (40 Stat, L. 542-548, | are informed that the appropriation is insufficient to 

clusive), including not to exceed $68,940 for persenal services in 
3 the District of Columbia, of which amount $10,000 shall be available 


auother instance 500,000. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The law if carried out prop- 
erly permits about 162,000 to come from European countries, 
| there are certain exemptions. The number actually coming 
each year is about a half million and the number going out is 
ut 250,000. There is a net of 250,000, of which 45 per cent 
from Canada and Mexico. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses: For compensation, to be fixed by the Secretary of 


and 


Labor, of officers, clerks, and employees appointed, for the purpose of 


provide 
for their purchase. The Government has never provided suffi- 
| client funds for the regular service or for the border patrol 

for compensation of temporary employees, in accordance wiih the | along the northern border of Vermont. ; 
sification act of 1923; traveling expenses, including not to exceed Another thing I wish to call to your attention. The Customs 
0 for expenses of attendance at meetings concerned with the natu- | Service and the Immigration Service are not well housed. At 
lization of aliens when incurred on the written authority of the | Derby Line, where 400,000 people pass every year, until two 
secretary of Labor: street-car fare, telegrams, verifications of legal | years ago the necessary examinations were made on the piazza 
4 pers, telephone service in offices outside of the District of Columbia ; | of a country hotel. I succeeded in interesting some public- 
necessary supplies and equipment for the Naturalization Service; not to | spirited citizens, who saw the shame of this great and rich 
eed $25,000 for rent of offices outside of the District of Columbia | country doing its business in that way, in the acquiring for 
Where suitable quarters can not be obtained in public buildings; carry- the services of respectable quarters at ¢ 
ing into effect section 13 of the act of June 29, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 600), | Troy, where more than 200,000 pass ¢ 
as amended by the act approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. L. 765), and 
rdance with the provisione of the sundry civil act of June 12, 


1 low rental. At. North 
very year, a room 10 
by 15 in one end of a railway station served as an office where 
| five men worked in the winter and eight in the summer. It 

1917; and for mileage and fees to witnesses subpenaed on behalf of | Was also used for the detention of immigrants and for the 
the United States, the expenditures from this appropriation shall be storage of captured liquor. There, too, public-spirited citizens 
made in the manner and under such regulations as the Secretary of | had to come to the rescue of the Government, and as a result 
abor may prescribe, $680,000: Provided, That no part of this appro- | a building has been erected for the transaction of the business 
priation shall be available for the compensation of assistants to clerks of the Government. J look ahead with hope to a day when 
of United States courts, the United States will erect at the border a uniform type of 
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a building for the Customs and the Immigration Services that 
will be a credit to us, 

We in Vermont are interested in the enforcement of the 
immigration law. Our able Senator, than whom no better 
ever served a people, the late William P. Dillingham, gave of 
his energy and time to the enactment of sane legislation. A 
constituent of mine, Hon, W. W. Husband, Assistant Secretary 
of Labor, one of the best-informed men in the world on immi- 
gration matters, is ably assisting in the enforcement of the 
present act. So we are anxiously looking ahead to the time 
when enforcement will not be hampered for lack of funds. 

The Cierk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the House 
that an amendment is coming over from the Bureau of the 
Budget respecting the airway. Members will recall that a few 
days ago I said that I thought that the amount that we were ap- 
proprinting is not sufficient, and it has turned out so; and there 
will be an amendment, which we will offer at the proper time 


in the Senate. I want the House to understand that. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, I fully concur in 
that statement. The whole committee were under the impres- 
sion that probably that amount would have to be increased. 


I understand that the increase carried in the supplemental esti- 
mate will be about $325,000, which it is hoped will care fully 
for the lighted-airway program for the fiscal year 1929. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman vield to me? 

Mr, SHREVE. Yes. 

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Inasmuch as that amend- 
ment is not here, would not the gentleman like to move that 
the committee rise to-night and meet to-morrow? I would like 
to make a motion to recommit. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill to the House with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments 
be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Lenisacu, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole Hlouse on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 8269) 
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Jus- 
tice and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Com- 
merece and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and 
for other purposes, had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and all amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The SPBAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
engrossed copy. I do this because the gentleman from Wash- 
ington |Mr. JoHNson] has an important motion to recommit 
which he wishes to make, which ought not to be taken up until 
to-morrow morning, 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 483. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
acquire certain lands within the District of Columbia to be 
used as sites for public buildings. 


ADJOURN MENT 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 


day, January 11, 1928, at 12 o’cleck noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, January 11, 1928, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 
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COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 

To provide for the further development of agricultural exten 
sion work between the agricultural colleges in the several States 
receiving the benefits of the act entitled “An act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” 
approved July 2, 1862, and all acts supplementary thereto, and 
the United States Department of Agriculture (H. R. 6074). 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
War Department appropriation bill. 
Post Office Department appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS’ 
(10 a. m.) 

To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospital 
and out-patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to 
hospitalization under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as 
amended (H. R. 5604). 

COMMITTEE ON 


LEGISLATION 


IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To provide for the construction of works for the protection 
and development of the lower Colorado River Basin, for the 
approval of the Colorado River compact (H. R. 5773). 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
A meeting to hear Secretary Wilbur discuss the building pro- 
gram, 
COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
To provide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial censuses 


(H. R. 393). 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m.—caucus room) 

A meeting to hear members of the Mississippi River Commis 
sion discuss projects proposed to control the flood waters of the 
Mississippi. 

(2 p. m.—caucus room) 

To hear Representative Gipson and a delegation from Ver- 
mont discuss flood-control projects. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 

To provide for the coordination of public health activities of 

the Government (H. R, 5766). 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

278. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit 
ting schedules and lists of papers, documents, etec., in the files 
of this department which are not needed in the transaction of 
public business and have no permanent value; to the Committee 
on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

279. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting 
statement of typewriters, adding machines, and other labor 
saving devices exchanged in part payment for new machines 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

280. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, for the Department of 
Interior, amounting to $32,250 (H. Doc. No. 136); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. FURLOW: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
A bill to amend the act of June 7, 1924, prescribing the persons 
entitled to the benefits of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers and the method of their admission thereto; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 249). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8550 
A bill to amend the national defense act; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 250). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


92” 


am. 





CONGRESSIONAL 


Military Affairs. H. J. Res. 39 
A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 
instruction at the United States Military Academy, at West 
Point, two Chinese subjects, to be designated hereafter by th: 

vernment of China; without amendment (Rept. No. 253) 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


1928 


Mr. FISHER: Committee on 
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Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. J. Res. 40 
4 joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 
nstruction at the United States Military Academy, at West 
oint, two Siamese subjects, to be designated hereafter by 
vernment of Siam; without amendment (Rept. No. 254) 
ferred to the House Calendar, 
-EPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS ANI 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. JAMPS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 7926. A 
ll to place a retired officer of the Army on the retired list as 


major general; withont 
rred to the Committer 
Vr, SUTHERLAND: Committee on Territories. H. J 
135. A joint resolution for the relief of special disbursing 
ts of the Alaska Railroad; without amendment (Rept. No 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


(Rept. No. 251). Re 


use 


he 


amendment 
Whole H 


of the 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS: 


Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutio 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (HL R. 9018) granting thé 

nsent of Congress to E. M. Elliott & Associates (Inc.), its 


ors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operat 
dge across the Missouri River: to the Committee on Inter 
and Foreign Commerce 
By Mr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 9019) granting the consent 
igress to the State Highway Commission of Arkansas to co1 
truct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ouachita 
r near Calion, Ark.: to the Commiitee on Interstate ane 


reign Commerce 


By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9020) to amend an act en 
ed “An aet to establish a Code of Law for the District of 
lumbia,” approved March 38, 1901, and the acts amendatory 
reof and supplementary thereto; to the Committee on the 


liciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9021) providing for the punishment of p 
from Federal penal or correctional institutio 
id for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (HA. R. 9022) to authorize the town of 

Va., to maintain a public highway upon the premises occu 
ed by the Federal Industrial Institution for Wemen at Alder 

W. Va.; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9023) to authorize the Attorney 
enlate the wearing, manufacture, and sale of 

certain Government officials; to the Committee on 
ludiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9024) authorize the appointment of 
nographers in the courts of the United States and fix 
‘ir duties and compensation; to the Committee on the Judi 
clare’ 

Also, a 


. CeR nines 
Ss eseaping 


Alderson, 


W 


General 
used 
the 


badges 


to 


to 


bill (H. R. 9025) to permit the United States to be 


de a party defendant in certain cases; te the Committee on 
Judiciary. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 9026) to amend section 1112 of the Cod 


Law for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9027) to further protect interstate and for 

gn commerce against bribery and other corrupt trade prac- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9028) to amend the Judicial Code by 


or 
~t 


4D; to the Committee on the 


aing 


a new section, to be No. 
liciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9029) providing for a to clerks 
ourt in certain cases: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9030) to amend section 176 of the Judicial 
de; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SINNOTT (by departmental request): A bill (H. R. 
\1) to provide further for the disposal of abandoned mili- 
tary reservations in the Territory of Alaska, including 
rps stations and rights of way; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


Ju 
of 


Signal 


title to certain lands in the Yankton Sioux Tribe of Indians; to 
e Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9083) to 
amend section 1 of the act of Congress of March 3, 1921 (41 


By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 9032) reinvesting | 





? 


| and to anthorize the appropriation therefor, 
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Stat. L. 1249), entitled “An act te amend section 3 of the 
act of Congress of June 28, 1%)6, entitled ‘An act for the divi 


sion of the lands and funds of the 
and for other purposes’”; te the Committee on Indian Affairs 

3y Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (CH. R. 9034) providing 
for the examination and survey of the Wabash River, a 
the construction of a canal connecting the Wabash 


Osage Indians in Oklahoma, 


d for 


River with 





the Maumee River, said canal to extend between Huntington, 
Ind., and Fort Wayne, Ind.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9085) to 

tal h a uniform rule of naturalization and to amend and 
codify the laws relating thereto, to previde for reecogniti e 
citizenship in certain cases, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 9086) to inerease the salary of 
the Librarian of Congress; to the Committee on the Library 

By Mr. LEAVITT (by request): A bill (HL R. 90387) to m 
vide for the permanent withdrawal of certain lands in Inyo 
County. Calit., for Indian use: to Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 9088) to amend an act entitled 

\n act reclassifying the salaries « postmasters and em 
pioOVvees of the Postal Service, readjusting their salaries and 
compensation on an equitable basis, and for other purposes’; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9039) authorizing an appro- 
priation for the payment of claims arising out of the oecupa- 
tion of Vera Cruz, Mexico, by American forces in 1914; ft he 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. IR. 9040) to establish the stand- 
ard of weights and measures for the following wheat-mill, r 
mill, and corn-mill products, namely, flours, semolina, hominy, 
grits, and meals, and all commercial feeding stuffs, and fm 
other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, Weight and 
Measures. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9041) to authorize e 
President to classify certain positions under the civil servi 
act; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (H. R. 9042) for the acquisition 
site and erection thereon of a public building at Dodge City, i 
the Staie of Kansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
CGrrovnds 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (HA. R, $043) to authorize the pay- 
ment of an indemnity to the Government of France on account 

f losses sustained by the owners of the French steamship 
Vadeleine as a result of a collisi between it and the U. S. S., 
Kerivood; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9044) authorizing the payment of an in- 
demnity to the British Government on account of the death of 
Samuel Richardson, a British subjeet, alleged to have been 
killed at Consuelo, Dominican Republic, by United Stat pia- 
rines: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 9045) granting the con- 
sent of Congress to the States of Wisconsin and Michigan to con- 
truct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the 


Menominee River, at or near Marinette, Wis.; to the Committee 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. WIRLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9046) to amend section 
17 of the act of March 2, 1889, entitled “An act to divide a por- 
tion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians into sepa- 


rate reservations and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian 


title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” as amended by 
the act of June 10, 1896; to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R, 9047) to anthorize appropri- 
ations for the construction of roads at the Presidio of San Fran- 
cisco, Calif.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 9048) to authorize the ereec- 


tion of a Veterans’ Bureau hospital in the State of California, 


$2,000,000: to the 


Committee on World War Veterans’ Legisiation 


By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9049) to amend section 227 
of the Judicial Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9050) to amend section 260 
of the Judicial Code as amended; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9051) to amend section 1 of the act of 
February 22, 1875, entitled “An act regulating fees and cost, 


and for other purposes”; to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9052) amend section 6 of the a 
May 28, 1896; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


of 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9052) to authorize the designation of per- 
isons to act for disbursing officers and others charged with the 
disbursement of publie moneys of the United States; te the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (HL. R. 9054) to amend section 118 of the Judicial 
Code to provide for the appointment of law clerks to United 
States circuit judges; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 9055) to detach Hardeman 
County from the Fort Worth division of the northern jt licial 
district of the State of Texas and attach the same to the 
Wichita Falls division of said district; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEAVITT (by request): A bill (H. R. 9056) to pro- 
vide for the permanent withdrawal of certain lands in Inyo 


County, Calif., for Indian use; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 9057) granting pensions and 


increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war 
with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, the China relief expedi- 
tion, or Coast Guard Artillery service of the United States, 
their widows and orphans; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9058) to provide a shorter workday on 
Saturday for postal employees; to the Committee on the Post 
Oftice and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9059) to establish a system of longevity 
pay for postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9060) to amend the national prohibition 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9061) to amend an act entitled “An act 
grunting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the Civil and Mexican Wars, and to cer- 
tain widows of said soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to widows 
of the War of 1812, and Army nurses, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 3, 1926; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (by request): A bill (HL R. 9062) to amend 
section 284 of the Judicial Code of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 9063) to extend the times 
for commencing and completing the construction of a_ bridge 
across the Chattahoochee River at or near Alaga, Ala.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLGOOD: A bill CH. R. 9064) granting the consent 
of Congress to the highway department of the State of Alabama 
to construct a bridge across Coosa River near Pell City on the 
Vell City-Anniston road between Callioun and St. Clair Counties, 
Ala.: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. PORTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 144) to provide 
for the payment of claims of certain German nationals against 
the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 145) to provide for the pay- 
ment of an indemnity to the Chinese Government for the death 
of Chang Lin and Tong Huan Yah, alleged to have been killed 
by members of the armed forces of the United States; to the 
Committee ou Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 146) to provide for the pay- 
ment of an indemnity to the Dominican Republic for the death 
of Juan Soriano, who was killed by the landing of an airplane 
belonging to the United States Marine Corps; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, joint resolution (H, J. Res. 147) for the relief of the 
estate of the late Max D. Kirjasseff; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. ; 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 148) to provide for the 
payment of an indemnity to the British Government to com- 
pensate the dependents of Edwin Tucker, a British subject, 
alleged to have been killed by a United States Army ambulance 
in Colon, Panama ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res, 149) to authorize an appro- 
priation for the compensation of William Wiseman; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 150) to provide for the pay- 
ment of an indemnity to the Government of the Netherlands for 
compensation for personal injuries sustained by two Nether- 
lands subjects, Arend Kamp and Francis Gort, while the 
U. S. S. Canibas was loading on May 1, 1919, at Rotterdam; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 151) te provide for pay- 
ment of the claim of the Government of China for compensa- 
tion of Sun Jui-chin for injuries resulting from an assault on 
him by a private in the United States Marine Corps; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res, 152) authorizing and re- 
questing the President to extend invitations to foreign govern- 
ments to be represented by delegates at the International Con- 
gress of Entomology to be held in the United States in 1928; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 153) for the contribution 
of the United States in the plans of the organization of the In- 
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ternational Society for the Exploration of the Arctic Regions 
by Means of the Airship; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 154) authorizing payment 
of the claim of the Norwegian Government for interest upon 
money advanced by it in connection with the protection of 
American interests in Russia; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. IGOE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) to repeal the 
national prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 156) author- 
izing the President to accept the invitation of the British Goy 
ernment to appoint delegates to the Bighth International Dairy 
Congress, to be held in Great Britain during June—July, 1928, and 
providing for an appropriation of $10,000 for the payment o! 
the expenses of the delegates; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BEERS: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 14) to 
provide for the publication of 130,000 copies of the Special! 
Report on the Diseases of Cattle: to the Committee on Printing 

Also, concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 15) to provide 
for the publication of 130,000 copies of the Special Report o: 
the Diseases of Horse; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Resolution (H. Res. 85) for the ap 
pointment of a committee to investigate differences which have 
arisen between the authorities of the Naval Academy at Annap 
olis and those of the Military Academy at West Point over the 
rules and regulations governing the game of football, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. BERGER: Resolution (H. Res. 86) directing the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to appoint a special 
committee of the House of Representatives for the purpose of 
investigating conditions now prevailing in the bituminous coal 
fields where a suspension of labor activities is in progress; to 
the Committee on Rules. 


JANUARY 10 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wisconsin, requesting the President of the United 
States to enter into negotiations with the Government of Italy 
concerning persons born in Italy who have become citizens of 
the United States. To the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
protesting to Congress and to the Secretary of Agriculture of 
the United States against the passage of the Frazier-Burtness 
bill (H. R, 16776 and 8S. 5696), depriving the grain and ware 
house commission of Wisconsin of authority to act as Federal 
inspectors of grains in transit; to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
relating to outlawry of war; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin 
memorializing Congress to adopt Senate Concurrent Resolution 
15, Sixty-ninth Congress, second session, relating to “dollar 
diplomacy”; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Aliso, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
memorializing the National Government to submit to arbitra- 
tion the Mexican and Nicaraguan controversies; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreigu Affairs, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 9065) granting a pension 
to Allie E. Neil; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9066) granting a pension to Ruth Nelson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9067) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia A. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 9068) granting an increase 
of pension to Illinois Christie; to the Committee on Inyal 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9069) granting an increase of pension tv 
Christina Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 9070) granting a pension to 
Eimer H. Clingan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULWINKLE: A bill (H. R. 9071) for the relief of 
Ed Burleson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 9072) for the relief of Louis 
A. Yorke; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, ; 

By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 9073) to correct the nava 
record of John Lewis Burns; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 9074) authorizing the Secre 
tary of War to award a congressional medal of honor to Henry 
M. Brinkerhoff ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 9075) granting a pension to 
Pearl J. Pool; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 9076) to correct the 
military reeord of Andrew J. Carr; to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 


By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 9077) for the relief of Fred | 


C. Martsolf; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. EATON: A bill (A. R. 9078) granting an increase of 
nension to Ida May Gaston; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9079) granting a pension to Keturah E. 
Pierson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 9080) granting an increase 
f pension to Ida Harper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 908!) granting an increase of 

nsion to Ellen J. Cartland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 9082) granting an increase 





Invalid | 


RECORD—HOUSE 


By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 9111) granting an 
of pension to Catberime Rarick: to tl 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9112) for the relief of 
William Roderick Dorsey and other officers of the Foreign 
Service of the United States who, while serving ubroad, suffered 
| by theft, robbery, fire. embezzlement, or bank failires losses of 
| official funds; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

$y Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 9113) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha Alice Dimmick; to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. REECE: 
of pension to 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Adline Sowders: 
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increase 
e Committee on Invalid 


A bill (H. R 
Naoma 


9114) 


Foster: to the 


granting an in 
Committee on In 


rense 


valid 


9115) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 9116) granting an 
| in rease of pension to Diantha Dean; to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9117) 
derson: to the Committee on 


granting a pension to Clara Hen- 


Invalid Pensions. 


of pension to George F. Tinkham; to the Committee on Pen- By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 9118) for the relief of 
ions. William C. Braasch; to the Committee on the Public Land 
By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 9083) for the relief By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 9119) for the relief of the 


of Roland Webster; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9084) to amend the military 

cord of James M. Kelly; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9085) for the relief of Charles A. Moore; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9086) for the relief of 
Savage; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9087) granting a pension to Sarah BF. 
\shley, also known as Sallie E. Ashley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 9088) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


William Henry 


By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R, 9089) granting an increase 
pension to Maggie Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 
Jane ©. Poulson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 
Charles D. Forney; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 9092) granting an increase | 


of pension to Harriett L. Bowen; to the Committee on Invalid 
1 nsions. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 9093) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Wilder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 9094) granting a pension to John Haners; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9095) granting a pension to Arnitt Mitchell, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9096) granting a pension to John Sexton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9097) granting an increase of pension to 
John Salyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEECH: A bill (H. R. 9098) granting a pension to 
Celesta Shuman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9099) granting a pension to Velma Shu- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 9100) granting an increase of 
pension to Hugh J. Gallacher ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONAST: A bill (H. R. 9101) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Kagan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill (11. R. 9102) granting a 
pension to Maria Rutter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9103) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jane A. McDonagh; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9104) granting 
a pension to Gus Pike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 9105) for the relief of 
Raymond L. Higgins; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O’BRIEN: A bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to 
Anderson M. Jarrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9107) for the relief of G. W. Hayhurst; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9108) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Knizely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9109) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah BE. Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9110) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


9090) granting an increase of pension to 


9091) granting an increase of pension to | 


estate of James Glover, 
Claims, 


By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 9120) granting an increase 


deceused: to the Committee on War 


| 
of pension to Elizabeth Hamacher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 9121) granting an increase 
| of pension to Julia BE. 


Whittlesey ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 9122) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah Emma Hooper; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensi His, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9123) granting a pension to 
| Monroe C, Burdeshaw ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9124) granting an increase of pension to 


Arthur F. Truitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
1211. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of 117 voters of Westerly, 


R. I., urging passage of legislation increasing the pension of 
| Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

1212. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petitions of citizens of the seventh 
| congressional district of California, protesting against the Lank- 
ford Sunday bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District 
| of Columbia. 
1213. By Mr. CARLEY: Protest by Olof Sigbjornsen, 742 
| Fifty-third Street, Brooklyn, N. Y., and 31 other citizens, 
| against passage of Lankford bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee 

on the District of Columbia. 

1214. By Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: Petition of Sparta, Clark, 
Monroe, La Crosse, and Marquette Counties of Wisconsin 

| testing against the passage of House bill 78; 
| on the District of Columbia. 

1215. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of John MeGowan and other 
| citizens of the city of New York, protesting against the Sunday 
| observance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1216. By Mr. BOHN: Petition protesting against the new 
quota in our Federal immigration law; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1217. By Mr. BOIES: Petition signed by citizens of Whiting, 
Monona County, Iowa, protesting against the compulsory Sun- 
day observance bill: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

218. Also, petition signed by citizens of Sioux City, Wood- 
bury County, Iowa, protesting aguinst the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1219, Also, petition signed by citizens of Sioux City, Wood- 
bury County, Iowa, protesting against the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1220. By Mr. BURTNESS: Papers to accompany House bill 
8580, granting an increase of pension to Angeline R. Davis; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1221. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition against compulsory Sun- 
day observance, signed by residents of Toledo, Ohio; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1222. By Mr. CLARKE: Petitions from the citizens of Otego 
and Oneonta, N. Y., against compulsory Sunday observance; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


pre b= 


to the Committee 





— — _ 
[288 CONGRESSIONAL 
1225. By Mr. COCIIRAN of Pennsylvania: Petition of 44 citi- 
zeus of Warren, Pa., and vicinity, protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1224. Also, petition signed by C. W. Pearson and 74 other resi- 
dents of Warren, Pa., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1225, Also, petition signed by C. F. Hansen and other resi- 
dents of Warren County, Pa., protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legis- 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1226. By Mr. COMBS: Petition in protest against House bill 
78, the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1227. Also, petition in protest against House bill No. 78, the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia 

1228. By Mr. CORNING: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
city of Albany, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
known as the Lankford bill, relating to Sunday observance in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1229. By Mr. CURRY: Petition signed by several thousand 
residents of the third California district, protesting against the 
enactment of religious legislation, and particularly against the 
Sunday bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1230. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition against Sunday observance 
bill (H. R. 78) by citizens of Kenmore, N. Y.; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1231. By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition of 273 citi- 
zens of the sixth district of Missouri, protesting against the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 75); to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

232. By Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: Petition signed by Sev- 
enth Day Adveiutists residing in Arizona, protesting against 
House bill 78, introduced by Congressman Lankford; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1233. By Mr. DRANE: Petition of citizens of Florida, against 
compulsory Sunday legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

1234. Also, petition of citizens of Florida, against compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1235. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of Orin Duncan and 
other citizens of Redding, Anderson, and Cottonwood, Calif., 
protesting against proposed Sunday closing bill for the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1236. Also, petition of M. J. Williams and other citizens of 
Yreka, Calif., protesting against the proposed Lankford Sunday 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1237. Also, petition of citizens of Hilts, Calif., protesting 
against proposed Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

1238. Also, petition of citizens of Placerville, Calif., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of 
Columbia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1239. Also, petition of various citizens in the vicinity of Red 
Bluff, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing 
bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

240. Also, petition of 
Yreka, Calif., protesting 
bill for the District of 
District of Columbia. 

1241. Also, petition of Mrs, F. B. McCann and other citizens 
of Happy Camp, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

1242. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of H. A. Green, of 
Missoula, Mont., together with residents of Bonner and Miil- 
town, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

i248. By Mr. FAUST: Petition of the botanical department 
of St. Joseph Junior College, St. Joseph, Mo., protesting against 
efforts of private interests to procure a part of the Yosemite 


M. J. Williams and other citizens of 
against the Lankford Sunday closing 
Coiumbia; to the Committee on the 


National Park; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 
1244. By Mr. FENN: Petition of citizens of Hartford, Conn., 


and vicinity, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
and any other bills relative to the compulsory observance of 
Sunday; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





ee 


RECORD—HOUSE 10 


1245. Also, petition of residents of Hartford, East Hartford 
New Britain, South Manchester, Willimantic, East Windsor 
Hill, and Windsor, Coun., protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, and any other bills relative to the compuls 
observance of Sunday; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1246. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 14 citizens of Washing 
ton County, Idaho, protesting against euactment of House bill 
78. or other compulsory Sunday observance: to the Committ 
on the District of Columbia. 

1247. By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Petition of residents 
Brockton, Mass., protesting against the compulsory Sunday ob 
servance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committ: the District 
Columbia. 

1248. By Mr. GARBER: Letter of Col. Charles West, Tulsa, 
Okla., in regard to the coudition of our Army, especially th 
reserve situation, and urging the necessity of utilizing the period 
of peace in training our officers to the high standard of efii 
cieicy required in time of war: to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

1249. Also, petition from the citizens of Ponca City, Okla., 
in protest to the passage of House bill 78, for compulsory Sun 
day observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1250. Also, petition from the citizens of Newkirk, Okla., and 
vicinity, in protest to the passage of House bill 78, for com 
pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Distric 
of Columbia. 

1251. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Fal- 
furrias, Tex., against compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Comuniititece on the District of Columbia. 

1252. By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: Petition of citizens of Eik- 
ton, Md., and others, protecting against passing of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1 ty Mr. HADLEY: Petition of a number of residents of 
Langley and Freeland, Wash., protesting against compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of ¢ 
lumbia, 


JANUARY 


at 


s , . 
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or 
253. 


1254. Also, petition of a number of residents of Startup 
Wash., protesting aguinst compulsory Sunday observance; to 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1255, Also, petition of a number of residents of Marysville, 
Wash., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbian. 

1256. Also, petition of a number of residents of Kent, Wash., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

1257. Also, petition of a number of residents of Everett, 
Wash., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; tu 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1258. Also, petition of a number of residents of [sland County, 
Wash., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1259. Also, petition of a number of residents of Skagit County, 
Wash., protesting aguinst the Lankford Sunday closing bill; t 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1260, Also, petition of residents of Mount Vernou, Wash., aud 
vicinity, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; tu 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1261. By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitious of residents of Washing 

ton and Yambhill Counties, Albany, Lane County, Columbi: 
County, Tillamook County, Polk County, Grand Ronde, Mil 
waukie., Harrisburg, Cottage Grove, Clatskanie, Gaston, Walid 
port, Forest Grove, McMinnville, Carlton, Grants and 
Goble, all in the State of Oregon, opposing the passage of the 
Sunday observance bill: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 
Also, petitions of residents of Roseburg, Sutherlin, 
Umpqua, Lane County, Coos County, Cottage Grove, Douglas 
County, Hillsboro, Clatskanie, Gaston, Clackamas County, and 
Oregon City, all in the State of Qregon, opposing the passuge o! 
the Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

1263. By Mr. HANCOCK: Petition of Mrs. Robert L. Clark 
and other residents of Syracuse, N. Y., in opposition to House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

1264, Also, petition of R. L. Clark and other residents of 
Syracuse, N. Y., against the enactment of House bill 78; to tle 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1265. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Orval Quick and othe 
citizens of La Porte, Ind., opposing passage of the compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1266. Also, petition of A. B. Dilworth and other 
South Bend, Ind., opposing the compulsory Sunday 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


Joe 
ass, 


262. 


UL 


citizens of 
observance 
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1267. Also, petition of 53 citizens of Kosciusko County, Ind 
opposing the passage of the compulsory Sunday observance bill 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


1268. By Mr. HOCH: Petition of L. D. Garrett and sundry 
ther citizens of Burlington, Kans., protesting against the pr 

<ed Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the Distric 
of Columbia. 

1269. Also, petition of Curt Miller and 20 adult residents of 
ureka, Greenwood County, Kans., earnestly asking Congress 

t to pass House bill 75 or any compulsory Sunday bills tha 


been introduced ; the Committee on the District of 

( umbia. 
1270. Also, petition of D. L. Roser and sundry other citizens 
Burlington, Kans., protesting against the proposed legislation, 


use bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1271. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Mrs. G. W. VanFossen 

d 32 other residents of Hillsdale County, Mich., protesting 

inst the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legis 
iti for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on th 
District of Columbia. 

i272. By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of Mrs. George W 

r and numerous other residents of Fulton Springs and 

Lewisburg, Ala., in oO} position to House bill 78, the District of 
Columbia Sunday bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1273. Also, petition of Emma Winston and numerous othe 


idents of Birmingham, Ala., in opposition to House bill 78, 
the District of Columbia Sunday bill; to 


District of Columbia. 

1274. Also, petition of Will Roberson D. McFarland and 
umerous Other residents of Bessemer, Ala., in opposition to 
House bill 78, the District of Columbia Sunday bill; to the 
ommittee on the District of Columbia. 

1275. Also, petition of C. W. Banta and numerous other resi- 
ents of Birmingham, Ala., in opposition to House bill 78, the 
istrict of Columbia Sunday bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1276. By Mr. KADING: Petition signed by 37 citizens of 
fort Atkinson, Wis., protesting against the passage of any 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

1277. Also, petition signed by 76 citizens of Portage, Wis., 


protesting against the passage of so-called Sunday observance 
cislation: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


i278. Also, petition signed by 115 citizens of Sheboygan, 
Wis., pretesting against the passage of so-called Sunday ob 
ervance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, 

1279. By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of D. L. Hyde and 20 
other residents of Benton Harbor, Mich., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78 or any other bill providing for com- 
pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 
i280. Also, petition of 134 residents of Lawton, Mich., and 
icinity, protesting against the passage of House bill 78 or any 
other bill providing for compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1281. Also, petition of L. R. Hutchins and 219 other 
ents of Paw Paw, Mich., and vicinity, protesting against thx 
passage of House bill 78 or any other bill providing for com- 
pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 

Columbia. 

i282. Also, petition of F. L. Rogers and 9 other residents 

Decatur, Mich., protesting against the passage of House bill 
‘S or any other bill providing for compulsory Sunday observ- 
; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1288. Also, petition of Edw. F. Everard and 27 other residents 
f Sturgis, Mich., protesting against the passage of House bill 78 
or any other bill providing for compulsory Sunday observance ; 

he Committee on the District of Columbia. 

i284. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Steele-Lobell Co., of 
Baltimore, favoring the Capper-Kelly fair trade bill; to th 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

i285. By Mr. McREYNOLDS: Petition containing the names 
of 64 voters from the town of Cleveland, Tenn., 

ainst the passage of the Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1286. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of citizens of Buffalo. 
N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lankford bill for 
the compulsory obseryance of Sunday; to the Committee on the 
Distriet of Columbia. 

i287, Also, petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., protesting 
gainst the passage of the Lankford compulsory Sunday observ- 
alice bill ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1288. By Mr. MAAS: Petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., 
protesting against the enactment into law of House bill 78, the 


ol 


resi 


protest ing 


the Committee on the 


| by W. I. Smith and 764 others, of Walla Walla County, Wash 


| or any compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; 
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Lankford Sunday observance bill: te Com ee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia 

1289. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens Seattle, Wasl 
and Kitsap County, Wasl pr sti inst H bill 7S 
District of Columbia Sunday closing bill: t e Committee on 
the District of Columbia 

1290. By Mr. MORIN: Petition of the Jewish National Work 
ers’ Alliance, of Pittsburgh, Pa.. urging Cong s to take proper 
measures that may lend to a cessation of the anti-Semitie mas 
ucres in Rumania; to the Committee on Foreign Aff : 

1291. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Colfax 
County, N. Mex., protesting against House bill 78, compulsory 
Sunday observance for the District of Columbia: to the Ce 
nittee on the District of Columbia 

1292. Also, petition of citizens of Fort Stanton, N. Mex., pre 
testing against House bill 78, compulsory Sunday observance 
for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
f Columbia 

1293. By Mr. NELSON of Missour Petition signed bv citi 
zens of Montreal and Ulman, Camden County, M against com 
pulsoery Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Distr of 
Columbia. 

1294. Also, petition signed by citizens of Florence, Mo., against 
Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia 

1295. By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of O. O. Bernstein and 
others, of Minneapolis, protesting against compulsery Sunday 
observance ; to the Committee on the District of Columbi: 

1296. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of H. C. Hartw 
and 199 other residents of St. Louis and St. Louis County, M« 
protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, and all other 
proposed legislation compelling Sund. y observance; to the Com 


mittee on the District of Columbia 

1297. By Mr. O'BRIEN: Petition of residents of 
W. Va., against compulsory Sunday observance; te 
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1298. By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of Mrs. J 
Steffey, et al.. of Queen City, 
of House 


Clarksburg 


the Com 


W. Thomas, Reba 
Mo., in opposition to the passage 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1299. Also, petition of Charles E. Colinot, J. L. Brightwe!l, 
and of Monticello, Mo., against passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1500-1301. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed 
pro- 
of compulsory Sunday observance 
the District of Columbia 


others, 


testing against the enactment 
legislation ;: to the Committee 

1302. Also, petition signed by H. B. Noland and others, of 
Walla Walia County, Was! protesting against the enactment 
of compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia 


on 


1308. Also, petition signed by Dr. BE. L. Whitney and 285 
others, of Walla Walla County, Wash., protesting against the 


enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1304. Also, petition signed by J. E. Shimek and others, of 
Kahlotus, Wash., urging relief fer Civil War veterans and their 
to the Committee on Invalid 


widows: Pensions 


1305. By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Petition of Texas S. H. 
Gross and 62 other citizens of Van Zandt County, Tex., prote 


ind es. 


ing against compulsory Sunday observance legislation 
pecially the Lankford bill; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
1306. By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of a large number of 
zens of Milton-Freewater (Umatilla County), protesting 


eiti 


Ovred., 


against the enactment into law by Congress of House bill 78, or 
any similar compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

1307. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Bend, Oreg., pro- 
testing against the enactment i la by Congress of House 
bill 78, or any similar compulsory Sunday ol ine ] i 
tion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1308. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Hood R I 
Deschutes, Crook, ete., Counties in Oregon, protesting. ag t 
the enactment into law by Congress of House-bill 78 or any 


similar compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1309. Also, petition of numerous citizens of The Dalles 
protesting against enactment of House bill 78, the Lankford bill 


to 


tir 


the Com- 


| mittee on the District of Columbia. 


1310. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Morrow County, 
Oreg., protesting against enactment of House bill 78, the Lank- 
ford bill, or any compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1311. By Mr. TABER: Petition of citizens of th: 
congressional district of New York against House 


thirty-sixth 
bill 7S, Sun- 
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day observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

1512. By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petitions from citizens 
of Clifton, Colo., protesting against the passage of any conrpul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1313. Also, petition from citizens of Palisade, Colo., protest- 
ing against the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance 
legislition; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1314. Also, petition from citizens of Kline, Colo., protesting 
against the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance legis- 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1315. Also, petition from citizens of Dolores, Colo., protesting 
ugainst the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance legis- 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1316. Also, petition from citizens of Fruita, Colo., protesting 
against the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance legis- 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1317. Also, petition from citizens of Cedaredge, Colo., protest- 
ing against the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

i318. Also, petition from citizens of Durango, Colo., and 
vicinity, protesting against the passage of any compulsory Sun- 
day cbservance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1510. By Mr. WARE: Petition of Mrs. R. W. Moor and others, 
protesting against House bill 78; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

1320. Also, petition of Mrs. Hezzy Romans and others, pro- 
testing against House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1821. By Mr. WATSON: Resolution adopted by Patriotic 
Order Sons of America of Pennsylvania, favoring enactment of 
more rigid enforcement of immigration laws; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1322. Also, petition from members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, in protest against the billion-dollar Navy 
building program and favoring negotiations of treaties to pre- 
vent war; to the Commiitee on Naval Affairs. 

1323. By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of citizens of Buncombe 
County. N. C., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on this District of Columbia. 

1324. By Mr. WILLIAMS of Missouri: Petition of Mrs. 
Thomas BE. Blair and 127 others, protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

1825. Also, petition of G. W. Henson and 18 others, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1326. Also, petition of W. W. Murry and 114 others, pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia . 

327. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition of certain citizens of 
Oacoma, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1328. Also, petition of Mrs. Chas, Shaffer and other residents 
of Perkins County, 8S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sun- 
day cbservance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1329. Also, petition of certain citizens of Lead, 8S. Dak., pro- 
testing against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1830. By Mr. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Waushara 
County, Wis., protesting against House bill 78, and all other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

331. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of 200 citizens of Westmore- 
land County, Pa., against compulsory Sunday observance as 
proposed in Lankford bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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The Chaplain, Rey, Z@Barney T, Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 


O Lord God, grant to each and all of us to be so true to 
our high ealling here on earth that we may serve Thee with 
joy and without fear; that when each in his own appointed time 
shal! be summoned to join the great company of departed souls 
Wwe may pass hence in peace, looking humbly for that fuller light 
which shall break upon us, when the morning is come upon the 
unseen shore. Grant this O Lord for His sake, who is our 
life nnd in whose presence is fullness of joy, Jesus Christ our 
Lord. Amen, 
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The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro 
ceedings of the legislative day of Monday last, when, on request 
of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the further reading 
was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll, 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Edwards McKellar Sheppard 
Barkley Ferris McLean Shipstead 
Bayard ess McMaster Shortridge 
Bingham Fietcher MeNary Smoot 
Black Frazier Mayfield Steek 
Blaine George Metcalf Steiwer 
Blease Gerry Neely Stephens 
Borah Gillett Norbeck Swanson 
Bratton Gould Norris Thomas 
Brookhart Greene Nye Trammell 
Broussard Hale Oddie Tydings 
Bruce Harris Overman Tyson 
Capper Harrison Phipps Wagner 
Caraway Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass. 


Copeland Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mont. 


Couzens Howell Ransdell Warren 

| Curtis Johnson Reed, Pa. Waterman 
Cutting Jones Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Dale Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Willis 
Deneen King Sackett 
Dill La Follette Schall 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My colleague the senior Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. Warson] is necessarily absent. I ask 
that this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. GERRY. I wish to announce that the Senator from 


| Missouri [Mr. Reep] is unavoidably detained from the Senate 


The VICE PRESIDENT. BEighty-two Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE 


Mr. KENDRICK. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a copy 
of the Live Stock Markets, a paper published by the John Clay 
Commission Co., of Chicago, and others, of our central markets 
This paper contains an editorial entitled “ Breakers ahead,” 
and sounding a timely warning against the importation into 
this country of any livestock or livestock products from those 
countries that are known to be infested with foot-and-mouth 
disease, 

The editorial is written in strong, concise, and most convinc- 
ing language. The writer, Mr. John Clay, is one of the really 
great authorities on the livestock industry of the Nation 
He has been for nearly 50 years a successful producer, on a 
large scale, of both cattle and sheep on the western plains and 
in the Rocky Mountain territory. For nearly 40 years he has 
been at the head of one of the great livestock commission 
companies, with houses located in practically every one of our 
largest market centers. In addition to these activities, he has 
been for many years, and is now, at the head of and a directing 
force in a number of our western banking institutions and has 
rendered great service in furnishing funds for the rehabilita- 
tion of the livestock industry following its recent period of 
severe depression. 

In addition to his intimate knowledge of the industry in this 
country, Mr. Clay, as a boy in Scotland, and since in frequent 
visits to his native land, has had unusual opportunities to 
observe the ravages of the foot-and-mouth disease in its effect 
upon livestock. Because of such intimate knowledge, his warn- 
ing is entitled to special consideration at this time. 

Without doubt the country will approve to the fullest extent 
the sentiment expressed in this editorial because of the Nation's 
recent experiences with this dread disease. In the outbreak of 
1914-15, 172,222 animals were destroyed, with an appraised 
value of $5,865,720. There was expended in eradicating this 
outbreak, including the value of the animals slaughtered, the 
expense of their burial, supplies, and work of disinfection, 
approximately $9,000,000. In the more recent outbreak o! 
1924-25 the figures show 142,152 animals destroyed, appraised 
value $4,919,588.86, and the amount expended $7,434,908.22 
In each instance one-half the expense was born by the Federal! 
Government and one-half by the States involved. 

It will be recalled that less than two years ago the President, 
in one of his messages to Congress, called attention to the un 
usually adverse conditions prevailing in our livestock industry, 
and pointed out the necessity of rendering such consistent aid 
as could be given toward its rehabilitation. Very recently there 
has seemed to be some improvement in the unhappy condition 
of this industry, and in the face of such upward trend it would 
be especially inepportune to invite another disaster such as 
infection in our herds and flocks would surely mean. 
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Re eanse of its extreme import inee at this juncture T ask | GRESSIONAL Recorp for M days J iar 9. 1928 ommenting on t! 
have the editorial inserted in the Recorp, and I earnestly « | general radio situation and on xperiences v the Federal Radi 
mend it to the attention of every Member of this bo wh Commission, it occurs to me that y and < r Members of the 

terested in the protection and preservation of the | Senate may wish to know 1 f the exact s nd facts concern 
flocks of the Nation. | ing station WTRL \ i 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, | demands of its m not be acceded to by the radio 

e editorial is as follows: mission 
; ; ‘ Station WTRL came on the air with 15 watts power on Decemb« 
r Vv ntiy a qu vemer going < in : ~ 7 . , 
em a cere, ve United Stat p I 1926 This was during t breakdown of the rad law and a 
-centine beef te r nite States vers - < j - 
ee ee # ; 1 when the former radio am rities iw stations 
Washington, D. ¢ ire 1 : the i wi ; thus to come on. o » chance . len int login .can elie 
national catastrop ihe regent e@ is full [ toot-ar I j . 
N ff i I t We }] wreck former orderly radio sy n Nevertheless, WTRL st 
o effort is made to stamp it I e know what happe« 
a ed channel 1,070 kil he 
: 1914-15 Our authori ot N land §S wel i I y ~ 
: 1 it t On 1927 ter the Radio Cot oi 1 mpleted « 
yrously and stamped it « 
: ‘ py are ¢ ! studies and des d a pew reallocation of all | stin ta 
vt and mouth is m deadly ir he case of pregnant 1 
t death loss is nsider ! ially among es ¢ I i nina 
: inferterence nd chzos reated by the outlaw stations, sta r W 4 
Wh was a young f we paid litth el a 
en I ; : was assigned by the commission to 1,450 kilocycles, continuiz witl 
to this disease If by r farm and tach ; , : ee 
ts rigings 15 watts power 
feeding cattle or your wethers on turnips and grail t put f af WTRL’ att , , , 
} » TY nth or re f got int you ewe k at lam ng T t ie — oe — en - eee : — = me 
ca es has g I t f < ffor f 5 f \ le I that 
disaster 
: “ is, a wave length more comparable to that ich the station 

It is a t insi Is disease out of the skv Great ‘ cae : : } ; 

‘ Pt : 7 priated for itself when there was no law [ ‘ m m would 
n has it most of the time ip in unexpected places a - 
lreds . tl and of 1 av = > 3 ‘ ertainiy hav liked to bave given Mr. May such a sir e channe 
ndre of sands of poune lave bee poured int . : . . 
? oi for WTRI ut, unfortunately, all the channels were full. and thet 
nping it out, but it breaks out, and only a day or two ago I noticed ; y . 
; ; were 48 stations to be taken care of Im the congested New York < 
a half dozen herd nd flocks in one neighborhood were affected 1 ! k 
t no li nima tt shee t illowed ji Gr area, in which WTRL ‘s located, and 45 of these stations had come on 
\ 10 live anin I e snNeep r hogs ire a ad int “On Tt ; 
re ; , . : Tn ; the air before WTRL 
iin except uncer a very strict quarantine le supposition is that — . . 
sone @ nntrey tt ich ef 7 af ; eo WTRL was therefore continued licensed y the com Ssion to oper 
ied t country ouch straw sed for packing, or from peo _ n 1.450 kilocyeles with it ‘ricinal power f 15 watt ' 
, rom al infected z e In fact science has failed to find t] it on i e l i ; amo MS ¢ i nov of > watts | 
Bee Be .." = ? ley = channel, far from being undestrable, as was mer posed by many 


now in the midst of a group of assignments of 5,000, 10,000, and 








if we allow Argentine cattle tnto this country, dead : 
: 9 . 9.000 watt (ultimat stations, whieh hay chosen this wavelengti 
re pretty certain to get the disease When ft comes, as conx e i 
: ‘ ‘ ' r on because of its greater distance-carrying power 
it may be handled promptly and sanelched, but safety first Th ; , 
fies he . a ‘ " Although station WTRL ms been icensed continuously§ since it 
| story of the ravages of this disease is told in Great Britain It , 
2 . : . " pened, there seems to be considerable question whether it has « 
wanders through English counties, up and down Scottish vales Wh ; 
I l f T 7 F I sent out regular or consistent programs, or even any prograt 
happen if it got among th ig herds exas? Fancy the — . : , 
hap} . ; eee re “s fhe radio division of the Department of Commerce reports t it 
lor herd going into trenches and ruthlessly killed, ¢ we had ft , . Si : Si . 
' nN) New York radio inspectors, who daflty and nightiv measure t! t 
12 3 Ars ag. j nois 
2 or 13 years ago in Illinois. : ; : : 
<oK hh : sions of local New York and New Jersey stations, have never ot bee 
~ e+ , , y his achir troy : @ tte anne ein ; i 2 
d ye knowing all t Washing 1 is ilently conversing on t ible to find WTRL on the air 
t of reinstating the entrance of this Argentine b t Ir I Also, since Des er 1. 1927. requests by the commission to the eats 
r >, 33 xl of dar r does not st » them + . , 
rhe red signal of danget : _— tion for newspaper clippings listing its programs during ent weeks 
rhey are riding for a fall Phe country must rise in its mi; ave b ght no respons« Wd as a result ni whatever of it ‘ 
ay WVTOURET i) ' POT! a8 ¢ if S 3 { res hal yer Gi ts Dv 
stop the desecration of our farms and ranches, the ruin of ou ims are in the files of the commission, as in the case of other sta 
ar s be ¢ im ion, 8 i . se O! the stg 
dy severely taxed property holders ne 
For seven years we have faced the “slings and arrows of outrageou Yet this is the station without any record of any public service what- 
e.” Are we to face another catastrophe which will in the end | ever, or even of operation, which Mr. May demanded to have reas 
the whole Nation: First, the livestock men; second, the bankers; | fy 15 watts to 1,000 watts, over the heads of sot thirty other loc: 
rd, the community at large? stations, ail older, and te have assigned to channs 770 k y 
JOHN CLAY channel used by a popular group of Chicago stations, trar ritting 
following paragrapt! rom the North British Agricuiturist, Ed independent programs 
f¢ ( ing ! eri I 1 l nh Ag ] ist, I.d I I 
} emphasizes the + tlency of this disease: [To have acceded to Mr. May's demands would have w r 





injustice to hundreds of other and older stations. situated 


f 7 i t} the country, which are similarly requesting power increases, Further 
retails ag » the length of time the virus of foot and mouth « ; a oe 

pranipntionph oe ta , , more, such an assignment of WIRL (1,000 watts on 770 kilocycles) 
ffective were given recently by Mr. I. C. Minnett, of the Institut 


















l [ | I 1926 : , would have produced a whistlk r heterodyne on the ¢ © station 
of Animal Path yy, in Loi n. n 926 evidencs roved that t : 5 : 
al Pathology ona eee goo : , program over the entire United States, outside of a 25-mile rad sroun 
‘ ze as carrie int this country ({ gland) through the mediun ' . : ; 
- carted are ys ae toe . : Chicago, thus denying that Chicago station’s program to a population of 
I careasses fr the Continent. Experiments had prov ; 
, aon i ited +] 100,000, who could | l only a id whistle on that 
, I » bop arrow ot chilled and saited carcasses 1e@ virus : . : ; 
in ene ae ae : ; ; 3 bed . ; channel had Mr. M iy een permitted to increase his power and co on 
t least 42 days, and in the bone marrow of fr 1 be ‘ S cat : ‘3 
ornare ae aoe r ; P a 1a ee 1 = “3 Incidentally it should be mentioned that the Chicago statior on 7 
t | 76 days. The vi had been proved tc Lighly 3 : ; 
( 76 days * i - re t } , : ec! protected in this way by the refusal of the New York comr 
t lestruction by carbelic acid, lysol, certain coal-tar ‘ i i ‘ 
con 2 ; ara ‘ r to approve Mr. May's application is connected with no ha 
xperiments pointed to formalin being a reliable ageut for gen 


3 Pace ‘ network, but operates independent programs. This Chicago stati 
1 disinfection, such as the outside of ricks 


Mr. A. Arkwright, of Lister Inst 


tamina 


t . 
that all tt unduplicated programs are therefore of particular interest to dist 
hat al ittempts 











pagate the virus had failed, the virus having been observed to | © oe ee SOT IE Ee Ge cneieg, a 
a eae ate tain , — i Besides being offered a public hearing on his application for 770 k 
ply only on the living tissues of animals. cycles (which M May refused the correspondence in the comm 
THE RADIO SITUATION | s n's s clearly shows) the hole foregoing interference ituati 
W h would follow upon increase of WTRL’'s power was repeatedly 


8{r. COPELAND. Mr. President, on last Monday the Sena- | 
r from Idaho [Mr. Boran] presented for printing in the é Seesnan ah Sake Shain i ly 
re ‘ tte fro he Teac ios todi vabor: “Vy t ( seu eV il i wie 
Recomp a letter from th Technical Ra rag J —_— ni - May 1 order to save him the trips to Washington. In fact, probably 
Newark, N. J. I have here a reply to this letter from the 
j nissi P yr } irs one % issio e ‘; ld : 
q illo commissioner rom the first ; 1€ Commis i¢ ne r Cald ary Pickard in trying to aid Mr. May, while doing justice to other 
F ell. J ask unanimou consent that, with ut cee it may 1 stations, than with any other broadcaster. Mr. May’s response to 
printed in the Recorp in conne tion with my vat cs such a helpful attitude on the part of the radio commissioners is mani- 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


The letter is as follows: This Mr. May, of WTRL, is the same D. W. May who has figured in 

FEDERAL RADIO COMMISSION, a number of radio-station transfers and deals in the New York area, 
Washington His latest transaction of the kind, prior to WITRL, was the starting 

tor Royat S. COPELAND, | and sale of the 500-watt WDWM (the call letters standing for bis 
United States Capitol, Washington, D. C. | initials), which also he put on the air during the breakdown of the law 

> Dear Sena'ror CopeLAND: Noting the letter from Mr. D. W. May, of on November 22, 1926, against the urging of the authorities, and as 4 
i 


tort 


radio station WTRL, Midland Park, N. J., on page 1157 of the CON result causing serious interference with local and distant stations 


d to Mr. May and to this attorney, 





requested by Mr. 





has n spent by the New York commissioner and forms 


fested by the unfair and incerrect statements contained in his letter. 
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In this case also Mr. May felt that despite the newness of WDWM 
and its position of forty-third in the local field of 48 stations, he should 
be allowed to retain the preferable wave length which he had pirated for 
WDWM during the law’s breakdown. 

After preliminary discussions with me as commissioner for his zone, 
during which lengthy discussions I made particular effort to be helpful 
to Mr. May, but not at the expense of stations that had remained 
faithful to the public and toe radio by keeping on their prescribed chan- 
nels, Mr. May demanded a public hearing of his case before the whiole 
commission This hearing was immediately granted and was conducted 
by Commissioner E. O. 83 former presiding justice of the Supreme 
Court of Mississippi, sitting with three other original members of the 
Radio Commission, Admiral Bullard, Doctor Bellows, and mysetf. Copies 


kes, 


of the proceedings of that hearing, occupying 147 typewritten pages, 
are on file at the commission's offices and can be examined by anyone 


interested. 

After hearing and considering testimony by 
who appeared him, the entire commission unanimously denied 
WDWM's to its former pirated wave length and 
ordered WDWM to remain on the lower wave length assigned it by the 


Mr. May, and by others 
against 
application resume 
commission, 

A week or two later Mr. May telephoned me requesting an appoint- 


ment in New York to save him coming to Washington, in order to 
discuss a plan for moving out of the congested metropolitan area to 
Asbury Park, N. J., and I gladly assisted him in finding a wave length 


which would be available for use 50 miles from New York City. Later 
he told me he had sold his station WDWM to the city of Asbury Park, 
had made “a good thing out of it,” and was very much pleased, thank- 
ing me for my help. That is the story of Mr. May’s WDWM. 
Regardless of Mr. May’s expressed fears for the safety of the small 
broad in his letter in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, a recital of 
the foregoing will indicate that the wave lengths and powers accorded 





aster 


Mr. May’s two stations have been fairly and justiy in accordance with 
the service records of those two stations, in comparison with the rec- 
ords of the 680 broadcasters who have been rendering public service 


long before Mr. May's station started out during the law’s breakdown. 
With respect to independent broadcasters, the attitude of the com- 
mission has always been particularly sympathetic toward the small sta- 
and the independent operators, who make up by far the greatest 
Indeed, the small stations which 


tions 
number of the 680 stations on the alr. 


are doing a good job in their communities have been given every pos- 
sible advantage, and where such stations are in isolated regions, in- 
creases in power have been authorized for them up to the very limits 
of interference elsewhere. Unfortunately, however, as is generally 


known, we have not half enough channels to permit good service by our 
680 stations Nevertheless, the commissioners have struggled days, 
nights, and week ends with the problem of fitting in these small, inde- 
pendent stations by every ingenuity, so that all worth-while broadcasters 
might continue on their places on the air. 

In his letter in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD Mr. May further expresses 
great fear that the commission is assigning choice channels to some par- 
ticular stations If Mr. May is as familiar with the radio situation as 
is the average listener, he certainly knows that al) of the 65 chain sta- 
tions which he mentions are, with two or three exceptions, independently 
owned or controlled, and that these independent stations merely pur- 
their few hours of daily chain programs from a common pur- 
veyor of chain programs, known as a “ chain service.” 

The manifest independence of the principal chain stations is evident 
upon reading over the accompanying list of the principal chain stations, 
taken at random: 

The Courier Journal Co. and Louisville Times, WHAS, Louisville, Ky. 

The Detroit News, WWJ, Detroit, Mich. 

The Chicago Tribune, WLIB-WGN, Chicago, Il. 

Travelers Insurance Co., WTIC, Hartford, Conn, 

Lit Bros. Department Store, WLIT, Philadelphia, Pa, 

Congress Square Hotel Co., WCSH, Portland, Me. 

Kaufman & Baer Co., WCAK, Pittsburgh, Da. 

United States Playing Card Co., WSAI, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Atlanta Journal Co., WSB, Atlanta, Ga. 

Benkers Life Co., WHO, Des Moines, Lowa. 

The Outlet Co., WJAR, Providence, R. I. 

Worcester Telegram, WTAG, Worcester, Mass. 

Pulitzer Publishing Co., KSD, St. Louis, Mo. 

Palmer School of Chiropractic, WOC, Davenport, Iowa, 

Washburn-Crosby Co., WCCO, Minneapolis, Minn. 

Kansas City Star Co., WDAF, Kansas City, Mo. 

National Life and Accident Co. (Ine.), WSM, Nashville, Tenn. 

Memphis Commercial Appeal (Inc.), WMC, Memphis, Tenn. 

The commission makes no apology for the stations which it has 
placed on the “ distance ” channels from 600-—1,000 kilocycles. These sta- 
tions, nearly all of them independently owned and operated, are dis- 
tinctly the most popular stations in their respective communities, for 
they are invariably the stations having the best apparatus, the broadest 
programs, and the widest interest and the best individual records of 
faithful observance of radio’s rules of the air. 


chased 
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They have been assigned preferred positions because of their individua! 
local history and standings as stations, and not because of “chain” 0; 
other connections. In fact, some 20 of these stations had no chain ser, 
ice when given their present assignments by the commission, but hay 
Since chosen to contract for the program service offered by one of th 
chains, That they are free to do this is evident, since under the law 
of 1927 the commission expressly has no authority over programs, 

And the supply of two hours of daily programs from a common s 
of program material certainly has no more relation to the independ 
character of the station than the supplying of two columns of syn 
cated news matter to the leading newspapers in 20 cities from a centr 
news bureau would have on the independent control, character, or poli 
of those papers, 





At present the time occupied by these chain programs averages ] 
than two hours per day for each station, making such chain duplicati 
of negligible importance. Later if this purely chain time inereases, or 
better individual programs are developed by other stations now bek 
1,000 kilocycles, such stations have, under the commission's procedu 
of hearings, recourse to contest with the present occupants the riz 
to those “ distance” channels. And they will be assigned these channe!] 
if it can be shown that such reassignment would, from the standpoint of 
diversification of programs, be in the greater interest of distant as we! 
as local listeners. 

Mr. May’s statements declaring that the commission and its memb« 
are harsh and intolerant in their actions, and choose to disregard t 
advice of Members of Congress, are not only denied by the undersign 
but will properly be regarded as absurd by the many Members of bot! 
Houses who have repeatedly counseled with the radio 
in local and State situations, and who by supplying particular info: 
mation of the standing of applicants in their communities, public inter 
rendered, etc., have greatly aided the commission in its handling of Ux 
purely radio aspects of such cases. 

The members of the Federal Radio Commission invite the most tho 
ough scrutiny of all their actions and operations as an official bod) 
during its heetic life of the past 10 months, knowing that all reasonab! 
critics can be answered fully and to their satisfaction on every point 
which they may raise, 


commissioners 


O. H. CALDWELL, 
Commissioner, First Zone. 
JANUARY 11, 1928. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
bil! (H. R, §269) making appropriations for the Departments 
of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the Depar 
ments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending Ju: 
30, 1929, and for other purposes, in which it requested th: 
concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. DENEEN presented resolutions adopted by the City 
Council of Chieago, ILL, favoring amendment of the so-called 
Volstead Act so as to permit the sale, manufacture, and tran 
portation of light wines and beers for beverage purposes, and 
provide for a referendum vote of the people to establish t! 
sentiment of the majority on the question of the repeal of th 
eighteenth amendment to the Constitution, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Murph) 
boro, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of legislation pr 
viding fer compulsory Sunday observance in the District of 
Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by Commerc 
Club of Lovell, and the Lions Club and the Shoshone Project 
Farm Bureau, both of Powell, in the State of Wyoming, p 
testing against the passage of legislation to further restrict t) 
immigration of Mexican citizens into the United States, which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr, LA FOLLETTE presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Kenosha, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of legisla 
tion providing for compulsory Sunday observance in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on th 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. COPELAND presented petitions of sundry citizens of t) 
State of New York, praying for the passage of legislation gra 
ing increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TYSON presented a resolution adopted by the Souther 
Appalachian Coal Operators’ Association, at Knoxville, Ten 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerc 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
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SOUTHERN APPALACHIAN COar RS" ASSOUCTATION, | Under public ownership ia T oma Mr. Bone’s lights cost $8.75 
Kn e, Tenn., January 9, 1928 month. 
The Southern Appal an Association, at a meetin Under private ownership i Washi: on thew v ld st $ per 
n t fT of the renn., on Monday, Januar) month 
28, passed, by lowing resolution Under public ownership in T 1 | ! ‘ 7.80 
Wil a I i yu col trv bas 7 r mr? 
the free play of mpetition and by freight rates adj d so Under private owners > in Washington they would st $47.18 
stant points can compete with near-by points; and } mont 
Whereas for the past several years there seems to be growing a | Under public ownership the ytal charge w $16.55 
ment in the Interstate Com! re ce mission to base rates entire l ‘+ priva whershit he l r iid SS2.47 
iileage and the commission seems to be expanding its own power to ol [ 
all business, as well as that of the railroads id through the | Mr. Rone on: t 
rates to zone all materials; and | “7 pail pow se a ee ' : 
Whereas on December 27, the term of Commissioner John J ft I ) will produc eo om = ) 
expired and the President of the United States sent his name to t ily wonder why the people of Was ” e 
dd States Senate for reappointment on the commission, and as Mr hi-jacked by private monopoly. 
bas served a six-year term as a member of the commission and Ex answers: “ Why 
urman of the commission and was also chairman of the House rhe power trust’s answer would be: Washincton nda at : 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and is, therefore, plant, while Tacoma gets Its “ juice” fr = 
enced and his character above reproach, but unfortunately has | yr Bone answers that: “ Out i i t li art r 
n the weight of his influence and opinion with that portion ol the pov trust are telling audiet at power n be 1 
ommission which is favoring basing rates on mileage only and} eheaply in a modern steam plant as from a hydroplant 
oning of materials: Now, therefore, be it In other words, the trust tells one story where it is d in 
Resolved, That the Southern Appalachian Coal Operators’ Associa water-power development under public ownership and quite another 
is opposed to this policy of the commission and opposed to tl where it is defending extortion rates under “ private enterp1 
intment or reappointment of any man or men whose views lead ee 
to yote in favor of such methods of rate making or policies; 1 REPORTS OF OOMMITTERS 
e, therefore, opposed to the reappointment of Mr. John J. Esch; Mr. NYE, from the Commiitee on Claims, to which was 
we urge that Senators MCKSLLAR, Tyson, SACKEYrT, and BARKLEY referred the bill (S. 511) to reimburse Horace A. Choum ra, 
nly vote against Mr. Hsci’s reappointment but use their influ- | Chaplain, in 7 wenty-third Infantry, for loss of certain personal 
with other Senators to the same end, and in the future oppose on | Property, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
of the Senate this un-American policy: Be it further report (No, 53) thereon. 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the four Senator He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
mentioned.” | the following bills, reported them each with an amendment 
R. E. Hows, Seeretary. }and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 598) for the relief of W. H. Presleigh (Rept. No. 
COMPARISON OF ELECTRIC RATES 54): and 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I have an article from the pub A bill (S. 1219) for the relief of William Mortesen (Rept. 
called Labor, making a comparison of city-owned lig! No. 55). 
t rates on electricity with privately owned light plants, Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
h I would like to have printed in the Recorp. were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
the VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. | out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 
article is as follows: | <A bill (S. 1121) for the relief of Grover Ashley (Rept. No 
[from Labor, January 4, 1928] | 56) ; 
. . , A bill (S. 1135) for the relief of John F. White and Mary L. 
{A SHOWING TUB Way « ITY Ownms Pownr AND Licur PrAn’t White (Ri pt N 57): and 
CE ee a a a ee eee eee \ bill (S. 1362) to extend the benefits of the employees’ com 
} pensation act of September 7, 1916, to Harry Simpson (Rep 
or has received an interesting letter from a good friend and sub No. 58). 
Homer T. Bone, who is port counsel of Tacoma, Wash. Tacoma | Mr. TRAMMELL also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
of those backward “un-American” cities which goes in for | which was referred the bill (S. 1217) for the relief of Alber 
ywhership of its power plant, and here is what Mr. Bone says: | Wood, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
itorial of D mber 17, ‘ Light bills of two cities,’ | (No. 59) thereon 
r Washington City and Ottawa, Canada, | Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Claims, to wi 
t friendly rivalry with our public-ownership | was referred the bill (S. 457) to carry into effect the finding of 
ire always 1 to s the markable con the Court of Claims in the elaim of Elizabeth B. Eddy, rep ed 
ght rates enjoyed by Canadian cities under pub | it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 60) thi I 
cx 1 from victims of the superior efficier He also, from the same committee, to which were refer ‘ 
vate ownership across t! ne. following bills, reported them severally with an amendment 
LOW RATES IN TACOMA and submitted reports thereon : 
I n November 15 and December 15, 1927, I used 686 kilowatt A bill (S. 496) for the relief of M. Zingarell and wife, Mary 
of current in my hx for domestic purposes on a lighting circuit Alice 4ing a it ( Rept. No. 61) ; ‘ . — 
‘ - oe 7 ae ig SO cae eel iin as A bill (S. 1120) for the relief of Ella H. Smith (Rept. No 
this service I paid the city of Tacoma $8.75, or a trifle over 1.27 en re 
a ee | A’ bill (S. 2363) for the relief of Richard Riggles (Rept. » 
‘ing that same period I used 1,563 kilowatt-hours of service in 63) F — —_ ' ” '55 ei ’ 
: “ ee ek ee eee ees ns ae Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
te eet: ienimenes Blent. 3 eal. dn thie Bieler nelels tec Fee ferred the folls wing bills, reported them each without 
by ' at ar ta a ay Ee a : ; ae amendment and submitted reports thereon: 
Fi a total of 2,249 kilowatt-hours of electric service for domestic and 4 bill S 516) . i aie call M Qoike R No. 64) 
purposes, and for this I paid the city of Tacoma a total of a lili (S. vl) Lor the reliet of Mintu Golk (kept. . ) 
7 an 
called up “ Pepco,” the private company which supplies Wash “A bill (S. 1542) for the relief of Josephene M. Scott (Rept. 
; ~ = P compa, Pi No. 65) 
' — current, oe — wil me tk Si me amount of : oan used Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands and Sur 
same way, would cost in the capital of the United States. veys, to which was referred the following bills. reported them 
“ PEPCO’S ” BILL IN WASHINGTON 1 each without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 
9 "he system of charges is rather confusing, but the company’s expert | A bill (8S, 1813) to amend section 13, chapter 431, of an act 
P i out the charges as follows: | approved June 25, 1910 (36 Siat. L. 855), so as to authoriz 
Lighting charge: Three hundred and sixteen kilowatt-hours, at aj the Secretary of the Interior to issue trust and final patents 
fk te of 5.9 cents per kilowatt-hour, $18.64: 370 kilowatt-hours, at a | on lands withdrawn or classified as power or reservoir sites, 
3 rge of 4.5 cents per kilowatt-hour, $16.65. Total charge for with a reservation of the right of the United States or its 





a watt-hours on lighting circuit, $35.29 mittees to enter upon and use any part of such land for reser- 
Ten kilowatt-hours, at 5.9 cents per kilowatt-hour, | voir or power-site purposes (Rept. No. 66); and 

553 kilowatt-hours, at 3 cents per kilowatt-bour, $46.59. A bill (S. 1856) for the relief of the Gunnison-Mayfield 

Total charge for 1,563 kilowatt-hours on heating cireuit, $47.18, Land & Grazing Co. (Rept. No. 67). 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys, to which were referred the following bills, 
reported them each without amendment and submitted reports 
thereon : 

A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of Fannte M. Hollingsworth 
(Rept. No. GS); and 

A bill (8. 1959) to transfer to the Secretary of the Nav; 
jurisdiction over oil and gas leases issued by the Secretary of 
the Interior on lands in naval petroleum reserves (Rept. No. 
69). 

Mr. WALSH of Montana also, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to Which were referred the following bills, reperted 
them each without amendment: 

A bill (S. 1798) concerning actions on account of death er 
personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1801) in reference to writs of error. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1114) for the relief of James E. Fitzgerald, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 70) 
thereon. 

lie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 1164) to provide relief for the victims of the airplane 
accident at Langin Field, Moundsville, W. Va., reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 71) thereon. 

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2365) for the relief of G. W. Rogers, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 72) 
thereon. 

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bilt (S. 601) for the relief of James E. Van Horne, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 73) 
thereon, 

ALLEGED MEXICAN PROPAGANDA 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 
committee to investigate alleged payments to United States 
Senators by representatives of foreign governments, I ask leave 
to make a partial report (No. 52) and, speaking on a matter of 
highest privilege, I wish in a few minutes to make an explana- 
tion of the proceedings of the committee up to this time. I 
might say that cepies of the report, and copies of the three 
volumes of the testimony which was taken, and copies cf trans- 
lations of the 71 documents which were produced in the com- 
mittee, are available in the Chamber, and I have asked that 
they be placed on the desk of every Senator. 

The committee met as soon after its appointment as it was 
possible to have a full attendance, I think, upon the fifth day 
after its creation. The first witness summoned was Mr. William 
R. Hearst, who is the proprietor of a chain of some twenty and 
odd newspapers which simultaneously published these docu- 
ments which contained the charges against Senators. 

Mr. Hearst laid before the committee 71 documents in the 
original which he said constituted the entire file that he had 
on this subject. Some of the 71 documents had been published 
in facsimile, some in translation, and some had not been pub- 
lished at all. They consisted of 35 letters purporting to have 
been signed by the President of Mexieo, Mr. Calles; of 3 
documents purporting to have been signed by the Secretary of 
the Mexican Treasury; of 7 messages in cipher or code; and of 
about 25 carbon copies of telegrams or of letters purporting to 
have passed from one Mexican official to another; some of them 
written in Mexico, some of them supposed to have been written 
in New York. The group of papers as a whole came from seven 
different Mexican Government offices in Mexico City and in 
New York City, and, according to the initials on the letters, had 
been typed by upwards of 14 different typists. It was not possi- 
ble to determine exactly how many, but there were at least 14 
typists employed. 

Mr. Hearst testified that the first group of these papers had 
been obtained in Mexico City by his representative, Page, 
through an American of Mexican ancestry named Avila, who 
represented that he had bought them from Mexican clerks 
employed in Mexican Government offices. These papers were 
taken by Page to New York and submitted to Mr, Hearst in 
New York City. Hearst testified that he inquired whether 
every effort had been made to verify their genuineness and 
that he was assured that it had. He testified that he instructed 
his representatives to do everything they could to establish the 
genuineness of the documents, 

After the first batch of papers had been produced by this 
Avila, a second group was obtained by him also in Mexico City. 
In both cases the only evidence of their origin or their gen- 
uineness or the fact that they were bought from Mexican 
Government clerks was the unsupported word of this Avila. He 
took money from the Hearst representative, he disappeared 
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with the money, came back with these two groups of pape 

and he represented, according to the testimony, that he ha 

the money to Mexican Government clerks in exchange 
for these documents. He also represented and testified to u 
that he saw a ledger sheet taken from the ledger in the office 
of the controller general of Mexico. 

It was further testified that after the submission of tl 
papers to Hearst in New York, Mr. Hearst went to California 
that Page and Avila and one other representative of Hear 
went to San Antonio; and that when they were there Avil 
represented to them that two men had come out of Mexico, on 
of whom was a clerk employed in the office of President Call 
that they had a number of decuments sewed up in the interior 
ef a mattress which they brought with them among thei: 
belongings ; that they wanted $20,000 for these pretended docu- 
ments which they said they had stolen from President Calles’ 
office, There was no evidence that these men were there 
that they brought the doeuments or that they sold them for 
money or that they got the money or that they were tl 
source of the documents, except the unsupported word of Avila, 
He was told by the Hearst representatives that they would n 
pay over $12,000 for this batch of documents from Presiden 
Calles’s office. He went back. he states, to those Mexicar 
offered them the $12,000, and he states they agreed to take 
He also states that they accepted the money, gave him t! 
papers ; and that he saw them cut out from the interior of t) 
mattress in which they hed been smuggled into the Unite 
States, Then he states that as proof of their good will the) 
gave him a second batch of papers in San Antonio without a 
further charge. These papers also were represented as comi! 
from President Calles’s office. So there were four installme: 
of documents, the origin of which depended entirely on 
unsupported word of this Avila. He represented that he h 
paid up to that time out of the Hearst money something lik 
fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars for these papers. 

They were all taken to California and shown to Mr. Hearst 
and to his representatives who were there with him. Th 
he turned these documents over to some of his editors 
handle their publication and their exploitation. They we 
taken to New York, and one of the editors decided that th 
ought to check on the genuineness of these papers and on 
truth of Avila’s story. So, in order to check on Avila’s story 
up to that time, they employed the same man Avila to 
* planted,” as they called it, in the office of the Mexican con 
general in New York City, there to steal what papers he cou 
or buy what he could to corroborate the genuineness of 
papers which had been produced, 

After five or six weeks Avila did bring to them two inst 
ments of carbon copies of papers which he represented he | 
purchased from a clerk named Tovias employed in the offi 
of the Mexican consul general in New York; but there ag: 
there was no confirmation of his statement, and they bh 
merely the unsupported word of Avila that that was the w: 
he got them and that he had in fact paid the money that he s: 
he had paid for these papers. So much for the origin of 
papers. 

Mr, Avila was the recipient of the $18,000 in money w! 
he said he paid to the various clerks from whom he got 
papers, He also testified that he himself got nothing out of 
whole transaction except a $50:a-weck salary paid to him 
the Hearst newspapers or by Hearst himself. 

Mr. Hearst further testified that he did not show or di! 
to be shown any of these letters to any of the Senators wl 
names are mentioned in them, and his reason for not direct 
that to be dene, as I recall his words, was that that would m 
their premature diselosure, or some such expression as that. 

He further testified that he himself made no further effort 
to establish their genuineness than this. He did testify 
that he understood they had been shown to the American Em- 
bassy in Mexico City and that some officials of the embassy 
there had said that they seemed to be genuine. Of course, he 
himself was not in Mexico and could net answer as to that of 
his own knowledge. 

Then the committee took these papers and set to work ©! 
them. I am abbreviating the recital as much as I can in © 
to try to state merely the substance of what was done. We | 
not want to employ handwriting experts at high pay to establish 
any side of this controversy or to prove or disprove the do 
ments, but we wanted, if we could, to get experts who had 
money interest in the matter and were not employed to repre- 
sent any particular side. So we appealed to the Treasury and 
the Navy Department, each of which has competent experts on 
that subject, and they were quite ready to assign those experts 
to us. That was done, and the papers were submitted iv 
thei, and those two experts reported that, in their opinion, 
there was no doubt whatever that all of the signatures were 








‘ 
9Q28 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1295 
urious in so far as they were able to compare them with pouch. Each code message had pinned t e pretended 
nuine signatures translation in plain Spanish of the cod ue S and they 
We were able to obtain genuine signatures of President | purported to show the confirmation « S s] ding of I 
illes with which to check the 35 documents purporting to be | and its payment to Senators. 
ed by him and a genuine signature of the Mexican Secretary One of the first suspicious things ab those confirmations 
e Treasury; So that 38 out of about 45 of the signed docu- | was that one of them, by its date. left Mexico Citv on tl 
s were capable of check. We had a treaty, for example, | 17th of July, 1926, and was stamped received in New York ¢ 
ihe files of the State Department which contained President | py way of the diplomatic pouch on July 20. As there was no 
s signature and we were given six letters by Hearst | air mail between those cities, that was in by ous impossibility 
ntatives which they said contained the genuine sig It might have been an error, but it was one of the things 
ire of President Calles Comparing the signatures on the | attracted our attention. 
ments with these seven indards of the genuine Calles | Through the courtesy of the Navv Department we wer: iven 
atures and the one of L. Montes de Oca, the Secretary of | ¢no assistance of the very effi ient code at d cipher exm ts 
Mexican Treasury, these two experts said there was noO| that section of the Navv Department lhev worked all da 
ibt whatever in their minds but the whole bundle were | and all evening for over 10 davs on these sev nN messa ; A 
ids and forgeries, the end of the 10 Gays they testified to us that the code mes 
hat conclusion was made known to the counsel of Mr ges were a meaningless jumble of letters, not susceptib 
arst, representing him here in Washington; extracts of being broken down as a code, becuuse if sale r von on 
se opinions of the experts were read to Mr. Hearst’s counsel, | that they were made by somebody who tapped away on f1 eft 
they then asked the committee the privilege of having their | pana up r corner of the typewriter ki vyboard and ust @ only 
rts, designated by them, to examine these papers and pro- | eight letters of the typewriter for most of the code rds 
nce for the Hearst organization on their genuineness. The | they said it was not a code at all: that it was mere nonsens¢ 
mittee gave them that privilege, and turned the documents | and that it bore no relation whatever to the purported traz 
to the three Hearst experts. For many days they spent | tion in plain Spanish; and Commander Studle, the head of that 
hours in a careful study of these documents, and finally, | section. testified that he had no hesitation in pronouncing then 
1 conclusion of this long study, the three Hearst experts | al] to be fakes 
d with the two experts selected by the committee that | The committee then set itself to a study of the errors in 
one of these Calles and L, Montes de Oca papers was a | spelling and in grammar and in punctuation and in accentus 
Osa . . tion that were apparent in the documents They were full of 
the Senate wants to see their reasons for that I suggest ror Some of them had upward of 100 errors in a singl 
they refer to the last page of volume 3 of the testimony | etter. misplaced accents. omitted accel ts, misspelled w rd 
h lies on the desk of Senators. There is a folded sheet | err s in nn ‘tnation. and wha iot. 
h contrasts three genuine signatures of President Calles | "1? euathons cat inaeal eee which appears at the con 
3 out of the 35 of the forged signatures... The genuine | ¢yysjon of volume 3, on page 294, they will ‘gee some of the 
atures are the odd numbers, Nos. 1, 3, and 5; the spurious | results of that study. The letters. were numbered at the ti 
tures are Nos. 2, 4, and 6. It does not require an expert, their presentation to us by Hearst, and those numbers art 
judgm« nt- and I might say that I believe that all I am | yoo throughout. ; 
on this subject is the unanlmous view of our committee In the upper block on that table are given the numbers and 


ere 


pronounce those signatures clumsy forgeries, 

lor example, in every one of the genuine signatures of Pres 
t Calles there are five loops or ang in the word “ Elias.” 
every one of the forged signatures there are only four. In 
y one of the genuine signatures the “i” of the name 


ies 


s” carries its dot or accent. In no one of the spuriou 
tures does th it dot occur, 
rl difference in the concluding flourish of the name is 


us. The curve is exactly reversed in the spurious signa- 


rhe shaping of the letters is different. The final “s” of the 
Calles” is always carefully formed in the forged signa 
it is never carefully formed in the genuine signatures; 
{ | could go on for half an hour pointing out these items of 
Suffice it to that all the experts and all the 
of the committee unhesitatingly pronounced every 
of these Calles signatures to be fraudulent. 
he committee then devoted itself to a study of the seven 
is which were accompanied by their transla 
ns, and which purported to show- 


erence, say 


mbers 


(it messages 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
before he leaves the signatures? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; I yield gladly. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did the committee and the experts reach the 


clusion that the forged signatures referred to were the work 

the same person in all instances? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No, There are two or three 

of President Calles that are obviously made by a 
rent person from the one who signed the great mass of the 

lles documents. 

Mr. NORRIS. How many of the forged signatures or 
ents of the President of Mexico were forged by the same 


atures 


doc- 


son? 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Apparently 32 out of the 35 
re forged by the same person. Three were apparently 
ged by an extremely illiterate person, or some one who 
te like a schoolboy. They were very poor; even poorer 


ations than these that we have copied here. 
Mr. NORRIS. What were those three? 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Those three were carbon copies 
what purported to have been letters sent out from his office 
that purported to be the originals of letters signed by 
sident Calles were apparently forged by the same person. 
rhe committee next devoted itself to a study of these “ code ” 


essages which were pretended confirmations of messages sent 


m Calles or from the Minister of Foreign Affairs in Mexico 
vy to the consul general in New York. These confirmations 
supposed to have been sent through the diplomatic 





he stenographers’ initials of the letters coming from the differ 

t offices. That shows the offices from which the variou 
etiers came. The table in the left-hand column gives a few 

he characteristic errors that run through this series. On 
of them that I myself thought was very significant was a mi 
tuke in the abbreviation for the Spanish word it mea 
you. é 

In Spanish, as in English, abbreviations usually end with a 
period. They do in all modern languages (the man who wrot 
these documents followed the abbreviation “ ud that stood 
for the word “ usted” with a comma. The committee consulted 
seven different scholars of Spanish, most of them Americans 
in birth and in allegiance, and most of them did not know 
that we were consulting the others. They all told us that that 
error, for example, was an idiosyncrasy that would be very s 
dam met with. Not one stenographer in a thousand would mak 
such an error as that. It was like abbreviating “ Mister” to 
read “Mr,” instead of “Mr.” Yet we found, when we < 
to study the documents, that papers ostensibly coming from 
even different Mexican Government officers, from 14 or more 
stenographers in two cities, all of them, wherever they used 
that word at all, contained that curious little error, indi 
eating to our minds, when taken in conjunction with all the 
other errors which are listed here, and still others, that the 
same person operated the typewriter that made all of these 
decuments. We had no doubt whatever but that that coinci 
denee of error, running throughout these documents—and that 
is only one of several—showed that the same person hid typed 
them, just as we think the same person had signed °2 out of 


the 35 forged letters of President Calles. 
When we got that far, with the Hearst experts agreeing with 
our experts in handwriting that these were all a pack of forget 


ies, with the code experts testifying that the “code” message 
were a mere jumble of nonsense, with this very significan 
coincidence of errors running throughout the documents, if 


seemed to the committee that we had pretty nearly solved the 
question of the genuineness of these papers. But we then sul 
penaued the officials of all the cable and telegraph companies 
which carry messages between Mexico and New York. Thei 
copies of cablegrams and telegrams back in 1926 have been 
destroyed, under the regulations of the Interstate Commer 


Commission, but some of these telegrams were dated 1927, and 
no company could find in its files any copy or any record of an; 
of the messages in the year 1927. 

Many of the messages in 1926 related to the telegraphic trans 
fer of money. The companies were unable to find—the records 
of that being still preserved—a record of any transfer of any 
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sum indicated in these telegrams, showing conclusively fhat no 
such messages ever passed over the cables or telegraph wires. 
rhe committee then made some inquiries, but did not summon 
vitnessc because we thought the matter was already suffi- 
ciently proved, which tended to corroborate our conclusions. 
For example, with the permission of the Mexican consul gen- 
eral we had his bank account in New York examined. There 
was absolutely nothing there to correspond with these supposed 
transfers of money to his credit back in 1926. We examined 
the watermarks of the paper, of course, and we made inquiries 
of the manufacturers of that kind of paper whether any sales 
had ever been made to the Government of Mexico. We have 
not bad full reply from one of them; but the other one has 
made investigation from all of its jobbers, and says that with 


the exception of a few small lots sold to private printers in | 


Mexico City they have not sold any in Mexico at all. The 
Governinent of Mexico never bought paper of that watermark. 

Then we found, in this supposed ledger sheet, that Avila said 
he saw taken from the ledger in the controller general's office, 
an entry that showed a sale of $30,000 worth of trucks, I be- 
lieve, or automobiles of some description, by the Buick Motor 
(Co. to the general staff of the President of Mexico. That com- 
pany was very ready to heip.us make inquiries; and their rep- 
resentative in Mexico City, their agents in the border towns 
along the American frontier, their auditors at Flint, Mich., and 
their officers in New York, all say that to the best of their 
knowledge and belief no such sale was ever made and no such 
payment was ever made to them; and they said they thought 
they would know it if there had been any guch sale or any such 
payment, 

The committee did not feel justified in spending either the 
time or the money to bring in paper dealers from all these 
borders, or automobile agents from Mexico City and from along 
the border, nor did it feel justified in subpcenaing the produc- 
tion of the original ledgers of the New York banks, and the 
coming of all the clerks necessary to prove them. We were all 
convinced that these papers without exception are fraudulent, 
spurious, and, in so far as they purport to bear the signature 
of either President Calles er the Secretary of the Mexican 
Treasury, they are forgeries. We are further convinced, and so 
find, as appears in our report, that no Senator of the United 
States has accepted or has been promised or has been offered 
one penny of money or any other valuable thing by any official 
or representative of the Mexican Government; and we state 
that finding in as plain terms as we are able to make it. 

There is not a seintilla of evidence to sustain the allegation 
or the imputation that any Senator was ever so much as 
approached in this matter by any representative of Mexico. 

Perhaps the Senate will bear with me if I say just a word in 
conclusion. This is the most flagrant case of the sort that has 
happened since I have been in the Senate; but, as we all know, 
over and over again charges of this kind against all of us or any 
of us are whispered around, and often never reach the light. 
I dare say that our votes are sold without our knowledge over 
and over aguin, and that the people who are disappointed by our 
votes are only too ready to attribute to us a corrupt motive. 
It seems to me that this disclosure, this obvious fraud, which 
has been brought out into the light and shown to all the world 
to be a fraud, rather points the way for our handling of similar 
charges in the future, that in justice to ourselves and to one 
another this kind of thing ought to be made public as soon as 
we hear it, and that the Senators themselves who are mentioned 
in such charges as this are entitled to know it, and are not 
helped hy the suppression of such stories, however we muy feel 
certain when we. suppress them that there is not a word of 
truth in them. In other words, I believe that the sooner these 
things come to the light the sooner their falsity and fraud are 
shown, 

In conclusion I want to say, Mr. President, 
ask for the immediate discharge of the committee. 
that we shall find out who made these forgeries, who typed 
them, and who signed them, and if we can find that out we 
would like to be able to report that to the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, before the Senator sits down 
I would like to ask him a question or two, if he will permit. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Gladly. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand it, Mr. Hearst, during all of 
this investigation, was represented before the committee by an 
attorney? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think at every session. 

Mr. NORRIS. -Am T correct in drawing the conclusion from 
what the Senator has said that neither Mr. Hearst nor his attor- 
ney made any attempt to have experts of their own examine 
these signatures and these documents until after Mr. Hearst’s 
attorney had been informed by the committee that the com- 


that we do not 
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mittee’s experts had examined them and reached the conclusivy 
that they were all fraudulent? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. My recollection is that I t 
both of Mr. Heart’s lawyers that we had had these examin 
and stated what our experts said befure they made any s\ 
gestion of having their experts examiie them. 

Mr. NORRIS. So that no attempt was made by Hearst 
any of his representatives to have these documents examined 
experts, as far aS the committee knows, until after they | 
been informed that the committee had employed experts, a 
that they had made an examination and reached the conclusi: 
that they were fraudulent? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. So far as 
correct, 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the Senator anot! 
question; and inasmuch as the committee, from the chairma 
statement, have not eoncluded their labors, I might be aski 
the Senator to disclose evidence not yet adduced, and if h: 
not perfectly willing to answer on account of the fact that thi 
may be reasons why he does not want to give the informati: 
if he declines to answer the questions I will not be at 
offended. I presume the committee must have reached 
conclusion, from the vast amount of forged evidenee which 
been disclosed, that some of the witnesses orally testify 
before the committee have committed perjury? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I can not make it as str 
as that. There was a suspicious coincidence between the si 
ple letter which we had Avila write on the typewriter, with 
warning and the typewriting of these letters in question, 
the resemblance was hot so great that I should say w 
conviction that Avila testified falsely. Frankly, I suspect h 
but I have not enough evidence to convict him in my ow: 
mind. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator about the other 
representative of Mr. Hearst, by the name of Page. Did his 
testimony, and the evidence disclosing his activity, show him 
to have oceupied a position beyond and above suspicion? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No. Mr, Page made one sta 
ment in answer to questions by Senator Ropinson and myself 
that I for one believed to be false. He testified that he had 
bought or received a letter purporting to have been written by 
Senator La Forierre to President Calles; that he got it from a 
Mexican newspaper man, whose name and appearance he lus 
wholly forgotten, although he remembers meeting him four 
times in rapid succession in connection with the incident. ‘The 
letter has nothing to do with this file. It was a letter wh 
was sent up to the Public Ledger and they found it to lx 
obvious fake. I think—and it is only my opinion—that P 
testified falsely when he said he did not remember from w! 
he got that sc-ealled La Follette letter. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator is a lawyer of ability and expe- 
rience, as everybody Knows, and I would like to ask him if, in 
his judgment, it is not apparent from other evidence know! 
be true in the case that in all human probability Mr. Pasi 
that respect did commit perjury? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No; I can not make it so strong 
as that. 

Mr. NORRIS, Can the Senator conceive of a man in at 
portant matter of that kind, which he himself said was s 
that he could not send it through the mails, getting that 
of a letter connecting up a United States Senator and 
President of another country, and then going back to see 
man three or four different times——- 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Four times in all. 

Mr. NORRIS. Four times in all. Does the Senator thin 
would forget who he was and not be able to tell his nan 
describe him? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I did not believe it; but 
not believe you could convict him of perjury on my dis! 
without any confirmatory evidence. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator is unprejudiced, and if the S 
tor is convineed that the man is guilty of perjury, why w: 
it not follow that other men, including jurymen, would fee! 
same way? I do not care to go into that, however. 

I want to ask the Senator if there were produced in eyi- 
dence the newspaper articles that were published in the Hearst 
papers, written by Page and published from day to day, us these 
forged documents were likewise published? Did the Senu! 
examine those articles written by Mr. Page? 

Mr. REND of Pennsylvania. I examined some of them. | | 
not remember any particular significance in them. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator if it is not irue 
that if you would discard all evidence of every kind except tle 
documents referred to by Page, and the articles written %Y 
Page, you would have to reach the conclusion that they were at 


i 


I know, that 
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infair and unjust, and tl h issert from day 
borne out by th d uments he was publishi 
o day 
REED of Pennsylvania I did not pay much attentior 
i! nental t paper i hough that “ 
VY unimportant. 
NORRIS. It might be standing alo > oe it mich ih 
nsiderable Importance taken in connection with the othe 
Page w the man who, prior to his en yment by 
t. in behalf of the Philadelphia Public Ledger, sent the 
1 letter that is sup i to have b written by a 
r to Calles? 
REED of Pennsylvania. Yes 
NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator if it did not appear 
jlence that Page himself by u letter written to Senator 


LLETTE, admitted over his own signature that what he 

ending up to the Ledger, which, at the time he sent it, he 

was too hot to go through the ordinary muils, was a 
Was not that letter offered in evidence? 

REED of Pennsylvanin. I am not sure whether it was 
d in evidence. It was produced at the hearing. I do not 
| whether in that letter Page admits it was a forgery or 
ut he admitted it elsewhere. He does not contest the 

all, 

NORRIS. That occurred before he secured the forged 

nts in this case from Avila? 

REED of Pennsylvania. That is correct. 

NORRIS. So that he had had some experience, and he 

me notice that forged papers in reference to the Presi- 

Mexico and a Senator of the United States were in 

















tion? 

REED of Pennsylvania. That is correct. 

NORRIS He knew that before he got the Hearst 
RE of Pennsylvania That is correct, and it ought to 
put him on warning 
NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator about the testi 





of Mr. Hearst. The Se 
ed that he had made « 


to ascertain whether thes« 


tor has stated that Mr. Hearst 
ent search, or words to that 

ignatures of the President o 

to these documents were genuine. 

REED of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; I did not mean to say 

Mr. Hearst, so far as I understand it, made no inquiry 

He says he directed other people to do it. 

NORRIS. Yes: I am corrected: that is the way the 

r stated it. What direction did he make’ Did the 

tee ascertain that? 

REED of Pennsvivania. We found out what was done 
that is what I tried to explain to the Senate. They put 
to work to corroborate himself. 

NORRIS. Did the Senator reach the conclusion that 
Hearst himself, in fact, made no effort to certain 
her these were gennine or forged documents? 

REED of Pennsylvania. I think I would call it an effort 
truct his editors to verify them if they could. The Sen 
ts me to characterize Hearst's actions in this matter 

m perfectly frank about it and I do not hesitate to do it. 
k that in dealing with the reputations of four Senators of 
nited States and in dealing with such terrible charges 

them as these papers contain it was incumbent on Mr. 

to exhaust every effort to establish their genuineness 
lie printed them. I do not think he did exhaust every 

He turned the matter over to two trusted editors, or 
zers, Whom he employed, and he seems to have left the 
thing to them. 

NORRIS. 1 would like to ask the Senator whether, as a 
r of fact, from the evidence, he thinks any real effort was 
made by Hearst or any of his representatives to ascertain 
er these were forgeries or not? 

REED of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes. They say they took 
0 the American Embassy. 

NORRIS. But they do not say that the American Em- 

d they were genuine? 
REED of Pennsylvania. They said that the counsellor of 








Linerican Embassy glanced at them and said, “ They loo! 
t to me,” or words to that effect, “ They look genuine to 
ut they do not pretend that he made any careful stud) 
NORRIS. Did they ever submit them to experts or any 


that kind? 

REED of Pennsylvania. Not until afier we did. 
NORRIS. As I have read the evidence, and the Senator 
re familiar with it than I am, I am unable to find anything 
‘Mir. Hearst ever did except give that general direction to 
uployees, and one of them was Page—— 
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- excent tl i hings the Set t s nal 1 
oubtedly Hearst knew that they had not done any 
rid 1 ver make any inquir ‘ f those wil ! 
{ gz to 1 K the hing up s to wl her i 
il thi or not 
Mr. REED of Pen Ivania I do not recall w } ! i 
inquiry was testified to by anybody What they did I 


iid, was to put Avila to work to try to steal something from 
the office n New York to corroborate what he said he 
Mexico That wus all 

Mr. NORRIS. If there was some dirty work, Avila had prob 
ably done it, and in order to corroborate Avila’s dirty work 
they employed Avila to do some more dirty work, it seems to n 
I will ask the Senator whether any of the officials of any of 


the telegraph companies were snbpcenaed tft <et copies of nv 


he did, so far as I know 


or Hearst and Avila, or Hearst and Page, or any of them 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania No; we made no effort to do 
that 
Mr. NORRIS You made no effort to do it? 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No 
Mr. NORRIS Mr. President, in this connection I desire 


telegrams which might have passed between Avila and Pa e, 
Vy 


have printed in the Recorp an editorial appearing on Monday in 
the Washington Daily News, which was take from the Los 
Angeles Times of January 6. 
T) > being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
HE ‘ NS HW ar” 
4 t y wer t! pl 1dmis 1s Ww Randolph 
HH t s recent reckless sibilit u t 1 W if 
substantia nm i pents purporti show tl Mexico w | 
Ww nach pa Ss Clit Pp ind i ot ft { d 
- side e contes n which he | i 
it made a part of € o { 1 s t mmmittee named 
y ! irges 
I l the imminen ficial d i l f mi 
dor ts are wholesak geries, | en b verw ning and 
evidence e publisher ru i t ‘ i th 
exe s, Only now hired | ~ fo the ix { th 
s M i rime! r W bas s ' l dl to 
nqual ly g ‘ t ein tf ! lent] 
i i 
I s of y ow journalism w r arched in vain for Ly 
thir remotely approaching a paratlel thi performance yw ihe t 
Beginning about the middle of November and continuing da for mor 


han a ionth, the 25 newspapers owned and directed by Hearst pu 


daily under frantic scare heads and in whole pages of large type 
articles of the most inflammatory character declaring the Hearst papers 
to be in possession of records taken from the official Mexican archives 


wing that that country was engaged in sinister plots with Nicara 





with Japan, and with Russia against the United States and aguinst 
\ ican interests in general. 
where in these records, embellished with photostatic reproduction 
cords’ and exploited in the most sensatior m possib 
t experts in sensationalism, w there the proof of ti 
harges, no hint of any possible doubt as to the v 
gestion that investigation might disprove them, no opportun 
any of the prominent men accused to deny the allegations against 
r defend themselves. On the contrary, the assertion was iterated and 
reiter d in the Hearst news and editorial columns that the doe 
ments were authentic and that they revealed conspiraci ) i 
possibl haracter gainst the United States 
climax came when the Hearst papers, on tl rength of 
* recore accused four United States Senator of I Mu } i 
pay of the Mexican Government in furtheran f those 
pb d documents to show that the M an Governt bad 
le an enormous sum of bribe money to be paid these &S 
t for their “ services.” 
rhe United States Senate moved immediately » Investigate these 
g charges of infamy A committe of Senators is named t 
t evidences nd Hearst was invited to ibmit proof of his 
rom the noing of the inquiry the utterly groundless characte 
Hearst allegations became daily more apparent. Not a scintilla of 
le s produced ’ d 1 sted uree te ylish the 
I ity of h ‘ r ‘ led fore the committee and qu 
ned ¥ h pecific regard to his accusations gainst the four Sena 
Hearst himself testified that he bad made no investigation of the 
charges before publishing them in his newspapers, that he had asked 
none of the four Senators about it or given them any opportunity 
be heard, and that he had no evidence indicating that any Senator had 
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received such a bribe, and that he did not believe the charge himself 
when he published It. 

Staggering as was this admission of journalistic depravity, it was 
still to be outdone by Hearst himself. As the bearing proceeded and 
evidence piled up of the spurious character of the Hearst documents 
and their venal with no testimony whatever to support their 
authenticity, the outcome became so obvious as to the pub 
lisher of the impending disaster to himself and his papers through 
and official exposure of his unscrupulous attempt to embroil 
the United States with friendly nations. 

In this desperate situation he teok the only course which appeared 
to him possible to something of the wreck of his journalistic 
repiutation, fle anticipated the inevitable by admitting it himself, 
thereby hoping for the crumb of mercy accorded te the confessor. He 
hired handwriting experts who, at his behest, appeared before the com- 
mittee and testified that the documents were forgeries. 

This investigation and confession, by and for Hearst, was made 
seven weeks after the Hearst papers began publication of the docu- 
and three weeks after the last of them had been printed and 
the Senate committee had begui: its inquiry. ‘This despite the fact that 
Ilearst himself admiited he had bad the documents in his possession 
prior to their publication for a period sufficient to have had them 
experted by handwriting authorities ten times over. This despite the 
fact that during thelr publication their authenticity and the truth of 
their charges daily had been categorically denied by every official and 
prominent citizen whom they accused—denials so impressive as to give 
any honest newspaper publisher, whatever his own faith in the charges, 
pause in which to recheck and investigate. 

It is now proven that not only was there no such recheck and in- 
vestigation hy Hearst papers, but there was never any eheck or in- 
vestigation in the first place. The testimony of Hearst himself and of 
his editors before the Senate committee established that Hearst did not 
hire his handwriting experts until long after all the forged documents 
had been published; that at the time this testimony of the publisher 
and his agents was taken by the committee this experting had not been 
done nor was ever intended. It was not done, in fact, until Hearst 
was driven into a corner and forced to any expedient to try to save 
himself some shred of journalistic ethics. 

rhe complete absence of anything approaching good faith even in 
this eleventh-hour confession of desperation is shown by the fact that 
on the morning of the day Hearst's handwriting experts were to appear 
before the committee Hearst issued signed instructions to the editors of 
his own newspapers to abandon all attempts to establish the authenti- 
city of the documents—this in the face of the testimony before the com- 
mittee of some of these editors and of Hearst himself that they 
“ believed ” them authentic. 

On what such a “ belief’? could have been predicated does not appear. 
All the sources which the Hearst experts belatedly used in determining 
the fraudulence of the documents were available before their publication 
and with months in which to employ them. Genuine signatures of 
President Calles and of other Mexican officials were on file in Wash- 
ington, available for the same comparison by which the Hearst agents 
now find to be forgeries the purported signatures of the Mexican 
President on the published documents. The comparisons that showed 
that letters purporting to have come from half a dozen different 
Mexican Government departments were all written on the same type- 
writer could have been made as readily before their publication as 
afterwards. There is no part of the Hearst inquiry into the genuine- 
ness of the documents he expleited which was not as practicable before 
as after their exploitation, 

That Hearst did not want an investigation in advance of publication 
which would have proved the falsity of the documents and prevented 
their publication is obvious to the most simple-minded. That he would 
never have had it made, save as a final and desperate gesture of “ good 
faith” in his extremity, is equally apparent. To those familiar with 
his long record of personal and journalistic animosity against Mexice 
and Japan and his metheds of satisfying his grudges, his real motives 
necd no explanation. That he deliberately imperiled the friendly 
relations of the United States with other nations with blatantly 
exploited uninvestigated charges of the gravest nature meant nothing 
to him. 

It is a black record, the blackest in American fournalism, the most 
xross abuse of the right of a free press in this or any other country’s 
history. To call his proven fakes inflammatory is to understate their 
tenor. They accused a neighbor country ef repeated acts of war; 
aceused Japan of plotting against the peace of the United States; they 
accused the United States Senators of treason; they accused dozens of 
high and reputed officials and prominent citizens of the blackest of 
crimes against patriotism; all without investigation, equivalent, or 
mitigation. 

Now, he appears; and facing the consequences of his wanton efforts 
to deceive the public and to force a grave international crisis, Hearst 
says be is sorry but there does not appear to have been any basis for 
his charges after all. 


source, 
forewarn 


complete 


Buve 


niciits 
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|} man of the committee a question as to whether Mr. Hearsi 


JANUARY 11 


The new California plea of “ not guilty because of insanity ” sex 
to be the only one he can make under the circumstances, 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do 
tend at this point to attempt a diseussion of the evide: 
which the select committee of the Senate has taken a) 
reported to the Senate. I concur and all members of the « 
mittee concur in the report. My purpose now is to ; 
emphasis to the statement of the chairman of the commit: 
that there is no contradiction in the evidence upon the »y 
conclusioén that the documents are forgeries. 

While I have no authority to speak for Mr. Hearst or 
anyone who represents him, and do not assume to do so, I 
convinced that Mr. Hearst himself and everyone who appea: 
before the committee representing him now feels assured tf] 
the documents, which it is said were obtained from the { 
of the Mexican Government in the City of Mexico and fr 
the files of the Mexican consulate in the city of New York 
in fact clearly forged and not genuine. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] asked the chair- 


3 


not 


his representatives exercised precaution to 
genuineness before publishing the documents. 
construction of the record discloses beyond a shadow of 
doubt that while Mr. Hearst believed the documents to 
genuine there was no such investigation made of them as ft] 
nature and the purpose to publish them if genuine regui: 

I think the natural course to have pursned in connection wi 
the documents, taking into consideration the facts and cir 
stances under which it was claimed they had been procured 
was to submit them to men of experience in determining the 
genuineness of documents; and if that precaution had hy 
taken, they would never have been published and this investi 
gation would never have been made necessary. 

I wish to emphasize, and I want the country as well as the 
Senate to know, that when a proper study of the docum 
was made it became clear beyond the shadow of a doubt that 
they were forgeries. If anyone wiil take the trouble to read 
the record, the conclusion will be reached that not only are 
they forgeries but that the forgeries were poorly executed. 

I do not intend now to characterize the practice which las 
become too common in American newspapers and in some 
American magazines of recklessly assailing the integrity of 
men in public positions. This ought to be a lesson to those 
who quickly lend their ears to rumors assailing the charact 
of men in office who do not egree with them. Such incidents 
as this are discreditable to any publicity agency. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that on 
next Wednesday morning, January 18, following the routine 
morning business, I shall address the Senate upon the subject 
of the Hearst scandal. 


determine tl! 
I think a f 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


sills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanin 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 2462) to amend the military record of Joh: 
Walker; to the Committee on Military Affatrs. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 2468) to amend an act entitled “An act for the | 
chase of a tract of land adjoining the United States ta 
range at Auburn, Me.,” approved May 19, 1926; to the ( 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill .(S. 2464) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Seward (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2465) granting an increase of pension to Betse: 
Smith (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. MAYFIELD: 

A bill (S. 2466) to amend the act approved March 3, 191) 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary 
limiting the duration of the administration of a eorpor: 
and its property; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A bill (S. 2467) for the relief of William P. Flood; t 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 2468) for the relief of John A. Woods; to the «* 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 2469) to amend an act entitled “An act for making 
further and more effectual provision for the national defense, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, as amended; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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W partment of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
the Tennessee River on the Knoxville-Maryville road, 
Knox County, Tenn.; ana 
\ bill (S. 2481) granting the consent of Congress to the high- 
way department of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
ss the Cumberland River on the Lebanon-Hartsville road, 
Vilson and Trousdale Counties, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Commerce, 
By Mr. KING: 
\ bill (8. 2482) for the relief of the White River, Uintah, 
l mpahgre, and Southern Ute Tribes or Bands of Ute In- 
d in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico; to the Committee 
Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. DENEEN: 
\ bill (S. 2483) to extend the time for the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River, connecting the county of | 
( il, Ill, and the county of Jackson, Iowa, at or near the 
city of Savanna, IIL; to the Committee on Commerce. 
\ bill (S. 2484) granting an increase of pension to Ernest L. 
] nh; and 
\ bill (S. 2485) granting a pension to Electa Johnson; to | 
Committee on Pensions. 
\ bill (S$. 2486) to extend the benefits af the United States 
employees’ eompensation act of September 7, 1916, to William 


Ry Mr, COPELAND: 
\ bill (S. 2470) granting a pension to Anna C. Kelley; to the 
nmittee on Pensions 

4 bill (S. 2471) for the relief of the 
im tug Charles Runyon; and 

\ bill (S. 2472) for the relief of the city of New York; to 

Committee on Claims, 
Mr. JONES: 
4 pill (S. 2473) for the relief of Will J. 


4 


owner of the American 


Allen; to the Com 
» on Claims. 

4 bill (S. 2474) amending the fifth paragraph of section 10 of 
set entitled “An act to amend existing laws relating to 
nal revenue, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 

>: to the Committee on Financa. 

\ bill (S. 2475) to create a prosperity reserve and to stabilize 
try and employment by the expansion of public works dur- 
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iods of unemployment and industrial depression; to the | 


iittee on Commerce, 

Mr. TYSON: 
ill (S, 2476) granting the consent of Congress to the high 
partment of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
s the Cumberland River on the La Fayette-Celina road in 
County, Tenn. ; 


ill (S. 2477) granting the consent of Congress to the high- 


epartment of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge | 


s the Clinch River on the Sneedville-Rogersvitle road in 

ck County, Tenn. ; 
. bill (S. 2478) granting the consent of Congress to the high- 
epartment of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
ie Tennessee River on the Decatur-Kingston road, in 

» County, Tenn. ; 

ll (S. 2479) granting the consent of Congress to the high- 
department of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
the Tennessee River on the Jasper-Chattanooga road, in 








ari County, Tenn. ; 


\ bill (S. 2480) granting the consent of Congress to the high- 


I n Brown; 

\ bill (S. 2487) for the relief of Emory 8. Hall; and 

\ bill (S. 2488) to authorize the Comptroller General of the 
{ States to relieve James O. Williams, former special dis- 
g agent of the Bureau of the Census, in the settlement of 

iccount;: to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BROOKHART: 

\ bill (S. 2489) to amend section 4 of the interstute com- 
act; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
Mr. McKELLAR: 
ill (S. 2490) granting the consent of Congress to the 





iway department of the State of Tennessee to construct a | 


across the Tennessee River on the Paris-Dover road in 
and Stewart Counties, 
merce, 
by Mr. WAGNER: 
\ bill (S. 2491) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
n May (with accompanying papers); to the Committee an 
sions. 
By Mr. RANSDELL: 
\ bill (S. 2492) granting a pension to Tom Brooks; to the 
mmittee on Pensions, 
iy Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 


\ bill (8S. 24938) to grant certain public lands to the State 


it Minnesota for perpetual use as a public park; to the Com- 


nh 


i 


tee on Public Lands and Surveys. 


Tenn.; to the Committee an | 
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By Mr. WARREN: 
A bill (S. 2494) granting an tncrease of pension to Sarah E 





Carver (with accompanying papers); to the Committe: 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2495) granting an Increase of pension to Julia A 
Martin (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
Pensions, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 8269) making appropriations for the De 
partments of State and Justice d for the judiciary nd for 
the Departments of Cammerct nd Labor, for the fiscal year 

d June 30, 1929, and for other purposes, was read twi 

| by its title and referred to the Committee on Appropriati 
INVESTIGATION OF NAVAL OIL RESERVE LEASES 

Mr. NORRIS Mr. President, I have had called to my a 
ention by the financial clerk the statute which we passed 
which provides that in all investigat ordered by the S n 
te the expenses of which are to be paid out of th “Col tingent 
funds, there shall be a limitation in the resolution authorizing 
he Investigation In the resolution providing for a renewal! 
of the investigation of the naval oil reserve leases and extend 
ing the original resolution there is no such limitation. and 
the original resolution which passed before the law » which 
I have referred was enucted. Therefore, in order to comply 


with that technicality, I ask unanimous consent to submit and 
have referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con 
tingent Expenses of the Senate a resolution providing a limi 
tation on the expenditure which may be incurred 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
desire to have the resolution acted on at this time? 

Mr. NORRIS. It will first have to go to the committee and 
be reported, but the committee have seen it and are ready to 
report it back, so it might just as well be read now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 108), as follows 


Reaolved, That the cost of continued and renewed investigation 
iuthorized by Senate Resolution No. 101, agreed to January 9, 1928, 


shall not exceed $25,000 


Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I am directed by the Commit 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
to report back favorably without amendment the resolution 
which has just been read, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to 

PENAL CODE OF THE CANAL ZONE 

On motion of Mr. Watse of Montana, the bill (S. 1256) to 
amend the penal code of the Canal Zone was taken from the 
calendar and referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

SOME RAILROAD HISTORY 

Mr. BLBASE. Mr. President, I have here an editorial from 
the Belton (S. C.) News in reference to “A little bit of railroad 
history,” which I ask permission to haye printed in the Recorp. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Without i 
dered. 


The editorial is as 


objection, it is so or- 


follows: 


1 


published on the front page in the first 1 5 
and a half free of all charge the carefully prepared statement of 
the general eounsel and first vice president, Mr. L. E& Jeffries, ceiving 
it the most prominent position in ovr paper 


rhe statement was brought to us by special messenger 


Two weeks ago we 


who atated 
t it had been approved by the president of the Southern |} 

Co., Mr. Fairfax Harrison, and that President Harrison had sent bim 
to us with it. 

Ne understand that these two officials of the Southern Railway Co 
sumething like $50,000 per year salary by that railroad 
corporation, as experts learmed in the Iaw, the history transpor 
thoroughly fa 


are paid 


tation, and otherwise niliar with the entire railroad 


complex,” historically, theoretically, and practically. 

other sentence in that 
arefully stadied and subtly concocted statement, is a tissue of falsi 
fication of railroad history in this State, and a frightful, slanderoud 
iefamation on South Carolina and her great sons, Hike Robert Y. 
Hayne, E&. L. Miller, Rene Goddard, Colonel Cross, David Ernet, 
McDuffie, John C. Calhoun, zad all those great South Caro 
linians, who, in the days of the iniernal improvements craze of the 
eighteen hundred and twenties and eighteen hundred and thirties 
opposed the wild turnpike, plank roads, and canal schemes that simply 
wrecked other States, and stood out against all such projects and 
fought for and started steam railroad building here. 


The first and opening sentence, like every 


(reorge 
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The opening sentences of the statement declares: “ There were few, 
if any, railroads in the State of South Carolina in the efghteen thirties 
and eighteen forties * © * ‘The legislature was endeavoring to 
tnduce capital to its money in the State,” That is pure, 
unadulterated fiction, and for a subtle purpose. That is a slander that 
South Carolina newspapers should refute instead of publish and com- 
mend, The facts are that as early as 1821 Robert Y. Hayne 
advocated in the press of the State and In public speeches the building 
as the and the only solution of not only our State's 
needs, bitterly assailed from time to time the 
money upon turnpikes, plank roads, canals, and the Like, 
resnit that in 1832 Sonth Carolina had the longest-operated 
steam railroad in the world, as our legislature had incorporated January 
30, 1828, the Charleston & Hamburg (Augusta) Rallroad Co., that gave 
South Carolina not only the longest steam railroad in operation but also 

first railread in the United States using steam locomotive power 
begul 


when 


invest ete, 


historical 


of steam railroads 
but the Nation’s 
wasting of 


and 


with the 


iung 

there were only 23 mfes of raflroad in the United 
ihan 12 mfles of this one steam railroad in South Caro- 
operation, carrying freight, and the United 
States Government Post Office flles show it was the first steam railroad 
to carry the United States mails. The road was built entirely by South 
Carolinians with capital and money raised in this State, and what is 
more the engines, the “ Best Friend,” was the first steam locomo- 
tive ever built in the United States and was designed and assembled by 
Mr. F. L. Miller, of Charleston, 8. C. The event of the eompletion of 
the Chi ton & Hamburg Railroad to (Augusta) Hamburg, 136 miles in 
length, is referred to in May, 1833, in the Charleston Mercury in part 
as tollows: 


‘The Charleston 


Fta te 


lina was in 


more 


passengers, 


one of 


irk 


& Hamburg Railroad fs the greatest extent of 
steam railway line tn consecutive miles in any part of the world.” 
And yet modern Munchausens, like the authors of the Southern Rail- 
way statement we published and that has been more or less published 
by the newspapers of this State, and who draw down galaries of 
$50,000 per annum as railroad experts in railroad finance, practical 
operation, railway science, law, and publie service, proceed to tell us 
that had no railroads then and try to lead an unsuspecting and 
confiding public here to believe that we and our legislature induced 
them to bring their capital and money here to get us to market and 
to give ts the transportation necessary to get us out of fhe “ sticks.” 
And a paper almost at the door of Old St. Michael’s Church in Charies- 
ton proceeds to commend editorially that defamation on the State of 
South Carolina, and one of the greatest of Americans, Robert Y. Hayne, 
who gave his life for railroad promotion, and who and whose genera- 
tion, when it came to writing the sum total of all this great man 
did for State, his Nation, and his fellow men, even after he had 
been the Member of the United States Senate, 
constitutional lawyer to successfully engage Daniel 
brilliant debate on the expressed, reserved, and com- 
promised powers of the Constitution which it took a war between the 
States to settleg after he had been the first mayor of Charleston; 
after he had been a Member of both branches of Congress and our State 
legislature, serving as speaker of the house in the latter; after he 
had attorney general and governor of our State, he wished 
and his recorded this on his pedestal now in Old St. Michael's 
most important lesson from his most yaluable and 


we 


his 
one 
colleagues as 


Webster in 


the 
that 


been 
people 
Church as the 
useful life: 

“Tils last public service was his effort to open direct raflroad com- 
munication with the vast interior of our continent.” 

The history of our State and of our country records that Robert 
Young lIlayne was the first man to suggest not only in South Carolina 
but in the United States, steam railway transportation as the solution 
of the Natien’s need, commercially, economicaiiy, socially, and politi- 
As early as November 22, 1821, the Charleston Gazette published 
his Istter, reading in part: “ Mr. Editor, having seen a specimen of a 
patent railway, I believe the plan would be useful in this State. The 
season for discussing the great subject ef internal improvement has 
arrived and this may add to the materials,” 

With this letter the Gazette published the “specimen” or gspecifica- 
tions of the “ patent railway,” proposing not the horse-drawn tramway 
of Massachusetts, or the sail-horse pulled one of Maryland, or the 
horse-staltionary engine road of Pennsylvania but steam as a locomo- 
power. Robert Y. Hayne and others continued to advocate steam 
railroads and oppose canals, plank roads, turnpikes, and -the like, with 
the result that they raised in State the money and built the 
Charleston & Hamburg Railroad, 136 miles in length, from Charleston 
to Hamburg and in 1832 had a comprehensive system of 
railroads planned and partly built, including a railroad through Spar- 
tan Asheville, Knoxville to Cincinnati and Louisville, called the 
Louisville, Cincinnatl & Charleston Railway Co., incorporated in 183 
by our State legisiature, and of which Robert Young Hayne was presi 
dent until his ontimely death, m 1859, at the age of 47, in Asheville 
from overwork as president of this then the longest proposed railway 
in the world. 

Robert Y. Hayne’s advocacy of connecting South Carolina with the 
‘Mississippi and Ohio Valleys had in view not only winning the West 


eally. 


tive 


this 


(Augusta), 


ury, 
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for the Nation but winning it for slavery and the South. He was not 
merely a railroad promoter or mere raflroad builder, big as such men we: 
and overshadow as completely as they do some of these modern overpa 
railroad lawyers and officials, who can not see beyond the pocketbook ner 
of their bondholders ; but he was a statesman with a vision, and he poinie: 
out at a big raflroad convention he called, and over which he presid 
which was attended in Knoxville by 380 delegates from all parts of { 
Middle West and the South, and which resulted in Cincinnati and 0} 
uilding, with the help of Kentucky and Tennessee, the railroad now ow: 


| by that city and leased by the Southern Railway Co. that not only wo 


such a railroad open up the West te the South and give the West 1 
market needed for its development and prosperity, but it would be 
“means of healing the (slavery) breach so deep and wide between 
Sonth and the West.” If the valleys of the Ohio and the Mississip; 
Rivers were linked to the Atlantic Ocean, he argued, by way of Char!) 
ton, that vast section of the United State might become friendly 
slavery through the “potent influence of understanding.” 

In his address as presiding chairman he said nothing about slavs 
but the approaching war between the States over that unsettled a 
compromised question in the Constitution of the United States was 
“urge” back of the tremendous and succesful effort he made to win 
delegations for steam railroad transportation when he pictured th 
railroad from Charleston to Cincinnati and Louisville would pri 
“controlling and permanent influence on the peace and perpetuit; 
the Union by practically increasing the reciprocal dependence of 
Nerth and South, by establishing business, promoting friendships, abolich- 
ing prejudices, creating uniformity in political opinions, 
blending the feeling of distant portions of our country into a Union 
heart,” as well as of commerce, agriculture, religion, culture, 
transportation, 

And what a pity ft is in these days of the Nation’s greatness, w 
all the world looks to us for example, that there are not at the 
of the present great Southern Railway system, made possible by 
constructive railroad building, public good will, and statesman. 
patriotism, and foresight of that railroad and nation builder 
pioneer, Robert Young Hayne; what a pity there are not now at 
head of this great railway system real men like Robert Young HU 
and all those other South Carolinians, who “in the eighteen thirties : 
eighteen forties” had already built and planned more steam-railw 
mileage and had more in operation as early as 1882 than there w 
the rest of the world, toa carry on that splendid work with a d 
regard for the people and the public, and devoting their energies 
efforts to increasing the efficiency of the great trust they hold, in 
of being engaged in pettifoggying, sharp practice, and in blocking 
improvement and our industrial progress, maligning the names of r 
railroad men like Hayne, Miller, Calhoun, and others, and defaming t 
fair name of this splendid State of South Carolina, which has alw 
been first in any worthy service, whether it be railroad buik 
character building, or nation building. 

Let us repeat, what a pity it is that there are not at the head of 
the great Southern Railway Co., which would have little mileage 
there subtracted from its present 6,874 miles the railroads bui 
planned in the “eighteen thirties and eighteen forties” by me 
Hayne, Calhoun, Miller, Butler, Noble, Frenau, McDuffie, Law, Mu 
Taylor, Shannon, Watt, Ford, and other South Carolinians, wh 
only planned and built, but supplied and raised the money right 
in our own State for more than their part of most of what consti 
to-day the Southern Railway system, in spite of Mr. Jefferies’s a!) gu 
tion there were no railroads in South Carolina “in the eighteen t! 
and eighteen forties,” and we were begging for men and capital to 
here and build railroads. 

Hayne, Miller, Calhoun, McDniffie, and all his corailroad pi 
knew what it was to serve their fellow men as well as their 
holders. They would not have served certain stock gamblers now en 
in “manicuring ” the Southern Railway Co., and who have within 
last three years manipulated the common stock from around $! 
share to $150 a share, increasing tenfold the value of the $130,000 ,' 
worth of common stock, not one penny ef which represents ori 
railroad construction, and on which during the past three years 
Wall Street gamblers have caused to be paid out of freight rat 
passenger fares dividends recently imcreased to 8 per cent, appar 
with a view to ultimately unloading their holdings, as time runs :‘ 
upon the investing public, composed largely of widows, orphans 
aged persons, pinching off in the effort to pay excessive dividends « 
possible penny and picce of property. 

Our suggestion is that if the present “ changed” policy of the ! 
of the Southern continues there be both a congressional and 4 
legislature investigation into the whole situation, covering not o1 
Wall Street manipulation of its common stock, the increasing of 
dends from nothing to 8 per cent, but also the efforts of its presen! 
cers to bent down taxes, secure high valuation for rate basing, and « 
wise take advantage of the public. Here is real opportunity for ) 
men of courage and honest purpose to serve their State and count 
getting into politics, becoming members of our legislature, makin 
a real live issue, and, like Portia, seeing to it that Shylock gets 
pound of flesh—no more, no less, and nothing but flesh. 


greater 


’ 
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HENRY A. BELLOWS 


Cc resol hn Ss J Res, 55 » take ip for immediat 
il t provid y r the Mr Henn \ 
vs of the salary that d ee] ue him had 1} 
i on the Radi ( S 1 bee! I 
hat it go ov l I ! 1 to M R 
questi s in fl he t} 1 1 } l \ I 
( mmerce Committee 1 m i 1 with t 
j I w ud. thet ‘ i ini i 
ll up that joint ition and 
may receive his p 
BORAH What is the 1 In 
DILI it is a int olut ! viding ft | ‘ aie on 
A. Bellows, who formerly served on the Radio Commi 
d who resigned, the salary that \ ild have been due h 
emained on the commission and bet conti 1 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wits in the chair) The 
r from Washington asks unanimous consent for the pr 
ideration of Senate Joint Resolution 55. Is there obje 


[ BORAH. I do not know that I exactly understood the 
tor Is this to pay the gentleman tor the time he actua 





Mr. DILL. Yes; for tuall l 
PRESIDING OF ere biecti » the 
of the Senator frot 
COPELAND. Mr. President, what about the other m 





ners? Do we make provision for their pay? 
DILL. A report as to their confirmation has not yet been 
» by the committee 
Mr. COPELAND. And if they are confirmed they will be 
Mr. DILL. Oh, yes; certainly. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator whether 
ence before the committee indicates that the commis 
in whose behalf the joint resolution has been offered 
Radio Trust in the allocation of wave lengths, o1 
i +? 








red the Rac 
her his conduct was fair to all 1d those seek 
censes to operate radio stations? 
Ii DILL. That is a rather 
but I want to say, in justice to Mr. Bellows, 
ie of the most industrious members of the commission 
nmission had no money with which to operate. It took 
e of the situation and did the best it could, and while I] 
+ approve and do not approve some of the actions of th 
ssion in which Mr. Bellows « meurred, I believe he was 
his efforts, and I believe that having given his time t« 
vork, that he is entitled to his py. As to whether or not 
has favored the so-called Radio Trust is a question upon 
h men might differ. I may say that the commission have 
nted any licenses for broadcasting to exceed 90 days, so 
the radio situation is not permanently tied up in favor of 
-called Radio Trust or anybod 
free to allocate wave lengths and to change any station 
to make any disposition of wave lengths that they may see 
the expiration of the 90-day period. That, I think, must 
din their favor, whatever may be said in criticism of thei 
actions. 
Mr. KING. May I say to the Senator that he must be aware 
he fact that numerous complaints have been received from 
ns residing in many parts of the United States against the 
luct of the commission. Statements have been made by 
persons to whom I refer that they have been discrimi 
against and that the Radio Trust, if there is a trust, hi 
favored and a policy pursued which tends to fasten the 
dio Trust upon the country to the disadvantage of the public 
those who seek an opportunity for legitimate broadcasting. 
Mr. DILL. The term “legitimate broadcasting” is generally 
erpreted by every man who has a broadcasting station to 
his own needs and wishes, There has been much criticism 
i I myself believe that some of the criticism is justified. 
loes seem that the stations of the Radio Corporation, and 
lated stations, have been given more readily what they 
ire and other stations have been handicapped and shifted 
her wave lengths and had their power cut. But I repeat 
t the broadeasting situation is not closed. Radio Cory 
Stations or any other set of stations are not in complete 
rol of the air, and I believe these members of the commis 
are honestly striving to work out these problems in the 
erest of better radio service. If Mr. Bellows’s case were up 
confirmation I might discuss more in detail the policies of 
mmission, which I will probably do when those cases come 
' the Senate, But I believe that Mr. Bellows is entitled 
pay tor the time he served. 
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Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, may I ask a further ques 


the Senator 
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\ DILI \f, I ] \ 3 3 ? 
M i V 1 fro $ nt t I 
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) ! wit! wh } ‘ 3 | 
> Sa ry al l l I 
fices. He |] < to work fi 
i neriy W é 
D McKELLAR M T Ser 








” i 
} , 
t that 
! jul 
I is 
i 
ported 
Mr. McKELLAR, The truth of the business is, it seems to 
» that we ought to have a permanent commission to di vith 
e subject of radio. That is my own judgment about it 


Mr. DILL. That was the view of the Senate when we passed 
the original bill, but the present law is a compromise with the 


House bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. J. Res 


35) for the relief of Henry A. Bellows, which had been reported 


from the Committee on Interstate Commerce wi 





han amend 


ment on page 1, after section 2, to strike out: “The money 


ppropriated for the Federal Radio Commission by the first 
leficiency act, fiscal year 1928S, shall be available for the ‘pay- 
t f such compensation,” and in lieu thereof to sert 
The moneys made available for the fiscal year 1927 b he 
act of February 23, 1927, and those appropriated for t Fed 


eral Radio Commission by the first deficiency act, fiscal year 
8S, shall be available for the payment of such compensation. 


So as to make the joint 





Resolved, etc., That notw he | - f tion 1761 of 
Revised Statutes, Hé hall be iid pensation at 
ite of $10,000 per annum for the period during which he e! das 
r of the Federal Radi { Or 
2. The money made vail for t scal ur 1927 t t 
I iry 23, 1927, and th riated for the I 1! 
ission by the first deficiency l year 1028 hall ] l for 
e payment of such compensation 


The amendment was agreed to 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


j 


REHABILITATING FARM LANDS IN FLOOD AREAS 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unar 
mous consent, out of order, for the present consideration of 
Order of Business No. 31, being the bill (8S. 672) for the purpose 
of rehabilitating farm lands in the flood areas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES I think more than merely the title of the bill 
should be read, or the Senator from Arkansas might make a 
brief explanation of it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I shall be vet 
glad to explain the bill. The bill authorizes a fund of $500,000 
to be used in agricultural extension work in the flooded districts 
rhe bill has been favorably reported by the Department of 
Agriculture, and there is printed in the committee’s report a 
letter from the department Addressed to the chairman « 
Committee on Agriculture, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
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McNary] fully explaining the necessity for the legislation and 
advocating its passage. A paragraph in the report reads as 
follows: 

In the maintenance of the cooperative extension system under the 
Smith-Lever Act the major portion of the expense of employing county 
agents is paid from county funds, the usual plan being to pay half or 
less than half of the salary of such agents from State and Federal funds 
and to pay the remainder of the salary and office and travel expenses 
from county or other local funds. The present financial condition of the 
flooded counties will make it impossible for most of them to continue 
their contributions to the salaries and expenses of county extension 


agents at a time when the services of these agents are greatly needed to 
assist rural people in rebuilding their homes, renovating their premises, 
and reestablishing themselves on a satisfactory basis. Careful esti- 
mates made by the directors of extension in the several States affected 
indicate that approximately $500,000 will be needed to take over the 
portions of salaries bow paid to county agents from county and local 


funds in counties seriously affected by the flood and to employ agricul- 
tural and home demenstration agents in such counties where agents are 


not now employed, 


Mr. JONES. The proposed legislation, as I understand, ap- 
plies to the present year? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 
authorization. 

Mr. JONES. T have no objection to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there obiection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] for the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 


Yes; it is an emergency 


Be it enaeted, etc., That due to the emergency existing in the lower 
Mississippi Valley as a result of the flood ef 1927, county funds avail- 
able from taxation are so impaired throughtout the flood area that a 
eontinued suppert of the normal constructive activities of these coun- 
ties, including the employment of county extension agents in agricul- 
ture and home economics, will be impossible. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture is hereby authorized, in cooperation with the several States and 
local agencies within these States, to employ such county extension 
agents necessary to aid in quickly and adequately rehabilitating these 
flood«levastated farm areas. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of this act there is hereby authorized 
to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $500,000 for the employment of county exten- 
sion agents, traveling, subsistence, and other necessary expenses, to be 
expended by the Secretary of Agriculture under such rules and regula- 
tions as he may prescribe for the proper carrying out of the purposes 
of this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and pussed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask to have printed in the 
Recorp the full report of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry upon the bill. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

[S. Rept. No. 32, 70th Cong., Ist sess.] 
REHABILITATING FARM LAND IN THE FLOOD AREAS 

Mr. Caraway, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, sub- 
mitted the following report (to accompany 8S. 672): 

rhis bill is a bill te authorize the appropriation of $500,000, to be 
used In accordance with the suggestion of the Department of Agricul- 
ture in the employment of county agents and home demonstration 
agents in the several States {n which great damage was done by the 
floods last year, The authorization is only for the one year, at which 
time the Seeretary of Agriculture, who strongly recommends the passage 
of this act, thought the counties would be able to resume the payment 
of the expenses herein mentioned, 

The measure fs an emergency measure designated for one year, and it 
is hoped that it may be passed speedily, as the need is great. 

he letter of the Secretary of Agriculture is published herewith, 





DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURR, 
Washington, D. C., December 31, 1927. 
Hion, CuHarLes L. McNary, 
United States Senate. 

Pear Senator: I have your request of December 13 for a report on 
S. 672, a Lill for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in the flood 
areas, introduced by Senator Roprnson of Arkansas on December 6. 
The bill reeites the impairment of county tax funds in the lower Missis- 
sippi Valley as a result of the flood of 1927 and the consequent inability 
of the flood counties to continue the employment of county extension 
agents in agriculture and home economics; authorizes the Secretary of 
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Agriculture to cooperate with the States and local agencies in th. 
ployment of such county agents to aid in rehabilitation of flood deyy« 
tated farm areas; and authorizes an appropriation of $500,000 for the 
employment of county extension agents, travel, subsistence, and ot! 
necessary expenses. 

The lower Mississippi Valley flood in the spring and summer of 1927 
devastated farm areas in southeastern Missouri, southwestern Tllin 
western Kentucky and Tennessee, eastern and central Arkansas, nort 
western Mississippi, and eastern Louisiana. It prevented or greatly 
layed and reduced crop production on several million acres of fertile 
farm lands, destroyed much livestock and many farm buildings, 
jured business over a wide area, It caused a material reducti 
local tax collections and at the same time entailed unusual expenditu 
from county funds for poor relief, the repair of roads and bridges, ; 
other projects. 

In the maintenance of the cooperative extension system unde1 
Smith-Lever Act the major portion of the expense of employing cou 
agents is paid from county funds, the usual plan being to pay halt 
less than half of the salary of such agents from State and Fed 
funds and to pay the remainder of the salary and office and trayel 
penses from county or other local funds, The present financial 
tion of the flooded counties will make it impossible for most of them 
continue their contributions to the salaries and expenses of count 
tension agents at a time when the services of these agents are gr« 
needed to assist rural people in rebuilding their homes, renovating t 
premises, and reestablishing themselves on a satisfactory basis, Car 
estimates made by the directors of extension in the several §t 
affected indicate that approximately $500,000 will be needed to tak: 
the portions of salaries now paid to county agents from county and 
local funds in counties seriously affected by the flood and to e1 
agricultural and home demonstration agents in such counties » 
agents are not now employed. In the case of agents now employed 
portion of salaries now paid from State and regular Federal a 
priations would continue to be so paid, but in the case of addi 
agents it would be necessary to pay their entire salaries from ft! 
propriation here proposed. It is expected that the counties would 
ply office quarters and provide for necessary operating expenses 

The area devastated by the flood is largely populated with 1 
farmers, and especially effective extension work has been done in 
region by negro men and women extension agents. The appropri 
authorized in this bill (S. 672) would be sufficient to employ neg 
tension agents in the counties in the flood area with large negro 
lation where such agents are not now employed, and to continu 
services of agents now on the rolls. In some instances an agent ; 
serve two or more counties, in which case provision would be mad { 
travel expenses, 

It is the thought of the directors of extension in the States conc 
that the additional county extension agents employed under th 
thorization proposed in 8. 672 could be supervised witb the p: 
administrative and supervisory forces and that practically the e: 
amount would be available for the employment of county ext 
agents, 

Wxtension agents in the flooded counties have rendered extr 
valuable service in flood relief and rehabilitation, and it is very d 





able to comutinue and extend this service during the emergency | l 
until the rural population has had epportunity to recover to sol 

tent from the flood. The appropriation authorized in 8, 672 d 
be sufficient to provide for the necessary county extension agelts | 


June 30, 1929, at which time it is expected that the counties will 
ready to resume their usual proportion of expense in the mainten 
of such agents. 

A similar proposal was made in H. J. Res. 4, introduced by Re; 
sentative ASWELL and favorably reported by the House Committee on 
Agriculture. A statement regarding H. J. Res. 4 prepared by m¢ 
submitted to the Bureau of the Budget and returned to the department 
with the statement that the proposed legislation was not in conflict 
the financial program of the President. 

Karly and favorable action on 8, 672 is strongly recommended. 

Sincerely, 
W. M. JarpDine, Secretary. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF MONEY ADVANCED BY NEVADA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over from the preceding day, which will 
be read. 

The resolution (S. Res, 106), submitted by Mr. PirTMAN on 
the 9th instant, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Comptroller General is hereby authorized and 
directed to investigate and report to the Senate the amount of m 
actually advanced and expended by the State of Nevada, or by the Ter 
tory of Nevada and assumed by said State, in aid of the Governme!l 
of the United States during the War between the States, with » 
interest on the same as said State has actually paid, in accordance W 
the opinion of the Supreme Court in New York v. The United Stai 
(160 U. 8. 598); together with such amounts as have been heretotor 
reimbursed said State by the United States, 


> 








The PRESIDING OFFICER 
solution. 
PITTMAN 
to another resolution which 
the Judiciary, to 
s been appointed The resolution 

in aid of that; in other 


or a report 


mn agreeing to 


The question is 


Mr. President, resolution is 
now pending 
which a subcommittee 
which has just been read is 


words, it does nothing except 


this 
is 


consider 


Mr 
ental 
imittee on 


supple- 


Mr. CURTIS. For the use of the committee? 

Mr. PITTMAN. That is all 

Mr. CURTIS. There is no objection to it 

ir. PITTMAN. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 


agreed to 


resolution was 


CHARLES 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, tl 

which is intended to give 

rv. The entryman e! 

inal surveys, but there was a 

rtment recommends the 

ir. SMOOT. What 
ir. FLETCHER. 


H. SEND 


ere is a bill on the « 
relief in the case of a 
tered land in accordance with 
istake in the surveys The 
passage of the bill in their report. 
is the number of the bill? 

Its calendar number is 49, being the bill 
40) for the relief of Charles H. Send. ‘Phe concluding 
ence of the letter of the Acting Secretary of the Depart 
t of the Interior in regard to the bill is as follows: 


aien- 
homestead 
the 





amendment of the entry BY rosed would 


a measure 
ym the loss Send has sustained by the erroneous allowance of 
rv, and I recommend that the bill be enacted 
e committee has reported the bill unanimously; it will 
but a moment to consider it; and I ask unanimous consent 
ts immediate consideration 
ir. CURTIS. I understood the Senator to say that the 
had been recommended by the department 


has been so recommended, 


ir. FLETCHER. Yes; it 
( to the bill 


I SURTIS. There is 
| } 


no objection 


ing no Objection, 





mere vo the Senate, as in Committee of the 
proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 

it enacted, et« e > tary f the Interior be, and is 
horized to 1 nestead entry of Charles H. 8S i 

March 20, 1924, so as to de ribe lot , section 14, township 4 

of range 15 west, of the Tallahassee meridian, Florida, contain 
SO acres, in lieu of the subdivision now embraced therein, and to 
the commutation proof submitted by said Send on October 8&8 

f found otherwise satisfactory, upon payment for the land at 


of $1.25 per act 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
1 to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
passed, 


SADIE KLAUBER 


Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, the bill (S. 434) for the 
ef of Sadie Klauber, being Calendar No, 36, is similar to a 
which was passed through the Senate at the last session of 
Congress. I ask unanimous for its immediate 
sideration. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
consideration of the bill 

Mexico? 

SMOOT, Let it be read first. 
‘he Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


consent 


Is there objection to the pres 
referred to by the Senator from 


Mr 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
priated to Sadie Klauber, so long as she continues to suffer with 
ulosis, the sum of $60 per month from and after April 16, 1926, 


mpensation for permanent physical. disability resulting from disease 
racted in line of duty while employed in the United States Veterans’ 

tal No. 55, Fort Bayard, N. Mex 

| through the United States Employees’ Compensation Commission. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
st of the Senator from New 

Mr. CURTIS. 


Such monthly payments shall be 


Is there objection to the re 
Mexico? 


Was the bill referred to the Veterans’ Bureau 


recommended by them? 
Mr. BRATTON. It was referred to the Veterans’ Bureau 
da full résumé of the case was made. General Hines con 


luded with this language: 


is believed that the committee will be able to judge for itself the 


s of this bill and the propriety of its passage 


The Senate passed an identical bill during the last session of 
Congress. A full explanation of it was then made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re 
juest of the Senator from New Mexico? 


before the | 
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Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment, Mr. P 1 { I ld lik > 
read the report. 

Mr. CURTIS Mr. President, may we |! ceed with the 
ealendar until the Senator from Utzh has had a | y 
to read the report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Morning business losed l 
the calendar under Rule VIII is in ord 

Mr. CURTIS. Let it be understood that whe e Set I 
from Utah has read the report that we will recur » t ill 
of the Senator from New Mexico I will ask if that is sa 
factory to him? 

Mr. SMOOT. I see it is quite a lengthy report, but it will 
not take me very hong to read it. If we could pro 1 wit! 
the calendur under Rule VIII it will afford me an opportunity 


to read the report. 
Mr. BRATTON 
The PRESIDING 
passed over. 


Very weil. 


OFFICER. The bill will be temporurily 


TItIE CALENDAR 


PRESIDING OFFICER. rhe ca 


is in orde The Secretary will state 
calendar 
CANAL ZONI PENAL CODE 
The bill (S. 1256) to amend the penal de of the Canal Zone 


in order 


the bill 


was announced as first 


Mr. KING I ask thiut may be read 


Che Chief Clerk read the bill, which had been ported from 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals with amendments, on 
page 2. line 5, after the word “exceeding” to strike out 
*$1.000”" and insert “3200,” and in the same line, after the 
word xceeding ’”’ where it occurs the second time te Strike 
out “five years” and insert “one year,” so as to make he 
bill read: 

I enacted, etc., That chapter 5, Title 1¢ Penal Cod 
Canal e | nended b iding-to section 357 the followi ti 

S 7 Any persor ‘ w t the sent f 
’ 1 S ype te rr ve yr ASE tal } a l 
ved, from a garage, stable, or her buildin r f ’ | 
lity on a pub r privete highway, park Wat street rt 

d cl r or space, an automobile or motor el ‘ ind opé ‘ 
0 e, or ise the im to |t operated « driver i wn 
| t S ir purpose, shall punished by a fine not exece £200 
or j onment not ¢ ling one r, Or tl l fi ind i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
he committee amendments 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, do I understand that the 
bill applies only to the Canal Zone? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised from the 
title of the bill and its contents that it is a bill to amend 
penal code of the Canal Zone 

Mr. KING. Mr. President I do not see the particular pu 
pose of the bill. There may be some specific reason for its 
passage. It seems to me the measure rather confounds larceny 
with some form of trespass 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. Presiclent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Utah 


yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 


Mr. KING. I do. 


Mr. BLEASE. I notice that the chairman of the committee 
is not present. I will state to the Senator from Utah that the 
only purpose of the bill is to reduce the amount of the fine 


|} and leave the matter to the discretion of the court. 


As the law now 


Ti 


$1000 
and this bill is 
ourt: not make 
Zone, and o1 ly as 


than 


stands, it provides for not less 
fine. seems that that is considered excessive, 
merely to leave it to the discretion of the ¢ 
any change except as to the Panama Canal 
to the punishment. 

Mr. KING. If that is the only object 


to 


I have no objection to 


the measure: but it does seem to me that it confounds a tres- 
pass with a larceny. As I listened to the reading of the bill I 
could not tell whether if was an attempt to punish for grand 
larceny for the asportaticn of a machine or the taking of a 


machine unless there was a felonious intent; and the bill is 
silent as to whether there must be a felonious intent,:- whether 
they are to treat the taking of a machine as a mere 
not amounting to a larceny. 

I do not know the statute which exists in the Panama Canal 
Zone dealing with this subject: but if the Senator has 
said is true, that it merely reduces the punishment from a per- 
emptory fine of a thousand dollars and leaves it discretionary, 
I shall not object to its consideration. 


tre 


pass 


what 
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Mr. 
from 


BLAINE. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator 
Utah that the War Department, as I understand, com- 
municated with the chairman of the committee, stating that 
the present law in the Panama Canal Zone with reference to 
the taking of an automobile without the owner's consent pro- 
vided for a penalty of only $25 and constituted an offense only 
of disorderly conduct. The department therefore proposed the 
bill that is before the Senate, providing for a fine of $1,000 and 
imprisonment for five years. 

This is new legislation. ‘This is not amending any present 
penal statute with reference to the Panama Canal Zone. Upon 
my suggestion the fine was reduced to $200 by amendment and 
the imprisonment to not exceeding one year, so that, whatever 
the offense may be, it would not be a felony, 

Personally I have some doubts with respect to the advisa- 
bility of passing the bill at all; but I understand that many of 
the States have similar provisions penalizing the taking of an 
automobile without the owner’s consent quite without regard 
to whether or not it is a felonious or willful taking in a criminal 
sense. 

i think, Mr. President, and I have often so stated, that those 
who are out of jail owe some duty to those who may go to jail. 
It is a very simple thing to have a safety device or lock on an 
automobile Every automobile manufactured within the last 
year or two has such a device; and where that device is em- 
ployed it prevents the taking of an automobile without the 
owner's consent in most cases. The War Department referred 
particularly to “ joy riders,” particularly those who might pick 
up a car upon the street, or even parked in a yard, and drive 
out into the country or about a village, with no intention to 
sternal the automobile, but merely for the purpose of recreation, 
as they might consider it, “joy riding.” 

I] doubt very much whether we ought to dignify that sort of a 
trespass as an offense by making it a felony, and for that reason 
I suggested the reduction of the penalty so that it would be 
regarded only as a misdemeanor. 

In the absence of the chairman of the committee I do not 
like to suggest that this matter be pressed at this time. Per- 
haps it ought to go over. I think, however, in conformity with 
the laws of the States generally, that there might well be some 
legislation upon this question. Perhaps the penalties imposed 
in the bill are too harsh. That, of course, is a question for 
every Senator to determine. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I have had the 
same misgivings expressed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BLAINE] and the Senator from Utah |Mr. Kine] with respect to 
this bill. As indieated by beth Senators, it does penalize the 
taking of an automobile without the consent of the owner, 
whether that taking is felonious or eriminal in its intent or not. 
I believe that the bill might very properly have the further 
consideration of the committee, and I move that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 
moves that the bill under consideration, being Senate bill 1256, 
be rereferred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
next bill on the calendar. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The bill (S. 1946) relative to the pay of certain retired war- 
rant officers and enlisted men and warrant officers and enlisted 
men of the reserve forces of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
the Coast Guard, fixed under the terms of the Panama Canal 
act, as amended, Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be passed over. 


The Secretary will state the 


Upon objection, the bill will 


KATE MATHEWS 

The bill (8S. 3) for the relief of Kate Mathews was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on ( 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “sum 
of.” to strike out “ $10,000” and to insert “$5,000,” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Kate Mathews, of San 
Antonio, Tex., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $5,000 as compensation for injuries receved and 


expenses incurred by reason of having been struck by a United States 
Army automobile in San Antonio, Tex., on the 30th day of September, 
1920, the automobile being driven at the time she was struck by First 
Roscoe 8, O'Hara, Alr Service, United States Army. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Lieut 


The The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment of the committee. 
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Mr. KING. 
the bill? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, let me say to the Senn: 
from Utah that this bill passed the Senate at the last sess 
It is one of the usual cases where a civilian was injured 
collision with a vehicle operated by an officer of the Uni: 
States Army or by some one ip the service of the United St; 

Mr. KING. What was the extent of the injury? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The lady was a school-teacher, advay 
in years, She was laid up for several months and has }y 
permanently crippled by this injury. The amount is the an 
usually allowed in such cases. Her case is especially deser\ 
on account of the fact that she has been disabled for life. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read 
read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. President, is there a report accompanyi 


rye 


SADIE KLAUBER 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, the Senator from Utal 
completed his investigation of Senate bill 434, Order of Busi 
No. 36. I ask unanimous consent that we return to that : 
ber now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mey 
asks unanimous consent to return to Order of Business No. :\4 
Senate bill 484. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 434) for the relic! 
Sadie Klauber, which was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury ts auth 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not oth 
appropriated, to Sadie Klauber, so long as she continues to suffer 
tuberculosis, the sum of $60 per month from and after April 16, 
as compensation for permanent physical disability resulting fron 
ease contracted in line of duty while employed in the United § 
Veterans’ Hospital No. 55, Fort Bayard, N. Mex. Such month) 
ments shall be paid through the United States Employees’ Compens 
Commission. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall offer no objection to the 
passage of the bill at this time; but it is a very, very clos 
question whether the bill ought to pass or not. So far as | 
am concerned, I shall give the benefit of the doubt to 
woman. In doing so, we shall have to take the position that 
the woman was married to a soldier and had never been liy 
with him for five years, although they were both in the s: 
hospital. Of course, if she did not live with him, there 
reason for granting the pension, and it ought to be granted 
her. If she did live with him, she has no right to it. 

So far as I am personally concerned, I am going to give 
woman the benefit of the doubt. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen: 
from New Mexico a question. If this measure is passed 
becomes a precedent which we shali follow, will not every « 
ployee of the Government who receives an injury or wl 
eomes ill, and that illness is protracted, or is of short dur L 
for that matter, have a valid claim upon the Government 

Mr. BRATTON. No; Mr. President. This case present 
unusual state of facts, and, in my judgment, has an unu 
amount of merit. For the benefit of the Senator from | 
I shall state the facts. 

Mrs. Klauber married her husband at New York Apri! 
1921. The very next day he left New York for Fort Baya 
and became a patient in the tubercular hospital there. 
went thereto two months later; and in July, 1921, she be 
a nurse in the hospital, and was assigned to the treatme 
tubercular patients, being ex-service men, her duties being | 
cipally to spray their noses and throats. She continued in 
employment for nearly four years, when she was stricken 
pulmonary tuberculosis contracted in line of duty. 

The report of the committee is supported by staten: 
from six doctors that, in all probability, she contracted tu 
culosis from her treatment of these patients. She makes 
affidavit, her husband makes an aflidavit, and four ex-s 
men at Fort Bayard make affidavits that during that fou! 
period she lived with the female employees of the hos) 
while her husband lived in the hospital with the men. ‘| 
lived apart. The Employees’ Compensation Commission d: 
her claim for benefit under the law, on the theory that 
probably contracted the disease from her husband. I re} 
that she testified that during all that period of time sh 
her husband lived apart. He testified to the same thing. Fou 
ex-service men in the fort make affidavits to the same lacts. 




















rs say that in their judgm she contracted 
jisease in line of duty. 


Mr. KING. Will the Senator pe 


nt probably 


ao ( 


‘rmit me 


to inquire what 


d be the compensation allowed under the law were she to 
vithin the terms of that act? 
Mr. BRATTON I understand it would be the same amount 


t fixed by the bill. 


these facts I am convinced that the bill has abundant 
and should pass 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ed to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


and passed. 


BILL PASSED OVER 


bill (S. 19) for the relief of Frank Topping and others 
nnounced as next in order, and wus read. 
KING. Let the report be read. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
Mr. SMOOT. There is no report accompanying this bill 
SAPPER. Let it go 
SMOOT. 1 author 


ver 
ove! 


he of the bill asks that it may go 


Mr. CAPPER. I 
PRESIDING 
out prejudice. 


passed 


over the 
will be 


suggest that 
OFFICER. 


we 
The 


pass 


bill over 


CLARA FE, 


NICHOLS 


e bill 120) 
é vees’ compensation act of September 7, 


(S. to extend the benefits of the United Stat 


1916, Clara 


es 


Lo 


Is was considered as in Committee of the Whole and 
v read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the United States Employees’ Compensation 


directed 
education 


ssion shall be, and it is authorized and 
rm E. Nichols, a 
Adjutant 


provision 


ereby, to extend 
recreation 
Angeles 


compensa 


former employee of and 
office War 
an act entitled “An 


the United States 


the 
Department 

act 
suffering 


General's Los 
ot 


of 


to provide 


employees injuries while in 


rformance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved 
S er 7, 1916, compensation hereunder to commence from and after 
age of this act. 
Mr. KING. Let the report be read. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The will read the 


secretary 


e Chief Clerk read the report 


(No. 21), submitted by Mr. 
‘RD on the 9th instant, as follows: 


vs 


Claims, to whom the 
benefits of the I 


1916, to Clara 


Committee 
nd the 
September 7, 


on was referred 


employees’ 
Nichols, having 


bill 120 
compensation 
the 


(Ss. 
nited States 


K, 


considered 


report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the Dill 
d s without amendment. 
facts are fully set forth in Senate Report No. 75, Sixty-ninth 
{ ss, first session, which is appended hereto and made a part of 
ort 
{S. Rept. No. 75, 69th Cong., 1st sess.] 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2096) 


t nd the benefits of 
f September 7, 1916, 


the United 
to Clara E 


States employees’ 


Nichols, having considered 


compensation 
the 


report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the bill 
ss without amendnrent, 
e facts are fully set forth in Senate Report No. 989, Sixty-cighth 
Ss, second session, which is appended hereto and made a part 


report. 





{[S. Rept. No. 989, 68th Cong., 2d sess.] 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3618) 


nd the benefits 
September 
eport 


of the United 
7, 1916, to Clara E. 
favorably thereon with the 
ss with the following amendment: 

out all the 
llowing: 

t the U 
id it 


States employees’ 
Nichols, 
recommendation 


compensation 
the 
bill 


haying considered 
that the 
after clause and insert liea thereof 


enacting in 


nited States ‘ommission shall 
to waive the statute 
Clara E. Nichols, a former 
recreation division, Adjutant 
Angeles, Calif., the provision of an act 
to provide compensation for employees of the United 


Employees’ Compensation ¢ 
hereby, authorized and directed 
“ons in the application filed by 
of the education 
War Department, 
d ‘An act 


is of 
em 
and General's 


Los 


s suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, and 
ther purposes,’ approved September 7, 1916, in order that she may 
the same consideration as though she had applied within th 


d time required by law.” 
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a E, 2D Ils, a woman of a 0 years . withont rela 
tive kin, or means upon which to end, June 4. 1917 it 
Government service as a first-grade < k ! l-serviee ssifi 
eation, in the property section of the Ordnance OM War D 
ment, under Chief Clerk Hugh NWN P ell She worked du > 
ftu lem of 1917 and also of 1918, and ii r offi 
duties as clerk was assigned to and did welfare work t 
es of the Government In ad ¢ th we e work s e 
n ict with many suffering with t fl s : 1 lied 
All of th vidence submitted by affidayi vs that the ! 4 
nd which the Government employees worked at Sev h and W 
st s 1d also at the Hoge Building, and also at the Ford B i 
on Pennsylvania Avenue, were very bad lang us to ‘ 
many nplovees suffered from these yma ns 
N i 11, 1918, she was transferred to the i of the director 
of vil rksmanship at 1115 Woodward Buildin M R ird 


January, 1919, r¢ claimant suffered an attack of S 

















lu 

I ember, 1919, shortly after Christmas, th laimat 1d a se l 
ifttack of the flu 

January 24 the claimant id a hemorrhage 

Mareh 11, 1 she had an X-ray Xamina on, which d i 
pulm iry tuberculosis, 

Major La Garde, in the interest of the other employees in his d 
refused to let the claimant come back into the office for work, and e 
was transferred to the Militia Bureau, 

April 21, 1920, the claimant took up work in the M t Bur 

1 con ed there antil Septenrber 20 

September 11, 1920, the claimant a second X-ray exam i 
to see What progress she had made in fighting the tube llosis ravages 
ind ich to her surpri found that the area involved had doubled 
since her former examinati ind she immediately made efforts for a 

nsf to California, where the climate would be more conducive ’ 
I very 

oO r 24, 1920, she assumed her du 3 as bookkeeper in the United 
S Army moti pi service at L Angel Calif 

M 20, 1921, the Los An s office was closed and the work n 

i with the work at tl San Francisco offi 1nd e claimant 
Was t sferred to San Francis 0 contir r work 

In Augus 1921, claimant's voi ga i and i wis u ) to 

speak a isper until the followi ye while in New Mex 








1921, the work was fin ind the 
office losed, 

Sir Dece) Ss, 1921, t ’ has been un to work in 
any position 

June 23, 1922, claimant left San Francisco for Los Angeles to rest 
and recover suffici nily to go on to New Mexico, where her physicians 
advised the climate would be better and more conducive to her recovery 

August 1, 1922, she left Los Angeles for Albuquerque, N. Mex., in 
whi vicinity she has since remained and now is. 

January 20, 1924, the claimant, for the first time, learned of the 
existence of the United States Kmployees’ Compensation Commission 

January 21, 1924, she wro to the commission blanks ifter 
which she gseeured, by correspondence with her various chiefs and 
associates, affidavits in support af the application she desired ) ‘ 
with the compensation commission, and these were ured from ail 
over the United States, and one from the Canal Zone. 

July 25, 1924, the claimant filed ber application, supported by ie 
affidavits, doctors’ certificates, and other evidence quired for phil 
pensation 

fhe claimant, baving used all of her available income and means to 
effect a cure while she was still working, found herself, at the con- 
clusion of her services in San Francisco (December 3, 1021 entirely 
without funds and unable to follow any employment. 

Since that time she has borrowed from month to month for ber 
needs, hoping for a restoration of health and return work that she 
may earn, live, and repay tie loans yarious friends have kindiy mad 
her. 

The aggregate amount of borrowed money is somewhere near $2,500. 


Her physical condition, although somewhat improved, is retarded, 
and the effect 


helpless fin: 


largely overcome U ison of the mental wor 


incial condition 


The United States Employees’ Compensation Commission was obliged 


to reject her claim for the reason that was not filed until August 7, 
1924, while her disability was complete from and after December 3, 1921, 
and the law under which this commission is created and operates pro- 
vides a limitation of one year from date of disability within which 
claim of compensation may be made, leaving the commission without 


discretion 
Decem 
S618 fol 


the 


ver 9, 1924, Senator Bursum, of New Mexico, introduced S 
he relief of the claimant, and this bill, in effett, mere 


statutory limitation written into the act creating the 


'y 


eom- 


its 


waives 








Os areata Nos 
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capacity upon the evidenee submitted by this claimant. 

The director of orduance welfare, under date of November 5, makes 
the following report on claimant's service and condition: 

“| have been in touch with Miss Nichols for the past four years and 
our welfare board hag rendered substantial financial assistance during 
this period and knews her distressing condition intimately. 

“In 1917 during the epidemie ef fufluenza she contracted this disease 
and, because of inadequate nursing facilities at this time and the over- 
crowded housing conditions, it left her in a tubercular condition. She 
was soon after this transferred to San Irancisco with the hope that the 
change of climate would at least arrest the disease, but her condition 
seemed too far advanced. In January, 1920, she had quite a severe 
hemorrhage and since that time she has steadily grown worse, and for 
the past two years she has not been able to perform work of any kind. 

“Miss Nichols has no living relatives, and, aside from what funds 
her friends and associates have contributed, she has no money to make 
her at least comfortable for the short period of time it is felt she will 
live. Her physician here, Dr. Everett M. Ellison, of 1720 M Street 
NW., told me he was surprised to hear that she is still living. 

“She has presented her case to the compensation commission, to- 
gether with letters from her physician and people with whom she has 
worked in the departments. I feel that Miss Nichols is just as much 
entitled to compensation as one of our soldier boys, since her condition 
was contracted in line of duty. 

“The ordnance welfare board sincerely hopes that her case will re- 
ceive favorable action at the earliest possible date. 

“ Very respectfully, 
“Mrs. L. H. Printup, 
“ Director of Ordnance Welfare.” 
CONCLUSIONS 

The act creating the United States Dmployees’ Compensation Com- 
mission, effective September 7, 1916, is merely an act to authorize the 
Federal Government as an employer, to do those humane things which 
the considerate private employer does voluntarily. 

The section limiting the time within which claims may be presented 
for the consideration of this commission fs a wholesome provision in- 
tended to compel the presentation of claims within a reasonable time 
after the disability while the evidence to defend a fraudulent claim is 
available to the Government. 

It is probably wise to withhold authority from the commission to ex- 
ercise discretion with reference to this time limit. 

The power to create this act, which is vested in Congress, should 
also, through Congress, waive the limit written into the act whenever 
the facts presented disclose tbat justice will be meted ont by the waiver 
of such limit, 

The facts as presented by Clara E. Nichols, claimant under this bill, 
and supported by the affidavits of reputable officials under whom she 
worked or by whom she was employed and treated, clearly presents a 
case where justice can only be meted out by waiving the time limit for 
presentation of her claim. 

In addition to this, the claimant also makes a showing that she did 
not have knowledge of the existence of the Employees’ Compensation 
Commission until the day before she wrote for blanks upon which to 
file her claim, 

Ignorance of law is said to be no excuse, and as a legal maxim this 
is true, but in everyday life and in the dealings between men it is not 
true and should not be, and even in eourse of law and equity ignorance 
of the law is considered by “ tempering justice with mercy.” 

It must always be remembered that until reeenthy the Comptroller 
General of the United States uniformly held that the United States 
Icmployees’ Compensation Committee could not pay claims for disability 
resulting from illness incurred in the service, but only for accident, 
and therefore Miss Nichols's claim would have been rejected by the 
commission for this reason even if she had filed it within the statutory 
limit. 

The claimant is helpless, physically and financially, and ts fast be- 
coming a mental wreck because of these disabilities. 

She evidently gave faithful service to her Government during the 
period of her several employments, and in rendering that service con- 
tracted the vicious, destructive disease that Is sapping her life away. 

It is just such cases as these that the compensation act of September 
7, 1916, was made to meet. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE B, BOOKER CO, 
The bill (S. 342) for the relief of George B. Booker Co. was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as fol- 
lows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to George B. Booker Co., of 
Wilmington, Del., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
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mission, leaving it entirely to the commission to act in a judicial | propriated, the sum of $102.69, said sum being due George B. Bx 


Co. for merchandise furnished to the Reedy Island Naval Station 
during the year 1918. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tin 
and passed. 

B. H. KING 

The bill (S. 1766) for the relief of R. H. King was eonsidere) 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Cla 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 4, after the word “ pay 
insert the words “out of any money in the Treasury not ot 
wise appropriated.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, I notice that the Posim: 
General says: 

The report shows that the postmaster was lax In the manr 
handling the post-office accounts and cash. I am therefore 
opinion that this case does not merit legislative reef. 


I therefore object. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, let me state to the Sen; 
that the postmaster was found by the inspectors to have } 
guilty of no dishonest conduct. He is over 60 years of age. | 
paid the amount of the loss out of his own funds, and he was 
such severe financial straits that he was compelled to us 
life insurance to pay it. In view of the fact that there wa 
dishonesty on his part, the committee felt that the am: 
should be made goed to him. The bill passed the Senate at | 
last session, and there are humerous precedents, 

Mr. SMOOT. That may be true; but I would not want to 
vote for a bill where the Postmaster General says that the (: 
ernment is net responsible. There are no mitigating ¢ircim- 
stanees that would justify payment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Would the Senator condemn this man for 
this loss? It is my judgment that he took every reasonable pre- 
caution. 

Mr. SMOOT, If it was his own fault, he ought to be con- 
demned, 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Congress has on a number of occasions 
indemnified other people under circumstances like this. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hardly think it has where there was such a 
report as in this case. If we allow a bill like this to become a 
law it simply is tantamount to saying to every postmaster in 
the country, “ You can lay money around anywhere, and if it 
is lost you can get a refund.” 

Mr. KING. Or any employee of the Government. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; any employee of the Government. The 
time will come, and I hope it will not be long in coming, whicn 
there will be some kind of protection to the Government, |y 
bond or otherwise, so that in cases like this, and others that 
happen and come to this body so often, the Government of tii 
United States is not going to lose money. When a postmaster 
is appointed he is supposed to use diligence, and he is responsi- 
ble for the money that comes into his hands. In this ease the 
Postmaster General says that this man was lax in his dul) 
and for that reason lost this money. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Let me ask the Senator this question: Ii 
money has been lost under other pestmasters under similar cir- 
eumstances, should not relief be granted here. The Senator 
knows that the Congress has passed a number of measures 
like this. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; not like this. Wherever there is a bur- 
glary, and a safe is broken open, Congress has never failed to 
refund the money that was stolen, or credit the postmaster. 

Mr, SHEPPARD. In this case war savings stamps were 
stolen from the bank in which the postmaster had deposited 
them. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly they were stolen, but they were 
stolen because the postmaster was lax in his duty. I would 
like to have the bill go over, and I will talk with the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, under 
objection. 





ESTATE OF JOHN STEWART 


The bill (S. 1622) for the relief of the estate of John Stew- 
art, deceased, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report (No. 18) sub- 
mitted by Mr. SrepHens from the Committee on Claims on (lice 
9th instant. 

THE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busin«ss. 








yr) ing 
Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (S 
2) submitted by Mr. McMasrer, favoring a reduction of 
schedules and the consideration’ of tariff legislation at 
esent session of Congress 
TAX REDUCTION 
WALSH ot lassachusetts Mr. Preside: for three day 


li 


ive been discussing the question of modifying or changing 
tariff laws. The discussion has been very interesting and 
helpful, but can result in no definite action, The coun 
interested in a question that can be settled without de 
| that we ought to be now considering 
| ittention to the fact that before this Congress con 
was heralded far and wide that the chief and im 
busines f this session was to be tax reduc tion. The 
y was promised early consideration and early enactment 
ax reduction law. The House of Representatives passed 
revenue bill which came into the Senate on December 
Since that time no action has been taken in the Senate 
has been no meeting of the Finance Committee to con- 
his important measure. No statement explanatory of 
lay has been ma‘e upon the floor of the Senate. State 
ive been made from time to time in tl press to th 
iat consideration of the bill had been postponed or Was 
vostponed until March. TI believe it was also asserted in 


Finance Com 
an apparent 


the 


how 


members of 


There 


the 


postponenie nt. 


ress that 
favored 


a majority of 
such 


is 


to keep this measure buried in the Finance Committee 
President, I want to suggest to the Senator from Uta! 
he people of the country are vitally interested in the 
of tax reduction. Many business interests of the coun 


f 


it at present are far from prosperous are very anxious to 
ie Congress carry out the promise which was made, that 
t yould given tax relief without delay. I now the 
S from Utah why some action has not been taken? What 


ask 


be 


reason for the delay? Why has there been a change of | 

le? Is it politics? Why has not the promise been kept to 

mptly to relieve the tax burdens of all classes of tax 
the one thing which the majority party repeatedly 


sed the people of this country they would do? 
lently there has been some change of mind, some change 


licy. It has been intimated that it was for political | 
ms. I think the country and the Members of the Senate | 
ntitled to know officially, and not through the press, | 


is the attitude of the chairman of the Finance Committee | 
what is the attitude of the majority members of the Finance | 


Committee. I would like to have the Senator make any state 
hat be cares to make in that connection. 
‘peat, I do not know of any public question in which the 
f the country are wore interested to-day than tax reduc 
Chere is a general demand upon all sides for it, and I 
the Senator from Utah, who is in charge of the bill in the 
e Committee, will hasten consideration of the measure in 
hat we may give the which the country has been 
sking gor and which it is expecting. 
SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator 
Massachusetts that I intended to call a meeting of the 


relief 
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consideration of the bill until after March 15 no taxpayer will 
lose anything 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How will we, after March 
15, know any more about what appropriation bills will be 
passed than we know now? 

Mr. SMOOT. I think a number of them will be agreed to b 
that time, either defeated or passed. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts But the ssion will nof 
adjourn on March 1 Bills involving appropriations will be 
unde msideration until the very end of the session. 

Mr. SMOOT. But we will know what the regular appropria 

ons will be. We have a good idea now as to what they will 
be, Just the same as we would have in any session of the Con 
gress su ddition there are appropriations demanded for 
the Boulder Dam, for flood relief,- for farm relief, for the 

| Canal - 

Mr. WALSH of Massachuse If we t for all of thos 
matters, it may be next June before w msider the tax bill, 
instead of after March 15. 

Mr. SMOOT. No. If the House pass upon tl is they 
think they will be able to do, some of them will be over here 
very soon I as chairman of the Finance Committee, and I be 
lieve the Senator would take the identical position as a member 
of that committee, believe that it would be unwise to pass a 
revenue bill which would result in a deficit at the end of the 
fiscal year 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts tut that has not been the 
practice in the past. We have gone ahead and had hearings on 





Finance Committee during the past week, but on account of the | 


the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
ranking Democratic member of the committee, I 
not called a meeting of the committee. When he left here 
Christmas holiday recess he expected to be back on the 

Friday following the opening of the session. 
ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Aside from that, has not the 
s r made the statement that the matter was postponed 


of 


d , the 


SMOOT. 
ine to do so. 
Gmmittee. 
‘ator asked. 
o the early consideration of 
g my views. The committee has not 
to believe, from what 
ittee, that their views coincide with mine as to the 
he bill. 
i lt is true that the American people have been promised a 
reduction in taxation. No one more anxious to bring that 
than myself. 1 doubt whether there is a Member of the 
ite who would even question the wisdom of such action. 
5 is, hoWwever, a situation which I myself believe ought to 
e « taken into consideration before the passage of a revenue bill 
Ss session of Congress. In the first place, if appropriations 
in response to all of the demands which will be 
: forced upon Congress, appropriations sufficient to cover them 
1, the situation will be quite different as to how much reduc- 
we should make in taxes. By the postponement of the 


I will cover the question if the Senator will 
For that reason there has been no meeting 
That is in answer to one of the questions 


revenue bill, I wish to 
met, but I have every 


the 


time to 


18 


ide 


I have heard from members of the | 


SiM- | 





revenue bills without considering other pending legislation. 


Mr. SMOOT. Yes; when we knew we would have ample 
money to meet every obligation on the part of the Government. 
But things now are quite different than they have been in the 


past, with all these great projects proposed, and from what I 
mderstand from expressions I received from other Senators 


ome of those measures are going to pass 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the Senator will recall that 
a great many taxpayers are entitled to relief in the matter of 


the taxes due Mareh 15. 

Mr. SMOOT. But that is not hurting any of the business 
of the country. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator said that would not interfere 
with the payment of taxes. 

Mr. SMOOT. It will affect the theaters, perhaps, and a 
few others paying an excise tax, but that is all. They collect 


the amount of the tax imposed now from their patrons. If 
the bill passes after the 15th of March, whatever the bill may 
provide by way of reduction in taxes for the year 1928 can 
he refunded if paid by the taxpayer. If he pays the whole tax 
on Mareh 15, which many do where it is in a small amount, then 
whatever reduction is made will be refunded to him. If he 
pays the quarterly payment that is assessed against him under 


the existing law on March 15—and there is no change in the 
law until that time—from the second payment on the 15th of 


June he can deduct whatever he is entitled to deduct by reason 
of the reductions which Congress at this may provide 
So the taxpayers will lose nothing and the Government itself 
will be absolutely safe and sure of having sufficient money to 
meet all its requirements, both the ordinary requirements which 
we have and the special ones that are bound to be created at 


session 


this session of Congress. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the taxpayer on March 
15 must make his return based on existing law. 


Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator thinks 
bill is enacted later, as it be in view of his plan 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any doubt about it. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That refund payments can 
be made to those taxpayers who pay under the present tax law 


if the 


will 


Mr. SMOOT We did that once before, and there was no 
trouble about it. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So the Senator expects to 


make the legislation retroactive? 

Mr. SMOOT.. Absolutely. There is no question about it, I 
will say the Senator, and no taxpayer will lose anything 
at ail. 

On March 25, 10 days after the returns are in, we will know 
what taxes we are going to receive from the business of 1927. 
There is no question to-day about the expenses of 1928. We 
have to look at this matter as applying to the business of 1929 


to 


and the only safe way, the only businesslike way in my opin- 
ion—and I expect the Senator to agree to it—is to be abso 


jutely safe. The only way we can be safe in this matter is 
to wait and find out and know positively what taxes we are 
going to receive from the business of 1927. It is claimed by 
some that the business of 1927 is just as good as for 1926. 


The volume is good, but I know that in the last three months 
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the manufacturers and the merchants have been crowding sales, 
and I know that the prices they have asked for goods are not 
as great as they were during the nine months preceding. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. There has been a curtailment 
of prosperity then? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is not as great prosperity to the man who 
is selling his goods, but it is prosperity to the men and women 
who buy them. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator expects a falling 
off in income-tax receipts on March 157 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘Taking the whole year, it may be that the gain 
in the United States may be less than we expect, but if it is 
not less, then we will know what sort of a bill to pass, and 
there will be no chances to assume whatever. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I do not care to prolong the 
discussion, 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
before the Senator from Utah takes his seat? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from 
Vest Virginia. 

Mr. NEELY. The Senator from Utah has referred to the 
Boulder Dam bill and the farm relief bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I can mention three or four others, so far as 
that is concerned, 

Mr. NEELY. Does the Senator believe that the Boulder Dam 
bill and the farm relief bill will be disposed of by the 15th of 
March? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WAtsH] and also to the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
Newey] that after the 25th day of March, or perhaps a little 
later than that, we shall know what the income from the busi- 
ness of 1927 will be. ‘Then we shall be able to judge as to what 
bills that shall then not have been passed upon by Congress may 
be enacted, and take up the revenue bill for consideration. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then there will have to be 
several weeks of discussion in committee and several weeks of 
discussion on the floor here, and it may be far into the summer 
before the revenue bill shall be passed. 

Mr. SMOOT. I expect Congress will have concluded its 
work by June 15, and I am quite sure that the revenue biil 
will have been passed before that date. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So far as I am concerned, 
I want to close the colloquy. I thank the Senator for an- 
swering my inquiries and for the information and assurances 
which he has given to the Senate, I believe for the first time. 
Tax reduction is considered by the people of this country to be 
the most important question before the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. I think they are disappointed at the dila- 
tory methods we have pursued in delaying action upon this 
measure, and 1, as an humble Member of the Senate and of the 
Committee on Finance, want to protest against further delay 
and urge upon the Senator, for whose ability and whose 
capacity I have great regard, the importance of getting down 
to the one constructive, helpful thing that we can now do, 
namely, help business and the taxpayers in general by reducing 
taxes immediately. I fear, however, this delay may ultimately 
mean the possibility of no tax reduction. 

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President-—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say that if my mail 
is any eriterion as to the attitude of the taxpayers of this 
country, they are almost unanimously in favor of waiting until 
after March, and then to have Congress pass a tax reduction 
bill which we know will provide sufficient revenue to meet 
the requirements of the Government. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am not a member of the Finance 
Committee and, therefore, I do not speak ex cathedra; neither 
am I in the confidence of the administration with reference to 
the tax-reduction measure; but the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Saoor| and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.. WAtsH] may 
well take into consideration that there are Senators in this body 
who are not in favor of tax reduction at all, and particularly 
so, even if it should be in midsummer, until we know something 
about. the obligations which we will have to meet in the future. 

I am not nearly so much interested in tax reduction as I am 
interested in whose taxes are going to be reduced, If we con- 
tinue the program. which we have pursued for the last 10 years 
we are going to reach a situation in this country pretty soon 
where we shall have a public debt of some $18,000,000,000 upon 
which we will be paying interest of some $700,000,000, and an 
annual Budget of three and a half billion dollars, with other 
tremendous expenses, and the entire burden loaded onto the 
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average taxpayer. It has been systematically brought a 
that those who are most able to meet the great burdens \ 
came out of the World War are being constantly relieved 
duty to pay in accordance with their ability to pay, whil 
vast burden of the Government is being left upon the ay: 
taxpayer. 

There is no concealing the fact, Mr. President, that we cx 
make the appropriations which Senators here in good 
are urging and have any tax reduction at this session y 
will be anything else than a mere subterfuge, because 
taxes may be reduced temporarily, if we proceed maki) 
propriations as we now propose to do, the taxes will 
sarily have to be placed back upon somebody. There is ; 
posal of some $500,000,000 for farm relief, and of from 
000,000 to $600,000,000 for flood relief. 

Let me digress to say that I trust we are not going pb; 
providing adequate flood relief to the old practice of 
paring and political appropriations. Mood control is 
which we have to perform, which the National Governmen 
take care of, and which it ought not to be embarrassed 1 
care of when the time comes to take care of it by reas 
Congress having passed tax reduction bills which we 
not to pass, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator fron 
yield to me? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator from Idaho conten 
that the vast expenditure necessary for flood control ; 
paid out of current funds? 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator mean that bonds sho 
issued? Most assuredly I am opposed to issuing bond 
any circumstances or conditions. That involves another att 
to reduce taxes upon those who can pay. To issue bond 
mean finally to put their payment and the interest c) 
upon the average taxpayer. 

Mr. COPELAND. If an expenditure of a billion d 
should be required—and I should not be surprised if t] 
of flood control should rise to that point—does the § 
believe that we should make provision ont of the current 
for the payment of that vast sum? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not contemplate that we shall 
the entire sum immediately, but I contemplate that su 
obligation will be incurred and that it will have to be met 
I also contemplate that it will be met out of current funds 
by the National Government. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does not the Senator consider, however, 
that that is a project that has to do with the welfare of | 
people of the Mississippi Valley for years and generatiois to 
come, and that we might well distribute the cost of it over a 
long period instead of having the present generation pay for it? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know how we are going to distri 
it over a long period unless it is proposed that the Stat 
the Mississippi Valley shall issue bonds and take care of some 
of its aspects in that way. Is that what the Senator favors 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly not. I think it is a na 
problem and should be taken care of by the Nationa! Gover 
ment, but I can see no reason why we should pay an enormous 
sum out of the Treasury this year or next year or for two © 
three years when we are paying for a project which is ¢ 
to take care of the people for hundreds of years to come. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, we ought to have a program 
with reference to flood control which will embody a comple! 
plan and provide for a complete work when it is finished, and 
whatever obligation that may impose upon the National ‘lress- 
ury the National Treasury ought to be prepared to take © 
of it. 

I myself am not in favor of unloading this work upon the 
States in the valley nor in any way shirking the real resp nsi- 
bility which rests upon us. 

Then we have Boulder Dam and housing of our Army. 

With reference to the Boulder Dam project, it is my juds- 
ment that if we longer continue doing nothing in regard to that 
situation we are conniving at a disaster which will be only 
less serious than that which has been suffered in the valley o! 
the Mississippi. We should turn our attention to the building 
up of the internal resources and the internal improvemen's of 
the country, and take care of them regardless of the po!ilics 
which is involved in a proposed tax reduction, 

In addition to that, Mr. President, we now have the ind 
ment of a program to begin what is practically a naval race 
which, it is already estimated in the beginning, will cost 
$800,000,000 and if the real figures were given, the cost of the 
program which is now proposed would be over a billion do!!irs. . 

So, Mr. President, while we are talking about tax reduction 
Congress is being urged, and will be urged, to make approp!!2 
tions for projects and enterprises which make it absolutely im 
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' e to e ler . 7) of real nd } ¢ 
value d, so far as I dividually « cel l, l am op ‘ 
eduction nate I present reumstances l n 
sed to it for the re ! n the first place, that I d 
helieve it will help t} vho ought to helped; I d 
believe it will relieve the burd where ji ught | i d 
d, sé dly, becau \ hay these obligations to meet an 
he iid meet them If a ay can Dé f at to n ( 
xpenditures and at “ume me reduce taxe I ad listen 
i interest to the he 
itl DA t 4 A I 1 rt \ RI th} 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I inquire wi 
ss before the Sel 4 
The VICE PRESIDENT rhe resolu ! f he 
m South Dakota Ir. McMASTER] is before the Senat 
Mr. COPELAND. May I inquire, has t) l l n | 
ified by the Sen: r from South Dak 


There is ai ul 
the 


‘the VICE PRESIDENT 
| } } ’ 


been oltered by mo 


ich has 
NARY ]. 
Mr. COPELAND. But the Senator from South D: j 
elf has not offered al nmendme t, lL under ana 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Se r from South Dak 
not modified his resolution. 

; Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, I desire to address myself 
» the res lution which has been offered Dy the Senat from 
outh Dakota. Although in its present form I could not vote 

it, 1 assutne that befor we are called upon to vote there 
li be some modification. As I understand the real purp 
the resolution, it is intended to call the attention of th 
untry to the fact that “there must be protection for all r 
protection for none.” This is a warning to the Cong tl 
e farmers of America will no longer tolerate a situation 
here the great industrial and manufacturing concerns are 
ighly protected and made prosperous by reason of proi 
ile the farmer is given no measure of protection 
{ am interested in the welfare of the farmer in spite of the 
ct that I come from the great metropolis of New York. 
vish to call attention to the fact that New York Sta is on 
the great farming States of America. My State stand 
eventh ,in the value of farm products. The only States in 
vhich the value of farm products exceeds the value of farm 
roducts of my State are Texas, because of its cotton; Califor 
ia, by reason of its frui Iowa and Illinois, because of their 
orm; and then New York stands shoulder to shoulder with 
Kansas, Minnesota, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Wisconsin, and 
Ohio. In not one of the last-mentioned group of States does 
he farm value of its products exceed the farm value of the 
roduets of my State by more than $25,000,000 a ye: 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 


stion ? 
Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 





Vir. SHEPPARD Has the Senator the figures as to the 
oney value of crop production in the various States? 
Mr. COPELAND. I do not have the exact figures, I may say 
the Senator 
Mr. SHEPPARD I notice that the Senator named Texas 
first. 
Mr. COPELAND. Yes 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to ¢all especial attention to the 
fact that Texas leads the Nation in the value of its farn 
ops. 
Mr. COPELAND. I may say to the Senator that the ord 
which I named these various States is the order of the 
tlue of the products. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Iam very glad to have that brought out. 
Mr. COPELAND. ‘Texas comes first; next comes California; 
en Jowa and Illinois: then, as I have said, Kansas, Minne 
ota, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Wisconsin, Ohio, and then 
New York. Therefore, Mr. President, anything having to «d 
th the welfare of the farmer is a matter of great concern to 
any Senator from the State of New York. 
I was much interested in the statement of the President it 
message. He said—I quote from President Coolidge’s last 
ssage: 
It is often stated that a reduction of tariff rates on industr ) 
fit agriculture it w d be interesting to know to what commod 
:t it is thought this plice ove } t farmer g i) 
a irming is already on the free list 
. Mr. President, they must have a different way of farming 
1 Vermont than they do in New York, because there are 
P nany things used in farming which are not on the free list 


mi I want to call attention 
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ome of these things, becaus: 





! ( s en \ R k I 
2 a » \ ing tl 1 
rit repre a I Side 
h \ rhey ‘ 
b RK : Party, | wi 
» vot ct fall they will vote the R ican ti t jr 
i lloweve L think rs of America ought 
\ | rote ve-tariff s) then ind hoy 
t l 
I ant t in this er—and 
vhy | aid i i Deg) ¢ that I eould 
its p nt i I lL beli n 
a y u [ think i s m lously import 
I th \ la Ve i nu it) ippiled 
i tl ] ! Linportant t mn State the there should be 
\\ I ore manufacturers of cuffs 1 collars 
bit and paints and paintbrushes and a thousand other 
‘ I we had oO profes the or} a 
inufacturers of my State would « con ition wit 
! labor of BHurope, and these manufactori V 
fled But the an hy loul at tl tariff wi: y 
{ j rest « ‘ i manuf Iring Ss, a 


Ai ft i was written, 

i history of the prot ive-tarift system is interesti 

I ‘ y history of our country the hatters in Danbw 

und themselves in competition with the men wi nad i 

Hartford: id in order th: that compe illo y hich l Se LeU 

] Ss, might be done away with, they formed combin: 3, 
l Via we call tk day Lrusts In due t ie these como ons 
a 1 political strength and they were able to conti _ 
it was not leng, however, before these combi tions und 
that while they had benetited temporarily, they were i ! 
tition with the manufacturers of Lurope; and so the qu i 
irose, * How are we going to do away with this competition?” 
rhen these powerful organizations came to Washingtor bd 
ut of it came the protective-tariff system. 

The farmer is the victim, because, in spite of the optimism of 

Preside it is not true that everything the farmer u 
n the fre 

rhet another matter which is of vital interest te 
irmel 

M McKELLAR. Mr. P will the Senator y | 

re he leaves that subject 

Mr. COPELAND. I shall be glad yield. 

M McKELLAR As L understood the Senator, he “aia 
e regarded the proteetive tariff as a scientific tax system Did 
l correctiy unc rstand him * 

Mr. COPELAND. No; the Senator did not understand me 

| correctly. I said that I am in favor of a scientifically applied 
ariff system; but certainly le present tarifl law of 1 
iot such a system. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator think that a tariff law by 

hich S605,000,000 is raised by the Government annually, and 
he American consumer is taxed not only in that sum but i 
$4,000,000,000, speaking in round numbers, for the benefit « 
favored classes, can be made into a scientifie system? 

Mr. COPELAND. No; not the way that we write tarifi It 
never can be done in that way; and there is no more glaring 
example of what the Senator has in mind than the tarifi 
ugal 

It is costing the housewives of this country $250,060,000 a 
year by reason of the increased price put upon sugar, growibg 


this tariff. 


( 


M BROUSSARD. Mr. President, may I ask the §& 
from New York a question or two? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly 

Mr. BROUSSARD. How many pounds of sugar are « 

uned in the household at the table annually 

Mr. COPELAND Suppose the Senator gives me those 
ures. I assume he has them. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. About 30 pounds. The rest of it is 1 
in the manufacture of condensed milk, candy, gums, toba 
and rious other articles where the duty on sugar cut 
figure at all in determining the price. So when it is char 
that the American household is being mulected to the tnne 
$240,000,000, that figure onght to be eut in two three or 
times. 

Mr. COPELAND. In view of what the Senator from I 


siana has said, I will change the statement that the housew 
re paying $250,000,000 and say that the householders of 
ountry are paying it. 
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Mr. SMOOT. And if they did not we would have to collect 
the taxes from some other source. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
another interruption? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Does the Senator think the duty on sugar 
affects the price of gum or candy or condensed milk or tobacco 
or thousands of other articles in the manufacture of which 
sugar is used? 

Mr. COPELAND, Certainly I do. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Does the Senator think that if the duty 
on sugar were lessened or taken off entirely it would be possible 
to buy candy for less than $1 a pound? 

Mr. COPBLAND. Not the dollar-a-pound kind, no: but 
candy would be sold for less money. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. What about the price of chewing gum? 
Would that be lessened? 

Mr. COPELAND. I assume it would. I am not well in- 
formed on that subject. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. In other words, the Senator believes 
that if the duty of 1.76 on sugar was removed there would 
be a reduction all the way down-the line, even on chewing 
tobacco? 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me say to the Senator from Louisiana 
that I do not believe he heard what I said a little while ago, 
I would not have all the tariff taken off sugar, any more than 
I would take it off a lot of other things. 

I honor the Senator from Louisiana because he is here to 
protect the interests of his State; and I want to pass word 
on to his constituents that he is always doing it well. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. May I be permitted to say that my 
people believe that this duty is not high enough. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President-——— 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. McLEAN. I am _ surprised that the Senator from 
Louisiana does not ask the Senator from New York what he 
thinks the price of sugar would be if there were no protective 
tariff on it, and, as a result, the beet-sugar men and the 
cane-sugar men in this country were driven out of business, 
and we were at the mercy of the foreign producers, I wonder 
if he knows what the price of sugar would be then. 

Mr. SMOOT. You can judge that from war times, when 
they raised it to 24 and 25 cents a pound. 

Mr. McLEAN. It went to 30 cents a pound to the whole- 
salers, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I deliberately brought in 
this reference to sugar because I knew it would “stir up the 
animals.” If we were to take off the tariff on sugar and pay 
a bounty, we could save $100,000.000 a year. 

Mr. SMOOT. May I ask the Senator where he would get 
that $160,000,000 from? He has to have it from some source 
to pay the expenses of the Government. Where would the 
Senator place that burden, then? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am frank to say that I 
could not get it, because the watch dog of the Treasury here 
would prevent it. 

Mr. SMOOT. But if you could, and if the watch dog should 
say, “ Yes: we will take it off,” where would you place that 
burden of $100,000,0007 

Mr. COPELAND, Of course, Mr. President, as the Senator 
well knows, I am not anticipating that that is going to hap- 
pen; but I do know that if I may trust at all the word of those 
engaged in the sugar business in my section of the world, the 
tariff on cane sugar—as it involves cane sugar—could be 
miuterially reduced. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think sugar is about the 
only product raised on the farm the price of which is less 
now than it was before the war. I want to say to the Senator 
that as far as the industry is concerned under existing condi- 
tions, with overproduction of sugar in Java and Cuba and 
different sections of the world, the stock of the sugar com- 
panies is almost worthless. Not oniy that, but I wish to say 
to the Senator— 

Mr. VOPELAND. Just one moment. The Senator spoke 
about Cuba. 

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment; I want to finish this. Here 
are the Philippine Islands, which have a free market for sugar 
into the United States. They can raise sugar for less mouey 
than it ean be raised fer in Cuba. I have a copy of the inter- 
view between the junior Senator from Montana [Mr, WHEELER] 
and the largest sugar producer in the Philippines, in which 
he admitted to the Senator that he had made approximately 
50 per cent on his capital stock that year. Not only that, 


but when the Senator from Montana asked him, “ What wages 
ure you paying your men in the sugar fields of the Philip 
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pines?” his answer was, “ Forty cents a day”; and yet that 
flood of sugar coming into this country, that was limited 
300,000 tons before the act of 1913, has no limitation now, 

This body was teld that it was impossible to produce at ai 
time more than 300,000 tons of sugar in the Philippines, bu 
last vear they produced more than double that amount, and all 
of the American market here was open free to them. Not onl 
that, but I want to call the Senator's attention to Porto Rico 
We imposed a small duty of SO cents or a dollar upon sugar 
cane, and what are the Porto Ricans doing now? They ar 
shipping sugar cane from San Domingo into Porto Rico an 
making it into sugar, and then from Porto Rice bringing the 
sugar into the United States free of duty. AIl these things 
you have to take into consideration when you are discussie 
the question ; and it is a big question at that, 

Mr. McLEAN. What has been the average price of sugar 
since the enactment of the tariff law of 1922? 

Mr. SMOOT. As I have said, it is the only farm product | 
know of that has not advanced in price. The Senator could 
have gone down the street several months ago and bought sugar 
at retail for 5 cents a pound. Not only that, but as far as the 
beet grower is concerned the farmer gets his $7.50 a ton for 
his beets, no matter what the price of sugar is, and if there i: 
anything made he gets half of the profit. Can farmers object 
to that? They are not objecting to it; and I will say to the 
Senator that there is not a commodity raised on the farm that 
is cheaper to-day than it was before the war with the excep 
tion of sugar. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah lives 
up to the high reputation I give him in all the speeches I make 
in the State of New York. I say up there, and I say now, that 
he is the ablest defender of the sugar tariff on the face of the 
earth. Now, I want to ask him a question. Does the tariff on 
sugar increase its price in this country? 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course it increases the price. 

Mr. COPELAND. What is the aggregate amount? 

Mr. SMOOT. One dollar and seventy-six cents a hundred. 

Mr. COPELAND. But how much do the housewives, or, let 
me say, how much do American citizens pay for sugar in excess 
of what they would pay if it were not for this tariff? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think they pay anything in excess 
If you place the sugar in the hands of five or six refiners in the 
United States, I tell you that there would be no reduction, in 
my opinion, in sugar. Take all the beet sugar off the market 
and see how quickly the New York refiners and Philadelphia 
refiners will raise the price of sugar. I have had charts here 
showing exactly what changes were made, and the exact dates, 
when there was no domestic sugar to sell. They put on what 
ever priee they wanted to. It is one commodity, handled b) 
about seven concerns of the United States. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is, if we did not have the scarlet 
fever, we would have the measles. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think you would have both searlet fever ani 
measles with no local production of sugar. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me ask the Senator another question 
One dollar and seventy-six cents a hundred is the figure? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the imposition of that duty add any 
thing to the cost of sugar when we buy it? 

Mr. SMOOT. When who buys it? 

Mr. COPELAND. When an American citizen buys it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The consumer? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think it does. 

Mr. COPELAND. How much does that add in the course of 
a year—the aggregate amount? 

Mr. SMOOT. Do you mean what duty is paid? 

Mr. COPELAND. What is the added sugar bill of the Nation 
by reason of the duty? 

Mr. SMOOT. Nobody could tell that. 

Mr. COPELAND. Two hundred and fifty million dollars, 
probably. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator says “ probably.” 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. Is not that about right? 

Mr. SMOOT. TI should think it would be the amount of the 
duty collected, whatever it was. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let us say $200,000,000, Is that right? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not looked up the latest figures. It is a 
large amount. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator says it is a large amount. 
Let me say for the comfort of the Senator from Utah that I am 
with him for a reasonable tariff on sugar, but I am attempting 
to point out what is the fact, and the thing which he has ad 
mitted, that by reason of this tariff the people of this countr) 
pay a tremendous amount of money which they would not pay 
without it. 
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Mr. SMOOT. The Senator goes too far there. If there were 
yo such duty, the people would have to raise that amount of 
money from some other source, and they would pay it. TI 
ax that is raised from the sugar imported into this country 
roes a long way toward paying the expenses of the Government ; 
hat is, to the extent of about $200,000,000. If sugar came il 


free, the American people would have to make up what is now 
ollected duty. There is no doubt about that. So it is a 
iestion whether the duty shall on commodity produced 
the United States, with United States capital, United States 


as 


be 


ul 


abor, paying the farmer the highest price that has been paid 
for years. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is, for sugar beets? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Will the Senator tell the Senate and the 
untry how much revenue the country receives from the sugur 
made from sugar beets? 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no tax upon it, and that is a very 
tlle part of what they consume. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then, in order that we may protect this 
very little part, we put a tariff of $1.76 a hundred, to increase 


he price 2 or 3 cents a pound on every pound of sugar purchased 


the United States? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is not so, Mr. President. There is 1 
2 or 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. COPELAND. One dollar and seventy-six cents a hun- 

| is 1.76 cents? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but it is not 2 or 3 cents. 

Mr. COPELAND. When the consumer goes to buy, how much 
sit, then? It is pyramided, is it not? 

Mr. SMOOT. No, That is obe commodity sold in the United 
States with hardly a cent of profit in it. It is almost like 

anging dollars. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, if the Senator from New 
York will be kind enough to yield to me, I would like to make 


he explanation a littl 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly 
Mr. BROUSSARD. The consumption of sugar pet 
United States is about 200 pounds. Of that, 

ught directly as sugar by the consumer for human consump 
ion. One hundred and seventy pounds enter into the manufac- 
ture of thousands of articles, where the duty plays no part in 
fixing of the price. So that when you come here to demon- 

‘trate the case you are trying to make, you base it on 30 pounds 
per capita. Then, if it is found that the consumer pays all of 

ut tariff on 380 pounds, the total is that multiplied by the 
people of the United States. 

No one would assert that when he buys a plug of tobacco 
r when he buys a ham or smoked meat or ice cream or candy 
r sugar or other articles, where sugar merely incidental, 
hat the tariff on that sugar at the rate of $1.76 per hundred 
pounds enters into the cost to the consumer, 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the tariff on tobacco enter into it? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Of course it does; very much more so. 

Mr. COPELAND... Because there is more tobacco than thers 

sugar? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes. The quantity of 
there that you can not estimate it. You go and buy a stick of 
2um for 5 cents. If there were no sugar in that gum, it would 
till cost you 5 cents, or if there were twice as much sugar in 
t, it would still you cents. If you cut it in half, you 
vould have to pay the same price. It is so infinitesimal that i 
lays no part. 


} . 
clearer, 


capita in 


hc ou pounds is 


ie 


( is 


sugar is small 


SO 


cost 5 


Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Lonisiana seems to be 
at cross purposes with the Senator from Utah. The Senator 


from Utah has just confessed that by reason of this tariff on 


sugar we are paying $200,000,000 more for sugar than we 
would otherwise. 

Mr. SMOOT. On the importation. 

Mr. COPELAND. However, the fact remains, whether we 
all it $250,000,000, or $200,000,000, or $100,000,000, or $50,000, 
000, that the tariff on sugar causes the farmer to pay more for 
ugar than he otherwise would pay. 

Mr. President, there is another matter that enters into the 


welfare of the farmer. 
elief bill, we are told that such a bill is violative of economic 

Ww, that it violates the law of supply and demand, and there 
fore that we must not pass any such unscientific thing because 
it is uneconomic. 

Can anything be more uneconomic, any more violative of the 
law of supply and demand, than a protective tariff? That 
the purpose of the tariff. The main purpose of the protective 
tariff is not to raise revenue; the main purpose is to protect 
American industry, and in order that there may be protection of 
industry, the tariff is set up to raise the threshhold and make 


1S 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- 


Whenever any one of us favors a farm 
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it impossible for f 


Thidi¢ 

products 
rherefore, when thes rm Senators co here and talk to 

us about the necessity of the one op farm why do we ra 
the cry ugainst them, “ This is uneconomic, this is violative 
he law of supply and demand”? I ne more uneconom 
and no more violative of natural law th: the protective 
system is. 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr 


moment? 


President, w the Senator yiel 


Mr. COPELAND. I am glad to yield to the Senator 

Mr. McMASTER I desire to modify and perfect S« 
Resolution 52, which is now pending fer consideration be 

e Senate I desire to strike ou ll after the first word, bP ¢ 
solved,’ and substitute in lieu thereof the following lang 
so that the resolution then would read 

he f Phat mi \ i ‘ n st y } ff ] 
excessive, tl the S e favors ¢ whew l of 

dul est shing : r parity betw tur ind lustry, 
eving it will result to the general fit 1; be it furt 

Resolved. That such tariff revisio should be considered and en I 

ing the present session of Congress; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this res« ion be transmitted to the HU se 
of Representatives 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE,. Mr. Preside if the Senator will yie 
will not the Senator further perfect or modify—I think it 
would be perfecting the resolutio: bry setting forth tha 
whereas certain of the rates of duty now imposed under exist 
ing law are too low, not adequately protectiv they should be 
raised so as to give effective protection to the vast variety of 
agricultural products? 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, if the distinguished Sen 
ator from California will carefully read this resolution he will 
discover that it contains exactly that provision, stating that it 
is to the end that there shall be established a closer parity 
between agriculture and industry. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have heard that phrase very often 
and the more frequently I hear it the less I understand it cut 


the Senator has, within his rights, I take it, proposed to amend 
his original proposed resolution, and he has recited that whereas 
certain rates are too high, and so forth. Now, I am asking 
him whether he does not agree with me that many of them are 


too low and should be raised. If his resolution is amended to 
cover that proposition some now opposed might join him and 
vote for its passage. 

Mr. McMASTER doubt, Mr. President, that 
if | should the resolution as to provide that there 
shonld be a revision and a revision upward, we would get the 


solid vote of this side of the Chamber excepting the votes of 


I have not any 
revise 


“© 


T 
i 


those who favor agriculture. I have no question about that 
at all, 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I hepe the Senator is right in his 


statement. 

Mr. McMASTER. I think that if any Senator who is inter 
ested in agriculture will carefully read the resolution he will 
decide that he can vote for it, for if that resolution is passed 
and is ultimately translated into law agriculture in this coun- 
try will receive a distinct benetit, and furthermore, under the 
resolution if there is any tariff schedule on agricultural prod- 
ucts that should be raised, it can be raised, and I believe there 
are agricultural schedules which should be raised. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator further 
yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I am very glad to yield, beeause I like to 
see a row on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It is not a rew, nor a riot, nor a Demo- 
eratie gathering 

Mr. COPELAND. I would recognize the last one, being 
familiar with it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I was prompted by the Senator’s 


courtesy to make the inquiry of my friend from South Dakota, 
beeause I think there are items in the tariff law which 
should be further protected by the raising of duties imposed. 
I could cite a number. [ think there are some products in 
South Daketa which need further tariff protection. I know of 


many 


a very considerable number of agricultural products of Cali- 
fornia which need further protection I further know that 
there is not a Democratic farmer in California who does not 


heartily join with his Republican neighbor in sustaining what 
I say and who will not sustain what I say. So, with all 
seriousness and not to delay the discussion further, I am hope- 
ful still, for I am a very hopeful man, that the resolution may 
in terms refer to the inadequately low rates as well as to the 
alleged inadequately hich rates. 
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Mr. McMASTER. If the resolution should be modified so | 


that it would meet with the requirements of the Senator, 
namely, that he is desirous of raising the rates on agricultural 
products and that he wants to lower a number of rates on 
industrial products, would he vote for the resolution? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I would not at this time. 

Mr. McMASTER. And sv it goes with all those who are 
opposed to the resolution. It does not make any difference what 
language is put in the resolution, they will vote against it. 
They simply try to throw dust and cloud the issue, misconstrue 
its meaning, and find fault in general. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have no right to pursue the matter 
longer; but what good would be accomplished by the passage of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. COPELAND. Do not let me at all interfere with the dis- 
cussion. Now, may we have the clerk report the resolution as 
moditied, and then [ will resume? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WATERMAN in the chair). 
The resolution as modified will be read. 

The legislative clerk read the modified resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are 
ind that the Senate favors an immediate revision downward 


of such schedules, establishing a closer parity between agriculture and 
industry wlieving it will result to the general benefit of all; be it 
furth 

Resolved, That such tariff revision should be considered and enacted 
d ng the present session of Congress; and be it further 

R lvcd, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the House 
4 t i it vt 


Mr. COPELAND. I assume the Senator from South Dakota 
iniends fo point out that there ure certain schedules which are 
too high and that such schedules should be lowered? 

Mr. MCMASTER. I think that is in the resolution. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is that the intention of the Senator? 

Mr. MCMASTER. I have gone into my interpretation of the 
import and the meaning of the former resolution, and the modi- 
tied resolution has been explained many times on the floor of the 
Sent I think there are many, many industrial schedules 
which are exorbitant, which are excessive, which are out- 
rugeous, and that those schedules ought to be lowered. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, before this interesting col- 
loyuy on the other side of the aisle this situation which shows 
the fraternal love existing across the aisle, | had stated that in 
my judgment any tariff law violates economic laws. 

Mr. BORAILL Mr. President, speaking about fraternal love, 
possibly after the Jackson Day dinner we will know more 
about it 

Mr. COPELAND. May I say to the Senator that [ am pray- 
ing all the time that we may have such a harmonious meeting 
as the interests of the country demand we should have, and 
that out of that will grow a situation which will make possible 
the election of a Democratic President, which will benefit the 
country materially, 

Mr. BORAH. 1 agree with the Senator that there should be 
such u meeting us will help the country. 

Mr. COPELAND. We are as one in that matter. Are there 
any other comments at this moment across the aisle’ 

Mr. FESS. “ The prayer of the wicked availeth nothing,” is 
the only comment | wish to make at this time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COPELAND. But the prayer of the righteous ayaileth 
tie 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Will the Senator have the goodness now 
to tell us the name of the nominee? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. I shall be glad to name the 
nominee The goyernor of my State, Alfred E. Smith, will 
sweep the country, and if he is nominated for President it does 
not make any difference what the gentlemen across the aisle do, 
he will be elected. [Luaughter.] Is that all? 

Mr. BORAH. No; that is not all. What is the position of 
Governor Smith on the eighteenth amendment? 

Mr. COPELAND. Has the Senator from Idaho forgotten how 
to read the English language? 

Mr. BORAH. No; but I was unable to construe it to my 
satisfaction. I am asking the Senator from New York now, 
who speaks for Governor Smith, what is his position? 

Mr. COPELAND. I have no right to say I speak for Goy- 
ernor Smith. I do not speak for Governor Smith. Governor 
Smith at no time has announced himself to be a candidate for 
this hich office. But I know enough about Governor Smith to 
know how he feels about the eighteenth amendment. He has 
said that the eighteenth amendment prohibits the manufacture 
and sale of intoxieating liquors, but the Volstead Act pro- 
hibits not only the sale of intoxicating liquors but it prohibits 
the sale of uonintoxicating liquors. I conclude that he believes, 
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as I do, that the Volstead Act goes far beyond the spirit aud 
letter of the amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. Then I understand the position of Governor 
Smith is that he is in favor of the eighteenth amendment but 
opposed to the Volstead Act. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. Smith has said time and time again 
that the Volstead Act should be modified to permit a beverage 
of higher aleoholic content, but within the limits of th: 
eighteenth amendment. Regardless of whether Mr. Smith be 
lieves the Volstead Act is a proper act, Mr. Smith believes tha: 
that law and every other law while upon the statute book: 
must be strictly enforced. The enforcement in my State ha: 
been by the State police under Governor Smith, 

Mr. BORAH. As I understand the position of Governo 
Smith as interpreted by the Senator from New York, it is that 
he is in favor of the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. COPELAND. I will say that Governor Smith at no time 
has said that the eighteenth amendment should not be enforced 

Mr. BORAH. Am I to understand he is in favor of it? 

Mr. COPELAND. I could not answer for Governor Smit! 
in that particular matter. 

Mr. BORAH. He is in favor of a strict enforcement of it 
however? 

Mr. COPELAND. He certainly is. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator know whether or not li 
favors leaving to the States the proposition of determining 
what is the alcoholic content under the Constitution? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. I quote from the 1927 message o! 
Governor Smith to the New York Legislature: 

I believe that the duty now rests upon the legislature to pass suitable 
resolutions conveying in a formal manner the result of that vote to the 
Congress of the United States and memorializing it on behalf of th 
State of New York to enact at the earlicst possible moment a san 
sensible, reasonable definition of what constitutes an intoxicant und 
the eighteenth amendment, so that harmless beverages which our peop 
have enjoyed for more than a century may be restored to them, 

In the meantime, however, it must be borne in mind that until su 
modification is effective the Federal statute and the eighteenth amend 
ment are just as much the law of this State as any of our own Stat 
statutes. This has been definitely settled by a decision of the United 
States Supreme Court. I again warn sheriffs and peace officers gen 
erally that it is their sworn duty to enforce these laws. Failure to 
perform this duty I will consider as serious an offense as a failure to 
obey the State statutes, and when laid before me, substantiated by 
proper and competent testimony, I will exercise without fear or favo 
the power of removal wherever it is vested in me. 


Mr. BORAH. Precisely; but the governor is in favor of each 
State determining for itself what the alcoholic content shall be 

Mr. COPELAND. The governor, as I interpret his view, is in 
favor of having Congress determine what is the alcoholic con 
tent which is the limit of nonintoxication and that the State, 
by aflirmative vote of its own citizens, shall determine whethe1 
it prefers its liquer of an alcoholic content above one-half ot 
1 per Cent but not in excess of that which is determined by 
Congress. 

Mr. BORAH. Then I understand the governor is in favor 
of Congress, and not the States, fixing the alcoholic content? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; within the limits of the modified 
act, is his position, as I understand it. 

Mr. BORAH. Is the Senator sure about that? 

Mr. COPELAND. I think I am right about it. 

Mr. BORAH. Then I have misread his record. 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course the Senator has misread his 
message, and many other Senators have misread his message ; 
and many citizens of this country and many Democrats, even, 
in the country fail to understand Mr. Smith’s attitude. If Mr 
Smith is elected President of the United States, as I believe 
he will be, there will never have been in that office a man who 
has more strictly and thoroughly and unfailingly insisted upon 
law enforcement than Alfred E. Smith. 

Mr. BORAH. Then in order that I may understand, because 
I am seeking information, let me inquire further. Since the 
Senator raised the question about Governor Smith being 4 
candidate, I became interested, of course, and especially afte 
he stated he would be elected. I understand the position of 
Governor Smith is that he is thoroughly in favor of enforcement 
of the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr, COPELAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BORAH. That as Chief Executive he will exert all the 
powers in his control to enforce the eighteenth amendment? 

Mr. COPELAND. Absolutely. 

Mr. BORAH. That he is not in fayor of the States fixing 
the alcoholic content but that he is in fayor of Congress fixing 
the content? 
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Mr. COPELAND. Yes; as I interpret his views. 

Mr. BORAH. Then what is the difference between his posi- 

n and the position which we now occupy under those two 
ws Congress has already fixed the alcoholic content. 

Mr. COPELAND. Which is 

Mr. BORAH. I know what it is, but the Senator said thi 
vovernor is in favor of Congress fixing it, and if that is true he 
just accept what Congress fixes, 

Mr. COPELAND. And he has accepted it. 

Mr. BORAH. Then if he is in favor of Congress fixing it 
nd Congress fixes it at whut it is now, would the governor 
tand for wlat Congress does: 

Mr. COPELAND He certainly would hat his sworn 
its 

Mr. BORAH. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. COPELAND And der no Circumstances and at no 
me has be said that he wished to vielate or nullify the law 
nacted by Congress, 

Mr. BORAH, I am not charging anything against Governor 
Smith at all l have a very fine riding horse which bears his 
ame and I am made to think of him every morning. I am 

attacking, but seeking information. 

Mr. COPELAND. And the more the Senator is with his 

‘se the better he thinks of humanity. 

Mr. BORAH. Sometimes that is true; but I understood the 
overnor to be in favor of each State fixing the alcoholic con 


nt, and that is 
York. The 


coholie content 


the reason why he supported a referendum in 
referendum in New York provided that the 
was to be accordance with the declaration 


ew 


ili 


position taken by each State. Governor Smith signed it and 
pperted it. Do 1 understand that he bas receded from that 
osition? 

Mr. COPELAND, No; he has not changed his position. I 
ve no reason to doubt that he holds to the opinion he ex 


pressed at the time of the Mullan-Gage repeal. I quote: 


that 
more 


It seems to me ecommon sense, backed 


definition 


up by good medical opin 


find a what 
adopted b 


Volstead Act 
which 


scientific 
a de 
and reasonable amendment 
helie content should 
the traffix 
thin the meaning of the eig 
to that limitation each St 
for itseif what should 


cao oft constitutes an intoxi 


Such fin.ition should be 


of the 


prescribed 


ng beverage Congress as a 
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be by Congress would limit 


States to in liquors which are, in fact, nonintoxicating 


hteenth amendment 
should therefors 


constitute an 


Subject 


termine 


be left 
intoxicating 


iree 


beverage 


es which then wish to limit traffic to beverages containing not more 
in one-haif of 1 per cent of alcohol would be free to do so and thos« 


ich desire to extend the traffic te the maximum limitation allowed by 


Federal statute would be equally free 


Mr. BORAH. Then he still holds to the doctrine which was 
nnounced in the New York referendum? 


to do so 


Mr. COPELAND. May I state once more for the benefit 
f the Senator that in common with many other citizens, and 


| am one of them, the governor of my State believes that when 
the Volstead Act was passed it fixed an alcoholic content far 
below an alcoholic content which is truly intoxicating. I have 
heard eminent citizens, Members of this body—— 

Mr. BORAH. Let us stop right there. 


Mr. COPELAND. All right. 

Mr. BORAH. The Congress did fix that alcoholic content 
Mr. COPELAND. Yes; it did. 

Mr. BORAH. And the governor, the Senator said, is in 


favor of Congress fixing the alcoholic content? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. Then, why is he not satisfied with what Con- 
ress did? 


Mr. COPELAND. The governor, in a very recent statement, 


aid that if a citizen or eny group of citizens became dissatis- | 


fied with the law that citizen or that group of citizens would 
have a perfect right to find fault with it. 

Mr. BORAH. Of course. 

Mr. COPELAND. And that is what he has done. 

Mr. BORAH. Then he not in faver of the alcoholic con- 
ent as fixed by the Congress. ‘ 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator mean Governor Smith 
ndorses an aleoholic content which is intoxicating? 

Mr. BORAH. I think that it is important whether we are in 


is 


faver of Congress fixing the alcoholic content, or in favor of 
each State fixing it, as the New York referendum provided. To | 


} 


e candid, I understand Governor Smith’s position to be that 


each State should fix the alcoholic content to suit itself. Zut 
the Senator states that his understanding is that Governor 
Smith is in favor of Congress fixing the aleoholic content. If 


that be true, he must be satisfied with what Congress did, and 
Congress has fixed the aleoholic content that found in the 
Volstead Act. 


is 
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Mr. COPELAND. When the Senator said he is satisfied, does 
that mean that be must never under ar ircumstances find 
1ult with it or seek modify the law 
Mr. BORAH. He could not modify the propasition as to 
| vhether or not Congress was fix it He might ask Congress 
| to fix it hicher or lower. But the question is, Who is to fix the 
content—Congress or the Stat 
Mr. COPELANI). That is what he is asking 


Mr. BORAH But dees he propose to leave it to Congress 
| ultimately » fix the alcoholic c nt 

| Mr, COPELAND. I so understand 

Mr. NEELY Mr. President, will the Senator yield 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from New 
York yield te the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. COPELAN]D. Yes 

Mr. NEELY The distingnished Senator from Idaho hs 
asked the able Senator from New York to state the attitude of 
a alleged candidate for President « the Democratic ticket 
toward tl eighteent imendment l ask the wise and cou 
rageous Republican Nenator from Idaho to state the position of 
his party’s President on the eighteenth amendment? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if anybody ever announces his 
candidacy for the Republican nomination, I am going to ask 
im | Laughter. | 

Mr. NEELY. Does the Senator believe that he could obtain 
a responsive answer from the present incumbent ? 

Mr. BORAH. The present occupant of the chair’ 

Mr. NEELY. No; the present occupant of the Whi Honse 

Mr. BORAH. If I should ask him what? 

Mr. NEELY. If the Senator should ask him about bis po 
sition on the eighteenth amendment, does he belie, that he 
would receive a re Spo! sive answet! 

Mr. BORAH Yes: I think so. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What would that answer be? 

Mr. BORAH,. I do not know. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. ‘The Senator has no idea? 

Mr. BORAH. I have no idea. 

Mr. CARRAWAY Then, what causes the Senator to have so 

|} much faith that he would ever get an answer? Nobody else has 
been able to get one out of him. 

Mr. BORAH. I think the President would answer it if | 
shoull ask the question, but I do not know whit his answe 
would be 

Mr. CARAWAY. The country has asked him that question 
over and over again, and if the Senator has so much more in 


finence than all the rest of the country, why did he not come to 
the country’s relief and ask the President? 

Mr. BORAH. I did not know the country 
President that question. 


had asked the 


Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator did not know the country had 
asked the President that question? Practicaliy every group in 
the country has asked it; has asked whether he was goii o 
enforce the law or not enforce it. 

| Mr. BORAH. My observation has been that organizations 


which purport particularly to speak for the eighteenth amend- 
ment have almost universally supposed that they understood the 
| President’s position. 


Mr. CARAWAY. What was that position? 
Mr. BORAH. Feor the enforcement of the eighteenth amend- 
} ment. 
Mr. NEELY. For enforcement under Mr. Mellon? 
Mr. CARAWAY. They appeared to be satisfied with it, did 
they? 
Mr. BORAH. I did not say they had been satisfied. 
Mr. CARAWAY Who has been satisfied: I am curious to 
know. 


Mr. BORAH. I assume that all these organizations have been 

satisfied, because they have passed resolutions the 

President’s attitude. 
Mr. CARAWAY. 


indorsing 


I have read the newspapers very carefully, 


but I did not know that. 

Mr. BORAH. I happened to be present at one of the meet- 
ings where they passed resolutions indorsing his position. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Were they unanimously passed? 

Mr. BORAH. They were unanimonsly passed 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator, then, concurred in them? 

Mr. BORAH. No; I did not 

Mr. CARRAWAY. The Senator was present and he savs the 


action was unanimous. 
Mr. BORAH. I was 
was not a member of it. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Oh. the Senator was merely the yoice of the 
organization, and not a member of it. 


speaking before the organization; I 


Mr. BORAH. I was speaking my own views. 
Mr. CARAWAY. And the organization did not agree with 
the Senator? 
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Mr. BORAH. I do not know whether they did or not. 

Mr. CARAWAY. And the Senator did not agree with the 
organization? 

Mr. BORAH. They did not indorse me, [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, does the Senator from Idaho 
know the position of Mr. Hoover or Mr. Lowden on the eight- 
eenth amendment? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not know the position of a 
single candidate for the Republican nomination for the Presi- 
dency on this question. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator knows the position 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Writs], does he not? 

Mr. BORAH. No: I do not; but if I live and keep my health 
and by respectful inquiry can ascertain before the next Repub- 
lican convention, I shall ascertain what their positions are. 

Mr. COPELAND. And then, if the candidate does not give a 
satisfactory reply, since the Senator knows what Governor 
Smith stands for, he will vote for him? 

Mr. BORAH. For Smith? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. If I have no better success in finding out from 
Governor Smith what his position is than I have had in finding 
out from the Senator from New York what his position is, I 
shall not be able to vote for him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEELY. The Senator from Idaho has inquired about 
a possible Democratic candidate’s position on the eighteenth 
pmendment. Why does he not submit a similar inquiry to 
some of the many prospective Republican candidates—par- 
ticularly to the distinguished senior Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
Curris], who now sits within 8 feet of the Senator from Idaho, 
and to the stalwart Senator from Ohio who usually sits only 
a little farther away? 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Which Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NEELY. I refer to the one who is supposed to be a 
candidate for President [Mr. WudLLIs]. 

Mr. CARAWAY. There a candidate sitting right back 
of the Senator from Idaho, If he can not find out his senti- 
ments, he can at least ask him. 

The Senator from Idaho said he did not know the position 
any candidate. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not even know who the candidates are. 
Mr. CARAWAY. ‘Then let us take a day off and name some 
of them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from New York stated on the 
floor that the Governor of New York would be the nominee of 
the Democratie ticket and that he would be elected. I rose in 
my place within a few minutes after that announcement and 
asked the question which I will ask of every Republican candi- 
date when the same thing takes place. There have been a 
number of Senators on the Republican side, practically half 
of the Senate, whose names have been mentioned in connection 
with the presidential nomination, but there has been no 
announcement of their candidacy so far as I know. Whenever, 
however, there is such an announcement, upon this floor or 
elsewhere, I propose to ask the question. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I hope the Senator will read the news- 
papers, because at least two Senators sitting on his side of the 
Chamber have had their hats in the ring and advertised the 
fact that they had put them in the ring some weeks ago. They 
ought to be at least recognized as candidates by Members of the 
Senate. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator can be assured that these ques- 
tions will be asked of them. 

Mr. CARAWAY.,. Let us ask them right now. 
least two of them present. [Laughter.] 


of the 


is 


There are at 


Mr. BORAH. There is no better interrogator in the Senate 
than is the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not pretend to speak for the Republi- 
can side becuuse I never have been able to know exactly what 


the Republican Party stood for. I 
body knew where the present administration stood upon the 
question of prohibition. The Senator has assured me for the 
first time that some group of which he was the spokesman or 
before whom he spoke had actually declared that they were 
satisfied with what the President was doing on the question of 
prohibition, but I have never seen any reference to that action. 


never dreamed that any- 


Mr. BORAH. I will bring it to the Senator to-morrow. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not question the Senator’s word, but 
it got so little publicity that I did not see it. 

Mr. BORAH. No; it did not get a little publicity; it got 


entirely too much publicity, it seemed to me. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I reaily had thought that the present ad- 
ministration was proceeding upon the theory that the “drys” 
had all the law they wanted and the “wets.” had all the 
liquor they wanted. That has been my understanding of the 
present administration’s attitude. 
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Mr, COPELAND. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. 
York yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. NEELY. For instance, if the very dearly beloved Sen. 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] or if Mr. Hoover should becom, 
the Republican nominee for President, and the Senator should 
receive an answer to his inquiry about such nominee's position 
on the eighteenth amendment will he not be good enough also 
to ask the candidate if, in the event of his election, he purposes 
to appoint an ex-distiller or an ex-brewer Secretary of the 
Treasury, to supervise the enforcement of the prohibition 
amendment? 

Mr. BORAH. That will be a very pertinent question, and ] 
am glad the Senator from West Virginia has suggested it: ] 
shall remember it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Now, Mr. President, I want to ask a ques 
tion of the Senator from Idaho. I attempted to give him an 
answer and an honest answer to his question. He is not 
satisfied with my answer. He has said, however, that no mat 
ter who may be nominated by the Republicans he is going to 
ask this question of him: “ Where do you stand on the eighteenth 
amendment and where do you stand on the Volstead Act?” 

Mr. BORAH. Who is going to ask that question—I? 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Idaho is going to ask 
the nominee of his party that question. The Senator from 
Idaho will say to the nominee of the Republican Party, “‘ Where 


Mr. President—— 


President, will the Senator from New 


do you stand on the eighteenth amendment? Where do you 
stand on the Volstead Act? Would you under any circum 
stances believe in its modification?” Suppose the answer is 


not a satisfactory one, will the Senator from Idaho refuse t: 
support that man for election as the Republican candidate of 
his party? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if the Republican Party shal! 
nominate a man for the Presidency of the United States who 
is not in favor of enforcing the eighteenth amendment and of 
standing by the Constitution as it is written, I am not going to 
support him. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then in that case the Senator can support 
the candidate I have mentioned, because he is in favor of 
enforcing the eighteenth amendment and of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. BORAH. Well, I do not want to commit myself to the 
interpretation which has been placed upen his views by thi 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. I assume that the Senator from Idaho 
will put his own interpretation upon any answer given by thi 
Republican nominee. 

Mr. BORAH. Since the Senator from New York has raised 
that question, I will say that I recall that when Mr. Smith 
became Governor of New York there was upen the statut 
books of the State of New York a law enacted for the purpos: 
of carrying into effect the eighteenth amendment and the Vo! 
stead Act, which committed the State of New York to coopera 
tion with the National Government for the purpose of enforcing 
the eighteenth amendment. I undertake to say that the eight 
eenth amendment can not be enforced in any State where th 
State itself through its officials does not cooperate with th 
National Government for its enforcement. There is not an) 
intelligent man who does not know that the law ean not b 
maintained and enforced without the aid of the States. 

The State of New York repealed that law; the Governor ot 
New York signed the repeal, and thereby took away the suj 
port of the State of New York from the Constitution of th 
United States, in this particular. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I wish to deny in set tern 
that that is the situation, and I do so with all respect to the 
Senator from Idaho. I remember that the Senator from Idalh: 
and I had a colloquy on this subject last year or the year 
before, and I shall now repeat in effect what I then said. 

In the first place, I want to say that the State enforcemen 
act, the Mullan-Gage Act, could never have been repealed exce) 
by Republican votes. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I perfectly agree to that stat: 
ment, but if Governor Smith had vetoed that repeal the law 
would have now been on the statute books. 

Mr. COPELAND. Very well; I concede that, and I told the 


Senator from Idaho last year or the year before what Gov 
ernor Smith believed about it and what he said about it whe! 


he filed his approval of that repeal. He filed with it a meme 
randum, and any man who reads the English language can 
understand it. He said he favored the repeal because it created 
that un-American situation which we call “double jeopardy ”; 
but at the time that he filed that memorandum, in it, in words 
as plain as man could write, he said: 





CONGRESSIONAL 








T me say what tl of t Mull ( e law will n do 
epe Ww t v h was illegal durir 
1 of exi ! I s t 
‘ I } that ry 
me ite f v r¢ t sil 
t ‘ ale na ad ‘ } a 
‘ ned it wil n t sul 
tt ) ‘ : ‘ } M 
not r I lig v by 
he Supret ( I . ! 
( T l 1 
e | + the ‘ ~ 
itior 
t ‘ s 
i 3 f t I i 
\ Ww ( I x 
‘ \ loca I s 
ty I f st 1 ‘ ‘ t 
] aiff i ifter l i t I ( 
t otter 1 t bed 
I tT AT r | M ' \s ‘ 
i be I law 
here ji r mor iW ess il eM in-Ga l 
i ‘ j I f Stat { hk . 
rim ‘ iola te il 
t ‘ nderst« 1 it t t Ss i 
te deg i n oblig ‘ I > ‘ 
‘ t ! t \ 1 A iw ( 
is herein contained g frou } Ke 1 
of New York 
\t this point, witl ll 1 ue na 
nd let me S Isat \ ( 
t ad } ~ t < ‘ 
Minllan-Gage AW t nd I 
magination | ¥ ex su I V ‘ 1 
to i i del ( INSLITUTIO! thi ( i al ‘ i 
eestabdiisi ent by 2 s I Ke l ( 
bill will |} I eful and vi ou sed 
t me now say what the repeal of the Mullan-Gage law will d 
repeal will do awa entirely wi the possibility of d 
rdy for \ lation f the iws enk g t Znteer I ] 
By that we mean that no citizen shall be wice pul d 
one offense. Under the United Stat Supreme t decision 
Lanza case a citizen i day subjected to double trial and « 
double punishment for a single offense, because h leg offer 
violation of both the Stat 1d the Federal law This is an unw: 
ted and indefensible exception to 1 fundamental constitutional 


anty contained in both the Federal and State Constitutions that 


} 


rson shall be twice tried or punished for the ims 


offenss 
Mr. President, to repeat what I said a few months ago, pra 
ally the only effective the liquor business in th 
ite of New York, either before the repeal of the Mullan-Gage 
he State officials. The seizure of 
of stills, of bootleggers, has been to a great extent the 
rk of the State police. It is not fair by direct word or by im 
ication to accuse Mr. Smith of any lack of zeal in the enforce 
ment of the Volstead Act, in the enforcement of the nth 
endment, or in the enforcement of the the 
Cnited States. 
Those of us who know Mr. Smith know 


c¢ ntrol ol 


or since, has been by the 


hts, 


sy) 
Clpul 


Constitution of 





how d y ted he is tt 


he enforcement of law, how consistent he has been in his up 
lding of the ‘Constitution. Therefore I say it is not fair, 
ther by direct statement or by implication, to accuse this 


and I 
While 
in my 
under 
happen 
will 


at governor, who is beloved by the people of my State 
nk equally beloved by the people of the United States 
got into dist facetiously in the first 
dgment when the people of the United States come to 
and this man there is not any question about what wil! 
en he is nominated for the 
¢ elected President of the United States 
Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the 
stion ? 
Mr, COPELAND. I am 
Visconsin, 
Mr. BLAINE. I 
endment h: introduced. I assume it 
ighteenth amendment ” te imply that that means prohibition. 
I that there w: 





this ussion place 


Senator yield for a 


from 


the 


glad to yield to Senator 


vr 
\ 


obser. that eighteent] 


the subject of the 
s been is meant by “the 
I did not know 
n the opinion that there is 
t:; nor do I know that there is a 
that the eighteenth 
forcement anywhere outside of those 
in abstaining from the use of intoxicating liquors. So this talk 
out Governor Smith’s p the eighteenth amendment 
raises the direct question, How can any State in the Union c 
operate with a Federal Prohibition Department that has been 


iS anyone so innocent as to enter 
any such thing as prohibition in 
yon who entertains the 
amendment has any effective en 


who conscientiously believe 


pinion 


sitic nN On 


oO t hat has bee I ] I i I it of 
} have served or t ‘ rie he 
ri 
\\ nine i t b's i | I 
, ’ ! I ¢] \ Mr. Low 
I j 1) ! t ig 
se ~ r oa t 
] > 
g ( I 
™ N y Y \\ 
a | fi ¢ 
S ul : 
\ or } i ri is 
i I ink _ i I 
| J ‘ lg! \ ’ 
VW isc < ‘ 
‘ > ik il 
‘ e I} ‘ I 
i aD ry} ‘ t) sia 
I vy i ica and, s I is 5 i 
! t anv State 1 the { LO! whet pre itl s | c 
ced. It is not fair t ay is due to this man or that 
I I ind prot bly it mh fair to iv « tl Pre | the 
United State hat it is his far 
N however, the Senator f Wisconsin has ask ea 
t1¢ ut the att ide of the é r of vy State reear 
o | I | lid xe to gquote trom ne gove in 
) ? mes ves i l i t he said 
\ | f tl : ; , 
i ’ . 
wi } ’ 
il ( al er 0 It e Salad l ther messace 
{ nait I il i i t t 
t the arl I sible r ment Sj the harvest f 
v20 I ons have grow) teadl worse unt ! I every j 
: ng I are al 2 
p tarming and many ire selling nd f kir t e ji st J 
nite < re vded 
[ am glad to say that the governor of my State has very 
vivid ilization of the necessity of some form of farm relief 
lo go back to the main discussi I had spoken of the tariff 
w as violative of economic law. It is unsound, economically 
considered, from the standpoint of the science of economics ; and 


the farmer is because the farmer is a 


t victim of it, 
l 


largely the 
irge consumer 
Where do you think the manuf: 


used? In 1926 the United States 


this country is 


steel of 
Corporation made a 


etured 


Steel 





profit of $199,000,000, and the other steel corporation ide 
large sums, The total profits on steel last year were over 
$300,000,000, Where did the steel go? Who bought it? 

Over haif the steel used in the United States is sold on the 
farm in the form of agricultural implements, fence wire, plow- 


( 
buckles, and 


the fi 


wwhar harness 
multitude of things used on 


hammers, chains 


You 


hare 
o forth 


that ar 


axes, 
know the 





made from steel. Over half thi 1 consumed in thi 
country is consumed on the farm If you impair the buying 
power of the farmer, every manufacturing industry in f1 


country is bound to suffer. 


Not only is the farmer the victim of the uneconomic tariff 
law, and required to pay tremendous increases over real values 
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the city. So the farmer is the victim of the fixing of prices 
there. Why should not the farmer, too, have some part in the 
benefits of protection? 

Mr. President,.we have been detained so long that I do not 
like to go into the details that I wanted to present. I think the 
discussion perhaps has been much more profitable by reason of 
the course it did take this afternoon. I think even the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Boran] is converted, and will vote the Demo- 


cratic ticket next year; but I do want to refer to at least one 
item in this “ tariff of abominations.” 

In order to save time, I send to the desk a letter and ask 
that it be printed in my remarks at this point. It is a letter 


from an independent manufacturer of aluminum, pointing out 
that by reason of the tariff upon aluminum it is only the great 
Aluminum Trust that can hope to make utensils and other prod- 


ucts of aluminum. I had intended to comment upon that, but 
time does not permié, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 


will be printed in the Recorp. 
The letter is as follows: 


New York, December 15, 1927. 
The Hon. Roya 8S. CopeLanp, 
United States Senate, Washington, D, C. 

My Dear Senator: I duly received your letter of December 3 in re- 
gard to the aluminum tariff 

I am glad to sce that you appreciate the necessity of protecting the 
fabricators of aluminum ware, who require this protection and I might 
say that there are any number of independent fabricators who by rea- 
son of low labor costs on the other side need a certain amount of pro- 
tection On the other hand, the raw material as I wrote you is too 
highly protected, for which there is no necessity under prevailing con- 
ditions The aluminum metal can probably be produced as cheaply in 
this country as anywhere else, which is further proven by the fact that 
the domestic producer has gone to Canada and Norway for additional | 
water power and is producing metal in those countries. 


Under the Wilson administration the rates of duty were as follows: 


Cents per pound 


Crude aluminum : ses til i ibe eect seat ea ice nacht 2 
INI I ca cece ha llc ann 314 


The present tariff act contains the following provision under para- 
graph No. 374: 

“Aluminum, aluminum scrap, and alloys of any kind in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, in crude form, 
5 cents per pound; in coils, plates, sheets, bars, rods, circles, disks, 
blanks, strips, rectungles, and squares, 9 cents per pound.” 

As you see, therefore, there has been an increase from 2 cents to 


5 cents on the raw 
on semimanufactured forms, which is prohibitive. 

The raw material is stil being brought in, but, as a 5-cent duty has 
to be added to the importer’s price, the fabricator in this country is 
penalized to that extent, 


material, and an increase from 3% cents to 9 cents 


In importing raw materials from the other side it is customary to 
insert a duty clause in the contract, so that if there is a change 
either up or down, it is for buyer’s account; thus if the duty was 
reduced the buyer would immediately get the benefit. I believe that 
the time has come to take off the duty altogether, and that therefore— 

“Aluminum, aluminum scrap, and alloys of all kinds in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value in crude form” 
should me in free 

On this basis semimanufactured forms, including 

‘Coils, plates, sheets, bars, rods, circles, disks, blanks, strips, rec- 
tangles, and squares’ might be assessed 2 cents per pound, 

If it is impossible at this time to put this proposition through, the 
very least that should be done is the reinstating of the rates under 
the Wilson administration of 2 cents and 3% cents, respectively; but 
I still maintain that with the changes which have taken place as to 
production methods, coupled with the fact that the home industry 


has gone abroad for a large part of its production should fully justify 


the free listing of the raw material, as mentioned above. 

I repeat again that the many independent foundries making parts 
of automobiles, washing machines, vacuum cleaners, and other house- 
hold appliances; also the many makers of kitchen utensils would be 
distinctly benefited by a lower cost on this raw material, which is the 


chief metal used in their production, and the saving which would imme- 
diately follow should promptly be passed on to the public in its pur- 
chases of the many articles into which aluminum is fabricated. 

if 1 can be of any further assistance, or if you require any addi- 
tional information, I shall be very glad to furnish it. 


Mr. COPELAND. When we discuss aluminum, however, I 
want to call the attention of Senators to paragraph 339 of the 
tariff act of 1922, found on page 25. This says that table, 
household, kitchen, and hospital utensils and hollow or flat- 
ware not specially provided for, composed wholly or in chief 
part of aluminum, shall be taxed 11 cents per pound and 55 
per cent ad valorem. 
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Sometimes a homely illustration will bring home the sig 
nificance of one of the dry paragraphs of this tariff act, and 
perhaps make more impressive whut the law means to th: 
average citizen. 

A couple of years ago Mrs. Copeland desired to make som, 
preserves at our house on the farm. She did not have a pri 
serving pot big enough to accomplish what she had in mind 
So she went down to the village and came back with a great 
big, shiny aluminum drum. To me it looked like a very ex 
pensive and formidable utensil. I inquired from her how much 
she paid for it. Her reply was $4.55, 

I said, “Just for fun let’s find out how much you paid for 
the aluminum pot, and how much you paid to Mr. Mellon.” 
So we took this aluminum utensil to the scales where she weighs 
herself every morning to see if she has gained any, and we found 
that it weighed 8 pounds. Aluminum being very light, yon 
can see that that was quite a formidable outfit. 

We looked up this paragraph 339 to find out what the tariff 
on such a piece of kitchen hardware, and found that t! 

tariff is 11 cents a pound. The pot weighed 3 pounds, Thre 
times 11 33 cents. Then there was a duty of 55 per ce! 

ad valorem, 55 per cent on the value. 

We will suppose that instead of being $4.55 the price was 
only $3.55. Fifty-five per cent of that would be $1.95. One 
dollar and ninety-five cents was the ad valorem duty. Thre: 
pounds at 11 was 33 cents, which added to $1.95 makes $2.28 
The pot cost $4.55. That was $2.27 for the pot and $2.28 for 
the jackpot, and Mr. Mellon won! 

Every time a housewife, every time the wife on the farm 
buys an aluminum pot or pan, pie plate, or milk pan, half the 
price she pays for it is added to the real value. This is an 
abomination made possible by reason of the protective tarifi 


iS 


is 


|} system. 


I want every farm wife in America to understand that t! 


| effect of this tariff act is practically to double the prices of 


utensils used in the kitchen, and that extra amount fs not any 
contribution to the Government. It is money put in the pocket 
of the aluminum trust, a contribution made possible by tt 
passage of this act. And the same evil runs all through every- 
thing bought by the farmer, The Senator from South Dakota 
the other day gave an extensive list of the added expenses 
incident to the passage of that tariff act. 

What are we going to do about it? 
farmers for the feeling they have, 
serious one. I spoke the other day 
Michigan, where I was born. 

Mr. BORAH. How long ago? 

Mr. COPELAND. At a time when the mind of man runneth 
not to_the contrary. 


We can not blame the 
The situation is a very 
to a farmer back in 


Mr. BORAH. The Senator does not look it. 
Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is very kind. This man 


had gone away from his farm to manage one of the cooperative 
associations, 


I asked him how the farmers were getting along. He said, 


“T will tell you how they are getting along. You know my 
farm.” He has a farm of 160 acres of land. He said, “I left 


that farm 17 years ago. The taxes on my farm the year I lett 
were $63. To-day they are $242.” 

I do not want to contend that that is due to the tariff act, 
or anything we could deal with; but last year the Congress 
levied $4,000,000,000 in taxes, the States added a billion to 
the taxes, and the localities five billions. Last year the taxes 
levied in this country amounted to $10,000,000,000, and the 
productive earnings of our people, the combined earnings, were 
only ninety billions. One-ninth of the income of the people ot 
this country was paid in taxes. 

That is not all with which the farmer has to contend. The 
other day the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce]—and I 
am sorry he is not here—spoke about farm implements, and 
stated that the prices of farm implements were not increase: 
by the tariff. I remember that the Senator from Wisconsi 
{[Mr. BLAINE] brought in a statement showing how small pro- 
portionately the importations of farm implements were to the 
total number consumed. Does the Senator happen to hive 
those figures in his mind now? 

Mr. BLAINE. The importations run about $2,300,000, and 
the production in the United States of the same farm mu- 
chinery was a little over $350,000,000, as I remember, or some- 
thing like that. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is it; that is to say, the farmer in 
the United States bought less than $360,000,000 worth of farm 
machinery, but of that amount $350,000,000 was manufac- 
tured in this country, 

The Senator from Maryland brought out this construction 
of the facts, that the farmer is not affected by those tariff 








< lule so far as implem«e are concerned, and that may 
‘ ie But he ne eleme! that have gone into he 
of cost of manufacture of other things, meaning it 
ed labor, increased Jabor affecting raw materials usec 
igricultural implements, and so on, have had their eff 
n the prices of farm implements. So what has happened 
17 years to bring the matter to the case of this farmer 
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the farmers of America 


I am glad that they have made this attack upon the protectivs 
ariff system, not*because the attack is going to be effective in 


tually lowering the tariff schedules, because it probably will 
t be There will be a white flag pretty Those who are 
anding for excessive tariffs will run up the white flag. They 

ll want to have a conference and see what they can do to fix 

up. But unless the farmers of this country can find some 

ns of relief, unless there is afforded some way for them to 
indle their crops, and particularly their surplus, just as sure 

that the sun rises and sets there will come a Congress that 
vill tear down the protective tariff system and destroy it 
tterly. 

Mr. President, I do not want that to happen. I come from a 
reat manufacturing State, not alone leading in agricultural 
roducts but toward the top, of course, in manufactured prod- 
cts. Perhaps many regard the city of New York as a great 
nancial city. Almost somebody makes an attack 
pon Wall Street. You would think that the only thought of the 
New Yorker has to do with finance. How many times do you 

uk of New York as a great manufacturing center? 

Let me tell you something about New York City. In 

lue the manufactured products of New York City exceed the 

mbined products Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Mil 
aukee, Cleveland, Detroit, Buffalo, and Boston, That is what 
e turn out from the city of New York 

It would be a disaster to have 


soon, 


eyery day 


bulk and 
+} 


¢ 
of 


us to the tariff 


protective 


lestroyed. But there is a greater disaster that can come to us, 
d that is to have the buying power of the people of thi 
untry lowered to such a level that they are not able to buy 


We do not use these products we manufacture in New York 
hey are sold largely to the farmers of the West. The farmers 
f the West are the great purchasers, as I have said with ref 
rence to manufactured steel. 


There can be no prosperity in any cify of America, or any 
‘tate of this Union, unless there is prosperity upon the farm 
So I honor the Senator from South Dakota for having brought 

vividly before the Congress what will happen if there is a 
eal attack made upon the protective tariff system. I con 


zratulate him further because I believe that out of this 
will come a determination on the part of this Congress 
some measure of relief for the farmer in order that his buyin 
ower may be restored. Agricuiture is our basic industry, and 
nless there is prosperity upon the farm there can be no contin 
ued prosperity in any section of this country. We find 
ome practical means of relieving the distress of the farm people 
of America. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, tariff record of the 
Republican Party since its return to control in 1921 demon- 
strates anew its subservience to privileged wealth and con- 
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to enact 
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war duties after careful study both at home d abroad 
his lif 1oh Wi ed b he Secretary ot the Treasury 
ul submitied to ¢ gress in Decem IS69, It was 1 ted 
I e Republican Congres d the war tariff remained 

In 1870 another simulated Vision Was ma On noneo! 
peting imports, such as cof tea, and spices, rates were 
duced, but of competing imports only one was reduced in duty 
pig iron. All the war rates with these exceptions were retained 

In 1872 it was found necessary to make another effort to 
quiet publ ni rainst Republican tariff system. The 

on tea and ffee were removed altogether and a hori 

! reduc n of 10 per cent Was mide on the other articles 
rhree vears later, however his small reduction was re} ued 

1 tl ir duties were restored 

In 1882 the popular demand was such that another fraudu 
e! performance was deemed essential A commission Was 
named to prepare and recommend a scheme of tariff revision, 
a commission composed of high protectionists. The farce was 
consummated when the act based on the work of the commis- 
on—tl tariff act of 1S883—was put into operation, an act 

hich kept the tariif virtua at the war level 18 years aft 
hostilities had ceased. 

In 1890 the McKinley Tariff Act not only perpetuated the war 
rates but increased them from 18 te 50 per cent. Unheedful 
of the overthrow which followed at the poUs in the fall of 1890, 


the protest embodied in the election of a Democratic President 
in 1892 and Democratic House and for the first 
time since the period preceding the Civil War, taking advantage 
of the action of the United States Supreme Court in declaring 
the income-tax the Democratic tariff unconstitu- 
tional and thereby destroying its fundamental revenue features, 
Republican Party, retur not on the tariff 
issue but on the issue of the monetary standard, passed in 1897 
the Dingley Tariff Act with the tariff duties higher than those 
of the McKinley tariff law. 


ot a senate 


section of 


the ing to ascendancy, 


Then for 12 vears the Republican Party, dominated by the 
stand pat philosophy, resisted the mounting tide of public anyver 


gainst this continuous tariff oppression 
Fox at last to feign another revision, the Republican Party 
ted the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act of 1909, which fleuted the 
general desire for tariff reform and left the tariff taxes af a 
higher general level than they had yet known. 
Then followed the of the House to the Republicans in 
1910, the greater losses 1912, 1914, and in 1916, the Demo- 
ic tariff act, the Underwood-Simmons law of 1913 materially 
reducing the oppressive duties of 1909, establishing the income 
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tax for the first time as a permanent element of Government 
revenue, bringing distinct relief to the people 5 injuring no 
legitimate enterprise. 

Returning to power in 1918 and 1920 on issues not in any 


sense connected with the tariff, the Republican Party, ignoring 


the most evident facts of history, the basic change in America’s 
economic position as a result of the World War, again fell 
before its idol the interests it had fondled and nourished at 
the people’s expense for 50 year and enacted a tariff law, the 


imposing tariff rates equaling 
in many instances excet those of any previous Repub- 
lican tariff act, a law enal favored interests to exact from 
the American people outrageous charges on many of the things 
i standard of living, 
charges falling with merciless weight on every household in the 
United States, falling with exceptional severity on the farmers, 
who must buy most of what they need in an extravagantly 


Fordney-McCuimber Act of 1922, 
and i ding 
ling 
they mus 


iin a decent 


possess to malin 


tected domestic market and piust sell the products of their 
toil—the great staples of the farm—in competition with the 


in tariff leopard never changes its 
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13iS CONGRESSIONAL 

The Democratic Party stands for a tariff law just and fail 
to all concerned, History demonstrates that the people have 
always turned to the Democratic Party for proper readju 
ments in tariff legislation. 

During the G7 years from 1861 to 1927 the Democratic Party 
has had full control of the Government for two short periods 
for two years from 1893 to 1895, for six years from 1913 to 1919. 
In both these periods it adjusted the tariff in such way as to 


bring relief from excessive rate 
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and in the latter period, whieh | 


éurnished its first real opportunity in 60 years, it produced a 
body f legislation that mark the Democratic Party as the 
chief creative force to whik« he people must look for the | 
maintenance of the Common geod, If the tariff is to be satis- 


factorily readjusted and revised the Democratic Party must be 


returned to national control 
RUSSELI PUCKER AND OTHERS 


Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 620) for the relicf 
of Russell & Tucker and certain other citizens of the States of 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas, 

Mr. WILLIS Mr. President, [ ask that the bill be read so 
that we may know what it is. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. I am going to explain what the bill is 
It is a bill which confers authority upon certain citizens of 
Texas to bring suit against the Government for damages sus- 
tained by the dipping of certain cattle. A similar bill passed 
Uhanhimously at the last session 

Mr. WILLIS Where is the bill now? 

Mr. MAYFIELD. It is on the calendar. 

Mr. WILLIS. What is the culendar number? 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Calendar No. 37. A similar bill passed 
the Senate unanimously at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to have an opportunity to look 
at the bill, 

Mr. MAYFIELD. It simply confers the right on certain citi 
zens to enter suit and have the matter determined by the 
Federal district court. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let us have the bill read. 

Mr. MoMASTER, Mr. President, just a moment. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. If the measure is going to be objected 
to I am sorry. We could pass it in half a minute. The bill 
passed the Senate unanimously at the last session of Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the bill, 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Do I understand the reading of the bill 
was asked for? The measure was referred to the Department 
of Agriculture and received the approval of the department. 

Mr. WILLIS. I am perfectly willing to hear a statement 
from the Senator in lieu of the reading, I call his attention, 
however 

Mr. MAYFIELD. It is the same kind of a bill that is 
usually passed by the Senate conferring the right on citizens 
to enter suit in the courts against the Government for claims 
like this one. 

Mr. WILLIS. I-swould like to ask the Senator a question. I 
notice in the report from the Acting Secretary of War that 
certain amendments are suggested, 

Mr. MAYFIELD. They are included in the bill. This is a 
new bill. The report was made last year on the old bill and 
when the bill was redrafted and introduced this year it was 
written to conform with the suggestion of the Department of 
Agriculture. All of those suggested amendments are in the 
present bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me invite the attention of the Senator to 
another matter. I do not know that I shall ultimately object, 
but I want some information. I note in the report this 
statement: 

Referred to the Bureau of the Budget, as required by Circular No. 
49 of that bureau, and the department under date of April 26 is 
advised by the Director of the Bureau of the Budget that the legis- 
lation contained in S. 4017 and 8S, 4030, even if amended as suggested 
in the foregoing, would be in conflict with the financial program of the 
President. 


It seems, therefore, that the matter does not have the fall 
approval of the department. I wish the Senator would let the 
bill go over temporarily until we have had time to look into 
it. I probably shali not ultimately object, but I should like 
to study it a little. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over 

THE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (S. 
Res. 52) submitted by Mr. McMaster, favoring a reduction of 
tariff schedules and the consideration of tariff legislation at the 
present session of Congress, 


v>* ‘ 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I am very heartily in fayor 

f the resolution proposed by the Senator from South Dal 

[Mr. McMaster], and I want for just a few moments to 

my reasons for voting for the resolution. 


In my judgment a tariff law such as we now have is 
most unscientific method of taxution known to the taxing law 
of government. For the first 125 years of our history prac 


tically all of our revenues, or the greater portion of our re 
enues, were raised, as we all know, by tariff duties, or duti 
placed ou articles lport d into our country Without tay 


duties we pre bably could net have run the Government w 
our Constitution and laws. It was very early found, howe 
that the firiff laws affected industry in the country to a ti 
mendous degree, and a system of protection very shortly grew 


Duties were levied for the purpose of helping so-called infa 
industries, and from small beginnings the system grew und gre 
until now the levying of duties is not so much for the purpo- 
of raising revenues as it is for the purpose of giving favor 
interests in our country the protection of bounties or privilege 
er benefits or bonuses to special interests. 

My recollection is that the first tariff law was put into effe 
in 1789. Its principal purpose at that time was to raise revenue 
It was very soon found, however, that it hud a tremendou 
effect upon industry, and it was soon used not only for th 
purpose of raising revenue but for the purpose of protecting 
what were then known as infant industries. At first the rates 
of duty were small, but as the years have gone by since thi 
infant industries have cried out for aid and have continued 
receive it at the hands of the Congress, 

I said, Mr. President, it was the most unscientific method vo 
taxation known to the Government. TI think that can be easil 


| demonstrated. Under the present tariff law, which was enacte| 


in 1922, we have been raising annually—I am using round 
numbers—from about $500,000,000 to $605,000,000 from customs 
duties. The actual cost of collecting that money is about the 
same as the cost of collecting the income taxes which have 
been levied in accordance with the income tax amendment 


;} and the law; but while the two have cost the Government 


about the same sum to collect, let us see what it has cos 
the American consuming public to collect the revenue derived 
from the tariff, 

We secure from the customs duties under the tariff law- 
$605,000,000, but in order to secure that amount of revenue we 
place an enormous tax burden of $4,000,000,000 upon the 
American consumer, which goes not to the Government but to 
fayored private interests. The sum of $4,000,000,000—iand 1 
am still speaking in round numbers—goes to the favored in 
dustries of the country in order to collect only $605,000.000 
of revenue for the Government. Can there be imagined, Mr 
President, a more unscientific, a more unsatisfactory, a mor 
unjust, a more unfair, a more partial system of taxation thu 
that? Think of it! The Government wants %$605,000,000  o} 
revenue, und in order to get that sum has to tax the America) 
consumers $4,000,000,000 more for the benefit of private industry 

Suppose every time a dollar was collected from individua 
income tax the consuming public hud to pay a like bonus t» 
certain interests. In such event it would cost more than fiv: 
billions of dollars. And suppose every time a dollar of corpor 
tion income tax was collected the consuming public had to pa) 
an additional $6 to the favored interests it would cost them over 
seven billions of dollars. As a matter of fact, the corporat: 
income tax is largely paid by the consumer anyway, but happily 
for this country the consumer does not have to pay to private 
interests six or seven times the amount of the tax as in the case 
of customs duties. A moment’s thought indicates that th: 
customs duty is the most unfair of taxes. 

Mr. President. so long as it was necessary for our Govern 
ment to raise that amount of revenue by means of tariff duties, 
of course, there was an excuse for giving these tremendous 
bounties, but [ want to call the attention of Senators to the 
fact that since the adoption of the income tax amendment i 
is no longer necessary to raise revenues by means of cus 
toms duties. With the immense revenue that we have to-day 
from other sources, if we repeal every sign of a tariff law the 
Government could run just as well as it is now run. Withou 
increasing corporation income taxes or individual income taxes 
at all we would probably have ample revenue to meet all the 
needs of the Government, economically administered, with th 
tariff laws entirely repealed. My purpose in bringing this 
suggestion to the attention of the Senate at this time is to sa) 
to my protectionist friends that those who want to legisla! 
money into pockets of the favored industries by reason of 
the tariff law had better go a little slow about it; they had 
better be reasonable about it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
from Tennessee a question? 
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Mr. McKELLAR. TI shall yield in just one moment. They 


d better be reasonable about it; they had better be willing t 
take reasonable rate to accept a tariff that is not so high 
as to crush the American consumer. They had better be 
willing to let the present law be modified and revised down- 
ward, because the time may arrive when the American people 
may come to the conclusion, which would seem to be a most 
natural conclusion, that such a tariff law as we n have is 
wholly at variance with common sense, wholly unscientific, 
and wholly at variance with what is right and what is just 
it may not be done all at once, but the people may come ft 

conclusion that it is necessary to do away with these 
istoms duties to the extent of so much a year for a period 
of years until they are all done away with, so that a fairer 
and juster method of taxation, such as the income tax law, 


ay be resorted to instead of the antiquated, unfair, and bm 


densome system of customs duties for the purpose of raising 
revenue for the Government. 

We raise nearly $900,000,000 from individual income taxes 
In order to obtain that revenue we do not have to pay six or 
even times that amount to favored interests. All we have t 


do is to impose income taxes; they are collected; nobody is in 

ired, and no special interests are benefited. The income tax 
is &a proper one; but when tariff duties are imposed to raise rey 
enue for the Governmen! it necessary t further and im 
six or seven times the amount of the duty collected for the 
Government to be paid to favored interests. This subsidy has 
constantly grown and grown to such an extent that the time 
will come, in my judgment, unless the Republican majority art 

ore reasonable than they seem to be now, when they will wish 


is £0 


Dose 


‘y bad been reasonable in imposing customs duties. The 
people will not stand for such high taxes. We now impose 


taxes in the form of protective duties for the benefit of private 
in amount of about $4,000,000,000, an 


nterests amount just 


about equal to the entire Federal revenues of the Nation 

I now yield to my friend from California. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator speaks of favorite or 
favored interests. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGH. Does he regard the agriculiturists of 


his country—the farmers, the viticulturists, the horticulturists— 
as among the favorite or favored interests? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course not, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGHE. Very well. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. Everybody who is informed knows that a 
protective tariff does not materially help the farmer of tl 

untry. A tax of 42 cents a bushel has been imposed on 
wheat. Is it helping the wheat farmer? Substantially it is not 
helping him at all. One of the announced purposes of the farm 

ll, the MeNary-Haugen bill, against which the Senator 
as to make the tariff law on wheat effective; but the Senator 
voted against that bill which was designed to apply 
farmers of the country. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 


iis 


to tie 


Mr. President, is the Senator address- 


ing that remark to me, when he says I voted against some 
measure? 
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator voted against the McNary- 


Haugen bill, did he not? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly; course I 
Mr. McKELLAR. That is all I asserted. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the President of the U 
his veto utterly an 


ihilated it. 
Mr. McKELLAR 


of did. 


nited States 


ni 
It may be that he annihilated it 
time, but he may have to annihilate it again. 


for a 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, he annihilated it for all time. 

Mr. McCKELLAR. Probably not. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Mr. President, I ask to what portion of 
the President’s veto does the Senator from California refer 
heecause there were five different reasons given, if they may 


be called reasons? 


Mr. McKELLAR. I.do not know. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia says the President annihilated it; and the President did 
nnihilate it for a time, as he had a right to do. But it is 


still before the Congress and will most likely pass again. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGER. He vetoed the measure on the ground 
that it was unconstitutional. That was one of the reasons, 
and that was a sufficient reason. 

Mr. CARAWAY. And the next reason he said was because 


did not include all the farmers. If it was unconstitutional, 
why did he want to have the remainder of the farmers brought 
under it? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGHR. That was true of the bill. 
vitieulturist and the horticulturist are farmers. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The President maintained that it 
unconstitutional because it did not extend its provisions to 
all classes of farmers. 


I think the 
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voted | 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I answer. he wanted to give abun 
reasons for vetoing the lil, and theret he gave more than 
one reason 

Mr. CARAWAY. There a enough of them, if that 
the Senator means by “ abundant. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just o moment, and then I w lel 
further to the Senator from Arkansas Referring to eS ’ 
tor from California, I will say that I doubt if the farmers of 
his State or of the country at large will appreciate i i 
te i defense of them, for the eason tl ving ed 

zai them every chance he got in conne n with measur 

hich ti favored, I doubt very much whether they ar ‘ 
to pay a great deal of attention to “ Greeks bearing gifts i 
my handsome and distinguished friend is one of the Gre 
bearing gifts in this connectior 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Will the Senater permit me to s ~ 
and the country, I trust, will excuse me for saying it—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am sure it will. I have already don 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE rhat I was elected by the large rnhat 
jority of any Senator of the United States who was a candic e 

he last eleetion. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I congratulate the Senator upon his large 
majority 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE And there was not one farmer or i- 
cultural association in the State of California that p sted 
against my vote against the bill to which reference h: bared 
miicde 

Mr. NEELY Mr. President, will the Senator from Tenne 
yield to me? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I vield 

Mr. NEELY. In view of what the Senator from California 

said, I think we ought to apologize and bring the marines 
from Nicaragua and invite Nicaragua to come to California to 
supervise the elections there. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, 1 will state why I received such a vote 
It was because there were so many splendid men and wom 
from West Virginia and from Tennessee who moved to Cali 
fornia und became Republicans and voted for me. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is strange how some folk will go 
wrong 

Mr. CARAWAY. I did not know that people of either State 
voted in California. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If any Tennesseeans and West Virginians 


went out there and yoted, they might have swelled the majority 
of the Senator, but perhaps they did not have the right to vote 
there 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE The re were some splendid citize nis fr mn 


Arkansas also, let me add, who approved of my record and 
voted for me. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, why not settle this one ques 
tion? I notice my friend from California seems to think tha 


nobody ever was good until he turned Republican. Of course, 


that is a case of concealing one’s virtue. However, I was } 
intending to speak of that. What I wanted to call attention to 
was the fact, if the Senator from Tennessee will pardon me 
further, that I have discovered upon the other side of the 
| Chamber, led by the distinguished Senator from California, 
| that they are in favor of the farmer having anything that he 
does not want and that will not help him 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think so, 

Mr. CARRAWAY. gut if he wants it, or if it will help bhi 
they are opposed to him having it That sums up rather 
accurately their position, does it not? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am gding to see whether it does, hecause 
IT am going to ask the Senator from California this question: 
Is he in fayor of revising the farm schedules of the tariff in 
such a way as to benefit the farmer? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I think there are quite a numbe f 
farm products now partly protected under the law as to which 
the rates should be increased 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator vote for the resolution 
now p ndir g so as to help the farnwers, who everybod, even 
the President of the United States, who vetoed the measure 
for their relief. agrees should be helped in some way? Is the 
Senator willing to vote for the resolution of the Senator from 
South Dakota, so that the schedules may be revised in the 
interest of the farmers of the United States? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ten- 
nessee allow me to make a brief statement so as to make the 
situation plain? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Very well: make it plain to me. 

was | (Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMASTER. I will endeavor to make it plain to the 


Senator. 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Go ahead: I will be glad to have the inter | on grapefruit, on rice, on Walnuts, on almonds, on wheat? | 


ruptioi 

Mr. MCMASTER. I wish to say to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee and to the Senator from California that under the re- 
vised language of the pending resolution, if it should be adopted 
and action should be taken in accordance with its expression, 
we can then raise the agricultural schedules; there can be no 
quesiion about that; and if the Senator from California desires 
to raise those schedules to help the farmer he can yote for this 
resolution, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from Cali- 
fornia excuse me, so that I may submit to him a _ revised 
question ? Linder the statement made by the Senator from 
South Dokota, the author of the resolution, that under his 
amended reselution the rates can be revised, and revised up- 
ward, so as to ald the farmer, in his opinioun—and | imagine 
in the opinion of the Senator from California—will the Senator 
trom California vote for the resolution now? If not, why not? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I[ answer that question categorically 
“no”; and | can give, I think, many good reasons why this 
resolution should not pass, why it is unnecessarily taking up the 
time of the Senate; why, if passed, it would be unayailing ; why 
it is tot opportune, 

M McKELLAR. Mr. President, [ understood the Senator 
to say that these rates could be revised so as to aid the farmer, 
and that he wanted that done. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGEH. Certainly. 
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| think it ought to be done new. Therefore, I expect to vote for 


Mr. McKELLAR. Then it is not unavailing lt would be | 


availing. So LT ask the Senator, now that he sees the oppor- 
tunity under the wording of the resolution to have these rates 
raised so as to help the farmers whose friend he says he is, 
and all of whom voted for him in his State, is he not willing 
to do the right thing by the farmers and yote for this resolu- 
tion, so that they can have some measure of relief? 

Mr. SILIORTRIDGE. My answer has already been given; but, 
gince the question is again propounded, I further reply that 


I think this resolution is very inopportunely presented. I do | 


not think it would be effective. It would not avail anything 
Moreover, I think the Senator from Tennessee would do every- 
thing in his power to prevent the raising of any rate. If I 
understand correctly, he is opposed to the whole protective tariff 
system, and particularly would have all the rates on agricul- 
tural products removed; but I answer that I shall oppose this 
resolution in its present form or its modified form. 

Let me ask a question, however. 

Mr. MeKELLAR. One moment. The Senator would oppose 
this resolution in any form, would he not? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, As of now: yes—uas of now, and origi- 
nating here in the Senate. This is no place for it We could 
not even introduce a bill on the subject. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We could not originate it anywhere else. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It seems to me it is no great tribute 
to our intelligence, it is no great trifute to the Senate, to waste 
its time in this manner; and that I say prostrating myself in 
apology before the Senator from South Dakota. But let me 
ask the Senator, is he in favor now of repealing or lowering 
the duties on any one agricultural product? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, so far as the duties on 
agricultural products are concerned, I have very different 
notions from those of the Senator from California on that sub- 
ject. I doubt very much whether any rates on farm products 
are effective. I doubt if they can be made effective. Appar- 
ently they are not effective now: If we are to have tariff 
duties, however, some scheme or method must be devised by 
which they can be made effective for the farmer just as they 
are now effective for industry. So, under those circumstances, 
I am very much in favor of our revising the schedules, taking 
them up and discussing them, and if they can be changed in 
some wise that will benefit the farmers of the country I shall 
be very happy to see them benefited, because I am one of those 
who believe that the farmers of the country are being dis- 
criminated against by Federal law. I believe that the farming 
industry should be equalized with the other industries of the 
country, and for that reason, among many others, I would wel- 
come the opportunity to revise the tariff at this time. 

Of course, I think the present tariff duties are entirely too 
high. They are the highest ever imposed. I think the schedule 
of rates now imposed under the Fordney-McCumber Act is 
entirely too high and should be revised, and reyised down- 
ward, for the benefit of the farmers and for the benefit of the 
consumers and of all the people of the United States. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But the Senator does not answer my 
question. To make it a little more specific, is the Senator in 
favor of reducing the rate, for example, on oranges, on lemons, 


| 
| 
| 
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he in favor of reducing those or any of those rates? 

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 do not know, and I shall not know unti 
We huve the matter considered. It ought to be considered iy, 
committee: it ought to be considered and debated here, and 
when so considered we should vote upon it: and when it is | 
expect to vote on it as my best judgment dictates. L know 
that the present rates now do not do the farmers any 
good. i kuow that the rates we now impose generally ar 
entirely too high, IL aim in favor of their revision downwat 
at the earliest possible moment. I do not think we ought 1 
Wait until after an election, or wait until any other tiny 


the resolution of the Senator from South Dakota: and 1 thi 
he deserves the commendation of all right-thinking people ji 
the country for introducing the measure at this time. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator explai: 
what he means by “right-thinking people’? Does he exclucd 
the Senators on the other side? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; I do not exclude anyone. I[ hope thet 
are right-thinking people on both sides. 

Mr. President, before the income tax umendment was. passed 
customs duties, however unfair they were. could not be di 
pensed with because it Was necessary by that means to raise 
money to carry on the Government No such necessity arise 
now, The Government can be carried on by individual an 
corporation income taxes without much additional burden 
so that I wish again to say to my high protectionist friend 
that in seeking to maintain the high rates of the Fordney 
McCumber tariff law they may be playing with fire. Some da) 
no doubt, customs duties will be largely done away with. Th: 
commercial world is to-day too close together long to permi 
artiticial barriers. If customs duties were a good thing, it woul 
have been provided that they should be collected at eve 
State line, but manifestly that would be a ruinous policy; an 
so the time is coming, I hope, when the entire high protectiy 
tariff policy of this country may be changed. It probably wi 
be necessary that the change shall be brought about by si 
cessive steps. That would be the best way. That such a: 
unfair and burdensome method of taxation should not exis 
for all time ought to be clear almost to any well-ordered mind 
As long as it Was necessary to obtain revenues for the Go, 
erument in that way tariff duties were bound to be imposed 
but, as I have stated before, there is no longer any absolut: 
necessity for raising money by customs duties and our prote 
tionist friends had better be very careful how they fight reason 
able reductions of the present high tariff burdens. 

Mr. President, this resolution ought to pass. I hope the 
House will soon pass and send over to us a tariff revision bill 
and that we can speedily enact it into law. 

FLOOD RELIEF 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, in view of the wide discussio! 
of flood relief, the fact that bills on the subject have been intro 
duced and are coming before the various committees of Con 
gress, and in view especially of the feeling of those Member 
who have gone down into the Mississippi Valley and have se 
the financial conditions of the counties there, I desire not t 
make a speech on the subject of flood relief but to read a 
communication Which has been sent out to the Members of thi 
body, in order that it may be made a part of the Recorp and 
be available to the committees as they are discussing this ques 
tion of flood relief. It is addressed: 

To ali Members of Congress: 

I have the honor to place before you the tabulated vote on a refer 
dum on Mississippi food control conducted by the Chamber of Commer: 
of the United States, which closed on December 15, 1927. Through 
this vote of the membership the Chamber of Commerce of the Un 
States is committed in favor of the following proposals : 

First. That the Federal Goverament should hereafter pay the ent 
cost of constructing and maintaining works necessary to control flood 
of the lower Mississippi River (2,131 votes in favor and 512 vote 
opposed). 

Second. That the Federal Government should assume the sole respo 
sibility for locating, constructing, and maintaining such works (2,55! 
votes in favor and 240 votes opposed). 

Third. That there should be an adequate appropriation to inst 
efficient, continuous, and economic work, the funds to be available 
needed (2,65744 votes in favor and 156% votes opposed). 

Fourth. That flood control of the Mississippi River should be dea 
with in legislation and administration upon its own merits, separa 
and distinct from any other undertaking (2,62914 votes in favor a 
23114 votes opposed). 

These conclusions are based upon votes cast by 1,053 chambers 
commerce and trade associations in every State in America. We hope 
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this expressi or U timent of American business organiza- | Carter Bowie Magruder to lx rst lieutenant 
will be helpft , iching conclusions as to legislation William Joseph D’Espinosa to be first lieutenant 
ng with tl rs national problem James Reid Shand to be itenant colonel, Veterinary Corps. 
¥ I sil rely | \ 
APPOINTMENTS BY PROMOTION IN THE ARMY 
Lewis E. Pierson, P ident 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Albert Urmy Faulkner ti e colonel 
| Frank Seott Long ft be colonel 


ir. CURTIS I move that the Senate proceed to the con | S uel Grant Shartle to be colonel 
. | '> : 
eratic of executive business. | Arthur Winton Brown to be c nel 
! 
hy motion WAS adi at and the Senate proceeded to the | Joh Le Cam} Hall to be eolonel 
. . > . | , > 
nsideration of executive business After five minutes spent Wilson Brvant Burtt to be colonel 
executive session the doors were reopened | Philip Bradley Peyton to be lieutenant colonel 
RECESS Karl Truesdell to be lieutenant colonel 
ene | Mark Lorin Ireland to be lieutenant colonel 
Mr. CURTIS I mo that the Senate take a recess until Po : ; 7 
see cee Charles Avery Drave be lieutenant colonel 
CLOCK UO-MOFFOW : pe i Charles Roberts Pettis to be lieutenant colonel 
Phe motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes | 7 
P = “= : — - . j WW iam Dandridge Alexander Anderson to lx lieutenant 
m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, | colonel i 
nary 12. 1928. ; 9 och meridis : ; ; 
I 12, 19: at 12 lock meridian Ral h Talbot Ward te b ieutenant colouel 
nT John Jennings Kingman to be lieutenant colonel, 
NOMINATLONS Robert Philip Howell to be lieutenant colonel 
utive nominations received by the Senate January 11, 1928 | Themas Matthews Robins to be lieutenant colonel 
ForEIGN SERVICE Orricer oF Crass 3 Oliver Irey Holman to be major 
| , ' 
john K. Davis, of Ohio, now a Foreign Service officer of class | POSTM ASTERS 
» be a Foreign Service officer of class 3 of the United States ALABAMA 
| s : 
America, Sarah A. Shedd, Adamsville. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER Gus L. Camp, Arab. 


; , ‘ Fra s R. Gresham taugaville 
Claude R. Porter, of Iowa, to be an Interstate Commerce M ie 4, BR ae - Aut Tab “< ; 
Maude 4 josarge, Buyou Labatre 


umissioner for a term expiring December 31, 1928, vice Henry Wert W. Jar BR ; 
,er AUMLES, re! 


Hall, resigned Lawrence L. Mallette. Dozie1 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR, STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICH | Samuel F. Rickman. Ethelsville. 
\lexander O. Caleoitt, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector, John H. Dixon, Goshen 
rd district, Steamboat Inspection Service, vice George W. | Sylvanus L. Sherrill, Hartselle. 
llarney, deceased. Jike E. Wallace, Maplesville, 
James Alexander, Marion Junction, 
Bessie L. Glasscock, Siluria. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 
Harvey P. Bissell, of Ridgefield, Conn., to be collector of cus 
ns, collection district No. 6, with headquarters at Bridgeport, ALASKA 
nn. (Reappointment. ) George W. Robbins, Valdez. 








ARIZONA 
CONFIRMATIONS J. Lee Conrad. Scottsdale. 


Precutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 11, 1928 ARKANSAS 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF WAR Louis Reitzammer, Arkansas City. 

Charles Burton Robbins to be Assistant Secretary of War. Reuben P. Allen, Smackover 
Unirep States ATTORNEYS CALIFORNIA 


Edwin L. Gavin to be United States attorney, middle district James H. Whitaker, Anaheim, 

North Carolina P | Walter L. Haley, Associated 
Theodore Rueger, Benicia 

Clifford M. Barnes, Big Creek 
George Cunningham, Boulder Creek. 
Jumes B. Fugate. Chino 

Ruth KE. Powell, Claremont. 

Robert E. Thomas, Clovis 


Thomas J. Harkins to be United States attorney, western 
strict of North Carolina 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS 


joseph John Jenkins to be United States marshal, middle dis- 
et of North Carolina. 


Harry A. Weiss to be United States marshal, northern dis Presentation M. Soto. Concord. 

rict of West Virginia. William P. Nye, Covina. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY | Lela P. Meday, El Segundo 

Charles Lawrence Driscoll to be second lieutenant, Medical | Maude H. Parsons, Gerber. 


Corinne Doleini, Guadalupe. 
Daniel McCloskey, Hollister 
Charles F. Riedle, Los Banos. 
Ira B. Jones, Los Molinos. 


\dministrative Corps. 
Michael Ambrose Hally to be chaplain with the rank of first 
eutenant, 


APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY pes ; 

. aiteataee " . Home ae Riddle, Lovalton. 
Sumner McBee Williams to be major, Quartermaster Corps. Thomas P. Cosgrave, Madera 
Richard Head Trippe, to be first lieutenant, Finance Depart-|  amund V. Wahlberg, Manhattan Beach. 
ent. Fred Lewis, Mayfield. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY Raymond A. Rigor, McCloud 
Walton Goodwin, jr.. to be lieutenant colonel, Claude D. Richardson, McFarland. 
Winchell Ivan Rasor to be major. Fred F. Darcy, Montebello 
Thomas Reed Holmes to be captain. Charles G. Barnes, Morgan Hill. 
Nicholas Dodge Woodward to be captain. John H. Tittle, Needles 
Kdgar William King to be captain. George W. Archer, Norwalk. 
Riley Edward McGarraugh to be captain. Presley E. Berger, Ontario. 
Allan Preston Bruner to be captain. Frederick S. Lowden, Orland. 
Egbert Frank Bullene to be captain. Sula D. Abbott, Placentia 
Mark Gerald Brislawn to be captain, William Henson, Riverdale 
Carleton Burgess to be captain. Ellery M. Murray, St. Helena. 
John Wesley Warren to be first lieutenant, George G. Hughes, San Bruno, 
isidore Sass to be first lieutenant. Hurrie C. Caldwell, San Fernando. 
Kinar Bernard Gjeisteen to be first lieutenant. Ferris F. Kelly, San Juan Capistrano. 
William, Elgie Carraway to be first lieutenant. Pastor A. H. Arata, San Luis Obispo. 
John Mark Pesek to be first lieutenant. ferry E. Stephenson, Santa Ana. 
Herbert Bronsun Enderton to be first lieutenant, Grace E. Tooker, Santa Monica. 
John Battle Horton to be first lieutenant. Algera M. Rumsey, Saugus. 


Joseph Leander Hardin to be first lieutenant. Patrick C, Mulqueeney, Sawtelle. 
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Peder P, Hornsyld, Solvang. 
tuby Vinten, Terminal Island. 
Wade J. Williams, Tranquillity. 
Mary E. Rozier, Tuolumne. 
Henry F. Stahl, Vallejo. 
Ernest D. Gibson, Van Nuys. 
Marshall N. Johnson, Windsor. 
William J. Murray, Yucaipa. 
FLORIDA 
Gabriel I. Daurelle, Bowling Green. 
Copers S. Weathersbee, jr., Branford, 
James L. Ambrose, Bunnell. 
Walter ©, Gholson, Chattahoochee. 
Curtis W. Swindle, Chipley. 
Elisha ID. Wightman, Fruitland Park, 
Ernest B. Wells, Lawtey. 
Engene D. Rosenberger, Micanopy. 
Samuel J. Yoder, Moore Haven. 
Peurl beeler, Nokomis, 
Lola Miller, Palm Beach, 
William E. Burch, Palmetto, 
Lydia FE. Ware, St. Andrew. 
Joseph P. Hall, Sanford. 
GEORGIA 
J. Arthur Westbrook, Powder Springs. 
Mrs. Hubert H. Berry, Sparta. 
HAWAII 
Edward K. Ayau, Aiea. 
INDIANA 
Hugh Horn, Bicknell. 
Elizabeth Hatfield, Centerville. 
Harry M. Weliever, Darlington. 
Albert J. Baumgartner, E!khart. 
Edmond M. Wright, North Salem. 
Kdmund H. Imes, Westville. 
Austin Palin, Wingate. 
KANSAS 
Frank B. Myers, Americus. 
Lewis B. Blachly, Haven. 
Clarence Haughawout, Onaga. 
KENTUCKY 
John Eversole, London. 
MAINE 
Doris C. Sanborn, Dryden. 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Samuel L. Porter, Amesbury. 
rederick H. Green, Ashburnham. 
Harry F. Bingham, Ashby. 
John D. Quigley, Ashland. 
Albert L. Porter, Avon. 
John J. Downey, Blackstone. 
Lewis R. Holden, Bondsville 
Lawrence T. Briggs, Brockton. 
Maynard N. Wetherell, Chartley. 
William H. Lilley, Chicopee. 
William Davidson, Chicopee Falls. 
Walter L. Tower, Dalton. 
Fred A, Campbell, Dedham. 
Gilbert W. O'Neil, Gloucester. 
Charl H. Slocomb, Greenfield. 
Johnson, Groton. 
Newell, Holden. 
MICHIGAN 


Leroy Bb 
Albert F 


Russell W. Swhier, St. Clair Shores 

Murl H. De Foe, Charlotte 
MISSISSIPPI 

Mary Norwood, Belzoni. 

Isaac J. Morris, Coahoma. 

Emma M. Therrell, Florence. 

David F. Fondren, Fondren. 
NEBRASKA 


Raymond A. Kistler, Palmerton. 
George B. Wilcox, Portland. 
Thomas Y. Tarlton, Summithill. 


RHODE ISLAND 


Almira B. Lewis, Ashaway. 
S. Martin Rose, Block Island. 
Mary V. Nichols, Bradford. 
George W. Warren, Bristol. 
George T. Lund, Greystone. 
Hartzell R. Birch, Kingston. 
Thatcher T. Bowler, Newport. 
Catherine M. Green, Portsmouth, 
Edwin S. Babcock, Saunderstown. 
Frank A, Rixford, Woonsocket. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
John D. Evans, Alpena. 
John V. Drips, Belvidere. 
Leroy A. Gage, Bryant. 
Leonard J. Walker, Carthage. 
William W. Sour, Castlewood. 
Winfred E. Whittemore, Estelline. 
Lee E. Buck, Flandreau. 
Henry Rohrer, Madison. 
John Larson, Pukwana. 
Gust M. Eggen, Vienna. 
Victor M. Dalthorp, Volga. 
Guy M. King, Wessington, 
Volney T. Warner, Woonsocket. 
John W. Woods, Worthing. 
TEN NESSEE 
John F. Gaines, Gainesboro. 
Harry K. Dodson, Kenton. 
Hugh G. Haworth, New Market. 
William E. Hudgins, Union City. 
TEXAS 
Anderson J. Hixson, Abbott. 
Henrietta Fricke, Brenham, 
John C, Flanagan, Crystal City. 
Arno L. Wahrmund, Eagle Lake. 
William D. Hawthorn, E:khart. 
Vivian B. Boone, Fabens. 
William N. Moore, Fort Worth. 
Andrew J. Harrison, Goldthwaite, 
James M. Cottle, Moran. 
Sadie M. Boulware, San Angelo, 
William A. Farek, Schulenburg. 
Grover C, Stephens, Sierra Blanca, 
UTAH 
Ezra P. Jensen, Garland. 
Maranda Smith, Heber. 
Norman G. Allan, Wellsviile. 
WASHINGTON 


Gertrude Keys, Manson. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay, January 11, 1928 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
APPOINTMENT OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR THE DAY 
The Crerx. The Clerk will read a letter from the Speaker. 
Tre SPEAKER'S ROOMS, 
Housk OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1928 


I hereby designate Hon. Jonn Q. TiILson to act as Speaker | 


tempore to-day. 


NICHOLAS LonewortTlt 
Mr. TILSON assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offer 








Elmer V. Barger, Benkelman. 
Dollie W. Hyndshaw, Thedford. 
NORTH DAKOTA 


the following prayer: 

O Thou who has taught us to say, “ Our Father,’ teach us 
say, “ Thy will be done.” It is the foundation of our usefulnes 
hope, and redemption. Inspire us with the knowledge that t! 
issues of life are not from without but from within. Do Th 
lift up the standard of truth and wisdom before us, and may 
gleam on our way. Give us the blessedness of the man wh: 
delight is in the law of the Lord and who can tell of T! 
statutes rejoicing the heart. May failure never set its clou 
upon our labors. Amen. 


Arthur Nelson. Courtenay. 
Bernhard C. Hjelle, Mercer. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


J. Beaver Gearhart, Danville. 
Henry, Nazareth. 
Marsden, Nesquehoning. 


William FE 
William E 








14 
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THE JOURNAI 
The Journal f the proceedings ¢ f vesterday was ead nea 
pproved, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. SNELI Mr. S} the « t ner g 
opriation bill has ft ee} l p dd 
refore, we have ! ppor ' ler bills ¢ 
Private C I } < } Cal ' 
( sday bush s be dis} i 
m of tl I bill ] 
| np } » 1 I e ¢( 1 } 
SPEAKER pro t The f New 
1mou tl mi 
} 1 w pend ( VW } 
i Viti i tl i I 
Caler ( } ( 
Vv) T 
KVALE 
hat have post ir 
rati hie Norri mendment ibolist lt 
ns * 
\I SNELI I do not i wi a partich f eff 
\\ i\ ‘ r he otl iad 
Mr. KVALE dis} with Calendar Wedn« 
I SNELI I will dispense with dinar Wednesday to 
but the matter to which the gentleman refers is t ready 
be considered to-day, so that this action will not affect the 
sideration of in any way whatever 
Mr. BANKHEAD M Speaker, further reserving the right 
object, are there no committees having bills to present f 
» consideration of the House? 
Mr. SNELL. I understand there is only one bill on the cal 
endar at the present time, and that is on the Consent Calendar 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re 
st of the gentleman from New York? 
fhere was no objection 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. CRAMTON, from the Committee on Appropriations, by 
ection of that committee, submitted a privileged report on the 


(H. R. 9136) 


the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 


her purposes, which was read and, with the 

apers, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
te of the Union. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. 


the bill. 
SENATE 


\ 


} 
iC 


bill 
and 


helow ? 


of the fe 


referred to the 


at 


S. 1968. An act to authorize the Secretary of A 

for the use and occupancy by the Department of 
SW... 
Committee 


re of the Bieber Building, 
Dy. C., and for other 

Buildings and Grounds. 

CALL O} 

JOHNSON of Washi 
nt of order that a quorum 

Mr, SNELL. 


‘ 


ty 
Mr. 


all of the House was or 








BILL 
llowing title was taken from the Speaker’s 
committee 


purposes ; 


making appropriations for the 
30, 


REFERRED 


ate 


at 


ypropri 


1358 B 
to 


Street 
the 
THE HOUSE 
igton. Mr. 


is not present. 


Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the H 


dered. 


The Clerk called the roll, and the fi llowing 
answer to their names: 
[Roll No, 11] 
ich Deal Haugen 
ithony Dempsey Irwin 
Aswell Dickstein Johnson, Okla. 
\yres Dougias, Ariz henda!l 
Beck, Pa Doyle Kent 
Reedy Drewry Kindred 
Kvans, Calif Kunz 
s Fitzgerald, R.G. Larsen 
ten Fulmer Leatherwood 
hrowning Furlow Leech 
hong Gallivan Linthicum 
ield Garrett, Tex, McLaughlin 
W Graham McLeod 
ney Green, Iowa Michaelson 
ally, Tex. Greenwood Mooney 
) Hall, N. Dak Prall 
sser Hammer Purnetl 
enport Hancock Reed, N. Y. 
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deprive f th no hich belongs to hir and it 
| Was a great honor, Mr. Speaker, for my colleague [Mr. Howarp 
of Oklahoma] to be privileged to first present the name of Will 
| Re s for the Democratic presidential nomination Why 
be use Will Rogers is the only man of any part) n fl 
| ted States who has had the stomachical courage to S} ? 
eat question Why are we 1 Niearagua nd what the hell 
are we doing there? Laughter and applause 
Now, Mr. Speaker. I have a right to plead for fairness i 
the name and in the behalf of a Howard It is a wonderful 
name. Perhaps you, Mr. Speaker, and others might be inter- 
ested in the origin of that nam«é [| Laughter. | It seems that 


ago ings. when wn fore 


of 


one ot 


long under the Irish 
fathers and the forebears of the Oklahoma Howards and 


Sir Esme Howard, the most erudite and humane ambassador 
ever sent from St. James to Washington, were mostly hiding 
in the brush, for reaso1 not here to be stated, it was the 
eustom of the monarchs to appoint wardens of the king’ 

the horse, and wardens of the hogs. Well, 

the hog wardens [laughter], but finally, as 
has happened in our own language here in this country, the people 


hounds, wardens of 
my peopl were oft 


began to corrupt it, and instead of calling us hog wardens they 
called us hogwards, and one day there was a _ harelipped 
young man who could not pronounce things very well and he 
ist dropped the “¢ So we have been Howards ever since 
| [Laughter and applause.}| That is all. [Applause.] 
UNVEILING OF A MONUMENT AT BLACK W‘ VA 


Mr. PEERY. Mr. Speaker, on 
| Goodykoontz, a former Member of 
notable address of historic interest at the unveiling of a monu 
ment erected by the Col. Andrew Donally Chapter of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution, Black Wolf 
McDowell County, W. Va., and I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks by printing the same in the Recorp 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The from 


14, 1927, Hon. Wel 
House, delivered a 


June 
f this 


at 


gentleman Virginia 





asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
in the manner indicated. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
| ae 
| he address is as follows: 
I j I HE M 
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‘ fternoc t an his place estab h a monument wv ‘ 
| record » perpetuate tl ‘ of thre | V ‘ wi 
| ! tl Ind what w tl t fronti a a 
‘ ' t 
} The erection of this monument, wit ts tablet, is to be edite 
the tireless and unselfish labors of the officers and mem! 
Col Andre Donally Chapter of the Daughters of the A! ! 
Revolution, of the county of McDowell. 
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The primary purpose of this society is the preservation of historic 
places, objects, and records pertaining to the American Revolution, 
ind the erection of monuments on historic sites 

The founding of this actively patriotic organization marked a new 
era in American history and has caused an increased, fervent glow of 
patriotism 

In proving eligibility to membership ancient court records are 
searched, old Bibles with their priceless family records recovered, his- 
tories examined, traditions run down, and lineage to a worthy ancestor 
connected with the struggle for independence thereby established. 

This work of investigation, and the production of proof sufficient 
to authenticate lineal descent from an American ancestor who ren- 
dered a military or other public service to the Colonies in their success 
ful effort to throw off the yoke of tyranny imposed by the British 
monarch, has served to increase and widely diffuse a greater knowl- 


edge of history, an appreciation and pride of ancestry, a love for the 
beautiful in art, a veneration for things made sacred by reason of 
antiquity, a continuing regard for the memory of the noble pioneers 

men and women who endured hardship amid peril to the end that 
others might dwell in contentment, peace, and happiness, and, above 


all else, a profound reverence for the things that are sacred to every 
lover of liberty—the Declaration, the Constitution, the flag, and Lin 
coln’s Gettysburg Address—these accomplishments, among others, have 
come as the ennobling result of the work of the Daughters of the 
Revolution 

In erecting memorials to others they are, in reality—although 
oblivious of the fact—-rearing a lofty and enduring monument to 
themselves, 

ONE OR TWO BLACK SHEEP IN THE FAMILY 


We are met to do honor to three members of the Harman family 
but, before proceeding to the main subject, there is a matter that I 
wish first to dispose of, 

Although somewhat reluctant, publicly, to make the statement, yet, 
conformable to a strict regard for truth and candor, and agreeable 
to the principle of law that an exception proves the rule, I am 
foreed to admit that there is one black sheep in the Harman family. 
It were not necessary to mention the name of this unruly member, 
for his identity and reputation are well known throughout this entire 
region—-in faet, his reputation Is known to the people of two States, 
Virginia and West Virginia. I would not thus dare to speak so 
plainly of Mr. J. N. Harman, jr., of the Welch bar, did I not 
know whereof I speak, The fact is, I, myself, have run around 
quite a bit with “ Newt.” 

Doctor Iaager once said of himself that he was an illustrious son 
of a degenerate sire. Our friend *“ Newt"’ may labor under the same 
delusion, but if so, and for a satisfactory reason, he keeps his thought 
unto himself, 

Perhaps I should have said, there were two “black sheep” in the 
Ilarman family, for am I not related, if not by affinity, then by 
consanguinity, unto that family? The Harmans mey, or may not 
recognize the relationship. A bright friend of mine once said to me, 
his experience had taught him, that kinfolk were of little advantage. 
He said, that if they were poor and of no account, he would have 
nothing to do with them; and if, to the contrary, they were rich and 
influential, they would have nothing to do with him. 


ANCESTRY AND BIRTH OF HENRY HARMAN 


\ Teutonic family name signifies something more than a mere name. 

In German the letter “e” ts generally pronounced the same as “a” 
in our own language. 

The transition of the Germanic name, Hermann, to the American- 
ized Harman was, therefore, an easy and quite natural evolution. 

While our spelling of the name differs from the original, the sound 
remains the same, 

liermrann, we are told, implies bonor. Definitively, it means—ac- 
cording to Rupp—one who subdues; a master man; a warrior. 

Henry Harman, therefore, was not improperly named, Senator 
John Newton Harman, sr., has written not only a history of Tazewell 
County, Va in two volumes, but also a genealogy of the Harman 
family Only one who has carried the burden of such a task can 
appreciate the cost to body and mind involved. Every member of that 
numerous and widely scattered family should rise up and call him 
blessed 

We are indebted to this painstaking investigator and historian for a 
record of the life and career of Heinrich Adam Hermann, the father 
of Henry, and it was the exploit of the latter, acting in conjunction 
with his two sons, George and Mathias, that has moved the daughters 
to perpetuate their heroic action. 

Ifenry was the second son of Heinrich Adam Hermann, who was 
bern in southern Germany, near the common source of the Danube and 
the Rhine 

rhe author aforementioned, in one of his volumes, has transcribed 
and translated from the priceless old German Lutheran Bible of Heinrich 
Adam Hermann the following: 

“TI, Heinrich Adam Hermann, married Louisa Katrina October 8, 
1723, and have together begotten 11 children, and have lived in matri- 
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mony as true married folks should up to the year 1749, when my a 
wife died March 18, and was buried the 21st, which fell on a Mond 
“The blood of Jesus Christ cleanses us of all our sins. Amen 

“Lord Jesus, for you I lived. Yours I am in death 

“And,” he continues, ““my wife, Louisa Katrina” (he does 
specify her family name), “ her last meditation was this: ‘I know t 
my Savior lives and will support me when leaving the earth * * 
and in my flesh will see God the same evening, and my eyes w 
perceive him.’” 

Realizing that she must soon quit the scenes of this life, that 
old mother in Zion—as divined and set down by her husband—furt 
said: 

“All men must die, and I must leave.” 

And then the record tells us 

. * * “They sang for her the last song, ‘My Earthly Tra 
are O’er.’”’ 

The hymn having been concluded, with the old man and the child 
standing around the death bed, she said: “ Goodnight, all my k 
ones,” and died 9 o'clock, 25 minutes. 


GERMAN MIGRATION TO AMBRICA 


The Germans in migrating to America usually began their | 
journey by traveling in river boats to the mouth of the Rhine | 
trip down usually required from four to six weeks, the travelers by 
held up by the petty officials of every little principality demandir 
customs duty, and purposely delayed in order that shop and innk 
might profit from their scanty means. 

The emigrant ships, commanded by English masters, sailed fr 
Goeree, a port on the North Sea near Rotterdam. These were sail 
boats that crossed the ocean. The vessels of the larger size were 09 
feet in length, 26 feet in breadth, and of 311 tons capacity. 

Some of the ships’ lists as of that day show as many as 480 





sengers. lIlow a ship so small could accommodate so many passengers 
we can not very well understand. 

Ships sailing from Rotterdam for America usually touched at Cow 
or the Isle of Man, where they took on supplies and went thro. 
certain formalities required by the maritime and immigration laws of 
England. The time required for the voyage across the ocean varied 
from two to six months, depending on wind and weather. The 
that successfully weathered the storms landed at the port of Phi 
delphia. Some that sailed went down at sea. 

The reason for leaving the Palatinate—southern Germany—was du 
in large measure, to the “thirty years’ war.” The effect of this w 
upon Germany was vastly destructive of her population as well as 
property. According to Myers (General History, sec. 791), “ the Dui 
of Wurtemberg had one-half million of inhabitants at the commencement 
of the war; at its close had barely 50,000,” or only one out of té 
This authority further says that on every band were the charred 
mains of the hovels of the peasants and the palaces of the nobilits 
Vast districts lay waste without an inhabitant. The very soil in mar 
rezions had reverted to its primitive wildness, 

Later, France conducted another war in southern Germany, known 
the “ war of the Palatinate.” Louis, the French monarch, ordered that 
the country should again ve laid waste. According to Myers, all | 
gible improvements, even the fruit trees, vines, and crops, were «ck 
stroyed. It is, therefore, not surprising that Adam Harman, toget 
with many thousands of his fellow countrymen, should have bid f 
well to that troubled land and sailed for the New World, in the Western 
Hemisphere. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Emigrants to Pennsylvania, the forests of William Penn, wer 
tracted there by Penn, who prepared and circulated a prospectus statir 
his plan of government, the price he would charge for the land, 
the wonderful advantages and opportunities afforded the settler. T! 
price he asked for the land was less than 10 cents per acre, and 
purchaser was to have a voice in the making of the laws that w 
govern the Province. 

Penn made a favorable treaty with the Indians under the famous 
elm tree at Shack-a-Maxon, whereby the Indians promised to “ live 
love with William Penn and his children as long as the sun and mo 
give light.” It is said that this was the only Indian treaty ever ma 
and never broken. 

Many of the emigrants who purehased land from Penn were able 
dispose of the same at a nice profit, and some having done this moved 
down into the Shenandoah Valley or elsewhere in Virginia and into 
North Carolina, where they were able to buy good land at a very low 
price and thus increase the area of their holdings. 

GOOD FAMILY STOCK 

In recent years I have observed upon the part of some in whose vei 
flow blood of German extraction a disposition to deny their raci 
origin, and to claim that they are descended from Dutch or Huguet! 
ancestry. 

As for myself I would not alter the fact, if I could, that the birth « 
three of my grandparents was recorded in German Bibles, no less tha 
I would deny the further fact that my forbears, in company with th 
Harmans, helped to fight the battles of the Revolution. 
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y of Mr. Harmar written So the honor and dis- | I America was no longer an unknown cot nt lon nad 
ving erected tl first dwelling and making the firs Civ zation having come and occupied a wide area along the Atlar 
nanent settlement f English-speaking people in the Missi ppi i settlers being scattere ver the itire e rm escarpment of the 
goes to that sturdy pioneer, Adam Harm For though he was Appalachians—was now advancing 
an in blood and spoke the German tongue, he also spoke Englis! Bray ind adventurous souls « ipied the outposts of the settle 
was fully identified with the English westward movement in Vir- | ments, and these, intermittently but graduall were breaking through 
° : * and was a citizen of \ the mountains and pushing wes rdly into the wilderness 
presumed that Henry Harman Idest bri r, Adam ri n > the pioneer onstituting an et n Amet — . 
the sons who, with their father, the elder Adam Harman, rescued | never faltered and never rested unt halted on the shore he 
Ingles on her return to New River after her four months’ puvity Pacific Ocean 
he Indians, THE MOTHERS OF THE FRONT 
Henry Harman was made a captain of the militia to defend “ His | The hardships and perils of life on th ronti were far ter 
Majesty's Colonies.” In 1759 he commanded the militia in fights with | the - women than for the men 
Indians on New River. | Living lone} } tg t dis with the mer s 
In 1787 he planned and led the pursuit of the Shawnee Indians after from home, in the field at work, or out hunting r game that being 
ir capture of the English (Ingles) family Burks Garden | itter of necessity ler to procure bread and eat for the 
One year later he and his two sons, Ge and Mathias, fought | table or with the militia 1 sume military expedition, either punitive 
here on Tug River the battle with the seven Indians | or lefending the settlement, the women remained at hom ‘ cane 
There are many other important incidents in the life of Henry f the ildren, and suffering from an indescribable dread, being con 
man worthy to be mentioned, a record of which is to be found in | stant exposed to danger, fraught with the most terrible conse 
ious histories, which I shall not have the time to speak of on this What must have been the state of her mind to renliz it t v 
sion om t nigh or day powerful, ruel, copper-skinned s ges of a 
We are told that after an eventful life he died in 1822 at Holly- | Sttange tongue with a gutteral sound were likely to emerge from th 
brook, in what is now Bland County, Va., at the age of 95 years. | dark woods and enter her cabin home 
is ended the career of the great Indian fighter, forbear, and citizen, | The horror of her fear was that of seeing the brains of t ba t 
t. Henry Harman. | her breast dashed out against the trunk of a tree, as was the exper : 
[THE BATTLE of Mrs. Moore at Abbs Valley, the home set on fire nd she herself led 
The n : ith table hefore vor ar } — | forest by a lecherous animal in the rm oO it finally to 
rhe monumenting stone with tablet before you marks the spot, weil | marched as a captive hundreds of miles from home and, it might be, 
thenticated, where Henry Harman and two of his sons, George and } burned at the stake 
Mathias, engaged in battle with seven Shawnee Indians, the lead f | 





, . ; ‘r the pioneer mothers’ distress of mind went no further than 
whom was Chief Black Wolf, alleged to have been the n of the noted | 


f ; ee : : : r fears were fulfilled in actuality, she rendered unto . 
an warrior, Chief Cornstalk, slain at Point Pleasant, W. Va., and 


dread, or whether ! 





posterity and civilization a service a thousand times reater than was 
whose ers . i he Irtheus 1 I has i} r erected i . . 
vi grave, in the courthou yard, a monument h I 1 erected | ever rendered by any man upon the battle field 
In that unequal battle the three Harmans were surrounded by th 
lians, seven in number; only four of the latter had guns, the others | 


zg armed with bows and arrows, tomahawks 


The place you have monumented is sacred ground. May the memorial 
you have erected stand always as an evidence and a testimony of you 


] » knives : : . 
and Aiping knive |} appreciation of those who fought here that others might live in peace 





Cwo of the Indians having been wounded 





ha happibess 
father, one of the Indians rushed at George with tomahawk raise« ; : ; d 
bn . j | ARTICLE BY HON. JOHN Q. TILSO 

a blow, but when within striking distance George let down upon 

head with the gun, which brought the Indian*to the ground; | Mr. WOODRUFF Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
overing, the Indian made at him again, but George seized the to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing an article 
lian's knife and plunged it deep into his side, and Mathias with a appearing in the American Forests Magazine, written by the 
thawk struck him on the head and finished the work with him. i Hon. Joun Q. Tinson, of Connecticut | Applause. ] 





LNIX -84 








1326 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
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asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp | 
in the manner indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, under consent granted me 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp I insert the following: 

iMr. 1 on, in “A VPlea for the Forests,” has given expression to 
ot ation { fore conditions made by him during the past summer 
in tlre of an extended trip through China, Japan, Korea, and a 
las I i of the western United States From the majority leader 
of t i these views and conclusions will, very naturally, command 
wi American 1 sts Mavazine.) 

A Pi I R if I ESTs 

It l itesman is a dead politician, which u lly 

I not ways recognized or fully appreciated 
! If we must insist upon som t of sinister meat 

u 1 word politi n 1m better char teé i 
t politicia ol to t I nt, or at leas 
i ! ‘ ie W the states: 1 looks to the future wel of 
th the expens f pr t prestige Perhaps in no 
o pertaining to tl publ welfar ire these two view 
poir 1 il t ! s in « nection with the preservation and 
re f 1 fhe long period of time required to grow a 
to ! é t li conflict with t futur 

I n the New stament lat the leaves of the trees were 
for of the ns and n diverse interpretations have 
beer 7 i th poetic text. The leaves of the trees spread welcome 

the sun is bot for rest and refreshment; they have be 
come du out of which plants are grown for both food and raiment 
Ma ot! dire and obvious uses of the leaves of he trees will 
occur to ivou The trunks and branches which bear the leaves have 
eyen more varied and obvious uses. They produce shelter from the 
inclenn weathei, clothing, fuel, Weapons, means of transportation, and 
material for a thousand different useful purposes. 

All tl use to which reference has been made are apparent and 
manife There are others not so well understood or so generally 
accepted, but which are of very great importance. For instance, the 
effect of forest growth upon the climate, the amount and distribution 
of rainfall and the regularity in the flow of streams are all matters 
affecting very vitally life on the earth’s surface and all are in turn 
affected by the existence or nonexistence of forests. 

Mhus far reference has been made only to some of the useful pur- 
poses directly served by forests. The case in favor of the forests 
can not be adequately made up, howevef, without at the same time 
taking into the account some of the injury that flows from the waste- 
ful destruction of the forests and their removal from uplands and 
mountains When well-forested areas are entered upon by would-be 
settlers for the purpose of establishing homes and gaining a livelihood 
by tilling the soil, the forest is encountered as something that must be 
met and overcome by irksome labor, so that it is not to be wondered 


at that 


th 
than as a 


pioneer re 
friend. 


‘garded the forest more in the light of an enemy 


I recall quite vividly my own life as a youngster in the fine forests 
of and pine on the slopes of the southern Appalachian 
Mountains, where each year new land was cleared for cultivation and 
in the finest trees were felled indiscriminately, cut imto 
lengths, rolled into immense heaps, and burned. As I 
those scenes from the viewpoint of the present they 
st criminal in their wastefulness, and yet it was only a case 
being met at the expense of the indis- 
tinetly The lands that were stripped of forests sup- 
ported life and, to the extent necessary for that purpose, 
their denudation was justified, but probably by careful tillage half the 
land have served the purpose, while balf the acreage of my 
father's farm covered with the primeval forests would now be a small 
fortum 


hardwoods 


doing so 
Thanaugealie 


look back 


seem aline 


upon 
of apparent present necessity 
future, 
therefore, 


Lloreseen 


would 


It is only when the forests are gone and the many ill effects from 
it begin to develop that one can see clearly the mistake. When the 
pinch of high-priced lumber brought from a distance begins to be felt, 
those who nmy have thought little about it begin to take notice. 
Then firewood begins to grow scarce and good wood difficult to pro- 
cure at any price These things again are directly felt. It is the 
indirect effects that are the most hurtful and far-reaching. When 
the forests on the hillsides are felled and the humus formed from 
decomposing leaves is removed erosion soon begins and the land itself 
rapidly loses its productiveness When the rain falls in the forests 
the force of the fall is broken by the leaves and branches, so that it 
drops gently earth to be sucked into the ground by the leaves and 
the spongy humus, while the standing trees protect from the sun’s rays, 
thus lessening the immediate evaporation, The water thus taken 
into the ground finds its way into underground waters and comes gut 


in perpetual springs. Of all the blessings vouchsafed by the Creator 
to His creatures none is greater and none is so essential to life itself 
as living water, It is at its best when it gushes from the earth at 
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Rite 
all vege 


the foot of a wooded hill. Follow it tn its journey to the sea. 
its course it serves to slake the thirst of man and beast and 
tation; it turns wheels to furnish power for a thousand human wants; 


it carries man and his commerce wheresoever he will, and finally adde 
its flood to replenish the great reservoir of the sea. It blesses man 
at every stage of its journey and this is as it was intended to 1 
the beneficent Creator, 

On the other hand, let us see what happens when man has do 
his handiwork badly. When the rain falls upon the denuded hil 
there are no trees to break the fall or prevent rapid evaporati 
leaves or spongy humus to drink it up Instead of being taken 
the earth it runs off rapidly, carrying with it the loose soil and s: 
gravel, thus leaving the land unproductive. It rushes on increa 
volume until it becomes a destructive flood. The process just 
scribed, multiplied many thousand times, with a most unfort 
coincidence in their coming together, has just produced the most de- 
structiy atastrop!l that has ever visited this country, dest: 
precious lives and untold millions of property in the great Delta r« 
of the Mississippi River. 

We have followed only the water itself in its destructive « 
What of the soil and silt carried from the uplands? Tirst, it m 
the water less fit for human use. Next, the sand, being heavier 
the soil, is first dropped out, covering up fertile lands so as to n 
them unproductive. Reaching the more quiet waters, other sedin 
drops, filling up useful ditches and stream beds, and finally, 


streams enter the sea, forming bars across their mouths, thus obst 
ing navigation. 

No ean visit China 
destruction borne in upon 
400,000,000 population. 


of for 
China 


the tragic lesson 
forceful manner, 


is one of the largest 


having 
most 


one without 
him ina 


In area it count 


all the world. It contains some of the very large rivers of the wi 
China has comparatively an extremely small mileage of railroads 
that its rivers should be relatively more important than those of 


other country. And yet what do we find? The mouths of all its 


choked with sand bars. Up to about 10 years ago large ships « 
not discharge at the docks of Shanghai. At last the enon 


commerce of this great port forced its improvement, but it was 

and expensive undertaking. Vessels of any considerable draft can 

now reach Tientsin at all, but must stop outside of Taku Bar. T 

tsin is situated in a great alluvial plain which has been brought do 


from the region of Peking and above by the Hai Ho River. Al 
hills and mountains in ali this region were denuded of their for 
evidently many centuries ago. No forests remain, but that they w 


once forest covered or at least are capable of producing trees is shown 


by the many sacred trees about their temples and the tombs of t! 


ancestors. The rain now falls upon the barren slopes and rapid 
rushes to the sea, carrying with it every particle of detached ea: 
that it can carry. The sediment containing sand and gravel is d 


posited upon the fertile fields, while the finer sediment is carried i 
irrigation ditches, the beds of streams, and canals. 

In Korea the same mistake of denuding the hillsides has been n 
as in China, with identical results far as time has permitted, 
Doubtless China had been stripped of its forests for centuries whi! 
Korea was still a well-wooded country, but Korea is no longer 
wooded, having been denuded to its very mountain peaks, while 
same sad story is being written of the barren mountains being washed 


so 


wi 


down to fill up the precious irrigation ditches and to cover w 
worthless sand and silt the precious rice paddies and fertile wheat 
fields. 


It is worthy of note that since Japan took over Korea a very am 
tious and expensive program of reforestation has been entered 
and is now being carried on there with every indication of a finally suc- 
cessful outcome, but it will require many decades of time and an : 
limited amount of money to undo, even in small part, the great injury 
dene to this unfortunate country by the reckless expenditure of 
great forest wealth. 

Japan herself has done much better in this regard in her own 
island empire, The islands are evidently of comparatively recent geo- 
logical formation, that there are many high mountains with | 
cipitous slopes and much of the land is steeply sloping hillsides. Fr 
some of these the forests were stripped carelessly and erosion had 
begun its deadly work, but has not been permitted to run its dest 
tive in China and to a lesser degree in Korea. In fact 
no other one thing are those who have directed the internal affairs 
Japan to be much commended for the masterly, statesman-! 
forestry policy that has been inaugurated and is now being carried out 
in that country. 

Our own country is old, geologically speaking, but quite youthful 
point of utilization of the land either for the timber originally standi: 
on it or for agricaitural purposes. The time has not been sufficient in 
which to make all the mistakes of older countries, but, considering 


upon 


so 


course as 


so as 





brief period of our history, we have surely made our share and ¢t 
end is not yet. It is already apparent what the end will be. \ 
must not stumble blindly on into the condition of China and ot 


portions of the Orient or even to the state already reached by § 
Europe. 


parts of 








problem of saving and replacing our forests is a difficult ons 


the most difficult with which tl 





t. one of he statesmen and business 
f our day have to deal The proble is greatly complicated for 
ir dua rm of State and Federal Government, which has worked 
well in Separating local from really national affairs nd whi 
| e preserved as one ir most beneficent institutions Che 
sts, of necessity e local and must be dealt With primarily as mat 
s of State concern But the direct influence of forests or k « 
ts is felt beyond the i es f a single Sta and so beco ‘S 
ial in effect 
taxing of forest lands presents another diffi ty Few ¢ 
g to pay heavy yearly taxes on lands which have Oo annual 
ind which in the very nature of things can not yield an incor 
e the life of the taxpayer Lands in the States of Washington 
Oregon, for instance, which have yielded up their original nd 
nd cedar will under proper conditions reforest themselves, but 
ost of proper fire protection added to the taxes makes it a doubtfu 
il venture to undertake to hold it until the new forest can pro 
income The result is t destructive fires devastate most of 
it-over lands and much of it is | sold for tax 
sale of cut-over lands for taxes I hopeful ges 
may possibly help bring the solution of this one phase of 
restry problem The State itself pays no taxes It does not die 
lividual personal taxpayers do and in afford to wait until the 
generation or even until the next ntury for its profit provided 
vestment is sound and the resulting effect of holding the land is 
vhile beneficent The ids of State socialism is repugnant to me, 
I see no insuperable difficulty in the State resuming the title to 
ind during the period of reforestation and then under conditions 
the public, returning it to private ownership at the proper time 


,OPRIATION BILL FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE, 
COMMERCE, AND LABOR 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. When the House adjourned 

erday the engrossment of the appropriation bill had just 


ordered when the demand was made for reading of the 
rossed copy. So the first business in order is the reading 


R. 8269). 


shall not 


he engrossed copy of the bill (H 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ing 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the 
ithdrawn, and the Clerk will read the bill by title 
he bill was read the third time. 

Mr. CELLER and Mr. JOHNSON of 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For 
leman from New York 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
mmit, which the Clerk will read. I 
to the Clerk. 


insist on 


reading 


Washington 
what purpose 


rose 
does the 
rise? 

to 
mo- 


motion 
the 


to offer a 
have handed 


fhe SPEAKER pro tempore, Is the gentleman opposed to 
bill ? 

Mr. CELLER. The gentleman is opposed to the bill and 
that reason I offer the motion to recommit, and on that I 
and the previous question 
ir. JOHNSON of Washington Mr. Speaker, I was on my 
demanding recognition, and as the Members will remem 
I gave notice of my motion to recommit yesterday) 

The SPBAKER pro tempore The gentleman from New 


his feet. 
of Washington. 
me, I 


was also on 


Mr. JOHNSON But, I think, Mr, Speaker 


Chair will«bear with wis seeking recognition for 
purpose during the consideration of the bill and a demand 
made in order to hold the motion until this morning with 
inderstanding I would be recognized at this time to submit 

on to recommit 

SNELL: Mr. Speaker, I do not know of ar irrang 

that kind 
he SPEAKER pro tempore If the House will bear wit} 








Chair for a moment, the Chair will state, in the first 
recognition is within the discretion of the Chair, except 
he fact of opposition to the bill n the next place, the 
will attempt to give recognition in rdance with the 
e of the Hou Knowing that there would be d ind 
from both sides of the House for recognitiot the Speake 
e designating the present occupant of the chair to presid 
talked with me about it and said that as betw two 


ihers, neither of them being a member of the committee il 


of the bill under consideration, with equal rights in al 
respects, except that one of them is on the majority sid 
the other on the minority side, he would recogn the 
eman on the minority side: which in the opinion of the 
nt occupant of the chair is the sound practice of thi 
s¢ In accordance with that practice and the express ap 
the Speaker himself, I have recognized the gentlema) 

New York. who submits a motion to recommit and on 


the | 
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i u ju n. The Clerk wil 
mor Inetion to recom. { 
The Clerk read as follows 
Mr. (rt ER moves to ri mmit the I i. R 6 t ( 

Appropr Ss with str ~ N 
g mendment: O Zz 111 ine S, s $ om 
d t “ $7,210,001 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempor And on that the g i 
m New York moves the previous questio1 
rhe previous question was ordered 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempor The quest is on the m 
» recommilt 
Che question was kel and the motion was rej ted 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion 
recommilt 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is t in ord Th 
uestion is on the passage of the bill 
The question was taken, and the ill Was | sed 
On m¢ n of Mr. SHREVE, a motion to reconsider the v 
hereby the bill was passed was laid on the tabk 
HE PRIVATE CALENDAR 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call t 


alendar 


JOHN J WATER 


SS 


wis the bil 


Calendar 
Waters 


bill 


business on the Private 
the relief of John J 
he Clerk read the title of the 


he first 


~~) tor 








he SPEAKER pro tempor Is there objection to the con 
sideration of the bill? 

There was ho objection 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That in tl idministration of the pens ws 
Toht J Waters sha be } ft held and con lered to h . Ce! 
honor ] discharged from iT I I sery f the Uni 1 St 

Company | s nd Regiment Michigan Volu 
( February 4, 186 P led, That no back ns 1 
p < allowance sh 1 virt of the passage of t $ 

The bill w ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed 

\ motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

GUY CARLTON BAKER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1590) to correct the records of the War Department to 
show that Guy Carlton Buker and Calton ©, Baker or Cariton 
C. Baker is one and the same person 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

acted, et That the S« il of War nd hy s her 
i 1 directed to rend I ‘ W I 
that Guy Carlton Baker nd I I ( 
( I ( ( Bake I 1 W IS] i 
( I ( n's j | | 3 
New York M 

The bill was ordered t e ed and read third time 
wa id the third time ! pass 

A mot to reconsidel s lald on tl table 

CALYVI i RK HEAD 

rhe next business on the Private Calendar was the i(H. R 
1707) for the relief of Calvin H. Burkhea 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is ft oO ior th 
sideration of the bill? 

ere was no objection 

The Clerk read the bill, f ws 

/ acted, ete That the Sect I f W a 
li ted to pay -to Capt. Calvin H. B d 

er ible for travel \ I $1,071.60 
I m f money | it I 1 ng \ l ] 
s from July 1 1922 nd including Septen 

I} bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third me 
vas read the third time, and passed 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table 

CT Pr VISE 
I} busines 1 the Private Ca was the bill (H. R 


Sow) f 


l the 


The Clerk read 


» correct 
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lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
TI 
I) 


Was no objec tion. 
read the bill, as follows: 


ere 


e Clerk 
Be laws conferring 
rights 


Curtis P 


it enacted, etc., That in 


privileges, and 


the administration of 
benefits upon 
Wise, who was a member of 
hth Volunteer Infantry, 
to have been honorably 


any 
discharged 
Company I, One bundred and 
shall hereafter be held and 
discharged from the military serviec 


honorably soldiers, 


twenty-eig Illinois 


considered 


of the United States as a private of that organization on the 30th day 
of Mar 1863 Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or 
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this aet 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wis rend the third time, and passed. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM EARHART 

The next business ou the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
S71) for the relief of William Farhart. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There wi neo or jection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights priv ros, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
William Earhart, who was a member of Company B, Thirteenth Regi 


Pennsylvania Cavalry, Civil War, shall hereafter be held and con- 
sidered have been discharged honorably from the military service of 
the United States of that organization on the 18th day of 
August, 1863: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow 
nee shall held to have accrued prior to the passage of this aet. 


The bill ordered to be engrossed and read a 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table, 


ment 
to 
is a private 


was third time, 


GEORGE ADAMS 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1072) for the relief of George Adams. 
The Clerk read the title to the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights privileges, and benefits upen honorably discharged soldiers, 
(jeorge Adams, who was a member of Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment 


Indiana Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to 
have been discharged honorably from the military service of the United 
States as a private of that organization on the 13th day of August, 
Isus: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall 


be held to have aceruved prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

WILLIAM MORIN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2272) for the relief of William Morin. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
William Morin, who was a member of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, Civil War, shall hereafter be held and consid 
ered to have been honorably discharged from the military service of the 
United States as a private of that organization on the 25th day of 
January, 1864: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow- 


ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the words “25th day of January” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “17th day of September.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Wooprurr: 
words ‘25th day of January’ 
the words and figures “17th day of September. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


strike out the 
lieu thereof 


In line 9, 
and insert in 


oy 


and figures 


The question is on agreeing to 


| 


} 
} 


eee 
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A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passe: 
was laid on the table. 


JANUARY 


LUCIUS BELL 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. rp 
2284) for the relief of Lucius Bell. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pr 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
in order to ask a question. On the claim of the soldier tha 
after enlisting in 1861 he had consumption and went home, th; 
War Department made the following report: 

The 
was mustered 


that 


service 


records show Lucius Bell was enrolled April 30, 1861, 
into May 135, 1861, as a private of Company Pf 
Twelfth New York Volunteer Infantry, to serve three months. 
roll of his company, dated August 13, 1861, he was reported 
serted from the company on the 2Ist day of July, 1861.” 


On 


as 


He was mustered into the service on May 13 and on the 21, 
day of July the same year he is reported as deserting. That 
all the record we have. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of 1 
gentleman to the fact that we are not proposing to correct 1! 
man’s record in such a way that he can have a pension from 

Mr. BLANTON. But he will draw one from the date of t} 
passage of this act, will he not? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. No, indeed. He can not, because 
merely correct the record as of July 31, 1861, and he will then 
not have served the 90 days necessary under the law to give hi 
a pension. All this old man wants to have his milita 
record corrected. He does not care for the pension. 

Mr. BLANTON. If he enlisted and was mustered into thy 
service in May and deserted before August in 1861, and did nit 
perform the services he was expected to perform, ought hi 
record to be corrected ? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I think it should: otherwise I would n: 
have introduced the bill. I know this old man personally, ve) 
well. I know his high character, and I for one want to 
that the charge of desertion is removed from his record. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is very unfortuniute that the disea~ 
which he offered as his excuse for the charge of desertion w: 


We 


Is 


consumption, commonly known as tuberculosis, because ordi 
narily when a man has tuberculosis he does not live from 1861 
to 1928. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I think that is true. 

Mr. BLANTON. But I shall not stand in the way of our 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Wooprurr], who does valuable serv- 
ice here for the country. It will not cost the United States a 
cent. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. It will not cost the United States oi: 
penny. 


Mr. BLANTON. 
objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follews: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension law 
Lucius Bell, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment New York Volu 
Infantry, shall be held and considered to have been honoral 
discharged July 21, 1861: Provided, That no back pay, pension, bount 
or other emolument shall acerue prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation ot 


teer 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pass 
wis laid on the table. 


GEORGE FH. GILBERT 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bi 
(H. R. 2294) for the relief of George H. Gilbert. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws cont: 
ring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably diseharged soldiers 
George H. Gilbert, who was a member of Company C, Fourteen! 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held a 
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military ser\ 
of the United States as a member of that organization on the 20! 
day of May, 1861: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, « 
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of t! 
act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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\ notion to re onsid l vote by which the bill was passed Provides ihat 1 back ! ' . c a 
¥ laid on the table. } ; 
\LFRED ST. DENNIS The SPEAKER pro ft pore r uestion is on ’ ner 
i ite next business on the Private Calendar was. the bi ment and third reading t the l 
HH kK 3041) Tor the relief of Alfred St Ih nnis The ll was ordered to le ?Pngrossed ‘ id a third 
Che Clerk read the title of the b wus read the third tim ind passed 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempor [s there objection to the present \ motion to 1 nsider the vote whereby tl vas pa 
sideration of the bill “ tid on the table 
There was no objectio The SPEAKER pro tempore rhe Clerk will rep : . 
Che Clerk read the bill, follow 
t enacted, ete That the dministr on f any ws ALVIN H INKER 
hts, privileges, and be n henoribly discharged soldier l ! 1 ss on the Private Cul I wa 
d St. Dennis, who was t be of Company E, Fifty-seventl Il. R. 3440) for the relief of Alvin H. Tinker 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer I nti Cis War. shall hereat Chie tle of the bill was read. 
| and considered t have been honorably discharged from h rh SPEAKER pro tempore I re objec ny 
service of the United State 3 a private of iat organi leration of this bill’ 
Gth dav of May, 1864 P? ded. That no bounty. back There was no objection 
or allowance shal e held to have rued prior to the pass . Phe SPEAKER pro Lipeor I} Clerk w ' , he bil 
The Clerk read as follows 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, i ted, ete I tin tl ‘ ' vf 
ead the third time, and passed rights, privy ges nd ben : | hon bly . j i 
\ motion to reconsider tl vote by which the bill was passed \ iH Linke! wa i em ~~ Com y dD. I f 
laid on the table | 4 New York \ i ra s aft ‘ i i 
j sid I UY 1 dis re whl n 7 
ALF XANDER ASHBAUGII | ' Shatin a : : 
he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R i ey 8 18623: Prorided. Tha SY Rial ee ae 
i) for the relief of Alexande Ashbaugh ow shall be held to ; ‘ott : a ee ft tl 
{ 


Clerk read the title of he bill jit a . 
hl Tr ° . mw SPE rR re empore 7 fio = of byes 
SPEAKER pro fempore Is there obieection to the I PI a pt thi} Phe question 1 » the Cr 
. | grossment a third reading of the bi 
nt consideration of the bill = _— mt uM Mans . . vill 


: . ‘he bill wns rdered to b Nnerosse ane meen thir time 
ere was no objection Ihe lered t e eng! d and read a third time, 








he Clerk read the bill. as follows Wis re ud the ird time, and passed 
A moilon to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
if enacted, etc., That in the administration of any law nrerring | was laid on the table 
privileges and benefits upon iwonorably discharged Gilet The SPEAKER pro tempore The Clerk will repert the 
nder Ashbaugh, who w member of Company D, Seventy-eighth | },j)) ; 
ent Pennsylvania Volunte Infantry hall hereafter be held and DAM B. ACKERMAN, ALIAS AUNKERMAN 
dered to have been honor \ lischarged from the military servis } : 
‘ ! ‘ The next business on the Private Culendar was the bill (H.R 
United States as a member of that organization on tl Ist 902 7 f Ld B \ 
eth ( t ‘ell 0 Advm ekernwat i . a: is 
ober, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or a #©' ERan = id caniatiatata la ta Adam . 
hall | : ‘ a ae : : f Aunkerman 
nee she be hel oh e accrues rior t * Duissace o : ss 
; , hy itle of the bill was read. 
© bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the p 
read the third time, and passed. nt consideration of this bill? 
\ motion to reeonsider the vote by Which the bill was pas I There was no objection 
aid on the table. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 
JOHN COSTIGAN The Clerk reud as follows: 
i next business on the Private Caleidar was the _ bill asia 
’ Ss B nacted te That ] trat f y f , 
I. R. 3192) for the relief of John Costigan, ;, ; nine aa 
s : * ; ghts, | es, and be $ ! i ing liers lam 
e Clerk read the title of the bill. : 
‘DL PENT) : : ’ 1 : Ackerman \ Aunt I wh Was a membet { ppan 3 
he SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the 
. : sans ve enth Regin t Ind 1 \ er Infa ym if 
nt consideration of the bill? ' 3 : 
lr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, : gia Pei a am ne es cami 
I 
. \ l f the United Sta = s a i reaniz io 
ely to ask the question. ; : 18 p led. 9 : 
. ‘ . ¥ > ° 4 > i da i 6 0 ( it 1 t 1 
ir. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I hope my friend u es odin fins. | : adit 
‘ : : rr allowance sha eo held t ive rued prior t ‘ o 
not object to this bill. ; o , 
Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to find out from our friend why i 
report of the War Department was not attached to this The SPEAKER pro tempore The question is on the engruss 
inittee report? ment and third reading of the bill. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I am not a member of the com- The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
tee, and ean not say. wis read the third time, and passed 
Mr. BLANTON. A report has come from the committee A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill is passed 
ich does not bring with it the report of the War Department. | wes laid on the table 
erefore the committee report comes with some suspicion fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The bill has already passed the | bill 
House twiee. WIDOW OF WARREN V. HOWARD 


¢ next business on the Private Culendar was the bill (H.R 


' 
i 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the War Department report unfavor Tl 
7) for the relief of the widow of Warren V. Howard 


upon this bill? 102 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It does; but an affidavit shows Th 
ther situation, different from that set forth in the depart- rhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres 
nts report, ont canat asiaiel . eg y 
Mr. BLANTON. I shall not object, but IT think the committee " he Te elaris dumaine E 
cht to be fair enough to the House, when it reports a bill the SPEAKER | 
d has submitted it to the War Department for its report, to 
uch that department's report. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. We repeatedly pass such bills when the 
Yar Department has turned them down, 
Mr. BLANTON, All right 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will report the bill, | setts Volunteer Infantry, on the 25th day of May, 1861, and to have 
The Clerk read as follows: been honorably discharged on the Ist day of June, 1865: Provided, 


1e title of the bill was read 


pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bi 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension law 


Warren V. Howard shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 


mustered in as a private in Company E, Second Regiment Massachu 





That no bounty, pay, or allowances shall be held as accrued prior to 


it enacted, etc., That in th 1dministration of the pension laws 
nr the passage of this act 
ws conferring rights upon honorably discharged soidiers, their | ‘ 
lows and dependent relatives, John Costigan shall hereafter be held | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross 
nsidered to have been in the military service of the United | ment and third reading of the bill. 
as a private in Company D, Fifth United States Cavalry, from The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


rch 27, 1878, and to have been honorably discharged May 31, 1881: | Was read the third time, and passed. 
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A motion to reconsider the vote 
laid on the table 
the SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 
JACOB F? WEBB 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5255) for the relief of Jacob F. Webb 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill’ 

There was no objection 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in 1dministration of any laws conferring 
I } ileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
Jacob F. Webb. Iate of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Missouri State 
Milit Cay v. and Company I Second Regiment Missouri State 
Militia Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been dis 
irged onorably from the military service of the United States as a 


member of the latter company and regiment on the 18th day of December, 
ING2: Prerided, That no bounty, pay, or allowances shall be held as 
accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wis laid on the table. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

ANTHONY SCHWARTZENBERGER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5424) for the relief of Anthony Schwartzenberger. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. 1 reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas re- 
serves the right to object. 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, the proviso on this bill is not 
in the form that the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
House has insisted upon. The proviso provides— 

That no pension shall acerve prior to the passage of this act. 

The language of the approved proviso reads: 


Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be 
held as accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


If the language is put in the proper form by an amendment 
I shal! not object; otherwise I shall. Will there be any objec- 
tion of that amendment? 

Mr. MORIN. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws, 
Anthony Schwartzenberger.shall hereafter be held and considered to 
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United 
States as a private of Company BR, Fifth Regiment Maryland Volunteer 
Infantry, July 17, 1865: Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior 
to the passage of this act, 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

In lieu of the proviso in lines 7 and 8, insert the following: “ Provided, 
That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowances shall be held as 
acerued prior to the passage of this act.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr, BLANTON: On page 1, line 8, after the 
word “ Provided.’ strike out all of line 8 and insert in lien thereof the 
following: “ That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowances shall be 
held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote Whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore 
bill. 


JANUARY 
The Clerk will report the 1 


EDWARD TIGH 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (11 
6364) for the relief of Edward Tigh. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
ent consideration of the bill‘ 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldier 
ward Tigh, who was a private in Company I, Sixth Missouri Vol 
Infantry, and later a private in Company D, First Battalion of Cay 
Mississippi Marine Brigade, shall hereafter be held and consider 
have been discharged honerably from military service of the 1 
States as a private of said companies and regiments May 18, 
Provided, That no bounty, pay, or allowances shall be held as a 
prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be eugrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was pa 
Was laid on the table. 

JAMES W. KINGON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (}i 
6579) for the relief of James W. Kingon. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the | 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to James W. Kingon, out of 
money in the Treasury vot otherwise appropriated, the sum of $17! 
full settlement of all pay, bounty, and allowances due him for sery 
in Company H, Forty-second Regiment Hlinois Volunteer Infantry 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

PAUL E. DIVINE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was House jv 
resolution (H,. J. Res, 98) for the appointment of Pau! F 
Divine, of Tennessee, as member of the Board of Manager: 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The Clerk read the tithe of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the p: 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
is this appointment within the power of the House? 

Mr. REECE. Yes: this is according to law. 

Mr. BLANTON, The House made the appointment of 5 
predecesss r? 

Mr. REECE. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That Paul E. Divine, of Tennessee, be, and | 
hereby, appointed member of the Board of Managers of the Nat 
Itome for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States to su 
Maj. J. W. Wadsworth, sr., of New York, deceased. 


The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a ir 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was 
passed was laid on the table. 

JOSEPH F. RITCHERDSON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (11. ft. 
519) for the relief of Joseph F. Ritcherdson. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferrns 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldie! 
their dependents, Joseph F. Ritcherdson shall hereafter be held I 
considered to have been in the military service of the United Sta':s 
as a musician of Company C, One hundred and twenty-second R¢ 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, from the 4th day of September, 15 
the Ist day of June, 1864, and to have been discharged hono 
from said service on the last-named date: Provided, That no x yy 
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The SPEAKER pro pore Is D 
j l leratior f tl I 
Che bill was ordered to be engrosse i rend a third tir . was no objection 
id the third time, and passe th 
\ tion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passe I » th $ 
n ti { I Vs 2 ing Na rl : l 
{10H ICK SULLIVAN . sm. FY ’ 
i i g 
rhe next business on the Private Calendar w the bill (H. R. | . . p 
) or the relief of Michael Patrick Sullivan \ Infa ‘ 1 Wa 
he Clerk re the titie of the bill S 
‘pr ‘Dp = ra Te | eo ; — ; . } 
( SPEAKER p ° tempo i ere objection to the pres- | Mr. BLANTON Me Smeaker I mov a 4 
consideration of the bill? : p ; . 
‘ir, BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, | “@Ustase in U oviso beginning at line 9, a 
‘ " “= : | thereof the foll ng 
ant to read what the War Department says This report is | 
ned by Robert C. Davis, The Adjutant General of the United | I 1, I ‘ ’ 
ites Army: i ea i pr to ft 
ie official records show that Michael P. Sullivan enlisted April 14 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman f 1 Tex 
Dayton, Ohio, for three years, and was assigned to Battery | offers an amendment, which the Clerk will 1 | 
Fourth United States Artillery rhe Clerk read as follows: 
was tried by a general court-martial convened at Fort Monroe, | Amendmer y Mr. BLaAnTon: Pa 1, line 9, stri ry 
id found guilt of ibsence without leave, in violation of the | ind insert i thereof th following «Py ided, That k 
tv-second article of war, eviden f five previous convictions } bot pen 1, ot allowances shal held to have act i = ta 
n considered- tl sag f this a , 
{ want you to get that The amendment was agreed to 
e of five previous convictions having been considered, and was } The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
ced ‘to be dishonorably discharged the service of the United was read the third time, and passed, 
forfeiting all pay and allowances, and to be confined at hard A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bi was pa l 
1t such place as the reviewing authority may direct for three | was laid on the table 
: JAMES (¢ SIMMONS, ALIAS JAMES C. WHITLOCK 
sentence was duly approved by competent authority and was 
lished in Special Orders, No. 250, paragraph 8, Headquarters De The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! 
tment of the East, dated October 30, 1899, which designated Fort | (H. R. 972) for the relief of James C. Simmons, alias James 
oe, Va., as the place of confinement. Pursuant to the sentence, C, Whitlock 
was dishonorably discharged at Fort Monroe, Va., November 2, The Clerk read the title of the bill 
s99, and was released from confinement at that place January 14,} The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
) ent consideration of the bill? 
| have not objected to correcting the military records of these are ae ve objection. ey 
i soldiers who have survived the Civil War, but this is not | The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
such a ease as should be approved. This is a case where the } Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension laws 
in was convicted six different times. This did not happen | and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunt 
ng ago, but within comparatively recent years. I do not think | Soldiers, or any branch thereof, James C. Simmons, alias James | 
we ought to consider this precedent, because it will become a Whitlock, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably 
precedent. discharged from the military service of the United States as a private 
Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield? of Company K, Thirfty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the passage of this a 
Mr. KING. Does the gentleman know what he was con- Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
victed of? ment: 
Mr. BLANTON, Here is what the report states: ; 
Strike out the language in the proviso, at lines 9 and 10, and insert 
Ile was tried by a general court-martial convened at Fort Monroe, in lieu thereof the following: “ That no back pay, bounty, pension, or 
and found guilty of absence without leave, in violation of the | ajjowan shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of t 
thirty-second article of war, evidence of five previous convictions hay- act 
ing been considered, The SPEAKER : : on Sate, ined. Gon — 
Mr. KING. What for? The SPEAKER pro tempore. le gentieman from ‘Texas 


Mr. BLANTON, Well, for something for which an expensive 

urt-martial was invoked. He was given a fair trial, we pre- 
‘ume, and had counsel to represent him, because in all court- 

irtial cases the accused has counsel furnished to him free by 
the Government. He was convicted six times, and I do not 

ink we should put this man back on the honorable roll and 
give him a pension for the rest of his life. 

Mr. KING. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Will it have any weight with the gentleman to 

ll him that this House has passed this bill once before? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; because we pass them here just like 
we are passing them to-day. The Clerk reads the title of the 

ll and the Chair says, “ Without objection, the bill will be 
engrossed, read a third time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
msider is laid on the table,” all in one breath. ‘That is the 
way they are passed. 

Mr. KING. It is our negligence. 


Mr. BLANTON. I wish I did not feel I have to object be- 
cause of my friendship for the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KING. Oh, I have nothing to do with the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not object to the old Civil War vet- 


rans having their military records corrected, but 
this bill. 


I do object 


JAMES K, P. WEIC!I 
The next business on the Private 
H. R. 971) for the relief of James K. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


Calendar was t bill 


P. Welch. 


he 


offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. BLANTON: page 1, li 


y On 
strike out the proviso and insert in 


re 9, after the word 


Infantry, lieu thereof the foll 


ing Provided, That no back pay, bounty, pension, or allowance shal 
be held to haye accrued prior to the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pis 
Was laid on the table 


-ed 


JORDAN KIDWELI 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
2422) to correct the military record of Jordan Kidwell. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


> 
iv. 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
Jordan Kidwell, who was a member of Company G, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and 
sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military service of 
the United States as a private of that organiaztion on the 1st day of 
April, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance 
shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 
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i vote 


rhe bill w ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

ren third time, and passed, 

4 reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
\ 1 ible, 

WILLIAM PERKINS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
95°96) for the relief of William Perkins. 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

re Wi ne objecti« hh. 
lhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Re enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
I ges, and benet pon honorably discharged soldiers, 
William Verkins, whe was a member of Company A, Hatch’s independent 
M iesota Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and con- 
have been honorably d harged from the military service of | 
the 1 ed State member of that organization on the 26th day of 
ten 1863: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow: 
hall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be efigrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

4 motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

on the table. 
J. W. BARE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill CH. R. 
2598) for the relief of J. W. Bare. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
eal leration of the bill? 

Phere was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ct Phat in the administration of any laws conferring 
rigl rivileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, J. W. 
La Bare ho was a member of Company B, Forty-third Regiment Ohio 
Yo! r Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
} oral harged from the military service of the United States as 

n of that organization on the 23d day of February, 1865: Pro- 

i } no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to 
b d prior to the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

rhe tile was amended to read as follows: “A bill for the 


relief of J. W. La Bare.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

JOHN P. PE 

next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL, R. 
authorizing the President to reappoint John P. Pence, 
formerly an officer in the Signal Corps, United States Army, an 
officer in the Signal Corps of the United States Army. 

rhe Clerk read the title to the bill. 


NCE 
The 


2649) 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

RB t enacted, cte., That the President of the United States be, and 
he hereby, authorized to reappoint John P, Pence, formerly an officer 
in the Signal Corps, United States Army, an officer in the Signal Corps, 


United States Army, in the grade and in the position on the promotion 
list by the next to last paragraph of section 24a of the na- 
tior defense act of June 8, 1916, as amended by the act of June 4, 


provided 


pot Provided, That said John P, Pence shall not by the passage of 
this act be entitled to any back pay or allowances of any kind: Pro- 
led th That nothing contained in this act shall operate to in- 
crea the number of officers in the Regular Army now authorized by 
aw 
Mr. BLANTON Reserving the right to object, may I ask the 
gentleman from Washington why the report from the War De- 


partment is net included in the committee report? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am not able to say. 
impression is that the War Department did not object. 


My 


Mr. BLANTON, The bill seeks to go over the head of the 
militury authorities and have this man appointed an officer, 
when under the rules and regulations he could not be appointed 
an officer 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman is right about 
that. The fact is that during the reorganization this man 


found himself in a post about to be abandoned up at the far- 
thermost point of Alaska. He had a wife and a small child 
and another about to be born. There was nothing to do but for 
him to move where he could get medical attendance. 

Mr. BLANTON. In view of the splendid service that the gen- 
tleman from Washington is doing with reference to naturaliza- 
tion, and in view of the shameful treatment that his own 
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Republican Party gave him on 
ing, I shall not obje ct to the consideration 
Mr. JOHNSON Washington. I thank the 
I will tuke care of the other part of it. 
The SPEAKDR pro tempore. 


JANUARY 


the floor of the Honse this 


e 4 
ot 1 


bill. 


ot fentieman 


Is there ob je tion? 


There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a th 
was read the third time, and passed. 


A motion by Mr. JouNnson of Washington to reconsid: 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


WILLIS B, 


CROSS 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
3145) for the relief of Willis B. Cross. 

The Clerk read the titie to the bill. 

The SPEAKBPR pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I would 
for the genileman from West Virginia to state why w 
going over the heads ef the War Department, 

Mr. BOWMAN. We are not going over the heads of 
War Department. This bill was drawn in compliance wit] 
request of the War Department, 

Mr. BLANTON. The which the committee 
puts on the bill has been left off, and it ought to be in it 
Mr. BOWMAN. I shall have no objection to that. 

Mr. BLANTON. With that understanding, I withdraw 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore, 

The Clerk read the 


Be enacted, ete 
Willis B, 


clause 


. 


The Clerk will read the b 
bill, as follows: 


, That in the administration of the pensio 
shall hereafter be held and considered to hay 
mustered into the military service of the United States as a pi f 
Captain Miner’s Seventeenth Battery, Indiana 
lery, and to have been honorably discharged 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following ameni- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page i, line 8, 
period and insert 
pension, 


passage 


it 


ross 


Volunteer Light a 


strike out after the word “ discharged” strike « 
colon and add: “ Provided, That 
shall held to have accrued 


a no back 


allowance be prior to @ 


of this act.” 


or 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


CHARLES A, BI 


ACK 
The next business on the Private ¢ 1. ] 
3315) for the relief of Charles 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
‘There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That administration of any laws cot 
rights, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
Charles A. Black, alias Angus Black, who was a member of Compa 
Eleventh Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be hel 
considered to have been discharged honorably from the military 
of the United States as a private of that organization on the 17th 
of August, 1861: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or : ve 


‘alendar was the bill (1 te 
A. Black, alias Angus Bla 


Is there objection? 


in the 


priy ileges, 


ances shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

JOHN M, ANDREWS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (11. 1. 
5723) for the relief of John M. Andrews. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete.. That in the administration of the compen ! 
laws and laws conferring rights and privileges upon honorably } 


charged soldiers, sailors, marines, and their widows and dependent 

John M, Andrews shall hereafter be held and considered | } 
discharged honorably as a private, Company F, Seventh United 
States Infantry, July 24, 1899; Troop I, Fourth United States Cav vy, 


tives, 


been 


August 24, 1906; Three hundred and forty-ninth Infantry, November 
15, 1917: Provided, That no back pay or allowance of any kind »*! | 
be held to have accrued because of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table, 
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GEORGE CALDWELL | that trial of more 








re import s the evider to be give 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R great probative force and ef t irs ‘ he gentle 
724) for the relief of George Caldwell Inan gets on the outside 
rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. Mr. GLYNN. But mine is not hearsay 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Is here bijection to the Mr BLANTON. It was not a court-martial t wis 
sent consideration of the bill s iat plucking board rhevy are of similar pre tur Anal 
Mr. HOOPER Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object Wi Department Suys tl i said was go 
I do not intend to object at this time lL ask the gentlemar SS d inted to be 
California |Mr. Swine] this question. I find in the note Mr. SWING iie knew what he was up I a \ 
I have the War Department does not recommen favor that | Wis g ng out on way or the the 
e consideration of the passage of this bill upon the theory Mr. BLANTON he he ought to have appealed my 
it might be prejudicial to others nd so climinate them friet rom 4 lifornia ind tet his great influence pery de 1 
r the circumstances What is the gentieman’s explana War Department in his behalf 
f that? Mr. SWING. Let me make just this one statement l \ 
Mr. SWING. The department does not make affirmative | 1 Shall be very glad to submit it to the gentleman's judgem 
mendation. The expression is that the War Department This man served well and faithfully as an enlisted ma as 
not recommend favorable consideration or the passage of | COrFperal, as a sergeant, and on up if he had continued as an 
bill Many reports on bills come up from t War D oral ( reeul luring the rld Wut n his retirement. at 
t without being affirmative oy department leave t te the 1 \\ i e draw ordi he 
udgment of the committee and Congress best « nonth; whereas because he made the 
Mr. HOOPER. I am not intending to object hai the Government asked of him and 
ir. SWING. I think this man had a most remarkabl TOOK 1 captain, he has now lost the ti 
rd as a soldier and an officer. His last record was in the th he se ed as a commissioned officer, and so when he retired 
ld War. as ordnance sergeant he draws only $85.10 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, We have penalized him for having rendered extraordinary 
I want to read into the Recorp a little further statement | Services 


the War Department bearing upon a question of policy. Mr. BLANTON So that we will not waste any further time, 
ally these reports from the War Department come from The I hope we can come to an understanding about the matter tha 


jutant General, but this matter I imagine was deemed of so | Will be agreeable to the gentleman from California and will 
it importance that the Secretary of War himself made the | give me an opportunity to find out just exactly whether the S 





He says: retary of War does object to the passage of this bill, and I ask 
Manifestly sound policy precludes the reversal, by means of special | unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without 
tion for the benefit of individuals, of the findings of legally con- | prejudic 
1 courts, boards, or oth idministrative agencies, as would be the | Mr. GLYNN Pending that, will the gentleman yield to me 
of the passage of this 1! You are aware, of course, that the for a moment? 
Department has consistently maintained an attitude of opposing Mr. BLANTON We will save time to pursue the course 
il legislation for the benefit of individuals and has given its ap which I have suggested, because there are many other bills on 
il only in cases where an obvious injustik had been done or to r- | the calendar 
in error of administration. While admittedly adherence to a gen- | rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know ex 
policy should not be carried to the point of failure to corre actly what the gentleman means by his request. The bill ré 
ikes, I can find nothing of record to indicate that any error or in- | mains on the calendar in any event Does the gentleman mean 
tice has been committed in this case The question before the board | ¢)at it might be ealled up again to-day ? 
eral officers which selected him for elimination was one of relative | Mr. BLANTON. I had that in mind, that I might communi 


tiveness and value to the Government of all officers under cons 


| cate with the War Department and find out what they want. If 
Moreover, the beneficiary of this bill, then a captain of Infa 


ry; t does not affect the standing of a lot of officers, as the War 
ested that he be considered by a board of general officers with a 





t 


Department indicates here, and does not do an injustice to a 
t of other officers, I shall not then insist on my objection 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tex 
isks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without 


to retirement as a warrant officer, stating that he desired to take 
‘rtain business interests The conclusions of the board are evi 


| 
ed by its recommendation that Captain Caldwell be eliminated from 


— hv reason o 116 Iness 9 1 ‘ \ l > te he ser . . q 
ve list by reason of usefulne nd relati value to the rvi prejudice Is there objection ? 
e officer's ¢ xpressed desire ft elimination, Chere was no objection. 
‘here appears to be no reason why the beneficiary, who, in accord- | 
with his expressed preference, was retired as a warrant officer, REBECCA RB. SEVIER 
d be reappointed as captain and immediately placed on the retir A The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
with the rank and retired pay of that grade, to the prejudice of (H. R. 3730) for the relief of Rebecca R. Sevier 
s of that class of former oflicers eliminated under the same con title of the bill was read 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 

This may not appeal to the gentleman’s committee, it may not sideration of this bill? 

| il to the Republican leaders here in charge on the floor Mr. SWING. Mr. Speaker, the proposed beneficiary has 
day, but I can not let a report from the War Department like | passed from this life, and there is nothing that Congress ca 

‘ it go by without taking notice of it. | do for her relief. I ask that the bill be stricken from the 

Mr. GLYNN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? | calendar. 

ir. BLANTON. Yes. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will 

Ir. GLYNN. Perhaps I can say something to cause the gen lie on the table 

ian to change his mind. Tis man came up from the ranks 
finally received his commission. It was intimated to 


\ 
\ 
| There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Clerk will report the 
cs bill 


> Mr. 


. BLANTON. Is he one of the ge ntleman’s constituents‘ JAMES M. WINSTON 
Mr. GLYNN. No; he is not my constituent. . ; ; 
Mr. BLANTON. In what way is the gentleman interested The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
rtieularly ? j (H. R. 5065) for the relief of James M. Wiuston. 
Mr. GLYNN. Because I am on the Committee on Military | rhe title of the bill was read. ait 
\ffairs, and I want to say this to the gentleman: I talked with | rhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres- 
man who was responsible for bringing ammunition for his | ©@" msideration of this bill? 
; vision to St. Mihiel. He is in the War Department now. He Bnere was ho objec <20n. a oe : 
id to me that when he was put in charge he said to his officers, | Phe SPEAKER pro tempure. The Clerk will report the bill. 
) Here, I do not understand all about bringing up supplies and The Clerk read as follows: 
1 munition, and I want you to get me a man,” and they recom Re it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws confer- 
mended to him this warrant officer, Caldwell. | ring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soidiers, 
. Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman in favor of trying cases in | James M. Winston, who was a member of Company D, Seventy-eighth 
i irt or out of court? | Regimer Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con 
Mr. GLYNN. I am in favor of trying cases in court. | sidered to have been discharged honorably from the military service 


a Mr. BLANTON. When a case has been tried before a bourd | of the United States as a member of that organization on the 24th day 
i court-martial with witnesses under oath, and the defendant | of March, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow- 
is present with his counsel furnished him by the Government, is ' ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 
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fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- [| A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill wa 
grossment and third reading of the bill. was laid on the table. 
rl ill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the | 
is id the third time, and passed. l 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed | 
was laid on the table 
The SPEAKER pro tempore The Clerk will report the 


bi 


JAMES E, MOYER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
6432) for the relief of James E:; Moyer. 





ess The title of the bill was read 
rHOMAS J. GARDNER | 7" SPFAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to t} 
Ch 1 busine on the Private Calendar wi‘ the bill | ens consideration of this bill? 1 
(H. R for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner. There was no objection. 
fhe title of the bill was read The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report 
PEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres- The Clerk read as follows: 
ent consideration of this bill? é' ' 
rhe os > objection Be il en ited, etc., Thi in the administration of any laws 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill | #6, Privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiet 
The Clerk read as follows: | &. Moyer, wi was & member of Company H, Second Regiment 
St Int ll here r be held and considered to 
] t Phat i t iminists n the i reed hor ably from the military service of the United 8 
d he N liom x Dis d \ re ! of that ganization on the 15th day of Novem 
Qa J. Gard I tte ld | 3 d, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance 
‘ } i 1 1 1 the military 
j ri j t pa ige Of this act 
United States as a te of Company L, S Regiment 
' : ot Caukier. on Eke tt Gas of 20 1863: Provided, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the ¢ 
Chat sel lhiatin \ etrran perth: the nasnawe of this act ment and third reading of the bill. 
" The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- | was read the third time, and passed, 
nent A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was p: l 
After the proviso in line 9, strike out the language and insert in lieu | was laid on the table. 
thereof the following: “ That no back pay, bounty, pension, or other The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
llowance sl | be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.” bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the SAMUEL PELFREY 
amendment The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 6389) for the relief of Samuel Pelfrey. 
Amendment offered by Mr. Branton: After the proviso in line 9, The title of the bill was read 
stril t the lang © and insert in lieu thereof the following ‘That The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objectic n t 
no back p unty, pension, or other allowance shall be held to have | Present consideration of this bill? . 
or to the passage of this act.” Mr. BLANTON, I reserve the right to object. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
; reserves the right to object. 
ae RERERENEES. Mr. BLANTON. I notice that this is to correct the record 

‘ RC GMARAMANS WAS agreed to, .. of a soldier whose service was rendered in comparatively 1 

bh hit SPEAKER pro tempore. rhe question Is on the en- years, not a Civil War service. Why is the report of the ¥V 
grossment and third reading of the bill. Department omitted from this committee report? 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, Mr. MORIN. As I understand, this bill was reported a 
was read the third time, and passed. last session. At this session, I think, the subcommittee 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed paring the report has just failed to include last years report 
was laid on the table. a from the department. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the next Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced by 

Stroruer. He is now ill at home, but I know something al 


bill 
the case. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 


LEWIS H. EASTERLY 





The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R Mr. BLANTON. Did the department report unfavora 
6431) for the relief of Lewis H. Easterly. upon it? 
The title of the bill was read. Mr. HUGHES. They reported favorably upon it. That is 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- | What Mr. Stroruer told me. I have not the papers befor 
ent consideration of this bill? I know the case is a very deserving one. 
Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the right to object in order to Mr. BLANTON. Very well. 
examine the report from the War Department to see whether The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
or not the bill is correct. The Secretary says: The Clerk read as follows: 
It is deemed proper to state that the proposed bill is defective in that Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws cont 
it does not Include a date of entry of the man into the service, such as | rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldi 
would give him a period of service of at least 90 days, which, it is | the Volunteer Army, Samuel Pelfrey, who was a member of Com; 
inderstood, is the required number of days for pensionable purposes, Ii, Second Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be 
That has been corrected, has it? and consid red to have been discharged honorably from the n 
Mr. MORIN Yes. service of the United States as a private of that organization o 
Mr. BLANTON, I believe, then, the bill is sufficient, and I | 26th day of September, 1898: Provided, That no bounty, back 
withdraw my reservation of the right to object. pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? passage of this act. 
There was no objection. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. | ment and third reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring | Was read the third time, and passed. 
right privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was pa l 
Lew Hl. Easterly, who enlisted as a musician in Company G, Ninth | Was laid on the table. 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, on August 1, 1861, shall nereafece | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
be held and considered to have been discharged honorably from military | Dill. 
el e of the United States as a musician of said company and regiment JOHN W. CLEAVENGER 
on the Sth day of February, 1862: Provided, That no bounty, pay, o1 The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (11. B. 


allowances shall be held as acerned prior to the passage of this act, 1280) to correct the military record of John Ww. Cleave r, 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the engross- | deceased. 
ment and third reading of the Dill. The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
was read the third time, and passed. ent consideration of the bill? 
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r. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object [ punished, and then in Decer ext he gets y . 
purpose calling ttention tf the report « f the War that I Per tinuous pe for 
ent, Which reads as follows Mr. GLYNN I thin! ventleman is mistaket 
é hi ion f moval it 2 rf sertion and i | Mr. BLANTON That is the wa | understand e 
lischarg¢ eo nd i now d en | Mi GLYNN cl I thi ill appened a tl 
ound that tl I the s« from t ser He 1d ir honorabl lischa 
t da of s deser 1 li 1 ind } during th i n on War, and this as a na 
ond enlistme exceeded u n wl ent in the Regular Army 
iction in the unde é s u ‘ a ngres M BLANTON And ! rent in is ji \ f t y 
| Ma LSS89 ‘ g y \ of il im on the pension rolls f ifé 
s of desertion in Civil W ‘ Mr. GLYNN Mr. Speaker, I uuld say th If be 
| f the committee that } e there is or NE? vy } 
y should the War Departmne nt s recommendation be over- | gy ] th eee adhd a eae setae i t ms | 
d in this case, may I ask the committee? I am afraid u tialed for drunkenness or something growing it of 
columittee has been doing work rather hurriedly in the : : : 
ing of all these bills in so short a space of time durir en ore serious re to recommend t he be 
a are aa > > | give { ) honorably discharged man 
term of Congress. They have gotten up a pretty good M We are putting a whole lot of them on th 
7 Fa tase and it seems to me with very little con | pensic ist and the list is growing every yea 2 ii ancien 
eee _ . 7 : |} every man who does honorable service for his untry put on 
7 ¢ ar 1} { , . . 
, . : F 2 ; }am in favor of paying them the limit, because, unless our 
” the senate because o the filibuster. ‘ ; country properly tukes care of its soldiers when they become 
ir, BLANTON. My friend from Kansas, the author of the d and decrepit, we can not expect proper service from them 
oo eee wan ~~ has he to give for vee when tf time comes that the count Tie Is them: but we =f 
ing the recommendation of the War Department rhe quit putting these men who have not done honorable service 
eae Saye ii as ie ——- a fe - Se on the pension list 
Ss ONG oO ansas, sut he had reenlistec another — , ’ . 
h ths pie and served faithfully os Chee Mr GLYNN But this man had hot orabl SCEVICE : 
BLANTON. That is a good reason, I think, why he aan oo ae For how long During the entire Spa h 
1 have his military record corrected ty - = 
ir. STRONG of Kansas. That is what he did. Mr. GLYNN During the Spanish-American War 
Ir. BLANTON. So I withdraw the reservation. | Mr. BLANTON. Did he serve throughout the Spanish- 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? | American War and was he then honorably discharged? 
ere was no objection Mr. GLYNN. His first service was with the First Regiment 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: | Connecticut Volunteer Artillery, in which he was enlisted Ju 
{ 18, 1898, and from which he was honorably discharged n 
it enacted, ete hat t 1dmitr ti ion of iv Ws October 29. 1898 : 
ages Baer sence © weed a - @achar on aiiers \ BLANTON A few months’ service? 
W. Cleavens who was ler mpany B, Ninth Regi Mr. GLYNN. Yes: a few months’ service, and he enlisted 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry hall eafter be | i and considered ee 
he ) o } lischar 1 from e milita _— +} + 
ae eee ong egies tn aR ree ag esnetincts Mr. BLANTON. I am not prepared to say that t a 
e held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act x9 - : 8 : Se 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | it enacted, etc., 7 ' in ition of all laws conferr 
read the third time, and passed. ts, privileges ‘ upon | l d J 
\ otion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed LUN f Battery C, I Reg { t Volur Artil 
laid on the table hea r Wat 5 d to have een discharged 
JOHN T. O'NED militar t of the 1 States on Decet 
7 F . LO ed, ‘T 0 icK pay n ll i be 
e next business on the Private Calendar was tlie Dill nasi wadieen dma ll initia 
R. 3737) for the relief of John T. O'Neil. 
' Clerk read the title of the bill. The bill was ordered to be erossed and read a third ( 
SPEAKER pro t mpore Is there objection to the pres was read the third time, and sed 
ideration of the bill’ A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill w ) I 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to read the report of the committe vas laid on the table 
part of it, Mr. Speaker, under a resery 1 to object 
Committee on Military Affairs in reporting this bill says 
wal ws that O’Neil’s di mn le disect was the res 
ri-m ial senten< finding him ity of drunkenness, < 
onduct nd disobedien to ord The md and third 
el result t I liti i i 
O'N¢e sente x mm it Am 
mittee t impr Was a pu | 
which O 1 was found guilty witho vddir h i 
le disc g 
ld not object as one Member, Mr, Speaker, to removi 
igma from him; but the committee is goins » reward h 
ting him on the | nsi il tor fe, and if in his old g 
es some buxom young widow, she will be placed t! 
list for the rest of her lift 
GLYNN Will the eg in yield’ 
BLANTON. Yes 
GLYNN. This a case where the man ha ir ne 
f enlistment and had en honorably discharged r) 
during the Spanish-American War. In the second el! tor 
when the war wa: ove! and when he was in the Regul — ee ee 
he got drunk and did those things. 
BLANTON Then twice sul sequently he did = [ ete rh viminist n fa laws , 
nartialed, and punished ivileges, and benefi 0 rably discharged s 
GLYNN. I do not understand that to be the fact ( sR. 8 s, f erl l Company M, Eleventh } i. 
ir, BLANTON That is what the committee report shows I e held and sidered to ot 1j 
GLYNN. They all constitute the same thing. He N 22, 1864 tary r he 1 ed 
and that resulted in the disorderly conduct. ir inal service a : » iny M. Ek : fie} 
BLANTON. If a man gets drunk and is guilty of | ( Pro il, That n i », bounty, pay, or other emolu 
ly conduct and disobedience to orders in January and is | ments sh icerue prior to the passage of this act 
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Is there objection to the present considera- 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill’? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wus read the third time, and passed 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
That in the administration of any laws 
rights, privileges, discharged 
Dennis W. Seott, who was a member of Company B, Thirty-second | 


JANUARY 


lL] 


Is there objection to the present conside; 


Be it enacted, etc., 
and 


conte 


benefits upon honorably sold 


ment United States Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be hek 
| considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
of the United States as a private of that organization on the 31 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed was laid on the table. 

The bill (HL. R. 854) was laid on the table. 

RICHARD BRANNAN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 1073) for the relief of Richard Brannan. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- | 
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to remove the charge of attempted assault 
standin igainst the military record of Richard Brannan, fermerly a 
member of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment United States Volunteer 


Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge, 


With the following committee amendment: 


Strike out all of lines to 8, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof 
the followi: 

‘Th in the administration of any laws conferring rights, privi 
leges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Richard Bran 
nan, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment, United States Infantry, 
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been discharged hon- 
orably from the military service of the United States as a private of 
that organization on November 26, 1900: Provided, That no bounty, 
hack pa pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior 
to the passage of this act.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill red to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wis read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


al 
was orcde 


was laid on the table. 
rHEODORE HERBERT 

rhe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
15384 for the relief of Theodore Herbert. 

fhe Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws, 
Theodore Herbert shall be held and considered to have been honorably 
discharged from the military service of the United States in Company 
Ik, Ninety-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, on the 13th day 
of July, 1864: Provided, That no pension, pay, or bounty shall accrue 


prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


DANIEL MANGAN 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1931) for the relief of Daniel Mangan. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 


Daniel Mangan, late of Troop L, First Regiment United States Volun- 
teer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honor 
discharged from the military of the United States a 
member of said organization on the 5th day of July, 1863: Provided, 
That no back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued 


ably service as 


prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

\{ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


DENNIS W. SCOTT 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1970) for the relief of Dennis W,. Scott. 
The Clerk read the title to the bill. 


| 
| 
| 


a ——————eEEE———EE—E 


of October, 1898 Provided, That no bounty, 


ance shall be held to have ac 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


back pay, pension, o1 
rued prior to the passage of this act 


ROBERT ZINK 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
2296) to amend the military record of Robert Zink. 
The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was ho objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension 
and the governing the National Home for Disabled Voln: . 
Soldiers, or any branch thereof, Robert Zink, a resident of Illinois 
held and have honorably di 
from the military service of United States as a 


laws 
considered to been 
the musician ¢ 

Eighteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, on th: 


hereafter be 


aK 


pany C, 


day of July, 1865: Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior 1 
passage of this act, 
Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following an 


went: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 10, strike out the proviso and insert: “ Provided 
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to 
accrued prior to the passage of this act.” 

Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, the language that is omitted 
and offered by the gentleman from ‘Texas should be in al 
these bills. I do not know why it was omitted. In order 


save time, I ask unanimous consent that in all bilis wher 
is omitted it may be inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the geutleman from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. BLANTON. As to the unanimous-consent request 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, he asks that this corr 


language be placed in all of these private bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
would be to take it up as each bill is considered. 

Mr. MORIN. My only object was to save time. 

Mr. BLANTON. The word “back” should be befor 
word “pay,” and in some of the bills it has been left out 
ask unanimous consent that the Clerk be instructed to cor 
the provisos in accordance with the language which has b 
read. 


better w: 








Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I do not think | 
ought to be done. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that that would not 
the orderly method of procedure. 
EMILE GENIREUX 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the 
(H. R. 2472) for the relief of Emile Genireux. 


The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That in the administration of the pension 
and any laws conferring honors, rights, benefits, and privileges 
honorably discharged members of the Army, Navy, or Marine ‘ 
their widows and dependent relatives, Emile Genireux, alias I: 
Genereux, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been bh: 
ably discharged from military service of the United States as a pr 
in Company D, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, on Ma) 
1901: Provided, That no back pay, back pension, or other back a 
ance shall accrue by reason of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 





‘) 


MI 


Dg 


lr. BLACK of Texas. 





\KE 


JOHN 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
for the relief of John Jakes 
Clerk read the title to the bill 
SPEAKER. Is there obje 
ere was no objection. 


tion? 


Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
nacted, ete., That in the administration of any ws conferring 
rivileges, and benefit I morably discharged soldiers 
lakes, who was private of Company G, Second Regiment Maryland 
er Infantry hall fter held d considered to have 
orably discharged from the nilitary servic of the United 
private of said company rd giment on or about the 27th 
lune, 1865 Provided, That » pa pen ” y sh 
rior to the passage of this act | 
SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the chairman of the 
ittee if the word “ back” should not be inserted before the | 


pay"? 





MORIN. It should, and I offer that an amendment 
amendment was agreed to 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
i time, was read the third ne, and passed, 
notion to reconsider was laid on the table | 
} 
ELLA G. RICHT! 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
for the relief of Ella G. Richter, daughter of Henry W 


Clerk read the title of the bill 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to the it considera 


prese 


if the bill? 
BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I eserve the right to obj 
this something of a departure—to grant a pension to | 
dult daughter of a former pensioner? 
MORIN. Within the law it is no | 
BLANTON. What other causes have we 
MORIN [I do not reeali 
BLANTON. As far as we have ever gone is to extend |} 
rht to the widow If we are going to grant this ad 
er, Who was born in 1862, a pension we should extend tha 
ege under our pension laws to every daughter of eve 
oner, but we have not done it so far 


BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I did hear 
ed. Does this authorize pension to 
daughter of a deceased pensioner ? 


LETTS. It does not authorize a 


not 
he 


the 


pension to be ps 
BLANTON What it authorize 

LETTS. It authorizes the correction of 
BLANTON, And the she will be 


does 
a record | 
placed on the pensiot | 

i 


BLACK of Texas, Let us have the bill reported. 


SPEAKER The Clerk will read the bill 
Clerk read as follows 
enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws confer 
privileges, and benefits upon morably discharged sold 
W. Richter, who was a member of Company A, Ninth Regimet 
Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereaft be held and ymusidered to 
onorably discharged from the military service of the United | 
s a member of that organization on the 17th day of January 
Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall | 
d to have accrued prior to the passage of this act 


} 


BLANTON. Now, reserving 
s in its preamble that it is 


the right to object, this bi 


| 
relief of Ella G. Richter, the daughter of Ilenry W. Richter } 
LETTS. Yes. | 
BLANTON. And then the bill goes on and provides | 
sion or back pay shall be allowed this woman, Ella G. Richter, | 


s an adult daughter, except after the passage of this 


bill. 


as sure as you pass this bill, the Pension Department is 
g to hold that this is an instruction to it to place her on 
ension roll under her father’s service after the passage of | 
vill, 
Oh, the Pension Department could not 
bly make a holding of that sort. The Pension Department, 
int a pension under this bill, would have to do it under the | 
ral law, and there is no law that allows a pension to the | 
t daughter of a soldier, unless it should who was 
acitated mentally. 

BLANTON. If that is true, may I ask the gentleman if | 
willing to agree to an amendment to make this proviso 


be one 
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>>> 


| 


ick wa p™ ra nee 
i ru i! this case 
Mr. LETTS That is per <A ry 
Mr. BLANTON Then there will b » «pune i 
Mr. LETTS This Ella G. Ric r t I 
entative of this soldie! 
Mr. BLANTON Under 1 v ne [ withe w thre 
Lhe SPEAKER Vl ( h, \ Or nent 
ore t! rent vin ft lex 
( read foll 
\ I { M l ‘ I 5 y 
i it i 
The SPEAKER rhe quest n agi ng to the amend 
ment 
rl an dment Was agre i ) 
Phe bill as amenced was ordered bh gro 1 d ul 
third time was read the third ie nd passed 
\ mo » 1 istder vote by which the bill wa ssed 
\\ laid the rbl 
BERT H. LIBBE 
fhe next business on t ’rivate Calendar wa b 
(H. R 166) for tl relief of Bert H. Libbey tlius Burt H 
| 
if Clerk read the tl t the bill 
l SPEAKER there jectiol { I consid 
tion the bill’ 
Mr. BLANTON Mr. Speaker, I 1 he right t 
i I want ) id what The Adju Gei i ‘ 
\ 0 " Ls 
l i Al i i ! l T t 
rt 1905 t I i f ii ( 
if i \ 1 military til March 20, 1 
{ t I’ i i \ i g 
; i 1g \ ‘ I flor t 
Vat al o ed ) 
i i t { is s g I 
i \ Vy a it ( I ’ i ‘ 
the 1 \ ge authorit may di t ra period f i 
‘ I was approved A ist 1 er f l 
f the a sed prior trial, t inem Ww I 
j six mnths vd s odified va r Iga 
i } S] L Cord Ne 38 juart Le t 
Ca I \u vi 190 \! ti Island, Calif ow « gna i 
] ’ ' ‘ 
h ‘ i morab discharged f v s 
Aug 22, 100 it t I j Sa Fran ( if., 1 he 
$ i A] i I Janua 14 o4 th 
hi it led s rood 
That was nearly two years that he as awa 
M CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I think e gentleman I 
taken in his conclusion with o 1 to tl lengt! i 
he retnained away it wus less than two nu ! 
M BLANTON I me se I us readin what T! 
Ad) nt General of the gentleman’s United States Arm) i 
M CARTER. In the report that I have before me i “wv 
that he deserted from that organization on January 31, 190 
| al Presidio in San Francisco, and he remained away from 
military control until March 20 of that yea 
MI BLANTON I find that I am in error and the gentleman 


is correct My eyes in reading it caught the date of enlistment 
instead of the date that he was discharged He was a deserter, 
then, from January 21, 1908, to Mareh 20, 19087 

Mr. CARTER. That is correct Iie was honorably dis- 
charged from active service during the time of the Spanish- 


American War 

Mr. BLANTON, I just 
going to take the responsibility 
tion of bill, but it 
Military Affairs is getting a little 
tion of these bills 

Mr. CARTER. This man was away 
he returned voluntarily und 
authorities, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
considerition of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 


read. I 
to the considera- 
the Committee on 
less in its recommenda- 


his record 
objec ting 
that 


care 


walted 
ot 
seems oO 


rit 


im not 


the me 


weeks, and 
himself to military 


for about five 
surrendered 
Is there 


objection to the present 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and beneiits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Be 
H. Libbe alias Burt H. Libbey, who was a member of Highteent! 
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Battery, Field Artillery, United Stat Army, shall hereafter be held 
nd considered to have been discharged honorably from the military 
ervice of the United States as a private of that organization on the 


1903: 
hall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this 


2d day of August, 
or allowance 
f 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
wus laid on the table. 

SEYMOUR BUCKLEY 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (CH. R. 
8241) for the relief of Seymour Buekley. 

Che Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
right privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
Seymour Buckley, who served as corporal in Company C, Thirteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and 


considered to have been discharged honorably from the military service 


of the United States as a corporal in said company and regiment in 
May, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, pay, or allowances shall be held 
is accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wis read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 


ESTLE DAVID 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2) for the relief of Estle David. 
he tile of the bill was read. 
‘he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

» SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

Be it etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged sol- 
diers, Estle David, who was a member of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con- 
sidered to have been discharged honorably from the military service of 
the United States as a member of that organization on the 8th day of 
May, 1903 


it 


D 
' 
[ 

T 


The 


enacted, 


With a committee amendment, as follows: 


Provided, That no back pay, pension, or bounty shall be held to have 
accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. 
tee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

ANDREW B. RITTER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H,. R. 
3400) to correct the military record of Andrew B. Ritter. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

rhere was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bilL 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is on agreeing to the commit- 


and 


Re it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
Andrew B. Ritter, who was a member of Battery L, Second Regiment 
United States Artillery, now a resident of Indiana, shall hereafter be 
held and considered to have been discharged honorably from the military 
the United States as a member of that organization on the 
Sth day of August, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, 
shall: be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this 


rights, 


service of 


or allowance 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, | 
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A motion to reconsider the yote whereby the bill was 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

GEORGE A. WINSLOW 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (11. j, 
3466) for the relief of George A. Winslow. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present cons 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JANUARY 


lI 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws eo) » 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged « 


George A. Winslow, who was a member of Company M, Third Ar} 
Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered to h 
discharged honorably from the military service of the United Ss; 

a lieutenant of that organization on the 9th day of May, 186 
vided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be | ) 
have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


GILES GORDON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3467) for the relief of Giles Gordon. 

The title of the bill was read. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection to the present considera. 


Be it enacied, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws, 
Giles Gordon shall hereafter be held and considered to hay 
mustered into the service of the United States as a member of ( : 
pany M, Fifth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, on the 27th y of 
February, 1864; to have been transferred to Company B, Filtre 


Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalrty, on the 20th day of July, 1865, 
and to have been honorably discharged from the same on the 1th day 


of October, 1865: Provided, That no back pay, pension, bou r 
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage 
act. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
CAPT, GEORGE E. KRAUL 


Dp 
ive 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
3510) to authorize the President, by and with the advice ani 
consent of the Senate, to appoint Capt. George E, Kraul a ca] 
tain of Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Morin] whether his committee in approving 
these bills intends to interfere with the regular rules and 
lations of the War Department with respect to commis 
officers? 

Mr. MORIN. 
Department. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know that; but that is because the gent 
man from Pennsylvania has great influence there, I take if. _ 

Mr. MORIN. No. The bill was sent to me by the Wat 
Department, and I introduced it. I have no personal inicrest 
in the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. Why do they not commission without 4 
special act of Congress? 

Mr. MORIN. I guess they have not authority. 

Mr. BLANTON. Why do they not commission this man 4 
captain without an act of Congress? 

Mr. MORIN. I can not answer. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then it is beyond their power, and it needs 
congressional action to do it? 

Mr. MORIN. I believe so. 


ned 


This bill has been approved by th 











GELANTON. Whi ke from them t ft 
( I I i ng t sol 
il Case Does Y les kn ny good l 
king ion | 
MORIN. 1 War I C1 ! i 
PLANTON ihe } uthority to correct their erro 
BLACK ot Texa is I understand it, tl War Depa 
s corrected the er in the ¢ mission of this man as 
but it dates only from the ec ction of the error, and 
tary of War says that he is without legal authority 
ge the date of this commis: and that if it is the de 
Congress to correct the error it will be necessary to hay 
horitative law to do it. 
my colleague's attention to the fact that this is a dif 
case from just taking fellow who has already resigned 
e Army and commissioning him anew. I am opposed to 
nd of a bill But this'man is in the Regular Army and 


commissioned as of the stated 
nuit erro! 
nade they ask this action 
BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ection. 
SPEAKER. 
ClerE read as 


have bee is 


date in this 
a 


because of an which the War Department says 


withdraw my reservation of 


The C 


follows: 


lerk will 1 the bill. 


‘port 


nacted, ete., That the President of the United States be, and 

is, authorized to appoint, by and with tl advice and msent 

Senate, George E. Kraul iptain of Infantry in the Regular 

\ if the United States, wit rank from July 1, 1920: Provided, 

back pay or allowances 5s la le as a result the passag 

ict, and there shall be no increase in tl total number of cap 

6 f the Regular Army now ithorized by w b eason of the 
of this act. 

SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


reading of the bill 
bill was ordered be engrossed and read 
end the third time, aud passed 
\ motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
aid on the table. 
SPEAKER. The 
JAMES E. 


to third time, 


Clerk will report the next bill. 


WESTCOTT 


SS 


f next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
" for the relief of James E, Westcott. 
» Clerk read the title of the bill. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
r m of the bill? 
There was no objection 
fhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged members of the 
; States Army who served during the Civil War, James E. Westcott, 
f the United States Army, serving as a _ private, Company C, 
nth Regiment New York State Militia Infantry, shall hereafte 
I lid and considered to have been discharged honorably from such 
of the United States as a member of the United States Army on 
of the expiration of his enlistment: Provided, That no bounty, 
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of 
R. t 
E fhe SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be amended 
serting the word “back” before the word “ pay.” in line | 
Ze 2. 
ere was no objection. 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
ead the third time, and passed. 
\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


aid on the table. 


| WILLIAM A. HYNES 


e next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HT. R. 
for the relief of William A. Hynes. 
lhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider: 
f the bill? 


Wat ere was no objection. 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
: t enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension law 
; ws conferring rights and privileges upon honorably discharged 
their widows, and dependent relatives, William A. Hynes, late 
npany K, First Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry, shall be 
, 1d considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
of the United States as a member of said organization on the 
: vy of September, A. D. 1898: Provided, That no back pay, pen 
_— bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue prior to the passage of 


act 
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] W t red g } 
vas ud t 1 tf i 

Al i ns \ 

laid »] 
\M = 

i i ite ¢ I . | 
iS f ! f W m Smit 

i ( c read { I 

SPEAKER Is the 1 : 
| 
Ther s no objection. 
il ( I a e | i s follows 
nacted, I ‘ \ 

iW i 
di \ ic i dependen ves W } sm } 

p DD, Sixty-six Regiment New York \ teer I I sha 

i ! zz have | ! abl i 
mil ry sé ft United State Sal 1 f said gwar 
Nov ‘ tf, 1864: Provided, That k Dp en 
ot I ll rue prior t ss l ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 


read the third time. and passed, 
to reconsider the vote by which t 


laid on the table. 


JAMES WILLIAM 


COLE 


» next business on the Private 
the military record of James William Cole 
he Clerk read the title of the bill. 
‘he SPEAKER Is there 

f the bill‘ 
here was no objection 
The Clerk read the bill, as 


Calendar wus the | 





obje tion to 


the present const 


follows: 


Be i acted, ete That in the administration of any iws confe 
ring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers 
James William Cole, who was a member of Company L, Second Regi 
ment United States Volunteer Engineers, United States Army ha 
hereafter b held and considered to have been discharged honorab 
from the military service of the United States as a member of that 
organi ion on the Sth day of May, 1899: Provided, That no boun 
ack pay, pensie or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to 
the passag f this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


was laid on the table 
JOHN STREVY 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! 
(H. R. 4168) for the relief of John Nt evy, leceased., 
The Clerk read the title of the bill 


The SPEAKER. 

tion the bill? 
There was 
The Clerk 
Be 


Is there objection to the present considera 
ol 
no objection. 

read the bill, as follows: 


onferring 


Idiers John 


That 
benefits 


enacted, etc administration of any laws 


ds 


in the 


I privileges, or honorably discharg 


upon 


Strevy shall be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States as a private of Com 
pany i Third Provisional Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry ym the 
26th day of October, 1865: Provided, That no pension oun, mick 
pay, allowan shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage 
this act 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

CHARLIE R. PATE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4652) for the relief of Charlie R. Pate 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 


the bill? 
ev no Objection 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


tion of 


The 


as 


Be nacted, et That in the administration of all laws mnifer 
‘Ing right privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldi 
Charlie R. Pate be held and considered to have been honorably dis 
harged from the military service of the United States on Novem 
10 1902 

With the following committee amendment: 
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ill after the enacting clanse and insert: 


he administration ef all laws conferring rights, privileges, 
honorably discharged soldiers, Charlie R. Pate, who 


be fits upon 





1 a me er of Company L, Twenty-seventh United States Infantry, 
ter be beld and econsidered to have been honorably dis 
irged from the military service of the United States as a private 
of that organization on November 30, 1902: Provided, That no back 
y, bount pension, or other allowances shall be held as accrued prior 
p f tt 

rhe committee amendment was agreed to, 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 


\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


KENNEDY F. FOSTER 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1654) for the relief of Kennedy F. Foster. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
rhe Clerk read the bill, 


Be it enacted, efe., That in the 


present considera- 


as follows: 


administration of all laws conferring 


rig benefits, and privileges upon honorably discharged soldiers 
Kennedy F. Foster shall be held and considered as having been hon 
orably discharged from the military service of the United States on 
November 10, 1864, as a member of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment 
rennessee Volunteer Cavalry: Provided, That no bounty, pay, or 


aHowances shall be held as having accrued prior to the passage of 


The bill was amended by inserting the word “back” before 
the word “ pay,” in line 9. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 


third time. 


DAVID E. GOODWIN 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4555) for the relief of David E, Goodwin. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

‘The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
David Ek. Goodwin, who was in Company L, Eleventh Regiment United 
States Infantry, shall be held and considered to have been honorably 
discharged from the military service of the United States as a private 


of said company and regiment on November 26, 1900: Provided, That 
pay, or allowances shall be held as prior to the 
passage of this act. 


The bill was amended by 
the word “ pay” in line 9. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 


no bounty accrued 


inserting the word “back” before 


CHARLES E. LOWE 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4660) to correct the military record of Charles E, Lowe, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

rhe SPBAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

‘he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
ights, privileges, and upon honorably discharged soldiers 
Charles E. Lowe, who was a private in Company F, Thirty-seventh 
United States Volunteer Infantry, sball be held and considered 
from the military service and to have 
and faithful” as noted on his original discharge cer- 


benefits 


Regiment 
to have been honorably discharged 
served “ honest 


tificate. 

With the following committee amendments: 

n line 8, after the word “service,” insert “ February 12, 1900, and 
to have received the gunshot wound in right hand in line of duty.” 

After the word “ certificate,’ in line 11, insert a colon and adding the 
following: “ Provided, That no back pay, pension, or allowance shall 
be beld to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
was laid on the table. 


JANUARY 11 


bill was 1 


WILLIAM MULLINS 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil] 
4661) to correct the military record of William Mullins, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


| Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conf . 

| rights, privileges, and benefits pon honorably discharged 4 
| William Mullins, who served in Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Company G, Ninth Regiment, Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, sh 

held and considered to have been honorably discharged from ¢ 
tary service of the United States as a private of Company G, 
Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, on September 1, 1865: P) 
That no pay, bounty, or allowances shall be held as accrued | 
the passage of this act. 
The bill was amended by inserting the word “ back” befora 


the word “ pay,” in line 11, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was ps d 
was laid on the table. 


J. H. S. MORISON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
4663) authorizing the President to appoint J. H. S. Mori 
to the position and rank of major, Medical Corps, i 
United States Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNetzi). Is there 
tion to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to « 
is this the President’s physician? 


Mr. REECE. No; it is not. 

Mr. BLANTON, Why should this man be given the rauk of 
major? 

Mr. REECE. I will explain the situation to my friend. 
This man was too old to be commissioned under the pr 


visions of the general law; that is, too old to qualify for the 
examination. He is a very eminently qualified physician who 
| Served with great distinction during the World War, having 
been decorated as many as two or three times and wounded in 
action—an exceptionally fine soldier and physician combined. 
He is fond of the service and, consequently, would like to | 
| the opportunity of continuing in the service. This bill au 
izes the Surgeon General, in the event he finds him qualificd 
|} and finds other conditions favorable to his appointment, to 
appoint him with this rank. 
Mr. BLANTON. Suppose we already have enough majors 
in the Medical Corps, then what? 
Mr. REECE. But the fact is, 
the Medical Corps of the Army. 
BLACK of Texas. This bill authorizes the creation of 
officer of this rank. Let me ask my friend a 


| 
| 
Mr. 
an additional 
question. 
Mr. BLANTON. I am going to object to it, so there is no 


a 


they are short of officers in 


use prolonging the agony. 

Mr. REECE. The bill passed the House at the last session 
I think it is generally understood that they are really short of 
officers in the Medical Corps, 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, there are lots of physicians who served 
honorably on the front-line trenches in France who would like 
to be commissioned now as majors, and if we are goil 
start this for one friend of my friend, we will have to continue 
it for everybody's friends, 

Mr. REECE. There are occasionally bills of this nature } 
ported—I do not mean identical bills—and some of them are on 
the calendar. This leaves the discretion in the executive ¢e- 
partment and simply grants them the authority to do this i! 
the event they feel it is justified. ' 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman know how many /is) 
commissioned doctors the Navy now has at the navy yard here 
at Washington during peace time? 

Mr. REECE. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. I wish the gentleman would check that U). 
I have checked it up. 

Mr. REECE. I am not familiar with the personnel 0! 
Navy Department. 

Mr. BLANTON. 





the 


They are in each other’s way down there, 


. 
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they 


QOR8 


nee! 


REECE. But the fact remains 

ers in the Medical Corps of the Army. 
Mr. BLANTON I am sorry on my fri 
I object, Mr. Speaker. 


CHARLES 


Mr additional 


end’s account but I ar 
ed to ¢ bject. 


ROBERTSON 


rhe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
vy) to correct the military record of Charles Robertson. 
rhe Clerk read the title of the bill 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is ihere objection to the pres 


consideration of the bill? 
There Was ho ¢ bie tion, 


e Clerk re ad the bill, as 


enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws confé ng 
s, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers 
es Robertson, who w private in Company C, Forty-ninth Regi 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and in Company I, Sixth Regiment 
is Volunteer Cavalry, ball hereafter be held and considered t 
been honorably discharged from tl military service of the United 
9 private of said Company C, Forty-ninth Regiment India1 
teer Infantry, on the ‘ day < Tanua y LS63 Provided, Tha 
ty, pension, pay, or allowar ill be held as accrued prior té 
e of 0) 
e bill was amended by inserting the word “ back” before 
word “pay,” in line 12. 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


laid on the table. 


Was passed 


FINAS M. WILLIAMS 


Che next business on the Private Calendar was the 

) for the relief of Finas M. Williams. 

e Clerk read the title of the bill 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to 
ideration of bill? 

here Was no objection. 

e Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


the 


it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rivileges, and benefit ipon honorably discharged soldiers 

Ss, and marines, Finas M. Williams shall hereafte held and con 
o have been honorably discharged from the service of the United 

my on August 14, 1915: Provided, That no back pay, pension, 
owances shall be held to have rued prior to the passage of thi 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


ad the third time, and passed. 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
aid on the table. 

JAMES SHOOK 

‘he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
e251) to correct the military record of James Shook. 

the Clerk read the title of the bill. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

ideration of the bill? 
rhere was no objection. 
‘he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


R 


it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws confer- 
g rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers. 
s Shook, who mber of Company ¢ 
Volunteers, hereafter be held and considered to have 
discharged from the military service the United 

tes as a private of that organization on the Noveniber, 
lsj4: Provided, That back shal 


held to have accrued prior to the passage 


was a m¢ 
shall 
honorably 


’, Second Regiment 


SaDSasS 


of 


18th day of 


no bounty, pension, or allowal 


of this act. 


pay, 


rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
\ motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was passed 
\ laid on the table. 
OWEN J. 


the next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
H. R. 5232) to correct the military record of Owen J. Owen 
he Clerk read the title of the bill. 
the SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection t 
consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


OWEN 


) the pre sent 


Re it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
d the laws relating to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, Owen J. Owen, who was mustered into service August 14 
1863, as a private in Company H, First Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry 


hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis- 
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rged from the military rvice of the T ted < p f r 


no bounty back pay pensio é Rnilowances } ele te 
rued prior to the passage of this act 
The bill was ordered to be engr 1 and read a time 
| was read the third time, and passe 
{ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was } l 
| Was laid on Che table. 
i THOMAS SPURRIER 
rhe next business on the Private Calendar wa the | a 
| . . ‘ 
s to correct the military record of ‘J ! ; Spur 
| rhe Clerk read the title to the bill 
the SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection 
Lhere no objecti: n 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows 
| Be it enacted, « Ch 1 the ration of the pensi 
| r lt law d t) nit the Nat for D i 
\ Ss or i rrier i I 
| fter eid at onsider i if ‘ 
I of the United St f Troop D, 17 i 
R \I n Volu i ‘ Oete SO4 
' } , 
j s ‘ e pri oO the . e of ct 
| With the following committee amendments: 
Ii ir 9%, page 1, after the fieu IS64 nsert the word 2 
raca 
ine 10, after the word “ per n,”” ins the words back pav 


ounty or Liowaner 


The amendments were agreed to 





The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
| third time, was read the third time ad passed 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
CRORGE ¢ Ht Sspry 
rhe next business on the Private Calendar was the ie... iis 
| 5994) for the relief of George C. Hussey 
The Clerk read the title to the bill 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection‘ 
l ere Was no ¢ bjec tion 
the Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it wted, ete., That in the adi { the p 
1 ge ( Iiussey, deceased, who was a memb« of Battery M, | i 
} U ted States Artillery, shall hereafter be held and considered t 
s we onorably from the military service of the United States 
| rivate « that organization on the th dav of Jun 1865 Pro 
Phat no bounty, back pay, pensior r allowance shall I I 
have crued prior to the passage of this 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


speak for five minutes out of order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fro 
asks unanimous consent to speak for five 
Is there « bjection? 


There was 


minutes out of order 


no objection. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill of my colleague 
from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL one Of the miost modest 
men in the House as to his own accomplishments. I can not 
let further time go by without calling attention to the fact 

| that the other day we passed what was known as the triangle 
bill I am sure that no one would detract from the services 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds rendered 
in the passage of that act, and we are not detracting from 
their service when I call attention to the fact that this was 
one of the special pet measures of the gentleman from Massa 
| chusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL]. 

| Ever since he has been here he has been trying to get this 
legislation passed. When he first proposed the acquirement 


| of this land in the triangle we could have acquired it for less 
| than $15,000,000. That is all he first proposed to be appropri- 
ated at that time. The committee, of which he and I 


are menml- 
bers, unanimously approved of his bill, but he could not get 
it passed into law. It would have saved at least $10,000,000 


had his bill been passed promptly. 

I think he deserves great credit. He 
working, conscientious men in this House, conscientious about 
every bit of his service. He and I do not always agree. He 
is a partisan Republican and I am a partisan Democrat, but 
he deserves great credit in getting his pet legislation through. 
Of course, there are others who also deserve credit. 

Mr. TILSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, I hope he 
will call attention to the work that the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. Unprernatr] is doing on this calendar as chair- 
man of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I intend do that. He deserves 
great credit for that work. There are a few of us here whom, 


is one of the most hard- 


to 
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as you gentlemen know, spend much time and do nych hard 
work on the Private and Consent Calendars—close, hard study 
of these many bills. Since the genileman from Massachusetts 
has be chairman of the Committee on Claims he has saved 
us no end of work that we used to have to do because of the 
careful scrutiny that he and his committee gives to these private 
claims 

I felt that this was due him. because the gentleman from 
Massachusetts |Mr. UNpernie.] is so modest that he would not 
let it be known that be was partly the father of the triangle 
bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

PATRICK J. LANGAN 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 


6006) for the relief of Patrick J. Langan. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, 

That Patrick J formerly A, 

United States Regular Infantry, shall hereafter be held to 


as follows: 


Be it 


Seventeenth 


enacted, ete Langan, of Company 


have been honorably discharged from service in the military forces of 
the United States November 1, 1865. Patrick J. Langan shall be further 
bl enjoy all rights, privileges, and benefits conferred upon 
enlisted men honorably discharged from such service: Provided, That 
no pay or allowance shall be held to have accrued privr to the passage 
of this act 
A committee amendment to insert the word “ back” before 


the word “ pay,” in line 10, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
Was liid on the table, 


JOUN MAGILTI, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
GOUT) for the relief of John Magill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benetits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
John Magill, who was a member of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and consid- 


ered to have been discharged honorably from the military service of the 


United States as a private of that organization on the 2d day of 
January, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow 
ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vete by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


THOMAS M. ROSS 
The next business on the Vrivate Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6162) for the relief of Thomas M. Ross, 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re enacied, ete., 
Thomius M. Ross shall 
from 


That 
hereatier 


if in the administration of the pension laws 
held and censidered to have 


Second Regiment United States 


be been 


honorably discharged Company F, 


Infantry, war with Spain, on April 11, 1900: Provided, That no pay, 
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage 
of this act 

A committee amendment to insert the word “back” before the 
word “pay,” in line 7, was agreed to, and the bill as amended 


wis ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


was lnid on the table. 


WILLIAM H, ARMSTRONG 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6180) for the relief of William H. Armstrong. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the preser 

consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be . That 
is authorized 


il f 
he hereby, 
with the advice 
Infantry, a 
take rank 
back 


this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pissed 


was laid on the table. 


ete of the Unit 
William H 
Senate, formerly 
Army 
captains 


Armstrong, 


the President 
appoint 

the 
the 


of 


end d, States |} 


ve i 
to by a 
consent of 
captain of Infantry 

at the foot ol 


pay allowances 


and a 
United 
Infantry, and t} 


the 


captain 


in of Stat 
the list 


shall 


toe 
ot 
result 


no or accrue as a ot passa 





and read a third ti 


THOMAS JEFFERSON SHROPSHIRE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
6185) for the relief of Thomas Jefferson Shropshire. 

The Clerk rend the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Is there objection to the present 


Be it enacted, elt That in the administration of any lows 
ferring rights, privileges. and benefits upon honorably discharged s 
diers, Thomas Jefferson Shropshire, who was a private in Company ¢ 
One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, shall 
hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States as a private of sa 
company and regiment on the 22d day of January, 1863: Provided 
That no bounty, pay, or allowances shall be held as accrued prior to 
the passage of this act 

A committee amendment to insert the word “ back” befor 
the word “pay,” in line 11, was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 


was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

HENRY SHULL 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TL 2 
6282) for the relief of Henry Shull. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 


rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldi: 

Henry Shull, who was a private in Company F, Fighth Regiment Mis 
souri State Militia, Civil War, shall hereafter be held and considered 
to have been honorably discharged from the military service of the 
United States as a private of said company and regiment on the Ist 


day of February, 1864: Prorided, That no bounty, pay, or allowances 


shall be held as accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


A committee amendment to insert the word “back” before 
the word “pay,” in line 10, was agreed to, and the bill as 
umeuded was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
DAVID PARRETIT 


The next business on the Privaie Calendar was the bill (H. BR 
6438) for the relief of David Parrett. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be 


it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws, 


or any laws conferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably 
discharged soldiers, David Parrett, who was a private in Company ! 
Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and 


considered to have been honorably discharged from the military servic’ 
of the United States private of that organization on the 5th of 
October, 1865: Provided, That no back pay, pension, or bounty shall be 
held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


as a 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passe 
was laid on the table. 
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RALPH "H. LASHER | 
The next business on the Private Calendar w 
for the relief of Ralph H. Lasher, wh 
the Army records as Ralph C, 


Lasher, 
Che Clerk read the title of the I 


vill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present | 
onsideration of the bill? 
There was no obje ction. | 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: | 
Be it enacted, ete That in the administration of any laws rri 
ts, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged ers and 
pendents, Ralph H. Lasher, whose name appears in the Army record 
Ralph C. Lasher, who was a member of Company C, Second Regiment 
d States Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered 
have been discharged honorably from the military service of tl 
ited States as a member of that organization on the 25th day of Sep 
r, 1898: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow 
shall be held to have accrued prior to the pa ge of this act. 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
read the third time, and passed. | 


was laid on the table. 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


WILLIAM F. WHEELER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (BER. | 
30) to amend the military record of William F, Wheele! | 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


t 


it consideration of the bill? 


rhere was no objection. 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


ted, ete William F. Wheeler sl! 
considered been honorably discharge 


, 


, That all 


have 


it ena 


to from the militar 
vice of the United States as captain of Company D, Forty-ninth New 
k Volunteer Infantry, as of the 4th day of October, Provided, 
pay, bounty, pension, other emojument shall 


r to the passage of this act 


“] 


1862: 


t no back or 1ecrue 


rhe bill was ordered to he engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bil 


: laid on the table. 


| 
| 
l was passed 


G. W. GILKISON 


> 
.. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 1 


SOQ) to correct the military record of G. W. Gilkison, 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

sent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension and 
tead laws and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled } 
nteer Soldiers, or any branch theres G. W. Gilkison shall here 
be held and considered to have been honorably discharged fron 
nilitary service of the United States as a musician of Company H, 
y-eighth Regiment Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, on the 7th day of 
1, 1863: Provided, That no pension hall aeccrt prior to the | 


sage of this act. | 


j 
A committee amendment striking out “that no pension shall 
rue prior to the passage of this act,” in lines 10 and 11, and | 
-erting “that ne back pay, bounty, pension, or allowance 
lall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act,” 
as agreed to, and the Dill amended was ordered to 
crossed and read a third time, was read the third time, 
ssed. 
A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was passed 


be 
and 


as 


vas laid on the table. 


/ 


j 


JOHN W. SIPLE 


> 
. 


1¢ next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1H. I 
) to correct the military record of John W. Siple. 
ie title of the bill was read. 
ie SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nt consideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


I 
! 
} 


Is there objection to the pres 


The Clerk will report the bill 


| 
1 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension an 
mestead laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 


idiers, or any branch thereof, John W. Siple shall hereafter be held 
d considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
ervice of the United States as a private of Company I, Seventy-seventh 
tegiment of Fourth Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, on February 27, 18638: 
‘ovided, That no pension, pay, bounty ll accrue prior the 
of this act. 


or shi: to 


cage 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore The q tion is o1 creel 0 
the committee amendment ordet o tl bil ! nt 

tion 

The committee amendment was agreed to 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore The qu ion i the I ‘ 
ment and third reading of the bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read third t , 
was read the third tim , and passed 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill w d 
was laid on the table 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without obje« n, tl ( * 
s authorized to correct the spe lling 

There was no objection 

The Clerk will report 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 


BENJAMIN S. M HENRY 

The next busing on the Private Calendar was the ll (H. m. 
702) to remove the charge of desertion f1 re f 
Benjamin S. MeHenry 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ob n » the rese 
ent consideration of the bill? 

rhere was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re ite 1cted, etc., That the Secretary of W be, and he s hers 

rized d directed to remov charge of desertion now stand 
igainst Benjamin S. McHenry, late of Company K, Third Rez t 
United States Cavalry, and to grant and issue to said Benjamin S. M 
Henry an honorable discharge from id sery ind restore his proper 
name of Benjamin S. McHenry in lieu of the name under which he was 
erroneously enlisted, Henry Benjamin Provided, That n back pay, 
bounty, pension shall be held to have cerued prior to the pas e of 
this act 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 


ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
Was read the third time, and passed 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
was laid on the table. 


read a third time, 


the bil! 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill 
EDWARD J BOYLE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6005) for the relief of Edward J. Boyle 

rhe title of the bill was read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

rhere was no objection 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws 
ferring rights, privileges, and benet upon honorably discharged 
di Edw J. Boyle, who w mem ls of Compa! { I 1 
United States Ikngineers, ereatte be held nd idered t 

ve heen di irged mnorably from the military service of th 
\ 1 Stat S a private of tha ition on tl th « r 
December, 1905: Provided, That no bout back oe 
illowance shall be held to have rued prier to the passage of this t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill 

ISRAEL BROWN 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

6839) to remove the charge of desertion against Israel Brown 


and to grant him an honorable discharge. 
The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 
ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be That 
ferring privileges, and 


Is there objection to the 


pres- 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


the 
benefits 


dministration of 
honorably 


it enacted, etc., in any laws n 


rights, upon discharged sol 


diers, Israc] Brown, who was a member of Company L, One hundred 
and sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter 
be held and considered to have been discharged honorably fron 

military service of the United States as a private of that organization 
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ou li “Oth day of April, 1890: Provided, That no bounty, hack pay 
pensie 0 allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the 
peat ‘ it thi act 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read “A bill for the relief of Israel Brown,” 

The SPEAKHR pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
o the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPBAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- 
vrossment aud third reading of the bill, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 


was laid on the tabl 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill 

SYLVESTER DE FOREST 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(IL. R. GO17T) to correct the military record of Sylvester De 
Forest 

The title of the bill was read 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
cousideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 


The Clerk read us follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension and 
homestead laws, and the laws governing the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch thereof, Sylvester De Forest 

iall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States as a private of Company 
I First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, on the Ist day of 
May IsG5: J ided, That no pension, pay, er bounty shall accrue 
prior to the passage of this act. 

With «a committee amendment: 

That no back pay, pension, bounty, or allowance shall accrue prior 
to the passage of this act, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment, 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the Dill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report Ue next 
bill 


WILLIAM H. DOTSON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL R. 
7227) for the relief of William H. Dotson. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws of 
the United States William Hl, Dotson, late of Company C, First Regiment 
Mississippi Marine Brigade, shall hereafter held and considered to 
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United 


he 


States as a private of said company and regiment on May 30, 1864: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or pension shall be held to have acerued 
privr to the passage of this act, 


The bill was amended by inserting the word “ back” before 
the word “ pay,” in line 9. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 

FREDERICK LEININGER 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
7228) for the relief of Frederick Leininger. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it 
Frederick 
Volunteer 


cnacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws, 
Leininger, late of Company F, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin 
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 


(Rh eS SSS SSS SS 
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honorably discharged from the military service of the United st 
as 4 private of said company and regiment: Provided, That no » 
bounty, or pension sball be held to have accrued prior to the pass 
of this act 


The bill was amended by inserting the word “ back” bef, 
the word “ pay,” in line 8. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim, 
was read the third time and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pa 
was laid on the table. 

HENRY SIMONS 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IL. i: 
7229) for the relief of Henry Simons. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pr 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension law 
Henry Simons, late of Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois yo! 
unteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have b 
honorably discharged from the military service of the United Stat: 

a private of said company and regiment: Provided, That no 


bounty, or pension shall be 
of (@s act. 


held to have accrued prior to the passa 


The bill was amended by 
the word “ pay,” in line &, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


inserting the word “ back” before 


RICHARD B, BARNITZ 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 73897) authorizing the President to order Richard Bb 


Barnitz before a retiring board for a hearing of his case, and 
upon the findings of such board determine whether or not he 
be placed on the retired list with the rank and pay held by hi: 
at the time of his resignation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 


Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objec! 
I would like to inquire the reasons for this bill. Is this man 
in the military service at the present time? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
JAMES NEAL 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the b 


(H. R. 7553) for the relief of James Neal. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws 
ring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldi 
James Neal, alias James Spencer, who was a private of Company 


conter 


Thirty-fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter 
be held and considered to have been discharged honorably from the 


military service of the United States as a member of said company and 
regiment on the 29th day of June, 1865: Provided, That no back pay, 
pension, or bounty sball be held to have accrued prior to the passa 
of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM H. WAGONER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HI. KR. 
7779) for the relief of William H. Wagoner. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferri 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers W'! 
liam H. Wagoner, who was a member of Company L, One hundred ant 
sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and the Hospital Co: 
shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States as a member of the [los 
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ordered to be eng 


reud the third time, and 


{ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
laid on the table 
SALLY MATTIE MACREADY 
Phe next busine n the Private Calendar was 1 (IL R 
2) for the relief of Sally Matt Macready. w Edw 





Macready 





rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 
SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objecti to the pre 
consideratic ol e Dill 
rhere was no objection 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows 
t enacted, etc., That in the dmini ‘ation of any laws conferrir 
res in en s pon onorat Im soldiers |} 
boimie Macrea SK who i 1 memb { Compa 
bh Regiment United 8S nt sl | ift be held ; 
d ha\ econ 1 ir e military ser 
| State s | tie i the 1 ‘ 
SOO Provided I o bounty ick i i’ sion, « Lov 
il I i e | ge of tl 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
read the third time, and passed 


motion to reconsider the ote by which the bill was passed 
s Jaid on the table 
yo! ( CASSIDY 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 


f 





{?) ti r the relief « 


he Clerk read the title of the bill. 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
ent consideration of the bill? 
| re Was no ol jection 
Clerk read the bill, as follows 
tf enacted, et That in the admit ration of any law onte 
privileges, r benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, J 
id who wa member of Company I, Fifty-third R 


Volunteer Infantry, during the Civil War, shall 


hereafter lb 
, 
l 


nd considered te have been discharged honorably from the mili- | 
ervice of the United States as a member of that organization on } 
th day of August, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, back p | 
n, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the pass: 
is act. 


to 


time, 


rhe bill was ordered be engrossed 
read the third and 
motion to reconsider the 


~ laid on the table 


and read a third time 


passed 


vote by which the bill was passed 





JOHN DEWILTT MARVIN 
rhe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IL. R. 
+) To correct the militar record of John Dewitt Marvin. 
rhe Clerk read the title of the bill 
SPEAKER pro. tempore Is there jection tt the | 
ent consideration of the bill? | 
There was no objection. 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That dministrati of any laws 
privileges, or benefit upon honorably dischar d soldik J ! 
t Marvin, Army serial No. 1215731, who was private fir ] 
mpany I On hundred and eighth Infantry shall hereafte ‘ 
nd considered to have been honorably discharged from the 
e of the United States as a member of iid | nd I | 
e 28th day of April, 1918 Provided, That 1 pension, | or 
nsation shall accrue prior to the pass of this act 
The bill was amended by inserting the word “ back” befor 
word “ pay,” in line 11. 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and id third time 
ead the third time, and passed. 
otion to reconsider the vote by which the bill w passed 


laid on the table. 
lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
the gentleman from Texas 
is consent to return to the 
President to appoint J. H 
Kk of major, Medical Corps, 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore 
Ks unanimous consent to 
re objection? 
rhere was no objection. 
Clerk read the title of the bill. 


Mr. Speaker, after conferring 
{Mr. Branton], I unani 
bill (H. R. 4663) authorizing |} 
S. Morison to the position and 
from Tennessee 


ask 


United States Army. 
The gentleman 
bill 


return to the H. R. 4663 Is 


RECORD—HOU 


3216) 


The SPEAKER pre miy™ I ] ! the 
eration of 
Mr. BLACK « rex Mr. S ker, I ol 
VR ( 
i ie ext bus ess on e Private Calend wa I Kn 
7) elie VW Rn. ¢ oll 
( K Ft at e f the hill 
i SPEAKER pre el re I here ol - 
rat n of he 
here Was ho objection 
| Clerk read the bill, as follows 
} ‘ I es irv of Trea 
e d « ate \ 
t erw r i ¢ Ww i is ] the " 
‘ } e ft nee f ‘ ¢ Ooo te 
J s Wilson, Lik s J > t 
! L ¢ N i 
N. 3 n Mar i ! 
I I Wii tat ed - u ‘ | idl ‘ ird fa ’ 
\ ( he third tf i I l sO 
\ otion to reecons he vote by w h e bill is | l 
I ! il the table 
MARY M JONES 
Pin xt business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 


Chere as no objection 
The Clerk read e bil is follows 
Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
thorized and directed to pay to Mary M. Jones t of any 
n tl Treasury the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
I li ment again he Government, the im of $1,950, in com 
nsation f damage aused and sustained to property in Linn ¢ nt 
reg., sucl ss being caused by e set from burning material from an 
Army airplane on or about July 1, 1924, the said rplane being in fire 


inder the direction of the Forest Service 


Vith the followl committee amendment: 
Ir e 7 rike out $1,950 and insé $1.0: 
amendment was agreed to 


© bill was ordered to be engrossed 
was read the third time, and passed 


and read a 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
vas laid on the table. 
MARGARET 1T LIEAD 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 


for the Head, administratrix 


relief of Margaret T 





The Clerk read the title of the bill 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres- 
nt consideration of the bill? 
There was } objection 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
f a i, ete Phat s I rreasu ¢, and he 
y, aut d and directed f D 1 the Trea 
herwis priated f 00 Marg I 
i dmit t 1x W ! M 1 
cidental death of he n, Alfred Head, on Jur 1 1924 i 
! hei t ‘ I rutomobil J } 
| d States Postal Servic 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
was read the third time, and p ed 
4 mo n to reconsider the vote | vhich the bill is passed 
vas laid on the table. 
Ww I riiOMPSON 
] ney business on the Private Calenda wa e bill 
(H. R. 3394) for the relief of W. P. Thompson 
The Clerk read the title of the bill 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection to the pres- 
nt consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasut we, and 
thorized and directcd t« ) out of iny money in the 
I a other ‘ ppropriated, to W I Thompson the sum r 
£9OR0O ‘ m being ‘ n lost t through the defak n of 
the postmaster at Roachdale, Ind 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


was laid on the table. 
CHARLES BERETTA ET AL, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(Hi. R. 3458) for the relief of Charles Beretta, Isidore J. 
Proulx, and John J. West. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object to make this statement. I have read the report on the 
bill and the Comptroller General suggests certain amendments. 
I huve not had the opportunity in the brief time available to 
examine the bill to see whether these amendments are incor- 
porated. Will the gentleman from California [Mr. Lea] inform 
us whether or not this bill now in accord with the 
recommendations of the Comptroller General? 

Mr. LEA. It Section 2 of the bill inserted at the 
request of the Comptroller General, and the provisions are in 
conformity with his report. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am entirely satisfied if the gentle- 
man from California assures us’ of that fact, and I withdraw 
the reservation of objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be 


to is 


as 


Is, is 


it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United States 


is authorized and directed to cancel the claim of the United States 
against Charles Beretta as a temporary substitute parcel-post carrier, 
Willows, Calif., at 60 cents per hour for a period from November 13, 
1922, to December 31, 1924, and at 65 cents per hour from January 1, 
1925, to March 31, 1926, in the sum of $723.55, representing payments 
to him as such employee for a period from November 13, 1922, to 
March 31, 1926, he having also held the position of temporary laborer, 
custodian service, Federal Building, Willows, Calif., for period from 
November 13, 1922, to March 15, 1923, at $660 per annum (with $240 
increase), the position of permanent Inborer in said service at said 
piace for period from March 16, 1923, to June 30, 1924, at $660 per 
annum (with $240 increase), and the position of permanent laborer in 
said service at said place for period from July 1, 1924, to March 31, 
1926, at $960 per annum, and the combined amount of the per annum 


rates of compensation of such positions being in excess of $2,000 per 
annum, contrary to the provisions of section 6 of the act of May 10, 
1916 (39 Stat. L. p. 120), as amended by the act of August 29, 1916 


(39 Stat. L. p. 582) 
That the Comptroller General of the Uniteal States is further 


and directed to release Isidore J. Proulx, former postmaster 


Sec 


authorized 


at Willows, Calif., from liability to the United States for payments to 
said Charles Beretta for the period from November 13, 1922, to Sep- 
tember 8, 1924, amounting to $349.20; and to release John J. West, 
present postmaster at Willows, Calif., from liability to the United 
States for payments to said Charles Beretta for the period from Sep 
tember 9, 1924, to March 31, 1926, amounting to $374.35; and to repay 
said John J. West said amount of $374.35 refunded by him to the 
United States 
THE “ S—4” DISASTER 


Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. 
out the last word. 

I do this, Mr, Speaker, for the purpose of announcing to the 
House that John M. Jones, of Hennessey, Okla., the father of 
Lieut. Commander Roy K, Jones, who went down in the ill-fated 
S-4, is now in the Members’ gallery. The father of the late 
commander has honored this House by sitting here during our 
deliberations this afternoon. I merely want to make a record 
of the fact that Mr, Jones is paying us a visit to-day, and I 
um sure all of us appreciate his presence. I feel, Mr. Speaker, 
that [ express the sentiment of every Member of this House 
when I say that he and his family, as well as the loved ones of 
the other brave men who were lost on the S—4, have the sincere, 
heartfelt sympathy of each Member of this House. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 


Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNELL. Will the gentleman point out Mr. Jones? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes; I shall be glad to do so. 
Mr. Jones is the gentleman in the Members’ gallery on the 


extreme left. [Applause, the Members rising. ] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 

JOSEPH 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
CH. R. 2926) for the relief of Joseph Jameson, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


JAMESON 





RECORD—HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Postmaster General be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to credit the account of Joseph James 
postmaster at Lorain, Ohio, in the sum of $10,662.10, due the Un; 
States on account of public funds and property lost in the burglary 
the post office on March 1, 1925. 


JANUARY 1] 


Is there objection to the my 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pas 
was laid on the table. 


ROBERT F, YEAMAN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
4777) to compensate Robert F. Yeaman for the loss of cert; 
carpenter tools which was incurred by reason of a fire in 
Government area at Old Hickory Ordnance Depot. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pr 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Robert F. Yeaman, 
any money not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $217.70, the y 


in full of carpenter tools belonging to the said Yeaman and w 
were destroyed by fire in the Government area at Old Hickory D 
on the 4th day of August, 1924. 

With the following committee amendment: 


In after the word “ appropriated,” insert 
full settlement against the Government.” 


line 5, the words “ 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


third time 


POCAHONTAS FUEL CO, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (i 
4926) for the relief of the Pocahontas Fuel Co. (Inc.). 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I notice that 
the commandant reports that there was no negligence on th 
part of the Government. May I ask why under these circu 
stances we should pay this $1,200 loss? 


R 


Mr. UNDERHILL. May I state to the gentleman f:! 
Texas that every department of the Government tries to ¢ 
out from under and pass the buck. If the gentleman w 


investigate the various circumstances, the unfortunate hapy 
ings, as I may say, there is always somebody to blame; in othiet 
words, it is not an act of God. 

Mr. BLANTON. Commandant Billard is a pretty responsible 
man, is he not? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON, And we may place a great deal of confidence 
in his report? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Generally. 

Mr. BLANTON, And here is what he says: 
cautions were taken and that the accident was 
negligence by anybody on the Acushnet.” 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I should like to say that anyone 
navigates the Acushnet is liable to an accident. They go o! 
in all kinds of weather, and they do an immense amount 
good in saving lives. 


“That all pre 
not due to 


who 
il 


Mr. BLANTON. In view of the fact that the gentleman hs 
eut the claim down to $1,200 and that that is the amount that 
the commandant says was the actual damage, I shall not 
object. 





The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and h¢ 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Tr 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the Pocahontas Fuel Co. (Ine.) 
corporation duly organized and having a usual place of business 
New York, N. Y., the sums of $1,595.18 and $224.18, in full compe! 
tion for property damage done to the coal wharf owned by said co! 
poration at New Bedford, Mass., by the United States Coast Gu 

27, respectiv: 


cutter Acushnet on April 20, 1926, and January 10, 1927, 
as a result of negligence on the part of duly authorized agents ot 
Treasury Department, Coast Guard Service, in charge of the operst 
of the said Acushnet, 
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With the following committee amendment: Mr. BLACK of ’ ul 
| 











, } ‘ ' 
Page 1 eo ® strike “ sums e] reden by S : lreas 
$294.18” and ins A ' ¢ om i i il 
page 2, alter the figure ( line tril t tl } self ren Dor t Gov 
rat Vs | 
i 
( i | t ( 
The committee am ad \ agreed t« ; 
h 
P } } ? } 1 
e | iS al Huet VW { I ne sea a ' ' 
, , cs ; ; Lit Hf ir I ! k s 
hird time wa I ( l | =S¢ my '- ¢ 
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\{ motion to reconsider wa ld on th I ' ; ; 
PRA ~ I ) nd & pass t } iS 
e next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R raw t would me: t tl Gove menut of | 
»7) for the relief of Francis Sweeney. be paying twk ad It could sel { hat 
the Clerk read the title of the bill. rie f tiema gret { hie ent, to the amou 
lhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection? ed by e W Dena nt. I shall have t hiect 
(here was no objection \i PHATCHER ( ( I ne wa to have ft 
the Clerk read the bill, as follows: matter go over a sec l ‘ 4 he t sess it w ( 
t enacted, etc I h lr r he one ™ t ind the! che 
‘ c of < ] } +} The 
! suthorized and directed \ t ny n e 7 . BLACK Aexa : I i b tie 
otherwis pre ited, to Francis 8 ney, f trem Vill se I i | S t ! 
the Bi iu « I t Con w I babilities are that the Gov nt would pm it rest 
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: n full pay: t { frere . | lr. THATCHER. N nless it paid t | elf 
\ vy lo of per I r ( ‘ nabl ' } M ACK ¢ Pex \Y i wi = 2 I I ve 
n with his fi I ( iid Z wh \ k . a o tps pena 
ecomber 11, 1905. | I PHATCHER Of u i gentleman i sts, I 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, : = : i 
. : . | rtAt ‘ x “ nel? n 
read the third time, and passed 1, ‘ i I | ul 
. i ‘ } , \ t} per ( 1 
\ motion to reconsider was laid on the tabl : mechs a . . 7 . 
j f PEAKER pro t re rhe ¢ k will report the bill 
CHRISTINE BRENZINGER i 
i Z . } } ’ anding t+ fT } ndmet! will hye greed 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R The Clerk read the 1 
- } > | 
7) for the relief of Christine Brenzimger 
Clerk read the ti to the bill ; . . iin I 
’ mAL uD s ’ ' 1 . : ‘ 1¥ I h 
ie SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? : 
ere Wis he ¢ Dyed Ww ¢ . pt ind mper 
‘ . } ‘ 4 ~s | | ke ] ; 
Cierk read the Dill, as follows: : ; 
r : Ix t i < i t { \ 
t enacted, ctc., That t Secretary of the Tre: ry be, ane é - 2k K + 2 . 
it rized I iv none I { ed t I l t . 4 “ ) l I 
wot otl wis ! 1 lemer 
1 er I I ll t I 2 ne z 
nment sum of $150 Cl ine Brenzinger, « I ! ! ' 
: ( I t i 
ompensatior { juries sustained on July &, 191 ‘ — met 4 4 1 is ait 
by an automobile, at the time driven by a soldier of the U1 
Army. } Mr. BLACK of Texas M Chairman, on line 6 of the bill, I 
- ‘ : . . — es : e ti ! é $55.55 und insert in lieu 
e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third ti 7 wep ‘ 
\ ead the third time, and passed ' > ie } 
. PEAKRER tem] rhe ( rk vill I 
\ motion to reconsider was laid o ; : 
me) 
LEWIS I. FRANCKE AND BI y ( k read as follows 
next business on the Private C bi Ph... a | ee : 11 . 
{ for the relief of Lewis H. Fran IK. Sie . en . . e2 nes 
val heirs of Ralph K. Warringt« 
e Clerk read the title to the bill The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
SPEAKER pro teuipore Is there objection? mendiment 


lr. BLACK of Texa Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right t rhe amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 





I see that the I ul for ;: ul m f 4 SS rere to be engrossed and read a third tin was reac he 
ce 4 of the report, in a letter dated April 11, 1924 y the thir in d passed 
Advocate of the Army, 1 tatement is made: A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill v passed 
‘ect amount was shown by the Judge Advocate’s memorandum v aid on the table 
$3,092.63, and the Secretary rec ended that in tl nt | ' ) M. BAKER 
was passed it should ovide for comper 
t only, he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


53358) for the relief of Roland M. Baker. 


ow, if that is a correct amount and it will be agreed t ’ : 7 
. 3 e The Clerk re é tle the 
otitont be dined wedact as sieamiead ied it Th rk ré id the title « e bill 
: , =a es "= rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to es 


bill to the amount recommended by the War Department, | Pr bo. hill 
; : ent consideration of the bill 


| have no objection, ' 
d » \ \ al reser, +} “ le » ablect 
Mr. THATCHER. If the gentleman will look : page 2 of | y M BI AN a = Speak a I | re th . 7 t. 
report, there is an itemized list of United States curren | could ot he ost ( Departmen ethos ‘pprore 
f this claim if it be just? 


5142.63; United States bonds, $1,000: interest t the rate of a : : 
per cent provided on the face of the | ds, $361.25; and Mr. NDERHILL. The Post Off authorities nt in thls 
I ippine currency in dollars, $1,950. lim with the very same report that they send in on all 
[r. BLACK of Texas. It the universal custom, so far as I ; aims, that is, tha ey GO not op] : 
| v, that we ¢ not allow interest agai: ‘ Governme Mr. BLANTON. They are authorized to settle clain f 
. eat i ‘ i y ‘ aun~ iinet . \7 i it’i 


ere it is paying a claim like this one, not because of any legal character are they not? 
bility but as an act of grace to the claimant. Mr. UNDERHILL. Oh, no. 
Mr. THATCHER. Of course, these were bonds | Mr. BLANTON. This is for $1,756. The Post Office Depart- 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. That is all very true: but we do not ment has authority to settle it if it saw fit and thought it 
interest against the Government, « xcept where it is wa us Why are they sending it te Congress? 
ng the bonds. Mr. UNDERHILI Ni hat is where a burglary occurs, 
O'CONNELL. If the matter had taken its ordinary | and not where a theft of this kind occurs. 
rse, the man would get his interest on the bonds anyway M BLANTON Oh. th is just a shortage in accounts? 
Mr. THATCHER. Yes. This was a soldier in the Army wh« Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
thrifty enough after 20 years of service to have this saving, Mr. BLANTON. How do we know that this was produced 
d when he died it was stolen by the paymaster’s clerk. iby a theft? 
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Mr. UNDERHILL. The chief reason for it is that the bond- 
ing company paid the bond of $5,000 for this Murray, and 
tha pretty good proof, 

Mr. BLANTON It was an embezzlement, pure and simple? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes; it was not a burglary. 

Mr. BLANTON What has become of the embezzler? 

Mr. UNDERIIILL. He was punished. 

Mr. BLANTON. By a fine or imprisonment? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. By imprisonment. He served one year 
und one day in a house of correction. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the Government of the United States 
fared much better in the courts of this State than it has been 
doing here in Washington, respecting criminals who have 
defrauded it 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Postmaster General is authorized and 
directed to credit the account of Roland M. Baker, postmaster at 
Boston, Mass., in the sum of $1,756.89. Such sum represents the 
imount of a deficit in the account of the said Roland M. Baker 
caused by the embezzlement on or about June 8, 1922, of postal funds 
by an employee at the North Postal Station, Boston, Mass 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

R. P. BIDDLE 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(II. R. 6116) for the relief of R. P. Biddle. 

The Clerk read the title of the Dill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it 
authorized 


enacted, etc., That 
and directed to waive 


the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, 
his objection to the title to the land 
which eretary of War from R. P. Biddle, 
of Woodlands, W. Va., and thereby permit the adjustment of the claim 
of the said R. LV. Biddle in the amount of $1,320 in accordance with an 
heretofore reached between the said parties. 


the §$ desires to purchase 


agreement 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


was laid on the table. 
FRED A. KNAUF 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6254) for the relief of Fred A. Knauf. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. 

WILLIAM BARDEL 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6619) for the relief of the estate of William Bardel. « 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, in full settlement against the Govern- 
ment, to the estate of William Bardel, the sum of $4,800 for property 
loss sustained by bim as a result of the war while acting as American 
consul at Reims, France. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 

FRANCES L, DICKINSON 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7110) for the relief of Frances L. Dickinson. 

The title of the bill was read, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ent consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be is enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
United States not otherwise appropriated, to Frances L. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The Clerk will report the bill, 


ury of the 


pa eee | 
ie dame Ee 
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reimbursement of a 
Conn., for 12 


of $60 as 


postmaster at 


Dickinson the 
former 
were never delivered, 


sum payment 


war-savings 


made ft 


Essex, stamps wh 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engr 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
Was read the third time, and 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was pass: 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


passed. 


The Clerk will report the ne 


RANDOLPH SIAS 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1. 
8092) for the relief of Randolph Sias. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection to the pr: 


The Clerk will report the bil] 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hx 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Try 
ury not Randolph Sias, of Price, W. Va 
the sum him to the Government for 
automobile which was writ of execution issued out 
the District for the District of West Virginia 
which was subsequently returned to the lien holders. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engros 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


otherwise appropriated, to 


of $205, the amount paid by 
under a 


Southern 


seized 


Court 


The Clerk will report the ne: 


JOHN ROOKS 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. Rk. 
8093) for the relief of John Rooks. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill involves $5,588.89, 
covering a period from June 30, 1924, to October 30, 1925. 1 
do not think the committee has made a proper showing here 
to warrant our passing the bill under unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. This is a case which occurs occasional!) 
in carrying on operations in the United States. One of thes 
men was overlooked. He served faithfully, and he ought 
have his money. 


Is there objection to the pres 


Mr. BLANTON. Has the gentleman given the case his per 
sonal attention? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And he thinks it is just? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I do. 


} 
) 


Mr. BLANTON. 
jection, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Then I withdraw my reservation of an « 


The Clerk will report the bill 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the General Accounting Office is here! 
authorized to allow payments covering the salary of John Rooks 
services actually rendered as United States marshal for the dist: 


of South Dakota from June 8, 1924, to October 30, 1925, inclusive 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engros 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wus laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the nex 


bill. 
PLEASANT R, W, HARRIS 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 5230) to correct the military record of Pleasant R. \\ 
Harris. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the prest 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. 
reported ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferr'! 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldicrs 


Mr. Speaker, may we have that bill 
The Clerk will report the bil! 


’ 
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nt R. W. Harris, who was member of Company K, Second Regi | 
Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered | 

ve been discharged honorably from the military service of thé 

1 States as a private f that organization on the 18th day of | 
1864: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow 

hall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

| 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 


was ho objection. 


consideration of 

here 

he SPEAKER pro tempore 
and third reading of the 

e bill was ordered to be and read a third time, 
‘ead the third time, and passed | 


The question is on the engross- 
bill 


engrossed 


motion to reconsider he vote wherel \ the bill was passed 
laid on the table. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next | 
FRED R. NUGENT } 
» next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 
for the relief of Fred R. Nugent. 
e title of the bill was read 
» SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection? | 
BLACK of Texas. Let us have that reported also 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Clerk read as follows: | 
t enacted, ctc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
privilege and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers 
R. Nugent, who was a private in the Hospital Corps, United 
\rmy, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been dis- 
d honorably from the military service of the United States as a 
r of that organization on the 7th day of April, 1899: Provided, 
o back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued 
o the passage of this act. 


SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
cousideration of the bill? 

was no objection. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross 
and third reading of the bill. 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
read the third time, and passed. | 
motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed | 
laid on the table. 

» SPEAKER pro tempore, 


there 


objection to the pres- 
! 
| 


The Clerk will report the next 


EMMA ROSSELL 

he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 
sranting a pension to Emma Rossell. | 
Nhe title of the bill was read. | 
| 

| 

i 


he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK 
read. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like 


The Clerk will report the bill 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized and directed 


to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Er 
widow of James L. Rossell, late of Company B, Sevent fth | 

t Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 1 f 


month, 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. 
onsideration of the bill? 
‘Tre Was ho objection. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross 
and third reading of the bill. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
read the third time, and passed. 
motion to reconsider the vote whereby the 
laid on the table. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


bill was passed 


The Clerk will report the next 


FRED A. KNAUF 





lr. KADING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
n to H. R. 6254, a bill for the relief of Fred A. Knauf. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
unanimous consent to return to H. R. 6254, . Is there 
tion? 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
| state to my colleague that the reason I objected to this 
was that it involves $141,433.82, and 1 thought it was en- 
vy too large an amount to be passed here in a few seconds. 
ie gentleman wants to make a statement about the bill, I | 
not object to his making his statement and getting his 
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rT 


reasons in 


the Recorp, but TI shall be forced to objeet to the 

consideration of the bill. Howeve L shall not object to re- 
turning to the bill for the pur of permitting the ger i 
to make a statement 

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. BLANTON Yes 

Mr. SCHAFER. This bill was carefully considered by the 
Claims Committee and has the favorable recommendation of the 
department The gentleman does not take the attitude th he 
is going to hold the postmaster to account for an amount stolen 
by bank robber, especially when the Postmaste General 
directs the postmasters to keep a nine months’ supply of stamps 

hand 

Mr. BLANTON My friend from Wisconsin usually objects 
to them himself when they get up $10,000, but when it hap- 
pens to be a postmaster from | State, where the amount is 
$141,000, he does not object 

Mr. SCHAFER. No; “the gentleman from Wisconsi has 
never objected to a similar bil 

Mr. BLANTON I shall be forced to object to the bill coming 
up, but if the gentleman wants to make a stateme Is ot 
object 

i UNDERHILL Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
Mmomel 


Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Is it the purpose of the gen 
ject even after the stafement is made 


BLANTON, Yes 


leman , 
} 


Mr because it involves too much money to 


be passed here now; but, as I sa I shall not object to the 
gentlemat's request to return to this bill for the purpose of 
making a statement 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been the custom not to 
object to the consideration of a bill if no objection is made to 
the request to return to the consideration of a bill That has 
generally been considered in the same request 

Mr. BLANTON I shall object to the consideration of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore that has been the custom 
the House when requests are made to return to bills out of 
ordet 

Mi BLANTON, Mr Speaker l objeet: but to ‘larify Hie 
matter, | ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may pi 


five minutes. 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tex 
sks unabimous consent that the genticman from Wisconsi 
may proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. KADING. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to say that this 
bill was passed by the House in the Sixty-ninth Congress; its 
purpose is to reimburse, or rather to correct the ord on t 
ks of Mr. Knauf, the postmaster at Sheboygan, Wis., in the 
matter of his when office at She boy 
robbed on October 17, 1925. gentleman from 


rec 
bo« 
loss 


the post 


The 


Jill Wil 


Texas at the 


| time the bill was on the calendar in the Sixty-ninth Congress 
| reserved the right to object, and my prede essor, Mr. Voigt, 
made the statement on the floor, in substance, that the loss ol 
cash was only $107, and that the balance consisted of postave 
stamps, canceled and uncanceled; that Sheboygan was a city 
of about 40,000 population; that the post office there furnished 
stamps to surrounding smaller places; that the bill had the 
recommendation of the Post Office Department and the recom- 
mendation of the committee. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 


BLANTON] then withdrew his objection and the bill was passed, 
but failed to be reached in the Senate in the jam of the busi 


ness of that body in the closing days of the Sixty-ninth Con- 
gress. This bill now has the same recommendations of both 
the Post Office Department and the Committee on Claims, 


The situation is the same now as it was when the House passed 


the bill in the Sixty-ninth Congress, I sincerely hope that the 
gentleman will now withdraw his objection and permit the 
consideration of the bill at this time. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the amount 
want time to refer to my notes in my office 
and for the present I object. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
speak out of order for three minutes 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
asks unanimous consent 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Texas will carefully reconsider his decision upon this matter. 

This bill comes out of the Committee on Claims with a wnani- 
mous vote and was carefully considered by that committee. Ic 
has a fayorable recommendation from the Post Office Depart- 


is $141 OOO. and I 
before it up, 


COLES 


unanimous consent to 


from Wiscon- 


for three 


gentleman 


sin to speak out of ordei 


min 
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ment. Over 50 per cent of the stolen stamps were canceled 
stamps and can not be used again or sold for postage stamps. 
The report of the committee clearly shows that the large 
amount of stamps on hand in this post office had been placed 
there by the postmaster upon the request and under the regu- 
lations of the Postmaster General. It further shows that this 
post office supplies smaller post offices. 

I know if this bill were as vicious a bill as the gentleman 
from Texas believes it may be, it would not have been passed 
ut the last of Congress, because we know the gentle- 
man from Vexas is always on the job guarding the Treasury 
and looking after the financial interests of the people and pro- 


SeS-1on 


tecting the Treasury from unwarranted appropriations. I 
listened to the wonderful oration the gentleman from Texas 
made a few moments ago about the distinguished chairman 


of our Committee on Claims. We appreciate it. I agree with 
the gentleman on many of the things that he mentioned, and I 
believe after listening to that oration the gentleman should 
have sufficient confidence in the chairman of our Committee 
on Claims and the rest of the members of that committee, 
especially in view of the fact that during the last session of 
Congress this bill was passed unanimously, to withdraw his 


objection and let this meritorious bill be passed 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes 

Mr. BLANTON. I only want time to look at my notes in my 
office: and if the gentleman will wait, I will tell the gentleman 
my conclusions later on, 

Mr. SCHAFER. We know the gentleman from Texas is on 


the floor of the House upon every unanimous-consent day, and 
we kuow that if this bill passed the House at the last session, as 
it did, the gentleman’s notes will reveal the facet that the bill 
is ©. K. or it would not have been passed, because any bill 
that has not merit would not pass this House with the consent 
of the gentleman from Texus. I hope the gentleman will recon- 
sider his decision. 

JACOB 


HEIRS OF THOMAS 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (CH. R. 
2x09) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Uhomas. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be 
urs 
Is! Arsenal, 
Treasury 
the 


res 


it enacted, ete., That there be paid by the Secretary of the Treas 

to the heirs of Jacob Thomas, formerly an employee of the Rock 
in the State of Illinois, out of any money in the 
not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against 
Giovernment, the sum of $5,000 for the death of said Jacob Thomas, 
iting from injuries received while in the performance of duty on 
the Ist day of November, 1901 


mal 


With the following committee amendment: 


On page 1, line 7, strike out “ $5,000" and insert in lieu thereof 


“ $497.28.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
as read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
us laid on the table, 


w 
wits passed 
w 
F. ELLIS REED 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL. R. 
8675) for the relief of Maj. F. Ellis Reed. 

The Clerk read the tithe of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. 
reported ? 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury hereby 
authorized and directed to pay te Maj. F. Ellis Reed, late captain in 
the Quartermaster Corps of the American Expeditionary Forces, the 
sum of $261.26, out any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to reimburse the said Maj. F. Ellis Reed for the sum of 
$261.26, United States currency, which was stolen or lost without fault 


Mr. Speaker, may we have the bill 


it enacted, is 


of 


or neglect on his part while he was acting as disbursing officer at the 
Second Signal Corps Schoo!, Chatillon-sur-Seine, France, and which 


said sum the said Maj. F, Ellis Reed has since paid into the Treasury 


of the United States’ in discharge of his liability as such disbursing 
officer 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection toe the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


There was no objection, 


RECORD—ITLOUSE 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pa 
was laid on the table. 
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LAWTON, OKLA, FIRE, 1917 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the }i} 
(H. R. 4084) for the relief of the persons suffering loss , 


account of the Lawton, Okla., fire, 1917. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre 


eut consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right t> 
object, my recollection is this involves a considerable sum 
woney. 

Mr. BLANTON. Seventy-five thousand dollars. 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. I have not had the time to revi: 


the report and evidence submitted. Until I can have time to 
study the matter, I object. 
A. 8. GUFFEY 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bi! 


(H. R. 4203) for the relief of A. S. Guffey. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPMAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the p 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of A. 8S, Guff 
late postmaster at VPittsburgh, Pa., in the sum of $2,237.50 du ’ 


the United States on account of postal funds embezzled by Henry | 
Schuster, late superintendent of the north side station, Pittsly 
Pa., in the year 1920, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


’ 


JOHN J, CORCORAN 

The next business on the Private Calendar 
(H. R. 5336) for the relief of John J. Corcoran. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to John J. Corcoran, 
Street, Roxbury, Mass., in full settlement against the Governm 
the sum of $600 for damages to automobile, medical expe: 
ruined clothing, and permanent injuries sustained by the wife of said 


was the bill 


and he is 
in the 


26 Dent 


his 


John J. Corcoran when his automobile was struck by ambulance No 
O87 of the United States Veterans’ Bureau on the 18th day of Sep 
tember, 1922, in Boston, Mass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


STATE BANK & TRUST CO., FAYETTEVILLE, TENN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Tf. ft. 
5894) for the relief of the State Bank & Trust Co., of Fayette 
ville, Tenn. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
eut consideration of the bill’ 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it ehacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is auth 
and directed to pay to the State Bank & Trust Co. of Fayetievilic 
Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $1,779.84, such sum being the amount of actual loss 
sustained by the bank by reason of the theft or loss of certain Lil 
bonds while being transmitted as registered mail, caused by the nes 
or disregard of postal laws and regulations the part ] l 
officials or employees, 


on of 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time. and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


SANITARIUM CO., OF PORTLAND, OREG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1! Rn. 
5923) for the relief of the Sanitarium Co., of Portland, Ores 
The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
There was ho objection 


The Clerk read the bill, as follow 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and } s 
ereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Unite 
states Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,180 to the 
Sanitarium Co., of Portland, Oreg., for tbe purpose of reimbursing 

id corporation in that amount, which was disallowed by e Com] 
troller General of the United Siates and deducted from moneys d the 
janitarium Co. under its contracts with the Secretary of the Interior 
ited, respectively, January 25, 1919, and June 11, 1920, for Le “ 
and maintenance of the legally adjudged insane of Alaska 

With the following committee amendment: 

Page 1, line 5, after the word “ apnropriated,” insert the words 

full settlement against the Government 

The committee amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

hird time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A moiion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

ROBERT P. COOKE 
The next busine on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 
72) granting ab unnuity to Dr. Robert P. Cooke. 


he Clerk read the title te the 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
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Is there objection ? 


bill. 


Is there objection? 


[here was no objection. 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That 


orized and direct« 


Be the Secretary of War be, and hereby 


d to place on the rolls of the War Department the 


he is 


name of Dr. Robert P. Cooke and pay to him for and during his natural 

life, in lieu of all pensions, the sum of $100 per month, in special 
gnition of the eminent service rendered, suffering endured, and 
manent disabilities contracted by him in the interest of humanity 
1 science as a volunteer subject for experiment in the yellow-fev: 
pital in Cuba. 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to recensider was laid on the table. 


third time, 


GEORGE P. BAILEY 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
S775) for the relief of George P. Bailey. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
George P, Bailey, late of Company D, EFighty-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 


honorably discharged from the military service of the Uni 
a private of said company and regiment. 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. 
back pay and allowances should be carried in 
offer that as an amendment. 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore. 
» amended in that particular. 
here was no objection; and the amendment was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


4 


\ motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM W. WOODRUFF 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
S778) for the relief of William W. Woodruff. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the administration of any 
ring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
William W. Woodruff shall be held and 
orably discharged from military service 
a private of Company C, Fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer In 
fantry, on the 22d day of July, 1865: Provided, That no pension, bounty, 
back pay, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage 
of this act. 


d States as 


this bill, and I 


Without objection, the bill will 


a 


R 


in confer- 


laws 
considered to have been hon- 


the of the United States as 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
ume, was read the third time, and passed. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
WILLARD THOMPSON 
y The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8788) to correct the military record of Willard Thomp- 
son, deceased, 
The Clerk read the title to the bill, 


Mr. Speaker, the usual proviso as to | 


-HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection’ 
There was no objection 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as fellew 
| Be it enacted, et That he \ I 
| ring rights, privileges, and bens ‘ he r ‘ haryzed ere 
Willard rhompson decea sel wl was at nbher e < ' | 
Fifty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry ere 1 } | 
| nd considered to have been dis “i honorably or ! i t y 
Ur d States é hat ‘ e 
Aug ISG Provided, That mm y 
} Vallee sha be held t f 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed 
\ motl o reconsid r was laid on the ible 
MARTIN I pt FY 
} The 1 business on the Private ¢ dar ¥ he bill 
| (H. R. S796) for the relief of Martin L. Duffy 
The Clerk read the title to the bill 
The SPEAKER pro tempo: is there objection 
There was no objection. 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
| Be it enacted, ete., That M L. Duffy, w rved a ite 
Hospital Corps of the U1 ~ \ } from Nove 17, 
1898, to December 7, 1899, shall hereafter be held to have 
ly discharged from rvice in the mil forces the Unite States 


priv ges 


m December 7, 1809, and shall be eligible t 


rights, 


and benefits conferred by law upon enlisted 1 honorably discharged 
from such service Provided, That no back pa) pension, bounty, or 
her emolument shall accrue prior to the pas e of this act. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
! : é 
| was read the third time, and passed 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table 
| 
CLAYTON HU ADAMS 
| The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TL. R. 


S797) for the relief of Clayton H. Adam 
The Clerk read the title of the bill 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
| consideration of the bill? 


ol jectic n to the presr 


Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak out of order for three minutes 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, our friend 


just wants to rehearse the $141,000 postmaster case from Wis- 





consin to which I objected. I did not object frivelously. 1 am 
| going to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard, and the 
| Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Clay- 
on H. Adams, who served in the Mississippi Marine Brigade, an organ- 

ization drawn from the Fifty-ninth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to bave been discharged 
honorably from the military service of the United States as a member 
of the Fifty-ninth Regiment of Dlinois Volunteer Infantry on or about 
ist day of March, 1863: Provided, That no pay nor bounty shall 
fecrue or become payable by reason of the passage of this act 
A committee amendment to strike out in lines 11, 12, and 15 
| the words “ that no pay nor bounty shall accrue or become pay- 
able by reason of the passage of this act and insert in lieu 
| thereof the words “ that no back pay, bounty, pension, or allow 


ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this 
act,” was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote 
was laid on the table. 


by which the bill was passed 


WILLIAM LENTZ 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1. R. 
S798) for the relief of William Lentz. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
| ent consideration of the bill? 
| There was no objection, 
| The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws 
and the laws conferring rights, privileges. and benefits upon honorably 


member of Company 


y #, 
One hundred and fifty-cighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 


M. | States 


| 
| 
k harged soldiers, William Lentz, formerly a 


war with Spain; Company Nineteenth Regiment tee 
Infantry; and who served honorably in the World War, shall be held 
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and nsidered to have been honorably discharged from the military 

rvi the United States as a member of Company M, Nineteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, 

Sec. 2. No back pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue prior 
to the passage of this act 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by 
was laid on the table. 


which the bill was passed 


GHORGE W. M’NEU 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL. R. 
SSO4) for the relief of George W. MeNeil. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. (YCONNELL. Mr. Speaker, may we have the bill re- 
ported? 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
ights, privileges, and benefit upon honorabiy discharged soldiers, George 
W. MeNeil, who was a corporal in Company G, Fourteenth Heavy Artil 
ber shall hereafter be held and considered to have been discharged honor 


ly from the military services of the United States as a corporal of the 
regiment: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pen 
held to have accrued prior to the passage 


iid company and 


sion, or allowances shall be 


of this 


Mr. OCONNELEL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 


IT ask the chairman of the committee whether we ought not to 
have a report from the War Department upon this? 
Mr. UNDERHILL This bill does not come from our com- 


mittee, but from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. (PCONNELL. 1 withdraw the reservation of objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


was laid on the table. 
MARTHA D. M’CUNE 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill CH. R. 
S805) for the relief of Martha D. MeCune. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be nacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, or 
their widows, Samuel McCune, who was a first lieutenant in Company B, 
ifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter 
be held and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili- 
tary service of the United States as a member of said company and 
regiment on the 4th day of March, 1863: Provided, That no pension, 
bounty, or other allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the 


passage of this act 


A committee amendment inserting after the word “ pension,” 
in line 11, the words “ back pay” was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


HARKY WALTER STEPHENSON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
S806) authorizing the President to reappoint Maj, Harry Walter 
Stephenson, United States Army (retired), to the position and 
rank of major, Coast Artillery Corps, in the United States Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to know whether or net we have sufficient officers 
already in the Army below the grade of major to fill all va- 
CaALCICS * 

Mr. JAMES 
bill go over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, T object. 


I can not answer that question. IT ask that the 


LESTER COOLEY 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TL. R. 
8674) for the relief of Lester Cooley. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, 


| was 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was bo objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


JANUARY 


I] 


there objection to th, 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferri: 
rights, privileges, and upon honorably discharged soldiers 
Lester Cooley, who was a member of Company D, Fifth Battalion, a 
Company F, Thirteenth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, shall h 
held and have discharged honorably from 
the military service of the United States as a private of that organi 
tion on the 27th day of August, 1864: Provided, That no bounty, ba 
allowance shall be held to prior to t 
act 


benefits 


after be considered to been 


pay, pension, or have accrued 


passage of tits 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


EDWARD F. WEISKOPF 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1, k. 
8673) for the relief of Edward I’. Weiskopf. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to 1} 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that I shall 
object, in view of the fact that this bill is the bill of t! 
distinguished Speaker pro tempore now presiding, but IT wait 


to call the attention of the House to what the Ilon. Dwight PF. 
Davis, Secretary of War, says about this bill. He gives «a 
number of reasons Why it should not pass, and then he says 
[ therefore that H. R. 7540 be not 
by your committee and be not enacted into law. 


However, our friend from New York {Mr. SNetL] has such 
power and influence that he can get the bill reported in spite of 
that recommendation, and I shall not stund in the way of it 
passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


recommend favorably considered 


Re it enacted, eic., That the President of the United States be, and h 
is hereby, authorized to suramon Edward F. Weiskopf, formerly first li 
tenant in the Ceast Artillery Corps of the Army of the United Stat 
before a retiring board, to inquire whether at the time of his honora 
discharge, October 1, 1919, he was incapacitated for active service, aud 
whether such incapacity was result of an incident of 
whether said discharge should have been made, and upon the resu 
such inquiry the President is authorized to nominate and appoint \ 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the Edward | 
Weiskopf a first lieutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps and place him 
immediately thereafter upon the retired list of the Army, with the same 
privileges and retired pay as are now or may hereafter be provided hy 
law or regulation for officers of the Regular Army: Provided, That 
Kdward IF, Weiskopf shall entitled to any back pay of 
allowances. 


the service, a 


said 


said not be 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wus read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 


JEREMIAH F, MAHONEY 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TL. R. 
8370) for the relief of Jeremiah F. Mahoney. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged s 
diers, Jeremiah F. Mahoney, who was a member of Company K, first 
Regiment Montana Volunteer Infantry, Spanish-American War, sball 
hereafter he held and considered to have been honorably discharged from 
the military service of the United States as a member of that organizs 
tion on the 17th day of October, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, back 
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to 
passage of this act. 


Is there objection to the pres 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


laws con- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the eugross 


ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tiie, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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A motion to reconsider the 
is laid on the table. 
ine SPEAKER pre 


tempore. The Clerk will 


ALBERT 0. 


s on the Private Calendar was the bill 
Albert O. Tucker. 

was read, 

tempore, 


his bill? 


TT next busines 
09) for the relief of 
The title of the bill 
The SPEAKER pr 


t consideration of t 


Is there objection to the 


rhere was no objection 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

i it enacted, etc., That in the ddministrat 1 of the pension laws 
the laws conferring rights, privileges, and benefit pon 
arged soldiers, Albert O. Tucker, alias Charles M. Healey, lat ‘ 

ny D, First Battalion Maine Sharpshooters, shal! be held and i 

d to have been honorabiy discharged from the military servis f 
United States as a member of said company I regiment on F* 

ry 18, 1865: Provided, That no back pay, pension, or all ance shal 
ld to have accrued prior t passage of this act 


rhe 
nt and 


SPEAKER pro tempore 
third 


The question 
reading of the bill 


is on 


he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
read the third time, and passed. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
} 
THOMAS MURPHY 
‘he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 


S574) for the relief of Thomas Murphy 
| title of the bill was read. 
‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 


rhe 
I} 


there objection to the pres 


consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
it enacted, ete, That in the administration of any aw ifer 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon hon ly discharged soldiers 
omas Murphy, private, Company C, Eighth Machine Gun Bat 
t n, Third Division, American Expeditionary Forces, shall hereafte 
t id and considered to have been honorably discharged from the 
ry service of said company and regiment: Provided, That no pen 
pay, or bounty shall be held to have accrued prior to the p 
act 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en 
ossment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
ad the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 


was laid on the table. 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


THOMAS F. NICHOLAS 


ler 


Ni 


Ty 
tal 


holas., 


rhe next business on the Private C 
R. S589) for the relief of Thomas F. 

he title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 


was 


(H 


there objection to the pres 


There was no objection. 
lhe SVEAKER pro tempor The Clerk will rep the bill 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
} it enacted, etc., That in the administration « the pe nm al 
estead laws and the laws governing the National Home for D 
Volunteer Soldiers, or any branch thereof, Thomas I Nichol 
hereafter be held and nsidered t erved 90 days l 
tary service and been honorably dis reed m the military serv 
of the United States in the Spanish-American War as a private 
ny E, Eighth Regiment New Lor \ nte in I nm the 
day of Nevember, 1808 nd thereafter f I » I, Thi United 
Cavalry, bhoncrably dis« rged on May 1, 1% Provided, That 
ho pension, pay, or bounty shall accrue prior to the passage of this act 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The que 
ent and third reading of the bill. 


stion is on the engross 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
s read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 


8 laid on the table. 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Clerk will report the next 
bill, 


vote whereby the bill was passed | 
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Te 


business on t 


next ‘ 
Nic! Jones 


wit) for the relief of 

The title of the bill was id 

rhe SVEAKER pro ter re. Is ther bje . 
eanr Con i ul T of? Dil 


SPEAKER pro t re 


rhe Clerk read as follows 
é 7 t 7 
} « ver } XN 1 i 1 ’ 
\ s r N ? J 
vat < R I as 
f ry 2 i dav of J r suo j ‘ / if 
vy snal 1 t pas f t ict 
The SPEAKER tempol rhe « © he engt i 
| el nd third lng I ! 
| Che ill was lered I yg d and read hire mie 
= read the third time, and } sed 
A motion to reconsider the vote hereby the ill was pussed 
was laid n the tabl 
| rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 1 


| GCRORGE D. VEDDER 


Phe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
S509) for the relief of George D. Vedder. 
The title of the bill was read 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre 
t consideration of the Dili? 
Mi BLANTON Mr Speaker, | want to call attention to 
what the War Department sa: Ma Gen. Robert T. Davis, 
Adjutant General ivs in his report on this case: 
is seen m | own statement it e let referred t hat t 
suse his failure to return to bis command and complet is term of 
nlis was not that he was ffering from physical 4 t n 
i in the line of duty, but ra that | was a id to re ry } 
ount of punishment that he exp d he would suffer on his 1 irn 
i to his command Lnder these circumstances the charge of desert of 
} September &, 1LS6 against him can not be removed under any f the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved March 1SS9, the only 
w il f ( rning the subje« f the removal of charg ot de 
n 1 W Ses 
| That is the eport « he War Department; but I shall not 
of “Tt 
| 


rhe SPEAKER 
» Clerk 


The Clerk will e bill. 


pre 
read as 


tempore 


foilows: 


report t 





B it enacted, etc., That the administration of the pension law 
rge LD. Vedder shall hereafter be held and considered | e heen 
honorably discharged from Company A, Thirty-first Regiment New York 
Volut r Infantry, Civil War, September 8, 1863: Provided, That no 
nsior ‘ 1llowant shall be held to bave accrued prior to 


~ I Lct 
| rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the « 
re and third reading of the 
bill was ordered to 
| was read the third time, and passed 
A motion te the vote 


ihe be engr read a third 


reconside! whereby the bill wa pass j 


|} was laid on the table 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

ill 

| JOHN CLARK 

| The next business on the Privat Calenda Ww the bill 

| (H. R. 8627), for the relief of John Clark 

| The Clerk read the tit f the bill 

| The SPEAKER pro temport Is there objection to the pres- 

| ent consideration of the bill? 

| There was no objection. 

rhe Clerk read the bill, as follow 

i Be it enacted, ete That in the dr i n of ny ~ I 

ly ng rights, privileges, or benefit pon honorably d arged soldiers 
john Clark, late of Company D, Fifteenth R ent Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been d 
harged honorably from the wilit: service of the United States as 

mem be of said company and regiment on the ist day of January. 

LS¢ Provided, That no pension shall acerue prior to the passage of 


this act, 


The bill was amended by striking out the words “ Provided, 
| That no pension shall acerue prior to the passage of this act,” 


’ 








aaa 
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and inserting {n lieu thereof the words “ Provided, That no 
back pay, bounty, or allowances shall be held as accrued prior 
to the passage of this act.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
vas read-the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

AMOS DAHUFF 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. S628), for the relief of Amos Dahuff. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 


right privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Amos 
Dahuff, who was captain of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Cavalry, shall bereafter be held and considered to have been 


discharged honorably from the military service of the United States 
as of said organization on the 19th day of February, 1865: Provided, 
That no back pay, bounty, pension, or other emolument shall accrue 
prior to the approval of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
wus laid on the table. 

WILLIAM TAYLOR COBURN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the: bill 
(H. R. 8648) for the relief of William Taylor Coburn. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
William Taylor Coburn, late a private in Company H, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, sball hereafter be held and 
considered to have been discharged honorably from the military service 
of the United States as a private of said company and regiment: Pro- 
vided, That no bounty, pay, or allowances shall be held as acerued prior 
to the passage of this act. 


The bill was amended by inserting the word “back” before 
the word “pay,” in line 10. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
wis laid on the table. 

RETIREMENT STATUS OF BRIG. GEN. H. M. LORD 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 7926) to place a retired officer of the Army on the 
retired list as a major general. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the biil? 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to inquire what is the necessity for creating another 
major general on the retired list? 

Mr. JAMES. This takes care of Brigadier General Lord, 
Director of the Budget. General Lord was Chief of Finance 
and at that time was a brigadier general. He was drafted by 
the President and asked to resign as a brigadier general in the 
Army and as Chief of Finance and become head of the Bureau 
of the Budget, which he did. A short time after that his suc- 
cessor was promoted from brigadier general to major general, 
and if General Lord had stayed there he would have been a 
major general. It does not give him any increase in compensa- 
tion as long as he is Director of the Budget. If ever a man has 
earned the reward of major general on the retired list it is 
General Lord. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Does not the gentleman think it is rather 
presumptuous for this House to place General Lord on the 
retired list as a major general when we are at this very moment 
overlooking emergency officers who served in combat divisions 
and spilled their blood on the battle field? 

Mr. JAMES. General Lord was in the Army as a brigadier 
general and was drafted by the Commander in Chief of the 
Army to aecept a more responsible position. I sincerely hope 
the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Has the Secretary of War approved of this? 

Mr. JAMES. It has not been referred to the Secretary of 
War for the reason that any bills that are referred to the War 
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Department automatically go to the Director of the Budget. a 
of course, we would not want the Director of the Budget 
pass on his own bill. I have, however, taken up the ma 
with the chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
MApDEN] and the ranking Democratic member of that 
mittee [Mr. Byrns]. I talked with both of them before 
bill was introduced, 

Mr. SCHAFER. Does the gentleman realize that most 
the special bilis making majors out of captains on the reti; 
and active list and captains out of iieutenants come back f; 
the War Department with adverse recommendation, and { 
come back from the Budget Bureau with adverse re 
mendations, with the statement that such contemplated acti 
is not in conformity with the financial policy of the pres 
administration. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. But we pass most of those bills. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Only once in a while. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS. I do not know of any man connected wit 
the Government who has rendered more valuable service to th. 
Nation than General Lord, both as Chief of Finance during +) 
war and as Director of the Budget. I say that advisedly 
cause I have had occasion and opportunity to know something 
of his good work and the splendid service he has rendered 
As the gentleman from Michigan doubtless has stated, the 
officer who is now holding the position of Chief of Finance j 
the Army is a major general in rank. Here is a gentleman 
who served during the war and rendered distinguished seryice 
to the Nation and is rendering even more important sery 
to-day as Director of the Budget, and it does seem to me only 
an element of fairness and justice to this splendid publi 
servant that he be given the rank which is being held by the 
officer who was his assistant when he was Chief of Finance 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. And if he had stayed in this position ly 
would have been a major general now? 

Mr. BYRNS. Yes. If he had remained in the position, as 
the gentleman from Illinois suggests, he would have been a 
major general. 

Mr. SCHAFER. With the sincere hope that this House, 
which is taking care of a brigadier general and placing Jim 01 
the retired list as a major general, will give as fair considera 
tion to many of the buck privates who are disabled and hive 
not been taken care of under the present compensation law, and 
as fair consideration to retirement legislation for the emer. 
gency officers of the World War, I will not press my objection 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker-——— 

Mr. O'CONNELL. If the gentleman will permit, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James] if this is 
a unanimous report from the committee? 

Mr. JAMES. Yes; it is. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we have had several 
bills on the calendar this afternoon not identical with this bill 
but similar in character. I have objected to each one of then, 
and I shall feel compelled to object to this one. Of course, 
when the Private Calendar is reached in the regular way, i! 
it is the judgment of the House to take up bills affecting 
individual officers in the Army in this manner and deal with 
them in a legislative way and pass them, that rests within the 
judgment of the House; but I do not feel I could pursue any 
degree of consistency at all if, having objected to the other 
bills—net identical, but similar in character—I should hot 
object to this one. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JAMES. Neither of the other cases are identical with 
this one. The other cases are where men went out of the Army 
of their own accord and are now trying to get in. This is a 
case where a man was in the Army and would have stayed in 
the Army if the President himself, as Commander in Chief otf 
the Army, had not practically drafted General Lord to suc: ecd 
General Dawes. So it is an entirely different case. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman no 
one entertains a higher opinion of General Lord and his services 
to the Government than I do, and when regular Private (a! 
endar day is reached, if in the judgment of the House it wants 
to pass this bill in the regular way, I shall not object; but [ 
have objected to these other bills that have taken up individ: 
uals by name, some of them, and others by classification, «0 
undertaken to deal with them in a legislative way. I hve 
objected to each one of those bills and I shall feel comp ed 
to object to this one. At a later date all of these bills will 
come up again on regular Private Calendar day, and if in the 
judgment of the House they want to pass some of them snd 
reject others, that can be done. 
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SIONAL 


Mr. O'CONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Tex: Yes 
M O'CONNELL, Does the gentleman not recognize tl 
that if this man had maintained the position he | 
hich he would have done but for the invitation of the P 
t. he would hav lly‘ 
Mr. BLACK of Tex { 
rse. If he had remained in the service, and if he 





en appointed Director of the Budget, undoubtedly he wouk 
be the Chief of Finance and would have been advanced 
rank of major general. I do not dispute that fact 

Mr. BYRNS. My ir) i Ss not want to pena! te } } 

i1use as Director of the Budgs e hi rendered great servi 

at is what a failure to pass this bill will amount to, 


Mr. BLACK of Texas We had a case this afternoon of a 
nguished medical officer who served with distinction ; 
red voluntarily So has General Lord retired voluntaril) 
s bill to which I refer would have Congress to come in a 
pecial act authorize the President of the United States t 
ppoint this medical officer to the service. I objected to t 
I objected to a number of other bills of a similar character 
1 I object to this one, not because of any lack of merit o1 
part of the individuals involved, but because Congress is a 
islative and not an administrative body, and is in no position 
ake up individual officers in the Army and deal with them. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM Will the gentieman yield for one ques 





Mr. BLACK of Texas. I yield to the gentleman 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The President, being Commander in 

ef of the Army and the Navy of the United States, re 
ted General Lord to accept this position. Would the ger 
ian expect General Lord to refuse? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas I would not, and General Lord is 

vy retired as a brigadier general of the United States Lik 

ired at his rank held at that time. He now holds tl 

tant and responsible position of Director of the Buc 

would have been within the province of the President of 
United States, I suppose, to have appointed him to th 
of major general before his retirement if he had seen fit 
ave done so; bit he did not do it, and yet Congress, which 
not the Commander in Chief of the Army, comes in and 
lertakes to promote General Lord to the rank of major 
eral, a thing which was not done by the President of the 
ted States, who is the Commander in Chief of the Army 
| the Navy. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The President is not in the 
noting men in the Army out of their turn 

Mr. BLACK of Tex: Well, why should Congress do tt 

\ir. CHINDBLOM diherns Lord has passed the time wher 

» would have become major general. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object 

Mr. MADDEN. I hope the gentleman will not object 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will be compelled to object, but I 
reserve my ot tion to allow the gentleman to make any 
tement he desires to make 

Mr. MADDEN. What is the use of makin a state nt if 
rentleman has already foreclosed the case 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Of course, the gentleman will under- 
nd there will be another day when this bill can i 
without reference to the objection of any one Member, 
{ prefer it await that time and that it be considered in 
egular way. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Does the gentleman recall any time 
en we have called the Private Calendar in any other wa) 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. This is not a short session, and there 
certainly be other Private Calendar days. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make this 
tement irrespective of the notice that objection is to be filed 

[f there ever was a man in the military service of the Gov 

nment, or in any other service of the Government, better 

titled to the honor which this bill proposes to confer up 





neral Lord, I have not known of it. If this should be granted 
the basis of the distinguished service rendered by him as 
tor of the Budget alone, where he has through his genius 
{ foresight and vision and patriotism and integrity rendered 
American people a service from the standpoint of dollars 
valuable that the Government could not compensate him for | 
if it was to be done on the basis of a mercenary plan of 
yment, in my judgment this bill ought to be given pe rable 
ideration. But we are not trying to pay General Lor L in 
lars. I would not stoop to offer payment in money, for I 


n sure General Lord would not accept that; but it is a great 


distinction for a man to retire from the Government servi 


V 


h the rank of major general in the Army. 


| 


| 
| 
4 
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If I were soldier I \ ld 1 Ww t \ e! ol ‘ 
Pr au nm We Ir er 4 ~hes ’ 
< I l i \ }? | ‘ retire ‘ t 
ou rank OF Majo! nera li \ \ = mM suk in 2 
Wig to justify tl pl KK L wa j s f k 
his I tion was not stihed l mn ft iv = 
S al ning mor f i tl 1 the pre . W i 
I BLANTON Will £ leman yiel 





( g n to beco Director ¢ t! Budg he l 
I be ng al se) r, but by I 
‘ the Presid : pp nent s Dir I I 

Buda s dray $10,000 

M ; | 

Mr So 1 i l hing f neial 

Mi No; not i i 

Mil I agree h ft eve ph 

hus G Lord ! s, bu é 

? eari i I 
the regular order later on 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I would like to emph ze thi 
ment I have just as high regard for General Lord as the 
gentleman from Dllinois {Mr. MAappen], but we have on this 
calendar this afternoon a number of bills from the Committee 


( Military Affairs that undertake to deal with individuals in 
Army by individual bills. and by this method Congress, 


through legislation, undertakes to authorize the President to 
appoint certain individuals to Sa ons in the Army or to 
elevate the rank of certain individua and deal with them in 
that ws I have objected to them - I ea not see how I 
can be consistent or observe any degree of consistency if I d 


object ah bill 
Mr M LDDE I would be the last man in the world t k 
the gentleman to yield his opinion, for I have more respect for 
opinion and for his manhood than I have for that of most 
men I know. I know his integrity of purpose can not be assailed 


n any way by anybody. I know that what the gentlem: does 
does heeause he considers it to | his conscientious duty 
ind I make no complaint about my friend in that respect 
Mr. CHINDBLOM In view of the gentleman’s consistence) 
would not this be a proper ise in which he could show a dis 


tinct honor to the Director of the Budget by excepting him 

m the common rule? Is not this an exception not to be gov 
general rule’ 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. BLACK of Texas [I will 

Mr. JAMES All of the bil the gentleman objected to have 
come from the Committee on Military Affairs, and in the cases 


rned bv the 


to which the gentleman objected they were all men who volun- 
tarily retired from the Army. General Lord did not volun 

ly retire He was not a candidate for Director of th 
Budget He was satisfied where he wa The Commander il 


‘hief f the 
(hietl of the 


Army drafted him for this position. His case i 
not like the others. 


Mr. BLACK of Texas If I was able to make th ame clear 
distinction that the gentleman seems to make in his own mind 
would withdraw the objection but in view of the fact that I 

n ul le S such a distinction and that this bill will have 
imple opportunity for consideration in the House on reg 


Private Calendar Day, and doubtless be passed by the House, I 
shall adhere to my objection. 


DISBURSING AGEN F THE ALASKA RAILROAD 


The next business on the Private Calendar was House Joint 
tesolution 135, for the relief of sper ial disbursing age! Ol 
the Alaska Railroad 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER is there objection 

here Was no objec tion. 





The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows 

] ed, etc., That the General Ac ting Office is h by authorized 
nd directed to credit the a ints of R. D. Chase, formerly a special 

shbursing agent of the Alaska Railroad, with amounts heretofore dis 
allowed in said ounts, covering payments made for service and suy 
I S tean hire ind f portation furnished tie and timber eon 
t r inder agreements providing that payment therefor should be 
I le by the 1 oad, amounting to $3,330.22; and payments for rubber 
I ts furnished, not shown to have been intended for sale to en 
I e nting ft T5 and to credit tt rccounts of Leslie 
Crame pe ld agent, with payments covering the services 
of a detective agency, amounting to $1,197.25; payments for articles n 


hased under the General Supply Schedule, amounting t 


for materials not purchased from the lowest bidder, amount 
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ing to $311.88; and items aggregating $956 disallowed under a pro- 
vision in purchase agreements relating to liquidated damages; and the 
said payments are hereby validated 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER, That completes the Private Calendar. 

RICHARD B. BARNITZ 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to Calendar No, 92, 

The SPEAKER. The gertleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to return to Calendar No. 92. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. I object. That was the bill 1 objected to. 

Mr. FISH Will not the gentleman reserve his objection in 
order that I may make a statement? 

Mr. BLANTON. We have all been working here all day and 
working hard. I shall be glad to consider any statement that 
the gentleman wants to send me on the bill. But I object to 
its consideration to-day. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

The SPEAKER. House bill (H. R. 8824) to provide for the 
protection of the watersheds in the Carson National Forests 
from which water is obtained for the Taos Pueblo, N. Mex., 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. It be- 
longs properly to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and both 
chairmen having agreed, the Chair will so refer it. 

House bill 8524 to regulate and fix rates of pay for certain 
emplovees of the Bureau of Standards was referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. The Chair 
thinks it more properly belongs to the Committee on the Civil 
Service; and both chairmen have consented and the Chair will 
so refer it. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. Deat, by unanimous consent (at the request of Mr. 
BLAND), was given leave of absence on account of illness. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT, by unanimous consent, was given leave of 
absence for three days on account of important family necessity. 


THE CONDITION OF JEWS IN RUMANIA 


Mr. SIROVICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on a resolution that I intro- 
duced in the House and a speech made in ihe House regarding 
this subject and also to incorporate a letter received from the 
minister of Rumania to me and my reply to him. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIROVICH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House. 
On December 12, 1927, I introduced a resolution in the House 
of Representatives calling upon Calvin Coolidge to intercede 
in the name of humanity against the outrageous treatment of 
Rumania against its racial minorities and particularly the 
Jewish people, and failing in that to bring about the abrogation 
of the treaties between the Kingdom of Rumania and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

On December 20, 1927, while speaking on the alien custodian 
bill I concluded my speech in the House of Representatives by 
saying: 

Through the passage of this alien property bill we are not assisting 
the Imperial Government of Germany, but we are coming to the rescue 
of Germany that has given to the world such eminent names as Goethe, 
Schiller, Heine, Lessing, Kant, Schopenhauer, Erlich, Hahnemann, Was- 
sermann, Koch, Einstein, Wagner, Beethoven, Mendelssohn, Holbein, 
and Karl Marx, men whose names are famous in the roles of science, art, 
literature, philosophy, medicine, economics, music, and painting. To 
the nation that has produced such wonderful scholars America is proud 
to welcome them in the forefront of the civilized nations of the world. 
[ Applause. ] 

Another reason for my voting for this alien property bill, which pro- 
vides for the settlement of claims of American nationals against Ger- 
many and of German aationals against the United States, for the 
legitimate return of all property of German nationals held by the Alien 
Property Custodian, and for an equitable apportionment among all claim- 
ants of funds due to them, is the fact that the Republic of Germany 
has treated its racial minorities with the most magnanimous, humane, 
tender, and sympathetic consideration. Mr. Chairman and my colleagues 
in the House, I hereby serve notice upon the membership of this historic 
body that when the claims of Hungary and Rumania shall come before 
this House I shali raise my voice in mighty protest not to grant to 
these nations any consideration from this great Republic of ours, be- 
cause of the outrageous treatment that Rumania and Hungary are ac- 
cording its racial minorities, and shall arraign Hungary and Rumania 
before the bar of the public opinion and the conscience of our country 
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as nations that are outlaws in the family of humanity and unw 
of any consideration, because of the inhuman and barbarous treatm: 
they have accorded to the Jewish citizens of those nations, 

In this the twentieth century of civilization the time has come w! 
we Americans, liberty loving as we are, shall raise our voices, th: 
the membership of this House, that religious intolerance and reli 
bigotry practiced through pogroms, massacres, and persecutions 
cease. In the name of the people of the United States and in behalf 
the fourteenth congressional district of New York, which I hay 
honor to represent in Congress, I demand that the Hungarian and Rh 
manian Governments grant equal political protection to all of its 
jects under its jurisdiction and, above all, at once stop the barba 
and crucl treatment of innocent Jewish citizens and protect their 
and property, in accordance with the covenants of existing treaties 
tween the Kingdoms of Hungary and Rumania and the Government 
the United States. [Applause.] 


Since that time through the instrumentality of that brillia 
and distinguished constitutional lawyer, Mr. Louis Marshy 
the great patriarch and leader of the Jewish people of 1) 
United States, we have held several conferences with his 
cellency the Hon. George Cretziano, the minister of Ruman 
regarding the inhuman treatment accorded the Jewish people 
in Rumania. We told his excellency that the position of th 
Jew in Rumania has always been a delicate one—treated as 
aliens in the land of their birth, denied enfranchisement 
citizens of Rumania, refused admission to many of the learned 
professions, for many years prior to the Great War prohibit: 
by governmental order from engaging in certain definite trades 
and businesses, and, above all, persecuted in the land to which 
they had given their lifeblood. 

Recently the civilized world was amazed to read of the 
atrocities and inhuman treatment perpetrated by certain cle- 
ments of the Rumanian students upon Jewish subjects of 
Rumania. Humanity was shocked, indeed, to read of the at- 
tacks upon the Jewish people and their property, the shame 
ful desecration of their houses of worship and synagogues, the 
disturbances of their places of burial, and the physical indig- 
nities to which the Jewish citizens were subjected. In view of 
these happenings it is a refreshing commentary on the advance 
of civilization that the accredited representative of that great 
power, the Kingdom of Rumania, His Excellency George 
Cretziano, does not seek to deny the misdeeds of some of its 
individual citizens, but instead manfully regrets their occur 
rence, professes profound sorrow concerning the outrageous 
treatment against them, and through his government is anxious 
to make adequate amends to the victims of such unfortunate 
tragedies, coupled with the authorized assurances from his 
Government to the civilized world that such shocking incidents 
will never again be tolerated in the pale of its jurisdiction. 

It. affords me therefore very great pleasure to testify pe. 
sonally to the gracious and courteous manner in which 
excellency the Hon. George Cretziano cooperated with Louis 
Marshall and myself by promising that such intolerable 
inhuman conditions will never again be tolerated by the Go\ 
ernment of Rumania. I take this opportunity of thanking 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and the membershi| 
of this House for having granted me unanimous consent 
insert the correspondence between his excellency the Hon 
George Cretziano and myself, which is as follows: 


RUMANIAN LEGATION, 
Washington, D. O., January 7, 128 
The Hon. Dr. WILLIAM I. Srrovics, 
Member of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear CONGRESSMAN SikoOvicH: It has come to my knowledg: 
you have introduced in the House of Representatives a resolution asking 
the American Government to abrogate the treaties now existing bet 
the United States and my country and to intervene in behalf of 
Jewish minorities of my country. I consider it my duty to giv i 
information which will prove to you that my Government, far 
encouraging anti-Semitic disturbances, has taken all the measures 
punish the guilty, to indemnify the victims, and to avoid a repetitiol 
of similar occurrences without waiting for any outside suggestion oF 
intervention on the part of a foreign government or parliament. 

I can not help feeling that, far from bringing about a happy 
lasting solution of this problem, action such as you bave advocated 1s 
likely to react unfavorably upon the Rumanian Jews themselves, 
not only the Rumanian Government and people but even Jews, who 
striving to establish a better understanding between the Jewish ‘0 
Rumanian population, would resent even a suggestion of the immissio! 
of a foreign power in the internal affairs of their country. In my 
opinion, cooperation between the Jews of the United States and 
Government of Rumania, which is moved by a sincere desire to peruia- 
nently remedy the situation, would be of far more service to accom 
plish the common purpose that we have in view. 
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rent for the abrogation of the treaties now existing between the 


tes and Rumania and for intervention on behalf of the Jewish 


tives 


United Sti 





minoriti of Rumania, 

I have read and reflected upon what you have said with the utmost 
eare, and wish to express my appreciation for the detailed information 

ven You have fully appreciated the reason that prompted me to 
introduce the resolution. It was not hostility to Rumania, but sym- 
pathy for n religious brethren and indignation at the recent occur- 
rences which shocked the people of this country and which you have 
properly characterized, 

I accept what you have said regarding the attitude of your Govern- 
ment toward the Jews of Rumania and what it has done and what it 
intends to do in order to show its abhorrence of the lawlessness of those 
who were responsible for and participated in the outbreaks referred to 
as an assurance that the Jews of Rumania will be accorded the equal 
protection of the laws and equal educational and other opportunities 
in accordance with the letter and the spirit of the minorities treaty 
entered into and accepted by Rumania on December 9, 1919. On the 
faith of what you have said it will afford me pleasure to incorporate the 
correspondent that has passed between us in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Ri RD 

Very cordially yours, 
WILLIAM IrviIn@G Srrovicu, M. C, 
SIXTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE PROCLAMATION OF EMANCIPATION 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 

my remarks in the Recorp by printing a speech that I delivered 


in this city on January 2, 1928, on the sixty-fifth anniversary 
of the proclamation of emancipation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following speech delivered 
under the auspices of the National Interdenominational Minis- 


terial Alliance of America in the John Wesley A. M. E. Zion 
Church, Washington, D. C.: 

Mr, Fism. It is a great privilege and honor to be selected by the 
National Ministerial Alliance to speak on this sixty-fifth anniversary 
of the proclamation of emancipation, one of the greatest charters of 
Amé n erties and of human rights in the world. It is meet and 
proper that the colored people of Washington should assemble to pay 
tribute to this immortal proclamation which burst the shackles of an 
oppressed race and sounded the death knell of slavery, It is highly 
fitting that this great anniversary of human freedom should be ecele- 
brated in Washington, for it was in this city that Abraham Lincoln 
issued that famous proclamation that gave freedom to three and a half 
million slaves in Southern territory, to be increased by another half 


million by the adoption of the thirteenth amendment almost two years 
later 


rhe Was 


question for more 


hington 


than 


city of had been the battle ground on the slavery 


30 years prior to the Civil War, and the Halls 





of Congress bad resounded with bitter and acrimonious debate between 
the adherents of slavery and the champions of freedom ever since John 
Quincy Adanis first attempted to present the petitions against slavery 
back in 1835, Senator Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, was brutally | 

sa d and beaten unconscious im the Senate of the United States 
while portraying the crimes against Kansas, by a Representative from 


South Carolina, and verbal combats were the order of the day in the 


of Washington is also noted as the birthplace of the first 
The 


The city 
emancipation bill signed by President Lincoln on April 16, 1862. 
bill was introduced by Senator Henry Wilson, of Massachusetts, and 
slavery in the District of Columbia, thereby striking off the 
fetters from 3,000 slaves and tendering compensation to their masters. 


abolished 


But the Senators and Representatives from the border States remaining 
in the Union poured forth their vials of wrath and warning against 


and predicted that the passage of the 
exile or extermination of the freed slaves. 


of justice 
the 


this long-delayed act 


bill would result in 





rime alone has preved how rash and extravagant were the predictions 
made by the upholders of that ancient and entrenched institution of 
slavery. 

It is difficult for us living in these days to appreciate the power, 
aggressiveness, and tenacity of the champions of slavery in their efforts 


to maintain it against the onward march of justice, humanity, and the 


free institutions of the Republic. To-day there is no one to raise his 
voice against the emancipation proclamation, but 65 years ago even the 
North was lukewarm, Abraham Lincoln was imbued from his childhood 
with love of free institutions and human rights, and naturally abhorred 
human slavery. He said of himself, ‘I am naturally antislavery. If 
slavery is not wrong, nothing is wrong.” On September 22, 1862, 
resident Lincoln read the proposed proclamation of emancipation to 


his Cabinet, stating that he had made a promise to his Maker to issue 
the preclamation if the rebel army was driven out of Maryland, and now 
that they were driven out he assumed the entire responsibility for his 


course of action 
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The proclamation received the unqualified approval of the Cabinet ay 
was released 1862 It 
18638, all persons held as slay 
within any State or designated part of a State, the people whereof sha!) 
then be in rebellion against the United States shall be then, thence fo; 
ward, and forever free. Inasmuch as the warning proclamation was 1 
heeded, President Lincoln issued the formal proclamation of 


for publication in the newspapers September 
provided that on the Ist day of Jannary 





emancipa 
tion on January 1, 1863, concluding with these words, “‘And upon th 
act, sincerely believed to be an act of justice, warranted by the 
tion upon military necessity, I invoke the considerate judgment of man- 
kind and the gracious favor of Almighty God.” 

Abraham Lincoln found the colored men and 
and he left them human souls. 

A story was told me reeently by a person who heard it from Jar 
G. Blaine about a free colored barber in the Capitol who was try 
to save $800 to buy the freedom of his wife and 
day Mr. Blaine asked him if he had saved enough money and he sa 
* Oh, ; I've got $550, and the massa will sell for $500, but col 
folks are cheap now with this war going on and I’se not going to | 
That barber had foresight and kept the money to provide for 
after they were manumitted. 

The and the colored race in the Ur 
States since the emancipation proclamation is one of the most rema 
able achievements in all history. Three and a half million 
no money, no education, destitute of everything, have not only surviy: 


Constit 


women human chatt 


three children oO 
yes 
his fan 
progress 


development of 


slaves wi 


all hardships but have increased to eleven and a half millions of f 
American citizens, and in most States of the Union they have 
average education equal to that of some of the more ancient count 


and an average wealth far exceeding many of the nations of the wo 
There is still much to be desired for the advancement and bettern 
of the colored people, particularly in the South. They constitute on: 
tenth of the population in the United States, and where they hav« 
equal opportunity for education they are a law-abiding and patrio 
people. All the colored people ask is an equal right to educate th: 
children, to work for wages and enjoy the fruits thereof, to 
property, and be afforded the protection of the laws and the Consti(u- 
fion for their civil and lives. They ask justice 
more and no less, and the wonderful progress they have made in ty 
generations entitles them to equal rights and equal opportunities uz 
our republican form of government. 

The most important lesson that the colored people have learned sii 
emancipation is the dignity of free labor—that life was labor and t 
labor was life. The splendid industrial schools like Hampton 
Tuskegee have turned out thousands of intelligent, trained agriculturi 


rights, property, 


and mechanics, and higher institutions of learning, such as Howard 
and Fisk send forth annually young men trained for business and 
professional careers. There is room for many more industrial schools 


in the South for colored boys and girls, to be made useful, product 
valuable members of the community. There is much illiteracy of 
whites and blacks in some sections of the South, and the sooner it 
attended to the better it will be for the prosperity of the S 
Every dollar spent for the educational and industrial improvement 
the negro will come back a hundredfold. The abolition of slavery 
not an injury to the South but a great benefit, and its industrial system 
has a far stronger foundation and a much greater prosperity than ev 
before, 

The negro has not only demonstrated his capacity to labor for his 
living in a free market but to create wealth and accumulate proper! 
The colored population have increased in a state of freedom threefold 
in 65 years, or at the same rate as the white population, which | 
been added greatly to by immigration. It is manifest, as both r: 
have lived peacefully together since emancipation and both have pres- 
pered and increased, that the future will show a continuation of t 
remarkable progress, and that 65 years hence, in 1993, there wil 
all probability be 35,000,000 colored people in America enjoying eq! 


rights and opportunities in all trades and professions, and havi! 
more of their own banks, industries, literature, music, opera hous 
golf clubs, political organizations, and Members of Congress. Mui 


this we will see in our day and generation, and although it is not given 
to us to unveil the future, but judging it from the progress made 
the past, the destiny of the colored race in America is not only secure 
but it is exceedingly bright. 

A recent development has been the influx of colored people into t 
large industrial cities of the North. New York has over 200,00' 
Chicago and Philadelphia, 150,000; Washington and Baltimore, 125,00" 
whereas New Orleans, with 100,000, is the only southern city that has 
any such numbers. It would not be surprising if New York and Chi 
had half a million negro population in another score of years, con 
quently the so-called negro question is no longer essentially a sout le 
question, but affects the industrial North as well as the agricultu! 
South. It will be solved in the North on the basis of justice, a 


eventually in the South on the same basis, as that is the only soluti 
that will be lasting and bring about mutual cooperation between te 
two races. 

There are three bills pending in Congress in which the colored peo} 
are primarily interested; one, the well-known antilynching bill—and 


e 








CONGRESSLON AL 


I had my way I would place machine guns in all the jails in iliti 
where lynchings have oc l * ‘ responsibility on tl 
ieriff and his subordinates to se them against any lawless 1 
white, trying to int W yurse f ist I believe 1 
int to believe that the decent, biding men and women of t 
South are as much opposed to mob violence, lawlessness, and lynchir 
we in the North, and that each year will se diminution of this 
national disgrace. 
Then there is the bill seeking a grant of land for the erection of a 
iemorial building here in Washington where the colored people could 
exhibit their progress in the ts and sci ind erect monuments to 
eir famous men, such as Frederick Dovglas Booker T. Washington, 
nd to the benefactors of their race, such as Lincoln, Garrison, Sumner, 
nd, I hope, Robert Gould Shaw, lonel of the Fifty-fourth Massa 
setts Colored Infantry, who gave up his young life in a gallant 
empt to storm Fort Wagner. 
The other bill introduced by me seeks to provide for a monument in 
France to commemorate the bravery and heroism of the colored soldiers 
the Ninety-third Division who paid the supreme sacrifice. Having 
rved with colored troops during the World War I can say without 
uw of contradiction that the colored soldiers, if properly trained 
equipped, and led are the equal of any iidiers of any army for military 
qualities and bravery on the field of battle rhe history of all our wars 
proves the fighting qualities of the negro soldier, and the patriotism 
i loyalty of the colored people 
Yhe National Alliance of colored ministers are to be commended for 
eir splendid Christian efforts to reconcile the differences between th 
vo races and bring about a maximum of friendly cooperation for the 
st interests of peace, progress, and prosperity among all the Americ 
ople, 
We have met here to-day not merely to celebrate the sixty-fifth anni 
versary of the proclamation of emancipation, but also to rejoice over 
e glorious progress and the splendid destiny of the colored race in the 
United States, and to reaffirm our faith in free institutions and our 
uublican form of government 
The destiny of the colored race is in their own hands and through | 
eir own efforts. They do not seek charity or special privileges; all 
hey ask is justice, more justice, and still more justice to help in 
ing out the economic, civic, and racial inequalities and discrimina- 
Als. 


ADJOURN MENT 
Mr. TILSON. Speaker, I 
idjourn, 
The motion was agreed accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 12 
inutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday 
January 12, 1928, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. move that the House do now 


to; 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com 
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, January 12, 1928, 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 


as 


COMMITTEE ON 
(10 a. m.) 

Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 

Independent offices appropriation bill 


APPROPRIATIONS 


(10.30 a. m.) 

War Department appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAI 

(10.30 a. m.) 


A meeting to hear Secretary Wilbur and Admiral Hughes on 


AFFAIRS 


the building program. 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS’ LEGISLATION 
(10 a. m.) 


To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospital 
nd out-patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled 
hospitalization under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, 
imended (H. R. 5604). 

COM MITTEE rHE 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To provide for the fiftieth and subsequent decennial censuses 
(H. R. 393). 

COM MITTEE 


to 
as 


ON CENSUS 


ON THE OFFICE 


(10.30 a. m.) 


POST AND POST ROADS 


To grant authority to the Postmaster General to enter into 
contracts for the transportation of mails by air to foreign 
countries and insular possessions of the United States for 


periods of not more than 10 years, and to pay for such service 
from the appropriation for the transportation of foreign mails 
at fixed rates per pound or per mile (H. R. 7215). 

To amend the air mail act of February 2, 1925, as amended 
by the act of June 3, 1926 (H. R. 8337). 


wv, 
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COMMITTEE ON II N AND LAMATION 
(10 ) D.) 
ro pr vide for the constriu ‘ cs r th pl ectlo 
nd dev -lopme nt of the lower ( torado River Basi for the 
approval of the Colorado Riv ipact (H. R. 5773) 
COM MITTE! N FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(10.50 a. m.) 
Authorizing the President to accept the invitation of the 
British Government and to appoint delegates to the Ficht! 
| International Dairy Congress to be held in Great Britain during 
|} June and July, 1928, and providing for an appropriation of 
| $10,000 for the payment of the expenses of the delegates (H. J 
| Res. 156) 
i rae . . 
| fo provide for the creation of the Pan American People 
Great Highway Commission (H. R. 447 ; 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
(7.50 p. m.) 
To consider the various bills concernil the farmers’ market 
ite Subcommittee on Parks and Park Grounds) 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROI 
(10 a. m caucus room) 


To hear members of the Mississippi River Commission 
l rojects for flood control 


li 


Scuss 


(2 p. m.—caucus room) 
To hear the congressional delegations from Arkansas, Okla 
homa, and Kansas discuss projects for flood « itrol 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 


2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations 
the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1920, amounting in to 
$990,000 ; also draft of proposed legislation affecting an existing 
appropriation of the War Department (H. Doe. No. 137); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


Under clause 
were taken from 
281. A 


for 


} 
ali 


282. A letter from the chairman of the Joint Committee on 
Internal Revenue Taxation, transmitting report of the commit 
tee, dated December 22, 1927 (pursuant to the revenue act of 


1926) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means 


REPORTS 


COMMITTEES ON 
RESOLUTIONS 

clause 2 of Rule XITT, 

CRAMTON: Committee on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND 


Under 


Mr H. R 


9136. 


A bill making appropriations for the Department of the In 
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 255). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
Mr. HOFFMAN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 23 

A bill to amend section 47d of the national defense act. as 
amended, so as to authorize an allowance of 1 cent a mile for 
subsistence of candidates in going to and returning from camp ; 
| without amendment (Rept. No. 256). Referred to the Com 
| mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILL of Washington: Committee on Irrigation and 


Reclamation. S. 1661. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to transfer the Okanogan project, in the State of 
Washington, to the Okanogan irrigation district upon payment 
of charges stated; with amendment (Rept. No. 257). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee 





on Military Affairs 
| H. R. 244. A bill to enable members of the Reserve Officers’ 
| Training Corps who have interrupted the course of training 
prescribed in the act of June 4, 1920, to resume such training 
and amended accordingly section 47c of that act: without 
amendment (Rept. No, 258). Referred to the House Calendar. 


OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 


RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. QUIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
bill for the relief of William G. Beaty, deceased: without 
amendment (Rept. No, 259). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. JOHNSON 


REPORTS BILLS AND 


S983. A 


of Illinois: Committee on Military Affairs 
| H. R. 8988. A bill for the relief of Milton Longsdorf: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 260). Referred to the Committee of the 
‘ Whole House. 
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Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8989. 
A bill correcting the military record of William H. Murphy: 
without amendment (Rept. No. 261). Referred to the Com- 
mitiee of the Whole House, 

Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9000. 
A bill to correct the military record of John Ralston; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 262). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, 


Mr. GLYNN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9002. A 
bill for the relief of Clarence G, Stonestreet; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 263). Referred to the Comnnittee of the 
Whole House 

Mr. GLYNN: 
bill for the relief 
(Rept. No, 264). 
House 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9017. A 
bill to reinstate Joe Burton Coursey in the West Point Military 
Academy, without amendment (Rept. No. 265). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 


Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9014. A 
of Anthony Mullen; without amendment 


Referred to the Committee of the Whole 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9125) to amend 
section 301, laws relating to United States Veterans’ Bureau 
and war risk insurance; to the Committee on World War Vet- 
erans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (CH. R. 9126) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at the eity of Blakely, Ga.; to the Com 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9127) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Donalsonville, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. BR, 9128) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at the city of Cairo, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill CH, R. 9129) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Sylvester, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9130) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Pelham, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9131) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Edison, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H1. R. 9132) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Camilla, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9133) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Colquitt, Ga.; to the Commitiee on Public 
Suildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9134) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Arlington, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WARREN: A bill (H. R. 9135) to authorize the pur- 
chase of the Fairfield Canal & Turnpike Co.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 9136) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1929. and for other purposes; committed to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9137) granting the 
consent of Congress to the highway department of the State 
of Tennessee to eonstruct a bridge across the Cumberland 
River on the Lebanon-Hartsville road in Wilson and Trousdale 
Counties, Tenn.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 9138) to grant a World 
War service pension to certain disabled soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the World War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ry Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9139) granting the 
consent of Congress to the highway department of the State 
ot Tennessee to construct a bridge across the Cumberland River 
on the LaFayette-Celina road in Clay County, Tenn.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 9140) amending the tariff 
act of 1922, approved September 21, 1922; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 9141) for the allowance of cer- 
tain claims for extra labor above the legal day of eight hours 
at certain navy yards certified by the Court of Claims; to the 
Committee on Claims, 
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sy Mr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 9142) to amend section 71 
of the Judicial Code as amended by changing time of holding 
court at El Dorado and Harrison, Ark.; to the Committee o) 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 9143) to amend the immi 
gration act of 1924; to the Committee on Immigration and 


Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 9144) to provide for th, 
conveyance of certain lands in the State of Wisconsin f 
State park purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9145) to ratify the acti 
of the local board of sales control in respect to contracts entered 
into between the United States and purchasers of surplus wa 
supplies ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 9146) to amend the act of 
Mareh 3, 1915, by extending to the widows or dependents <« 
naval and Marine Corps officers and enlisted men who die and 
to enlisted men who are disabled as a resuit of submarin: 
accidents the same gratuity and pensions as are allowed in thy 
case of aviation accidents; to the Committee on Naval Affair 

By Mr. McREYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 9147) granting th 
consent of Congress to the highway department of the Stat 
of Tennessee to construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge 
across the Tennessee River on the Jasper-Chattanooga road 
in Marion County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORROW: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 157) givin: 
and granting consent to an amendment to the constitution of 
the State of New Mexico, providing a method for executing 
leases and other contracts for the development and production 
of any and all minerals on lands granted or confirmed to said 
State by the act of Congress approved June 20, 1910, and to thy 
enactment of such laws and regulations as may be necessary 
to carry said amendment into effect if it is adopted; to th: 
Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. HOGG: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 158) providin;: 
for the issuance of a special series of postage stamps com- 
memorating the George Rogers Clarke expedition; to the Com 
mittee on Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Resolution (H. Res, 87) to ascertai: 
if the Department of State is adequately equipped in bx 
its foreign and domestic services; to the Committee on Rul 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 9148) for the relief of 
Ensign Jacob E. DeGarmo, United States Navy; to the Com 
mitteé on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R, 9149) for the relief of 
Maj. Chauncey S. MeNeill; to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 9150) granting a pension 
Margaret Drinen; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9151) for th 
relief of Joseph M. Black; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill CH. R, 9152) for the relief of 1! 
heirs of John B. Johnson ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9153) granting a pension to John R. Moo 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9154) grav 
ing an increase of pension to Lucy Wells; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 9155) granting an incr 
of pension to Grace M. Vincent; to the Committee on Inva 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9156) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Neary; to the Committee on Pei 


sions, 


By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 9157) providing for th 
amination and survey of Rye Harbor, N. H.; to the Commit 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9158) granting an incr 
of pension to Minnisota Rial; to the Committee on In 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to Joseph 
Bradshaw ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 9160) for the relief of 
F. M. Rose; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9161) authorizing the President to reap- 
point E. C. Callahan, formerly a captain of Infantry, United 











States Army, a cuptain of Infantry, 1 ted Stat Arty to 
{ tumittee on M litary Affairs 
By Mr. JACOBSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 9162) for the re f of 
tie Bonner; to the Committe ” Claims, 
By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9163) 
uthorizing the Secretary of the Treasur pay Dr. A. W 
marson, of Peever, S. Dal ind tl Peabody Hospita ft 
ster, S. Dak.. for i serv lee nad Suppl be urnls | 
[ndian ; to the ¢ nittee oO ( iiltis 
By Mr. KEARNS A bill (H. R. 9164) ntin un reast 
pensiol to Sarah Gre Pam thi ‘ Lnvalid 
Ls iOiis, 
By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (HL. R. 9165) granting a nerea 
pension to Rachel Newell; to the Comunittee on Invalid 
nei ls 
By Mr. KORELL: A bill (CH. R. 9166) nting incrense oO 
on to Chauncy G. Sleeper: t he Comi wit nm Pension 
By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 9167) granting a p ) 
James Booth: to the Committ m Invalid Penst 
ay Mr. LYON: A Dill CHL. R. 9168) for the relief ef Simm 
Richardson; to the Committee Naval Affair 
By Mr. MERRITT: A bill CHL. BR. 9169) granting nerea 
pension to Mary J Gg ey >» the Commit ‘ I Invalid 
LSLOLS 
By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (H. I 170) gral rn 
nm to Alfred G. Gosting, jr.; ft he Commi ec on l hid 
! ~ 
By Mr. PURNELL: A bill CH. R. 9171) granting an inereas 
pension to Mary Eb. Faunce to the Committee on Inyatid 
“LOLS, 
Also. a bill (CH. R. 9172) granting a pension to Nora EF. Shaw; 
Comimnittee on Invalid Pensior 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9173) granting an increase of pension to 
wunda J. Harris; to the Committes n Invalid Pensions 
Also, A bill (HL. R. 9174) for tl elief of Charles W. Sum 
to the Committee on Clai 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 9175) for the relief of George W. Me 
on: to the Committee ou Claims 
Mr. SCHAFFER: A bi (H. R. 9176) granting vl 
Pauline Zacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill CH. R. 9177) for the reli 
e Cumberland & Liberty Mills, of Jacksonville, Fla.; to the 


Committee on Claims 
By Mr. SHREVE: A 
nsion to Margaret A. 


bill (H. R. 9178S) gr: 
Allison: to the ¢ 
sions. 


By Mr. THOMPSON ; 





A bill CHI. R. 9179 ing an increase 
pension to Susana Place; to the Con t aod id 
IS, 
Al a bill (11. R. 9180) granting a pension to Elizubet 
Rosenbauer: to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 9181) granting an in 
f pension to Araminta M. Smith; the Commitiee on 


Invalid 
Also, 


Pensions. 


a bill (H. R. 9182) placing John A. McAlister, jr.. on the 


ired list of the Army as a lieutenant colonel; to the Com 
tee on Military Affairs 
By Mr. YON: A bill (H. R. 9188) providing for the examina- 


nh and survey of the Pensacoin Harbor, Fla.; to the Committee 


Kivers and Harbors 


By Mr. WARE: A bill (HL. R. 9184) granting an increase of 

sion to Emily L. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 9185) granting an increase 

pension to Anna H. Lowrey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers w 
the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 





1832. By Mr. BROWNING: Petition against the Lankford bill 

H. R. 78) or any other Sunday observance bill; to the Commit 
on the District of Columbia. 

(333. Also, petition against the Lankford bill (HI. R. 78) on 


other compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Commi 
i the District of Columbia. 
1334. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of 


er petitioners, protesting against 


Mrs. E. A, rand and 


nactment of House bill 78, 


compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
‘ District of Columbia. 
1385. Also, petition of J. J. Huggins and other residents of 
ernational Falls, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
| 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 


ee on the District of Columbia. 





Also, | i ! I A. Sti la 108 residk 
Du h, Min I sting aga i i en of Hows 
bill TS, the yupulsory Sunday obser ! bill: t e Commi 
on District of Columbi 
loaf. By Mr. CARTER: Peti H uh Ane | 
l \ ers, protesting agi pussag f tl e bill 78 
Stimcas ) to ? { mil Listy { umb 
Ss \lso, 1 l lL’ i I ahiel many it festinyg 
gainst the [tissa of Hou I 7 l Sunday bill h 
( n tl Disiri of ¢ 
I \ t bow Ma Su ! wl m \ ier 7 
in vainst the passug Tious ill 7S. the Su iy bill 
(on tt the District of Columbia 
140), Also, pr moot Mr. W 1. L.. Hynes and many « r 
> sting agus lie pMIssae bietise bill «oS, the Sund i 
to the Comiunittes un the Distrik of Columbia 
Is41. By Mr. CHALMERS ’etition against compul y Sun 
‘ SeTVAD igned by tdents of Sylwia Ohio; to the 
‘ Piper te m the Distris it Columbia 
I342. By Mr. CLARKE: Petition from the itizens of Bin 
| mand Sherburne, N. Y., against compuisory Sund vty 
“t uli to the Committee on the District of Columbin 
43. By Mr. COLE of Lowa: Petition of Mrs. C. A. Cook and 
S cline siers, members of a missionury society, of Union, lowa, 
! i} fo rid peace; also M. EK. Hinkley and 26 other 
i. eta tx of Mount yernon Iowa favoring strongiv 
rolup nd ivorable action on French proposal for more 
! bails peration and lat assurabee of peace pproeving 
t yuiblic mouney te se e better understanding and more 
f ais id peaceable relations with all foreign countries: in 
ppo n >» proposition to spend ST700.000,000 to add to the 
{ States Navy strength: to tl Committee on Foreign 
Alfat 
lott. Al petition of Mrs. HL. B. Batchelder and 25 other 
‘ * W. BE. Nicholson ant 127 other citizens, and Claud D 
Whitney and 100 other citizer of Marshalltown, Iowa, pro 
testing against the passage of the COMLPULSOrS Sunday obseryv- 
ance bill (H. R. 7s rany other tional religious legislation 
hich may be pending: to the Committee on the District of 
( unbia 
45. By Mr. CONNOLLY of in: Joint memorial 
the Puper Trade Association Iphia. Paper Manu 
f ivers of Philadelphia, Phil: Pbypothet2, and inde 
pendent Mail Users, in behalf o Vision of the tal rates; 
{ Com Tes 1 the Post Office and Post Roads 
iG. By Mr. COOPER of Wi nsi i m of citizens of 
Mi 1 Junction, Wis., protesting again the passage of Llouse 


bill 7S or any ether compulsory Sunday observance legistation ; 
to the Commitee on the Distri of Columbia 

47 Iso, petition of citizens of Janesville, Wis., protesting 
y ' t pussage of Hou bill TS. or any other compulsory 
Sunday b-ervance legislation: to the Committee on the D 
tr! of Coitunbia 

1348. Also, petition of citizens of Kenosha, Wis., protesting 
igainst the pussage of House bill 78. or any other compulsory 
Sumlauy observance legislition; to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia 

In4o. By Mr. CORNING: Petition of sundry citizens of the 


of 
known 


Albany, protesting against the pussage of House bill 7s, 


as the Lankford bill, relating to Sunday observance in 


the District of Columbia: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

i350. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition signed by Wm. 8S. Ack 
son, of Lum. Mich., and 42 other residents of that ‘ iit 
protesting against the passage of any compulsory Sund ob 


ervance bills: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

51. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition by citizens of Mont 
gomery County, N. Y., against compulsory Sundays ervance 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1352. By Mr. CULLEN: Petitions signed by citizens of Brook 
lyn, N. Y., protesting against the issage of the Lankford com 
pulsory Sunday observance law: to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia 

353. B DICKINSON of M ur Petitions from eit 


Mr 


zens of Bate mi Cass Counties, Mo., containing 233 signa 
ures, protesting against the Lar kford compulsory Sanday ob 
servance bill (EL R. 78): to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

1354. By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of Will S. Goff and others, 
remoustrating against the passage of House bill 78: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

i255. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of C. H. Walsh and 


ns of Auburn, Calif., protesting against the I 
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ford Sunday closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


1356. Also, petition of Dr, L. B. Barnes and other citizens, of | 


Newcastle, Calif., protesting against the Lankford 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

1357. Also, petition of J. L. Fitzsimmons and other citizens, 
of Los Molinos, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1358. Also, petition of J. C. Rasmussen, of Camino, Calif., and 
various other citizens, of El Dorado County, Calif., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

i359. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Earl D. White 
and S21 other citizens, of Missoula, Mont., protesting against 
ihe passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 7 

1360. Py Mr. FISHER: Petition of 53 petitioners of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., favoring increase of pensions to Civil War soldiers 
and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

361. By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Petition of 215 citizens 
of Hamilton, Butler County, Ohio, praying for the defeat of 
liouse bill 78, making Sunday observance compulsory; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

In6z2. By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: Petition of Patriotic 
Order Sons of America of Pennsylvania, representing 150,000 
native citizens in annual convention, advocating restriction of 
immigration and the deportation of undesirable aliens; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1563. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Lima, Ohio, protest- 
ing against enactment of House bill 78, or any other bill for 
enforcing Sunday observance in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1864. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Whittemore Bros. Co., 
Cambridge, Mass., recommending passage of the Capper-Kelly 


fair trade bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
1365. By Mr. HOGG: Petitions signed by sundry citizens of 


Fort Wayne, Ind., protesting against the passage of House bill 
75; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1306. By Mr. HOPE: Petition of citizens of Finney County, 
Kaus., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, known as 
the Lankford bill, relating to the Sunday observance in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1367. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Sherman Stokes and 272 
other residents of Branch County, Mich., protesting against 
the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation for 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

i368. By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of C. KE. Falkner, 
together with a great many other residents of Bessemer, Ala., 
Birmingham, Ala., and Jefferson County, Ala., in opposition to 
House bill 78, the District of Columbia Sunday bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1369. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of the sixth 
congressional district of Michigan, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 78, known as the compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1370, By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of 
De Kalb County, Tenn., to increase Civil War veterans’ and 
widows’ pensions; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

L371. By Mr. KORELL: Petition of citizens of Portland, 
Oreg., protesting against the passage of the compulsory Sun- 
day observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

372. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition signed by Lewis Freder- 
ickson, of Brainerd, Minn., and others, protesting against com- 
pulsory Sunday Observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1373. Also, petition signed by Mrs. John Doulchn, of Bemidji, 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday ob- 


ro 


servance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 
1374. Also, petition signed by Nels Kofsiad, of Bemidji, 


against compulsory Sunday ob- 
Committee on the District of 


Minn., and others, protesting 
servance legislation; to the 
Columbia. 

1375, Also, petition signed by Mrs. Enga Christopherson, of 
Pequot, Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sun- 
day observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


Sunday | 


— 
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1376. Also, petition signed by A. J. Frank, of Remer, Min) 
and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observanc, 
legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1377. Also, petition signed by Mrs. J. O. Nimlos, of Reme; 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday 0! 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1378. Also, petition signed by Dr. C. J. 
Minn., and others, protesting against 
servance legislation; to the 
Columbia. 

1379. Also, petition signed by 
Minn., and others, protesting 
servance legislation: to the 
Columbia. 

1380. Also, petition signed by 
Minn., and others, protesting 
servance legislation; to the 
Columbia. 

1381. Also, petition signed by Mrs. C. Roberts, 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory 


of Bemidj 
Sunday ol 
Distric s 


Larson, 
compulsory 
Committee on the 


William A, Patters« 
against compulsory 
Committee on the 


mn, of Rey 
Sunday 
District 


John 
against 


Committee 


of Brain: 
Sunday o 
District 


E. Fourre, 
compulsory 
on the 


of Braine 
Sunday 


servance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia, 

1382. Also, petition signed by Paul Englund, of Bemid 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday 
servance legislation: to the Committee on the District « 


Columbia. 

1383. Also, petition signed by Reier Anderson, 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the 
Columbia. 

1584. Also, petition signed by Mrs. H. M. Hall, of Rem: 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday o| 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1385. Also, petition signed by J. H. Mark, of Wadena, Mi: 
and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observa 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1386. Aliso, petition signed by B. F. Ives, of Sauk Cente! 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday ol 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District « 
Columbia. 

1387. Also, petition signed by Mrs. R. J. Wetherbee, of Cro 
Wing, Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sund 


of Verndal 
Sunday 
District 


observance legislation: to the Committee on the District « 
Columbia. 
1388. Also, petition signed by R. W. Magneson, of Four Tow: 


Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia, 

1389, Also, petition signed by Lester Hildebrand, of Brainerd 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday o! 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1390, Also, petition signed by A. W. Sitz, of Grand Rapids, 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday o! 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 

1391. By Mr. McKEOWN: Petition of L. M. Young, A. N. 
Trousdale, L. Higgins, Mrs. Laura Blaneett, W. A. Ball, et a 
to increase pensions Civil War veterans; to the Committee ou 
Invalid Pensions. 

1392. By Mr. MCREYNOLDS: Petitions from the citizens of 
the town of Cleveland, Tenn., protesting against the passage ©! 
the Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on t) 
District of Columbia. 

1393. By Mr. MONAST: Petition advoeating increase of p: 
sions for Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Inyali: 
Pensions. 

1394. By Mrs. NORTON: Petition of William Beckman et al 
protesting against House bill 78; to the Committee on the Di 
trict of Columbia. 

1395. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Lake Pla 
Chamber of Commerce, Lake Placid, N. Y., favoring the passas: 
of a project for the construction of a privately owned and « 
trolled vehicular bridge to span Lake Champlain betwee: 
Rouses Point, N. Y., and Alburg, Vt.; to the Committee ©: 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

1396. Also, petition of the New York State Federation 
Labor, opposing the proposal to reduce the size of paper money ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 

1397. By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Petition of Ralfe BE. Whi 
aker and 41 other citizens of*Henderson County, Tex., protestive 
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gainst any compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to th 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

1398. By Mr. SINNOTT’ Petition of numerous citizens of 
Bend, Oreg., protesting ag st enactment of House bill 78, the 
Lankford bill, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance 


wislation: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1399. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens 

Kittanning, Pa., in favor of legislation to provide an increase 

pension for Civil War veterans ond their dependents; to the 

mimnittee on Invalid Pensions. 

1400. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of San Diego, Calif 
protesting against Compulsory Sunday observance luws; to the 

mmittee on the District of Columbia 

1401. Also, petition of citizens of La Mesa, Calif., and other 

mmunities, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 
iws; to the Committee the District of Columbia 

1402. Also, petition of citizens of Palo Verde Valley, Calif., 


protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws: to the 
nmittee on the District of Columbia 

1403. Also, petition of citizens of Banning, Calif... and other 
mmunities, protesting against compulsory Sunday observan 

; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1404. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside, Calif., 
munities, protesting against compulsory Sunday 

iws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1405. Also, petition of citizens of Escondido, Calif., protesting 
gainst compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 


n the District of Columbia 


and other 


observance 


Y 
i 
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SENATE 


Piurspay, -/ "] 7. 192 
( Le lat fa Wednesda January if ) ) 
The sehate reassembled t 12 clock m ridian t Lpira- 
tion of the recess 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the ab a 
quorum 
The VICE PRESIDENT The clerk will call the 
lhe legislative clerk called the roll nd tl followi sen 
aAftors A wered tf their imes 
hur hdw Is McKel Shipst I 
l I Mel ' Ss t I 
rs l MeMastet Smoot 
i ! er M ry Steck 
Black (reorge Mavyiield Steiwe 
! ‘ qGerr Metealt St hens 
Blea Gillet Neely Swunsonu 
Lorah Gould Norbeck Thomas 
Brookhart Greet Norri Trammetl 
Broussard Hale Nve lydings 
sruce Harr Oddie ryson 
‘ 1» Ilarrisor Overman Wagner 
( wa Hlavden Chipp Walsh. Ma 
‘ land liefl Vin VW sh, Mont 
Couzens Llowe Ransde Warren 
Curtis Jobnson Reed. Mo Waterman 
‘ ting Jones Reed, a Wt l 
Da Kend ‘ Robinson, Ark, Wil 
[er i Keyes Robinse Ind 
Li King Sackett 
Edge La Follett Sheppard 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana My colleague the senior Sen- 
j} ator from Indiana {Mr. Warson] is necessarily absent I ask 


1406. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of Mr. F. L. Williams and 
16 other citizens of the seventh district of Georgia, protesting 
guinst compulsory Sunday observance legislation: to the Com 
iittee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1407. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition of numerous residents of 
Louisville, Ky., protesting against compulsory observance: to 
he Committee on the District of Columbia 

1408. Also, petition of numerous residents of Louisville, Kvy., | 


protesting against compulsory observance ; 


the District of Columbia 


to the Committee on 


1409. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 70 citizens of Van 
Wert, Ohio, praying for early passage of a bill granting more 
liberal pensions to Civil War veterans and widows; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions 


1410. By Mr. THURSTON: Petition of 17 citizens of Lamoni, | 


Decatur County, Iowa, requesting the Congress of the United 
States to enact legislation to increase pensions now allowed to 
‘terans of the Civil War and their dependents: to the Commit 
tee on Invalid Pensions 

1411. Also, petition of 66 citizens of Osceola, Clarke County. 
[owa, requesting the Congress of the United States to enact 
gislation to increase pensions now allowed to veterans of the 
Civil War and their dependants: to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

1412. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of 81 residents 
if St. Louis, Mich., protesting against House bill 78, or 
ther bill providing for compulsory Sunday observance; to 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

1413. By Mr. WASON: Petition of residents of Keene, N 


any 
the 


2 


rotesting against the enactment into a law of House bill 78: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1414. By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of citizens of Rutherford 
County, N. C., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 

1415. By Mr. WELLER: Petition of citizens from the State 
f New York, protesting against the enactment of the Lankford 
ompulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1416. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition of a number of citi- 
of Burke, 8S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday 
observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1417. By Mr. WINTER: Resolutions of Greybull Lions Club, 
Greybull, Wyo.; to the Committee on Agriculture 


‘ns 


1418. Also, petition by residents of Goshen County, Wryo., 
against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1419. By Mr. WURZBACH: Petition of Mrs. G. M. Jorgen 

m, Mary Kelly, G. M. Jorgenson, Robert Henry, and other 


citizens of San Antonio, Bexar County, Tex., protesting against 
he passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1420. Also, petition of A. J. Day, R. N. O'Neal, J. O. Hichek, 
Thos. G. Morgan, A. E. Mahan, W. F. Redding, and other citi 
‘ns of Corpus Christi, Nueces County, Tex., protecting against 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


iat this announcement may stand for the day 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-one Senators 
wered to their names, a quorum is present 


hiving an- 


PETITIO. ROAD FROM NIA¢ RA ALLS To ASH INGTON 
Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, [ present a resolution 
| adlopted by the Niagara County (N. Y.) Board of Supervisors. in 
the nature of a petition. which I ask may be printed in the 
Reeorp and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads 
There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp. as follows: 
Supervisor Canavan offered the following preamble and resolution and 
a ved tl adoption I the resolution 
Whereas there = p nding th Congress of th ar 1 States a 
ill introduced by Representative WitttamM P. Honapay, of Illinois 
vhich provides fer the mstruction of several hard-surfaced Feder 
rst ids, including route No. 64, extending from Niagara Falls, N. Y 
Washington, D. C.: and 
Whereas the ntunl mst tion of the proposed Route No. 64 
would afford necded relief for traffic congest ym betw th ities of 
\ ra Falls and Buffalo and would be of er mimercial value to 
imunitic iffected : Now therefore be it 
Resoived, Vhat the Niagara County Board of Supery does } by 
c ictment ito law of e aforesaid Holaday bill: and it 
i 
Nn al 1, That the clerk of this board be, and h ix hereby. directed 
to forward ypies of this resolution to the Hons. RoyaL S. ¢ BLAND 
1 RopertT I WacGNer, United States Senators, and to Congressman 
s. WV LA DEMPSEY, Washingion, D, ¢ 
resolution was adopted, 
STATE OF NEW YORK 
Countu of Niagara s 
This is to certify that I, the undersizr clerk of the B I of iper- 
of the Count of Ningara. ha mypired th wegoing f 
yjlution with the original resolution now on file in t oft ind 
which was passed by the board of ipervisors of said cor n the SOth 
day ff December 1927 nd that ft me j a correct and true 
transcript of sich original resolution and of the whole thereof 
In witness whereof I ha h into my hand and the official seal 
the board of sup ors this Sth day of January, 1028 
SEAI reo H, Kruct 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
MINING LPERIMENT STATIONS 
Mr. ODDIE, from the Committee on Mines and Mining. to 


| 


vhich was referred the bill (S. 2079) authorizing an appropria 
tion for mining experiment stations of the United States Bureau 
of Mines, without amendment and moved if 
‘eferred on Appropriations, which was 
to 


reported if tiat Toes 


to the Committee 


igreed 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 


consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. McKELLAR: 
A bill (S. 2496) granting the consent of Congress to the 


department of the State of Tennessee to construct a 
the Cumberland River the Dover-Clarksville 


road in Stewart County, Tenn.: to the Committee on Commerce. 


hichway 


bridge across on 


By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 2497) to amend section 543 of title 28 of the United 
States Cod and 

(By request.) <A bill (S. 2498) to amend section 18 of the 
Judicial Code (U.S. C., title 18, ch. 1, see. 22); to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary, 


sy Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: 
A bill (S. 2499) authorizing the President of the United 


Samuel Woodfill to the position and rank of 
cuptain in the Army of the United States and immediately 
retire him with the rank and pay of a captain; to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


Stutes to 


appoint 


A bill (S. 2500) for the relief of Timothy C. Harrington: and 

A bill (S. 2501) for the relief of Wellington Johnson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2502) granting an increase of pension to Nancy BE. 


Taylor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2508) granting a pension to George Kinley (with 
accompanying Pipers) ; , 

A bill (S. 2504) granting a pension to James W. Shaw; and 

A bill (S. 2505) granting increase of pensions under the 
general law to soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and their dependents, for disability incurred in service 
in line of duty, and authorizing that the records of the War 
and Navy Departments be accepted as to incurrence of a dis- 


ability in service in line of duty; to the Committee on Pensions, | 


By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2506) to amend the packers and stockyards act, 
1921; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill 2507) to amend paragraphs 7438, 746, 757, 763, and 
770 of schedule 7 of the tariff act of 1922, relative to agricul- 
tural products; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2508) providing that freight, express, and pas- 
senger rates shall not be increased without authority of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and providing that shippers 
shall be given at least 60 days’ notice of hearings on applica- 


(S. 


tion for increase of rates; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
lerce 
By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 


A bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 


IJ. Hadley: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 2510) amending section 1 of the act of March 38, 
1883 (27 Stat. L. 751), providing for the method of selling real 


estate under an order or decree of any United States court; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 2511) to change the name of St. Vincent's Orphan 
Asylum, and amend the act entitled “An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to incorporate St. Vineent’s Orphan Asylum, 
in the District of Columbia,’ approved February 25, 1831”; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 2512) for the relief of Madie Byrd Tootle; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 


A bill (S, 2513) for the relief of John H. Morse; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2514) for the relief of Mrs. Richard Bell Buchanan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 


A bill (8S. 2515) for the relief of the owners of the steam tug 
hua Le vett: 
A bill (S. 2516) 
the American steam tug 
A bill (S. 2517) 
dation Coastu 
By Mr 
A bill 
Me Dermott 
Pensions. 
By Mr. JOIINSON: 
A bill (S. 2519) for the relief of Robert W. Miller; to the 
Military Affairs, 


Jo 
for the relief of the owners and/or receiver 
W. S. Holbrook; and 

for the relief of the owner of barge Consoli- 
Vo. 10; to the Committee on Claims, 
EDWARDS: 
(S. 2518) granting an increase of pension to James 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 


ine 


Committee on 
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; of 
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By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2520) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Jane Corsen (with accompanying paper's); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 2521) to reduee night work in the Postal Service: 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL: 


A bill (S. 2522) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Willoughby Osterhaus; to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. BROOKHART: 


A bill (S. 2523) to amend the act entitled “An act for ti 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, and acts in ame) 
ment thereof; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

INVESTIGATION RELATIVE TO SINKING OF THE SUBMARINE “Ss-(” 

Mr. TRAMMELL submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
109), which, on his request, Was ordered to lie over under tly 
rule: 

Resolved, That a committee composed of five Senators, to be appoir 
the President of the Senate, is hereby authorized and created 
Resolved further, That it shall be the duty of the said committe+ 


by 


investigate the full facts of the sinking of the submarine S-—}; 
collision on December 17, 1927, with the United States Coast Gu 
destroyer Paulding off the Massachusetts coast, and the rescue 


salvage operations carried on by the United States Navy subseque 
thereto, Ali hearings before the committee shall be open to the pub 
Resolved further, That to carry ont and give effect to the provisio) 


subpenas, administer oaths, summon witnesses, require the production 
and papers, and testimony taken before any pri 
officer in any State or Territory of the United States. 

Resolved further, That the said committee shall immediately proc 
with the and not later than March 15, 1928, n 
its report to the Senate. 


books receive 


said investigation 


POWER OR RESERVOIR SITES 

On motion of Mr. Smoot, the bill (S. 1813) to amend section 
13, chapter 431, of an act approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 
855), so as to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
trust and final patents on lands withdrawn or classified as power 
or reservoir sites, With a reservation of the right of the United 
States or its permittees to enter upon and use any part of su 
land for reservoir or power-site purposes, was recommitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. NYE subsequently reported the foregoing bill from tly 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys and moved that it be 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, which was agreed to. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE 

On motion of Mr. WARREN, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was discharged from the further consideration of the | 
(S. 1922) making an appropriation to pay the State of Ma: 
chusetts for expenses incurred and paid, at the request of | 
President, in protecting the harbors and fortifying the co: 
during the Civil War, in accordance with the findings of 
Court of Claims and Senate Repert No. 764, Sixty-sixth C 
gress, third session, and it was referred to the Committers 
Claims, 

On motion of Mr, SHorrrince, the Committee on the 
diciary was discharged from the further consideration of | 
bill (S. 1268) to further amend section 4756 of the Revised 
Statutes, and it was referred to the Committee on Naval Affai 

On motion of Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania, the Committee 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further considerati: 
of the bill (S. 2407) to authorize the admission of equipment 
material free of duty, and it was referred to the Committee 
Finance. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Farre! 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the Heuse had passed tlie 
fellowing bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested th: 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R.519. An act for the relief of Joseph F. Ritcherdson ; 

H. R. 802. An act to correct the military record of Curtis |’. 
Wise: 

H.R. 871. act for the relief of William Earhart; 

H. R. 971. An act for the relief of James K. P. Welch; 

H. R. 972. An act for the relief of James C. Simmons, aliis 
James C. Whitlock: 

H. R. 1072. An act for the relief of George Adams; 

H. R. 1073. An aet for the relief of Richard Brannan; 

H. R. 1530. An act to amend the military record of William I. 
Wheeler ; 


An 
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H.R 
H.R 
Dewltt 


1533. An act for the relief of Theodore Herbert: 
1534. An act te correct the military record 


Marvin; 


of John 


H. R. 1537. An act for the relief of William R. Connolly; 

H. R. 1589. An act for the relief of John J. Waters; 

H. R. 1590. An act to correct the records of the War Depart 
t to show that Guy Cariton Baker and Calton C. Bake 


Carlton C. Baker is one and the same 


HH 


person ; 


R. 1931. An act for the relief of Daniel Mangan: 
H. R. 1970. An act for the relief of Dennis W. Scott: 
H. R. 2272. An act for tl relief of William Morin; 
H. R. 2284. An act for the relief of Lucius Bell; 
H. R. 2204. An act for t relief of George H. Gilbert; 
H. R. 2296. An act to amend the military record of Robert 
Zink ; 


H. R. 2422. 


Kidwell : 


An act to 


H. R. 2472. An act for the relief of Emile Genireux; 

H. R. 2482. An act for the relief of John Jakes: 

H. R. 2525. An act for the relief of Harvey Dunkin; 

H. R. 2524. An act for the relief of Mary M. Jones; 

H. R. 2526. An act for the relief of William Perkins; 

H. R. 2528. An act for the relief of J. W. La Bare; 

Hi. R. 2649. An act authorizing the President to reappoint 
John P. Pence, formerly an officer in the Signal Corps, United 


an officer in the 
An act for the relief 
Richter ; 
An act 


tes Army, 
H. R, 2808. 
Henry W. 
H. R. 2809. 
Thomas ; 
H. R. 38041. 
H. R. 3049. 
H. R. 3145. An act 
H. R. 3166. An act 
Burt H. Libbey; 


Army : 


Richter, daughter 


Signal Corps, United States 
of Ella G 


for the relief of the heirs of Jaeob 


An act 
An act 


for the relief of Alfred St 

for the relief of Alexander 
for the relief of Willis B 
for the relief of Bert 


Dennis: 
Ashbaugh ; 
Cross: 


H Libbey, alias 


H. R. 3192. An act for the relief of John Costigan: ; 
H. R. 3216. An act for the relief of Margaret T. Head, ad- 


inistratrix ; 


H. R. 3241. An act for the relief of Seymour Buckley; 

H. R. 3315. An act for the relief of Charles A. Black, alias 
\ngus Black 

H. R. 3352. An act for the relief of Estle David: 

H. R. 3394. An act for the relief of W. P. Thompson; 

H. R. 3400. An act to correct the military record of Andrew B. 


Ritter 

H. R. 3440. An act for the relief of Alvin H. Tinker; 

H. R. 3458. An act for the relief of Charles Beretta, Isidore 
1. Proulx, and John J. West; 


An act for the relief of George A. Winslow; 
3467. An act for the relief of Giles Gordon; 
.3510. An act to authorize the President, by and with 
he advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Capt. George 
i. Kraul a captain of Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920; 
H. R. 3673. An act for the relief of Maj. F. Ellis Reed; 
H. R. 3723. An act for the relief of John M. Andrews; 


ota. 


t. 3466. 
> 
u 





H. R. 3737. An act for the relief of John T. O'Neil; 

H. R. 3926. An act for the relief of Joseph Jameson ; 

H. R. 3969. An act for the relief of James E. Westcott; 

H. R. 3993. An act for the relief of Adam B. Ackerman, alias 


Adam B. Aunkerman; 
H. R. 4013. An act for the relief of Charles R 
H. R. 4027. An act for the retief of the widow of 
oward; 
H. R. 4079. 
H. R. 4080. An act 
H. R. 4104. An act 
illiam Cole; 
H. R. 4168. An act for the relief of John Strevy, deceased ; 
H. R. 4208. An act for the relief of A. S. Guffey; 
H. R. 4280. An act to correct the military record of John W 
Cleavenger, deceased; 

H. R. 4536. An act for the relief of Fred R. Nugent: 

H. R. 4652. An act for the relief of Charlie R. Pate; 

H. Rt. 4654. An act for the relief of Kennedy F. Foster: 

H. R. 4655. An act for the relief of David E. Goodwin: 

H. R. 4660. An act to correct the military record of Charles 
Kk. Lowe: 

H. R. 4661. 
Mullins; 

H. R. 4702. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Benjamin S. McHenry ; 

H. R. 4707. An act for the relief of Calvin H. Burkhead; 

H. R. 4777. An act to compensate Robert F. Yeaman for 
the loss of certain carpenter tools which was incurred by reason 


Stevens: 


Warren V. 


An act for the relief of William A. Hynes; 
for the relief of William Smith; 
to correct the military record 


of James 


\ 


> 


An act to correct the military record of William 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


1365 


f a fire in the Gover ut ea Old Hickory Ordnan 
| Jeorw) 

H. R. 4902 An t te cor t i Vi i f Cl I 
Robertson ; 

H. RK. 4926. An a f the relief I i I “l ¢ 





I. R. 4927. An act for the relief of Ft is Sweeney 

H.R “io. An aet for the relief ¢ J M. Wins 

H. R. 5224. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner 

H. R. 5228. An act for the reli f Finas M. Williams 

H. R. 5230. An act to rrect the military record leas 
R. W. Harri 

H. R. 523 An Col i y re l J 

H. R. 5232. An act rrect the military 1 rd of Owen J 
‘> 


H An act for the relief of Jacob Webb 








H.R An act for the reli of Christine Brenzinger 

H. R. 53800. An act for the relief of Lewis H. Francke and 
Blanche F. Shelley, sole legal heirs of Ralph K. Warrington : 

H. R. 5336. An act for the relief of John J. Corcoran: 

H. R. 5338. An act for the relief of land M. Baker; 

Hi. R. 5380. An act to correct the military record of G. W 
Gilkison ; 

H. R. 5381. An act to correct the military reeord of Thomas 
Spurrier : 

H. R. 5383. An act to correct the military record of John W 


Siple: 


H. R. 5424. An act for the relief of Anthony Schwartzen 
berger: 
H. R. 5894. An act for the relief of the State Bank & Trust 
Co., of Fayetteville, Tenn. ; 
H. R. 5923. An act for the relief of the Sanitarium Co., of 
Portland, Oreg.; 
H. R. 5994. An act for the relief of George C. Hussey; 
H. R. 6005. An act for the relief of Edward J. Boyle 
H. R. 6006. An act for the relief of Patrick J. Langan; 
H. R. 6007. An act for the relief of John Magill: 


| 


| 


| 
| 


} 


| 


H. R. 6116. 
H. R. 6162 
H. R. 6180 
H. R. G185. 
shire ; 
H. R. 6282 
H. R. 6364 
H. R. 6389. 
H. R. 6431 
H. R. 6432 


An act for the relief of R. P. Biddle: 

An act for the relief of Thomas M. Ross; 
An act for the relief of William H. Armstrong: 
An act for the relief of Thomas Jefferson 


Shrop- 


An act for the relief of Henry Shull: 
An act for the relief of Edward Tigh; 
An act for the relief of Samuel Pelfrev: 
An act for the relief of Lewis H. Easterly; 
An act for the relief of James E. Moyer; 
H. R. 6438. An act for the relief of David Parrett: 
H. R. 6442. An act for the relief of Ralph H. La 
name appears in the Army records as Ralph C. Lasher; 
H. R. 6579. An act for the relief of James W. Kingon; 
H. R. 6619. An act for lief of the of William 
Bardel: 


cher. wh e 


the re estate 


H. R. 6829. An act to remove the charge of desertion agninst 
Israel Brown and to grant him an honorable discharge 
H. R. 6917. An act to correct the military record of Sylvester 


‘orest: 


R. 7110. An act for the relief of Frances L. Dickinson; 


H. R. 7227. An act for the relief of William H. Dotson; 

H. R. 7228. An act for the relief of Frederick Leininger; 

H. R. 7229. An act for the relief of Henry Simmons; 

H. R. 7553. An act for the relief of James Neal: 

H. R. 7779. An act for the relief of William H. Wagoner: 

H. R. 7992. An act for the relief of Sally Mattie Macready, 


| widow of Edward Daniel Macready; 


H.R 


8092. An act fer the relief of I ndolph Sia 
H. R. 8093. An act for the relief of John Rooks; 
H. R. 8190. An act for the relief of John G. Cassidy; 
H. R. 8370. An act for the relief of Jeremiah F. Mahoney; 


rt O. Tucker ; 
Thomas Murphy: 


H. R. 8509. 


H. R. 8574. 


An act 
An act 


for the relief of Alb 
for the relief f 


H. R. 8589. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Nicholas; 
H. R. 8590. An act for the relief of Nicholas Jones: 
H. R. 8599. An act for the relief of George D. Vedder: 


} 


An act for the relief 
An act for the relief 


H. R. 8627 


H. R. 8628. 


of John Clark; 
of Amos Dahnuff: 


H. R. 8643. An act for the relief of William Taylor Coburn; 

H. R. 8673. An act for the relief of Edward F. Weiskopf ; 

H. R. 8674. An act for the relief of Lester Cooley; 

H. R.S772. An net gras ! a annuit o Dr. Robert P. 
Cooke: 

H. R. 8775. An act for the relief of George P. Bailey: 

H. R. 8778. An act for the relief of William W. Woodruff; 
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H. R. 8788. An act to correct the military record of Willard 


Thompson, deceased ; 
H.R. S796. An act for the relief of Martin L. Duffy; 
Hi. R. S797. An act for the relief of Clayton H. Adams; 
Hi. R. S798. An act for the relief of William Lentz; 
H. R. 8804. An act for the relief of George W. McNeil; 
Hi. R. 8805. An act for the relief of Martha D. McCune; 
II. J. Res. 93. Joint resolution for the appointment of Paul E. 


Divine, of Tennessee, as member of the Board of Managers of 


t National 


the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; and 
H. J. Res. 135. Joint resolution for the relief of special dis- 
bursing agents of the Alaska Railroad. 
rHE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (S. 


Res, 52) submitted by Mr. McMasrrr, favoring a reduction of 
tariff schedules and the consideration of tariff legislation at the 
present session of Congress, 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, the resolution offered by the junior 


Senator from South Dakota and which favors such revision of 
tariff in of Congress as will afford a better 
balance as between great and powerful industry on the one hand 
and agriculture and smaller business enterprise on the other 


the ihis session 


has provoked a most interesting debate. 
The debate shows an awakening of the Senate to the real 
existence of a tremendous element of dissatisfaction throughout 


America—a dissatisfaction that promises a great element of 
misfortune for the political party which longer ignores the 
appeal for a new order that will find the favors of government 
showered alike upon all people and all sections of the country. 


I shall not at this time argue with those who contend that 
the resolution is not choice at this time. I want only to say 


(hat it sounds and expresses clearly the frame of mind of that 
grent element of our population residing upen farms and in 
communities which find their prosperity or adversity in agri- 
culture It is a frame of mind which statesmen recognize and 
which politicians had best contend if they would save the lives 
their parties. These dissatisfied people are not going to 
listen to all the little niceties which can be uttered in support 
of the present tariff structure. They want a balance in the 
economic field, a balance which the present order makes impos- 


of 


sible. They want and will demand that privileges afforded by 
the tariff be fairly distributed. They want and will demand 
that if industry shall be artificially propped up to a higher 
plane that all industry and labor shall be given equally favor- 
able and helpful props. They want and demand a fair balance. 
Ilow they get it does not matter much, If the only way 


remaining for them to win that fair balance is to pull all indus- 
try down onto the economic plane occupied by themselves they 
will not hesitate to use their influence to help pull industry 
off high horse. That is what can fairly be expected if the 
present order is permitted to prevail. 


its 


Listening to the debate upon this question one finds that 
the opponents of the resolution are assuming the “ leave-well- 
enough-alone”’ attitude, Leave things alone; do not rock the 
boat; do not upset the present order which is giving America 


the most brilliant days of her career! 

I realize that it is most unpopular to differ with this conten- 
tion that we are enjoying a greater prosperity to-day than ever 
before, but I can not it to be much short of criminal to 
fool ourselves longer into the belief that all is well and just as 


see 


it ought to be. There may be prosperity rampant in certain 
quarters, but to declare that prosperity is general is to declare 
falsely. The economic balance or lack of balance really existing 


is alarming to say the least, and is generally considered so by 
unprejudiced minds, 

There has been exlled to my attention an editorial ap- 
pearing in the current issue of the weekly paper known as 
Lubor, which I am going to ask the Senate to listen to at this 
time 


Dy 


1 profs 


William E. Dodd, one of the great historians of this country 
ssor of American history at the University of Chicago, spoke 
the 


ne 


in Washington other night on the question: “Shall American 
farmers become peasants?” 

It was one of the sharpest challenges and warnings ever given from 
a responsible source in a Nation's Capital, Tillers of the soil in 
other ages and countries have been peasants, said Doctor Dodd; “ dust 
feet,” as the Greeks called them. Are ours doomed to the same fate? 
They seem headed that same way. 

They have been “ deflated” for the third time in American history, 
and they may not survive—as farmers, as exponents of the splendid 
rural civilization which has been the basis of our national life, 

America began as a Nation of farmers, desperately in debt. The 
Napoleonic wars sent prices skyward, and the resulting prosperity 
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floated the new ship of state. When Napoleon was caged came 
first great deflation. Prices of farm products dropped to half or 
quarter what they had been. Other prices fell much less. Manu{ 
turers got a tariff to help them; farmers got nothing; they went br 
and went west by millions. 

The Civil War and the years following repeated the process y 
hardly a change, except that the postwar tariff was higher 1 
World War did the same, save that there is no longer a west for t 


farmer to go to. 

“Manufacturing has the tariff,” said Doctor Dodd. ‘ Transporta 
has the Esch-Cummins Act, and 5% per cent. Labor has restricted 
migration—and I did all I could to help pass that immigration 
The farmer has nothing. 

“Secretary Mellon says that the country can not spare anythi 
farm relief 


and in the same breath tells Congress to cut $225,000. 


from the income tax. Our good Democrats in Congress—I am a [Ty 
crat—say that they will cut $400,000,000 from the income tax: 
where is relief for the farmer?” 

Doctor Dodd gave a concrete instance of how the farmer is 
ploited. He has a farm and an orchard in Virginia. 

Last year he sold his apples for 15 cents a barrel. He folloy 


them to Washington, and found exactly similar apples selling at 
rate of $15 a barrel. 

“ What is the remedy?” asked Doctor Dodd. “I do not know: 
I think one could be found. If I were a statesman responsible for 
the welfare of this country, I think Ff should find the remedy or « 
mit suicide. I sometimes wonder if a good many of our public 1 
want to find a remedy.” 

Farmers or peasants? That is the choice. Will history show 
this grim warning, delivered by of the Nation's great 
in the very shadow of the Capitol, was given in vain? 


one studer 


If we approach our work in Congress this winter in t)] 
frame of mind in which leaders would have us, we can not hi 
to accomplish the changes which are so essential. We are, | 
fear, for the most part in a wrong frame of mind to do «a 
thing really constructive. 

We need more than anything else at this time to fac 
facts as they are and resolve to keep them in mind in our co: 
sideration of the many pressing problems before us. 

But from every hand, to keep us in this wrong frame of mind 
comes the cry of prosperity. It is claimed that everything is i 
splendid order and there is no cause whatever for comp! 
from any source. 

It has been suggested to me in correspondence which I h 
had with one of my farmer constituents in North Dakota ¢) 
it might be a splendid idea at this time, in view of the fact t 
there are a great many people wanting to know just where t! 
thing which is called prosperity is, to call the marines fi 
Nicaragua and put them to the task of locating prosperity ly 
at home. 

I have before me a great many newspaper clippings which | 
have collected during the last two or three weeks. I mer 
wish to call to the attention of the Senate some of their h« 
ings. Here is one: 

Secretary Mellon declares business conditions stable, 


And he goes on to show what a wonderfully prosperous y« 
1927 was and states that we may expect a continuation of ft! 
same state of affairs in 1928. “ Speaker Loneworrn,” of 
House, “finds prosperity in all quarters,” according to another 
newspaper story. 

During the Christmas season the Washington papers we! 
filled with accounts of instances of unemployment and dist: 
in the District of Columbia, here in the very shadow of 
National Capitol, whence comes all of this boasting of our gr 
national prosperity. We know that there were scores of ii- 
dividuals and of families right here in Washington needing « 
needing the help of charity, which was given so far as char 
would permit; but yet it is claimed right here in Washingt 
that we are living in an era of prosperity heretofore unkn 
to the Capital or to the Nation. Then came the cold spell dur- 
ing the Christmas holidays and with it Came an announcen\ 
that— 

An army of nearly 700 homeless and unemployed men besieged 
city’s charitable refuges, and that various institutions housed ani 
the largest group of unfortunates seen here since the winter of 1917. 

Reports from mission workers indicated that lodgings were I 
sought by shivering and hungry persons in virtually every secti 
the Capital, 


And yet it is claimed we are in an era of the greatest prv> 
perity the Nation has ever known. 

In the Washington Times of January 2 one reads a like st'y. 
This clipping states: 
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From about noon yesterday, a portion of the army of unemployed 
began straggling into the ¢ il Union Mission at 622 Louisiana Avs 


nue NW id Mission at 214 John Marshall Place NW 


1 spell here the Gospel Mission used all 
upon the floor. Last year 


spel Mission served 40,000 free meals for the hungry. 


During the rece col 
its beds and other unfortunates slept 


the Gé 


Again, I repeat, that occurred right here in the shadow of tl 
Nuation’s Capitol and of the Treasury How many more than 
he newspapers tell us are actually in dire need not only of 


the other essenti: 
efore letter 

lished in that newspaper under 
perhaps thet 


food but of 


me a 


life no man can tell I ha 
New York World, and pub 


date of Dex ol li 


Is « 
written to the 
: 


‘embe 4 


ist, 


indicates that thousands upon thousands of 
needy people yet maintaining a pride that denies them the fre« 
iom of calling upon the aid of chari rhis gentleman writes 
If all the effort, money nd energy used to feed 50,000 hungry men 
New York one day of th yeur were used to solve the problem p 
mployment and fair wages, it would | a servic rendered to th 
ry a hundred times greater than all the ity nizations have 
accomplished I have seen hundreds of young, strong, and hot 
men walk the streets for three or four days without food, but the 
not on accepted rity rhese men i exhibited charact 
honor equal to the best Charity seldom reaches this typ 


And so it may be with thousands thousands in all see 
tions of the United States to 


From the Baltimore Sun of 


upon 

day 
December 23 comes the alarming 
information, at a time when prosperity is being preached to us 
at an inquiry is to be made into unemployment. The total 
nemployment in the city of Baltimore at that time was placed 
75,000 and Henry F. Broening, president of Baltimore 
Federation of Labor, asserted that the unemployment situation 
Baltimore is worse than it was in 1921, 
Many other newspaper clippings whic! 
imilar condition to exist 
» city of Washington, 


the 





in 
are available show a 
but coming back to 
find the unemployment situation is 


in other sections: 


we 


egarded as wholly unsatisfactory. Yet it is said there is 
rosperity. 
I should like to-call the attention of the Senate to the fact 


at in 1927, the most prosperous year that this Nation has 
er known, there were 135 failures of national banking insti- 
itions in the United States. In only one year during the last 


has there been a number of national bank failures exceed- 
ing that figure of 135 

\ccording to Bradstreet’s review of the 1927 situation, 
curity markets were enormous and speculation aided by easy 
ink credits swelled bank clearings and debits to new high 
evels, While the prices of stock and other exchange seats rose 
to levels taxing the imagination 

Business failures, according t 
econd largest in history, and liabilities were the fourth larg 
n record in the history of this countr 

Dun & Co. report failures in 1927 totaling 23,146, and claims 


ight 


the 


the 


est 


o Bradstreet’s, last year were 


of a larger number of failures than that have been made by 
others. However, the total which Dun & Co. report for 1927 
were exceeded only by the totals of that terrible year 1922, 
nd there was last year an increase in the sum total of 
ibilities. 
Mr. President, I ask that this report by Dun & Co. may be 


remarks, 
in the 


corporated in the Recorp at this point in my 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Norris 
Without objection, it is so ordered 


chair). 


The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the New York Times, January 4, 1928] 
FAILURES IN 1927 PLACED AT 23,.14¢ DUN & CO. REPORT INCREASE OF PER 
CENT IN YEAR—20,265 ON BRADSTREET’S RECORD—BIGGER TOTALS ONLY IN 
22-——-GREATER RISE IN SUM OF LIABILITIES—BANKRUPTCIES IN DECEM 


BER NUMBERED 2,162 


The number of commercial failures in the United States has risen for 





he fourth consecutive year, R. G. Dun & Co. report for 1927, exclusive 
banking and other fiduciary suspensions, the total being 23,146 for | 
year, against 21,773 defaults in 1926, 21,214 two years ago, 20,615 
1924, and 18,718 insolvencies in 1923, the low point since 1920 


. = = o 4“ > . 
fared much than 
$520,104,268, and « 


the 


exhibit, Dun’s re 


$409,.200.000 in 


the numerical 
mtrasting with 


Liabilities 


worse 
s, reaching 
126 and $443,700,000 in 1925, 
and 18 per cent, respectively. 
falls below that for the four years immediately prior to 1925, 

1 compares with a record high of $627,400,000 in 1921, in which year 
; e returns reflected sharply the economic readjustment which began to 

itt 1920 Dun & Co.,, 


increases over these two 
The 1927 indebtedness, 


years being 
27 although 
rze, 





her force in The annual figures, as compiled by 


, follow: 


RECORD- 


5 . 
l re Vv s n ir Ly t in s 
tre ture for ft I nt I ring t I 16 pe en 
\ t mb f Ne ) I ; 2) nt t t 1 
Failures imbered 2,069 D ber I I 3 I 
$51,262.2 $36,100,004 N mle $45, vov 
n bD ‘ L926 
I \ I lu le Ur 1 St 192 ted 
I a i y 
$654.28 f in s 1 | t 
1 with 1926 it I I t t ¥ I 
t f 1 r cel I I i itt i s I I 
il i j t fell b t I peak ye l 2 I 6] 
el Ww the li ities \ e to yrded, f | 
! t at 3 h 1 
Folloy l 8 i perce 
bu I 33 f uD i 
I i 
. \ 
. ‘ aut 7 4 4 
é a, 2 s 13 ) 
19, 712 i 694. 8 : 
- -4 ‘ pp . 
{| 20,014 ’ 
%, 4 { 126.3 ‘ 
V1 7 ; ) l 
Mr. NYE. The Department of Justice records that during 
the last year there were 48,758 bankruptcies, involving S&S5 
557,000, or $SO.000,000 more than during 1926 und half a billion 
dollars more than 10 yeurs ago 
We find that the condition of some of the more powerful 
banking institutions, located primarily in the city of New York, 


evidences an element of prosperity 

Under date of January 4, 1928S New York Times declares 
that Guaranty Trust Co. of New York enjoyed last year an 
increase of $1,077,739 in profits, which figure not include, 
mind the $5,000,000 transferred to the surplus account dur 
ing that year. 

The 


showed 


the 
the 
does 


you 


National 
year of 


Bank, 


$11,520,221 


Ne Ww 


¢ 
or 


York, 


against 


Bowery and East River 
undivided profits last 
$6,574,545 the year previous. 

The International Acceptance Bank transacted a greater vo 
ume of business in 1927 than in any previous year during its 
establishment; and, according to this story in the Times, after 
SIX years of operation it now reports total assets of $130,591.971, 
an increase of $24,969,891, the 
1926 


on 
, 


or 2 per cent since close { 


So I might go on further to show the increase in business 
transactions by the banks of the country during 1927 

Another newspaper, the Christian Science Monitor, in its issue 
of December 31, relates the high levels reached by financing in 
America in 1927, and here is a very interesting paragraph there 


from: 





Bond financin nancing, for 1927 stands out as 
tinve record, 1 is class alone overtopping the total of stock 
ind ond finan d for 1926 The 1927 volum of ond 
financing was approximately $7,750,000,000. This is a 27 per cent 
increase ver 1926 and a 47 per cent increase over the previous five 
year average. 


Indicating that whatever element of prosperity exists in any 
material order to-day is found only in those institutions which 
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are dealing in the fluctuating values 
countrys 

According to the New York State Industrial Commission there 
were 643,000 men and women in the State of New York out of 


of stocks and bonds in this 


work last December, and 3,000,000 in the United States are 
declared to be out of work; and yet we call this an era of pros- 
perity, boast of our prosperity, and every agency of the Govern- 
ment to-day is at work to sell this program of prosperity to the 
people of the country. 

I have in my hand a copy of the Industrial, Agricultural, 
and General Employment Prospects for 1928, a bulletin issued 


by the United States Department of Labor. In the filyleaf of 
this document I find this very interesting explanation by 
Francis 1. Jones, director general of the bureau. 

Contral 

ile say 
to preeedent established in former presidential election years, when 
the busine world stood by waiting results before charting their 
programs, the opposite is true at this time. A careful perusal of this 
bulletin will disclose the important information that industry and 
business will mark new high levels in 1928. 

‘I pessimists 


I want the Senate to hear this- 


The pessimists, doubting Thomases, and the iconoclasts will be obliged 
to revise their opinions with respect to the Nation's industrial future. 
An! so one is seored who dares picture the real situation 


which prevails in this country to-day. The departments of the 
Government are giving over their literature to a condemnation 
of who will not agree that in this day and age we are 
enjoying that measure of prosperity to which all people are 
entitled. 

They say that business is prosperous in a general way. John 
Edgarton, president of the National Association of Manufac- 
turers, addressing the annual convention of this association last 
October, used this language: 


those 


Outside the few to bother 


con petition, 


corporations which do not have 
and by large profits the public is misled, 
run manufacturers in America to-day are in about 
a condition as their fellow producers the farmers; and I 
who will overturn that statement. 


gigantic 
about whose 
the 
as unhappy 
chall 


That statement can not be overturned, Statistics 
that Mr. Edgarton knew of what he was talking. 

According to the inecome-tax returns, 40 per cent, or 200,000 
of the manufacturing corporations of this country, lost money in 
the last reported year. Forty per cent of all corporations doing 
business in this country lost money! Is that prosperity? The 
corporations number 430,072. Of that number, one-twentieth 
of 1 per cent gathered in 40 per cent of the total profits of all 
corporations for that one year. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President—— 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. NYE. I do. 

Mr. McLEAN. Does the Senator believe that the unfortu- 
nate condition of 40 per cent of these corporations is due to 
the fact that tariff rates are too high? 


ommon of 


nge those 


disclose 


Mr. NYE. I would not put it in just that language; but I 
do believe that their continued adversity is attributable to the 
fact that we have a tariff law which in words declares itself 
to be in the interest of agriculture, which contains schedules 
in the interest of agriculture, but which the Congress of the 
United States declines to give the farmers the advantage of 


through failure to enact that legislation which will make effec- 
tive the tariff which has been written in support of agriculture. 


Mr. McLEAN. I understand; but the Senator has no knowl- 
edge that the unfortunate condition of these corporations is 


due to the fact that the present tariff rates are too high, 

Mr. MCMASTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 
Mr. McMASTER. I should like to propound a question to 
the junior Senator from North Dakota. Is it not a fact that 


the lurge percentage of those corporations which are in a seri- 
ous condition at the present time are operating throughout the 
agricultural West? 

Mr. NYE. I think that is entirely true. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
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Mr. SHIPSTEAD. As a matter of fact, the corporations ¢] 
find themselves in distress as a rule are the smaller corpor 
tions, manufacturers, and so forth, are they not? 

Mr. NYE. That is true. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. It is quite possible that an explanati: 
can be found in the statement made by Roger Babson at Om:h; 
I think, on the 25th day of May, in which he said we were 
dently entering upon an epoch in which the big fellow is eati; 
the little fellow. The little, independent manufacturer 
merchant is “on the skids.” He is being eaten up by the | 
fellow. I think that will explain it to some extent. I thin) 
that true; but what I have never been able to underst; 
is that the little fellow seems to like it. 

Mr. NYE. I thank the Senator for that explanation, 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, does the Senator remem! 
what Mr. Babson said with regard to the pending proposal 
agricultural relief? Does the Senator remember Mr. Babsc 
suggestion as to what should be done by the Congress to ; 
the farmer? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Oh, yes; I remember it very well. I wi! 
state it if the Senator will permit me. He advised the farm: 
of the Northwest to go to Washington and camp on the « 
tails of Congress. 

Mr. McLEAN. Yes. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD, 1 think he was wrong. I think he shi 
have said they should go to Washington and camp on the coat 
tails of the President. 

Mr. McLEAN. But not 
if I remember correctly. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I do not remember that statement. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. NYB. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWELL, I think Mr. Babson also stated that he would 
advise the young men in the West to get out unless conditions 
improved, I am speaking about the young men on the farms. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is not germane to the question which | 
propounded, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
to go? 

Mr. HOWELL. To 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 

Mr. HOWELL. I assume so. 
business in California, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. There is, indeed—fine business. 

Mr. HOWELL. And it can accommodate them, 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. NYE. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKHART. A long time ago we had a great mu 
people who went from Iowa to California. We have not a 
body in Iowa now who has money enough to go to California 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator | 
mit me? ° 

Mr. NYE. I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The most progressive, the most int: 
gent, and, if I may say it, the most splendid of your peo) 
have come to California, and they are all prosperous there. ! 
know that Iowa, my native State, needs relief. I will hereat 
point out the kind of relief I think she needs. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, one-fourth of 1 per cent of all « 
porations doing business in America in this one year took 
per cent of the profits of all corporations. The net profi! 
all corporations in that one year were $7,500,000,000, Six!) 
six per cent of this, remember, went to one-fourth of 1 
cent of all corporations, or to 1,000 corporations. One thous:! 
corporations, then, were the recipients of $5,000,000,000 ot 
$7,500,000,000 of profits enjoyed by all of the corporations « 
business in America in that one year; and it is interesting at 
this point to note this comparison: 

Here are 1,000 big corporations in America enjoying an 
nual profit of approximately 4%5,000,000,000, while the e! 
revenue, not profit, of the one-third of our population eng: 
in agriculture does not total quite twice the profits of | 
mere handful of corporations. 

We know of the 10 per cent wage reduction in the tex 
industry. We know of the unwholesome condition existing 
the mining industry. We know of the tremendous increast 
criminal proceedings before the courts of our country. 
know of the increase in bankruptcies and foreclosures. Ye", 
Mr. President, in spite of all of these facts, we still are per 
suaded to believe that we ought to march right in line w! 


is 


to secure a reduction of the tariff, 


No 


th 


Mr. President, did he tell them wh 


get into big business. 
In California? 
There is a good deal of big 


} 


VV 











VS 


{ 
u- 


Y 
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se whose banner reads, “The most prosperous era in all 
\merican history We know of the orgy which | take 
ace upon the stor k and bonds market; and, if speils 
wperity, then, of course, | must ugree with those who con 
d to-day that this is a wonderful era of prosperity 

No! Business, little business, the simaller business corpora 


do 


Likewise, th 


kuow where to 
Almerican f 


ot 


find 
“ner 


us in this country, 
d prosperity. 


that thing 
ix pretty 


rd pressed to find it possible to say that his condition is satis 
ovy; that he is satisfied to leave things just as they are; 
he is usking no changes here, there, or anywhere; that he is 
ng to work his own way out of this difficulty all right. The 
of the matter is that the farmer finds himself to-day in a 
ion where it is questionable in his mind whether he is 
ng to be found following his industry in that particular 
rier to-morrow, 


According again to Federal census figures, 
je of the United Si ire living upon and are dependent 
n the farms: and yet that virtually 50 per cent are enjoying 
s per cent of the current national income. In the last 
years the American farmers have lost in capital siock S20 
00,000, The exchange value of their farm linds de 
ised $4,000,000,000, Farm indebtedness in the hist 15 yeurs 
increased from four welve billions of dollars; and for 
products for which the farmer in 1925 received S1O,000, 
.000 the American consumer paid $30,000,000,000, 
s what the farmer received. 
is true that farm prices have 
ving the war. It 
but the increase in 
26 per cent, but to 6S per cent. 
Likewise in the case of taxes: Farm taxes have increased 
per cen Farm-building costs have increased 102 per cent. 
ight rates on grain haye virtually doubled since the 
Where it on the average $45 prior to the war to ship a 
oad of hogs to market, to-day it costs $130. 
rhen, following still further in the Federal census figures, we 
(here was an incre: Ifi4 of only 10,000 farms oper 
i in the United States; yet of the total of farms operated in 
United States in 1925 there were 5V,600 furm owl 
n there were 1914, and ther 100,000 more tenants 
erating the farm lands of the United States than in 1914. 
It is very interesting, too, to note that while in 1925 there wis 
re livestock in the country than in 1914, its value was lk 
msiderable than the the lesser amount in 


20.9 per cent of the 


ates 


has 
to 
or three 
nereased during this period 


true. They have increased 26 
furm-living costs has not stopped 


ill very 


Is 
Yr C@Rt 
haus gone ou 
112 
The 
war. 


cost 


we Sic 
less ers 


in were 


S 


value placed upon 


t; and the value of livest 25 was only half what it 
in 1920. 

i want to call to the attention of the Senate the situation in 
wh State; and what I say of the situation there I think is 
ily true of the situation prevailing in every other great 


cultural State to-day. 
We have there a situation which discloses that an inerease of 


ents in the price of a bushel of wheat would mean to ever) 


family in the State of North Dakota an increase of $500 with 
hich to carry on their lives, and yet North Dakota is not 
dependent upon wheat alone, for the value of our dairy prod 
s is thirteen times greater than is the value of our wheat 
oe p. 
While the contributions of North Dakota may be small in 


mparison with those of other States, nevertheless some of its 
ntributions are a matter which the people of this country must 
ognize, for we are producing there one-third of all the flax 
produced in the United States, two-fifths of all the spring wheat, 
d one-fifth of all the wheat produced in the United States. 
State is producing more rye and more barley than we are in 
rth Dakota; only seven States produce more potatoes; and 
in North Dakota there exists at this time a situation which 
makes it impossible for anyone to stand up and declare that 
{ prosperous era and get away with it. 
A few weeks ago I had occasion to discuss our agricultural 
‘blem before an audience in New York, and threugh a very 


a2 


isisa 


untair representation given to that interview and address in 
New York, some of the people in my State have felt con- 


‘ained to declare that I was grossly misrepresenting the State 

North Dakota. From one newspaper. the Grand Forks 
llerald, comes an editorial clipping under the title “ Libeling 
North Dakota.” I shall read at this time the first paragraph: 


a recent address in New York Senator Nyer, of North Dakota, told 


\udience that the farmers of North Dakota are wot WT than the 
four or five years ago, that tenant farming in the State is in 
ing at an alarming rate, and that six banks out of ght i on 


ty had gone into receivership in three days. 


[In the main, that is what I did say. I did not say that the 
coudition was worse than it was at any time before the war, but 
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lieve 


I did say that I did not b 


ver the situation which prevailed in 1920 i 1921 But 
there is an element of pride, of course, in every State, and a 
me who ventures to say that things in his State a La hey 
uught to be, and who tells the trueness of the situation which 
does prevail there, is subject to a charge « dis ilty 
state in certain mind or my own part, howev: I ca n 
how agriculture is ever going to be restored ul 
to which it is entitled until the people of this country are 
iwakened to the real situation which does prevail, and they are 
going to be awakened to that situation so | F as \ as 
representatives of those people first concerned, sit back and 
iliow without a gulp, even, these stories, and admit th ve 
ire living in an age of wonderful prosperity 
The tenor of the people who object toward those who go out 
and teil the truth about conditions is indicated in a further 
paragraph in this same editorial: 
M NYE has grossly m ‘ esented North Dal t ldress 
ind ft srepresentation is no I bl 
iccuracy of the gures which he ‘ 11 s ir iS 


n that a runt 


In other words, I may be telling the truth, but am telling 
things that should not be told, and ought to keep quiet in order 
hat we may get some more people into North Dakota, put them 
out on these vast areas of the State which have been vacated 
during these last few years—help those who have been over 
burdened with land through foreclosures and through forfeit- 
ures Which have been made during this period of depression 

them on to that land, and with what happens to them after 
hat we are not concerned. But let us unload this land 

Mr. President, 1 think we ought to start on a firmer founda- 
tion { think we ought to start out and establish agriculture 
in such a fashion that it will offer to that man who will properly 


and fairly exercise himself toward the labor which a farm calls 


for at least a small chance of making his effort count for some- 
thing Until that time 1 think it a terrible mistake on the 
part of any individual to seek to plant in the minds of any 
people the thought that things are wonderfully improved in 
agricultural America and that the opportunity is ripe now for 
people who want to go to farming to undertake it at this par- 
ticeuiar tile. 

These editorials which have been published along that line 
have brought to mea great lot of rrespondence from people who 


is offered 


which 


to read indicating th 


ave differing with the editorial criticism 


letter do I 


Just 





me want e geueral tenor of the 
thought of the people: 

Mr. N lf am i losing an editorial taken from the Minto Journal 
wh i irs reference to your speech in New York I for one agree 

th you have me in contact with a larger number of farmers 
than Mr ite lL, who i ” le for this editorial, and I am here 
to ll y thi { majority of farmers claim that farming has been a 
sing propo lon for the last nh wel \ r 

Mr. Mit li does not r that almost ry t i hi ily 
ha 1d a bank failure tl 

Let me remark here, Senators, that in that county they had 
a fair crop this vear; and yet, in spite of it, these bauk failures 








continue. I read further from the letter: 
We have had four bank failures within a rad of 18 mil within 
ihe +t month If the editor will only stop a few moments to review 
i se of this, 1 am sure he will find that the farmers and farming 
ha ntributed a great deal to the downfall of these insti 
tution { presume Mr. Mitchell would like for you to paint an illusi 
pictur re an eastern audience depicting the State of North Dakota 
ori cornucopia hile in r ty it should almost be assigned to 
sick man, as I ficure its basic industry (agriculture) is 
a kening proposition and has Imeost pped the morals f tho 
engaged in it ihe elements which the farmer ha » contend with are 
hig! ri of machinery high cost of labor, high trausp tition 
charges, wl in t I receives a low price for his grail ind the 
p g power of hi dollar is low enough. 
I contend, Mr. President, that no agricultural State in this 
Union will come back more quickly, will get on its feet more 


quickly, than will North Dakota if agriculture is given half a 
chance to make its efforts count for some reasonable return. 

The claim has been made during this debate. and made 
peatediy—at least it has been insinuated—that the enhanced 
find values during the war brought about a condition which we 


re- 


have to expect and must accept as being the only thing that 
naturally could fellow now. It iS said that if values went up 
(turing the war that they have to come down eventually, and 
now is the time that they must come down. tut, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in my own State of North Dakota land values were not 


enhanced during the war peried by one single, solitary penny. 
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They were not inflated out there as they were in some other 
State 

i merely recite this to indicate that there were States where 
there was ho land boom during the war, but where the situation 
prevailing to-day is virtually as serious as it is in those States 
where land values did mount to proportions that virtually were 


out of sight. 
Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President——— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 


Dakota yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 


Mr. NYB. I yield. 

Mr. McLEAN. What was the reason why land values did 
not rise in your State? 

Mr. NYE. I am delighted to explain that to the Senator. 


I think one man was more responsible than any other, as the 
story is told, for the goed fortune that was visited upon North 
Daketa during the war period, that found our land values not 
enhanced, ‘That one individual is none other than my colleague, 
the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Frazier]. During 
that war period North Dakota was the one State in the Union 
Which was really not a part of the Union. We were a lot of 
bolshevyiks out there, so they said. We were trying to solve 
our problems within the State. We were establishing State in- 
dustries that were going to take care of the products we were 
producing in abundance, and give the producer a greater pro- 
portion of that margin which existed between his return and 
the price paid by the consumer. 

In opposition to this program there came every powerful in- 
dustry and every powerful influence in this country, to the end 
that credit was injured to such an extent, in so far as North 
Dakota was concerned, that we could not float, we could not 
sell, through the ordinary channels in this country, the bonds 
which were offered by the State of North Dakota to establish 
those industries. 

A false impression went out as to our purpose, of the purpose 
of these honest and hard-working and seriously engaged people 
of North Dakota. The impression went out that those farmers 
were a dangerous lot of people, that North Dakota’s credit was 
being wrecked, that it would be unsafe to make any investments 
in lands in North Dakota. The result was that we went through 
that period without any enhanced land values, and I think no 
one is more to be thanked for that than the Nonpartisan League, 
which was so severely criticized at that time, and to some degree 
criticized since, 

Mr. McLEAN. Your wheat acreage was increased consider- 
ably out there, was it not? 

Mr. NYE. Our wheat acreage was increased, and I am going 
to touch upon that a little later on. 

The Minneapolis Journal, in connection with this objection 
to my disclosing the truths which exist in agricultural America, 
asks me this question publicly: 


In the light of these figures, Senator, did you do the fair thing toward 
North Dakota when you let your hearers go away with the impression 
that were going from bad to worse on farms that have just 
produced the second most valuable crop in all their history? 


things 


There is the situation, Mr. President. They have produced 
their second most valuable crop in North Dakota in all history, 
and yet, in spite of this, there are continued bank failures, 
there are continued bankruptcies, there are continued fore- 
closures and torfeitures of lands, because under the existing 
order the furmer is not receiving for that which he is produc- 
ing a return which will compensate him for the labor and for 
the costs involved in the producing of that thing. It amounts 
virtually to this: That the more a farmer produces to-day, the 
worse off he is. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NYRR. 1 yield. 

Mr. NORBECK. I was not in the Chamber during the early 
part of the Senator's speech and it was not my pleasure to hear 
that part of it. I wondered whether the Senator went into the 
causes of the depreciation of the farmer’s dollar; and if so, 
what his views are on that point. 

Mr. NYE. I have not yet done so, but I fully plan to. 

In my own State of North Dakota see what has occurred 
nee the war. There were less farms in 1925, according to the 
Federal census, than there were in 1910. Where in 1910, 17 
years ago, with our resources hardly scratched, with the whole 
future before us, we had 44,000 farm owners in the State of 
North Dakota, 15 years later found us not with 44,000 full farm 
owners, but with only 26,000 farm owners. Where 1910 found 
us with only 10,000 tenants, 1925 found us with 26,000 tenants, 
or as Many tenants as we had full farm owners in 1925. 

The value of farm property in North Dakota was decreased 
by half a billion, decreased from one and a half billion dollars 
to practically a billion dollars, since 1920. There was more 


a? 
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livestock in North Dakota in 1925 than there was in 1910, a), 
a much better grade of livestock. Yet it is found to be, acc 
ing to the Federal enumeration, worth less money than was {} 
lesser amount in 1910. 

The worth of all farm lands and buildings in North Da} 
in 1925 was fixed by the Federal census at $200,000,000. 1 
means the values held by so-called farm owners in North |] 
kota. But to what extent are they really farm owners? 
Against this valuation of $200,000,000 there exists to-day a mort. 
gage debt of $82,000,000, or that was what existed in 1925. | 
know the odds are greater to-day. In other words, 41 per « 
of the values held by so-called full farm owners in 1925 in 1 
one agricultural State are mortgaged. Yet we call them fy/} 
farm owners, according to the Federal census. 

What is the cause of this difficulty confronting agriculinre 
to-day’ I do not think I will go to any length in discuss 
that or to do more than repeat what I have already said. 1 
American farmer can go on from now until doomsday producing 
as he has never produced before, making two blades grow where 
one grew before, increasing his preduction on every hand; nt, 
Mr. President, no matter to what ends he goes in that ef 
he is going to find himself still on the small end when it enines 
to balancing up accounts, because so long as men produce and 
must sell that which they produce for less than the cost of 
production, there can not be any end other than the eventnal 
decay of that industry which those individuals are follow 
and unless there can be favors alike upon all the people, w! 
there are favors to be bestowed by the Government, we so 
indeed the danger signal. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NYE. I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am very much interested in the 
address of the Senator. I would be very glad to have him tell 
us Whom he includes under the term “farmer.” I do not yu 
the question idly, or to engage in a quibble over words, but 1 
want to know whom he includes under the term “ farmer” 
when he speaks of the farmers of a given State. 

Mr. NYE. Of a given State? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, Yes; within the State of North Dakota 
or the State of Minnesota or Montana or California or Flori 
What is the figure? 

Mr. NYE. I labor under the assumption that from a Federal 
standpoint anyone can be considered a farmer whom the fed- 
eral census has considered to be among the 29.9 per cent of the 
people who are resident upon the agricultural lands of the 


re 
i 
i 


country. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does that include stock raising and 
dairying in all its branches? 

Mr. NYE. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It would not include mining? 

Mr. NYE. No; not mining. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Men engaged in getting something out 
of the soil of the earth? 

Mr. NYE. ‘TTilling the soil, producing from the soil that 
which the people must have. 

What is it that happened to agriculture? A few days ago 


the senior Senator from Maryland {Mr. Broce]—I wish he were 
in the Chamber now—yes; I see he is in the Chamber 
marked on the floor of the Senate, and he spoke, I think, honest 
convictions that the whole difficulty confronting agriculture to-day 
is that occasioned by the fact of inflation during the war, that 
farm land values bad been inflated during the war period and 
that the farmer had to expect eventually to come down off of 


re- 


that high plane. I think the Senator was thoroughly honest in 
his assumption that that was the truth of the situation. I think 
from what I have said here this afternoon that I have disclosed 


that in the case of at least one State inflated land values con- 
tributed nothing te the cause, because there were no inflated 
land values. 

What really happened was this, Mr. President: The war 
came on, and the Government, this Government, this Congress, 
the administration at that time, urged the farmer to devote 
himself to the task of producing more food. He could not pro- 
duce too much of it; he was assured of that. Then, though 
he was minus the ordinary help that he had upon his farm, 
though his sons had been drafted in the service and carried 
across the seas to conduct the war, he reached out and durins 
that period of high labor prices engaged expensive help. lle 
bought additional expensive, high-priced machinery, machin 'y 
which had gone up in price during that period. He did ai! of 
that during that period. He bought it because his counry 
urged him to do it. During the period of the war, with all 
eredit to the boys who carried the real brunt of that serv'e, 
do not overlook the fact that one who contributed very !:te- 
rially to our success in the war was none other than the farmer 
of America. Not only did he sustain and back up his ow 








1928 


Army, his own boys, but he backed up and sustained virtually 
army that was engaged in that war on the side of the 


fhe farmer engaged during that war in a most desperate 
dertaking. He left no stone unturned to respond to the 
neal by his Government to produce more food. rhen came 


end of the war. and with the end of the war came a 
irning within the tarmer: “ Here, we have had these big 
irs, and we can hot expect them to continue Now, with the 

over, We Will hive to slow up. We had better do some 
iidating We had better get back to normalcy as all people 

t following a war. But with that warning in his mind 

Government of the United States, through its spokesmen 
ised the farmer that for vears and years to come he was 
ng to have to feed the world; that he could keep righ 
ducing: that he must in all fairness keep right on pro 
wing as he had been producing during the war 
With that assurance, and in spite of the limitations which 
re placed upon him and tlie comparatively low prices he had 
id for his producis during the war—in spite of all that he 
tinued to respond to that appeal by his Government to pro 
we und continue to produce more food. He carried on to a 
ain point. What was that point: 

He found himself one afternoon going along splendidly. He 
id himself on the next morning virtually, if not completely, 
of the economic picture altogether What had happened 
that here in Washington there gathered a mere bandful 
nen determined that: the most essential thing concerning 

America at that time was the thing of driving America back 

wrmuley, and that the way to do it was to reduce credit 

way to do it Was to withdraw the vast amount of credit 
ich had been extended by the Federal reserve system during 
period. So, Mr. Banker, out on the plains and out on 

e prairies and out in agricultural America generally, had 

thing other to do to redeem himself for the easy credit 

which he availed himself during the war than to turn to 
those to Whom he had loaned money during the war period. He 
went to the farmer and explained that the demand was made 
ion him for repayment of the credit which had been extended 
during the war. The farmer said, “I suppose. I have got to 
respond, then.” So he liquidated as best he could. He had not 

ugh to clean up his indebtedness contracted while he was 
responding to the prayers of his Government for help during 
the war time. And so—but some things are perhaps better 
unsaid, and I think I shall leave that unsaid, 

In nny event the farmer went back home, took whatever crop 
as available, and hauled it into market, took it there with the 
ype and in the expectation that with the return from that 
p he could liquidate the greater portion of his debt. He got 
nto : market that had lost its bottom, because that deflation 
movement had virtually ended the market and killed it, since 
ery farmer in America was dumping his produce upon the 
narket at that time in order that he might liquidate. After ali 
was said and done, after the farmer had moved all his stuff and 
ill his products into the market, he was still way short of being 
able to liquidate his indebtedness. Then went the equities in the 
land which he had bought during the war to help his Uncle Sam. 
Away went the equities in the land. In many cases, in hundreds 
upon hundreds of cases, there went at the same time the home 
stend whieh for 30 and 40 vears had been without incumbrance 
and which, through the sweat of the man and his wife and his 
ildren, had been counted by them at one time as their home 
But the home went as the result of that deflation program of 
1920 and 1921. But that was not the end of it. During that 
riod there was written by all odds the blackest page in all 
\merican history. 

During the period of the war, when the farmer and all others 
‘re doing their utmost to prosecute the war, the urge came to 
elp to finanee the war. Few were the farmers who did not 
respond to the appeal which was made by the Government and 
hy the bankers to buy until it hurt of Liberty loan bends. 
Credit was made so easy that the bankers could say, “ Here, 
u do not need to worry about the price of these. Just give us 
ur note for the bond and you can clean it up after a while 


\ 


| 
sold in your possession any day. You never need worry about 
that. You can always liquidate a bond indebtedness of that 
kind. It never need give you any worry.” 
But in that deflation program, when the stock of the farmer 
ul the grain and the extra land bought during the war and the 
mestead were not enough to liquidate, then Mr. Farmer went 
to the bank and into the safe-deposit vault and took out the 
uds which he had bought during the war, which he had more 
ften than not borrowed money to possess, and took it to the 
ishier’s window and said, “ Here, apply these on my indebt- 


ness Mr. Banker during that period said to him, “I am 
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iwfully sorry, but I suppose you are well awnre of the fact that 





we can not give you 100 cents on the dollar for this bond 
What? A Government bond, a Liberty loan bond, and I can 
net have what I paid for it, to say 1 ting about the interest?” 
*No; I am sorry, but the mark tor Liberty bonds is only 
i) Or SO or So cents 

My friends, that was by a edds the blackest page ever 
written in all American history, and ye -day. while he Gov 
ernment ot the United States is responsible for the hole ir 


which the farmer finds himself, this same Government declines 


to give to him that easure of aid which he needs to save 
himself from further decay When he asks that a life buoy 
he hrow out to him he Congres f the United States or 
! i iistriat I i tead to th W fii al ne I mal 
if i he 1 ~ Litton Tor thie ast tou or tive yeut 
1 insist that if we are to continue to deny to the agricultural! 
people of America ia ieasul ot help to which they I n 
titled, t) ueasure of help which they must have if they are 
to be saved, if we longer deny that to them we are eoing ’ 
pay the penalty as a nation The Nation will not pay the 
penalty prior to the penalty which political parties must pay for 


longer ignoring the situation. 

Upon this particular day, and though I am not affiliated 
With that party which honors his day, Jackson Day. I want 
to read to the Senate a quotation attributed to Andrew Jack 


son 
It » be regr dl that t t ‘ werful too of end the 
‘ y HW > elt elfish Db ons in iet 
wi jiwavys exi rd ‘ r , rie t i rt { % 
education, or of wealth ot b redu xy humal t ‘ 
In the full en ment of the 2 s of heaven ii the fruits of superior 
udustr econbomy ind virt ‘very man . qua entitled to pre 
tection by law ut wh the laws undertake to add to these t il 
ind st advantages artificial distinctions, to grant titl gratuities 
ind exclusive privileges » mnake the rich richer and tt poten nore 
powerful, the humble members of society the farmers, mechanics, and 
laborers—who have neither the time nor the means of securing lik 
favors to themselves, have a right to complain of the injustice of thei 
Coverument There sre no necessary evils in government Its evils 
‘xist only i its abuse- If it would confine itself to equal protection 
and, as heaven does its rains, shower its favors alike on the high and 
the low he rich and the poor, it would be an unqualified blessing 


To that might be added the suggestion that if the Govern 
ment would confine itself to equal protection and, as heaven 
does its rains, shower its fiuvors alike on the high and low, the 
rich and the poor, the East and the West, the North and the 
South, it would be an unqualified blessing. But instead of 
seeking to give such a fair distribution of favors of the Gov 
ernment here in this country, we continue to ignore the fuet 
that the blessings are all against certain endeavors in the 
country and all in favor of a very few. In spite of the situa 
tion which confronts the country to-day in the matter of unem 
ployment in the great industry of agriculture and the smaller 
manufacturing and business industries, we are being preached 
to day after day that this is the most wonderful era of prvs- 
perity any nation has ever enjoyed. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President 

Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut 

Mr. McLEAN. I am very much interested in President Jack- 
son's pronunciamento, especially with regard to the portiou 
which says that heaven showers its rains equally upon all alike 
Is that quite true? 

Mr. NYE. I expect that literally it is not 

Mr. McLEAN. Has not the Senator had experiences ino 
North Dakota of a good many—— 

Mr. NYE. Not the experiences which are generally believed 
to be true. Some sections of our State do not have as great 
proportion of rain as other 

Mr. McLEAN While it falls equally on the just and un- 
just, it does not fall equally on different portions of the United 
States, and because of that, and I think pessibly other causes, 
my information is that the Dakota lands do not produce as 
large an average number of bushels per acre of wheat as some 
other sections of the country. 

Mr. NYE. | think there is no section in the United States 
that produces a greater abundance per acre of hard wheat than 
does my State of North Dakota. 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator ought to know, but my informa 
tion is that during the war the acreage of wheat in North 
Dakota was greatly extended. 

Mr. NYE. It was 

Mr. McLEAN. And that in many portions of the State the 
production was less than 10 bushels to the secre 

Mr. NYI I will say to the Senator that it is true that dur 
ing the period of the World War we were most unfortunate in 
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North Dakota, striving as the farmers were to respond to the 
appeal tor more foodstuffs. There was a great spread out of 
farming endeavor, much greater acreage was put in, and the 
price that was made available at that time was a thing which 


all were seeking, of course; and yet diring that particular 
period we were most unfortunate in our weather conditions in 
North Dakota. 

Mr. McLEAN. Yes; that is the point I want to bring out. 


Iiut the Senator would not hold Congress responsible for that? 


Mr. NYFF. But, Mr. President, what was true in North 
Dakota in that respect was not true in the other States which 
are complaining more bitterly, possibly, than North Dakota 
complains to-day about conditions. Towa came through con- 


sistently with crops during that period, and portions of my own 
State came through consistently with good crops. 

Mr. McLEAN. The point I want to bring out, I will say to 
Senator, is the fact that President Jackson was wrong in 
declaration that all sections of the country are favored 
with suitficient rainfall; and, that being so, Congress ought to 
come to the front and equal, if not exceed, Providence in ex- 
tending assistance, 

Mr. NYE. Virtually all sections of the country get at least 
a sprinkle once in a while, and in so far as the Government is 
concerned if it would just let a litle sprinkle filter out to the 
masses of the people of this country there might be some reason 
to offer thanks, 

Mr. McLEAN. We have as yet discovered no way by which 
we can add to the rainfall of the country. 

Mr. MCMASTER, Mr. President, I assume that the principal 


the 


his 


rainfall in the State of Connecticut comes from the tariff 
system. 

Mr. McLEAN, What I should like to know is just what effect 
the tariff has in its influence upon the deplorable condition 


from which the farmers insist they are now suffering. I am 
not saying this in a spirit of criticism at all; I know that en- 
vironment has a great deal to do with political conviction. I 
willing to confess it far as I am concerned. We have 
here to-day at least three separate and distinct schools on the 
tarif? question. I think it is important to ascertain who is 
right, if possible, and what effect the tariff has on the condi- 
tious in the agricultural sections. 

Up to date there has not been indicated, so far as my obser- 
vation a single fact that would satisfy an impartial 
tribunal that any of the tariff rates are too high; that is, that 
they exceed the difference in the cost of production at home 
und abroad, 

Mr. NYEK. Yes; but we do find a very determined presenta- 
tion here of the claim that, while there may not come from 
certain sources a demand for lowering of tariff schedules, there 
hus heen, and has been for a nuinber of years, a repeated de- 
mand made for making effective those schedules which have 
been written into the tariff law but which are not effective 


fin Sv 


£o0eS, 


to-day for the farmer. 

Mr. McLEAN. To just what schedules now does the Senator 
refer? 

Mr. NYE. Take the wheat schedule; take the splendid pro- 


tection afforded wheat through the tariff; it dces not mean a 
penny to the wheat producer in the United States. In my 
State of North Dakota, on the border of the Canadian line, 
there would be the opportunity, if there were not trade re- 
strictions or barriers of any kind, for the North Dakota farmer 


living in the United States of America to take his load of 
wheat into Canada and get more money for it than he can 
obtain in the United States. 

Mr. MceLEAN. Admitting all that, how will it help the 


Wheat producer to reduce the tariff duties on industria] prod- 
ucts to a degree that will permit an influx of foreign goods? 
That is the point. 

Mr. MoMASTER. 
lDukota yield to me? 

Mr. NYBF. TI yield to the Senator from South Dakota, 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I assume that the remarks 
of the distinguished Senator from Connecticut |Mr. McLean] 
all have a bearing upon this particular resolution. Now, I wish 
to ask the Senator this question: If, in his judgment, there 
were excessive schedules in the present tariff system would he 
vote to reduce those schedules? 

Mr. McLEAN. No; not at this session. 

Mr. McMASTER. But would he vote to reduce them? 


Mr. President, will the Senator from North 


Mr. McLEAN. Of course, I would do so when the tariff 
should be revised, 
Mr. MceMASTER. In other words, then, the Senator from 


Connecticut agrees with this resolution—— 
Mr. McLEAN. Oh, no, 
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Mr. McMASTER. That if there are excessive schedules t]) 
should be reduced, and he would vote to reduce them. That 
the fundamental part of the resolution. The only differs 
between the Senator from Connecticut and those who are si) 
porting the resolution is that he does not want to interfere wi 
the interests of political parties at this time, but that later o; 
he is willing to reduce the tariff schedules. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator, at lea 
ought to make out a prima facie case that there is one schedu) 
that is excessive before he calls upon the Congress of the United 
States to reduce the tariff. We all know what tariff revi 
means. I do not now wish to discuss the tariff question, but | 
have been through two tariff revisions, and I know what ta 
revision means. In the last revision we had some 40 exper 
who labored diligently for more than four months to try 
aseertain the difference between the cost of production at ho) 
and abroad, and I want to say to the Senator that in no si: 
instance did the Committee on Finance approve a rate in ex 
of the evidence which was produced before the committee i) 
cating the difference between the cost of producing the art 
at home and abroad, 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator w! 
evidence was presented to the Committee on Finance of 
Senate to justify the committee in establishing the scher 
upon aluminum products? I have gone carefully through th; 
testimony of the Finance Committee, and I fail to find th: 
any evidence that was presented to that committee, at least 
open session, that would justify the rates which were accorded 
aluminum products. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President 
Mr. NYE. Mr. President, if this colloquy is going to be } 
longed, I should like within two or three minutes to close whit 

I have to say. 

Mr. McLEAN. I think the Senator from North Dakota 
right about that: I think he is entitled to finish his addr 
I am very glad, however, that the Senator from South Dak 
brought up the question of aluminum. 

Mr. NYE. If the Senator from Connecticut wishes briefly 
answer the question of the Senator from South Dakota, I wou!d 
certainly let him ineorporate his answer right now in 
remarks. 

Mr. McLEAN. I prefer to do it later; but I will say that 
the Senator from New York [Mr. CopgeLAnp] yesterday called 
attention to the tariff rates on aluminum, and I think he made 
an estimate as a climax to his speech that on an article costing 
something like $4.50 which his wife had purchased the tariff 
tax was considerably more than $2. I want to say now that 
I think it is to be regretted that a United States Senator w! 
he discusses a subject of this importance should not take 1) 
trouble to attempt at least to secure information that wil! 
able him to discuss it without advertising the fact that he 
absolutely ignorant of the subject. I will undertake in my o' 
time to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the ta 
estimated by the Senator from New York is more than doubhl 
the amount that the facts will warrant. 

Mr. NYE. Very well, Mr. President. As I said at the outset, 
I did not wish to undertake at this time to argue with those who 
contend that the resolution before us is not choice at this p 
ticular time, but I wanted only to say that it sounded and ™ 
pressed the attitude of a great mass of our population in Amvcr 
ica to-day who, seeing, day after day and year after year, ° 
great flow of prosperity into a few individual corners to a f 
powerful corporations, while they themselves are left withou 
a chance, seemingly, to make their best efforts win them a r« 
sonably fair return for their endeavor, are not going to stop 
quibble about any little niceties and about the fine words t! 
may be said in support of certain schedules in the tariff la 
but they are going to seek that means of elevating themse!\ 
to the higher plane which protected industry enjoys. They ar 
going to be quite blind to anything else, I might say to thie 
Senator, and are going to be determined, as a last resort, 
tear down the props that will bring all industry down to 
plane which is occupied to-day, I think I am safe in saying, |) 
a majority of the people of the United States, 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, has the Senator ever giv’ 
consideration to what the effect of that program would be up 


2 


the 40 per cent of the Dakota farmers whose farms 
mortgaged ? 
Mr. NYE. Ihave. Mr. President, I do not think, come w! 


may, that the farmers of North Dakota or of any other az) 

cultural State in the Union can be deflated or injured any more 
than they are injured right now. For the most part, t! 
farmer retains so small an equity in comparison to the whole 
yalue of his property that he is really not seriously concerne:, 
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the reduction of ta rates be vy a rea liable protectior Just n Mr. Presid 
fi h i el the m 0 vi t can not | pulled I 
vn f er than by redu ¢ the purcha power of icultural nT the distinguished Senator 
yomnen who eat wheat ays at not mu testimol vas take! 
Vi MeMASTER M i dent M McLEAN We ‘ } a \ ed 
NYI I yield to e § iti fre South Dal | M MicMASTER | ‘ entatir of evel farm 01 - 
fr McMASTER. AIL of th pponents of this ré ion in A lL appeared re that m ee. ¥ re- 
ne hat the rate ire } if so low tha il \ he l} a ‘ ri mu l wWipl i Le 
ired, that labor to be thrown out ¢ employment r ta chedules th they i l dis u ect nator 
ne the proposition back of this resolutio The resolutior from Con ticut was a 1 nber of the committe fhe pro P 
ts out with an assumption of fact that there are cer | duce of 14, O00,000 poun of milk y ! i 
sive chedules, al j the XCeESsSiy schedules shes he } tee ; l asker for a ehedule of 3 cents allo i ir 
d it will increase the | chasing 1 ver f the isses comm ive them 2 et : ‘] y ked for ¢ t ( LU 
is true that the are exct ive hedules, and those ts a pound on butter, and l ive them 8S cen | y 
sive schedules shall he a ( \ 1 ft] not i en it i a <« 10 cents a dozen on eggs and you gave m 
chasing power of tl farmer ? eS D int asked for a higher duty ¢ ri mma I it 
Ir. McLEAN But befor we engage j tl dar ! that ¢ Phey ked for a higher dt n peal , and you 
ition, let us ascertain the fact { il down he Ked Tor a Gutiy ulK i l l 
ir, MCMASTER rhe only way scerta th fa j e in a smai: auty uj res, Du it a non out 
the resolution, start the tariff rey ! nd hi \ hn the Senate Asan ter of fact ie Finance ¢ i e 
ctigation tc «ke ! early every § eauie | i t! a if U1 
Mr. McLEAN Mr. President. we alresdy have ¢ ‘ | America asked f91 Far cdillers , il l, t 
cecorded the industrialists, 
Ir. McMASTER No: if we wait for tariff revision t find Mr. McLBEAN. Mr. President 
hy of those hings it will be a hnousand yea ! ' vi M NYE I can not vield any further. I pro ‘ l 
have tariff revisior I that within a ve few minutes he can | l ind 
Mr. McLBAN. The law t ay provides that the tariff on any | take all the time that may be required 
f these articles can be ent 50 1 cent provided you cal Mr. McLEAN I simply wish te hat : i m 
fy the Tariff Commission that the eut is legitimate hat | South Dakota is entirely mistaken 
iat th existing tariff exceeds the difference in e cost ot Mr. NYE l have set out this af ri t eX] i h 
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one single effort has been made. on nele appeal has bes equal balan of favor in so far as i I Covernment e 
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xcessive? | and I tl j sn uniortul e, that ther ld be ; many 
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it will not operate. You do not know whether it will or | everyi ust as 1 t to be and n not be improved 
t, because you have not tried Certainly you ought to be npon, th we are living in a wonderful era of prosperity and 
ling to trust the instrumentalities of this Government to a | surplusa i sum ie Whole matter, | would only say 


licient extent to attempt to apply a law that will give you | that I hope we can come to face the facts : ney realty exist 


tute relief if it is justified 5 to-day, and. in facing those facts, give them the consideration 
Mr. MCMASTER. Mr. President, we may get relief from the | whic tl merit when we are acting upon the important 
iff Commission and we mav not get relief from the Tariff | legislation which is before us. 
‘ nission. I have not any too much eonfidence in that kind rhe entire question is pretty well summarized by the editor 
lief: but when I take t i hearings of a committee of whic! of a little pap published out in Pasader Calif kh 
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distinguished Senator from Connecticut was a member and ' the American Atlas, in an open letter addressed to the Presiden 
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of the United States—and it might as well have been addressed | ucts, of which we produce a surplus, which must find a f 
to th ongre of the United States—in which he says this— | market, the tariff is almost altogether entirely ineffective 
7 4a tlie 2 = Indeed, Mr President, that principle is the basis of th 
called McNary-Haugen bill. If the tariff upon agrieulty 
' , ‘ FASADENA, CALIF products, and particularly on wheat, were effective, there w 
I's CALVIN COOLIDG! be no occasion for the relief which it is sought to secu 
Washington, D. ¢ that legislation. By consulting the reports upon that m 
i Is DENT: Recent] here were (three holdups, one murder, in both branches of the Congress it will } found that it 
two mobiles stolen in Pasaden nd I have just received word there stated that to a large extent the tariff upon agricultu 
t t a iqueduct has been blown up near het products is ineffective, and that gives occasion for the lk 
Inasmu as our Nation has marines in China and Nicaragua to | tion. 
protect American Tis ind prope f ask that a troop of marines be| My esteemed friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Br 
tat ned here in Pasad for the me purp | HART], in the course of some remarks a few days ago, told 
The Standard Oi! Co. 1 everal stations and a depot here, which | that the Canadian farmer is now getting for his wheat 
the i ld protect, making them feel entirely at home | cents a bushel more than the American farmer receives 
, rt hools of ae, A! a . ave t nen Prgpos. 3.000 starvi ez iildren. | thereabouts, notwithstanding the tariff. I do not find the sta 
la les o ir speech, In waich you said that the farmers | ment to be supported by the figures given me by the Dep: 
S had raised too much foodstuffs? I would like to distribute this speech | ment of Agriculture, but it is true that the tariff upon whi 
amo these ileal } is, as shown by a comparison of the prices in Winnipeg 
i. If it i ' h I would else ike to hav opies of Mr. | Minneapolis, without any value whatever to the farmer 
Mi pec he announced it w vere in *he midst of | find, for instance, that during the months of September, © 
eat wave of prosperity I would iike to distribute this speech | tober, and November, during which the very largest proporti 
imong the parents of these 3,000 childret If you have any extra | of the wheat produced in the Northwest finds the market 
pies, plea forward for distribution to the 80,000 unemployed of | price was practically the same in both of these markets. Th 
Los Angele | has been a little spread in the month of December, but ot 
Yours for continued prosperity, less food, and more marines | very great consequence. For instance, the average pri 
rue Eprror. | No. 1 hard dark northern spring in the month of Septem 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the resolution under | W@s $1.44 in Minneapolis. In Winnipeg the same No, 1 hard 
consideration was introduced by the Senator from South Da- | Gark northern spring was $1.45. During the month of Octo! 
ta {Mr. McMaster], who comes from the very heart of the | the No. 1 hard dark northern spring was $1.45 in Minneaj 
and in Winnipeg it was $1.44. During the month of Novem! 
the averege price of No, 1 bard dark northern in Minneay« 
was $1.48, and in Winnipeg it was $1.45. In the month of [1 
cember the average price of No. 1 hard dark northern spi 


great agricultural section of this country—at least, from the 
heart of the grain-growing section I have abundant reasons 
for knowing that the people of that section of the country are 
wedded to the principle of protection to American industries; 
and | have no doubt at all that the Senator who is the author | 1 Minneapolis was $1.48, and in the month of December 
of the resolution shares fully in the views of his constituents | Winnipeg the average price was $1.40. 
in relation to that particular subject. ! That was not only the condition during the season just pas 

1 do not think the resolution as originally introduced was | during the vear 1927, but the prices were practically the san 
at all subject to the construction which seems to have been during the preceding year, 1926; and on the day on which 
‘iven to it im some quarters, namely, that it called for any- | Senator spoke, the 13th, the spread between Minneapolis 
thing like a horizontal reduction of all the schedules or rates. | Winnipeg was a matter of 6 cents, the price in Minneap 
It evidenced a desire for a reyision of the tariff, and a study | being $1.43 and in Winnipeg $1.49. 
again of the schedules as they exist in the present law, with Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
a view to reducing those that could be reduced with safety to The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frazier in the chai 
' Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator f) 


industry 
The agriculturists of the country have abundant cause for | 1owa? 

the restiveness which they have exhibited and the discontent Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 

which prevails among them, evidenced by this resolution. Al- Mr. BROOKHART. My quotations were taken from 

though a kindly Providence has favored the Northwest this daily quotations in the Chicago Tribune, which showed t! 

year with abundant crops, the industry of agriculture is still | 0% September 8 No. 1 northern in Minneapolis was 51 

carried on under a most decided disadvantage. Figures given | t@ $1.58, and in Winnipeg $1.52%, a spread of 14% ¢ 

me by the Bureau of Markets of the Department of Agricul- | O8 November 16 the same grade is reported in the Chica; 

ture only a few days ago show that with respect to commodi- | Tribune as selling for $1.24 to $1.80 in Minneapolis, and 1 

ties generally the average prices have advanced from the stand- | 41.50%; at Winnipeg, making a spread of 20 cents. In 

ard of 100 between 1909 and 1918 to 151, while the prices of | meantime the Canadian Railway Commission, on the 12th 

farm products generally have advanced only to 132. That is | September, had lowered the freight rates ou wheat to tie 

32 per | Seaboard points. So I think when we get it figured out 


to say, while farm prices have risen on an average 52 
cent, the prices of Commodities generally have gone up 51 per | the actual grades, wheat was a little higher at Winnipeg than 


cent. So, Mr. President, the same quantity of agricultural | @t Minneapolis, taking the same grade. 
products which in 1909 to 1913 would buy $100 worth of other Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Iowa and | 
goods will now buy but $86 worth of those goods, will no doubt agree, at least, that so far as the marketing 


it was really begging the question for the distinguished Sena- | Of the great bulk of the wheat raised in the Northwest is con 
tor from Utah [Mr. Smoor] the other day te discuss the ques- cerned, the tariff is utterly ineffective. 


tion of the purchasing power of the farmer’s dollar, saying Mr. BROOKHART. We agree absolutely on that propo-i 
that the farmer's dollar had exactly the same value as any other | “on. 
dollar. Of course, literally, that is true; but the expression Mr. WALSH of Montana. So the retort that the farmer 


very tersely indicates the idea now generally understood, that | protected by a tariff on his products as well as the mai 
the farmer is operating under a disadvantage of at least 14 | facturer has very, very little force. 
per cent as against other industries in this couutry—a disad- Those who were here when the tariff bill of 1922 was under 
vantage so oppressive as that any industry which labors under consideration will recall very well that both Senator Penrose, 
it must suffer from the severest depression, if, indeed, it is | who had it in charge in the early stages, and Senator McCuinb: 
not headed for bankruptey. It presents a problem of so serious | who took charge of it later on, declared that the conditions 
a nature that it has always been a matter of astonishment to | at that time were so variable in character, changing with t! 
me that those Representatives who come from the industrial | changing of the hours, that it was next to impossible, if 
section of the country exhibit so much indifference with re- | was not entirely impossible, to arrive at any rate which co 
spect to it. be really justified. They said that a rate which would 

It is retorted, however, that the farmer is protected by | entirely adequate to-day, by reason of the changing conditions 
duties upon most, or at least many, of his products. Even the | would be found entirely too high to-morrow, and that a ra 
item of wheat is referred to in this connection, and the farmer | which was adequate to-day would be found entirely inadequa! 
is told that he has a tariff of 42 per cent upon the production | to-morrow, by reason of the change in conditions through whi 
of wheat. The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Wat- |] we were going at that time. 
son], in the course of his remarks on Tuesday, quite frankly Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator will recall, dou! 
admitted that with respect to any of these agricultural prod- (| less, that during the pendency of the bill changes of rates were 
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ad by anybody to wipe out all customs duties « Vv, pre ition, because he has had great experience in relation 
ive or otherwise, and g an a ite basis of enti fre tariff and the enactment of tariff lay Lf 
ad That is a perfect evasion t the qu stion as to wh it might lead up »anh ideal s e OT ; l rhe orga l 
time has not come when many of these schedules c.f of such a commission would be followe by the full por- 
revised, in view of the changed conditions Which hay tunities for taking testimony in 1 ird to tariff 
ied. puoile is i position to KnHOW \V hether a duty ex ive 
Not a little has been said thus far, Mr. President, al lhe or not Possibly we can not hope for a tariff syst 
ies upon aluminun Having given some little consideratio1 tered by a tariff commission, closely similar in point of org 
that particular item, not only when the tariff bill of 1922 ition and otherwise, the Interstate Commet Com! 
under consideration but since then, I feel that I might b But I will say to the Senat hat the special tariff investi 
to shed a little light upon the advisability of an immediate gating committee whie was appointed by i ay is about 
vision at least in that partic ular schedule to report, and so iv as the trend of the meml the com- 
The duty on crude aluminum ingots or pigs was raised from mission, both Democra al Republican, has b me evident, 
é nts, as it was under the Underwood-Simmons law, to 5 it has, I should say, been in the direction of such a commission 
ts, and upon sheets and coils from 3% cents to 9 cents Mr. WALSH of Mont td i a lf i 
us see what was the operation of that change in the law the course of the argument I am making to discuss wit he 
The Federal Trade Commission having given to this subject Senator now tl uestiol tl dvisabilit fa tariff « 
very careful study, tells us as follows I read now from | Mission having power to fix rate ! 
89 of the report of the Federal Trade Commission on th Conere 
se-furnishing industry ubmitted to the Senate in the year Mr. BRUCE. My interru was rath , I admit. 
= Mr. WALSH of Montana That subject is one which has 
rhe efforts of the Aluminum Co. of America, which were not op} Bice lebated over and over again in the C f the United 
; : Somethir like 20 year go t id or 
consumers of aluminum ingot and sheet esulted in D is a - 
the duty on ingots from 2 cents to 5 cents per pound, and on Maryland were elaborately d Cussed & d : 7 mt 
es, sheets, bars, rods, circles, disks, blanks, strips, rectangles I statesmen and economists advocated - Gea now Ad , 
, from 3% cents to $ nts per pound.” The t wv by he Senatot It ever, howeve1 had the I y ‘ ne 
ber 22, 1922. The Aluminum Co. of Ar 1 increased its | leaders of either political party in either House of Congr 
ingots on September 26, 1922, from 20 cents to 22 cents per — oe nm Tariff Commission, how a ; = rae ; , 
1 on November 1, 1922, tl price was again increased to 5 almost as far as the Senator has a ed | : , 
a aU ee 3 7 ; ee at is supposed to be equipped with experts It i up} it 
nd Thus, in a little over one month after the tariff we I ; 
the « tir in e in duties on ingot luminum wW s refiected ‘ udy every schedule mn un act. it iS Supposed ta sy ulate 
price to the consumer. The} a oe pte ul] possible informati n with respect to matte Vi bn i Ww had 
ised on September 26, 1922, and N aieen Sh Si eevee the bill of 1922 under consideration it gave us u 1 informa- 
ents ‘feb mend aghiact. BU conta: per pow tint ig tarift | tion as it could command with respect to practically every it m 
t ; : ; | in the bill, and with respect to most of them the Congress of 
sei the United States paid no attention hate r to the recom 
There was an increase of 3 cent per pou 1 1 n ing or mendations of the commissior 
Ss. Mr. BRUCE. Of course, tl nator is ai of the f 
I wonder if there is any conception among the Members of hat the commission as at pre rea! d simply repo 
senate as to just exactly what that inere r n price of 3 | the results of investigatio1 { ie | ident, and, as I conceive 
ts per pound on aluminum meant to American lme it, tl President is the vel ast person in our entire political 
e that time the consumption of aluminum has increased very | organization who should have anything to do with the tarif 
gely. Every manufacturer of house! 1 utensils, and } . M1 WALSH of Montana. I agree quite illy with the 
cularly every manufacturer of automobile bodies, was called | Senator. 
n to pay 3 cents a pound more for his aluminum on ac Mr. BRUCE. Then again I imagine undoubtedly a good deal 


this duty as here disclosed. 

I have caused a computation to be made and I find that 

at time that increase has cost the American people, assumil 
increase to be 3 cents per pound, not less than $800,000, ar 


this opposition to the Tariff Com sion is due to the fact 
at, of course, there are some selfish considerations by a con- 
iderable part of the Republican Party that it should be merely 
continuation of the old system of fixi ; 


we all know that one of the effects of the Tariff Commission is 





1 


duty upon sheets and coils unquestionably was at least 
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very considerably to increase the capacity of very wealthy 
Republicans to make handsome contributions to the Republican 
funds from time to time as such contributions are needed. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I may say to the Senator from 
Maryland that when the tariff bill of 1913 was under considera- 
tion | made a very determined but vain effort to induce my col 
leagues to in a provision for the appointment of a tariff 
failed, but it was only three years afterwards 


pu 
commission J 
} 
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it, Congress then added a duty of 3 cents more per pound, wit! 
out any justification whatever, as I have attempted to show. 

Mr. President, I challenge any Senator upon this floor ft, 
stand here and attempt to make a justification of these rat, 
They are nothing more than a pure gift to the Aluminum ¢ 
of America of anywhere from three to five million dollars a 
year. Senators will bear in mind also that that company is t} 
sole producer of aluminum in America—a perfectly ironbou: 
copper-riveted monopoly. 

Then, another thing, Mr. President. It is not pretended 
there is any other clement in the cost of producing these 


| ticles making the cost in this country greater than it is abro 


| except the labor cost. 


| out in sheets instead of in the shape of pigs or ingots. I 


Here are the ingots or pigs upon whi 
there is a duty of 5 cents per pound. Those pigs are rolled ii 
sheets; they are simply passed through a rolling mill and con 
under 
take to and I challenge anybody to demonstrate to th 


say- 


| contrary—that it does not cost all together 4 cents per pound ¢ 
| roll the ingots of aluminum into sheets, not to speak about ¢ 


| insist 


is | 


when the present Commission was created, That it has not met 
he expectations of most of us need not be elaborated. 

Mr. BRUCE, I think it is of very little use as organized at 
present All the revisions have been upward and none down- 
ward, and the commission finds it very difficult, no matter how 
honorable its moti may be, to resist the personal views of 
the I’resident in regard to fixing the tariff rates. I think the |} 
flexible provisions of the tariff law should be repealed, and I 
think the President ought to be completely eliminated from any 
‘ on at all with the fixing of tariff duties. I am obliged 
to the Senator for recording that fact to which he has just 
referred 

Mr. WALSH of Montana [I was endeavoring to call the 
attention of the Senate, when the interruption occurred, to 
What there was before the committees of the Congress upon 
whi he rate was fixed. Mr. Davis, representing the Alumi- 
num Co. of America, came before the House Committee on Ways 
and Means and said to them: 

We are asking a tariff only to compensate for the difference in the | 

mst of manufacture between Europe and this country, and that on 
pre-war or normal conditions It is impossible to say what the actual 
condition is under these abnormal conditions, but under pre-war con 
ditions we estimate that the difference in the cost of monufacture 
about 7 cents per pound, which was the duty that we had under the 
P; Aldrich Act 

That is to say, in the year 1922 the same rate was asked as 
was given by the act of 1909, the investment in the industry 
meanwhile not being taken into consideration at all. He frankly 
tated that they had not any basis upon which the fact could 
be determined 

But, Mr. President, it will be observed that while a tariff 


was asked equal to the difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad, no figures whatever were given as to what it 
cost to produce this article either in this country or abroad; at 
least no information was given to the Congress upon the subject. 
We find, however, in a bulletin gotten out by the Tariff Commis- 


sion that they did have before that body some evidence from 
the Aluminum Co, of America of the cost of producing their 
product here. I read from page 41 of the Tariff Information 
Surveys on the articles in paragraph 148 of the tariff act of 


1918, speaking of the cost of the manufacture of aluminum: 


Detailed cost figures for 1917 covering the making of aluminum from 


the mining of the ore to the remelted ingot are in the confidential files 
of t rari’ Commission, These figures were submitted by the Alumi- 
num Co. of America to the committee on raw materials, Council of 


National Defense. In the tariff! hearings before the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives, prior to the act of 1913, a 
brief submitted by Julius Hess & Co., of Chicago, gave the cost of 1 
pound of aluminum metal at 12 cents in the United States and 6 cents 
in G that time. 


rinany at 


The current price of aluminum is 27 cents. It has been held | 
at that figure, although it was but 22 cents at the time the 
present act was passed, It has practically remained at the 
figure of 27 cents since that time. I can furnish the Senate 
with some information concerning the cost of producing 
aluminum, 

If Senators will turn to page 4887 of the CONGRESSIONAL 


Recorp, volume 67, part 4, of the Sixty-ninth Congress, they will 
find there inserted an article from the Mining Journal of Janu- 
ary 30, 1926, written by Robert J. Anderson, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
bachelor of science, metallurgical engineer, and doctor of science. 
The article discloses that the writer is thoroughly familiar with 
this particular subject. He tells us—and I read from page 4887: 


Calculations for the production cost of aluminum have been made 
many times by those competent in the business, Thus Debar gives the 
cost for German practice as about 16 cents per pound, including in- 
terest and investment and amortization of plant. Clacker, of the British 


Co 


8.6 cents 


Aluminum (Ltd.), has quoted the figure of 12 cents, Collet has 
given for Norwegian practice, Nissen has given 12 cents for 
European practice in general, and Lodin has quoted 11 cents per pound. 
Calculations by the writer for American practice show 13 + cents, 


which is amply high. 


It costs 18 cents a pound to produce aluminum in this coun- 
try and the current price of that article is 27 cents. When it 
was 22 cents per pound and it cost 18 cents a pound to produce 


difference in the cost of doing that work in this country 
abroad. 

Of course, if there were any mills in this country that we: 
engaged in the production of sheets out of ingots they would 
entitled to a compensatory duty equal to 5 cents a pound: and 
then they would have an additional duty of 4 cents on top of 
that simply for rolling the ingots into sheets. 

Mr. President, how can a thing like that be justified? | 
should think that gentlemen here who are attached to the pr 
ciple of protection, who believe that it is a sound policy, w) 
that it ought to be preserved, would hasten to rem 
these excrescences from the tariff law. 

However, Mr. President, whatever may be the cost of rolli 
ingots into sheets, what part of that entire cost must 
tributed to the labor that is employed in it? As a general ru 
upon manufactures of this kind the entire labor cost rare} 
exceeds 20 per cent, and the difference between the cost 
labor in this country and abroad can be only a small fractio 
of that 20 per cent. 

Mr. President, I said to the Senator from Maryland [M 
sRUCE] that, notwithstanding the fact that the Tariff Comm 
sion had furnished with all manner of information up 
these subjects when we had the tariff bill under considerati 
the necessary deductions from the facts they gave us were ce! 
tirely disregarded in fixing these rates. In the case of mos 
articles the entire labor cost was given and the rate fixed oft 
exceeded the entire labor cost, not to speak about the differen 
between the cost of production in this country and abroad. 

At the time this matter was under consideration the Chicas 
Tribune, one of the great Republican newspapers of the co 
try, called attention to the injustice and the wrong and 
oppression of this particular schedule, and then stated that 
was altogether likely that similar injustices could be found 
many of the schedules in the bill. Anyone who knows anythi! 
about the course of the passage of that act can not doubt t) 
that is the case. 

Mr. President, I insist that the revision called for by t! 
pending resolution ought to have taken place years ago; a 
I think it is occasion for wonder that the Representatives fron 
the sections of the country which have suffered so seriously and 
been so seriously oppressed by these heavy rates have not long 
ere this asked for a revision, as is contemplated by the reso! 
tion under consideration. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I can neither vote for no 
against the pending resolution and thereby express my vii 
as to the situation, which fact seems to necessitate a word 
from me more in the nature of an explanation of my vote tha 
an attempt to discuss the subject itself. 

I voted against the present tariff law at the time of il 
passage. I voted against it for two reasons. I thought, i: 
the first place, that there were a number of the schedules whic! 
could not be defended upon what I conceived to be the prope! 
theory of protective duties. It is my view that when an hon 
thorough investigation is made to ascertain the difference | 
tween the cost of producing an article in this country an 
the cost of producing it abroad, the correct theory of a pro 
tective tariff is that the duty should express that differer 
It seemed to me that a number of the duties in the bill were 
far in excess of that rule. I quite agree with the stateme! 
made by the Senator who has just taken his seat [Mr. WALSs!i 
of Montana] that it is quite as much the duty of those wh 
believe in the protective system to guard against those m! 
takes as it is the duty of those who are entirely opposed to t! 
system. 

Naturally, therefore, Mr. President, having yoted against t! 
bill because of what I conceived to be errors in it in tha 


be 


us 
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Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator e of their industry re t amtimaainid 
permit a question in that connection? sleet iiliiacaaietaa loan meal oid teond ; Fhe: unifarmiis 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. es fame anna sian See 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have always felt—this will be tages tied ail hn one ae ‘ Paps 
lestion, not a speech—that the flexible tariff provision as 1 » ahs . : t : es which 
ls imposed too heavy a burden upon the Executive as ; ‘ oi mae mmennein and tine an tew. thent  Maaatie tte 
tical matter. Of course, the Senator remembers that tl ' expensive and t ‘ imatir t le of I 
er is delegated subject to strict limits. The President ma) f ign 1 ts were eely : wid open the tio ‘ iP 

make the tariff rate conform to the difference in cost ¢ il produce, ft ts bulky natur dt d 
luction here and in the principal competing countries ent nd the dans of the « . 


uld the Senator favor the delegation of that power to som sia y ré the foreign market But let us quit th i id of theor 
mission in the nature of the Interstate Commerce Comnil : s. and look at the pr cal operations of the systs of 
n? That is, would the Senator favor taking the power [rom | )-otection, beginning with the most valuable staple of our a 
President and conferring it on some semijudicial, semi 
egislative body? 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President. I should not want to conclude | agricultural interests as it has obtained and as I been 
tf at this time by an answer to that question. Before my ! dv ne of the Republican Par from its organizati 1 Ol 


states the view of the protectionist with referen to 
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the Whig Party prior to its organization. The time now 
approaching, however—indeed, it already here—when the 
American furmer is receiving and is to receive still more direct 
benefit 
ucts 


is 


is 


The great question is to assure him that benefit. His 


loyalty to the protective system has earned it, and fidelity to his | 


interest will see that he gets what he has earned in helping to 
build up this policy. 


It is true that in the case of wheat and cotton and hogs we 
are still exporters; and the direct benefit there does not arise, 
although I am going to discuss the wheat question with refer- 
ence to that briefly in a moment. With reference, however, to 
a Vast number of products, all of which enter into and make 
possible the prosperity of the American farmer, we have now 
reached a time when we are importing a large amount of farm 
products which the American farmer is perfectly prepared to 
sup] to the American market. 

During the last three years .on an average we have imported 
into this country over $2,500,000,000 worth of food products 
Which the American farmer is perfectly capable of supplying. 


: have a list of these products which I may ask to have 
printed; but, in sum total, they constitute a very large portion 
of the produ of the American farm. 

VW roduce in this country, it is estimated, something like 
$,.000,000,000 pounds of animal, fish, and yegetable fats, and 
something like 1,600,000,000 pounds of butterfats. Of course 
this is an exeeedingly important item in the farmer's affairs; 
and that leaves us about 700,000,000 pounds for exports. Not- 
withstanding that fact, however, for the last three or four 
years we have been importing something like 300,000,000 pounds 
of fats—-vegetable fats, but taking the place of those which we 
produce. There is a large class of business interests in the 


United States who are interested in securing the importation of 


these articles. The supply comes from the Asiatic countries, 
and the amount of the supply is incalculable. The extent to 
which the yegetable fats could be introduced into this country 
can only be estimated; but it would absolutely destroy, in my 
opinion, the home market for the home producer. 


statement published in Annais, a very re- 
we exported in 1898 food products to the 
value of S$589,988,742. In 1923-24, at a time when the American 
farmer was hunting for markets, and when he was in that dis- 


According to a 
suthority, 


Sp ctable 


tress which has called for legislation, we imported $150,000,000 
worth of farm products in excess of the exports, covering these 
items to which I shall refer. 

Thus, Mr. President, we have reached a time when the most 
vital concern of the farmer is to preserve the American market 
for his products. The present tariff act does not do so. I am 
not undertaking now to assess the blame. The eastern repre- 
sentativ as I understand, conceded the schedules prepared by 


those who represented the western area. I am not about to 


eter upon that dispute. I am only saying that under present 
‘ itions, and by reason of the rapid economic changes in the 
world’s affairs, the present bill does not protect the American 
farmer. It is one of the items—and a very considerable one— 
in his present distress, 


I sat in this Chamber 16 years ago and heard read from the 


desk a message from a Republican President advocating free 
trade for farm products and protection to American manufac- 
turing interests. A few days thereafter I witnessed the leader- 
ship of t! Republican Party turning to the support of the 


doctrine that we should have imports free which came in com- 


petition with the American farmer and protect the products of 
the manufacturing interests. It is sometimes said duties do not 
protect the farmer, but the time had arrived when it was 
thought otherwise. 

I puuse to read some of the reasons for this betrayal of what 
had been the doctrine of the party since its organization 
Suffice it to say, by way of explanation of what I shall read, 
that the design and purpose was to reduce the price of farm 
products. The time had come when the tariff was a protection 
to the farm products, and, having arrived, the purpose was to 


the markets of the United States to importations from all 


open 
the agricultural regions of the earth, for Canada was only a 
beginning 

rhe President in his message said: 

R city with Canada must necessarily be chiefly confined in its 
effect on the cost of living to food and forest products The question 
of t st of clothing as affected by duty on textiles and their raw 
materials » much mooted, is not within the scope of an agreement 
wi Canad 


‘The only thing ineluded in the agreement with Canada was 
that which the farmer produced. Our friends in the East, par- 
ticularly throughout the New England States, were asking for 
n to enter the Canadian market and supply their raw 


permissio 


from the duties which may be levied upon farm prod- | 
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materials and the food with which to feed their employees, a; 


at the same time were asking protection from the Governny, 
for their imports. It was the most pronounced, the m 
startling, and the most cruel surrender of a policy of a par 
which has ever taken place, to my knowledge, in the history 
the United States. It was not only the surrender of a p 
but it was the betrayal of a most loyal constituency, 

Senator Root, of New York, said: 

Mr. 
least 
revolution 


President, there is no here who believes that there is 
possibility that the people of the United States, until an 
of sentiment has come, will permit the cost of their 
to be increased by the imposition of a Guty upon ordinary foodstuff 

I have never thought that the duties which were imposed upon 
products were of any real general benefit to the farmer. 


one 


Therefore he had always supported it. 
They have been quite indifferent, affecting only several localiti« 
d of our consur 
with our 
and the fencing 
luctive 


and there, so long as our production ran far ale 
But with the of 
population, and using 
old the 
lands, 
duties, 
country, would result in putting up the 


increase cities as compared 
the 


and 


our far 
our waste lands 
pre 
the continu 


the pe 


up of 


cattle ranges reduction of the 


we have 
instead 


power 
where 


indifference 


to the point 
of 


about come ince of 


of being a matter to ple 


cost of food. 


What was proposed to be done in that instance by an oy 
agreement now being effectuated by the present tariff | 
At the present time the products are being admitted into 
market under a rule which is in violation of the princip 
protection, while in this instance they were proposing an 
agreement to that effect. 

Here is the New England doctrine at 


Is 


that time: 


Massachusetts comes far from feeding itself. In consequence of 
extremely small percentage of agricultural workers and the exces 
population in proportion to available farm land, the State is ma 
dependent on outside sources fgr its food supply. If, then, w 
sure to buy from two-thirds to five-sixths of our food from prod 
at a distance; if by no possibility we can get whatever advantage 
arise from relying on our own farmers to come anywhere near f 
us, no obligation prevents us from seeking to buy in the chea| 


market available. 
Extension of Canadian reciprocity in the matter of manufacture 





in our belief, for the present out of the question. 

These will, at least, not be discouraged— 

That is, the manufacturers— 
if we can make it possible for our people to buy their food 
cheapest market. If Canada chances to profit by supplying our 
to some small extent, so much the better both for Canada and for 
selvesr But there is no reason why we should restrict our new 
chases to Canada, If Mexico or Argentina or Australasia can h 
out, let us turn to them as well. 

This doctrine has never died away. Now I read from a 
ment made only a few days ago by one of the ablest and 
highly respected leaders of Massachusetts: 

What harm would there be in taking in from Canada the prod 
the farm, the mines, the forests, and the fisheries? Recipros 
new. It is a policy we have tried in part. 

We had a reciprocal trade treaty with Canada from 1854 to 
which covered the natural products, and it was abrogated directly a 
the Civil War for political and not for economic reasons. If t 
treaty could have been continued, manufacturers of the United § 
would not now be obliged to put branch factories all over Canada 
we could have played a great part in the development of that c 
to the north, rich in natural resources, virgin forests, the largest 
ducer of nickel and asbestos, in fact, everything that would help to 


built up and strengthened our own industries. 


This doctrine was repeated a few nights ago. 

Let me pause to say that if the protective policy is not to 
regarded, treated, and applied as a great nationai system, bui 
ing up our industries and ayocations as a whole and furnis! 
scope for every bent and gift of the genius of man, then il 
subterfuge and a fraud, a special privilege, and an ontrage, 
should be destroyed. 

I am therefore interested in this particular resolution. 
far as it expresses a purpose to secure a parity of rates betw« 
manufactured articles and farm products, it expresses a })! 
ciple which is exceedingly vital at this time. 


I 


1) 
Lili 


It does 


| it declares for a permanent policy with reference to agri¢ ult 


At the present time, as I have stated, we are importi! 
large amount of food products. If I had my way about It. 
long as the agricultural condition in this country cont!) 
anything as it is, I would devote the American market e 
sively to the products of the American farmer 


as to i 


19 
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ducts which the American farmer is capable of pro Ta r to it fe pu the 
true, Mr. Presiden ] we are exporters of whi we must fac 
f is oO! of the lar iten l t should Ct misiead us 1 il other coi l é 
elief that we re eX] fa irge al int ‘ N but every ¢ | 
nroducts of hich w e now iportel It ] fo. mselves ! é 
d us into the belief tl is { i I p their } 
du ( l ead ef rom f I 
tariff dut Wr ¢ ‘ . 
; mie : I l i 
‘ > 
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\ i 
i + 
hh it ot it l ' I . . 
‘ \\ } V< \ 
( 
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mit I I I 
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view the world as a whole, philosophers and theorists may dis- 
cuss. As a practical fact it is here. As a practical policy it 
obtains throughout the world. I am interested in the tariff, 
therefore, as a means of building up and maintaining the home 
market in the United States and then dedicating that home 
murket to the products of the American farmer. If we can 
give the home market to the American farmer as he is able to 
upply it and then protect him against exorbitant and unjust 
exactions in his effort to reach that market, we shall have | 
gone far in solving the great farm problem. 

Mr. SHIVSTEAD. Mr. President, I wish to make only'a few 
observations upon the pending resolution. I am very glad the 
resolution modified as it appears before us to-day. 

I huve been at all times a believer in the protection of Ameri- 
can lustry. I find that under the Underwood Tariff Act 
there was very little difference in the percentage of duties paid 


upon all of the imports as compared with those paid under the 
For McCumber Tariff Act, the being a Democratic 
measure enacted by a Democratic Congress and the other a Re- 


ey one 


publican measure enacted by a Republican Congress. I think 
it is therefore safe to assume that in general the entire country 
is on a nonpartisan basis so far’as the system of protection is 
concerned. The controversy seems to revolve about the ques- 
tion of whether tariff protection shall be uniform, whether all 
industries shall enjoy the protection of the system, or whether 
there shall be a maladjustment of the schedule in the effectua- 
tion of the American system of protection. 


I find the difference in percentages of duties paid whder the 
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total average monthly pay roll for the United States decreas 
30 per cent. In other words, labor in the aggregate througho 
the United States in 1926 was receiving 30 per cent less than 

did in 1920. Never before in the history of the country ha 
there been such a great production of wealth. What part di 
labor get out of it? According to the tigures given labor 

30 per cent less than it did in 1920. 

What did labor produce? The Bureau of Labor Statistics 
its report for 1927 reported that the quantity of manufactur 
goods per man employed increased 84 per cent in the last s 
That to say, the average workingman in 
and factories of to-day, under a system of mass producti 
giving the employer a yearly production 34 per cent gre: 
turning out one-third more than he did seven years ago. H 
ve have a situation where the average man, according to 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, working in the mills and factori 


is the mi 


| is producing one-third more than he was producing seven yea 


Underwood tariff operating from 1914 to 1919 and the Fordney- | 


McCumber tariff operating from 1921, when the emergency 
tariff act passed after the war beceme effective, up to and end- 


ing with the fiscal year 1926, to have been about 5 per cent 
of the duties paid upon all imports being imported under the 
two systems of tariff protection. 

I desire now to submit a few observations upon the economic 


situation in the United States as it is now, so far as informa- 
tion is available, and as it has been since the passage of the 


emergency tariff act of 1921 and the Fordney-McCumber Act 
of 1922, 
it is generally conceded that in this period of time we have | 


had the greatest production of wealth that the United States 


has ever experienced. Never before in the history of the coun- 
try has there been so much wealth produced as there has been 
since 1921. When we come to ascertain how this wealth has 


been distributed we get some very interesting information. I 
call attention to a statement made by the distinguished Senator 
from Utah [Mr, Smoor] on January 9, last. 
his remarks he said: 


Unemployment is small as compared with 1921. 
He 


wa iking in defense of the MeCumber-Fordney tariff 


Se 


> ® e : ° » | 
and its operation upon industries and the general welfare of the | 


What do the actual figures of the Government 
‘bout employment at the time of which the Senator from 
Utah was speaking, as compared with the year 1921? We find 


United 


show 


States. 


in a report of the Secretary of Commerce, in a periodical called 
Survey of Current Business, issued for February, 1927, that 


from 1920 to 1926 employment in the United States decreased 18 
per In other words, when the Senator from Utah said 
that employment is better now than it was in 1921 he contra- 
dicted the figures of the Department of Commerce which last 
February stated there were 18 per cent less people employed in 


cent, 


1926 than there were in 1920. 
The Senator from Utah said the percentage of commercial 
failures was net as great in 1926 and 1927 as in 1914. I do not 


know what they were in 1914. 
and Currency of the Senate conducted their hearings on the 
MeFadden banking bill in 1926, Mr. Willis, who had been en- 
gaged by a group of bankers in the United States and given a 
large sum of money to be used for the purpose of investigating 
the banking situation and the commercial situation in the United 
States, made the statement that since 1920 we had had more 
business failures and more banks closing, with greater 
assets wiped out, than ever before in the history of the United 
States. That statement was made based upon information 
gathered by a group of experts whom he had employed and set 
to work at the request ofthe group of bankers who wanted to 


mt 


get the information. 

The Senator from Utah said that production has increased. 
That is true. He also said that wages had maintained a high 
level. What are the actual facts as revealed by the Govern- 


ment’s own figures? In the same periodical issued by the De- 
partment of Commerce, Survey of Current Business, for Feb- 
ruury, 1927, it will be found stated that from 1920 to 1926 the 


In the course of | 





ago, and yet Secretary Hoover's statistics show that labor in | 
aggregate has been reduced in its averuge monthly pay roll 
per cent from 1920 to 1926. 

What share of this prosperity has the farmer received? <A 
time when the farmer was exporting a greater amount of agri 
cultural products than he had ever done before in the his 
of the United States, with the exception of one or two yi 
during the war period, the reports of the Department of Co: 
merce and the Department of Agriculture showed that fr 
1920 to 1923, of the 18 major agricultural products, we averag 
three times more in exports than we did before the war. 


Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an 
interruption ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLatne in the clair) 
Does the Senator from Minnesota yield to the Senator from 


Connecticut? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Certainly. 
Mr. McLEAN, I was deeply interested in the Senator’s stat: 
ment with regard to the average wage paid to employees in the 
industrial activities of the country. The Senator will bear in 
mind that we are now discussing a resolution which calls for a 
reduction of tariff rates. Does he think that a reduction in 
tariff rates would be of benefit to those employees who in his 
opinion are new receiving less than they did five or six years 

ago? 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator 
listening to my remarks, because I 


} 
peen 


evidently has not 
am at the present 


time 


| addressing my remarks to the statement of the Senator from 


Utah [Mr. Smoor] upon the floor of the Senate when he was 
speaking of the universal prosperity that has been spreadi 
over the country the result of the operations of 11 
McCumber-Fordney tariff bill. 

Mr. McLEAN. But the Senator is addressing himself to t! 
pending resolution, I assume. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. My time is occupied upon the resolutio 
I shall come to the resolution after,I shall have finished wi 
the statement of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. McLEAN. I was wondering whether the figures whi 
the Senator stated indicated to him that a reduction in 
tariff rates applying to those industries where wages have be 
reduced, would enable the employers to pay higher wages? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I am calling the attention of the Senate 
to these figures to show that under the high tariff schedules i 
industry, which we were told had been enacted for the purpose 
of helping the American wage earner to get more out of 
wealth which he helps to produce, that the Government’s 0 


} ’ 


figures show that the total average pay roll of the country bad 


as 


been reduced 30 per cent during its operations. 


When the Committee on Banking | 


Mr. McLEAN. I think the Senator understands my questior 
but if he does not care to answer it that is for him to decide 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. As a matter of fact, I did not underst:) 


| it as a question but understood him to make a statement. 


Mr. McLEAN. I put it in the form of a question. Does 
the Senator think that a reduction of tariff rates on these 


| dustries will put the employers in a position where they « 


total | 


| 





deal more liberally with their employees? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. My observation has been to the effect t! 
the tariff has very little to do with wages, apparently, and tl 
view is borne out by the reports of the Department of ¢ 
merce, and, of course, the fact is that wages have been reduc 

Mr. McLEAN. ‘The Senator is in favor of the adoption 
this resolution which calls for a reduction in tariff rates for 
the purpose of heiping some one, and I assume from the debat 
that preceded his remarks it was to help the farmer. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Before I have taken as much time as | 
Senator from Connecticut has upon this resolution I hope to 
make myself clear, 
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l i > 
rednueed by > ner cent. according to t “eport { he | r the eost of those products th nme 
rtment of Commerce Mr cLEAN That is ne the question I a ! 
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Department Mr. McLEAN. They are not « it y si pre 





SHIPSTEAD. As I read the repe nd IT} A COP) Mr. DILL. Bu would help the far r wil t 
here, or a transcript of what the depart ited hue tarving to death, because he |! to pay ich enormous p 4 
ge laborer in the factory, as reported Feb y for what he has to buy 
34 per cent more of the finished produ hi he Mr. McLEAN. The Senator has read figures as te the wage 
! wing seve years ago | of the employees of the woolen mills and he finds that they 
Mr ‘SS. That is my understanding been reduced 
fr. SHIPSTEAD. The employees are producing more. That Mr. DILL. Yes; and fa of the high tariff given 
not only, in my Opinion, due to the increased efficiency of | the manufacturers 
or bunt to the vastly greater use of new labor-saving | Mr. McLEAN Is it the Senator’s idea that a reduction of 
hinery i the tariff would enable the employers to p higher wage 
Mr. FESS. Yes; the Senator from Minnesota is right as to | Mr. DILL. Oh, no; I do not think the tariff has anything 
‘ to ad witli the wages paid. 
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Mr. McLEAN. Then the Senator does not think that a re | The distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warso 
duction of the tariff on woolen goods would benefit the em- | has at all times, so far as I know anything about his re 
ployees? | been a high protective-tariff defender. said the other day. “\ 

Mr. DILL { do not think it would hurt the employers and | have discovered that the tariff on agricultural products ha 
I w it would benefit the great mass of the people who use | been effective.” 
wo i good Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will perm 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator does not think it would hurt the | the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Brooxuarr] either vesterda, 

. Hover | the day before stated to the Senate that he had given t 

ir. DILL No; because they have such lormous profits |; ject very careful consideration and investigation, and 

! dividends now | reached the conclusion that the tariff amounted, I think 

Mr. MOLEAN, They have not been enjoying profits for some | about 8 per cent of the difficulties now suffered by the act 
time past tural interests of the country. It may have been 12 per 

Mr. DILL. I have not read the latest reports, but in recent | it was either 8 or 12 per cent, I think. 
yeal nce the last tariff bill was enacted into law, their profits | That was the result of his careful investigation. Of « 


have been very large _ | I could not agree with him even as to the 8 or 12 per cent 
Mr. McLEAN, I do not know where the Senator got his | can speculate as much 


as we please; but it is my impress 


fice | that if we did not have prosperity in other sections of 
Mr. DILL. Perhaps in the last year their profits have not | country the condition of the farmer would be verv much \ 
been so lirge, but my pvint is that the tariff does not bring | than it is now. 
the Inborer better wages, | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Of course, that is a matter of S] 
7 recy A i. - . . . . tc} ; c ° . . : . : : 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, when I finish I will ask ) tion and opinion, and everyone is entitled to his own opi 


the Senator from Connecticut to explain where wages have been | qgbout it. 1 
increased at all by the high tariff: and when I say that I say it 
as one who believes in the protective tariff. 

Mr. McLEAN, I did not understand the Senator 


am merely calling the Senator’s attentio 
shown by the Department of Commerce. the Bureau of | 
Statistics, and the Department of Agriculture, to whit 
happened to agriculture, what bas happened to labor, and 


: Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I say when T finish I shall give the Sena- | has been agriculture’s share of this prosperity 
tov an opportunity, or the Senator will have the opportunity | Mr. President, I may say that I find that a former d 
without my giving it to him, to explain how wages have been | guished Senator from Minnesota, Hon. Knute Nelson— fur 


increased by the high tariff | distinguished than the Senator who has the honor of add 
Mr. McLEAN I am very much obliged to the Senator. It ing the Senate to-day—was here when the Fordnev-Mct 
cul easily be done Tariff Act was passed. He said, among other things, in sp 
Mr. SHUPSTEAD. Mr. President. what do the Government’s | ing of the tariff on agricultural products : 
own figures show has been the part of agriculture during the 
past six years while we have had this great era of prosperity 
about which so much has been said? The Department of Agri- 
culture in one of its reports shows that during the six-yeur 
period my State has had a loss in income of $1,000,000,000, In 
the report of the subcommittee of the Senate Banking and Cur- 
reucy Committee for February 16 to February 24, 1926, inclusive, 
a table shows that from 1920 to 1925 3,500 banks in the United 
States, with total assets of $1,600,000,000, were closed and 95 
per cent of those banks were conducting business in agricultural | eyer was any necessity for, has done so simply to oil the prot 
communities, The Department of Agriculture also shows in re- machine for the woolen schedule and some of the other schedules 
ports issued by it that the shrinkage in income to agriculture | p37 
from 1919—I do not think that, perhaps, it is fair to take 1919, 


I suppose it is to make a big showing for the farmer, to mak 
believe that he will get all the excess duty in one form or anoth« 
to make it easy for him to swallow the high duties on manufa 


goods 


He also said: 


It is evident, it seems to me, that the Senator from North Da 
{Mr. McCumber], in his zeal to put such an immense tariff on 


tural products, higher than we have ever had before, higher than 


because that was a year when prices were high and there was He said: 
inflation—but from 1920 to 1926 the report of the Department of | I am very sorry that the committee have gone to such extrem 


Agriculture shows that the income from agricultural pursuits | they have. I had hoped, Mr, President, that 
in the United States decreased 42 per cent. So we have from 

the Government's own figures a showing that during this period ls 
of time there was a decrease of income to agriculture of 42 per Mr. McLEAN., Mr. President, but the Senator has rei 
cent, and that the total average monthly pay roll for labor the conclusion that the rates in the Fordney-McCuinber bill 
decreased 30 per cent, or a total of 72 per cent. What do the only 5 per cent higher than those in the Underwood bill. 


protection would no 


mad as it has done. 


Government's own figures show has been the share which in- | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. That is, in the aggregate. 
dustry has been receiving during the same period? We have | Mr. McLEAN. In the aggregate. 
that from the Department of Commerce, also, | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I do not mean to say that they were u 


On page 126 of the February issue of the Summary of Cur- formly that throughout the two bills. My predecessoi 
rent Business, Seeretary Hoover has summarized the inerease | Senator from Minnesota, who was here at the time and w 
in value of industrial shares. Table 102, stock and bonds, shows | I was quoting, said that they had gone mad, I take it tha 
that the average price in dollars per share for the 25 leading | Meant on certain ‘chedules, and not in the aggregate. , 
industrials on the New York Stock Exchange in 1922 was $08.50. I do not care what kind of a price level you have in 
In 1926 they averaged $165.70—a four-year increase of $67.12 | country, whether you have an inflated one under an inflation ot 
per share, on the average. In other words, the value of indus- | the credit structure and under the high protective tariff, 0 
trial stocks increased 70 per cent, as compared to a decline in low one, provided you have it uniform and maintain if at 
farm values of 35 per cent and farm income of 42 per cent, in times. Then every one is on an equal basis. luvery one is on 
seven years. the same price level. But when you have a situation where 

Here we have an economic situation—and I prefer to discuss dollar of agriculture is down here and the dollar of the ma 
these things from an economic rather than a political point of | facturer is up there, you have a maladjustment that affects 
view—where we have produced more weaith than ever before in | distribution of wealth; and, (as the Department of ¢ omme 
the history of the United States during a period of half a dozen and the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the I lepartment 
years. We have produced more wealth upon the farm, we have Agriculture showed, when wealth Is produced as it has been | 
produced more wealth in industry, and still the producers on the duced here in the past six years the distribution has been al 
farm suffered a reduction in income of 42 per cent in the aggre- lutely unjust to agriculture and to labor. i 
gate. The producers in the mills and the factories during the I want to refer again to what the Senator from In i 
same period of time suffered a loss in the aggregate of 50 per {[Mr. Watson] said the other day when he said, “ We have dl 
cent in income, and the 25 leading industrial corporations, ac- | covered now that the tariff on agricultural products is 
cording to Mr. Hoover, had an increase in value of their shares | effective.” s . . a ; 
of 70 per cent—just 2 per cent less than agriculture and labor In my opinion, if an investigation under this resolution shou 
lost. | show that some of these schedules are entirely too high, t 

I think that is a situation that demands the most earnest at- ought to be reduced, If some schedules are too low, they ous 
tention of every Member of Congress and every American citi- | to be raised. If any schedule for agricultural products I> 


yen, It is a very astonishing condition. I am not going to say | be effective—as the Senator from Indiana admitted and 
that (his is all due toa high protective tariff. I would not make | Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] this afternoon admitted u 
such a rash statement. I do not know to what extent it is | they are not, now—some way must be found to make 
affected by the tariff; but I think we ought to find out. tariff schedules effective for agriculture. 
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I do not clair ] ! ition embodies y complete | M SHIPSTEAD \V S 
edy J I ! McN Haugen | wil s ‘ 
hat it carried on dequi ren j eric l ce ral prod \ 
elief: but it was at least t | ) nake the ti t effecti i riff on yx iy 
I want to call t s to the \ M McLEA»® I I 
) ive t! ta 1 i 
d be taken I f see wl ! S r om NI HIVSTEAD I é 
s pointed ou b wa ( \ M EAN I I Ww W e 
vy, M l wal yw a ] ! \\ ‘ 
“i i ( real [ t! I ‘ 
1 sect M HIPSTEAD I thar ~ 
We of the Northwest ! e hee arged havi l M McLEAN I ! u | 
1} t of vi bu reo of vie | l \ vS y 
} ] Senat fe f ‘ ' } 1 , , 
so faras he w ned I t to compli ue } { \ 
s honest in ( ttect e@ Poll \ "A © I j 
it ap oO | mer | is | fectiy na i " 
ill humar bs "W Ve as \ S Q on e141 ~ a 
iceused of bei ir c] N 
general impres I eo e been carried It oO} } i ! \\ 
nda that that is pecu oO our s ion of the c ry ' ‘ ‘ 
Mr. McLEAN Mr. |} idle ; will rea » 1 ss tf] ' qu 
smuch as we have d t point f vii Be: . Mr CARAWAY OF cr 2 
had expressed here i he Chan r at least thi List } R bli 
ls of thought on the tariff « U1 hee tis bj M HOWELI M ] 
ight up—we can not all be rig and very ort ‘ h icu 
we should avoid adopting a wrong rse in this ma n ag 1 Dr 
in not all be right; we may all be wrong; | it seems Mi McLEAN \ : 
ery important that be we d irb tl I x I HOWELI H ‘ 
| industries of thi ountry by a revision of 1 I 
{ avoid the wro ( ir if possible \ fcoLEAN Wy Y ; 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Before we e a definite point view 
us get some facts Phat i it I am trying to give to the Mr HOWET \ rt . : 
y \ 
Mr. McLEAN I ha I nv j I | ' 
hat I 1] li elit I I t nd u} t ’ ¢ ] j } 
not heard a sing LY ! bod ad be eff 
rrant ft ad I ( l Sep tl I iel ( 1d ‘ MeLEA 
Mr. SHIPSTEAI l Senatet some ti \ Mr. HOW] Hlow 9 y 
tor here to have f in his Governme! I am si tts ' et nend : 
him some figures fro his Gove) \I Nel \N a ‘ | Pr ¢ , ; 
Ir. McLEAN If the $ te will pardon n I wi i I nt PA y } 1 . } } 
! n te fact that was ight te ie attention o Ginn 1 lf : ‘ ; ’ ret : 
e y day by t Senator fro N Yor! \i 1 \ 1) . "nt 
you can not ] I ( redy 
H wife bought I ] I m ter of ‘ kk ad She } 
1 to preserve me fruit [I think | lied it a} M IOWELI Mr. |} ler kh ip sses 
1 $4.55 for i I} ‘ t i m New Yor] as pt I so | ( ‘ xt! i t Ol 
ent of econom told the NS« te wh tax she had to pay 1 f il « um} { | ‘ f 
hat u sil Elever { Ss a pound 50,.000.000 busi of 60) I S 
le 33 cent He took a dollar ff ‘ ‘ I ‘ ! ‘ Wou th 
5, Which resulted in $3.55 That, in thbout parity 
valorem tariff of 55 per cent. Th Mr. McLEAN. I do not } vy, but i S 
H idded the 33 cents the $1.95 nd vi revised the asthe v I i } I ] 
he tax his wife had pay on that utensil vy were using ! S t it ttl ed 
Mr. JOHNSON How much was that, please? d they would not stand for ha rr n 
Mr. McLEAN. ‘Two dollars and twenty-eight cents t ve the an adequate rate on blackstrap mol e . 
Mr. President, it does seem to me that any man wh nde \i HOWELI Did the Finar Committe e > 
es to discuss the tariff question in this Chamber ought to I ft this molasse 
flicic ntly considerate of his own repaut ion to avoid such a Ni McLEAN. No. As fi rr it I il products vw l 
tement took the say-so of tl gentlemen wil represented I 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. To whom is the Senator referring tural bloe, I will admit, and gave then L the ! 
Mr. McLEAN. The Senator from New York [Mr. ¢ ELAND Mr. HOWELL Mr. Pi lent, it is well 1 | 
lf am sorry he is not in the Chamber blackstrap molasses, wl is imported 
Mr. SHIPSTBAD. If it is all the same, I will ask that r to the extent of nearly 300,000,000 | 
itor be given an opportunity to answer the Senator from iller for tl prod nm of a hol. and ! 
York in his own time ‘ ted in this rat: ] dt 
Mr. McLEAN. The Senator rather challenged my attempt xth of 1 « tag n on tl pr 
inform the Senate as to what fact had been introduced in I . further fact ft} it takes 5.6 gallor ) 
ipport of the friends of this resolution asses to ¢ il one 1s} col roduction of a hel 
Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, if tl! Senator will 1 I her word n that ! s there was Ie cent ] 
ment, I wish to say that if the distinguish: penator from a bushel Corl { 1 it u ut <« use 50.000.000 
ecticut had remained in the Chamber when he knew tha l ‘ ually in this country for the production of alcohol 
tain schedules were being discussed jt a few moments ago, | It true we produced about 2,.700,000,000 bushels of corn la 
would have had an ample opportunity to ask questions and | year, and only about 10 per cent of that goes into the market 
nswer questions Now, I should like to hear the disti and is dealt in as cash corn, or about 270,060,000 bushels. But 
hed Senator from Connecticut explain the aluminum d SO.000.000 bush« f corn taken out of that demand f 
es and defend those aluminum schedules. tremendous mom and undoubtedly affected the pr f corn 
Mr. McLEAN. I will say to the Senator that I have con i ; intry If you will *k at the price ind nu er 
me agricultural products; I could not occupy a seat in this | of corn you will find that for most of the time during th: 
Chamber if I did r I retired from the Chamber a few | six and a half years corn has brought about the same pric 
ments to partake of some pea soup. I do not know what the | in 1915. It is one of the aims of the pending resolution to 
riff is on peas; but that was the excuse for my absence from | nonagricultural products have averaged 64 per cent higher n 
the Chamber. I have tried to be here all the time this matter in 19138 It is one of the aims of the pending resolutiou to 


has been under discussion, correct such tariff injustices to agricniture as this. 
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\ McLEAN I have no controversy with any Senator who] all New England Senators a ilways voting alike, with ver 
ix advocating an increase in the tariff rates rare exceptioiis 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD, Mr, President, have I the floor? Mr. BINGHAM. I wish that were true, Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Ia sure the Senator from Connectic 
li he floor will agree with me when I say that it is not necessary for the 
i SHIPSTEAD. If f have the floor, shall ask the Chair’s | Senator to ask nie about anything concerning New England, thy 
ter nh that I may have a few minutes in order that I may | part of the country that has been dedicated to the bean and 
conclude my remark: I am very thankful for the information | the cod- 
hat 1 been furnished by the Senator from Nebraska and the | Where the Lowells speak o o Cabots 
Senator from Connecticut. dnd the Galiots eséak date itc! Goa 
int oO tur o th : rier > yj ctarte ‘ . 
= peieesaaied oh amma toe aur 4 re sane ed Here is the repl} of anoth re distit guished Memb of C 
liv i N hwest are afflicted with what is looked upon as wait from New Hughind, " —_— to the N és England Cou 
Wn md ab complex. a local or sectional politi al point of which seems to the central vOoUy. He said: 
iew Ca we have been charged with that, and I want to A hostile feeling toward New England is more or, less pre 
preset me eviden to how that that disease, if it be a Congress lor t ist 50 years New England has plaved 
lisen not culiar to the Northwest. important part and secured many advantages 
. ha here a ee ca Some o_ by a organization that I want to say that I admit that New England has plavye 
| ere England ’ ouncl, which a a a important part and in most re spects every American is pr 
ay re = ; : cree am Eee House . : Senate from of New England When we come to disc iss the econ: mi ‘Ss 
ee - A Ce en ao wn i. ae . rhe a cron tion affecting the tariff, the condition of agriculture, and 
Jone tor New England this year. I have here the answer | qictribution of wealth as reflected in the reports of the G 
of the New Eng and bloc t th New England ¢ ouncil I find that ernment. in some things we have to differ from New Eng! 
Men ! f ¢ ress sald, in answer to the questionnaire: and on this occasion L am attempting to show that while 
i ' ng in Congress to which New England | have been accused of trying to do a little something for our oy 
ould t 1 is the matter of so-called farm relief people, and that to some seems to be an undesirable point 
Practical ¢ proposa seriously urged by the western farm | view, I am trying to show that New England has been try 
‘ ina bis p! vod in » industrial communities | to follow that course for a long time and they admit it 
of % i He said: 
Ile was speaking, of cour: of the MeNary-Haugen bill in | I do not intend to introduce politics into your deliberati 
ee — He ae opposed to ot because, he said, it would | Of course not. They only want to see what they can get ! 
raise the price of food in the industrial ections. | of Congress this vear. but they do not like to bring politics into 
Mr. McLEAN. Did I understand the Senator to say that the | their deliberati : : 
. . . , one € rneiy celmerations 
author of that article was in favor of the McNary-H:augen bill? 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. No; opposed to it. But merely state the fact that it is of paramount importance 
Mr. McLEAN, As usual, coming from New England, he was | We should have in the White Tou: nd in other offic 
a ve ensible man. | ability to defend New Isnglhaind’s int rests and the power to secure and 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD, He was looking out for New England; | Tetain legislation of a helpful naire 
and when we try to do something for the Northwest we are | I do not find any fault with that. New England wan ; 
accused of lacking in national point of view and being local- | look out for itself. but when New England is feeding her ind 
minded I am simply bringing this to the attention of the | trial population at our boarding house and refuses to pay 
sena io show that if that is an undesirable complex it is not | cost of production, I think we have a right to complain. 4 
peculiar to the Northwest. only thing we ask them to do is to pay us for what thes 
Here is the reply of another member of the New England | Here we find a distinguished Member of the New England blo 
bloe to the New England Council. He says: | in Congress writing to the New England Council and saying | 
1 think New England is interested in maintaining adequate customs | he is opposed to farm legislation that would increase the 
dut and in the elimination of the estate tax of food to the industrial sections of New England. I have been 
. te ‘ in communities where if a man did not pay his board bill they 
I found that one member of t ic New England bloc expressed | called him various names. 
great neem about very many things. I quote from the reply Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
of one Ile said: | question 4 
The will be countless items in the appropriation bills that are | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Certainly. 
ortant for particular New England communities, such as those Mr. BINGHAM. Will the Senator explain before he 
havi to do with river and harbor improvements, public buildings, | through why he objects to the action taken by the New Ens 
ivy yards, ete. but I think that you can count upon the representa- | land Council in asking the Representatives from the New E: 
tives of tl mmunities concerned to lock after them and to enlist | land States what they think of important measures before t 
help from home should it prove necessary, ‘ Congress affecting that section of the country, and their frank 
Nearly every one starts out with the statement that New | answers? Why does he object to that? pe 
England must be wide awake and look after its own interests. | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I am not objecting at 
One man stated that it was very important that they should | T am simply stating it es fact. I said I did aes blame N 
organize and cooperate, He said: England. I am only pointing out that they are doing and hi 
ee at Se sate ad MEN SS ‘ been doing for a long time what we have been accused of doing 
With a little organized cooperation on the part of the various indus- | pyt when we tried to do it in our humble way we were accused 
tries whose pr ducts are on the free list and of the commercial organi- of lacking patriotism, lacking a national viewpoint, being pt 
ns of the regions affected, I believe that the Ways and Means vincial. We are simply beginning to follow in the footsteps nf 
Committee could be induced to take up this question New England, which have made New England so prosperous 
Of raising tariff schedules. the expense of the country. We want some of the wealth \ 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? have produced. We want to be paid for the food we send io 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield. you to feed your people. All we ask is to be paid the cost 
Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The Senator has used several times the | production, to be put on an economic level with the people o 
expression “the New England bloc.” New England. Is there anything wrong about that? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Yes. Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr. President; only the Senator's r 
Mr. BINGHAM. Will the Senator explain what he means by | mark that that is something which has been going on in N 
that? That is a new idea to me. I had never heard that there | England for a long time and that he had learned it from New 
was one. In fact, I have several times wished that there was England, does not seem to me to be borne out by the fact tha 
one. The trouble with most people from New England is that | the recent meeting of the New England Council from which he | 
they are all individuals and can not be forced into the confines | quoting is quite a new thing, and that New England is 4) 
of a bi Will the Senator be so good as to explain? parently acting in self-defense and has been driven into th 
Mr. McMASTER. I will suggest to the distinguished Senator position by the fact that she is not so prosperous as t! 


from Connecticut, if he wants to ascertain something about the 
New England bloe, that he examine practically every roll call in 
the Senate, it would not make any difference whether on the 
election of a page or on the adoption of a tariff system, an 
important thing or an insignificant thing, and he will find that 


Senator thinks she is. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. If this is a new organization, I take 
that it has been formed recently, because they have never bee! 
in danger yet of paying their board bill. There a feelin 
now that the agricultural sections of the country are going lv 
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lect and I assume that if, as the Senator said, this is COMPETITION AND PRO! OUR 
vanization of self-defense, he mea! t is an organization I PRESIDING OFFICER = ite 
hem ugainst this new de i that they shall pay for ication from the Cl ‘ 
f production of the food which they eat , tr; mitting 
BINGHAM. Oh no; that was not the object of t} > 16. 1 
I if that organization. rhe « t of the origin s ) j r } 
t they found there was une! yment and they w :t 
called upon to ! omp n, that the n we Mr. WALSH M Mr. ] 
y closed Decuuse tari we I I vit ry ‘ 
protection agair he rejuvenation in ¢ any, that 1 { I 
inufacturing y were be pu ut of l < 
Vv ¢« uses over wl I lie ( I S iny < l a | ‘ 2 \ 
decrees of Dame | that people she we i 
ad of woolens VW hay I l roupil I , 
e to work them out in ou vn W But e Ser 
tion that the ori ‘ t t ‘ t in New } } j } 
was aimed at his part of the country in an effo1 i i 
stand the demands of his part of the untry I think I } ' | 
out vy the tacts ‘ } 4 , , ¢ Q + 
SHIPSTEAD. If my remarks carried any ch Insinua | ESIDING OFFICER } 
[ am perfectly willing t ssure e Sen r tha ] vere | M RO NS \ I 
more facetiously than seriousl) | tor let tl est \ ‘ 
V t a word in cone n lL wantes or I ( ’ ; 
uggestions before the Senate to d 3 { ion, if | ( ( 
to the economi ua n ich 1 have here now a Mr. WALSH of 4 r Vi 
jual distribution of wealth in tl last x years at 
vhen we have produced more wealth in the United Stat . 
ver before in the histor f ti oul How f t} A I vi il rie Ht reso ‘ I i 
f affects this unequal distribution of wealth I think u = : : _ : ae an coat eg 
for Congress to find out. lo what ex nt the fluctuati , om: \! Ir the rete rw a ke. CONT ty 
flation of the currency and the credit situa n atte ch. ib rad A tt t — f Harvey Dut 
uk the Congress could well spend some time to find ou H.R. 2olt. An a r the relief of Mary M. Jor 
re are so many factors that enter i the situation that if H.R. 2800. An act for the relief of 1 eilrs Ol J b Thon 
in get an iny ration into the tariff schedu nd the H. R. 38216, An a for the relief of M Ee 
other factors which affect the situation, such as freight | ™Uustratrix, 
s, we can have some fa i which to base a remedy A H. R. 3594. An act for the reli fy P. Thompson 
I do not laim tha at ete 1 1x @ : nending H.R 5S. An act for the relief of Charles Beret a, Isid ‘ J 
ution, neither do I believe a complete remedy was in fl ux, and John J. West; 7 
iry-Haugen bil rhe causes a m ‘ .e from vari H. R. 3675. An act for the relief of Maj. F. Ellis Re« 
urces. The remedy must come in various measures that i R. 3926. An act for the relief of Jose pn Jal I 
ess can devise. This, I think, is a step in the right direc- a K ee - Ct oe che Fr ; ~ S. Gruitey ; 
I shall vote for the pending resolution. H.R. 4077, An a . ae Robert | Ye man ! une 
ot certain ¢ rpente! oOoLls W va urred | reasor f 
THE MERCHANT MARINI a fil in the Government rea at Old Hickor Ordnance Depot 
WILLIS. I ask unanimou nsent out of order t H. R. 4926. An act for the relief of the Pocahontas Fuel 
1 unanimous report fr the Committee on Cor e f Ine.) : 
endar H.R An act for the relief of Francis Sw 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLArneE in the chair). The HR An act r the relief of Christ RB roe 
will be received H . An act for the relief of Lewis H. Francke and 
WILLIS, from the Committee on Commerce, to which wa Blanche F. Shelley, sole legal heirs of Ralph K. Warring 
1 the bill (S. 789) to amend the merchant marine H. R. 5336. An act for the relief of John J. Corcorar 
approved June 5, 1920, by insuring the exemption fror H.R 8 An act for the relief of Roland M iketr 
e taxes during the 10-year period ther vided of profit H. R. 5894. An act for the relief of the State Bank & Trus 
e sale of certain vessels when the proceeds of such sales are | Co. of Favettevill enn. ; 
ted in new American vessels approved by the Shipping H. R. 592 An act for tl relief of t] Sa im ¢ 
1. reported it without amendment and submitted report | Port d, Oreg.; 
4) thereon H. R. 6116. An act for the relief of R. I Bidd 
FLOOD CONTROL FOR THE LOWER MISSISSIPPI H. R. 6619. An a for relief of 1 ( William 
e PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- Bar Be er ‘ 
ation from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in ré s aie Be SLE, AB ACL LOS he relief of Fran L. Dick 
enate Resolution 90, agreed to January 4, 1928, the first a ine an 8 LOr tne ot Kandoiph Sia 
rt of the Mississippi River Commission, submitted under | py 200. fan act tor the relier of John Rool 
of September 28, 1927, relativ o flood control of the en as oo } “ rr vate 
er Mississippi River, which was referred to the Committ S. Sore ' [a ee , ; 
a | H.R.519. An act for the relief of Joseph F. R 
PORT OF GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR RAILWAY CO | H. R. 802. An act to corr the military 1 = On P 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a ¢e lw 
ication from Hamilton & Hamilt attorneys, transmitting, H. R. 871. An act. for the relief of William Earh: 
suant to law, the annual re} t the Georgetown Barge, H.R. 971 f ct for the reli f Ja mre W 
Dock, Elevator & Railway Co. for the year ended December 31, H. R. 972. An act for the relief of James C. Sim lias 
(, which was referred to the Committee n the District of | James ¢ W hitloe! 
umbia. | H. R. 1072. An the relief George Adanis 
DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS H. R. 1073. An a for the re rR ird Lrannan;: 
e PRESIDING OFFICER laid before tl Sen a com | H. R. 1530. An act to am he military record of William ] 
ication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, | Wheele1 
uant to law, a report of papers and documents on the files H.R An act for tl elie f Theodore Herbert; 
he Treasury Department which are not needed or useful il H. R.1554. An act to correet the militar record of John 
transaction of the current business of the department and | Dewitt Marvin; 
no permanent value or historical interest, which, with the Li. R. 1580. An act for the relief of John J. Water 
mpaunying papers, was referred to a Joint Select Committee H.R. 1590. An act to correct the records of the War Depart 
he Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart ment to show that Guy Carlton Baker and Calton C. Baker or 


nts. Carlton C. Baker is one and the ne person; 


PRESIDING OFFICER appointed Mr. d Mr. H. R. 1931. An act for the relief of Daniel Mangan: 
MMONS members of the committee on tf part of the Senate. H. R. 1970. An act for the relief of Dennis W. 


aay 
ihe SMOOT al 


he scott; 
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H.R. 2272. An act for the relief of William Morin; H. R. 6180. An act for the relief of William H. Armstrong: 

H.R. 2284. An act for the relief of Lucius Bell; H. R. 6185. An act for the relief of Thomas Jefferson Shro 

H. R. 2294. An act for the relief of George H. Gilbert; shire ; 

H. R. 2206. An act to amend the military record of Robert H. R. 6282. An act for the relief of Henry Shull; 
Zink : H. R. 6364. An act for the relief of Edward Tigh; 

H. R. 2422. An act to correct the military record of Jordan H. R. 6389. An act for the relief of Samuel Pelfrey; 
Kidwell ; H. R. 6431. An act for the relief of Lewis H. Hasterly; 

Ii. R. 2472. An act for the relief of Emile Genireux; H. R. 6482. An act for the relief of James E. Moyer; 

H. R. 2482. An act for the relief of John Jakes; HI. R. 6488. An act for the relief of David Parrett; 

H. R. 2526. An act for the relief of William Perkins; H. R. 6442. An act for the relief of Ralph H. Lasher, w 

H.R. 2528. An act for the relief of J. W. La Bare; name appears in the Army records as Ralph C. Lasher; 

H.R. 2649. An act authorizing the President to reappoint H. R. 6579. An act for the relief of James W. Kingon: 
John P. Pence, formerly an efficer in the Signal Corps, United H.R. 6839. An act to remove the charge of desertion ag 
Stat Ariny, an officer in the Signal Corps, United States | Israel Brown and to grant him an honorable discharge: 
Army ; H. R. 6917. An act to correct the military record of Syive 

Hi. R. 2808. An act for the relief of Ella G. Richter, daughter | De Forest: 
of Henry W. Richter; H. R. 7227. An act for the relief of William H. Dotson: 

ii. R. 8041. An act for the relief of Alfred St. Dennis; H. R. 7228. An act for the relief of Frederick Leininger: 

Hi. R. 3049. An act for the relief of Alexander Ashbaugh; Hi. R. 7229. An act for the relief of Henry Simons; 

H.R. 4145. An act for the relief of Willis B. Cross: H. R. 7553. An act for the relief of James Neal; 

H.R. 3166. An act for the relief of Bert H. Libbey, alias Burt H. R. 7779. An act for the relief of William H. Wagoner 
H. Libbey ; H. R. 7992. An act for the relief of Sally Mattie Macr 

H.R. 3192. An act for the relief of John Costigan ; widow of Edward Daniel Macready: 

ii, R. 38241. An act for the relief of Seymour Buckley; H. R. 8190. An act for the relief of John G. Cassidy; 

Hf. R. 3315. An act for the relief of Charles A. Black, alias H. R. 83870. An act for the relief of Jeremiah F. Mahone) 
Angus Blincl H. R. 8509. An act for the relief of Albert O. Tucker; 

Ht. R.3352. An act for the relief of Estle David; H. R. 8574. An act for the relief of Thomas Murphy; 

il. R. 3400. An act to correct the military record of Andrew H. R. 8589. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Nicholas; 
B. Ritter; H. R. 8590. An act for the relief of Nicholas Jones: 

Il. Rh. 8440. An act for the relief of Alvin H. Tinker; H. R. 8599. An act for the relief of George D. Vedder; 

li. R. 8466. An act for the relief of George A. Winslow; II. R. 8627. An act for the relief of John Clark; 

Hl. R. 3467. An act for the relief of Giles Gordon; H. R. 8628. An act for the relief of Amos Dahnuff: 


H. R.3510. An act to authorize the President, by and with | H. R. 8648. An act for the relief of William Taylor Cob 


the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Capt. George H. R. 86738. An act for the relief of Edward F. Weiskop! 
EK. Kraul a captain of Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920; H. R. 8674. An act for the relief of Lester Cooley ; 
Hi. R. 8728. An act for the relief of John M. Andrews; H. R. 8772. An act granting an annuity to Dr. Robert P. 
H.R.S737. An act for the relief of John T. O'Neil; Cooke; 
H. R. 8969. An act for the relief of James E. Westeott; H. R. 8775. An act for the relief of George P. Bailey; 
Hi. R. 3993. An act for the relief of Adam B. Ackerman, alias H. R. 8778. An act for the relief of William W. Woodruff ; 
Adam B, Aunkerman ; H. R. 8788. An act to correct the military record of Willard 
H. R. 4013. An act for the relief of Charles R. Stevens; Thompson, deceased ; 
Hi. R. 4027. An act for the relief of the widow of Warren V. H. R. 8796. An act for the relief of Martin L. Duffy; 
Howard: H. R. 8797. An act for the relief of Clayton H. Adams; 
Hl. R. 4079. An act for the relief of William A. Hynes; H. R. 8798. An act for the relief of William Lentz; 
H. R. 4080, An act for the relief of William Smith; H. R. 8804. An act for the relief of George W. McNeil: 

H. R.4104. An act to correct the military record of James H. R. 8805. An act for the relief of Martha D. McCune; 
William Cole; H. J. Res. 93. Joint resolution for the appointment of Paul i 
Ht. R. 4168. An act for the relief of John Strevy, deceased; Divine, of Tennessee, as member of the Board of Manager 
H.R. 4280. An act to correct the military record of John W.j the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; to 

Cleavenger, deceased ; Committee on Military Affairs. 


Hi. RR. 45386 
H.R. 465: 


An act for the relief of Fred R. Nugent; 
An act for the relief of Charlie R. Pate; 
H.R. 4654. An act for the relief of Kennedy F. Foster; 


NATIONAL WOMAN’S DEMOCRATIC LAW ENFORCEMENT LEAGI 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous cons: 
: . ie Am : : have printed in the Recorp an address delivered by Mrs. J: 

H. R. 465) n act for the relie avi 1 Goodwin: ar te ; , i 

7 > a = a ; ; ‘ arene + a a cant of Chai ai W. Nicholson, of Maryland, at the first convention of the 
- tole | eT ee S| tional Woman’s Democratic Law Enforcement League. | 
tae eee ens ae not very long. 

[. R. 46 d ac ( ‘oOrres the llitary record o 1a “x : a i ; : 
mm: R. 4661. An act to correct the military record of William Chere being no objection, the address was ordered t 
DITILIITS ° ° at 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


iow 


Ht. R. 4702. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 


record of Benjamin S. McHenry; ADDRESS OF MRS, JESSE W. NICHOLSON 
H. R. 4707. An act for the relief of Calvin H. Burkhead; My friends and fellow citizens, it is a pleasure to welcome yi 
H.R. 4902. An act to correct the military record of Charles | to-day at what will be an epoch-making meeting of earnest Den 
Rebertson ; who have the best interests of the Democratic Party at heart. 
Il. R. 5065, An act for the relief of James M. Winston ; You have imposed upon the president and officers of this orga 
H.R 24. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner; certain responsibilities when you unanimously elected us last Ma 
Ii. R. 5228. An act for the relief of Finas M. Williams; we are here to render an accounting of our stewardship. 
Il. R. 5280, An act to correct the military record of Pleasant Seven years have passed since women were enfranchised 
R. W. Harris; struggle of more than half a century. How often is the question 
Hf. R.5231. An act to correct the military record of James | “ What effect, if any, has the woman’s vote had upon politics 
Shook ; question not so easy to answer as at first might be supposed, fo 
H. R.5232. An act to correct the military record of Owen J. | have not taken into consideration that we had to begin at th 
Owen ; bottom and work our way up; yet we are under indictment by th 
H.R. 5255. An act for the relief of Jacob F, Webb; known political writers oyer the country, who have said: 

H.R. 53880. An act to correct the military record of G. W. “The women have not changed any political situation or alt 
Giikison: political complexion of any locality. Not a boss has been uns 
H. R.5381,. An act to correct the military record of Thomas Not a convention has broken away from the familiar towing 
Spurrier ; Nothing has been changed except that the number of docile 

H. 8.5883. An act to correct the military record of John W. | droppers has been approximately doubled.” 
Siple; As a matter of fact, we have not voted as men expected us 
Hi. R. 5424. An act for the relief of Anthony Schwartzen- | because we would not vote for what they offered us to vote for 
berger ; This is our opportunity now. We must show the good peopl 
H. R. 5994. An act for the relief of George C. Hussey; Nation that the Democratic women of the country propose to emp! 
: H.R. G005. An act for the relief of Edward J. Boyle; their independence and influence by prevailing upon the leaders « 
Hi. R. 6006. An act for the relief of Patrick J. Langan ; party to select a “dry” for President and Vice President. 
H. R. 6007. An act for the relief of John Magill; There are certain types of women, mostly office seekers th 


li. R. 6162. An act for the relief of Thomas M. Ross; blindly following the politicians, willing to do their bidding, 
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The attitade of the Democratic Party for law enforcement, including 
prohibit was precisely right in 1924. The prohibition leaders asked 
nothing more nd they wish nothing else now. 

There is but one great issue upon which the Democratic Party can 
reasonably hoy to win, and that is by defending America against the 
stand-pat Republican policy of illicit secret aliliance with corrupt bus!l- 
ness u who are usi the governing powers of the people and rule 
i Oxy 

(in th ssu ! nd a government by the people 
and f the people a be enslaved by an invisible gov- 
ern it « self-se the liberal and progressive forces 

\merica n b ed If so united they could prob- 

lv « rol ree-fourths of the total vote 

As it i he Pr s Republicans are usually coerced by the Re- 
p lican 1 ‘ inization and the Democrats do not cohere all 
of the progr ves and erals under one banner and are beaten, The 
stand t strategy is to “divide and conquer.’ The Democratic and 
Ir tratezy should be to “ unite and conquer.” 

i i le government, through their innumerable agencies, will 
I ‘ the liberal forees and will charge them with hos 
t y weaith 

fhe Democracy, the progressive and independent Republican is not 
1 en f wealth American wealth owes its very existence to the 
oppo! s | pro oO fforded under a free, benign, and j 
dem Vast pe i weaith has its limitations. It has gre 
comme il ar political power, but pot supernatural intelligence, and 
wh t j i to corrupt and control the Government itself for per 

mal | r ind private profit at public expense the people must 
arise and defend themseives or pass into serfdom and industrial 

vitud 

In selectii a candidate as the standard bearer of our party the 
National Woman's Democratic Law Bnforcement League ask our leaders, 
who will meet in a day or two with these facts before them, to choos 


a Iman whose private life as well as his political life be above repreach 


if they wish the support of the women of the party, because we are 
determined to support only such candidates as can bear close inspection 
both morally and politically 


me the wet” candidates must recognize that 
is impossible without harmony and that as long as they remain 
the people will think only of their wet re¢ 
belief that if they would 
nging call to harmony, it 
in sending a 
And if they 


an their own personal 


In closing let say 
victory 
ords. 


withdraw, 


the race 
imm diately 
would 


accom- 
ap 
progressive constitutional Democrat to 
the party at heart 
will heed the will 


is our 


panied by at receive nation-wide 


proval and result 
White 


have the interests of 


aggrandizement, they 


the liouse 


of th majority. 
“THE IMPERIAL RUSSIAN CONSPIRACY ” 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp an article appearing in the American 
Monthiy commenting on a beok written by former Senator 
Owen, entitled “ The Imperial Russian Conspiracy.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLarIne in the chair). 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 


The article is as follows: 

I> NDIARISM ON THE N®VA—SENATOR OWEN’S THOUGHT-EVOKING BOOK, 
ik IMPERIAL RUSSIAN CONSPIRACY,’ CONTINUES TO STIR THE 

( y Y 

lhe American Monthly, in its issue of August, 1927, dwelt briefly on 
United States Senator Robert L. Owen’s penetrating book, “ The 
linperial Russian Conspiracy.” Naturally so astounding and courageous 
a book must arouse lively interest here and abroad. It is remarkable 
to notice that the metropolitan press did not give as much space, 
co! iratively speaking, to reviews of the Owen book as did the 
middle western papers. Among the latter, two voices stand out 
especially tl should echo and reecho throughout the world. 

The first of these articles, a searching study of Owen’s book, was 
written by Cyril Arthur Player. It appeared in the Detroit (Mich.) 
News on August 28, under the heading: 

RUSSO-FRENCH PACT CAUSED WORLD WAR 
A conspiracy so gigantic in its scope, so appalling in its effect tha 


all recorded history has not the like to offer, plunged the peoples of 


the worid into the World War. 


The millions for whom we still mourn, the millions whose wounds 
refuse to heal, the millions whose grief weeps lonely forever and 
forever, these were the innocent sacrifice to the cynical ambitions of 
a handful of imperial-minded statesmen. 


Idealism was a catch phrase to hide the lies from credulous peoples 


marked for slaughter. There was no war to end war. Not war for 
democracy. 

The World War was a Selfish plot against the peace of the world 
for which the common peoples paid in blood and suffering and wretched- 
ness whose sum and duration is not yet computed. 

The weapon with which little greed struck at the heart of civiliza- 


By this means a few men controlling one 


tion was secret diplomacy. 
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great nation were able to conspire with a few men controlling a: 
The weapon has been blunted but not destroyed. What was pos 
then is possible now. The world must face the truth and forbid 
Robert L. Owen, former United Senator from Oklahoma, offers 
proof of these things. Moved “alone by my love for the people « 
United States’ he sets the awful case forth in his book, The Ru 
Imperial Conspiracy, 1892-1914 (Alfred & Charles Boni). Obvi 


a sensational indictment. Unfortunately for history and its m 


it is 
the main case as Senator Owen presents it, with his evidence, is ji, 
trovertible. There was such a conspiracy. It cost the lives of mil] 
It all but wrecked civilization. 

SUPPORTED BY PROOF 


This 
mands 


story 
the att 
of 


is a which, supported by proof which is indubitable 
ention of every human being capable Sharing the 
future It all 
nationality. For no people, neither German nor French, neither R 
English, Austrian nor Italian, of 
war. They paid for it, are paying for and will continue to pay f 
Mr. Owen that the people everywhere 
patriotic, brave, and determined to defend their but 
did not have the will to their neighbors’ territory for prof 
Sut a group of Russian imperialists and a few French 
plan for 20 years to make war Germany. 
are to be found in the spirit of 
imperialism built 
cause was cold-bloodedly 
Russia 
was part 
with 


of 





rows civilization, past or transcends prejudice 


nor neither was guilty willing 


himself says common 
own homes, 
invade 
leader 
The roots of the 
militarisn 
the 
the 


on 
‘excessive nationalism, 
the But 
arranged results of 
1892 


centurie 
as the 
1894, 
hypocrisy should baffle the commor 
moral guilt 


up through precipit 
secret 1 
in 
that 
the 


and Irance 
of the plot 
lies and fix 


between 
It 


telligence m the German peopl : 





a gigantic falsehood was written into the treaty of Versailles. 
Beyond these things, Senator Owen essays to establish that dur 


the years in which the conspiracy was matured, the French press 
subsidized with money, borrowed from the French 
expended the French minister of foreign affairs, whereby 
French were induced to buy $7,000,000,000 of ! 


which were employed in building up a huge Russian army, to manu! 


Russian peopl 
under 


people Russian 


ture supplies of heavy and light artillery and munitions of wat 
double track their railways to the German border, for the pu 
of carrying out the military conventions of making offensive war « 


Germany. 


ENCIRCLED BY TREATIES 


To make certain the success of this gigantic conspiracy, the aut 
continues, Germany was encircled with a series of treaties or und 
standings between Russia and France, between Russia and Rum 
Russia and Bulgaria, Russia and Italy, Russia and Great Bri 


France and Great Britain, France and Belgium, so that Germany 
completely surrounded on land and sea. 

He then asserts that Sir Edward Grey’s secret commitments to Fr 
made Britain an accessory to the war; hence e of war 
British fleet in possession of the North Sea and the French fleet alr 
withdrawn into the Mediterranean. 

As part of the strategy to throw the moral influence of the w 
Germany, Germany was made to appear as guilty of ha g 


the e\ found 


against 


started the war. This was done by mobilizing the troops of R 
through a general mobilization order (the military equivalent of 
declaration of war by Russia, but not so understood by the pu! 
which called to the Russian colors 14,000,000 men and concentr 
such masses of Russian troops against the German border that 
military leaders of Germany, as a military necessity, had no « 
whatever except to recognize what was a fact, “a state of war 


ing.” This was only done on August 1, 1914, at 7 p. m., after 


tussian mobilization had been in progress for approximately eight 
Immediately Germany took this official step, desired by the cons 


tors, Mr. Owen continues, Germany was blockaded by land and s¢ 

the most gigantic propaganda the world has ever known was begu 
the Entente Allies to to the world that the 
were solely responsible for the war; that the German purpose w: 
conquer Europe and to become the military dictator of the world; 


! 


prove German ! S 


the Germans were waging war with fiendish cruelty. 

The conspiracy of the and French leaders 
pletely. Most of the world believed Germany guilty, 
unceasing protests of Germany, and when the treaty of Versailles 
written in June, 1919, the German Government was compelled 
tary force to confess that Germany had imposed war on the Allie 

“Such a confession,” remarks the author, “‘so extorted, has in 
tory no equal in the magnitude of its injustice. This 
guilt should be removed and the world brought back to understan 
truth, and good will.” 

For, he adds, “‘ the reconciliation the French heartfelt 
armament is essential to physical disarmament; their mutual res] 
and good will are vital to their future peace and the future p< 
of Europe and the world.” 


suce eeded 


even over 


Russian 


by 





confessit 


of mora! 


In this narrative Senator Owen is following the trail blazed « 
spicuously by Harry Elmer Barnes, who, in turn, owed much to 
researches of Sidney P. Fay. The English historian, G. P. Gooch, and 
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thing without consulting Poincare. French statesmen are practiced THE WORST COLOSSAL CRIMP OF ALL TIMES 
in such matters and possess incredible adroitness.” “No question is ever settled until it is settled right.” 
Raffalowitch, the Russian distributor of newspaper graft in Paris, The most devastating tragedy of all time is not settled right, and on 
‘ ent in his expense account, November 7, 1913, as follows: the conscience of every honest man and woman must rest the } 
Francs | of a colossal betrayal. 
: mat ir (Millerand’s paper) ——._.___---..._.-.- oo The revelation of the stupendous conspiracy by a handful of Ru 
— sitisnitdecd ee aE a) 600 | and French statesmen, categoric lly established by Senator Robert 
a Sa oe ee 9,000 | Owen, is not the work of a pamphieteer, It is the voice of ar 
I - 11 OVO nant world which has just discovered that its finest emotions hays 
ls i s ie has ee ee ° 000 employed to set the common people everyv re to butcheri 
Le J nal Be ee eee ae Sete ae 1, 000 oth not for those splendid idea for which men and wome tl 
woo) ter the agent’s report showed that the cost of journal- ll tin have ht glori martyrdom but t fulfill t col 
q ted | culating ambitions of a few powerful and wicked men 
per is credited with 85,000 francs, Is it possible that the memories of that appalling war alread; 
‘ with 45.000. buried under the tinsel of prosperity? Are there no homes 
ets 120.000 land, as in others, whence youth has gone forever, or else has ret 
Le } ro, 25,00 to drag its crippled symbol miserably through life? For what wa 
4 ; ann ; | sublimest of sacrifices, this utter renunciation of life and heal 
' i en ann opportunity and the sweet things which bloom in the hearts 
G O00 happy and well? Was it the world’s grandest gesture of heroism 
I \ ” 0 fense of man’s priceless liberties? That were a fight, indeed 
Iso re minds Isvolsky+ I have already informed your ex- | © idow and the orphan could be glad for it. The stricken home 
¢ that Le it the instigation of Klotz, who herein is Poin- | forever an altar consecrated to the hopes of humanity. For this 
cure mouthpiece, has pledged himself firmly toward the journals threshold, for this hearth, for this cradle, to protect all this pre 
L'A La Lanterne, Le Radical, ete., as well as to certain directors | 8Um of dear life, youth marched to war and died. 
of having but small editions, but great influence in politics.” The evidence says, cruelly, no. 
The glory is no less bright, the lives were generously gi 
AROUSE PEOPLE faith. Only the background grows dark and murky. These cold 
Sebator Owens sums up: “ It was under these subsidies of the French | crafty men, all powerful, sitting quietly in their council room 
press that the French people were worked up by special writers to | watching; whispering secret things one to another; plotting craft 
believe that it was to the interest of France to support Russia in de the ruin of the world; dropping the poison of distrust and hat 
fend Serbia on the pretense of maintaining the ‘ balance of power’ | thrusting weapons into the nervous, ready hands of patriot-assa 
in tl Balkans, while Russian money in Serbia had excited the in setting the time clock of destiny so that in the end the explosion 1 
ir ‘ { Serbia, which led to the assassination of numerous Austrian flame and tear itself across the earth, at least to destroy one pe 
Officials (finally of the Archduke Ferdinand) and compelled Austria to | And when this very thing came dreadfully to pass, the little group 
i mobilize against Serbia in self-protection. This local act of war of sitting at their table, smiling, congratulating each other, tracing, 
Austria against Serbia was used then as a pretext for Russian general | verifying the new lines on the map. 
mobilization, which really meaut a secret declaration of war by Russia A terrible story. Humanity has nothing to set beside it; only 
and France against Germany, as shown by the contract of 1892-1894, | tears. A story that rises above nationality and commands the scru 
the military conferences, and the secret dispatches already published.” and judgment of every human being capable of suffering, past or fu 
Senator Owen, having marshalled his documents, places the moral A story that can not be ignored, that demands refutation syllal 
responsibility for the war on Sazonoff, Nicholas II, Grand Duke Nicholas, svllable—and can not be refuted. 
Isvolsky, and Poincare, ‘“ But,” he remarks, “ it would be a grave mis- It is true. Men could make this plot. Neither in France ni 
take to permit a discussion of this great question to generate into | Russia. nor for that matter in England, could Parliament demand those 
stizmatizing leaders, however much they erred.” He insists, however, | secrets. .A few men, ruling, could conspire against hundreds of 
that the official proof is overwhelming that the Germans did not will | lions of innocent people, and molding passions to their need by 
the World War; that the Austrians did not will the World War; that | expenditure of untold millions with a venal French press, precipita 
the leaders of Serbia, of Russia, and a very, very few French leaders, | carnage incomparable and a hatred which still harasses the world. 
controlling nevertheless French foreign affairs, did will the World War.” “No question is ever settled until it is settled right.” 
SECRET DIPLOMACY No people, German, or French, or Russian, or Austrian, or En 
Translating this into terms of philosophy, he suggests the spirit of willed that war. Neither did the German Government will it. When 
Colonel Picquard told General Gonse that an error had been committ 


excessive nationalism, militarism, and imperialism, cultivated by the 
leads in Europe, as mainly responsible, and adds: “ If the democracies 
or peoples of the world continue to permit secret diplomacy, with its | 


| in the Dreyfus case, Gonse replied: “If you hold your tongue no 
} 
ambitious intrigue, militarism, commercial imperialism, this a 
| 
| 
| 


will know anything about it.” But the innocence of Dreyfus beca 
apparent by the collapse of the proofs upon which he was condemn 
It is the same with Germany to-day. The archives of the world, ex 


War will not be the last.” In another place, remarking that the Rus- held the! 
of France, have a4 igue. 
fiat ynspiracy has greatly advanced government by the people, he ing those of France, hav not rele their ton; ue ; 
‘ that “the greatest need of the world now is that government by The future peace of the world, the happiness of those boys and ; 
aaas tf i if? grea Ss ee > ) ‘ “ & > nt sy ‘ . as ne “4 
the people should be strenuously supplemented by education of the people.” who even now are preparing to enter another year of school in pr 
ration for a useful, happy, and prosperous life, demands that 


In the end there comes the disturbing reflection that if Senator 


Owen's case were only half true, if there existed nothing more than s : 
jiracy to war, plotted by a few Russian and prejudice or conviction. ‘The peace of the world must no longei 
French leaders, then the author is correct in asserting that the theory with conspirators. The people sometimes blundering but always in 
that war was waged in defense of American ideals was untrue. He | last analysis honest and friendly, mae hold the power over — 
even ore convincingly correct when he indicts the treaty of Ver- | lives and happiness which secret diplomacy robbed away. This 
ies with its betrayal of President Wilson's pledges (in the 14 | Colossal crime in all history must not be repeated. == 
“No question is ever settled until it is settled right. 


American people face these facts, regardless of origin or birth, of 


T old-blooded con 





points) to the German people. 


Senator Owen believes that “ the establishment of the truth as to the IMPORTATION OF BROKEN RICE 
< n of the World War Its vital to a reconciliation of the people of Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous Co! { 
Euro} He thinks that just as the American people were gravely | for the present consideration of the concurrent resolution 
deceived by European propaganda as to the origin and the purposes of | Con, Res. 4) to define broken rice. Its consideration will t 
the World War, so they are now being subjected to a similar propa- | hut a moment. If it leads to any debate, I shall not press it 
ganda for the cancellation of the war debts. He thinks that all the Mr. JONES. Was the concurrent resolution reported fron 
common peoples, German as well as others, are indistinguishable in honest | Committee on Finance? 
purpose and are equally worthy of American interest and sympathy. Mr. RANSDELL. No; it was reported from the Commit 


Senator Owen, a fair-minded man, powerfully moved, bis earlier con- | on Agriculture and Forestry, but the chairman of the Commi 
victions overturned, sets forth impressively this colossal story of the | on Finance said that its adoption is entirely satisfactory to | 





world’s betray: During recent years men’s minds have been revolving The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection? 

uneasily the theme to which he now brings, condensed and assembled, There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con: ider t 

t tratl It has been a long time coming. But, declared Schopen- | concurrent resolution, which had been reported from the © 

hauer, “ the truth can wait. It has a long life before it.” mittee on Agricniture and Forestry with an amendment, 
rhe second article reprinted here is an editorial, also from the De- | page 1, line 4, after the word “ only,” to strike out “the el 


troit (Mich.) News, published on August 29, and entitled: ‘Brewers Milled Rice’ as‘specified in the united standards 
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Armstrong 
R. Gaddis, Lomax. 
Creswick, Mulberr} 
J. West, Odin 
Spivey, Shawneet 
Loehr, Wat rloo, 


Grove. 


vy. 


nville, 
(On, 


V. Murphy, Liv 


ric d to i in lieu thereof “rice which fa 
i the « ss ‘ Br Milled R is defined in the United 
ss Standards for milled rice as promulgated by the Seer 
of Agriculture,” so as to make the neurrent resolu l 
lved, et Tr S : 
1922, w i en 1 
hall +) 2 
Ri defi I S 
lg 1 | he S \ 
imendment ‘ g oO 
coucurrent 1 me! I x1 i 
$ \N 
TONES. I m ‘ it Sel e | ( 
‘ cutive bu 
motion Was a ( n ! senate pro ied tl 
leration of ex l ness After 
\ Se ion the "V I d 
RE 3s 
URTIS 7 I k . l 
< morrow 
moti l 1 r l } Senat } { k 
i tes p. m.) took f \ il t I row, Fi 1 J 
13, 1928, at 12 k m 
NOMIN TIONS 
i é nomination ree ad by ti Ss ate Ja [ 
(legislative day of Ja@ ry Il) } 
FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICER OF CLASS 2 
lison E. Southard, of K ky, Ww Foreign Servicer 
of class 3, to be a Forei Service officer of class 2, « 
nited States of Ameri 
SECRETARY IN 1E DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 
liam W. Schott, of Kansas, now a Foreign Servi flicer 
ass 8 and a consular officer with the rank of consul, to be 
a secretary in the Diploma Service of the United States 
rica. 
Unitrep States District Jupai 
ree T MeDermott of K is. to be United Sta dis 
judge, district of Kansas (An additional appointment, 
the provisions of sec n 375, Uni ‘'s Code.) 
UNI D ATES ATT I 
rry B. Amey, of V¢ t, to be United S Si rney, 
Vermont. (A reappointment, his term having expired.) 
UNITED S s MARSHALS 
rge W. Collier, of Maryland, to be United States marshal, 
t of Maryland (A reappointm , his term having ex- 
) 
rge A. Mauk, of Arizona, to be United St larshal, 
ict of Arizona. (A reappointment, his term having expired.) 
mes A. Stafford, of Alabama, to be United States marshal 
rn district of Ala a, vice Jol W. Van Heuvel, ter 
] 
CONFIRMATIONS 
live nominations med by the Senate Jani y I 
(legislative day of January 11), 1 5 
i MASTERS 
Col ADO 
M. Mil Campo 
LLINOIS 
rence E. Sn ly, ¢ ton. 
inley L. Ryno, Easton 
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Clat lr. Winslow, Mayfi 
Tol M. M r, Mis - 
Henry B. Morelhe Morga \ 
John B. Hutcheson, Oy 
D C. Van H Pai \ 
ASSACHUSETTS 
\\ 1 HA \ 
i S. 4 a) | 
) ) 
H. S« ! 
Hi H. H l 
r B.P M 
Ira R. K ¥. Osbori 
Nor \ I 
Lyle B. Chapp N B 
rs Su 
a ‘ 
WITHDRAWALS 
4 itt fra Q 7 
¢ siat ) fa / 
I »S s D Jul 
G ge T. MeDern f Kansas, to be United I 
I l t Kan vi John ¢ P reti | 
|i {ASTI 
TEXAS 
Alice Pi to be | ister at W I) ! 
r 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


T » ‘ . f 
lrurspay, J a Sq } 
r} House t 12 o'clock 1 
| Chaplain, R Jam Sher \ Db. D 
} following prayer: 
VW pproach Thee now, O Soul f our souls \ Ww i 
urselves the power to love and the ing to do, 1 " 
t | we find in Thee ne l i i i el Oh, ft 
pit f when we fail to bov > our higher ind 1 Le 
t ive out e di ne life tlelp us to thy 
n ru lo ind sound the note of tl it v 
manhoor We beseech Thee t lways help u ) 
Dil I eultur and beauty We ek des wy 
bility of our time and place, and ask for full poy t I 
l l ss istes l¢ $ ‘ is i ! 
I 1 God of nations, blk ire © ind a 
s that make for a |! t il Through Chi 
Siuiv u Arne 
‘ » af ! 
i ( } IPhiaikh O18 { ) { i iy I itl 
] ved, 
EI ) <PEND I f 
M TILSON Mr. S ik I nd » tl { 
na ] I l ( j 
‘ 
I ( K 1 1 as follo 
H 
i 
vit 
) Ca ( ' 
\ 
w . uf 
vy Y ( I B M ) j ( ] 
Sy ‘ I Y ‘ ! I) ( 
, Mi ta; | D. I I I R I 
I Ww. D er, Mass John C. 8 rN 
- andi. Des wan Cc. I 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE tions of the country it is of the greatest importance. The yp: 
lems of the West, the protection and the development of pul 


land areas, the care of the Indians, the development of the 








A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk, 





. unced that the Senate hi as a joi -esolution : : 

I ii ( f tl ts foll sete a he Peien the abeerdate of ee | tonal parks, a ovens part of the work “ the Geological Sur 

House of Representatives was requested : | are of particulal Lm pe rtance to a large set tion of the countr) 
= J Res 55. Joint resolution for the relief of Henry A. } It has been my sorctune to present this bill as chairmat 

Bell : y this subcommittee for six years preceding this. In all of 





work during that time, and in the preparation of the bill 
| year, I have been most fortunate in having with me on my 
committee colleagues most delightful in association, and w] 


S.3. An act for the relief of Kate Mathews; 
S.120. An act to extend the benefits of the United States em- 





plover compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Clara E. se : ; ; 
iii aie « ° knowledge of the subject before us was such as to relieve 
c ‘oe t for the relief of George B, Booker Co.: very greatly of responsibility. The gentleman from Ohio [M 
S 434. An act for the relief of Sadie Klauber: Murrnuy] and myself are the tende rfeet on the subcomm 
2208 de eel r the relief of Charles H. Send: and but we have b en fortunate ‘mn having with us sor a long 
S. 672. An act for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in | Mr. 4 Ranney, £2 olorado, and Mr. F’kencn, of Idaho, \ : 
isin thecal aielinn been glad this year to welcome to this subcommittee, and } 
; found of great assistance, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILI HAstines}. [ Applause. ] If the work of this subcomm 
Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve finds any merit in your eyes I am very frank to say that t) 
its« ! the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | four colleagues sre entitled to the credit. 

i he consideration of the bill (H. R. 9156) making | Kor the Interior Department we appropriated for the « 
uppropriations for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal | year, including the deficiency bill that recently passed the ¢ 
year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purpose Pending | gress, $311,176,821. 

Lhat Il ask the gentleman from Oklahoma [ Mr. HASTIN is] The Budget recommends for 1929, $273.118.589. The am 

whether or not it will be agreeable to him to let the 2 neral in the bill before you, as recomme nded by the committer 

debate run along to-day and fix the limitation later after mat- | $272,450,789, which is $88,746,032 less than the appropri: 

te! have developed? for the current vear and $687,800 less than the amount 
; Mr. HASTINGS. That will be entirely satisfactory. | mitted in the estimates, 

— Mr. CRAMTON, Then, Mr. Speaker, pending the motion I | It is $88,746,082 less than the 1928 appropriations 
have made, I ask unanimous consent that the control of the $687,8U0 less than the amount requested in the estimates. 
time general debate be divided equally between the gentle | The decrease in the total appropriations recommended 
man from Oklahoma and myself. 1929 under the amount appropriated for 1928 is accounted 

Whe SVEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that | in the main by the decrease of $37,078,000 under the Pe 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House | Office and $2.706.977 under the Bureau of Indian Affairs. O 
on the ate of the Union for the consideration of the Interior | decreases are $219,785 under the National Park Service, }$ 
Department appropriation bill, and pending that asks unani- | 500 under the General Land Office, $49,800 under the Geol 
mous consent that the time for general debate be not fixed at | cal Survey, $21,060 under Government in the Territories, an 
this time and that the control of the time in general debate be | forth, and $15,400 in the Secretary's office. The increases r 
equally divided between himself and the gentleman from Okla- | mended for 1929 over the amounts appropriated for 1928 
hom Mr. Hastines]. Is there objection? | $775.200 under the Reclamation Service, $20,080 under 


fhere was no objection. Bureau of Edueation, $384,000 for St. Elizabeths Hos) 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- | $16,600 for Columbia Institution for the Deaf, $22,000 for H 


tleoman from Michigan that the House resolve itself into the | ard University, and $286,500 for Freedmen’s Hospital. 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for Comparing the appropriations proposed by the comumi 

the consideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill. | with the estimates proposed in the Budget, increases are $117,- 
The motion was agreed to, 500 under the Bureau of Indian Affairs, $94,700 under thi 


Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of | tional Park Service, $40,000 under the Geological Su 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration | $26,500 under the Bureau of Education, and $10,000 und: 
of the Interior Department appropriation bill, with Mr, Cuinp | Freedmen’s Hospital. The decreases are $976,000 und 





BLOM in the chair, Reclamation Service and $500 under the General Land Of 
Phe Clerk read.the title of the bill. To that is to be added, however, a decrease of the burde 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | the Federal Treasury which does not show in the figures I h 

that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with, mentioned, amounting to $247,000 in the case of the Freedn 

Che CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- | Hospital, which I shall discuss later in my remarks. Ther s 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed | also covered back to the Treasury $61,082.12 of appropriati 
with Is there objection? made in 1904, 1909, 1910, 1913, 1914, 1916, 1921, and 1922, 

Phere was no objection, available until expended, but not longer required. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule of the Honse the time for I will insert for the information of the House a tabul: 
general debate will be equally controlled by the gentleman from | which I am sure you would not want me to read at this tf 
Michigan |Mr, Cramton] and the gentleman from Oklahoma | It is an analysis of the expenditures of this department, beg 
{Mr. Hastings]. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from | ning with the year 1922, the beginning of the Budget period 


Michigan [Mr. Cramton ] continuing up to date, by bureaus, giving the total expend 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the bill before us for the | for the department, the total expenditure for the depart 
Interior Department is one of the most interesting bills that | outside of pensions, and the total expenditure outside of 
ves through the Committee on Appropriations, and to some sec- | payment of pensions and reclamation expenditures. 


r 


Appropriations for Department of the Interior, 1922-1929 















j : | : : ' | 7 . 1 | N | } I 
secretary } ) ¥ Indi | Reclamation Geologica Nationa 3 
r f © ny : 3 . . ; 
Ye office Land Office | Bureau Bureau Survey Park Service Edu 
_ — a aunemeees —_ a a = 
| | j } | 
a $2, 131, 070 $3, 125, 015 | $10, 342, 304 $266, 830, 920 $20, 277, 000 $1, 614, 340 $8 
i n culn ene aieaneenmnmmmnmeal 1, 572, 920 2, 954, 550 | 10, 134, 852 254, 246, 191 14. 800, 000 1, 450, 940 | 
1924 ae tininckndahieiiebewen 1, 461, 020 | 2, 942, 660 | 11, 317, 655 254, 774, 660 12, 250, 000 | 1, 670, 190 tr4 
} 
Ik SS 1, 693, 240 2, 940, 820 }, 220 224, 616, 000 | 12, 867, 500 | 1, 706, 482 2, 880, 535 
} tion : 259, 180 2 9 Siren 373, 020 | 28, 941 102, 122 
Detah, 2086. a icettrencsidnnngabarecdianeessinn 3, 200, 600 , 281 | 224, 616, 000 | 3, 240, 520 | 1, 735, 423 2, 982, 657 77 
19 2¢ cai seciieeaedaecdaial iia 797, SSE | 2, 633, 590 270 199, 095, 000 2, 999, 000 1, 87 10 3, 218, 409 ’ 
. . ‘ se2esene 803, 000 | 2, 342, 300 12, 901, 160 | 193, 921, 000 7, 456, 000 | 1, 819, 440 3, 69R, 920 § 
s . jimiiead 865, 604 | 2, 297, 550 | 16, 421, 48¢ 268, 816, 000 | 11, 953, 800 1, 807, 880 4, 874, 685 92 
1982 gab ol S850, 200 | 2, 138, 050 | 13, 714, 509 | 231, 738, 000 12, 729, 000 } 1, 758, OBO 4, 654, 950 O4 
| 
} j | — 











Proposed in accompanying biUL 
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1 ‘ 
hia 
Year g it ’ 
- -o —— vt } . rk 2 es . 
; ; 3 ; 
1? 7 “ ~ w 
9 , 0 0 ‘ 
- HK) ~ 
c ! 
n sure the Hou i b iterested in that tabul l l bh ed 
I am sure the House w I hat in this depart vice. He must n nd, n of 
i great constructive department, handling many impor- re in contact with the Indi | i ) | 1 
oblems, and a department in which the expenditures were | Indian 1 having the desire to do so. If \ 
ncreased materially, if at all, during the World Wat nd inderstood us sayin it ‘ re i nta 
lid not have that inflation to overcome in these d I [a spea kit of tha nel f those w re i 
m\ I am sure you Wlil be satisfied that there is a real tact wh i lave that d lre a i who are ready tor ‘ } 
in the conduct of that department i of true or t, \ ! r fingers are } i 
ning of the report of the Secretar ! ! rea g rg Le y m the I ul l 
IE ¥ WORK IN Ive 
} } 
i rty nt |} had a ti \ lw } 4 . A A ‘ ! { ‘\ tr ‘ c I 
aitnek inh Con lati i : ine p ir ( sionet r il in iairs I ‘ rovernme in 
ante 6. ; 1. neunseme tes th th 1 a sane and progressive policy t 
I ul id that is th i many peop th l 
id tinuir V i he d ' ' : 
intry whose only kno lige of Indian is as they ha 
1 more com] t fi { I ) t! t I I > , 
of recons yn ff 5 i iil vyno ive pl ired ma deas ¢ him ind 
T indone 1 l ‘ ) + hy tt T 1 1 — , Ur P ul ae sire , 3 GO er nel uo ¢ ‘ \ 
I India pl lid peop nany of them in high 
nonessent ict s 1 in nt ne o h { t : . 
: po I ial, political, ar ndustrial life d who, |! y 
l mate work of tment ; 
; l iesire { rrequenuy ¢ i i <1 ] 1\ i ) a n I 
omplishments ! I ! I l : ; 
iS enis¢ I ) I } ; 
s by th iving $1531 87 ration expen s fo , = a ne 7 as mage Pe te SOF the (a0 
ur years, but further by the juctio of if 2702 ; n rent, are ¢ a = lly parading betol e country ‘ 
: ning f the Government 
es and an increased output in t pecif functions delegated to | 7 an shia 
| } wa i ning > ror zatic thea? phe 
irtment by law Now, I have in mind one such ¢ i ition that is perhaps 
; , ; the most active and the most destructive of those organization 
ir possibly that some of you, if you read the report of the | and that is the American Indian Defense Association. On its 
tary, might not understa id just what the Secretary means | jetterhead are the names of many splendid men and women 
ie beginning of that report. I have not been quite able to | whose only fault is that thev have permiited their names to be 
tand } ft eave th: . 4 mmlis mt the . _ 8 - ‘ . - s 
and it Inys¢ If. It says that the a mplishments in th exploited in a mistaken cause, playing into the hands of the 
lon of discontinuing unnecessary activities, and so forth, ‘ il ff the a eiatiol 1e¢ John Collier 
epresented in dollars and cents by the saving of $131,000,000 John Collier is fundamentally a sensationalist and opponent 
ation expenses for the four years. ; the Government. He does not, apparently, have any desire 
tudy of the above table will show that expenditures of the 


; to do constructive things for the solution of the problem 
iment outside of the payment of pensions do not much } 


ainty does not attempt them ind there are many such op 
t 1 $40,000,000 a vear, und have not during the period of portunities for such 1 organization, backed by such lendid 
r years stated, and this alleged decrease of $131,000,000 in | men and women as he has back of hin Nu. He simply tears 
expenses, which is stated to be “in the operating expenses | down. I say he is fundamentally against the Government, one 
he department,” [ do not quite understand. No doubt there | of those who always is sure the Government of the United 
1 explanation, but I am not able to give it { would not | States is wrong and is doing wrong. He recently put out this 

ler that the reduction in the fund for the payment of pen 


Ste 


acco and Vanzetti Horror, by John Collier, 


pamphiet, The 
ler date of August 10, 1927 Whatever may 


was a reduction in the operating cost of the department, 


have been its 
perhaps someone, not understanding that, might not ap 


effect on public sentiment—possibly it had none—that was 1 
pi ite the real showing of economy which the department | destructive than this constant parading of propaganda in ord 
as you will do if you study the table I have given to bring the Government into disfavor and disrepute in its ban 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE lling of Indian affairs. [Applause. | 
here is one bureau in the department to which I think I [I am not an apologist for the Indian Bureau I 


ld call special attention in this connection, because we get | well that they must inevitably make mistakes f: 


om tine to 

dea that an expenditure once entered upon is never ended. | time in handling their widespread responsibilities. There ar 

I hermore, that there is no branch of the Government that | approximately 250,000 Indians, outside of the Five Civilized 
ally reducing its expenditures. Many of the bureaus hive | Tribes, with a total of property, tribal and individual, of 
xpanding work, which means increased expenditures. There | $1,716,815,000, of which 3$920,000,000 is tribal and $796,000,000 
some that have a practically stationary program. But | individual. Their individual property and tribal property have 

t are others that ought to pinch out, but they do not do it each increased constantly and is now at its highest figure 
Let me call your attention to a notable exception, the General | They live in dissimilar conditions, some of them in the hwt 

I 1 Office, under the administration of a splendid type of | desert wastes of the Southwest and some of them in the coldest 
\ erm manhood, a former Governor of Utah, Mr. Spry. The | winters of the Northwest. Some of them have much more 
nses of the bureau, with the economies carried forth by | money than it is good for them to have or good for anyone 

‘ rnor Spry, with the complete support and approval of the | to have without earning it: many of them are destitute Some 


tary of the Interior, show a reduction in the expenditures | of them are well advanced and others are in the lowest condi 
e General Land Office from $3,125,015 in 1925 to $2,138,050 | tion of civilization With all of their reservations scattered 
929. [Applause.] There is a reduction of practically a| over the great West it is inevitable that, through human 
n dollars, fully 30 per cent, in the operating cost of that | agencies, occasional mistakes of administration will occu 
iu There was a time, I have read, in the earlier days, when we 
| had just subdued the Indians, when the West was not as well 
he Indian Service is one of the most difficult branches of | developed as it is now, and when those regions were most 
the Government service. I think the Commissioner of Indian | remote from the seat of government, that the Indian Serv 
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\ ‘ isly corrupt nd I think in the public mind the 
Indian Service of to-day has the disadvantage of some of that 
ancient arcema still clinging around it. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Hon. Charles H. Burke, 
has had long experie with Indian affairs, through his lift 
in tl West and through his former connection with India: 
affai chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of this 
House 1 is a man of capacity, integrity, and of practical 
and sal idealisn lie has associated with him, as assistant 
commissioner, Mr. Edgar B. Meritt, who has been in that bureau 
f I ) veal I do not believe there is in the Governm 
service a mun whe works harder and who is more sincerely 
devoted to the carryir out of the responsibilities of his posi- 
ion than M Meritt It was his vigilan that saved the 
San ( Reservoir site, and he is most zealous and devoted 
to tl 1 welfare of the Indian I do not believe there is 

man more loyal in the discharge of his duties The organiza- 
tion headed | Burke and Meritt is the organization that is 
under daily attack; and that attack is destructive and in some 
degree nullil their constructive ellorts 

A few months ago one of my colleagues, wl is now sitting 
here before me, brought to my attention cireniar issued by 
] Indian Defense organ fion It was a circular prepared 
by its president, a physician in New York City, with reference 
to the deuth rate amor t) Indian That circular, under 
date of January 28, 192% tated, in so many words, that the 
death rate among the Indians has increased 48 per cent in fom 
yi I pury rt to qpile ensu stati tic . I have not 
checked up those figures at the source, but I am one who will 
mi accept tabulated figures when they go contrary to my own 
personal knowledg There are many men in this House, every 
man who h been in contact with the Indian problem, who 
know that that statement is not true. 


TI gentleman in New York who put that forth, whethe 
prepared by himself or by the secretary, John Collier, eithe 
knew it was giving the country a misunderstanding or el 
he did not know anything about the problem and should not 
have put out anything. 

I have been on many reservations. I know of the effort the 
G ronment has been making during that very four years to 
nerease and make more effective our health work among the 
Indians. I know that no such statement is true and that it has 
in it lement of truth 

The chief aim of the Indian Service in its health work is 


k, but also 
well-being 


not only to more effectively care for and cure the sic 
the establishment of a high standard of physical 
and the ra g of the vitality the Indian race. 
has been and is being made in this respect through application 
of preventive medicine and the teaching by precept and ex- 
pl s onal hygiene and home sanitation through 


Amp of per 


sit of Progress 


physicians, nurses, field matrons, hospital employees, and, i! 
fact, all field emplovees, whether. engaged in health, school, 
or agency work. By the raising of the standard of living, the 


oblems of morbidity and mortality may be made less formid- 


pl 
al 


e 

In 1873 the first reeognized steps were taken toward fur 
nishing organized educational and medical facilities for the 
Indians. In this vear an educational and medical division was 
established in the Indian Bureau. It could not be expected 


that the Indians would aecept and take to scientific medical 
services in the same manner they accepted the white man’s 
‘fire water” and other vices. For generation upon generation 
they bad relied upon their medicine men, with their weird 
incantations and practical knowledge gained by experience in 
the 1 herbs, and so forth. But these white doctors wer 
able at times of gatherings of the Indians at the agencies and 
trading post to extract teeth, lance boils, and perform other 


wor s 


m urgery, or perhaps render relief to old and infected 
wounds or illnesses which had defied the efforts of the medicine 


men These small services gradually won favor among the 
Indians and gained their confidence, and a few Indians began 
ealling upon the physicians. Little by little the services of 


licine 
more 


The m 
the 


the doctor came to be regarded more favorably. 
man and tribal custem still hold sway in 
remote sections, but are gradually losing favor. 


Some ol 


With the increasing recognition of the valne of the physi- 
cians’ services, hospital facilities were found necessary, and 
attention to the provision of these facilities was made. In 


1900 there were but five hospitals. There are now 100 hospitals 


nd intirmaries, including those under construction or author 
ized in this bill. Now all but a few of the smaller reservations 

hospital facilities, and efforts are being made to provide 
each of these with hospital facilities as rapidly as funds are 


available. The interest of the bureau in the expansion of this 
vork is well emphasized in the report of the survey of medical 


} CORK 


the | 


| on the agent 


}in which 


| 
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needs in the Southwest by Mr. Meritt, whi ppears 
arings, 

The first specific appropriation for health work < 
amount was made by the act of February 20, 1909, 
vided $12,000 for the i vestigation, treatment, and pre 
of trachoma. This sum was followed by an appropria 
$40,000 for the relief of distress and conservation of 


which | available July 1, 1910 From this small 


CCALC 


ning there has been waged an unceasing warfare 
two great scourges of this primitive people—tracho: 
tuberculosis—and Congress has seen fit from time to 


increase the sum available for health work until i 
for the fiscal year 1929 there is provided the sum of $1 
for “‘ecouservation of health,” with $113.000 of triba 


added for the same purpos« 


To-day there are 13 special physicians traveling « 
through the West treating the Indians for trachom 
progress is being made in its eradication. Other items 
used, but the specific appropriation which began in 19% 
$12,000 is in the bill that is before you—$1,434,500 


Trea to 

fron 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr 


many 


ury of the United States—in addition triff 
the tribal funds, 

LINTHICUM. 
CRAMTON 
LINTHICUM. 
Indians there 
Mr. CRAMTON. There are 
the Five Civilized Tribes 
making 353,000, I reeall 
and within the last t 
Commissioner Burke, medical service ] 
reorganized and a detail from the Public Health Sery 
in, at its head Doctor Guthrie. So not only are y 
them more money but they are using it better 1 


aha mo 


a 


the genfleman yield? 
Yes. 
I want to 


are now? 


ask the 


gentleman ab 


ab 


and 


that i 
100,000 


ut 2h 
there 


O00 : 


f . 
Oo} ure 


Recently, the 


tration ol 


years, under 


Wo 


the 


tively If there is aby item of grief in the Indian Sery 
wumything to which uplift organizations might well c ‘ 
themselves for the purpose Of geiting some returns, 
inadequacy of salaries in the Indian Service. That 
helped somewhat of lite and we are now getting the 

it, but more is needed, especially in the positions of 
responsibility. 

Since I am on the subject, I came in contact while 
Southwest last fall with a man who had been nearly 4( 
in the Indian Service, Mr. Charles L. Davis, the head 
White River Indian Agency for the Apaches. These | 


have au large reservation, 1,680,000 eres, 2,625 squar: 
$4,000,000 of timber in their forests, some undeveloped 
iron mines and tos, large grazing areas, a tribal 
2,500 cattle, with a probable income of $10,000 from { 
for this year, as well as herds of permittees from whi 
get an income of over $30,000 for 15,000 cattle and 30,000 
They derived $156,000 from timber last year. There are 
individual Indians having substantial property inter 
individual Indians having a total of 21,650 head of stock 
which their income this year is $55,000. 

I met an interesting delegation of them. When the | 
ernment made up the Apache roll, after the days of G 
they put them into bands and lettered the bands and m 
the individual members, and they still go by that desi 
A-1 was a scout under General Crook and now th 
of the tribe. 

His brother is 
met R-14, a 


or 


asbes 


is 
the 
most 


surge 


the tribe and is 
When the w 
14 that he ought to buy 


medicine man of 
interesting character. 


ted to R 


erty bonds. He said, “How many do you think I 

buy?” The agent said, “I think you ought to buy 
worth.” He came around in a day or two and said, 
take $25,000 of them.” The bonds were bought and t! 


in the safe of the agent. It is interesting to note that 
| 


his money had been deposited broke after tha 
he was fortunate to have Liberty bonds instead of that 


} 


This will give you some idea of the responsibilities, the 


cial responsibilities, of such an agent. Joined to this 
tactfulness required in handling 2,000 or 3,000 tempera 
individuals and taking care of them There is an 0 


executive ability that is required; and what do you 
such a man with all this responsibility upon him 
years in the service, a man who has discharged his d 
a most highly commendable fashion and in a way that \ i 
have brought him a very substantial income in private 


rets a v 


ment? As I recall, he was getting $3,300 at the time « 
retirement a few weeks ago. 
You can not expect to get the highest type of service 


you are willing to pay somewhat nearly what it is wort 
these uplift organizations, if they would deyote them § 

















‘ uch ¢ ive Tor : . ifd et 
Vv wil l l ari i i propa 
\ l I Hlng i I cl j trove! 
| HOWARD i) i \) l the g nad 
{ CRAMTO? ) 
HOWARD () na W ld tl sentlema 
Hous he issioner of I 
Assi Cor India \ ff 
4 ( { zrea 
( RAMTON ~ ‘ { } ie 1 i" 
iniss I f Ii \iTal l » 400 I ‘1 
I ion wi this ma i ! h, I have state ‘ 
ve sed tne ropriation We have crea i the 
il mderfully It has bee the policy of this su 
nittee, in which we have had the support thoroughiy of 
| to each year have a materi re 1 this appropria 
Ne hospitals are constructed eu vear, and this re 
res an addition for thei Ippor i then the next year 
new hospitals and more for their support 
he birth rate and I quote now from tl hearings a sta 
nt presented by Doctor Guthrie, an official of the Publi 
fealth Service, and a gentleman of reliability and who has tl 
nt: and familiarity with this subject uu know the troubl 
h figures and statistics, when you come to the Indian ques 
is very hard to take a census among the Indians, eithe 
e that are sick or well, particularly such tribes as the 
ivajos, Who inhabit great, arid wastes and who are hidde1 
viv among the brush, more or less; and so J suppose if I went 
to get some figures to make a bad case, I could find then 
here is a gentleman who is right in contact with them, 
says that his figures are always somewhat incomplete, but 
gives the best information he can 
neral tab fm st s s I s { 1 
ous jurisdictt ! | I f rts I 
s to do pri ipally witl rirth nd «de 4 cle 
vo mai disease tube losi 1 tr ! rh firs I 
ble dealirz witt irths and deatl Ws ae I ir rate 
Indian population th ighout th i f 25.1 rt nd and 
neral death rate.of 21.8, th el } I ! ll « s 
e birth rate for the pe xl covered by t port i ! \ f 
since 1911, the highest birth rate for nv fisca . during 
pe d in sS.8 per th sand population 1914 ] I rat 
hown gradual but fairly constant decline 
I death rate for th riod 1911 to 1927, i isi has wh a 
vard end, the rate for the fiscal ar 1927 ing the \ with 
ption of 1926, which \ 18.2, and the sar 192 
‘ h rate was 21.8 rhe highest death rat lurin l 
1927, inclusive, was 6 for tl year 1°11 his « 
year 1919, when the general death was vy deat 
influenza during the pandemic t this tim 
A tated in a footnote at the | mm of this table, tl birth nd 
s for a given agency are often not inclusive, but are only fo hose 
with which the Government officials have come in ¢ ret Ther 
till a considerabl number o ths and deaths w! » ar not 
ght to the knowledge of agency official nd deaths ll oceur in 
there has been no medical attendan ind the information ha 
me to light teo late to obtain informative data thereon, The figur 
nsidered to be indicative of trends and have a stinct value h 
en to the Indian population as whole 
Che death rate for 1927 is the lowest it has been any year 
uce 1911, except the one mentioned, and this entirely contrary 


the statement submitted by these organizations. 
Now, in addition to this propaganda which creates suspicion 
f the Government in the minds of many who make many good 
people believe their Government is acting unworthily, whereas, 
a matter of fact, it is acting most generously and worthily, 
in addition to that, there is an active interference with the work 
the Government. 
I remember last year we had paraded before us the story 
poor Indian up in Wisconsin who was manacled and chained 
had broken prison several times on the reservation and the 
superintendent chained him His offense then was a most 
deous one, the abuse of three Indian girls. He broke prison 
veral times, and we were almost led to tears at his desperate 
rait because he was chained up there. The appeal was mad 
at he ought to be tried in the courts of the State instead « 
fore an Indian judge or a superintendent. 
It is interesting to bring this little incident 
Indian, Paul Moore. thereafter was party to a murder, 
gist was killed by burglars at Ashland, Wis., 
ie tried in the courts of the State, and is now 


If 
Ad 


\f 
l 


That 
when a 
was this | 


serving a lite 


up to date 


ug 


tence. There will be no more occasion to worry about his 
eing manacled on an Indian reservation 
\nother organization is the Mission Indian Federation of 


lifornia. A man named Jonathan Tibbetts is the head of that | 


of 
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reani on tl il the rts = | 
st il ~ l I ! el ( i i 
! i (; I ropriate j } 
W d in admit iti What v > 
necessal Ka vear tl ‘ erutir : t 
r we cut i “ i littl t gor i 
LT \ t ver S1l5.000 oj 
freasury of the United Sta nd 
educa $7,207,000 r half of f ) ropri 
rine i educatior That I « l i rol ig L ¢ I id 
he question h nd it ield, is i 
ind we re getting od resul 
Now, the total number of children elig r 
endance is 76.843 rhe nun I 10 in India sch 
68,067 rhe number of eligible children t in sch S77 
It is not strange th there should Ix eral usa ! 
out of school. because of the ditions undet 
and their attitude in ny Ci is to school advai 
we are reducing the number 
Mr. COLTON Will the genth in vield 
Mr. CRAMTON Yes 
Mr. COLTON Has the gentleman ar Tn i 
number that attend the publi t 
ittend the Indian school 
Mr. CRAMTON In the Governmen 5.6 
On the nonreservation boarding schools we have 16, on 
reservition boarding schools 11,616, and at ] la 1 
Then there are the mission s "a irding 20 
no ntract boarding 2.327. and d ‘ Ols 1,26 | 
in the private school 55,124 
Ss the worl I ! [ndia Bur i i 
ane lines, wit pecial emphasis u g I 
lucation: second, health 1. third ! i 
Mr. KNUTSON In vour hearings did vou d 
not the tendency is to increase or to decrease th 
idiimil tration of Indian 
Mr. CRAMTON. I will say this, to be splicit j 1uSW 
he gentleman without evasion: 7T ippropriati 
lian Bureau increases, due to th ncrea d ipp riation ! 
go exclusively and directly f health and edu ) ihe 
f administration is less—administration of Indian propert 
administ of the bureau; it decreases, not rapi 
does decrease 
Mr. KNUTSON IL notice at the em for Mint 
Chippewas is practical thie i, although a 
is made for roads 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Did the committee inquire of the ¢ 
ioner of Indian Affairs as to the proposal advanced ‘ 
tary Work to transfer to the States for expenditur he m 
that is now being spent in education d healt VOI 
the Indians? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I have never rea seen the proposal 
Secretary Work on that 
Mr. KNUTSON You did not inquire about it 
Mr. CRAMTON We did not go into it, but my inquil 
study of this subject for tlre last seven years has satisfied un 
that it would be folly to consider the decentralization of on 
health and educational work among the Indians The Stat 
have a responsibility in handling their Indians, and if the 
fail to discharge their responsibility the result will be dis 
ous. The proposition is sometimes advanced that the Uni 
States should turn locse the Indians and their propert B 
see what happened in North Dakota, in one county up ther 


. 
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the Turtle Monntain Band, the county has been obliged to 
spend $12,000 a year for indigent Indians who are unrestricted 
and have been given their lands and have been turned loose. 
‘That is what would happen, and effort is being made to have 
us ration them generally if we turned them loose. 

Now the policy of the Government is to utilize State schools 
wherever possible. Wherever there is a public school and they 
will admit the Indian children, we are ready to pay for their 
admission, wherever it is possible to turn the funds over and 
let the localities administer the schools. But to turn over all 
our Indian health work and educational work to the individual 
States would mean disorganization. In many cases it might 
result in the diversion of funds to purposes which the Federal 
Government did not contemplate. That has been illustrated by 
the diversion of funds in connection with the maternity act, 
now on the statute books, where the States, with money turned 
over to them for ohne purpose, have used it for different purposes. 

I may say that something of this kind did come to my atten- 
tion in connection with some resolutions the other day. While 
we want the States to do their share as to the health of the 
Indian—uand I think the States in many respects have a finan- 
cial responsibility—-wherever possible we will cooperate, but to 
have the work turned over to the States entirely would destroy 
the organization 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
the States are concerned when the Indians are still the wards 
of the Government and do not pay taxes and do not contribute 


to the support of the States? 
Mr. CRAMTON. The States do not now limit their facilities 
for health and education to those who pay taxes. It is of the 


highe importance to the States that the Indian be made a 
useful member of society. I do not think the gentleman and I 
disagree as to that. The Federal Government has a responsi- 


bility which we perform generously, and I should say also that 
ihe States do have a responsibility, If the Indians should be 
turned and turned over to the States and own their 
property and their property made taxable, inside of three years 
those States would have a terrific burden placed upon them of 
maintaining people no jonger wards of the Government and 
who would be no more fit to handle their property than they 


loose 


ure now, ind would soon be destitute and dependent. 
PENSION BUREAU 
The Bureau of Pensions bill before us carries materially less 
than last year. Just a word as to that. The expenditure 


oO” 


under the appropriation for pensions for the fiscal year 1927 
was $230,000,000. The appropriation had been $192,000,000, but 
heeause of new legislation affecting the Civil War and the In- 
dian wars and the Spanish war the burden was increased. So 
instead of $192,000,000, the real burden was $230,000,000, 
There was an item in the deficiency bill last June, and because 


of the failure of that bill the Bureau of Pensions found that 
there was danger that they might not be able to pay the pen- 
sions for May and June. You can imagine the tragedy that 


would have happened in that case to old men and women, where 
it was so necessary for prompt payment. The Comptroller Gen- 
eral was equal to the oecasion; he eut the Gordian knot and 
eave a wrench to the law which I think everyone would approve 
of, because he adopted a construction that permitted every 
pensioner to get his pension when due. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 


Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I fully agree with what the 
gentleman says about what would have occurred if that order 
had not been made, Did the gentleman’s committee investigate 


the 6, 8, and 12 months’ delay at the present time in the Pension 
Bureau in handling the claims of Spanish War veterrns? I 
have called to my attention where the men appeared 
betore the examining board 6 or 8 or 10 months ago, and the 
decision of the commissioner has not yet been rendered, simply 


cases 


because the cases have not been reached. It is my under- 
standing that the personnel of the Pension Bureau has not 
been increased, despite the fact that the Congress has time 


and again increased the work of the bureau by passing laws 
bringing in additional veterans under the general pension act. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the general burdens of the 
bureau are not so materially increased except for a period. 
The committee lust year took the statement of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as to how many employees he would need 
under the policy of the department, and we gave him that 
number, Then the item went to the Senate, and the commis- 
sioner by that time thought it over and went before that body 
with a somewhat different showing from what he had made to 
us. That is not said in the way of criticism, He thought he 
had further information. I took some of the statements made 
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in that hearing and tried to follow them up, and I got possi 
a third and a fourth explanation. I Simply mention that 
point out the difficulty that we have of getting exact and | 
tive and concise information from that bureau. I know { 
they have stated to other Members of Congress, and 
Sibly have to my friend, that they could not act more pron 
because of the lack of employees. I suggested in the cours: 
our hearings the possibility of some survey of the bureau 
determine the real facts, but that suggestion did not meet y 
enthusiasm. You will find that in the hearings we did 
cuss with them the number of employees that they want. 
the commissioner urged that the policy then followed of 
filling vacancies caused by retirement or death or resignat 
should not be followed further. From the statement made 
fore us the amount recommended by the committee, whic! 
the amount proposed by the Budget, is very substantially y 
the commissioner says that he will need for the next year If 
my recollection serves me, his figure was perhaps $10,000 n 
on an item of something like $1,000,000, as I remember. 
difference between the figure recommended by the Commi 
and the statement made by the commissioner, as I give it f; 
recollection, is not sufficient to justify any material dela 
handling the cases; and the gentleman must remember 
when Congress puts more burden upon such a service, and | 
sibly several thousand new claims are filed quickly, it i 
feasible to immediately increase that organization 
handle that great crush of new business without delay. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. At the same time, I do not 
that there should be a delay until the 1st of July in giving { 
the help they need to take care of the ciaims of Spanish \\ 
veterans, who are in need of financial assistance by reaso f 
their disability at the present time, and whose examinations 
the Pension Bureau physicians show that they are entitled 
pension under the act. 
Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Will the gentleman please tell 
where the Treasury found the money to meet these claims? 
Mr. CRAMTON. That is what I was just about to con: 
There was an appropriation of $192,000,000 for 1927, and added 
responsibilities were $38,000,000. The ruling of the comptroller, 
which you will find in the hearings, permitted the use ot 
1928 appropriation for pensions, to pay the 1927 pensions. 
only difference was, if they had been held over until the ist of 
July, we would have had to pay them then, just the same out 
of the 1928 pensions. The only effect of his ruling was 
these old men and women had their money when due, instead of 
waiting one or two months. There was the $38,000,000 added 
responsibilities from 1927, and then the @ommissioner cai 
before the deficiency appropriation committee last Decen 
and said that he needed $8,000,000 more for 1928—$46,000,000 
of a deficiency this year, to take care of that burden brou 
over from another year and the increased burden for 192s 
The total expenditures for 1927 amounts to $230,000,000 and t 
1928 it is now anticipated will be $229,000,000. For 1929 the 
estimate of the Budget is $210,000,000. There are 1ny 
things entering into this a year and a half in the future, through 
the death of pensioners and the presenting of new applicati 
and their disposition that it can not be forecast absolutely. In 
our hearings the Commissioner of Pensions, on our insist¢ 
expressed belief that about $217,500,000 will be necessary 
stead of $210,000,000, with a fluctuation between $213,000,00' 
$220,000,000—something like that. My own judgment is 
the $210,000,000 is a little short of what will be our obligati 
This fund is a fund in the use of which the bureau has 
discretion. It can not be used for anything except the payme! 
of pensions, and for those who have been found entitled t 
pension. Therefore, the committee recommended in this lin- 
guage the addition of the words “ immediately available,” \ 
the idea that hereafter we shall carry that language each yt 
So that each year the difficulty that was faced last May, if 
there should be a deficiency, will not again occur and the a}r 
propriation of the following year may be used. 


they } 


sO 


t 


so Nn 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 


Mr. KNUTSON. Has the committee made any provisio! 
saying the expenses of contact officers from the Pension Bureatl 
for the service they do in the different encampments? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. We have heard the gentleme! 
touch with that question. We have concluded to give auth 
to the Secretary to allow them to attend the meetings. 

RETIREMENT FUND 


’ 


An important question coming under the bill under the Bu- 
reau of Pensions has to do with the retirement act. This bill 
earries for the first time $19,950,000 to refund or pay the Fed- 
eral contribution for going on with the retirement act. 
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il be glad to do that rhe subject is one that I think is com 
ited for most Members the House; it certainly is for n 
ink possibly, if | can muke a continuous stateme wit! ‘ 
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Le { \ I eld Oo re { 
et Ln ¢ peared I 
me 1 ne, a very port pro} 
i ] \ \\ pay i _ a ‘ 
! ! | | na the \ 
- Ll rom any bhnea 
) I t und i 1 © ¢ 
ling I g But we have 1 
I1L1OnS , I i t pioves ai 
dl I can 1 ‘ ul bout 1 I 
no greater t fe t w he in is 
l his work d re es a | 1 | ill « pe 
1) that work, to be told t { must 1 re, 
it is a trag ind I pe I ver get into a po yn 
they will t me I have got to . Of course, all Mem 
f Congress face tha | l i y Pine questions that nha 
] arise in connect n will his item are 
Why should an appropriation be nade at this t e whe there 
eady in the fund over SG6S,000,000, and the fund is rapid 
using from the contributions made by the employes I 
If an appropriation is necessary, why is the amount to be 
priated fixed at $19,950,000 % 
[It is a sound principle of government that in times of peat 
Government should pay its way as it goes. Our Govern 
can not do this with respect to the civil-service retirement 











disability fund unless it begins to ‘late at once 
Ss are merely deferres pay ad she provide tor 
\ earned 
the retirement ict took eltfect In 1920 (1) « 
the 400,000 and more emplovees had just nt i ! 
and (2) if the Government had exacted thereafter f1 
of those employees a contribution that would have 
ent, with compound interest, to provide in full for his ow 
rement, if those two conditions had existed, then there woul 
be no necessity now nor at any time in the future of app 
iting a dollar. But the situation was entirely different 
It has been my impression that many Government employees 
he impression that their contributions pay the full cos 
hat they are to get, and I think many Members of Con 
vyress have that understanding However, I hope this may 
ng the matter to their attention in such a way as to largely 
use their minds of that impression. The day the retire 
it act took effect about 7,000 employees were eligible fo1 
“nent who had not contributed a penny to the retirement 
i and they, under the law, share just the same as if they 


‘ontributed during all the required period of the law 


Ir. MORTON D. HULL. Then the appropriations provid 


law take care of the accrued obligations - 
CRAMTON (interposing) if the gentleman will permit 
I sure I will get to that. There have been no appropriation 
law heretofore. This is the first appropriation to meet th 
{ rnment’s obligation and that obligation of the Government 


s from two sources: First, that those who were in the 
ice When the act took effect, whether they retired one month 
the act took effe r 50 years after it took effect, will 
the rates provided in the law, regardless of their wh 
ibutions: and, second, that the rate pre vided in the law 
the annuities provided in the law is insufficient to meet 
annuities. 
\s I say, the day the retirement act took effect about 7,000 | 
ees were eligible for retirement who had not contributed 
y to the retirement fund; and, in addition to these 7.000, | 
were also in the service about 400,000 employees with | 
ds of service to their credit ranging all the way from one 
50 or more years who had contributed nothing in the 
and whose pensions could not be provided for in full by | 
‘ibutions during the remainder of their services. | 
order to pay the pensions of those who retired at 
out contributing anything, and those who were approachi 


rement whose contributions would be insuffic 
ake up the deficiencies in the contributions of those wh« 
{ retire in the future the act required par, 


1920) that the contributions of all employees should be placed 


nt, and 


age, 


(Sec S, 





1a common tund whicl r 
n | met 
i . by ’ i v 
iL r i t eer 
\ G 
A i 
i 
i 
I s VV if 
W compound inte n t I 
CHAIRMAN ihe I 
lr LAMTON Mr. Ch I to 
1 ft ‘ iditional | 
i CHAIRMAN The ge l M 
nt to pr i for liti 
i I is no objection 
\} tLAMTON j t is imur ( im res ] 
gus beto his reti ent 2 the l h pu I . 
| k to him; if he is retired and di b re he ] 
ad uch as h is ributed, plus th ompound inter 
s ] i vets the balan On the other hand, if he retires 
ind lives long period so it he exl sts an amount equal 
his contribution, plus the compound interest, and -then n 
draw money, somebody has got to pay that, and as no 
mployee is to receive any less under any circumstance than 
l is contributed, plus the compound interest, naturally n 
emplovee can be called upon to pay the annuity of another, 
hat | ves the Government to do the job 
it is vious from these two provisions that not one penny of 
deticiency in th ontributi f one employee cor be 
made up from the contributions of anothe nipple ut that 
iitim very penny taken from the fund t iy an employe 
i | hich he had n | \ i for h elf would One! 
| ea to be retul ) fund out of the Tr ury 
f the Uni 1 State vith compound interest at 4 per ce 
t this was reco ized by the f mers of the ict ly 
lovi« lly be inferred from the re} ‘ts t! committees j ich 
1c“ ipanied the bills bo 1 tl Hou 1 the Senate, and 
the debates on the floors of both Houses, and al t rovision 
carried in section 15 of the act which reads as Lloy 
5 I ) In I ) € eta 
t l estimates o pri si! ‘ vy t t this 
) ind effect 
I el i rr e! t no ¢ was ¢ 
ie S f the Interior l i “ar d that estimate 
i ded i e Budget for e cul veur 
di the records Bureau of Pensi e than 
PK? I i a] aid ut i fund } i ulties | d I 
{ vel prior t Tu 1, 1927 Phe t 
} pei \ t i tl (| | mt t . (O00 
| vear to 84.200.0 et I eal » SD uu t 
ir.to S5.700.000: the fiftl ir to $6.200.000 | } 
ear to S6.800,000: and the é } ir ) 1 GOOF } 
[It will be seen that fi nuit I ts | ‘ 
\ ! if Wil pret ed 2 . 
ent py mh in i820 were the su uel 
} years prior to wi t pe 
last year were likewi ‘ irvivors ‘ ve I ( ) 
aes W maiy I l Ssu l e nu t 
f per that ill 3 I I ! yea ! 
j rea i pour t rate that tl ictive foree ha ] 
! d from year to vear in the ] Tl means that pen 
. n ill proba ea wit! the next 10 year 
I \ th i fina exceed tl employees’ ft 
ual contributi that j te making deductions for 
refi j » those dy y \ lrawing from the service Such 
e i ual contributi s of empioyees bow amount to approx! 
nat L5SOUL000 (S24 255, 582 S3.862,. 28S $20,403 594) When 
that time is reached the nount in the fund will begin to 
liminish rapidly and in the course of 10 years more the fund 
vill be hnusted and ereafter the Government will have to 
provid sich year the difference between the amount « the 
employees’ net contributions and the total pension payments. 
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It 30 or 40 


have 


the 
to 


the 


retubus 


within 
nd 


next 
will 


years 


fair to assume that 
ior increased 


ye ion payinent f 
540.000 000 a year 


rhe board of actuaries tell us that, according to the valuation 


ch théy made as of July 1, 1927, the obligation which the 
(roverni t assumed when the retirement act became law in 
which has incurred between that date and 
1, 1927, amounts to $393,000,000, This is 5 erally referred 
‘ f f lial rhis debt might be held in- 
( l bY mply appropriating interest 
: I ll to $15,720,000 a ear 
i I ‘ i 1 under the iounted 
1, 1927, to $798,000,000 rhis appropriation of $15 
; 1.97 t the nay | | Therefore 
} ‘ py te 1.979 per « of t pa 
ty ¢ e held Ss present amount of 
LAK tn ~ i appro] il! would hot, howevel 
ol he Government, for the « utions 
elm} ‘ the rT e Ol io per ct ( Del 
1 found by ctuarial determination t fal 
i ali I red to pay the be fits by 0.48 of 1 
} f uit pay roll Forty-eight bundredths of 1 
pred ] roll amounts to $3,801,794 iheretore i U 
wel oO appropriate 2.45 (1.97+0.48) per cent o 
S1O.50% 3 hold the accrued liability 
el ( ld de its share of the accruing 
l tl Vlillhip year, 
Vhen I that appropriate 2.45 per cent of the pay roll 
ll hold the aecerued liability at its present amcennt am 
e Government's accruing liability, I mean provided the 
j roll remains at its present level of $798,000,000. If the 
pars oll Increase beyond this amount the contribution cor- 
esponding to the inereuse would tend to liquidate some part 
of the Labthty of 3496.000,000, 
In considering this question of the amount which the Gov 
ernment might properly appropriate for account of the retire- 


meut tTund, the Budget Bureau decided to recommend an ap 
propriath of an even 2.5 per cent of the pay roll, or a total 
of $19,950,000 rhis would mean that the difference betwee! 
2.45 per cent and 2.50 per cent of the pay roll, or, roughly, 
S400,000, the Government would apply to the liquidation of 
tl wcrned linbility of $393,000,000, 


Mr 


cmipiovee 


BRIGHAM 
contributions are invested by 


Will the gentleman please explain how the 


the Government? 


Mr. CRAMTON, I had hoped to cover that, but I do not 
have that information fully at hand. However, it is in the 
buying of bonds which are set aside in a separate fund and 


on Which interest is paid. I think they are Government bonds. 
Mr. LEHLBACH, TI think they are largely farm-loan bonds. 
M BRIGHAM Will the gentleman tell us what the aver- 
age eld is’ 


Mr, CRAMTON. The report of the Secretary of the Treasury 


The 


give information as to the various retirement funds. 
leman will understand that there are other retirement 
funds in operation—the State Department, the Army, the Nav: 
and so fort! On pages 136 and 137 of the report of the See- 
retary of the Treasury for the year ending June 30, 1927, is a 


with reference to this, and I will insert at this point 


on page 136: 


statement 
the tabulation which appears 
Asset 


Principal cost 






$22, 695,050 face amount fourth 
Liberty loan 414 
per cent bonds. $22, 599, 454. 01 
31, 200, 000 face amount 4 per 
cent special Treas 
ury notes, paya- 
ble Tune 30, 1931 81, 200, 000, 00 
14, 400, 0OU face amount 4 per 
cent special Treas 
ury no;res, payva 
ble June 30, 1932_ 14, 400, 000. 00 
$67, 999, 454. 01 
68, VOD, ONG 
Unexpended balances June 30, 1927.-......-.--- wns 424,851.17 
Tetal fund assets apigennie -. 68, 424, 285.18 
M BRIGHAM. It is probable that some of the securities 
are actually earning in excess of 4 per cent. 
M CRAMTON Probably some of them do I think the 


gentleman will find that section of the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury of interest. 

The question may be asked, How many years will the Gov- 
ernment be required te appropriate this $19,950,000?  Fifteer 
million seven hundred and tweuty thousand dollars of that 
nmount is interest on the acerued liabilities of $808,000,000. 
The length of time that the Government will have to appro- 


priate the interest on this amount will depend entirely upon the 
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rapidity with which the debt is liquidated. 
dated at all, the Government will have 
perpetuity. 

The question is whether the Government shall begin now 
meet its obligations to the retirement fund as they are inm 
from year to year, pay the inter on the accrued liabiliti 
| $393,000,000, and create a small sinking fund starting wit} 
proximately one-half million dollars a year, or shall it all 
| obligations to the fund to remain unpaid and to accumula 


JANUARY 1°? 


If it is not lis 
to appropriate jt 


| compound interest until ultimately it will be called upon 

|} propriate about $40,000,000 a year. If it begins to appro; 
2.9 per ot the p roll now, the Government will be 

ing its entire accruing liability from year to year and \ 
gradually liquidating the debt of $393.000,000 which it ori 

assumed. When this original liability has been wiped 


itions will be reduced to less than < 


ry approximately 54,000,000 a 


Government’s contri 


rl wmount is what is referred to in the report of tl 
of actuarie Government’s normal contributi 
is stated as forty-eight one-hundredths of 1 per cen 
prt ol 
The question therefore comes down to a practical 
whether the Government shall adopt a program inv: 
annual contribution of 2.5 per cent of the pay roll or ap) 
} mately $20,000,000 a year, which will ultimately be redu 
forty-eight one-hundredths of 1 per cent of the pay roll 
proximately $4,000,000 year; or shall it postpone apy 


e fund is exhausted and ther 
ually until 
S40,000, 000 2 


for 
to 


tions 20 years until th 
ng amounts ant 


ar] 


provide inecreasi 


now it must appropriate n 


will owe the employees, in round figures, $875,000,000 on a: 
of borrowed from fund 
sions then amount about 
making i annual expenditure 
This expenditure will be met by the interest of 
the floating debt of S875,000,000, plus the Government's 1 
$4,000,000, represented by forty-eight one 
the pay roll, plus the employe 
The fund will 


money the to pay sions. 


835,000,000 


per The 
and “eT Tne 


to 
tota 


will 


$32,000,000, of SET Om 


$35,000 4 
contribution of 

dredths of 1 per 
tributions of $28,000,000 


1 
lt 


cent of 
then stand ss 
ome 
Interest at 4 per cent on the floating debt of 
000,000 to employees : $35, ¢ 
Normal contrit by the Gov 
eight one-hundredths of 1 cent of pay roll 
Contributions by employees > per of pay 


roll ed eee ‘ . ated es ‘ 28, ut 


corr 
S875, 


Ifions ronment of itiorty 
per 
of 3.5 


cent 


Total__- 


Expenditures : 
I ia cal grt tiacetaths iliac nit talib aaded i eRe ae = 85, OM 


0 phidesasiga anetortasicdiaes Ss um oc, OO 


quired 
from 
perpetuity. 
At that time the fund will be exhausted and the Gover 
| 


Total]_- saa i eileen baton ee is 67, Of 


At that time the Government will, in fact, be paying 
entire cost of the pensions and in addition the excess of ré 
amounting about 


over the contributions to $4,000,000 ay 
and to that extent will be worse off than if no contributi 
from the This situation would 





| were exacted employees. 
| the direct outcome of the Government’s failure to meet 
current obligations for pensions at the time the obligation 
incurred. 
In the hearings you will find quite a presentation of 
matter and quite a showing of what was in the mind 
| various ones connected with the legislation at the time it } 
| Congress in 1920 and in 1926. I will only quote this ext 
from the report of the Committee on the Civil Service, w! 
I think was presented by the gentleman from New Jers¢ 
Mr. LenipacH. This report accompanied the bills which 
came law July 3, 1926, and in that report it is said: 
Generally the sum contributed by the employee is less than 
the the is paid by the Government 
The the contributions of tl 
ployvees and 
| 
i 
j 


et 


differ 
fund 
accumulations 
make to m<¢ 
refunds. 


and nce 


of 


of annuity, 


resources the comprise 


with their interest such appropriat 


the Government must needs the liabilities, cor 
; 


of annuity payments and 





While contributions to the retirement fund have only been mad 
August, 1920, the benefits of retirement were made fully av: 
all employees within the system at that time. Those who we 
mediately retired when the law came into operation had 
nothing toward their annuity and consequent the pr 
tribution by the Government to meet the cost of the annuify ™¥ 
per cent. With each year the proportion the Government 





| will diminish, but will not completely reach the normal cost whil 
| exists annuitants who were in the service prior to August, 1920. 
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( I r ay y that ig s all Goy nt li I ther words, Mr. C1 dling ¢ ’ 
es I t [ the i me ¢ t l NI Met ry, ' lune 30. 1 7 Gov . s4 ‘ ; 
: : yccs t r car é S resu ; retirement f ! 
; will exceed ( tl sh bala Mr. CRAMTON And 
i é rherea er it ‘ be mn < on the e { wa a eeting the yy] 
lat nu t es i to r i Mr. MURPHY. Will 
ited j ( 3 ibu s for Mr. CRAMTON. Cer 
( cut 1 expe Mr. LEHLBACH. 1 
. , I i tuall we { the ! ‘ ‘ 
fence take ide | ] , 





mmittee will hay he j eC! the ge n from ‘ il of Ul I I » ve ! > XS 
Jersey, who was 1irm ey t \ » AU a2 ve ul : t 
l on this q lestiol Gy ! lI ut - 
M LEHLBACH It most e1 ically has hat wu ver ! t 
fr. CRAMTON And I am sure fl ’ : N It is the ‘ aa a 
Vy KnOYV a reat ¢ si 1 e t | subie t n | 
hone ft know \ ( 2AN ON \la 
ve I reached the points t n fr \ MURPHY ( 
ind? h re t to t »4 OO g . 
MORTON D. HULI I in] ‘ a © requ ‘ ) 
uestion l CRAMTON It is a | 
ir. CRAMTON I must 1 tres} 1 ‘ } ‘ » tha ( eou 
e committ I r tw \ New Jerse ! 
bill in a brie r f iol ild flice ) 
Mi MURPHY May I refré t e! it I on as W r 
oint for tl ke of making the re d ny f inte and s 
CRAMTON,. Yes 
MURPHY [ tl t] facts broug 1 1 pas te \ he reclamatio1 
arings, when the entleman from Idahe Mr. FREN €7° 614.000 
Mr. MeCoy some questions, ould ap} r here: re ut t} RECORD nent of the 1 f f 
‘RENCH, I us put into tl r 1 at nd and from what e i e is expected to } ‘ I 
vill w the total de 192 : ake vour e fu 1 in ft 
Ii $440,558.433 w t will ha and he evint 
me s of June 30, 1927 $15.299.700. a in appropria ( 614,00 
PAYLO A mi it l rs ¢ t i ul hat i S ected tl iw \ 
MeCoy. Well. y will ] ( } ' : ‘ ’ t ) her ¢ mber th { 
| , ) 
{ ( 
. ‘ Q 
7 
: 
' } 
is one thing i with is that I would lil ight; but fl rogral 
, ll to the ttention of tl Col tl ( I H tl l L I G f 
l expansion of the R rvic 1 pa Nor Carolina, Sot ( 4 
y, using appropriations ( h } era I 1 ley q ! } ‘ 
reclamation fund oO} ted \\ in t } I e Stat | iH I 
States, is operated ut Pa ney é i ] 9 ] \ r pi { f j 1 
he publie resources n ( ites i ot \ ra ( } | r ft VW 
tion has been cart ( l ! ( ived fi i 
oil and minerals and publi ids in they ic-land St s : 
¥, we are about to mee 1 osit { x a ol oe ; F 
imation in the Soutl i St . \ i eu I , ! 
pd swamp land 
iscussions the itter has bee I el h 1 
iv > t¢ ni t, there i 1 organi j tl Nati , 
ge League, or something of the kind, f] reulari 
n vy and wrote to tl ( l vy drair p commissioner 5 ! 
inty in my district pro rous cou her l t 
i thousands and hou ids of mor for drain I} d l 
ial Drainage Association sent a circu t hat ( R 
ige commissioner—as it probably |] t thousand ‘ t Inter 


leading 


would relieve the county of Huron, in ! te ¢ Miecl ! 

rom further expenditures for drai the I ed Cor 
nment take it over 4.17 ' 
course, the program that actually will be presented u ' . u ’ 
10t be as far-reaching as tl Such a pre fa t of the Interior to carry 





him to believe the had under wavy a progr i 
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rhird. That an appropriation of $14,000,000 be requested, of which 
$2,000,000 shall be available for one project in each of the following 
ites: Alabama, Florida, Georgia, M ppi, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Tennessee, in which States expert investigation already 
has been made; the exact amounts required and used to be determined 
hese ] ts by the Bureau of Reclamation. 
nt data has been gathered in South Carolina, Georgia, Mi 
r nd Tennessee to enable plan and estimates of reclamat 
ind farm development to be made and to forecast what benefits could be 
an pated from such deve opment, 
in North Carolina, Florida, and Al ima these investigations have | 
r ol eted The appropriation of $15,000 requested will be 
sufii to accomplish this result and complete a final report on the 
work I es No further appropriations for investigations 
of ira r seem to be necessary unless some constructive action 
I nd legislation fixing the extent of the Federal Govern- 
on is enacted by Congress. 
At erer id in Washington December 14 and 15 this view 
eX] ned and a plan of future action outlined which contemplated 
t ol om privat ources of a fund for financing certain 
features of the development legislation by Congress to provid 
for } ng and supervision only. The conference did not approve 
of plan, but decided to ask Congress to finance this development. 
The recommendation of the department has been that the 
Federal Government should not do more than give its services, | 
and that the expenditures should come from the States and 
col nities But those resolutions urge that the total appro- 
priation should come from the Federal Treasury. I do not 
ow what the doctrine of State rights will come to in some 
sections of the country unless the desire for spending Federal 
funds is lessened in some way. I believe it is a serious mat- 
ter—this desire to have the Government enter on a large im 
provement program out of the Federal Treasury in communities 
that are organized and have resources and that I believe can 
more economically and wisely handle their own problems. It 
was different in the West in the case of Nevada, Wyoming, and 


New Mexico, where there was a large amount of public land 
al the Federal Government felt that it was r sponsible for 
developing its own land. In cases like Alabama, Tennessee, 
and Georgia they have their own resources, their own organiza- 
tion in communities where they can very well carry on the work 
themselves 

Mr. WINTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Certainly. 

Mr. WINTER. It should also be noted that in cases of the 
West in these large areas there was only 5 or 8 per cent of 
agricultural land and the balance was nonagricultural., 

Mr. CRAMTON, That is true. Now, the proposed legisia- 
Lion provides that the money shall be returned to the Govern- 
mie in 28 years with interest. We started the reclamation 
projects with the statement that the money was to come back 
in 10 yea without interest; without interest because they 
nlways urged that it was their money and resources, and it was 
urged that 90 per cent would be used on public lands and come | 
back in 10 years. That was extended to 20 years, and now it is 
40 years without interest. This proposition says that the 
money will come back in 2S years. I wonder if we came back 
2) years from now what the thing would be like; that is, if it 
once started, As to the Geological Survey there is an ap- 
parent decrease in the appropriation, but an actual increase, 
due an item the committee have recommended exceeding 
the Budget figure by $50,000 on the work of gauging streams 
in order that we may cooperate more fully with the States. 

NATIONAI PARK SERVICE 
As to construction of roads in the national parks, the bill 


appropriates two and one-half million dollars, of which a mil- 
lion and a half dollars is to pay prior obligations, some for 
new work. 

rhe Budget recommended authority to contract obligations 
to the amount of a million and a half dollars, but the committee 
have recommended authority to contract additional obligations 
to the extent of $4,000,000 based upon this theory: First, that 
the increased attendance in the national parks, the increase of 
uutomobile travel in them is such as to make imperative the 
construction of additional roads and a more rapid development 
than we have had heretofore. For instance, in the 
Yosemite Park the attendance was 490,000 for the year ending 
October i last, nearly treble the attendance two or three years 
aco, and in the other parks there is also an increase, though not 
as rapid, but on the whole 20 per cent per annum. 

The roads program does not mean that the full $4,000,000 
would come into the fiscal year of 1929; it means that there 


of roads 


would be appropriated next December perhaps $2,500,000, cer- 
tainly not more, if we adopt this authorization. Our purpose 
is to go along on a program of $5,000,000 a year. Further, this 


(a i 
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authorization 
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will save money. For 
be constructed is a job that takes mo 
Mount Carmel Road in the Mount Zi 
they contracted $605,000 for part of the road. Next year t 
will let the contr the portion of it. The 

tractor who is in there with his equipment will have an ad 
tage over others when the next contract let, which he 
keep for himself rather than give to the Government. 

If we had let the contract for the full million dollars’ wi 
work to be done in two years, then the Government would | 
gotten the advantage of that, and whoever bid would 
known that in turning in their equipment and their 
tion, they would have had two y 


istance, if the 
e than one year, 
Park, Utah—this 


road 


ir 
Tr as 
mn 
other 


act for 


is 


org 


ars’ work before them. 


Some day I would like to talk to the House about the 
tion with reference to roads in the Yosemite National P; 
and the failure of the city of San Francisco to perform 
obligations under the Hetch Hetchy act that passed years 
gut 1 am not going to take the time to do that now, but y 
do it at some future time when I have not tired you as n 


as I have to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON, ‘ 
leaves the national parks, I would like to ask him a questi 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Is appropriation for roads 
trails throughout the national parks which was allowed 
vear, sufficient to take care of the program that the park s 
has in mind for the year 1928, or approximately that? 


Mr. Chairman, 1 


before the gent 


the 


Mr. CRAMTON. For the year 1928? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. For the actual construction thi 
tend to undertake in 1928, 

Mr. CRAMTON. ‘This bill is to provide for next 


although it is true that the funds are made immediately a 
able to be used for the construction season of 1928. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. That is my understanding of it, fron 
language of the bill. What I am trying to get at wheil 
or not the amount actually appropriated for roads and ti 
throughout the national parks will be sufficient to carry ou 
the 


is 





program outlined by park service, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Here is the situation: $50,000,000 wor 
roads are to be built. .I do not say they are all going 
built out of this appropriation or that it is all that the 
service would like to build this year, but this amount wi 
the proposed $5,000,000 program which I think the gen 
has in mind, 

EDUCATION OF NATIVES OF ALASKA 

The $26,500 for the Bureau of Education in Alaska is 

to the feeling of the committee that we have an obligation 


to perform in extending the work among the natives of A 


I think I speak for the members of the Committee when | 
that. I know of the interest which the gentleman from | 
[Mr. Frencu] has shown particularly, and I think pr 

we would like to go further than we have in this bill. 


$26,500 permits a school to be established at Kanakanak, vw 
the canneries are donating the building, and we provid 
equipment and maintenance. Then there is $9,000 for a scl 


at Egegik, which is a most desolate place along the shores 
item being brought to our attention by the Delegate 
Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND], and we are satisfied that it is | 
important that it should be established. Back of this 
situation: Several years ago it had been the policy to bh 
the children from Alaska to the Indian sehool at Chem: 


Oreg., for education. We stopped that policy several years aco, 
and each year there is a provision in the bill which prevents i! 
That is for two reasons. In the first place, Chemawa is ni 
for the Indian children of this country, and secondly w: 
that the natives of Alaska were not getting the training 
they should have away from their own enviroument. So, 
eral years ago, we started in to build up the industrial s 


among the natives of Alaska, and, as a matter of fact, 
work ought to progress more rapidly than it has. The bu 


before us had nothing for new construction and expansion. 
have only provided those two schools. We would like to pr 
more for industrial training. Personally, I think we oug! 
expend from $50,000 to $100,000 each year, spreading that K 
up there. 

Mr. HUDSON. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSON. I would ask in respect about the period 
which this industrial education has extended, 

Mr. CRAMTON., I should say four or five years. 

Mr. FRENCH. Since that policy has been inaugurated 

Mr. CRAMTON. And the gentleman will find that it is brn 
ing in very good results. There are very good reports U] 
The gentleman understands how the natives of Alask 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 


They are on the shore, scattered in that immense line up, =“; 
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are being carried on for betterments that will further reduce 
the operatir cost. Those betterments are of a permanent 
eharacter 
FREEDMEN’S HOSPITAL 
The only other thing that I desire to mention is the item 
with reference to Freedmen’s Hospital, the last item in the bill. 


Thi an institution that almost exclusively cares for the 
olored people. It was established by the Federal Government, 
nd has been maintained exclusively by the Federal Goyern- 
ment for many years, except occasionally when new construc- | 
tion was necessary. The District government in former years 
has paid partly for that new construction, but that has been 
rather an exception to the rule. It is a local institution, and it 
is the one hospital in the District of Columbia where the col- | 
ored people generally are sent. There are a few exceptions. 
ometimes they are sent to Gallinger. But generally they are 
cnt now to Freedmen’s Hospital. Colored patients, with their 
resid somewhere outside, are occasionally sent to this hos- 
pital, but the patients in most eases are resident somewhere in 
the District of Columbia. Of course, in a city like Detroit 
when a colored person is taken ill he is taken to a hospital, and 
every city has the duty of taking care of the stranger within its 
c lie may not have a voting residence in Detroit, but if 
he is in Detroit and is taken ill, Detroit cares for him, just as 
the city of Chicago would take care of him if he were taken ill 
in Chicago and had a residence in Detroit. It is not to be be- 
lieved that of the colored people of the Nation a great number 
come to Washington for the express purpose of getting treat- 
ment in this Freedmen’s Hospital. They check up on them as 


nearly as they can, and establish a place of residence for them 
outside the District wherever possible, so that the figures they 
tabulate for us in the hearings may be deemed conservative as 
to the responsibility of the District. There were 938 patients 
who are shown to be residents pure and simple of the District 
out of about 2,800 indigent patients. Those are the ones for 
whom they could not find any excuse for charging up to the 
State Then there is about the same number from Maryland 
nd Virginia. Those are adjacent sections, in most instances 
just over the boundary line. There were 487 from Virginia 
and 490 from Maryland. Two thousand then live in the District 
of Columbia and just over the line, probably. In addition, there 
are about 19,000 ambulatory cases that the superintendent says 
are entirely District people. 

The District has not provided any institution for the colored. 
They take some of them into Gallinger, but send most of them 
to the Freedmen’s Hospital. They have been paying a per 
eapita contract price for their indigent, but that does not 
include any of the overhead of the hospital or the new buildings, 
so forth 

Frankly, a good deal may be said in favor of turning the 
institution over to the District so that they might have a hospi- 
tal of their own, but the colored people have come to look upon 
it as being intended for them, and they prefer it as a Federal 


all 
aha 


institution. The staff of the hospital—Superintendent Warfield 
and his excellent staff—now have a civil-service status which 
they would lose if they were turned over to the District. We 


felt that this was almost exclusively a District institution. 


Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
t! ere? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 

Mr. BERGER. Is the staff made up of colored people? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think it is, entirely. 

Mr. FRENCH. I believe so, entirely. 

Mr. HUDSON. Does it have any connection with Howard 


University and its school of medicine, and so forth? 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; except that a hospital and a school of 
medicine need an affilistion. The medical school of the uni- 
versity maintains a connection with the hospital. Both insti- 
tutions acquire a benefit from that arrangement. But whether 
it was a Federal or a District institution, both Howard Uni- 
versity and the Freedmen’s Hospital would find it advantageous 
continue that arrangement. 

While we felt that this was almost exclusively a proper Dis- 
trict responsibility, we felt also that we should be generous and 
so we are onmfy asking that the District pay half of the cost 


to 


of maintenance and half of the cost of the buildings, which 
we are satisfied are urgently needed. The gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. Frencu], of our subcommittee, went through the 


institution very carefully and commended very highly to the 
committee the value of the work done there, and also empha- 
sized the need of the buildings here provided. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON, = Yes. 
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| addition 


JANUARY 


Mr. BLANTON. The distinguished gentleman from Mic) 
has been compromising, has he, upon the so-called C 
proposition ¢ 

Mr. CRAMTON. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
back to the 50-50 

Mr. CRAMTON. Not at all. 

Mr. BLANTON, I notice in the press that a very 
guished Senator whom I happen to know owns much pr 
out in the silk-stocking neighborhood of Washington— 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am sure the gentleman from Texa 
hot———- 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman interrupts me. Th i 
ticular Senator with his property, part of which forms a 
out there that becoming valuable, and shi 
taxed—he has come out for the 50-50 proposition. 

The press is making a drive now, as it annually does, | 
Mr. Theodore Noyes, who partly owns the Associated P: 
the United States. He partly owns it, does he not? I wi 
the gentleman from Wisconsin whether he not | 
own it? 

Mr. BERGER. May I answer the gentleman? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not know whose speech this 
is being improved right along. 

Mr. BERGER. He does not own a 
the Star. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. BERGER 


he 


Not yet. 
Well, he has on this particular case 
proposition. 


does 


nything except his sl 


I said partly. 

His share in the Star. 

Mr. BLANTON. But he helps to conduct it because | 
high official of it. He is making a drive against the pc 
the United States for the pernicious 50-50 plan or at | 
so-called 60-40 plan. Now, is the gentleman from Michig 
ing to stand hitched on the proposition? That is what I 
like to know, because I have been fighting under his | 
here and I have been trying to uphold bis hands. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to be sure of the gentleman's 
tinued support. If the gentleman from Texas will be so 
as to continue his confidence in me and give me his 
he can be sure there will be no change in the system aft 
the fiscal relations between the Federal Government 
District of Columbia, if I can help it. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I say to my friend from Michig: 1 
to my colleagues, that there has been no man in the H 
fairer to the people of the District than the gentleman 
Michigan. He has been as fair as he could be. The an ) 
all of this fuss in the newspapers is that the tax rate ! 
the District to-day is $1.70 on the hundred, which is all 
they pay. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 

Mr. BLANTON. 


One dollar and eighty cents. 

One dollar and seventy cents for tf) 

year. That has been voted. I keep up a little closer th: 
friend does. It is $1.70 for this year. That is all the tax 
pay, and on a 50 per cent assessment, if you please. 

I can show you property after property, valuable proj 
the District, assessed at 50 per cent valuation, and, as 
the rate is only $1.70. There is not another comparable « 
the United States whose people pay as little tax as d 
people in the District of Columbia. The people here oug!it fo 
be ashamed of themselves for continually hounding the gentle- 
man from Michigan because he wants to be fair both t 
and to the rest of the people of the United States. 

Mr. CRAMTON. ‘The gentleman from Texas gives me 
which, I am frank to say, has not always been accord 
for being fair with the District. I am reminded of t! 
who was looking for a job. When he asked what pay he \ 
get he was told they would pay him what he was wort! 
he said he could not afford to work for that. So, in the D 
it is not eneugh to be fair with them. They can not affor 

The last time the gentleman interrogated me on the fl 
this plan I drew a very scathing editorial in a local news 
and so it was with some misgivings that I yielded again | 
but perhaps I shall become acclimated to that. The ge! 
has said something about the half-and-half plan with re: 
the item that is before us. In what I do in the House | to 
be practical and try to avoid setting my stake at a point 
can not come up to. I try to accomplish results, and t! 3 
been true in my efforts with reference to the District. V I 
am trying to do now with regard to this one item seemed ; 
the thing that could be done and is certainly fully fa . 
District. Half of that is what we are assuming for tlie 
being as our Federal responsibility and the other half ! 
responsibility of the District itself. That half is to be pa 
other expenses of the District are paid. The present lumps" 
system means that they pay the full amount. If we 
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admi of their country to statehood. Agreements were 
finally I nd ratified placing the responsibility upon the 
Government of the United States to make the rolls, individual- 
f hel aud and distribute their money, Instead of dealing 
with Five Civilized Tribes in their tribal capacity we had 
101.506 al ments to make, money to distribute, heirships to 
determi and innumerable individual matters connected with 
tl fe of each. By the various acts of Congress a large 
members of the Five Civilized Tribes have been freed 
ron ‘ mental super on, It is now estimated that there 
I Pin) o f restric ted Indians of the Five Civilized 
m1 But that does not paint the whole picture. The Indian 
(ffi s charged with the responsibility through its office in 
VM and field employees not only of supervising the 
ro e thonsand enrolled restricted Indians of the Five 
( i ] but the restricted heirs of deceased Indians 
\ ried on the re f course, must be Ipervised 
(ai ¢ l or & individual 
I deta vou this long in order to bring to your attention the 
mnie i nt of detail that the Indian Bureau must super- 
Vise Rerferri gain to appropriations for schools, we are 
naintai g a number of industrial schools throughout the 
country ere ung men and young women are being educated 
i iy » enable them to go out and face the battle 
life Many of them are giving a good account of themselves 
I doing a great deal toward the uplift of their people 
w he the return there has been some criticism as to the 
Indian employees threughout the country. I confess, and I 
ire he her members of the committee will agree with me, 
hat in my judgment practically all Indian employees are ulder- 
paid I think that has been a just criticism for a number of 
We have a large number of very faithful employees in the 
Indian Service Many of them live in out-of-the-way places 
and away from social centers They do not hold attractive 


As one member of the committee, I would like to be 
able to raise the wages of many of the Indian empleyees. They 
are not paid salaries that will compare with other Government 


positions 


employes I have particulur reference to those teaching in 
Indian schools. The salaries of teachers throughout the coun- 
try have been greatly increased, and I am sure I am conserva 
tive when I state that as a whole the teachers in the municipal 
and State schools receive on an average double the compensa- 
tion of teachers in the Indian Service. 

rhe chairman of the subcommittee, the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON], paid a deserved compliment to those 
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in charge of the Indian Service. I would not be fair to myself 
f I did not join in a word of commendation of the head of the 
Indian Bureau and of his very efficient assistant. Many of 
the older Members of the House served in Congress with Mr. 
Burke. They remember his service on the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee. For a number of years he served as chairman of the 
Indian Aifairs Committee. His home is in South Dakota, in 
an Indian atmosphere, where he has been able to gain much 
personal knowledge of the Indians. I believe he has made one 
of the most efficient Commissioners of Indian Affairs we have 
ever had We may find occasion to disagree with him on some | 
details, but upon the whole I believe that his office has been 
ympatheticaliy administered and in the interest of the Indian. 
He has been ably assisted by Mr. Meritt, the Assistant Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. I do not believe there is a man in 
the service of our Government who knows more about the | 
details of his particular bureau than does Assistant Commis- | 

ner Meritt. He has been in the Indian Service for a quarter 
of a century. He is not only honest but he is efficient and cour- 
teous, and under the present management of the Indian Bureau 


has been continued improvement in the service. 
xt bureau for which this bill provides is the Pension 
The appropriation for that office is $231,738,000, 
amount recommended by the Bureau of the Budget. 
It may be of interest to the Members of the House and the 
country generally to know that on June 30, 1927, there were car- 
on the pe iS9.942 names, Forty-one thousand nine 
hundred and ninety-four pensioners died during the year 1927, of 
Whom 16,958 were Civil War soldiers and 20,828 were Civil War 


the me 


: -_ 
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widows. Seventeen of those carried on the rolls are widows of 
the War of 1812, and there are six survivors of the War with 
Mexico. The total number of Civil War pensioners, including 


of survivors of the Civil War, on June 30, 1927, 
302,691. There were 162,638 Spanish-American War 
The present law provides for a minimum pension of 


the widows 
Dbumbered 


pensioners 


$65 per month for all Union soldiers who saw service in the 
Civil War for 90 days and reeeived an honorable discharge, and 
$50 per month fer all widows of Civil War soldiers who were 


lt 


to and living with their husbands during the war. 


mnarried 


provides § month for sneh \ 


husbands subsequent 


Hv per 





1905. 

The following table shows al an paid t 
1790 to end of fiscal year 1927: 
War of the Revolution... * as we Siinarhianadbes $70, ¢ 
War of 1812 - ; 
Indian ars . 31 
War with Mexi oe S me eee ee os 
Civil War ‘ aoe . diieeki 6, 951, 
War with Sy; “ a - - aod 
Regular Establishmer aie preciacaiiidoeied 78, 
World War__- Z . 
CO iis dcincimnesidandinnite — — it 

Total Re 7, 491 

Appropriations are made for the Reclamation Servic 
729,000, for the Geologieal Survey of $1,758,080, for th. 
Park Service of $4,654,950, for the Bureau of Educat 


300, for the government in the Territories and the Alaska 
way $1,599,200, for St. Elizabeths Hospital $1,313,000, f 
Columbia Institution for the Deaf $150,000, for Howard 
versity $390,000, for Freedmen’s Hospital $474,500, and 
various items all aggregate the grand total of $272,430.7s89 


A study of the various items contained in this bill cove: 





a wide range that consideration must be given to the exp 
and development of the interior of our country. 

I am glad to join with the other members of our subcon 
in bringing to the attention of the Members of the Iior 
recommendations as set forth in this bill for the vari 
reaus of the Interior Department supervised by the 
of the Interior, 

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr airman and gentlemen of tli 
mittee, I rise to thank my personal friend, the disti 


gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. HASsTINGs], whose distri 
mine, for paying a deserved and handsome tribute to Mr. M 
Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who is a I 
dent of my town in Arkatsas, and who, as he says, has | 
important factor in the Indian Bureau for the past 25 | 

Permit me also in this connection to say that the meml 
will reeall that daring woman, Mrs. Frances Wilson Gi 
who with her crew took flight from Roosevelt Field, New 
on December 23 last in an endeavor to be the first woma! 
from America to Europe. This brave woman who is supj 
have been lost at sea was born in my district, 25 mile 
my home, and was born near the birthplace of my distin; 
friend from Oklahoma [Mr. HastTines]. In this conne I 
ask the gentleman from Oklahoma how far from Cherok 
in my district is the place where he was born? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Some 10 or 12 miles. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In this connection, as a part of my r 
appear with them, I ask unanimous consent 
brief account of Mrs. Grayson, and a few facts touching 
family and early life. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
mous consent to extend his remarks in 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. TILLMAN. In that 
sent, I submit the following: 


Though far from the the 
phibian plane of Mrs. Frances Wilson Grayson, 
her crew, who took off from Roosevelt Field, N. Y., December 25 
interest in Mrs, Grayson and her disastrous attempt to be first 
fly to Engiand from America Benton Count 
it was learned that Mrs. Grayson 
parents and early bistory were known to many res 


to to ll 


Arkansas ask 
the manner il 


connection, under unanimot 
of the Da 


intrepid woman 


scene of disappearance 


to was aroused in 


was born in the county and 


idents of tl 


Frances Wilson was the daughter of Andrew J. and Minnie 
| Grayson, and was born at Cherokee City, near Gentry, June 2» 
Andrew J. Wilson and his father, “ Billy” Wilson, had a s , 


the | 


managed the post office at Cherokee City in the early days of the 





which resulted largely from a boom in 1881 and 1882, when 

located there brought a large tourist trade. ‘“ Billy’ Wilson 
the mail from Springdale to Cherokee City, and it is said that 1 
puted the distance between the two places by tying a rag to 


wheel and counting its revolutions, The house in which Frances 
was born was located about a block from the present 
Cherokee City and was torn down about two years ago. 

was about a year old the family moved to Oklahoma, where ! 
farmed and operated a threshing machine for about four years 
then to Muncie, Ind., where be now is engaged in the grocery 
The mother of Mrs. Grayson has been dead for several years 


post 


wt 


RECALLED BY RESIDENT 
John Lamphere, aged 64, and a neighbor and friend of the W 
family during the residence of the family in Cherokee City, w« d 


about them, sald: 
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ties for selling commodities in South America Mr. \ 
r in 1922 established an air service from Cartagena on the es: Di 
rn coast of Colombia to its capital, Bogota. Formerly it ? Uruguay and Pa 
two weeks to go from the coast to the capital of Colombia 0 enteated to Fall 
air service now makes the trip in about two days. il | 
the stock of the company operating the air line paid 3 per | I read in the paper some time ago that ¢ el L gh had 
last year it paid 10 per cent Recently Mr Bouer | arrive at Panama Perhaps his flight to Central Ame i will 
ivored to obtain the exclusive franchise for service | d more to bring bout stronger eial relations nd good 
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ice, resigned and has recently established a mail route from tio! hetween Nort] nd South America 
1 to Iquites, the headwaters of the Amazon River rhe Phe President is very much interested in building a highw: 
American air service in South America If now juires | South America. The Department of Commerce has accom- 


weeks for the erdinary mail service to reach the mouth of plished much in this direction. In accordance with the sngges- 
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tion of the Department of Commerce, this [indicating on the 
map! is the route outlined for that highway. 

ln every country in South America, and I think in every 
country in Central America, there haus been a revelation con- 
cerning the building of highways in the various Republics. 
You will notice on the map that a few miles have been con- 
tructed on either side of Mexico City. The great engineering 
trouble will be through Panama, because this is a Swampy 


country und it is the home of the White Indians, and very few 
people have ever explored this White Indian district. If a road 
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I do not know what you intend to do, but don't hesitate to 
me for any service I can render, I am free to speak and have not 
but unselfish ends to serve If any hearings before committees 
had, I shall be available to present the views of veteran organizat 
supplemented by my knowledge of the bureau based upon my study 

I need not add the expression of appreciation we as veterat 
for you in the work you have done in our behalf Though you 

mot need it, still, if you should ever, I can gladly furnish you 
resolutions of indorsement for your generous treatment of ex 
men I have a close and personal contact with J. Frank Parri 
Honey Grove, Tex., one of the most influential legionnaires in ‘1 
Legionnaires possessing a vote are an influence for good to be rec] 
with; the only thing to be considered is that they are not a pa 
with the situation as we are here It would not be presumptuo 
yvour part to indicate a desire for such indorsements for u 


were built at present, it probably would have to be policed in 
order to be maintained But civilization is going forward. 
Civilization will not stop, and, therefore, it is our duty not to 
let tl pportunity go by but use our efforts to-day so that 
to-morrow we may find ourselves a step forward in developing 
the countries in Central and South America, } 

I wanted to ke the time of the House to explain the air 
service that is now being established in South America—not by 
the natives of South America. but by foreigners—for the sole 
purpose of gaining Commercial relations in South America 

[ have taken all the time I desire to explain air service 
growing out of my short visit to South America. [Appliuse.] | 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the | 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and genilemen, last October | 
I received a letter from Mr. Harlan Wood, a reputable lawyer 
of Washington, who is an American Legion man, calling my 
attention to a letter which he had written to Commissioner | 
Taliaferro, of the District of Columbia. Without taking the | 
time to read this letter and the attached letter to the commis- 
sioner, I shall ask leave to place them in the RecorpD 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to insert two letters in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? 

There Was no objection 

The letters are as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D, C., October 13, 1927. 
il 1OMAS I SLANTON, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My D8ar CONGRESSMAN: I trust you will recall our acquaintance. 
May |! send you the inclosed copy of a communication addressed to 
Commissioner Taliaferro, in which I give him a synopsis of the duties | 
of the United States Bureau of Efficiency and the action of the veteran 
organizations with reference to it. There are approximately 12,000 ex- 

rvicee men and women in the Government service in Washington You 
ean count on your fingers the ones who favor this bureau. They would 
be indebted to you if you could secure the abolition of this office 

There were 62 delegates at the department convention of the Ameri 

in Legion, only 2 of whom voted against and fought the passage of | 
the inclosed resolution. You will be interested to know that they were | 
William Wolf Smith, of the Veterans’ Bureau, and Daniel J. Donovan, | 
District auditor Notwithstanding their opposition as spokesmen for | 
th esolution, I secured its passage by the majority above stated. I) 
believe I ean convince anyone—and I am not egotistical—that this | 
burea as forfeited all right to further existence. 

In ir last conversation you also agreed with me that you believed | 
i 1 the standpoint of an economical and efficient administration the 
ther personnel bureaus of the Government, namely, the Personnel 
Class ition Board, United States Employees’ Compensation Commis- | 
ion the civil service, should be abolished and their duties consoli- 
date ther with the Civil Service Commission or into one bureau. 

‘ ill get strong support for such a movement, not only from the 
vet and labor organizations but many others of a national scope, 
us well as earn the reward of rendering a distinctive service to the | 
count generally As far back as 1924 Congressman LEHLBACH, of | 
New J was working and still is on certain phases of this consoli- 
( nd in his prepared speech of February 12, 1924, on the subject 

he House he listed over 12 national organizations who favored 

l i fon 

Hiowever, the most obnoxious of these bureaus is the United States 
Bureau of Efficiency A late press report says that the District. has 
iulopted 40 of the 75 recommendations of this bureau. How long and } 


how far can this transgression proceed? I think you can demand of 


the comptroller by what authority of law he authorizes the payment 
f ilaries for the employees of this bureau engaged in this investiga- 
tion work. So far as I can ascertain the most liberal construction of 
the acts of Congress gives it no such power, even for the executive de- 
partments of the Government, much less the municipal government of 
the District of Columbia. 

I know you are very. busy, but I hope you will take the time to go 
into t matters outlined in this and the inclosed communication. If 


I am wrong in anything, I am more than willing to be corrected and 


to apologize for any injustice done, 


Cordially 


may see 
yours, 


HARLAN W 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 29, 1 
Hon. Sipney [°, TALIAFERRO 
1801 Sixteenth Ntreet NW., Washington, D. C. 
My Drar Mr. TALIAFERRO: Since 1924 it has falleu my lot on 
of the American Legion and other veteran organizations of w 





either an active or honorary member to make a study of the 1 
Efliciency for membership 
registered against this 
alleged departure from the duties prescribed in the 


States Bureau of our on account of 


because 
act 


numerous complaints bureau 


organic 





gress which created the bureau, which departure the veteran org 
tions and other individuals believe and feel has resulted to the 

ment of a great many ex-service men. As a result of our study 
investigations, the American Legion, at its national convent 

Omaha, Nebr., in 1925, and again at Philadelphia, Pa., in 1926 
this department of the American Legion—and I believe the nat 
organizations in Paris did indorse the latter’s action in 1927—wi 


record favoring the abolition by Congress of this bureau and the t 


fer of its functions to the Civil Service Commission, from whe 
originated. The numerous investigations which have been conduct 
the municipal affairs of the District of Columbia, as well as in 


executive departments of the Government, have forcibly convince 
of the justice and merit of our position and has been the subje 
considerable discussion among the several posts of the American | 
in the District Columbia, with the net result that 
justification of the action of the United States Bureau of 
involved that it is practically unanimously condemned. 
Personally and members of the organizations to which I 
fight against the United States Bureau of Effi 
we believe, and have so expressed it, that the intrusion of this offic 
the affairs of the District of Columbia should justly cause you 
ment and that of the other commissioners, not only because thi 
has gone beyond the scope of its lawful authority but also be« 
the impracticable, apparently and 
tions which it I am writing you because of the 
are a lawyer and, of course, can analyze from that point 


of 


Efficie: 


our criticism and 


useless presumptuous recom! 


sponsors. fact tha 
statutes which create this office. 

The Bureau of 
Civil Service Commission by act of Congress approved August 23 
It is short and I therefore quote it in full: 

“The Civil Service Commission shall, subject to 
President, establish a system of efficiency ratings for the classifi 
in the several executive the District of Col 
based upon records kept in each department and independent est: 


Efficiency was originally created a division 


the approval 


ice departments in 
ment with such frequency as to make them as nearly as possible 1 
of fact. Such system shall provide a minimum rating of efficiency 
must be attained by an employee before he may be promoted; it 
ilso provide a rating below which no employee may fall withou 
demoted ; it shall further provide for a rating below which no em} 


may fall without being dismissed for inefficiency. All promotio1 
motions, or dismissals shall be governed by provisions of the 
service rules. Copies of all records of efficiency shall be furnis! 
the departments and independent establishments to the Civil 5 


Commission for record in accordance with the provisions of this se 
Provided, That in the event of made in the fo 
any the executive departments 
sailor whose record in said department is rated good shall be dis 
reduced in rank or salary. Any person knowingly 
ing the provisions of this shall be summarily 
office and may upon thereof be punished 
more than $1,000 or by imprisonment for not more than on 
(37 Stat. L. 4138.) 

In 1916 the Division of Efficiency of the Civil Service Commiss! 
literally picked up out of the Civil Service Commission and estal 
as the present United States Bureau of Efficiency. The language ¢ 
act of Congress is quoted in full, as follows: 


reductions being 


of no honorably discharged sold 


or dropped or 
section removed 
conviction by a tl 


} 
aiso 


not 


( 


whenever 


of view 


belong 


i 


~) 
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1927, to the press at all. He first answered it on October 14 
1927, promising to give my request attention, and then at 
waiting an unreasonable time I learned from the press by: 
that he was going to ignore my request, because he did 
want the citizens’ associations of Washington to get hold of ¢} 
information to use in checking up his bureau. And when | 
refused to give me this information, I then proceeded mysel| 
check up his bureau and find out what it had been domg. A 
[ learned that the du Ponts, of Delaware, had paid him abo 
$10,000 for work he had done for them, since he has _ be: 
director, and supposed to give all of his time and attention 
the Bureau of Efficiency. I then wrote him and asked him som. 


JANUARY 1? 


) 
L 


| specific questions asking him about the money paid him by 


Whereas it Is the belief of ex-service men that the United States 
Bureau of Efficiency particularly has greatly transgressed its lawful 
duties with great resulting detriment to ex-service men: Now, therefore 

Resolved, That the American Legion of the Department of the District 
f to ibia again requests the national convention of the American 
La t indorse and do its utmost to secure the passage of acts of 
( 8 to effectuate the foregoing consolidation of the personnel 

ireaus of the Government; be it further 

Resolved, That the delegates of the American Legion, Department of 
the District of Columbia, to the national convention be, and they are 
hereb nstructed to use every effort to secure the passage of this 
resolution by the national convention. 

Mr. BLANTON, There is an organization of reputable citizens | 
in Washington which desired to obtain information showing the 
number of employees and their salaries in the Bureau of Effi- 
ciency. One of its officers is Frederick William Wile, who is a 


distinguished journalist of high character and, in my judgment, 
one of the ablest in Washington. This information was denied to 
this orgnnization. Was their request outrageous? They were 
citizens and taxpayers of this Nation, and it was their money 
and taxes that paid such salaries. Did they not have the right 
to know about their own business? But they were denied such 
information. They applied to the United States Civil Service 
Commission for such information. When their request was 
turned down they went into the local courts here and brought 


action to compel such information to be furnished them. But 
the courts held it should come through other sources. They 
were denied that information. The president of such organiza- 


tion appealed to me as a Member of Congress to get this infor- 
mation for him, relating the shameful way these citizens had 
been treated. 

I wrote a letter to the chief of this bureau following that 
Member of Congress. We vote the money that pays their 
saluries. We are the ones who represent the 110,000,000 people 
of the United States whose money pays the expense of this 


as a 


bureiu. 1 felt that as one Member of Congress I would have 
the right to the information and I wrote this letter. I want 
you to note it Is there anything unreasonable about it? Is 


there anything disrespectful about if? Is there anything about 
it that would keep a bureau chief of the Government from fur- 
nishing the information asked for? Let me read it: 

Wa BC 17, 1927 


hington , October 


That is just 
his letter, and on the same day the president of this citizens’ 
organization of the District appealed to me to get the infor- 
mation for them. The people of Washington have no repre- 
sentative in this Congress. Unless we represent them they are 
without representation, a city of 600,000 people, if you please. 
Apprised of such facts, I wanted such information for my own 
use und to put before my committee, and I requested it on their 
behalf also; 

HlousSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., October 17, 1927. 

Lb 

Bureau 

Mr, 
il 


BRown, 

of Kficiency, Washington, D. 
lor information be before cur com- 
will ask you to please send me the following 


HERBERT 
Chief, 
My Dear 


mittee wie 


lion 
C. 
used 


BROWN : to 


HTT meets, I 
information 
(1) The names and respective salaries drawn of all officers in your 


b ireau 


(2) The names and respective salaries drawn of all other employees 
in your bureau. 
Please let me have the above information at the earliest date possible 
and oblige, 
Very truly yours, THOMAS L. BLANTON. 


Is there anything unreasonable about that? Have 


Members of Congress the right to get such information from 
burenu chiefs? Are the bureau chiefs bigger than the power 


that creates them? 

He first promised to send me this information, and then I 
understood on the outside that he found I had been requested 
by certain organizations to get it. and I understood he then 
decided he would not let me have it. Then I called on him for 
the truth as to whether or not he had received $10,000 from a 
eertain big corporation for doing work for them while he was 
chief of the Bureau of Efficiency. Not answering me directly 
but through the press, he in effect told me to go to; it was none 


of my business. 
Mr. LARSEN (interposing). May I ask the gentleman 


whether he had already given his communication to the press 
that caused him to reply through the press? 

Mr. BLANTON. Only after I had sent it to him and could 
not the information. I did not give my letter of October 17, 


ret 


four days after Judge Harlan Wood wrote me | 


du Ponts, and instead of answering my questions by letter | 
went into the press and said that “it was none of the busin 
of Congress what he did with his time after hours.” I will t 
you what one of the big daily newspapers of Houston, Tex. 
the great city where I was born, and in which the next Demo 
cratic National Conyention will be held, says about Brow: 
position. 


It says that any Member of Congress has the right to tind 
out what is going on in this Government, and that when 


Member of Congress who represents the people of the count: 
calls on one of the bureau chiefs for information 
the business of his office he should give it. 

Brown is telling it around now that the reason he refused to 
give this information was that I was mad at him because }y 
caused one of my friends to be demoted—Traffic Director 
Eldridge. 

I am no better friend to Traffic Director Eldridge than I a 
to any other Government official who does his duty. I am t! 
friend of the lowliest policeman and the lowliest fireman 
this District who does his duty. I am just as much a friend 
of the lowliest as I am of Mr. Eldridge or any other honest 
Government official, but I believe in doing justice to everybody) 

Let me read you what one of the Hearst papers said yester 
day. Is it coming to pass that the people of the country ci: 


concerning 


| place no reliance whatever upon an article they find in one of 


Hearst’s papers? I have never given any of the Hearst papers 


| provocation to dislike me or to attack me or to be unjust toward 


| me. 





not we | 


a 


I have been fair with them. I have wasted my time on 
many an occasion, when I was busy, in stopping and answering 
questions of their reporters. I have given them everything my 
office has had when they have called on me for it. Why should 
they put things in the paper that are not true in behalf 
Kfliciency Director Brown? Hearst paper said, in substance, 
that Eldridge and Congressman BLANTON were arranging [to 
attack the Bureau of Efficiency and Mr. Brown because of 
action concerning automobile traffic tags being made by 
the agencies of the District government with reference to favor 
ing a certain corporation. 

There is not a word of truth 


? , ¢ 
one f 


in this. Mr. Eldridge ne\ 


in his life spoke one word to me about that situation. I did not 
even know that an agency of the District government mad 
these tags. I knew nothing whatever about how the matter 


was arranged. It is absolutely made out of the whole cloth 
There is not a word of truth in it. Not one single word has 
ever passed between Mr, Eldridge and myself about it. 

Is this the kind of reputation Hearst ‘wants to get over 
country—that people can not rely on anything they find in | 
paper? I am a friend of Director Eldridge, because he is 
honest, fearless, able, efficient, conscientious, and reliable, [le 
has enforced the law, and lawbrenkers were influential enough 
to get his scalp. 

Let me mention just two cases of the many which made 
Traffic Director Eldridge unpopular. On October 25, 1926, he 
was forced under the law to revoke the permit to drive an 
automobile of Stephen Paul Murphy, whose police record is 
follows: On January 19, 1920, was arrested for speeding and 
forfeited $5; on September 38, 1920, arrested for passing stop 
signal and given fine of $15 or 15 days; on October 19, 1°20 
arrested for disorderly conduct and forfeited $5; on Novem! 
6, 1920, was arrested for investigation; on November 28, 120 
arrested for having no District of Columbia tags and forfe! 
$5; on December 7, 1920, arrested for disorderly conduct 1 
forfeited $5; on February 21, 1921, arrested for breaking ¢! 
in street and given fine of $10 or 10 days: on Mareh 8, 1921, 
arrested for investigation; on April 2, 1921, arrested, chareed 
with fornication, and forfeited $25; on September 10, 1°- 
arrested for disorderly conduct and forfeited $5; and on | 
same date was also charged with cutting corner and forfeited 
$5; also charged with passing on right of car and forfeited >» 
also charged with speeding, forfeited $10; also charged Ww 
failing to show permit and forfeited $5; and once more in 12! 
was arrested for investigation; on January 22, 1922, arrested 


he 
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That is from page 1472 of the printed hearings. No evidence, 
he says, to show dishonesty, and here is what he says about 
the Crouse-Hinds Co., concerning whose contract all the fuss 
was raised, and over an item involving $634. I again quote 
from said Herbert D. Brown's tinal report filed in May, 1927: 


In justi the Crouse-Hinds Co. it should be suggested that during 
the course of this investigation nothing was found to cause the slightest 
ispicion of dishonesty in the transaction on the part of the company. 
In our opinion that company should be absolved from any criticism in 
its dealings with the District of Columbia. 

That report on May 27, 1927, caused Colonel Moller to be 


kicked out, and he and his family to have their lives ruined 
and Eldridge demoted. 

Now, Colonel, when you get up to defend Brown and when 
you go to protect Brown trying to hedge around him where I 
can not get at the facts, you and I are at the parting of the ways. 


Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not think the gentleman is correct in 
saying that [ am protecting Doctor Brown or doing anything 
so that the facts can not be ascertained if they should be 
ascertained. 

Mr. BLANTON, Let us see; ‘ny colleague knows that I am 


always fair. I like him even if I can not go with him. 

Mr. GIBSON. Perhaps the gentleman will go with me, 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I will not. Here is the situation. A 
member of our committee, known as the Gibson Investigating 
Committee, is Judge Houston, of Delaware. You will remem- 
ber that it a Delaware corporation that has paid Brown 
$9,000, as Brown says; but I say $10,000. Du Ponts paid it to 
this chief of the United States Bureau of Efficiency for what? 


Is 


Not working for the Government, but working for the corpora- 
tion I imagine it is the influence of my good friend Judge 


Houston, from Delaware, that is actuating my friend, Colonel 
Gipson, from Vermont, in his motive to keep me from getting 
the facts from Director Brown. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time 
has CX] ired 


of the gentleman from Texas 


Mr. HASTINGS. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes more. 
Mr. BLANTON. I have had a resolution of inquiry pending 
before the gentleman's committee ever since Congress met in 


December 


Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman refers to the Committee on the 
Civil Service? 
Mr. BLANTON. Of which the gentleman from Vermont is 


member? 

Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. BLANTON. 
ing you gave me. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
without objection, 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Vermont—where 
the maple sap runs except next year—will the gentleman deny 
that the du Ponts paid as much as $9,000 to Director Brown? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no knowledge of it. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the gentleman’s information? 

Mr. GIBSON. I have been told that covering a period of 13 
years the company has paid Mr. Brown for advisory work on 
its retirement and pension system $9,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman gets the information 
Judge Houston and Mr. Brown? 

Mr. GIBSON. I never passed a 
about it. 

Mr. BLANYVON. Did not Brown tell you so? 

Mr. GIBSON, I decline to tell the gentleman where I got 
my information until the Civil Service Committee gets through 
with the hearings. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am surprised to find so valuable a man in 
this Congress——for he is a valuable man—as Colonel Grsson— 
standing up and protecting this man Brown from furnishing 
the information demanded by a Member of The 
du Ponts of Delaware have paid Brown. 

Now, here is what happened this morning in the Civil Service 
Committee as long as the gentleman mentioned it. One member 
of the committee moved to report my resolution out as to the 
facts asked for, eliminating the $10,000 proposition. 
member moved a second that the reselution be reported out. 
And the committee was about to report it. Then Colonel Gisson 


a 

And we gave you a hearing this morning. 
Oh, yes: I will tell you what kind of a hear- 
[ Laughter. ] 

We heard everything the gentleman presented 


from 


word with Mr. Houston 


Congress. 


| confine its operations to only Government plants. 


| committee within the rules of the House. 


| the Veterans’ Bureau defending him. 


Another | ; 
jong ago; but I made him admit in the presence of Ge 


stepped in and offered a substitute that they would have an- | 


other hearing first, and they would let Mr. Brown come up to- 
morrow and let me come before them again, wasting more of 
my time—not in the morning before noon, but at 2 o'clock to- 


morrow afternoon when the House is in session. 
What right has your committee to meet when this House is 


in session? I ask that of the colonel from Vermont. None. 
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We have never granted his committee the right to meet wh 
this House is in session. It has not the right to do so: 

when you meet to-morrow at 2 o’clock you are meeting with 
any authority of law, against the rules of this House, and 
are meeting when Congress has not authorized you to 1 
just like you had poor old Brown and his bureau investi 
this District municipality, when the law says that bureau 1 
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Mr. GIBSON. May I suggest that I am not the chairman . 
that committee, and I assume that the chairman of the , 
mittee, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH], 
take all measures necessary to protect the proceedings of ¢) 


Mr. BLANTON, I am going to see how the gentleman acts 
the morning, because in the morning the Gibson subcommit 
authorized by the District Committee, is to meet and inv 


gate these various matters. The Gibson committee has 
and voted to have a hearing, and it was agreed on that 


would have that hearing at 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
that Brown should be brought before the committee, and ] 
pect to ask him some questions; but the press says, 
press has been saying continually, attempting to quote 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Gipson], that the gentle 
from Vermont is going to protect Brown in this hearing and 
let any questions be asked him. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman 
papers ? 

Mr. BLANTON. 


and 


refers to these same H 


Oh, all of the papers have been saying th: 


and I am going to find ont to-morrow where the gent! 
stands. 

Mr. GIBSON. Oh, you will find out all right. 

Mr. BLANTON, And I shall withhold my criticism 1 


after that meeting, but I am going to tell my friend from \ 
mont this: I do not care who steps in and seeks to prot: 
Brown, I am going to let the people of this country know 

is protecting him when I find out. The people have a right to 
know how much the du Ponts have been paying him. 1) 
people have a right to know whether he has been spendin 
time for the Government or for private corporations. T 
people of this country have a right to know, and I am going 1 
see to it that they do know that, and I have got the informat 
all ready. I am not depending on Brown for my informati: 
I have it from several sources in this Government already. ! 
know every one of the facts. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then, of course, the gentleman does not need 
any investigation. 

Mr. BLANTON. But I want Brown to answer and give 
facts about his office. We have a right to know. After 1 
friend from Vermont, Mr. Gipson, sleeps on it to-night, I do 
not think he is going to protect Brown any more. Let 
him this, that members of the American Legion who have had 
business with that Bureau of Efficiency condemn it and Bro\ 
You will not find a labor organization in the District of Colw 
bia that will say a good word for Brown, not one. Not a 
organization, and you will find only two men who will defend 
Brown. You will find Major Donovan, the auditor down here 


me | 


labor 


in the District government, whom Brown has taken care of, 
he and his family, and you find Poker Bill Smith down iu 


And who is Poker Bill Smith? 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, I am surprised that my friend f 
New York does not know him. That proves that my colleagu 
has never played poker. Poker Bill, through politics, is general 
counsel for the Veterans’ Bureau, and has tried to turn down 
the just insurance and just compensation that is due to widows 
and orphans of our soldiers time and time again. He has been 
responsible for it. They have had to take an appeal to McCar! 
to make him pay, and McCarl has made him pay it. 

You should read the record and see how he tried to rob 
Mrs. Bertie Fenlaw out of her dead husband’s insurance, aud 
McCarl made him pay it. Poker Bill Smith never tried a ca 
in a courthouse until after he became general counsel of 
Veterans’ Bureau. He is another protégé of a distingu shed 
Senator, and that is the reason we can not get rid of him. I 
he was not a protégé of this distinguished Senator who ls 
so much influence, Director Hines would have kicked him out 


Mr. BOYLAN. 


ym 


Hines and Senator SHEPPARD that he never tried a case In 
courthouse in his life until he became the general counsel 
the Veterans’ Bureau—the chief legal authority for the \ 
erans’ Bureau—that passes on hundreds of millions of dollar 
for the 4,000,000 men who served, in the matter of insura 
for their widows and children and mothers. These are 
two protégés of a distinguished Senator—Brown and Poker Bi 
Smith. t 





At the American Legion convention in 1926, and the 
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e preceding it, a resolution was offered condemning Brow 
the Bureau of Efficien nd askin: 

ind I will put it in my remark 

GIBSON. You mean tl District of Ce inbia ? 
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Mr 
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“in keeping Brown from answering quest < 
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expired 
Mr. HASTINGS Mr. Chairman, I 
{[Mr. Br 
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yield 
SBY J. 
from 


minutes to the 
ntleman from Mississippi 
e CHAIRMAN rl 
d for 15 minutes 
Mr. BUSBY Mi 
taken the floor 
ave been allotted in calling 
picture contained in 
e Department of the 


iblieation that ‘is 


Mississipp 


Chairman and Members of the House. I 
consume part of 
attention to al 
the publications gotten out 
Interior. I hold in my hand copy of 
issued monthly by the Department of the 
rior called The New Reclamation Era. I read on the second 


of this publication: 


expecting to 
youl! article 


one oT! 


ved monthly by the Kh of Reclar t n Departmer 
Washington, D. C.: e to other than water users, 75 
I take it that this } blication goes free into the hands 
1 water users on the reclamation projects of tl l ed 
and it also circulates generally throughout the United 
on .a subscription basis. I am sure that it gor h 
es of thousands and thousands of business men. 
issue that I hold in my hand is dated Januar 1928. I 


parenthetically that I am interested in reclamatior 
ide an address on the floor of the House about two } 
in which I attempted to outline my position on that subject 
also to commend, as many people in my 
do not, the work that ; being carried on in the western 
reclaiming and making valuable wonderful stretches of 
that would be worthless without the 
being carried on by our Government, 
On page 7 of this particular issue of the New 
ind a picture. It is inserted in an article that was 
ten by May A. Schnurr, secretary to the 
litor of the New 


it tO Sa@y 


section ot ti eour 


reclamation work th: 





commissioner 
Reclamation Era. I called 
nurr over the telephone and asked her what the picture w 
nded to represent Her reply was that their field a; 
out and gathered pictures and gathered data relating to 
subject matter that her department had under considera 
Her article deals largely with the South. The picture I 
rred to represents an old ox with very broad horns; he 
son a shuek collar, a croker sack back band, and trace chains 
ponding to the other equipment, and this is all hit 
one of those old hopper cotton planters; a barefoot colored 
is back of the equipment in an attitude of working, but 
vhole outfit is standing The land where the picture 
made is not laid off in rows. No furrows are seen in this 
l, and no planting is going on, so that you can easily see that 
picture is made on a “ dress-up” 
kind of a effect 
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noticed that article, and one on the 
southern family of dark complexion 
1 between this article and the proposed 


also 


connectio: 


et} ’ 3 Miss 
_ . @ i ( _ W ed 
| ~} nd | 
' 
i Ss i \ 
’ at } ’ 
‘ ‘ i ‘ ‘ 
‘ I \ 1 p 
I 1 
yi wi } } Ss] . 
si | ad \ \ I 
r d lid \ not} } : 
l he ] I I i 
[ worl '] i ' 
i nK ’ ou ' I ‘ \V i 
\ 1) SSlve } tr l \ \ I i 
I i iSsIsStance it W ad re wah 
‘ uT¢ ~ I } tiv iy ‘ ' ti I 
i he al ( eq 
I 1 induces | | d } cl 
eloy t country I wv t { 1 
I cid at ] p> 11 wl 1 \ 
\ irvy sch wis mal ‘ l S ! i 
OU eertall t ur nd « f I 
icK to a ne MDE! f N { r Ss 
] [ tl orrible ons I ] “ itl W tl} 
located Her letter did 1 ha in wnv | oo f truth 
She Kl \ ( i not When she ‘ frontes Ww f t 
hie icle by son | | | gott t nat 
the country—she expl 1 in this w 
ful l an 3 
a 
Rt ( I [ 
i an gainst convevyil ilse pictures to the country o1 ny 
irt of it In order to make an appeal for funds with which 
rry on school work, reclan ion, or a ther } ( 
r] The South has suffered much by such false propaganda 
ind deliberate misrepresentation I emphatically } te igainst 
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the country in the e 
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and when the question was presented 
rd of directors and they told them they were cor 
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do not take anything to Mississippi.” You will 
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why I am talking against this kind of a publication and this 


kind of a picture being sent out by the Government, 


If you ure going to establish a business in some section of 
the country, you do not want to establish it where the kind of 
condition shown in this picture prevails. I want to tell you that 
this condition does not prevail in the South, and it is not true 
as to my State or any of the other Southern States, for I have 
been all over them. 

J vit 1 rect your attention for a moment to the rapid 
deve ment and organization of capital in my particular State 
of Mississippi. Within the la few years capital for the pur- 
pose of carrying on enterprises which will develop the home and 
develop the farm has been steadily increasing in my State. I 
im taking these figures from the State auditor’s report of last 
week. In 1928, $10,617,000 of foreign capital was organized to 
do business in the State of Mississippi; in 1924, $4,218,000. 
Note the figures In 1925, $6,098,000; in 1926, $219,S07,000; in 


1927, S586.008,000. We are growing by leaps and bounds. That 


is the way we are growing and not as the picture in the New 
Reclamation Era suggests. 

In Mississippi we have advertised a great deal lately for the 
purpose of showing the country the advantages of that great 
State For four years each year there has been organized 
know Mississippi better train, and there hardly exists any 
section of Our country that has not been visited by this train. 
It is composed of about 200 or 800 people. They have three or 
four exhibit cars, and this train makes a three or four weeks’ 
tonr of the country. Last September they went to the Pacific 
Coast and visited alinost every State in the western part of our 
coultry. They made stops at various places, showed the ex- 
hibits, and let the country see what is in Mississippi and see 
the things we have done in the way of capital investment. If 
we are to be faced by a publication issued by our Government, 
viving the conntry any such picture as the one I have called 
to your attention, a publication going out under the authority 
of the Department of the Interior, certainly our efforts to show 
the greatness of our State will be very much minimized by 


the impression received through this kind of a picture. I for 
one want you to understand, and the country as generally as it 
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I am not finding fault with the Pension Bureau. I am fi 
ing fault now with the committee for not getting at the f 
if they know these conditions exist, and I can not see | 
the members can not know they exist, because they are gett 
complaints from the Spanish War veterans. 

If the Commissioner of Pensions states that he has a 
personnel and the Congress sees fit to increase the work 
bureau, it is beyond me to understand why he is not entitk 
more money to carry out the purposes of the act. I would 
to know the views of the committee as to why the bureau 
going to reduce the force instead of increasing it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman forces a statement t! 
would not have cared to make, but it is the product of my 
tact with this bureau. I believe that with the ferce they | 
they ought to be able to give the service the gentleman 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Well, they are not 
The gentleman will admit that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit, I accept 
gentleman's statement and his criticism of the service. I ] 
no personal knowledge of it, but I accept his statement, a: 


asks 
giving 


| took it the gentleman wanted me to speak at this time. 


a | 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. For that reason I have made this state 
Furthermore, I will state that it is more difficult to get a 


| tive, definite, fixed statement of the needs of this bureau 


any other bureau I have anything to do with. As I indicated 


| when I spoke before, one theory is presented to you and t] 


can from my humble words, that this picture is not true to life 
r true to conditions as they exist in the South. We are as | 
progressive in every way as any other section of the country; 
we use as modern machinery as any other section of the coun- 
try; and get as good results in every line as any other section 
of the country. 

I thank you. [Applause.] 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cocnran]. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have the attention of the chairman of the subcommittee for a 


moment. 

This morning during the course of the genileman’s remarks 
I asked him a question in reference to the personnel of the 
Pension Bureau. In looking over the hearings, at page 795, 


I read from the testimony of Mr. Seott, the Commissioner of 
the Pension Bureau: 

As will appear from additional statements, to be submitted in this 
connection, new legisiation has materially increased the work of the 


bureau. While the adjudication of claims and the payment of pensions 
have been pushed with the utmost diligence, it has been necessary, by 


reason of a limited personnel, to curtail other 


activities which should be resumed as speedily as possible. 


or suspend important 


Turning to page 717 of the hearings, I find a table in refer- 
ence to the average number of employees in the bureau, as 
follows: 


1924, 


boo (es 


S78; 1925, 


timated), 


S07 : 


615. 


In 1926, 763; 1927, 693; 1928 (estimated), 


620; 

My inquiry is due to the delay in the Pension Bureau in ad- 
judicating claims of war veterans. The applications of the 
Spanish war veterans came in by the thousands after the Con- 
gress made the minimum pension $20 per month. The call is 
made on the War Department er the Navy Department for a 
report, which requires about two months. The men are then 
ordered before a medical board. It takes all the way from 6 
months to 12 months to get a final decision on a claim. 

Heretofore in the handling of pensions the pension generally 
commenced from the date the application was filed. It has been 
the policy recently of the bureau to date the pension from the 
day the applicant appeared before the examining board. The 
men entitled to pensions by reason of the law are required to 
wait all the way from 6 months to 12 months for their money, 
and it is necessary in most instances for a Member of Congress 
to get behind the claim before you can secure action in less 
than six months. 


they think it over and it is something different. 

I have here the notation I made on my committee print of 
bill when the commissioner was before us. The gentleman 
find that we went up and down the matter, and the gentk 
will find the hearings show the difficulty of getting a rig 
pointed, positive answer on something they ought to have be. 
thinking about for months, if there any such 
the gentleman speaks of, 

The Budget estimate is $1,150,000 for salaries, and I entered 
a note at the time of the hearing, as a result of our examination 
of the commissioner, “ Wants $1,160,000." This is what 
hearing led up to, and that left a difference of $10,000 betwee: 
of $1,150,000 


is hecessify 


the Budget and the commissioner. On an item 
that is not very much. 

The gentleman will find, if he goes over these hearings for 
several pages, that we were given to understand the approp 
tion for the current year is not enough and that the vw 
requires them to decrease their force more than they tl 
they should decrease it. This was not a problem befor 
committee. This is a problem that should ‘be before th 
ficiency committee. We are treating not the current year 
next year. 

We had trouble finding out from them how many ‘men 
would have at the end of this year or at the beginning of 
next fiscal year. First they talked like it would be 600 
finally they told me they ought to have 615. Whether tl 
have that many or not is not before my subcommittee. My sub- 


committee was recommending funds to begin the Ist of next 
July, and the gentleman will find, after some difficulty, as I 
say, a statement at the bottom of page 720, as follows: 


Mr. CrRAMTON. Is that your statement, Mr. Commissioner, that 
should have at the end of this year 615 employees instead of 600% 

Mr. Scorr, I think we should have 615 employees at the end of 
year. 

Mr. Cramton, If you have 615 employees the ist of July, is it your 
theory that you need to continue that number through the next yea 

Mr. Scorr. It is. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Have you made a pretty careful study of the situation 
with reference to the work resulting. from new legislation, etc.? 

Mr. Scorr. We have been behind, you understand, for two years 


As a matter of fact, when I came to this bureau we had some UV 
employees, and we are down now to 635. We are doing more work 
with the reduced force, and I think I have reduced it just as far as I 
can. 

Mr. CraMTON, So, the 615 is your idea of what you ought to have 


the 1st of July, and you ought to bave an average of that the next 
year? 


Mr. Scorr. Yes. 


Now, let me read this again: 


Mr. CraMTON. So, the 615 is your idea of what you ought to hav 
Ist of July, and you ought to have an average of that the next yeal 


Mr. Scorr. Yes. 
Mr. CramTon. That is what the Budget appropriates. One million 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars is sufficient to take ca 


your needs next year, as approved by the Budget and as stated by 
here? 
Mr. Scorr. Yes. 








dget states tl allocation of 
ees which tl commissioner told 
irings Statements that the fur I 
ced ind which lay f ( 1 l 
the ist of July lt that gu 
t hefore oul ommittee, 
COCHRAN « M i i I iru 
from my standpoint, bec: e } situation exist a 


existed before. 

r CRAMTON 
inistration. 
COCHRAN of 
behind, you understand 


atement ot the situa 





to be d e Lh pe gent in i! Michiga wi 
t on a survey of the bureau to determine what t y d 
CRAMTON I hay ot had the experience the gentl 
speaks of, but I know similar compl ts had ber ! I 
attention and he broug in the heari ll 
ould as to what was needed Her a responsible he 
bureau who has been complaini t he says that { 
educing the force fur r he oug!l o have not below 615 
if he has 615 next July it will be sufticien 
ir. COCHRAN of Missouri. No doubt the commissik has 
ng upon his wall the word we hear so much about, “ econ 
I am for protecting the taxpayel money but the tax 


* does not ask for economy at the ex} 








Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I yi five minutes to t 
man from Minnesota [Mr. NewTron 
NEWTON, Mr. Chairman, as long as we are on the topic 
Bureau of Pensions I to make some obst l 
my own experience and t f ne otl Members whe 
| certain have had similar experience to my ow 
Ve all have numerous clain for pensions In some cases 
necessary to go into a great amount of detail and thought 





udy and advice as to the character of the evidence l 
r over the evidence, and then in submitting the claim, and 

there is a close question involved of analyzing that ev 

in a letter to tl Pension Commissioner when the claim 


mber of C 


it me if M 


t seems to 
ll that time and detailed thought and 


oneress can 


study to a single 


r discussion. 


there ought to be some one in the office of Commissioner 
Pensions who would give the same thought and study in 
ng the claim { in the correspondence regarding it. 


During the past year while at home there were.several claims 
it character, and with the claim and in connection with the 
‘spondence I went into considerable detail discussing tl 
nee and putting it up in detail like a lawyer 
d handle a matter in court. 
the 


somewhat 


claim was turned down? I 


Now, what did I get wher 
not complaining because they were turned down; it may be 
they were right, but I am complaining about the way the 


now are handled. 
the detailed correspondence, 
TO tT 


ms were and 
answer to all 
irbon of the letter sent 
ejected, and nothing else 
from that letter y< 
the file 


there wi: 
ie Claimant saying that the cla 
In « 
mu would not know 


ly passed 


{ 
' 
ther words, you get a letter, 


or understandin on the point 





d into so earefully in preparing and presenting the ca 

ok the matter up with the commissioner and w1 n 
ught it was a queer thing that a Member of Congres ifte 
ng that amount of work into a case, ¢ ld get out of his 
nothing but a carbon copy of a letter giving the concel 
addressed to the claimant. He came | k and sa t I 
blame rested on Congress; that he did not have sufficient 


i force to write the letters and 
wrote him that I did not care so much 
n copy if he could get some 


one to int 


and answer the correspondence and let m w the situa 
He came back and said that he did not have suffi t 


priation to handle correspondence in that way. So I took 


matter up with the distinguished chairman of the subcom 
ee, 
I recall it, I passed on i f the correspondence to hit 
chairman of the committee advised 1 that ! ude¢ 
t, the fault was not with the appropriation but wit 
missioner, I find now that in the commissioner’s appearance 
' ‘e the committee he said he was satisfied with 615 men at 


been allotted him by the Budget for the next year, which 


nk is about 15 more than they have this year. The tw 
ments do not jibe Hither the 


what is written to me is not 
kly told this sul mmittee 





r else he should hav 
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thet I hope for decided chan l I 3 
n the handling of congressional corres] 0 
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No further requests for time being made, 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


the Clerk will read the bill for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For expenses incidental to the sale of timber, and for the expenses 
of administration of Indian forest lands from which such timber is 
sold to the extent that the proceeds of such sales are sufficient for that 
purp $175,000, reimbursable to the United States as provided in 
the a ff February 14, 1920 (41 Stat. L. 415). 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CRamTon: Page 21, line 14, strike out 
‘$175.000 and insert “ $200,000." 


Mr. CRAMTON. I would simply state in that connection that 
from our investigations and the hearings we have had we find 
that their fund, which is really reimbursable out of sales of 
timber, is not sufficient to meet the need, and the effect of the 
smaller item would be that 8 per cent being deducted from the 
sales to cover expenses We would deduct from the Indians more 
than we will spend for the purpose, and to avoid that I think 


the item should be inereased at least as much as I have indi- 
cated in the umendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The Amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Flathead irrigation project, Montana: The unexpended balance of the 
for continuing construction of the irrigation systems on 
Indian Reservation, Mont., contained in the act of May 
10 (44 Stat. L. 464-466), as continued available in the act 
of 12, 1927 (44 Stat. L. 945), shall remain available for the 
fisc 1929, subject to the conditions and provisions of said acts: 
Provided, That the unexpended balance of the $395,000 available for 
continuation of construction of a power plant may be used, in the dis- 
eretion of the Secretary of the Interior, for the construction and opera- 


appr ypriation 

the Flathead 
19V26 

January 


il veut 


tion of a power-distributing system and for purchase of power for said 
project but shall be available for that purpose only upon execution of 
an appropriate repayment contract as provided for in said acts: Pro- 
vided further, That the net revenues derived from the operation of 
such distributing system shall be used to reimburse the United States 


provided for in said acts: Provided further, That the Fed- 
is authorized, in accordance with the Federal 
power act and upon terms satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Interior, to issue a permit or permits or a license or licenses for the 
the development of power, of power sites on the Flathead Res- 
ervation and of water rights reserved or appropriated for the irrigation 


in the order 


eral Power Commission 


water 


use, tor 


projects: Provided further, That rentals from such licenses for use of 
Indian lands shall be paid the Indians of said reservation as a tribe, 
which money shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States 
to the eredit of said Indians, and shall draw interest at the rate of 
t per cent: Provided further, That the public notice provided for in 
the a of January 12, 1927, shall be issued by the Secretary of the 
interior upon the Ist day of November, 1930: Provided further, That, 
in his discretion, the Secretary of the Interior may provide in such 
repayment contracts for covering into construction costs the operation 
and maintenance charges for the irrigation season of 1928 and all 
undistributed operation and maintenance cost, and may extend the 
time for payment of operation and maintenance charges now due and 
unpaid for such period as in his judgment may be necessary, not ex 
ceeding five years, the charges now due so extended to bear interest 
payable annually at the rate of 6 per cent per annum until paid, and 
to contract for the payment of the construction charges now due and 
unpaid within such term of years as the Secretary may find to be neces- 
sary with interest payable annually at the rate of 6 per cent per 
annum until paid: Provided further, That not more than $55,000 of 
said reappropriated balance of $395,000 shall be immediately available 
for operation and maintenance, and $75,000 shall be available for con- 
struction of laterals near Ronan upon the execution of appropriate 
repayment contract as provided for in said acts. 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I had not expected that this bill would be reached 
for reading until to-morrow, and as I did not get possession of 
the bill until to-day, I have not had time to go over it as care- 
fully as I should have liked. I eall the chairman’s attention to 
page 56 of the bill, line 22: 


South Dakota: Crow Creek Hospital, $9,000. 


Is that appropriation of $9,000 to be used to alter some of the 


school buildings for use as hospitals? Is that the purpose of 
the appropriation ? 
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Mr. CRAMTON., That is the appropriation for the mai 
nance of that hospital. The hospital has been in operat 
heretofore and this $9,000 is for its maintenance. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I did not understand that the hospi 
at Crow Creek was in actual operation. I thought the plan 
to reconstruct the school buildings there for hospital purp 


and I was wondering whether the appropriation is for 
purpose. 
Mr. CRAMTON. There has been an appropriation for 


current year for this same hospital. The statement made t 

committee was that the increase of $1,500 would provide 
additional nurse, so the hospital appears to be in operation 
they are providing an additional nurse. That is the reaso 
the increase in the appropriation, which in the current year 
$7,500, while the bill before us carries $9,000. It is a ma 
nance item. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I ask the chairman to turn to page 79 
There he will find the item for the Belle Fourche irrigu 
project, South Dakota. The amount carried under that iten 
$250,000, and I want to ask the chairman whether that is 
drainage purposes? : 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is for drainage purposes entirely 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The total amount which will be 
quired there, according to the estimates I have, is approximat 
$1,000,000. I understand it is the purpose of the committee to 
commence this drainage work this year, to spend $250,000, a 
then continue the work from year to year until the drainag 
completed. 

This $250,000 is not made immediately available. 

Mr. CRAMTON. They are all immediately available. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. So the construction of the draina 
system can commence next spring? Ordinarily the appropria 
tion would not be available until July 1. 

Mr. CRAMTON. But these construction items are imm: 
ately available under reclamation, because, for the sake 
economy, it is necessary to have the contract cover the constru 
tion season rather than a fiscal year, 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I looked for the provision making ij 
immediately available, but did not find it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It in the first paragraph. Ther 
$33,000 for two siphons in the lateral system and $217,000 for 
drainage construction. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. That covers what I desired to know. | 
wunted to make certain that the drainage work could be com- 
menced next spring and continued until it should be completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill down to and including line 12, page 54 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commitiee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
sumed the chair, Mr. CHinpBLoM, Chairman of the Commitice 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
the committee, having had under consideration the bill <1 
9136) making appropriations for the Department of the |! 
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other 
purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


is 


R 


ELECTION OF A MEMBER TO A COMMITTEE 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution which I 
send to the desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 89 
Resolved, That F. D. Lxerrs, Iowa, be, and he is hereby, eli 
member of the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, i! 
consideration of the Interior Department appropriation bi! 
been completed, that when the House adjourns on Friday, 
uary 13, it adjourn until Monday, January 16 next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 


fan 


of 


AIRPORT AT GOVERNORS ISLAND, N. Y. 


Mr. O'CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent [° 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, at the request of my © 
league the gentleman from New York [Mr, Conen], by prin! 


ing a letter he has written to Maj. Gen. Hanson B. Ely regare- 
ing the airport on Governors Island. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York k i 
consent » eXtend bis remarks in t Lie ti 
nner indicated. Is there objection? 

Phere was no objection. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Mr. Speaker, und the leave to ext 
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following letter writt 
my colleagu tl gentleman fi New York [Mr. C 
( Hat n Bb. El wl 1 is llows 

( H ON |] ELLY, 
( t I ?, New York, N. ¥. 
LD ( RAL I I have read the 1 
ts befo the ¢ fC ce of t Stat N 
Governors Island as a tary neces vers 5 
stat n ind I des i y f 
ies whicl thoug erhap t tent a ght 
h erre is impress of tl s bility and ‘ 
nors Island as an J 
the introduction to your speech you state tl t t will 

e pros and cons as to whether or not Governors Island, i 
D part al le } ’ sed an ) rt ’ y t 1 to 
i favorable to Governors Isla: as an airport ntining f 
negative side entirely Your speech seen to be merely a rej 
e arguments set forth by the Chamb¢ f Commerce of t > 
v¥ York as to their objections to Governors Island as 1 airport 

s to me that the cor tent sta that a sted yo writ 
speech took the greater part of it from the records of the cham! 
meret All in all the speech seen irly designed to meet t} 
s of your hearers and to please them, and is 1 ised 


existing conditions 


ng your inaccuracies are the ones I rdi ( ( les A, Lit 
s flights; the possibilities of planes hitting skyscrapers the 
r of clear days at the island: fog and smoke; size of the island 
cost of conyersion. None of these are borne out facts 
You probably are not aware that thorough and extensive investiga 
! made by a committee of the Sixty-eight! Congress Me 
ts’ Association of the city New York, tl Lloover locat eon 
e, and the mayor's committee have all resi d in nmenda 


l these bodi« for tl use of Governors I xpress 
t to serve lower Manhattan and Brooklyr These comnmi 
‘tally unbiased and are only concerned with t timate ates 
it to the city and to the country 
I as you state, the reason for the retention of Governors Island 
e War Department is to house troops for the protection of t 
il district, the following will prove conclusively that this need 


t exist. 








According to figures supplied by your predecessor, Maj. Ge James 
Rae, Governors Island houses 112 officers and 1,055 men A stat 
t made by Representative LAGuarpIA, printed in the New York 
es of August 7, 1927, is to the effect that according to data ol 
d from the office of The Adjutant Gen 1 there were only 591 
stationed on Governors Island 

You state that it would be advisable to protect with Government 

in times of domestic disturbances the t r tor 

leral reserve bank, and other Federal agencies nd that troops s 

ned on Governors Island could reach lower Manhattan with a mini 

um loss of time. 

In refutation of this contention I cite the Wall Street « osic nm 
mber 16, 1920. The following is an extract from a letter ré ved 
Maj. Gen, J. H. McRae: 

Call for troops was received at Fort Jay at 12.10 p. m., September 
1920. <A detachment of 2 officers and 57 men left Governors Island 
trucks by ferry, arriving at the subtreasury at 12.45 p. m., day 
econd detachment of 4 officers and 48 men arrived at the subtreasury 

1.30 p. m At 2.50 p. m. the detachments left t subtreasury and 

irned to Governors Island, arriving by the ferry leaving the Battery 
15 p. m.¥ 

Thus the entire detachment consisted of 6 officers and 105 mer nd 

took 1 hour and 20 minutes for 4 officers and 48 men to reach thi 

ne of action. This will speak for itself as to the time necessary for 
ps to be moved to reach and to protect the financial district 


knowledge, this is 


I state that, to my 





While on this subject may 
y time in 50 years that a call made for Federal troops for 
f New York. I eall your to the 
n a letter from Police Commissioner Joseph A. Warren: 
Please be advised that a survey of the department shows tha 
could be brought into the financial district 
Of course, in the event of a serious outbreak this numbe 
almost indefinitely 





was 


y ¢ also attention following extract 


100 
half an 
ould 


emen within 


increased.” 


Also to extract from a letter written by Fire Commissioner John J 
rman, as follows: 

We can assemble 100 men in the financial district in 15 minutes. 
vo engine eompanies can be operating with streams of water, which 
inderstand are quite effective in dispersing rioters, in five minut« Ste 


Also to extract from letter written by Gerhard M. Dahl, chairman 


board of directors of the Brooklyn-Manhattan Transit Corporation ; 
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nd d an experienced aviator does not need 1 mile to make a 
iA; ad 
l I ilisfactory features whicl 1 outline regarding size, weather, 
t W exist dul the war Why, then, did the 
iF int use Governors Island as a training station for aviators 
! war I never heard of an inexperienced flyer crashing into 
in mi r Manhattan tving any accident because of 
r of the ft ors you brir rth against the use of Governors 
Isla is an airport If Governors Island was entirely suitable for the 
t ig of novi why it unsuitable for use by experienced flyers 
id ) da machines ? 
in desire » retain Governors Island for a military station you 
nore or overlook the fact that all other airports are so 
i fist irom i financial and business sections of the city of New 
Yor! it takes from 45 minutes to 14% hours to bring the mail 
i » and from the tield, whereas mail and passengers could 
! on Manhattan Island in 15 minutes after arriving on 
( Island 
y in rwiant factor received no consideration from you, but 
ish desires of the War Department to maintain Governors Island 
as ome for officers on duty in the headquarters of the Department of | 
ire being allowed to deliberately supersede the advantages of 
thie tire country of airport facilities that will. prove of inestimable 
] he future of the country 
I | strong exception to your statement calling for the elimina- 
tion > a ernors Island from future consideration as an airport, 
beca the statement is actuated by ulterior motives, and is opposed 
to 1 opinions of a committee of Representatives of the United States, 
lioover location commiitee, the Merchants’ Association of New 
orl mayors committee, and by all the prominent and distinguished 
to of the day 
I trust that this letter will convince you of the suitability of 
Governors Island as an express airport station, and of its greater value 
to the United States for this purpose than for a military post, and that 
you will be willing to recommend to the War Department that it release 
the island in favor of its use as an airport, 
Sincerely yours, 
WiLLiam W, COHEN, 
Member of Congress. 
ENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED 
A joint resolution and bills of the following titles were taken 


from the Speaker's table and referred to the appropriate com- 





mitiees, as indicated below: 

S.J. Res.55. Joint resolution for the relief of Henry A. 
Bellows: to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- | 
erie . 

Ss. 440. An act for the relief of Charles H. Send; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 484. An act for the relief of Sadie Klauber; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

S.542. An act for the relief of George B. Booker Co.; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

S.120. An act to extend the benefits of the United States 
employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Clara E., 
Nichols: to the Committee on Claims. 

s.5. An act for the relief of Kate Mathews; to the Committee 
on Claims 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 4 


minutes 
January 


m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
1928, at 12 o’clock noon 


COMMITTER HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 


mittee hearings schedried for Friday, January 13, 1928, 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 


D. 
13, 


as 


COM MITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 


To extend the benefits of the Hatch Act, the Adams Act, the 
Prunell Act, and the Smith-Lever Act to the Territory of Alaska 
(H. R. 7952). 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
Treasury and Post Oflice Departments appropriation bill. 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
(10.30 a, 


War Department appropriation bill, 


m.) 
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COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m.—ecaucus room) 

To hear Col, John S. Sewell and members of the flood contro} 
committee of the Southern States’ Republican League disc 
proposed projects to control the flood waters of the Mississi; 
River. 


JANUARY 12 


(2 


p. m. caucus room) 


To hear Representative Christopherson, 
discuss fiood-control problems. 


South Dak 


of 
COMMITTEE ON LABOR 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To divest goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured 
duced, or mined by convicts or prisoners of their interst 
character in certain cases (H. R. 7729). 

COM MITTEE THE 


ON JUDICIARY 


(10 a. m.) 
To amend section 321 of the Penal Code (H. R. 7200). 
To amend the Penal Code of the United States as amended 
(H. R. 77386). 


To amend the first paragraph of section 29, title 2, 
85, of the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, found 
volume 41, part 1, page 361 of the United States Statutes 
Large, relating to punishment for the illegal manufacture and 
sale of liquors (H,. R. 50). 

To reguiate the admissibility of evidence in certain actioy 
in the couris of the United States (H. R, 51). 

COM MITTEE 
(10.30 a. m.) 


Admiral Hughes 


chapter 
in 


ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 


A meeting to hear discuss the building 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES 


(Immediately after adjournment of the House) 
To authorize the payment of amounts appropriated by thy 
Legislature of Alaska on account of additional duties imposed 
upon ‘Territorial officers (H. R. 8284). 


COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 
(10.30 a. m.) 
o provide for the construction of works for the protection 
To | le for tl nstruction of ks f he prot 


and development of the lower Colorado River Basin, for the 

approval of the Colorado River compact (H. R. 5773). 

WORLD WAR VETERANS’ 
(10 a. m.) 


To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospitals 


COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION 


and out-patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to 
hospitalization under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as 
amended (H. R. 5604). 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTLONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. MICHENER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 8229 


A bill for the appointment of an additional circuit judge for 
the sixth judicial circuit; without amendment (Rept. No. 267) 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the stiute 
of the Union, 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary, H. R. 9020. A bill 
to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a code of law | 
the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, and the acts 
amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 268). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9024. A bill 
to authorize the appointment of stenographers in the courts 
the United States and to fix their duties and compensati 
without amendment (Rept. No. 269). Referred to the Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9026. A bill 
to amend section 1112 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia: without amendment (Rept. No. 270). Referred tv 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9021. Al 
providing for the punishment of persons escaping from Federal 
penal or correctional institutions, and for other purpos 
without amendment (Rept. No, 271). Referred to the Hou 
Calendar. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9051. A bill 
to amend section 1 of the act of February 22, 1875, entitled “.\ 
act regulating fees and costs, and for other purposes "; without 
amendment (Rept. Ne. 272). Referred to the House Calenda! 
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Mr. WATSON: A bill (HH. R. 9195) to amend sections PD: REP | Eran eees 2 Al SEEN Sen) Ee A 

and 3402 of the Revised Statutes; to the ommittee O01 ; ! , : a r, | 

iT i al “nRSiOnS 

and Means. : : : a : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9196) granting Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 9215) granting ( e 

onsent of Congress t he Highw: 1 ‘ _ ; ‘ I ary 
e of Tennessee to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
er on the Decatur-Kingston road in Roane County, Tenn.; | by) 
he Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce nae . 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 9197) granting the consent of Congress t By Mr. CHASI A bill (H. R. 9215) granting an increase of 


mru lip 


Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct | BP to Cathar Verstine he Committee on Invalid 
idge across the Tennessee River on the Knoxville-Maryvi i sions ; ; 

in Knox County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Interstate so, a bill (H. BR. 9216) granting an increase of pension to 
Foreign Commerce. Mary Elizabeth Flegal: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


iy Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 9198) granting the con \ a bill (H. R. $21 granting a pension to Bertha C. 
of Congress to the Highway Departinent of the State of | Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 
nessee to construct a bridge across the Tennessee River on By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 9218) granting an increase of 
Paris-Dover road in Henry and Stewart Counties, Tenn.; | Pp on to Sarah E. Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. COLTON: A bill (CH. R. 9219) for the relief of B. W. 
Dalton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9220) for the relief of David Thygerson ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CRAIL: A bill 
Leonora M. Knox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 9222) for the relief of Charles G. Johnson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: 
a pension to Polly Ann Smith; 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H 


to the Committee on 


iy 
»y 


A bill (H. R. 9223) 
the Committee on 


granting 
to Invalid 
Rh. 9224) granting a pension to Celia Enright; 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9225) for 
the relief of Frank Baglione; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 9226) to authorize the | 
reappointment of George F. Seyle as second lieutenant in the 


United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 9227) granting relief to 
the trustees of Allegheny College, Blue Sulphur, Greenbrier 
County, W. Va.: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9228) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Mary E. Griggs; 
valid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. 
Christopher 8. Alyord; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9230) granting a pension to Eliza Ward; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9231) granting a pension to Charles Du- 
laney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9232) granting an 


increase of pension to Wilhelmina H. Schwallier; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill CH. R. 9233) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Kittie C. Smith; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions 


By Mr. HANCOCK: A bill (H. R, 9234) granting an increase 


of pension to Margaret Brown; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (H. R. 9235) granting an increase of 
pension to Cynthia C. Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension 


to Bliza BE. Adkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9237) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Maxwell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9238) for the 
relief of the widow of Ephriam E. Page; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 9239) for the relief of the 
Shipowners & Merchants Tugboat Co, of San Francisco, Calif, ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (HH. R. 9240) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret E. Gunter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 

By Mr. LEATHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 9241) granting a 
pension to Myrtle Grantham: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEECH: A bill (H. R. 9242) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah L, Hollen; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9248) granting an increase of pension to 
Dillie Shuman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 9244) granting an 
increase of pension to Lydia Reese; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Rv Mr. McKKOWN: A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Moore: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 9246) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 9247) granting a pension 
to Julia H. Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (HL. R. 9248) granting an increase of 
pension to John D. Sullivan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (H. R. 9249) granting re- 
tirement pay to Christ Roesch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 9250) granting a pension to 
Florence Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSLEY: A bill (H. R. 9251) for the relief of 
Joseph M. McAleer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9252) for the relief of E. K. Lamont & 
Son: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9253) granting 
an increase of pension to Bridget D. Boland; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


(H. R. 9221) granting a pension to | 


to the Committee on In- | 


R. 9229) granting an increase of pension to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9254) granting a pension to Belle 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9255) granting a pension to Lillie Muel! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (1. R. 9256) to provide for a 
vey of the rivers in the New England States, with a view to 
control of their destructive flood waters; to the Committ 
Flood Control 

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 
crease of pension to Emeline Isminger; 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOMERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 9258) fo 
relief of Aaron Freilich ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 9259) granting an inc: 
of pension to Fidelia Potts; to the Committee on Invalid 
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Bail 


9257 


to 


the Committee 


SIODS, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9260) granting an increase of pension to 
| Effie M. Livingston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9261) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice F. MeMullan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9262) granting an increase of pensio 
Hilda E. Lamott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9268) granting an increase of pensior 
| Emma J. Mawhirter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9264) granting an increase of pensio 
| Betsy E. McAdow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9265) granting an increase of pensio: 
| Clara L. Stanbrook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 9266) granting an ine 
| of pension to Marion J. Secor; to the Committee on Inyalid 

Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9267) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen A, Chappell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9268) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Lytle; to the Committ: 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TARVER: A bill (H. R. 9269) granting a pensio: 
Grady B. Baggett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 9270) granting an i 
crease of pension to Addie Sour; to the Committee on Inv: 
Pensions. 

$v Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 9271) granting a yx 
sion to Catharine Lenz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9272) granting an increase of pension | 
Hannah Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 9278) granting a pension to Charles 0 
Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VINSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9274) granting 
an increase of pension to Falinda Austin; to the Committe: 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9275) granting an increase of pension to 
Lida O. Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9276) granting a pension to Amana 
Refitt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODRUM: A bill (H. R. 9277) to pay the heir 
J. H. MeVeigh, deceased, the sum of $10,375; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


Vid 


B 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

1421. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition from citizens of Mount 
Vernon, Ill., protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia. 

1422. Also, petition from citizens of Avena, IIL, 
against the passage of the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1423. Also, petition from citizens of Mount Vernon and Albers 
Ill., urging the passage of Civil War pension legislation ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1424. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of citizens of Cassoday, Kk 
with reference to the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the ¢ 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1425. Also, petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., with re 
ence to the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committe: 
the District of Columbia. 

1426. By Mr. BRIGHAM: Petition of W. R. Ovitt, Georg 
Wright, and 148 other citizens of Enosburg Falls.and East Fair 
field, Vt., protesting against the passage of the compu! 


protest ng 


he 


| 
i 


Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on 
District of Columbia. 

1427. By Mr. BARBOUR: Resolutions adopted by the Fr 

| County Chamber of Commerce, Fresno, Calif.; the Civic ‘ 














I 


Rauvalli County, Mont., urging passage of the Nat 


I 


I 





ercial Association, Bakersfield, Calif.; and the Kings Count 
amber of Commerce, Hanford, Calif.; opposing legislati 
ich would place immigratic from Mexico upon a quo 
sis; to the Committee on Immigratio1 i Naturaliza 
1428 Also, pe titions of residents he seventh converessi 8 
rict of California, protesting against the Lankford Su Ly 
(H. R. 78): to the Committee on the District cx I 
129. By Mr. BRIGHAM: Petiti f W. E. Tatr d 1 
er citizens of Enosburg Falls, Vt., protesting agai l 
ige ef the compulsory Sunday obser I (H. R. 75 
the Committee on the District of Columbia 
1430. By Mr. BROWNING: Petiti inst tl Lani l 
ll (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of ¢ I 
1431. Also, petition against the Lai rd bill (H. R. 7 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
132. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of Mrs. M. J 
meda, Calif., and many others urging the pa 
n increasing the pensions of vetera. f the al 
widows: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
1433. Also, petition of J. Warner, of Berkeley, Cal 
ny others, urging the passage of legislation increas 
e pensions of veterans of the Cis War and their wid 
he Committee on Invalid Pensions 
1434. By Mr. CHALMERS: Resolution of the Exchange Ch 


Toledo, Ohio, petitioning ss of the United State 


the Congr 
appropriate sufficie ! 


nt funds to provide adequate and prop 
1 


ising for its officers and enlisted men; to the Committee 
itary Affairs. 

1435. Also, letter signed by the chairman flag committee of 
ula Wolcott Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolutio1 

edo, Ohio, indorsing legislation relating the proper a 
proper use of the United States flag; to the Committe | 
diciary. 

1486. Also, petition signed by residents of Toledo, Oh 


rard to increasing the pensions of all Civil War veter: nd 
ir widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

187. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citize f 
iiton Junction, Wis., protesting against the passage of Hou 

| 78 or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislati 





the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1438. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition ened by Mrs. Adelaide 
ghart, Vassar, Mich., and 36 other reside of that vi i 
testing against the passage of any compulsory Sunday ol 

ervance bills: to the Committee on the Dist Columbia 

14839. Also, petition signed by Fern Cotte Lake 
h., and 31 other residents of that vicinity, protesting against 
passage of any compulsory Sunday observance bill he 

mmittee on the District of Columbia 

1440. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition signed by citize of B k 
N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lankford em 
ory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee « the Tis 
of Columbia. 

1441. By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of citizens of Manchester 

nn., in favor of Civil War pension bill; to the ¢ mittee on 
alid Pensions 


142. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition by citizens of Lockport, 
Y., protesting against the i | 
the Committee on the District of Columbia 
1448. Also, petition by citiz s of 


seu day 


Sunday 
e District 


bill 
of Columbia. 


observance 


iH. Re 


1444. By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: Petition of citize 
ne County, Iowa, favoring increase of pension for soldie1 
the Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on hl 
aulid Pensions. 
1445. Also, petition of citizens of Carroll Coun Tow ( 


sing the passage of the compulsory Sunday observan« 
jhe Committee on the District of Columbia 

1446. By Mr. EVANS « Montana: Petition of citizens of 
nal Tribune 
War vet 





nsion bill, granting increase in pensions of Civil 


d their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1447. By Mr. FENN: Petition of citizens of Granby, Com 
vicinity, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
so-called compulsory Sunday observa bill, and any otl 

ls of a like character; to the Committee on the District of 


umbia. 

1448. Also, petition of citizens of Hartford, Conn., protes 
inst the passage of House bill 78, the so-called compulsory 
day observance bill, and any other measure of like char 
r; to the Committee on the District Columbia 

1449. Also, petition of citizens of West Hartford, Conn., pi 

‘ting against the passage of House bill 78, the so-called com 
ry Sunday observance bill, and any other measures ol 
character ; to t on the District of Columbia. 


ol 


he Committee 
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150. By Mr. FULBRIGHT: I i f Poynor 
\ ng ainst the pa 7 \ 

i ulsory legisla for . the ¢ 

ittee on the Distri of ¢ i 

1451 ALs I ition of ¢i ens ( \ V 

g against e pas ‘ | S y 
v I i su y ( i 
I ct t Colum i 
1452. A petition of ciil . LB \ I 
l } re of Hoi é . 
Sund observance ( ‘ D> 
( ‘ aa 
\lse, petition of citize Ay I d 1 ' 
igainst the pa f tl I iS 
or Sunday observan Con 
I ci ubla 
bio \ | yx it } ( Bradlee Ni ay 
| { ting against the j { bl { i ! 
\ iation f S ( \ tot ( ‘ 
D ri oT ¢ ul 
’ \ lonh OF ¢ ! t \ \ \ " 
Alls t i SiaiL ( i t . I l 
To. Sunday UNE i ( ‘ ‘ ( ui 
I District of Columbia 
l4o6. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of M Gen. Ex d | 
Loga I achusetts National Guard, 1 eu ¢ al 
ection 113 of the national defer i o provid I 
onal rifle matches the Committes Mili 
\ i 

: B Mi GARNER Lex Petit ( citize ol 
I Pex igainst compu \ ll \ DSeCT VAC Le ie 
( the Distri ( Columbi: 

bs petition t cit s of Uvalde Coun lex gainst 

pulsory Sunday observances the Committe n the D 
ol Columbia. 
29. By Mr. GOODWIN: Petition of Mrs. Gusta H. Behren 

i six other residents of Pine City, Minn... for an increase in 
he pe. warded to the Union veterans of the Civil War, 

Lhnose veterans in need ol ire and atts ance, and f c 
‘ 1 the veterans of the Civ War; to the Commitiee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

1460. Also, petition of W. L. Shro« ind 13 l cle of 
Princeton, Mint n opT tion to the prov ns of House | 78, 
L, ord Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 

District of Columbia. 
oI Also, petition | I) \. Dy i | ind 29 other 
dents of Kanabee Count Minn., urging immediate legis] ) 
pl an increase of pension to tl Union veteral ‘ e 
Ciy War, for the veterur ol var requiring aid and at- 
lance, and to the Ci War widows; t ec n nm 
Inval Pe) on 

162. A petiti of Mrs. Mary A. Lindquist and 22 otl 
esidents of Chisago Cu Minn... for al ise ens ) 
the Union veterans of the Civil War, for an addit | increase 

tl veterans in need I re and attendan and for an 
nerease to the widows of the Union vets ns of e Ciy W : 
o the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

14¢ By Mr. HADLEY: Petitic f reside of Ke Wash., 
pl ing against the Lankford Sunday closing bill he 
( mittee on the District of Columbia 

‘ \ ! 1 of residents of Sed Wie e 7% adv ; 
Was | esting agai t the Lankf i Sunday SLT ) 
t Committee on the District of Columbia 

1-4 Al petition of dent of Car lor \ p 
esting aguinst the Lankford idiay ng bi to ft ( 

et he District of Colum 

1466. B Mr. HERSEY Pet i IT 
M Hill, Bridgewate and Westt 1 M y ( i 
¢ lumbia. 

1 44 Also, petition of Ul] ( Mu é and he fPR 
vor, Me irging legislation to ing the pensions of Soild ~ 
ind ti r widows ot th Civil WV o the Committee nhl lid 
Pensions 

1468. By Mr. HOOPER: Petit 1 Of Mi Guy V. Abbott and 
29 othe ts of Branch Count Mich prot ting against 
the enactment of con Jsory Sunday observance legislation for 

e Distri f Columbia ‘ i Committe on tl District of 
C4 mola 

1469. A petition of Carl Rainbow and 35 other resider 
of Climax, Mich., protesting against the enactment of compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation for the District of Colum- 


1 


bia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1470. Also, petition of Mrs. C. J. Harrington and 37 other 
residents of Quincy, Mich., urging to bring to a vote Civil 
War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by the National 
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Tribune for relief of needy and suffering veterans and widows 
of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i471. By Mr. HOPE: Petition for legislation providing for 
increases in pensions for veterans of the Civil War and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1472. By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by 68 citizens of 
Reedsville, Ohio, petitioning Congress not to pass the com- 
pulsory Sunday observance bill nor any other bill enforcing the 
observance of the Sabbath; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia 

1475. Also, petition signed by 15 citizens of Jackson, Ohio, 
pr ting against the passage of any Sunday observance bill or 
any other bill enforcing the observance of the Sabbath or 
Lord's day; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1474. Also, petition signed by 132 voters of the tenth congres- 
ional district of Ohio, urging that immediate steps be taken 
to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill for relief of widows 
and veterans: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1475. By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of numerous 
Vermillion County, Ind., voters for the increase of Civil War 
pensions ; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1476. Also, petition of numerous voters of Terre Haute, Ind., 
for the increase of Civil War pensions; to the Committe on 
Invalid Pensions, 

1477. By Mrs. KAIHIN: Petition of numerous residents of 
California, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1478. Also, petition of numerous residents of California, pro- | 


testing against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1479. By Mr. KEARNS: Petition by citizens of Highland 
County, Ohio, against the passage of any compulsory Sunday 


observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1480. Also, petitions of citizens of Scioto County, Ohio, against 
the passage of any compulsory observance bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1481. By Mr. KEMP: Petition of citizens of Hammond, lLa., 
protesting against House bill 78, Lankford compulsory Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1482. By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Robert Prothero and 
124 other residents, of Dowagiac, Mich., and vicinity, protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78, or any other bill provid- 
ing for compulsory Sunday Observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1483. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of E. J. Blanchard and other 
citizens of Davenport, Iowa, protesting against House bill 78, 
or any other bill enforcing the proper observance of the Sab- 
bath; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1484. Also, petition of F,. J. Rhoades and 
Clinton, Towa, protesting against House bill 78, or any other bill 
enforcing the proper observance of the Sabbath; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Coiumbia. 


1485. By Mr. McCKEOWN: Petition of Mrs. Jennie Brothers, 
Mr. J. H. Epperson, Lee Tribble, and about 85 other citizens of 
Sapulpa, Okla., asking for immediate action on a Civil War 
pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1486. Also, petition of Mrs. E. Atwell, Mrs. R. A. Fleming, 
George KE. Prince, and about 35 other citizens of the fourth 


congressional district, State of Oklahoma, asking for immediate 
action a Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

1487. By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: Petition of Wil- 
liam Kirkley and 79 other residents of Bristol County, Mass., 
protesting against the enactment of the so-called compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1488. Also, petition of residents of Fall River, Mass., advo- 
cating the passage of a Civil War pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

1489. By Mr. MONAST: Petition against compulsory Sunday 
laws by citizens of the State of Rhode Island; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1490. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Jackson and Washtenaw Counties, Mich., asking for increase of 
Civil War pensions; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1491. By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: Petition signed by Mrs. 
Catherine E. Watson, Olean Howard, W. C. Turner, Mrs. Mary 
W. Crawley, and 70 others, residents of Glasgow, Ky., urging 
that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War 
pension bill for the relief of needy and suffering veterans and 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1492. By Mr. MORIN: Petition of the National Association of 
Letter Carriers, of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging passage of Dale- 


on 


Lehibach bill so as to permit optional retirement of Federal 
employees after 30 years of service with an annuity of $1,200 
per annum; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 


other citizens of | 
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1493. By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of Boyd FE. Weatherly a; 
other Minneapolis citizens, against compulsory Sunday obser 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1494. Also, petition of Mr. O. L. Hilde and others, of Min) 
apolis, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance: 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1495. Also, petition of W. V. Shepherdson, D. O., of Min: 
apolis, and others, against compulsory Sunday observance: 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1496. Also, petition of Mrs. 8S. S. Johnston and others 
Minneapolis, protesting against compulsory Sunday obseryai 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1497. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Petition of 104 
zens of New York City, protesting against enactment of « 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committe: 
the District of Columbia. 

1498. By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Annie E. Barnes and 
other citizens of Forest City, IIL, favoring Civil War wid 
pension increase ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1499. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition from Omie 
Husion and 128 citizens of Hampton, Franklin County, Iow 
protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday observa 


JANUARY 1? 


| bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





1500. By Mrs. ROGERS: Petition of John E. Dearborn 
35 other residents of Andover, Mass., for relief of Civil W 
veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
1501. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of Mrs. Luch Hester 
and others of Evansville, Ind., that the bill granting pensious t 
all Civil War widows be enacted into a law at this session 


| Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1502. By Mr. SEGER: Petition of 22 residents of Paters 
Passaic, Clifton, Little Falls, and Hawthorne, N. J., favoi 
increased pensions for Civil War veterans and widows; to 1! 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1508. By Mr. TILSON: Petition of John E. Thomas and 
other citizens of New Haven, Conn., protesting against the pas 
sage of House bill 78, for compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1504. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by some 50 citiz 
of Worthington, Franklin County, Ohio, protesting against 
enactment of House bill 78; to the Committee on the Disiri 
of Columbia. 

1505. By Mr. of Ava G. Simkin 


STALKER: Petition 


| other citizens of Elmira, N. Y., urging against the passa 


compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Comuilt 


|} on the District of Columbia. 


1506. Also, petition of 96 citizens of Hornell, N. Y., protesti 
against the enactment of any compulsory Sunday observa 
bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1507. Also, petition of H. L. Leonard, of Hornell, N. Y., and 
626 other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the « 
actment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
Committee on the District. of Columbia. 

1508. Also, petition of 90 citizens of Hornell, N. Y., and vi 
ity, protesting against the enactment of any compulsory Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1509. Also, petition Charles A. Kimble, of Horseheads, 
N. Y., and other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against 
enactment of any compulsory Sunday observance bill; to t 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1510. Also, petition of Mrs. Adelia Carrier, of Apalac! 
N. Y., and other citizens of that vicinity, urging the enactment 
of a Civil War pension bill to provide for an increase in pensi 
for Civil War veterans and widows; to the Committee on Inya 
lid Pensions. 


of 


1511. Also, petition of Mrs. Melvina E. Johnson and other 
citizens of Elmira, N. Y., urging the enactment of a Civil War f 
pension bill in order that relief may be accorded to needy and 


suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

1512. Also, petition of Mrs. Hannah Ball and other citizens 
of Valois, N. Y., urging the enactment of legislation to increase 
the pensions of Civil War veterans and widows; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

1513. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citize 
of Brookville, Pa., in favor of legislation to increase the rates 
pension for Civil War veterans and their dependents; to | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

1514. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed 
J. N. Boggan and 49 others of Asotin, Wash., protesting agai! 
the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislatl 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1515. Also, petition signed by Helen BE. Davis and othe 
of Yakima County, Wash., protesting against the enactme! 
of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


t 








1928 CONGRESSIONAL 
Mr. THATCHER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Iy favoring incre: f ‘ivil War 
their widows; to the Committee on In j 


1516. By 


(nchorage, ise OF pensions to ( 


diers and 


1517 Mr. THI 


By RSTON: Petition of four citize1 f Ris 
d County, Iowa, protesting ag the p é f Hou 
ll 78, or the compulsory Sunday ! } t 1e ¢ 
tee on the District of Colu 
1518. Also, petition of 31 « zeus of Cedar Count M 
ing against the passage of House | 78. or the « yuls 


vy observa 
lumbia 





151 . 0 ( ~ 

g pas Hiou bill 7S - 
day Dill ) he Ct t Distri ‘ 
umbia 
1520. Also, petition of 28 citizens of SI psburg, Iowa, ] 
ing against the passage of Hou bill 7S, or the « J 


bill to th ( mmittee 1 the Disti 


many observance 
Columbia. 

1521. Also, petition of 68S citizens of Taylor County, Iow 
esting agall Sunday 


bill : 


ist House bill 7S, or the « 


to the Con 


ympuilsory 
the District of Colum 
izens of Taylor C 
the passage of House 
Sunday observance | 
Columbia 








1528. Also, petition of 75 citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, 
sting against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday 

servance bill; to the Commiitee on the Distri ft ¢ 
ia 

524. Also, petition of 35 citizens of Taylor County, Iowa 


sting against House bill 7&8, or the 
ervance bill; to the Committee on 
725. Also, petition of 50 


chase 
against 


compulsory 
the District of Columbia 
of Tavior 
of House 


citizens 


the pass bill 7S. or 


ofesting 





the 


<ory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the Dis 
t of Columbia 

26. Also, petition of 30 citizens of Taylor County, I 
testing against House bill 78, or the ulsory Sund 





vance bill; to the Committee on the District of ¢ 
Also, petition of 380 citizens of Taylor County 
testing again Houst or the compulsory Sunday 
ervance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
1528. Also, petition of 40 citizens faylor County, Iowa 

Sting against House bill 7S, or the 
ervanee bill; to the Committee or 
1529. Also, petition of 42 citizens of Taylor County, Lowa 
testing against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday 
servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Charles O. Butler and 


15?7 
=| 


bil 7s 


compulsory Sund 
the District of Columbia 


er citizens of Cheshire, Conn., protesting against the } i 

the compulsory Sunday observance bill (II. R. 78); to tl 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

1531. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of residents of 


eighth congressional district of Michigan 
a bill granting more liberal pi 
| widows; to the Committee o1 
1532. By Mr. VINSON « 


nstions to ¢ 


Invalid Pensions 


County (iy.) citizens on Civil War pension legislation: to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Joo, ALSO, petition of Lawrence C untyv (Kv.) citizens iZAl I 
ulsory Sunday observance legislatic to e Committee 
the District of Columbia 
1534. By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: Petition from sundry 
‘ens of Denver, Colo., protesting against tl f ctment of 
: Hou bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observanee bill; to the 
mmittee on the District of Columbia 





Also, petition of numerous citizens of Denver, Colo 
the passage of a Civil Wat 
i to veters 
to the Committee on 





ing 


z increase of pens 


ions 


pe nde nts: 


SENATE 


Fripay, January 13, 1928 


(Legisiative day of Wednesday, January 11, 1928) 


he Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the « xpira 

of the recess, 
Mr. CURTIS. 
rum.” 


‘he VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. President, I ggest the absence of 


sugs { 


Ane The clerk will call the roll 


LXIX——90 


LECORD- 


County, lowa, 


ivil War veterans 


Kentucky: Petition of Carter 


SENATE 








onsider necessary and autho 


Tne Waite House, 
Washington, January 13, 


rkic-POWER 


INDt rRY ST 
AND 
The VICE PRESIDENT 
ition from the chairman the 
in response to Senate 
nd session (ugreed t 


PPLY 


ritivi 


laid be 


COMP! 


¢ 
ol 


The legislative I liled I Ww =< -sena- 
ors red to r numes 
‘ i \ s i 
\ $1 i 
} } MoM S e 
BR ‘ ‘ MI ~ 
I ( \ M S 
‘ N 
} ‘ 1 N 
B I ! 
H O 
Hla i s 
i titt } 
' : 1 
( ps I i.\ W 
Ie Reed, I \ 
Ke I \ vi 
Ke 
i K s 
Lal 
Mr. JONES I wa ) } : itor 
Oklal 1 [Mr. Pint d th en M ik 
\ir. WHEELER] are det Li hearing t Col l : 
I lian Affsirs 
Mr. ROBINSON of India M lea nior Sen 
rf Indiar [Mr. Wat s I ssarily i m 
t senate I ask that this ant eet e id tie 
1 
rt VICE PRESIDENT Fight e Ser s havi ir 
vered to their names, a quorum is | Ser 
I { Db OF } I FT s I \ SLY « LECTED 
The SIDENT laid 1 I e Senate t f , 
ais 1 dent f tl United State \ 3 
ad iccompanying paper, referred t I ni 
mittee he 1ODS 
lo the Conoress of the T ted S f 
I transmit herewith a report by e Sect I f State, re- 
qu that section 3 of an act itled “An a to culate 
the issue and validity of passports, ar * other purp on 
Sixty-ninth Congres ession 1, appl dW 5, 1926, Public No. 
193, be amended so as to authori the refund of passport fees 
rroneously collected otherwise tl inder f is u ty 
contained in that section 
I concur in the view of the Secretary of State, and I the re 
request of the Congress legislati imending tion 3 0 h 
of July 3, 1926, in the sense suggested 
(ALY ( ( GE 
THe WHite Hovse, 
Washington, January 10, 1928 
SECOND INTERNATIONAL EMIGRATION AND IN ATION CONI CE 
Ss. por oO 
The VICE PRESIDENT Iaid before t Se} t! f ng 
ne age from the Preside of the Uni i States, wl h 3 
I d. a ! with the accompanving papel ‘ferred to ti ( Ti 
mitte n Foreign Relations and ordered t e | d 
7 the Congress of the 1 ted State 
I transmit herewith a commubica m tl Sect ry of 
State, requesting that legislation enacted to provide funds 
to ver the expense of this Government participation in the 
cond International Emigration and Immigration Conference 
to be held at Habana commencing March 31, 1928 The Sec 
retary of State sets forth in his letter the reasons why it is 
( idered advisable that the United be repli ed at 
is conference 
I coneur in the view of the S« etary f State that this Gov 
ernment should participate in the Second Internationel Emigra 
tion and Immigration Conferen and therefore req t of the 
Congr legislation appropriating 000 for each and ry 
expense connected with the representa 1 of t United States 
it that conference, including ub ence, or | diem in 
Lie thereof in amounts authorized in the d ection oe rec- 
‘etary of State (notwithstanding the provisions of any other 
‘ and compensation OL employees as the Sec retary oOo. State 
} 


rize in his discretion. 


CALVIN COOLIDGF 


1928. 


OF ELI RICAI 


CONDITI 


EQUIPMENT 
INS 

fore the 
Federal Tr 
Resolution 


» February 9, 


Senate a 
ad ( 


communi- 
‘oOmmission, 
Sixty-eizghth 


1925), a report 
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commission on the electric-power industry, Volume II, 
‘Supply of Electrical Equipment and Competitive Con- 
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of the 
entitled 
ditions.” 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. This is the second volume of the 
report made in obedience to a resolution of the Senate. The 
first volume has been printed and is available to Senators, I 
think the report ought to go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is where the other went, I will say to 
the Senator 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing 

f1—& MIDDLE RIO GRANDE CONSERVANCY, PROJECT 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report of the chief engineer of the Middle Rio | 





Grande Conservancy District, also signed by a board of con- 
sulting engineers, and accompanied by a report by the board, 
together with a letter by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
briefly explaining the situation, which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORT OF THE CHESAPEAKE & POTOMAC TELEPHONE CO. 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the president of the Chesapeake & Potomac Tele- | 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the com- 
pany for the year 1927, with the operations for the month of 
December only estimated, which was referred to the Committee 
District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I send to the desk telegrams 
and letters in the nature of petitions, together with copy of a 
response [ have made relative to an increased tariff duty on 
onion I ask that my letter be printed in the Recorp and 
that the names of the petitioners and the various organizations 
be noted, but not necessarily that the papers be printed in full. 
I ask that the telegrams and letters be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
dered 

Mr. PHIPPS presented telegrams and letters in the nature 
of petitions from the Montrose County Chamber of Commerce, 
R. L. Loesch, secretary; H. A. Stevens, president; and H. B. 
Coffman, secretary, of a meeting of onion growers and dealers, 
held in Olathe; the Uncompaghre Valley Water Users’ Asso- 


Without objection, it is so or- 


ciation, by B.S. Tobin, acting secretary, and the Montrose Lions 
(Inb, by Walter P. Crose, president, all in the State of Colo- 


rado, praying for an increased tariff duty on onions, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


The letter of response of Mr. Purers on the subject is as | 

follows: 
United STATES SE@NATE, 
January 12, 1928. 
Hon. JoHN F. Berucne, 
se lary United States Tariff Commission, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Prar Mr. Secretary: Thanking you for your letter of January 
11, transmitting notice of a public hearing next month on the produc- 
tion costs of ¢ ! your records will show that I have earnestly urged 

n inereased tariff duty on this important farm commodity. On August 
1 last I presented letters and resolutions from citizens of Olathe, 
Colo., and later took up this matter with the commission in person, 

’ the seri tuation in Montrose County, and to 


telegrams from the chamber of commerce, the Olathe Onion Growers | 
and Dealers’ Association, the Uncompahgre Valley Water Users’ Asso- 
cintion, the Montrose Lions’ Cinb, and others interested. 

In view of the pending tarif resolution I am now calling such mes- 
sages to the attention of my colleagues in the Senate, and the extreme 
necessity for a mot protective duty on onions has also been 
presented personally to the President of the United States. 

I desire to impress upon your commission the gravity of the existing 

especially in the West, as well as the need for raising a 
higher tariff wall against excessive importations of this important 
I deeply regret that the commission has found it im- 
possible to recommend an increased duty on onions prior to this time, 
and sincerely trust that definite action will be expedited in every proper 
way Farmers in my State, especially on the western slope, are deeply 
interested Will you be so kind, therefore, as to consider this letter 
as tl 1 request for early and favorable action on the pending 
application, and to include their views in the hearings to be held early | 
next month 

Cordially and sincerely yours, 


dequate 


farm commodity 


LAWRENCE C. PHIPPS. 


LECORD—SEN ATE 


JANUARY 13 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD presented the following resolutions of th, 
Legislature of the State of Minnesota, which were referred 
the Committee on Commerce: 


ti 


A joint resolution memorializing Congress to amend the river 
harbor act so as to provide for maintenance of a uniform st 
water in the headwaters of the Mississippi River througl 
year 


Whereas the river and harbor a¢ 
for the creation of storage reservoirs to impound the high wat 
the Mississippi River during the spring and early summer, 
release them during the late summer and fall, so as to produ 
greater flow in said river during the low-water 


t passed by Congress in 1880 pr 


h season in the inter: 
of navigation, and disregarding the conservation and propagation 
fish life in the headwaters of the Mississippi; and 

Whereas the raising and lowering of the water in the storage 
voirs created by the War Department under said act has resulted 


destroying much of the natural feeding, resting, and breeding g a 
of migratory birds, and has affected the value of the property of rip 
owners, and interfered with the natural propagation of game fis! 


has resulted in the freezing of many thousands of game fishes in sha 


| bays during the winter months: Be it 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Minn 
(the Senate concurring), That Congress be, and it hereby is, m¢ 
rialized to so amend said river and harbor act that the wild lif 
the State of Minnesota may be protected and propagated, and that 
act be amended so as to provide for the maintenance of a uniform st 
of water or a definite, fixed, and permanent low-water level in 
headwaters throughout the year; be it further 

Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolution be transmitted 
the Speaker of the House and the Vice President of the United § 
and to each Representative in Congress from the State of Minnesota, 

Joun A, JOHNSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representati: 
W. I. NOLAN, 
President of the Senat« 
Passed the house of representatives the 9th day of March, 1927. 
JOHN I, LEVIN, 
Chief Clerk House of Representative 

Passed the senate the 10th day of March, 1927. 

GEO. W. PEACHBY, 
Secretary of the Senat 

Approved March 11, 1927. 

THEODORE CHRISTIANSON, Governor. 

Filed March 11, 1927. 

MIKE HouM, Secretary of Stat« 

J], Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota and ke r 
of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and 
copy of the resolution filed in my office March 11, 1927. 


[ SBAL, ] Mike HoLM, Secretary of State 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas presented the following « 
current resolution of the General Assembly of the Sta 
Arkansas, which was referred to the Committee on Finance 


House Concurrent Resolution 11 


Whereas the people of the Nation are not unmindful of the ser\ 
rendered by the valiant men and women of the country who serve 
the various branches of the national defense during the World W 
and 

Whereas it is the universal expectation and desire of all 1 
thinking people of the Nation that those men and women whi 
tained disabilities during their service either at home or abroad 
be properly compensated for their injuries and handicaps they 
tained; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States has created the U: 
States Veterans’ Bureau, charged with administrative duty of awardi 
and paying compensation to the Nation’s defenders who sust: 
handicaps, nervous, physical, and mental disabilities, resulting f1 
their military service; and 

Whereas millions of citizens of the States and Territories of 
Union were accepted or called by draft by the Federal Government 
military service for the defense of the Nation and its ideals; and 

Whereas upon receiving honorable discharge from the military 
ice, said men and women automatically reverted to their prior 
as citizens of their respective States and Territories; and 

Whereas the United States Veterans’ Bureau is depriving thous 
of disabled ex-service men and women and their dependents and 
ficiaries of the benefits which Congress has provided for them and 
in contravention of the Bill of Rights of our Federal and State ‘ 
stitutions, “ adjudicating" numerous veterans who are suffering fr 
nervous disabilities, insane, and mentally incompetent who are not 
competent, without granting them a “day in court” to defend t 
liberties and civil rights for the obvious purpose of enabling p 


officials of the bureau to dictate the appointment of their own nomi! 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas also presented a letter in th By Mr. DILL: 
ature of a petition from Hugh W. Wicker, adjutant, the Ameri \ bil S. 2068) for the construction of a road a th 
in Legion, of Little Rock, Ark., praying for the making of a Makah R ‘rvation to Neah Bay, Wasl to the Commi e on 
all appropriation from which funds may be drawn for ciga Indian Affai 
reftes and necessary clothing for veterans who are hospitalized By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas 
id who are not drawing compensation, which was referred to \ bill (S. 2539) granting a pension to Pleasant R. W 
Committee on Finance Harris; and 
ihn ca Giieweiwelen A bill (S. 2540) granting an increase of pen lon to Margat 
; i |. Webb (with ace mpanying papers); to the Con ttee on 
Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- | pensions. 
ry, to which was referred the bill (S. 1285) to provide foi Mr. SMOOT. I introduce a bill to amend a ct authoriz 
he further development of agricultural extension work between | the incorporation of the Smithsonian Institution, and : 
ie agricultural colleges in the several States receiving the ime time I ask that the Committee on Finance be discharges 
efits of the act entitled “An act donating public lands to the from the further consideration of and for the indefinite pos 
veral States and Territories which may provide colleges for | ponement of Senate bill 1300, a bill for the same purpose but 
ie benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” approved | which requires amendment rherefore I introduce a new bill 
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» which was referred the bill (S. 2277) relating to giving false By Mr. SMOOT: , 
nformation regarding the commission of crime in the District A bill (S. 2541) to amend an act authorizing the incorporation 


1 Columbia, reported it without amendment and submitted a 


| of the Smithsonian Institution; to the Committee on Finances 
report (No. 76) thereon. 


LOWER COLORADO RIVER BASLN 


Mr. PHIPPS submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous | posed by him to the bill (S. 1274) to provide for the construe 


BILLS INTRODUCED 





msent, the second time, and referred as follows: | tion of works for the protection and development of the lower 
By Mr. EDGE: Colorado River Basin, for the approval of the Colorado River 
A bill (S, 2524) for the relief of Josephine Doxey; to the | compact, and for other purposes, which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation and ordered to be 
A bill (S. 2525) granting the consent of Congress for the con- | printed 
truction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across the | AVIATION FIELD IN ARIZONA 


Delaware River from the city of Philadelphia, Pa., to Gloucester} Wr. ASHURST. I ask unanimous consent. as to Calendar 
County, N. J.; to the Committee on Commerce, No. 45. the bill (S. 1154) 
By Mr. PHIPPS: | Yuma, Ariz., 
A bill (S. 2526) for the relief of Sheldon R. Purdy; to the} field. and for other purposes, that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads Committee on Public Lands and Surveys 
| 


to authorize the use by the county of 
of certain public lands for a municipal aviation 


By Mr. CAPPER: The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so on 
\ bill (S. 2527) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. | dered 
Iluston; and 
A bill (S. 2528) granting an increase of pension to Mary FE. 
cott (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 
By Mr. McNARY: 
A bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Mrs. L. E. Burton; to the | upon the facts connected with the sinking of the submarine S—4, 
Committee on Claims, and upon methods and appliances for the protection of subma 
By Mr. WALSH of Montana: rines, and I submit a report (No. 77) thereon. 
A bill (S. 2530) for the relief of W. O. Whipps (with an Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator from Maine 
-ompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. permit me to inquire what is the report he has just files 
By Mr. WILLIS: Mr. HALE. It is upon the joint resolution providing r an 
A bill (S. 2581) granting a pension to Charles L. Heintz | investigation into the submarine S—4 disaster. 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The majority of the « 
A bill (S. 2532) to provide for the designation of clerks or | mittee has filed a written report? 
iployees of the Department of the Interior to serve as regis Mr. HALE. A written report. 


INVESTIGATION OF SINKING OF TH] sSUBMAI , 4 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report 
back favorably with amendments the joint resolution (H. J. 


Res. 131), providing for a commission to investigate and report 
} 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And it will be printed. The senior Senator from Idaho {Mr. Bora], in my jude- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sterwer in the chair). The | ment, developed the fundamental proposition that is at the 
joint re niion will be placed on the calendar and the report | foundation of all tariff legislation, and I believe that he qid 
it! be printed under the rule. not make it as strong as the facts will, warrant. We are not 
rHE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF only coming to be an agriculturally importing country but w: 
[he Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (8, | 27° going to reach that condition much sooner than muny 
He 2) submitted by Mr. McMaster, favoring a reduction of | S®28tors to-day believe. It is not only because we are in com 
turiff schedules and the consideration of tariff legislation at the petition with ae | Coen aree - ith ducing me ean things agri 
present session of Congress, culturally that we are producing, but it is largely because we 
My FESS Mir President before we come to a vote on the ore CeCaaeeS our COMSURIPtEVe power in 4 inarvelous man- 
pending resolution I desire to submit a few remarks. I have ner without necessarily nCFCASIBE the acreage tillable in agri- 
ide the statement before that I do not recall any time cultural production. Here is pitas 29° of production that is 
ota th have been so many problems before the country. largely fixed; it can not be uulim edly extended. Stress has 
hit dn. four feed lhe proble ms are many and they are com- been placed upon increasing pr duction to the acre rath r thar 
plicated, 1 they do not strike a political difference that will | ee acreage. We have had that emphasis noe the last 
pen get an issue such as has been the case in every period | 20 years upon the basis that we have an inlimited, increas- 
in the country’s history ainee we have been & National Gawe ' ingly growing consumptive need, while we have a fixed rather 
ernment ! might enumerate the problems which come before —— . owe productive ability rhe number of acres — 
us and which are now pending, in which the parties on either | ceptible of production realestate to be greutly increased, for it is 
e are as mu or more divided among themselves than the |; ore less a fixed area, while the consumption needs are 
| ies are divided us between the original contestants, } bound to ere ; . 
rhere is probably to be found an explanation in that situa- | Withe ut an increase of acreage and with an increase « 
tion of our inability to arouse the public on matters of the | COMMEENEREVS needs ee ee renee Le production gl ale 
franchise, because they are apt to say, © What is the differ: On that necessity emphasis has been laid for 20 years. As a 
a rhe really a great difference, however, between result of that emphasis we have come to the point where that 
the partic on the st bject now before us, the question of a fixed —o IS producing al surplus which 8 re le _ 
protective tariff I have noted in the last 20 years that dif- | and will continue to grow less CTRET Fens which ear epee 
feren xrowing less and less. It certainly is emphasized in Before =anny years consumptive needs, unlimited in character 
the present resolution It is offered by a Republican. The | oe ability = bay, will be de manding 7 supply that pe 
purpol f the resolntion is a lowering of the tariff. Just | COUN] will not be suffi iently productive oe Taner. Phen com 
what the extent of that is to be no one knows. All the Sena- the eUOREATTOm and ss comperttsom just -” certainly one are 
tors who have spoken on the resolution on the opposite side = this . haiuaber ; that inevitable liw of increasing needs, with 
of the aisle, except three, have supported the protective-tariff | 8 fixed ability to produce, will compel us to look to oth, 
system in reference to particular items and have, therefore, COMBATEGA, Phat - the point that ae emphasized yesterday vs 
expressed opposition to the resolution, If it is a matter per- the senior Senator from idaho. We are bound under existing 
taining to the manufacture of straw hats, the State which is aa pocg. * become in time an importing country of agricul 
taddiotie saat. Sediitiid” \endiemean ‘ istinguishe tural products. 
wots ood = eae ae , ro sodas Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
speaking against the resolution because he wants protection on | a s yeone to the Senator from South riety 
that item, to say nothing about other items which have not |. Mr. McMASTER. As I understand the distinguished Senat 
been mentioned. If the matter pertains to vegetable oils, there | from Ohio, he infers that there will soon be need of the impor 
are Democratic representatives of the State who will speak on tation of additional agricultural products, but that ther oe 
f of protection upon those articles. already agricultural products upon the free list which necd 


behal 
If it is a cas 
tinguished representatives of 


Morida the dis- 
for protection. 


e of citrus fruits coming from 
that State speak 


So T could go on and enumerate the various interests that 
have contended here on bebalf of the protective tariff when 
it is to apply to particular articles. I am not criticizing those | 
who have taken such a position with respect to particular items. 
The criticism that I offer is that a consistent attitude, it seems 
to me, would net permit a Senator to speak for protection for 
an ariicle that his State produces and against protection for 
an article that other States produce, provided the articles 
sought to be protected come in competition with foreign im 
ports; in other words, it is a sort of “spotted” protection 
theory that favors protection for the one article growing in a 
particular State, but free trade for other articles that are not 


produced by that State, 
So I think I am justified in the statement that the difference 


between the political parties on this one issue is becoming less 
und less: in faet, I believe that the southern section of the | 
eountry, a t becomes a great manufacturing section, will 
gradually become more and more adherent to the protective 


thex ry. 


Phere might be some occasion for surprise in that the author 


| fhis resolution comes trom a great agriculiura State. It 
ix a Surprise to me, and as I have listened to the arguments of 

e proponents of the resolution, especially those who are on 
his side of the aisle, I think there is an element that is unfor- 
tunate the extent that there is indicated more or less of 
defiance or of a feeling of retaliation, “ We are going to get 


even: there has been discrimination, it is alleged: and in order 
thet we may relieve these discriminations we are going to do 
certain things, no matter what may be the ultimate result.” I 
am convineed that such is a very unfortunate plane for a legis- 


lative body to operate upon. 

This is a very broad principle and the subject should be 
diseussed as a metter of principle. Any suggestion that “ we 
are going to have what we want, no matter what effect it may 
have upon the general public, or else we fre going to pull the 
house down own heads” like cutting off one’s 
to spite one’s face. I know of no situation that 
aphorism than the situation that 


over our is 
order 


expressed by that 
here 


in 


is better 


hose 


urises 





| entirely, 





protection. That was the central theme discussed yesterday 
by the distinguished Senator from Idaho when he delivered hi: 
very able speech upon this subject. If it be true that duti 
are needed upon certain agricultural products which come in 
free at the present time, that is the argument why this resolu 
tion should be adopted. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, that introduces another phase that 
has been discussed here in more or less of a desultory manner 
as to just what this resolution means; whether it contemplates 
a complete revision of the tariff or whether a revision to be con 
fined according to the wording of the resolution. If it conte: 
plates a revision of the tariff, meaning that rates may be 1 
duced or rates may be increased, that a different subje 
I would not be in favor, I will say to the Senator t! 
author of the resolution, of undertaking a revision of the tariff 
at this time. I make that statement in order to answer 
ticipated question as to whether, if the resolution were chang 
by incorporating merely the word “revision,” I would 
it. I could not support a proposal to-day to open up the questior 
of the revision of the tariff, and I will state why in my 
time 

Mr, COPELAND. 


~ 


is 


an an 


sup) 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sickerr in the cha 
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from N+ 
York? 

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from New York. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, 1 should like to ask a q 
tion. The resolution in its present form states 

That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are excessive 
that the Senate favors immediate revision downward of such schedules 

I will ask the Senator from South Dakota, if I may, 
he not. be willing to insert the word “ excessive” after the wo 
“snch,” in the third line, so that there would be no ambiguity 
The resolution then would read as follows: 
of the tariff 
Senate revision 


weoule 


existing schedules are excs 


immediate 


in 
an 


That many rates 
and that the 


excessive schedules, 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
insertion of the word “excessive” after the word “such” in 
line 3. I think it would be superfluous, so far as that is con- 


favors downward of 








CONGRESSLION AG 


2uag t is perfectly plain th 
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iit ra perated i 1 
ol 
Mr. COPELAND. I tl k the N niv I ask 
. i I mi ©) > Oe 
\I FESS i vieid t ~ ator 
Mr. COPELAND I tl | ition f the S t 
Ohio is exactly ti unm my oWn position l we 11 
favor of a universal or horizontal reduction of the tariff 
edules, but if there are excessive schedules they sho ad 
luced I assume hat ft] senator from Ohio wil n 
first place, that if there are ‘cessive schedules 
mld be reduced, Am I right 
Mi KING. Mr. Pre le! 
Mr. COPELAND LT he}; the Senator from Utah will wa 
a moment until the Senator from Ohio answers the questi 
{1 FESS Did the S if from New York ask the Sen I 
m Ohio that question 
Mr. COPELAND I am speaking to the Senator from Ohio 
there are schedules whi “are eXCessiVve loes the Senator 


lowered 


iutles 


should ln 
there are 


ieve that they 
Mr. FESS. It 


which are excessive, meaning 


it unnecessary, of course I would be in favor, when the 
ne comes to revise the tariff, of reducing them. 
Mr. COPELAND Does the Senator mean by that that he 
net be willing to do it now if it were demoustrated that 
are excessive? 


Mr. FESS. O 
WS Very well 
ix resolution at time is 
ical “bunk,” as the Senator 
npaign material 
not look me in the eve nd sneee 
it there will be ‘any effort duri 
s to undertake a re 
Mr. COPELAND. Of cow 


Mr. President, 
that talking about revision of the 
this 


New York 
tariff under 
only a gesture It is mere po 
to provide 
The Sen:ntor 


sImcerelV Delle VeE 





for the approaching electior 
that he 
» present session of Con 
vision of the tariff 


-e, Mr. President, if this is 





schedules 


pomticni 





unk.” it is Republican political * bunk.” because the pending 
lution was presented by a Senator on his own side of the 
e. But I do not believe it is politica bunk”; LI think it 


1 perfectly proper thing, if I may say so 


Mr. FESS. Yes: the Senator believes that the Senate of the 
ited States is not performing a‘proper function when it is 
uming the time in discussing a matter which the 


House 


bably will not consider at all and upon which it has to ac 


Mr. COPELAND If the Senator is asking me a question, I 
say that thi proper function when 
ittempts in any proper way to correct conditions which have 
terfered with the prosperity of agriculture. Of the 
can not initiate tariff legislation, but certainly, if there 
tariff schedules which are excessive and if it can be 
those tariff schedules are excessive and that by reason of 
fact that they are excessive agriculture is imperiled, it 
uld seem to me that every Senator should do everything he 
uld to make possible the revision dules in 
it agriculture may be relieved and on a parity with the 
r industries of the countr 


Senate is performing a 


course, 
senate 


shown 





i 
order 


of those sch 


prt 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator from New York has 
perfect right to express h views upon both sides of the 
estion. He is on both sides He is for protection That 


please the protectionis He is 
free truiders He 
merely a gesture 
believes for a body has 
right to deal with this subject from beginuing until 
iff bill comes over from the House If we have nothing 
lo here except to talk, it is all i that 


right to proceed on 
but if we are to proceed tariff revision ji 


against protection, That 
has a perfect right to hi 
There is not 

that this 


i please the 
ion. This is 
Chamber who 


person in 


second 


regularly on 


t be admitted by every Senator that there is a wavy to do 

ind that is the constitutional way When it comes to that 

'| join in the consideration of the bill in the regular orde 
Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, will the Senator ‘id for 

it? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator eld 

her? 

Ir. FESS. The Senator fro New York can make his snee 


s own time 
i¢@ PRESIDING 


OFFICER. 





mr 4 
i PRESIDING OF] ER I S i 
M COPELAND. O \ s i ) 
ni reply 
Mir. FESS Mr. Vt I I ewl | i t 

! ) should e tro i I tur s n 
{ I ore i se n | h l I i 
I ned to tl producti ot ericulture i wa 
I i firs ius is | my under nding Li 
ire i iiefly rned I lowering f rate ! 
rease of rates 
As has been sta | her ! n l ‘rv fi t 
ssed after the close of the wut is the emerge vy turiff act 

Cha onfined entirely to iltural products [ft enuime 
1 2S of them Chere is not a single item in that bill that is 
rt ricultural;: and I state here, without fear of contradic 

by anyoue who Knows the facts, that never in the history 


his country had a tariff bill n brought before either body 


onsidered that was limited to only one industry 


i seriously ¢ 


until the introduction and consideration of that bill; and it was 
uuse the liquidation of the farm situation was most hurtful, 
d i rder te meet it as soon us possible the whole legislation 


“i to agriculture 
September of the 
May, 


very largely ineluded in the regular, 


Then in 


bill hi ing 


igricultural 
1922, it wus 
tariff 
minission upon the appli 


following yvear—this 
passed in September, 


permanent legislation 
[ have consulted with the Tariff ¢ 
tions tor changes in the tariff Il am amazed ut the number 
tf applications that have mude for an inerease of the 
riff There have few upplications for a decrease of 
tariff. I that 40 per of the applica 
for increase are « igriculture, and 
amber a representative of the great agricultural 
he immediate consideration of 
riff ss 
chedule Wwe 


been 
been very 
noted 


onfined to 


have also cent 


here rises in 


tions 
this ¢ section 
d olfers a resolution requiring 
he tariff for the purpose of lowering the 1 
tirst nd most important 
subject of agriculture! 


Mr. MCMASTER Mi 


hedules when 


the very uli cover the 


Mr. FESS. That is the reason why [ was surprised ive 
resolution come before us Later on, after hearing t ad 

‘ f the author ofl I bub d othe who think 

ith him, I came to the nclusion that they themselves are 

t seriously expecting that that will be done, but are offering 

he reselution simply us u suggestion that unless certuin legis 

lation is carried through looking to the improvement, in their 


view of the matter of agricultural conditions, there will be an 
onslaught on the whole industrial and agricultural fabrie of 
le country I do not think that is wise at all from ai point 
of ew 

Mr. McMASTER Mr. Preside 

Mr. FESS Now I yield to the author of the resolution 

Mr. McMASTER [ appreciate very much the fact that the 
lixtinguished Senator from Ohio desires to assume resjx i 
bi for the reasons and the purposes of the introduction of 

i esolntion I sm verv glad to have him attempt to in 

rpret tho motiy and those reasons, but I want } iv to 
him that he is far off in his interpretation 

In the first place, there ure many agricultural products upon 
vhich there are no duties, and no one is king for a reduce n 
of duties upon products of that kind For example. there are 
hid which are npon the free | Furthermore, the language 


~olution 


f this r 


Mr. FESS Mr. President, I want t a von ter " 
th Senator’s reference to hick i want to give him me 
information on it 

Mr. McMASTER May I continue m juestion ? 

Mr. FESS No: wait until I finish thi ind then I will |! 
he Senator continue his question 

Many times the Senator and hers have mentioned the fact 
that hide ire on the free list as a complaint against tariff 
legislation [ was in the other bod at the time both the 
emerge ariff legislation and the permanent tariff legislation 
{ k place I will say to Senator from South Dakot that 
in the Committee of the Whole we placed hides on the dutialfte 
list hereupon there was offered a very small compensatory 
di i shoe Shoes are on the free list and hay been 
for a considerabl eriod of time. and that was one reaso 

ittinge hid n the fre list—the raw material with t 
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The theory of protection is to protect to the extent of the 
difference in the cost of production. Naturally that must 
labor. Therefore when we come to consider protection, cer- 
tainly where labor is employed, it will be important; and we 
considered that if hides were on the free list, in all probability 
shoes, also on the free list, might be produced in competition 
with foreign countries. With the raw material the free 
list, the finished product was put on the free list. 

When an amendment was offered putting hides 
dutiable list, 1 voted for it in the Committee of the 
and then voted for a small compensatory duty on shoes. When 
we got out of the Committee of the Whole, however, and the 
matter was submitted to the vote of the House to adopt what 
had been done in the Committee of the Whole, the House took 
off the compensatory duty on shoes. 
the action of the committee and hides remained on the free list. 
Later, as the Senator will recall, there was an effort to pui 
hides on the dutiable list in this body. I want the Senator 
simply to know that I favored putting hides on the dutiable list 


o 
go 


to 


on 


on the 
Whole, 


and voted for it. 

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator favors this resolution, then? 

Mr. FESS. This resolution proposes to reduce and lower the 
tariff. 

Mr. McMASTER. Oh, yes; it proposes to bring about a 
closer parity between agriculture and industry. Now, just 
moment further, 

My. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator says—— 

Mr. McMASTER. May I continue? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Ohio 


further yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. FESS. Not just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator says his resolution proposes to 
bring about a parity between agriculture and industry, and at 
the same time he argues that the tariff has nothing to do with 
it. I do not understand that sort of argument. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
yield now? 


Senator from Ohio 


Mr. FESS. I yield now. 
Mr. McMASTER, It was very gratifying to me to hear the 
Senator from Ohio explain why hides were put upon the free 


list; that is to say, if hides were put upon the free list, then 
shoes should be put upon the free List. 

Evidence has been compiled and data have been placed before 
the Finance Committee showing that if there were a 15 per 
cent ad valorem duty on hides it would not affect the price 
of shoes more than from 2% to 4 cents a pair; so it was a 
perfectly square deal, then, to ask the farmers to furnish 
shoes for all of the population of America when that price 
was affected only by from 2 to 4 cents and permit their prod- 
uct to go on the free list! As a matter of fact a duty of 15 or 
20 per cent upon hides has no significant part in the cost of 
the manufacture of shoes; and it does not make any difference 


to me what were the circumstances surrounding the action 
when hides were put upon the free list. They are upon the 


free list, und it does not make any difference who was responsible 
for it; it is time that they went back upon the dutiable list. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the observation made by the 
Senator was not the basis upon which the action was taken. 
There are 6,600,000 farmers. All of these farmers do not pro- 
duce hides. Only a portion of them produce hides, but there 
are 115,000,000 people who wear shoes; and the question was 
whether should go on the free list, because we had 
reached a point where, in the efficiency of our machinery and 
labor, we could compete with foreign manufacturers. It was 
therefore decided that since everybody wears shoes they should 


shoes 


zo on the free list, since protection was no longer needed. 
rhen the question was whether the raw material that goes 
into the manufacture of shoes should go on the free list. A 


majority in both branches took that view. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, does the 
Ohio feel that that was an adequate excuse? 

Mr. FESS. I do not. That is the reason why I did not 
vote for it. 

Mr. McMASTER. 
proposition. 


Senator from 


The Senator and I agree, then, on this 


Mr. FESS. On that particular one. 
Mr. McMASTER. That alone would justify this resolution, 
Mr. FESS. Oh, no; I differ from the Senator about that 


alone, or any other consideration, justifying this resolution in 
this body. 

Mr. President, next to the production of the farmer's prod- 
uct, his chief concern is where to sell that which he does not 
use on his farm. I do not speak of it as surplus, because that 
term applies to what we export to a foreign country. I speak 
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a | 


JANUARY 13 


A 


of the difference between what the farmer produces on }; 
farm and what he consumes on his farm. 

Every farmer consumes a small percentage of what he pr 
duces. He must look to some one who is not a farmer to « 
sume what he himself does not consume. He can not sel] 
farmers, for they are producing the same thing he is produci) 
He must sell to people who are consumers, who are not engage 
in the production of the same thing that he produ 
Therefore the chief concern of the producer on the farm is 
find a place where people consume who are not farmers. Th: 
arises the supreme necessity of building up, on the part of 1) 
farmer, industry that is not engaged in farming. That is 
only hope. Otherwise all that he could do would be to prod 


is 


the product which he wants to convert into money to } 
taxes, insurance, interest, and the current expenses of 
farm. 


It seems to me that every agriculturist should have sum 
in his mind a near-home market, near he could get 
and a market with great buying power. Otherwise, he has } 
any profit in what he does. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield’ 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. McMASTER. I notice that the Senator, all 
Senators who oppose this resolution do, continually bring 
the argument that the purport of this resolution is to dest 
industry, to destroy the home market for agricultural produ 
All that this resolution purports to do, so far indust 
schedules are concerned, is to reduce excessive rates, and 
tainly no Member of the Senate can argue against reducing 
excessive rate. If excessive rates are reduced, that prote 
every legitimate industry in America; it protects legiti: 
profits of every legitimate industry. That sort of an argum 
is entirely beside the question and outside of the purport of t! 
resolution, 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, that identical argument has |b. 
used by the opponents of protection ever since the Governn: 
has been organized. You never heard a free trader who w: 
admit that he was willing to break down American indu 
Never in my life have I heard one admit that. They alw 
argue that the reduction of the tariff will not do it. We } 
the history of every Democratie revision of the tariff, 
was to do away with the protective tariff, and that statemc 
every item of it, has been contradicted by the history of « 


as as 


as ot 


as 


country. 
I have been through the Northwest, through the great 3&1 
which the distinguished author of this resolution represents. | 


have been threugh the great State north of it, and through th: 
elmpire State of Montana, a great producer of wheat and othe: 


agricultural articles, and when I talked to the citizens 
North Dakota and of South Dakota I found they were 
slow to say to me, “The thing we need is people. What 


ad f 


want are more people to consume what we produce, a 
physically we could plant near the Dakotas a great cent 
population, net engaged in agriculture but in industry ou'- 
of agriculture, we would boost tremendously the prices of 
products produced by the farmer of North Dakota.” 

But the farmer is compelled to ship his products from North 
and South Dakota to the Twin Cities in the one case and t e 
eastern part of the United States, which is the chief consun 
in the other case, and in both cases he suffers heavy trans|* 
tion costs. Now my friend, whether he means it or not, is | 
posing to extend the market 3,000 miles across the sea insite: 
of bringing it closer to the place where the farmer is produ 
his article. 

I know the trite argument of the promoters of free t1 
They Say, “No; it will not destroy the home market; it 
have very little effect upon the home market.” I say to 
distinguished author of this resolution that if you put the Amer!- 
can producer of manufactured goods in competition with tie 
cheap labor of Europe by reducing or destroying the tariff, you 
immediately will put out af employment at least 5,000,000 micn 
in America, as has been done in other days, and when you drop 
5,000,000 men from the pay roll you lose $6,000,000,000 of « 
sumptive power, and if you take out of the buying powe! 
America $6,000,000,000, what becomes of the home market 
the products the farmers raise in South Dakota and elsewher:? 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator ) 
further? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. McMASTER. I am very much impressed by the 
statements of the Senator from Ohio, but I remember that w! 

I was in college I read that same kind of speech; but that 
in the days when the two principles of free trade and prote: 
were coming in competition with each other. That was ba 
the McKinley campaign. I remember reading that speech abc 
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hose arguments, and it was a splendid speech along those lines 
but it has not a thing to do wit he reduction of exces: 
ules in the present tariff law 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Sen is taking refuge w 


the word “excess,” which has been placed in the resolution as 
1 relief to him from the embarrassment of the original res 





jon Nevertheless, the proposal is to tear down what we ca 
the integrity of Ameri business, bullt upon a system of pro 
ve tarifl * Unless,” they say, “ you are going to join witl 
s on some method of bringing the two things togeth: we 
ll pull the whole house down. that we are told over and 
ver on this side of the aisle. That is the thing that you « 


ot get away from, that if certain things are not going to 
me, We are going to pull this fabric down over our heads, ant 
ien they say, “ Let everybody suffer alike What does that 
mean, to let everybody suffer alike? It means that what they 
ppear to feel is a discrimination in tariff legislation in favor 
industry as against the farmer, a discrimination intended 
in the law, that may be easily remedied by amending the lav 
that position is without foundation We give to agriculture 


tt only the Same protection industry receives, but we give il 

lequate increased protection over industry 

Kivery person who is informed knows that the last tariff law 
hat of 1822, provides a lower percentage of protection on 

idustry than on agriculture: the increased percentage of pro 
tection is in favor of agriculture instead of industry. In the 
face Of these facts, we are told over and over that the tariff 
legislation is against the farmer, on behalf of industry, as if 
we are choosing industry as a favorite as against one of the 
greatest industries we have in the country, namely, agriculture 

rhat is an unfair statement If the Senator would say that 
he farmer has not the facility to employ the tariff protection 
is easily as the manufacturer has, there might be some basis 
or the statement, but when we are charged in legislation that 
we favor industry, discriminating against agriculture, the facts 
belie that statement, for, on the other hand, the favor has been 
viven to agriculture. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a question 
there’ 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. KING. The Senator has, I think inadvertently, because | 
I assume he wants to be entirely fair in his argument, assumed 
hat there is a school in the Senate that is advocating free 

ade. I think the able Senator who is the author of the 
resolution before us negatives that very completely, and I ask 
he Senator if he does not remember that the Walker tariff 
luw, which really was an expression of the economic and tariff 
philosophy of the Democratic Party, declared in 1846 that the 
tariff must be levied without discrimination against any see 
tion, or against any class, or against any product? The Sena- | 
tor recalls that Mr. Blaine pronounced that to be the greatest 
turiff act that was ever written, and the Senator must know 
hat there is no one advocating free trade, I do not see why 
e constantly assumes that there is, because I assume that the 
Senator, as an educated man, must know thut his arguments, in 
rder to carry weight, must be founded and postulated upon 
facts, and not upon theories which have no foundation in fact 

Mr. FESS Mr. President, let me edify the Senator from 

tah by a citation of some history on the tariff question I 
had not intended to do that, but he invites it, and he needs it, 
judging from the statement he has just made 

The first act under the administration of Washington was 

protective tariff act, in order to encourage manufactories 

» built up a varied industry in this country, and to supply as 

ir as possible a market for the farmer. The tariff became a 

ibject of discussion at once. It was indorsed by Thomas 

fferson, It was indorsed by James Madison 

At the close of the War of 1812 there seemed to be a fear 
hat cotton, which was then coming to be a great article of 

xport, would be militated against if the protective system 

mtinued. Consequently there was an effort to repeal the sys 

tem. Finally a compromi was reached in 18338, handled 
irgely by Henry Clay. The author was quoted yesterday by 
ie distinguished senior Senator from Idaho | Mr. Boran|] 

In 1846 Robert J. Walker was the author of the famous 
Walker tariff law of that vear, and it is the verdict of histor 
that as soon as it took effect there was a general paralysis of 
the business of the country that was relieved only by two 
items. The first was the wide famine in China, which called 

ir much of what we produced. The second was the Crimean 
War of 1853, which involved the three great empires of Europe 
1 war. Those two items supplied a market not unlike the mar- 
‘t of Europe in 1914, and America could sell at a good price 
everything she could produce. That was the relief from the 

aralyzing, death-dealing business policy of the Robert J. 
Walker tariff of 1846. 


} 
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We hav had tariff discuss that down » the 
sent time The fam tia h \ Mills bill 
was offered. Then came t! riff ISv t é adership 
ft Grover Cleveland The in i resi ad tl 
rift act were paralysis of busi | 2 ib it 
f en ‘ al ener esti i I 
vith a nation-wide suffer il 
The n IS06, w if i vi wie tunt 
dustrially, the Gre n ul VW t ) 
t assurance tha ll r ty b was due ) I vy, tha 
hat we neede Vas Ss I ed at t I l l I 
he ¢ I nh thie ix ft I 
lo t he situs ! l was tl nol I \ 
ent rough that campaign of 1896 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE Mr, Pres will Ser 
1e observe that Mr. Bryan swept tl untry in J i 
Lugu but McKinley swept the country in November 
Mr. FESS he Senator righ | re not a doubt 
he world that if the election had been held in August, MeK \ 
would not have been elected, but 1 ier a impaig fu hon 
which people began to think as what would 1 fle 
tl free and unlimited coinage t ver, it | va 
rejected, and immediately after the inaucuratik f MceKir 
IS9T we had the Dingley bill of that year Then, again 
apital invested in industry, labor was employed { aly 
nd fairly high wage, and we secured relief from ti dlea 
dealing, business-destroying Democrati« gislation of form 


ay the same fl 

re is a depression in 

Suggests some artificial 

nent of IS7S8 We had 
IShO. We had it 


hide 


i it 


last year f 


srowing 


hcl 
th 
st 


tio 


al method by the 


one 


h as 


rom 


danger that I se 

the farm situation 

[I am not going to quibble whether it is 
! 


rec 


ing coming up per 


any se¢ 
cure W 
it again 


the sam 


io 
} 


n somebody com 


iad it in 


iodical 


the er 


in the Populistic 


Government te 


again in the free-silver movemen 


ection upon tl 
ut of the same situation exactly—alw: 


»ycure Ee 


‘onomic 


\ W he \ 


enback mov. 


movement f 
tin 1S06 WW 
1 Same basi 
ivs some art 

ills. That i 


¢ in legislation on a fundamental subject 


That was the Democratic the 


ne along. a protectionist, an 


cal 
only W 
coming 
ealled 
£iving 
dental 
name 





hi 


l 


1 inciden 


along and 


‘competitive 
it 7 


First, 


protection ; 


tal 


it was 
tari 


ry 


d 


protection.” 


Then 
he said 
Then 


tariff for revenue; sec¢ 


third, 
now to be applied? It is 


free trade 





o-day w 


} 
al 


ompetitive tariff 


ian efit 


find th 


free tr 


gnize that at one time it was tariff for 


Samu 


ide or protes 
revenue ony 


el J. Randa 


“tariff for revenue 


we fh 


‘tariff competitive in 
What is the 


name 
md, ta 


id Underwood 
its character,” 
they are 1 

riff with inei 


What will be the 


rt to oe 


‘ 
n 


t away from 


the hame e m defending the pm 
tective idea that vers some specific articles of their vn 
alities, but rejecting other articles not in their territ 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Len Senator from Ohio 
ld to the Senator from Lowa 
Mr. FESS I yield, 

Mi BROOKHART. The Senator's ceo f reat 
tlamities which have followed tariff legi ition j m 
degree accurate. I want to call 1 ttenti { he fact that 
ince the enactment of the last perfect tariff bill we ha ) 

more than a million farmers who have lost their hom { 
United States, and the calamity i ‘eater than all the ilan 
ies added together whicl he ha aie ibed 
Mr. FESS Back in 1896 that kind of talk wa igma i 
as calamity howling. All over tl count we had t 
sort of talk. We have not heard much « it until re t 
t It is voluble erd 7 . 
ta [Mr. N unde k 
ity there ar n d f I ho 
p and 7 d » { md i i 
so Vis ina bad Lift il d | iol i) 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] r ind emplo i 
is an argument to show that la i fer i her ire 
million people out of employment, and ’ ! Constan 
the discrimination yere pointed it betw he well-to-do 
and the poor. They are offered resu f legislation 
which they propose to cure her 
Let me say to my friend from Iowa that we ha ul 
authority that the } r is With us all D tim Vi I 
a town in the broad scope America that does not have th 
ndige! There is not a county in the United Stat th 
do not have an institution to take care of the infirm The 
is o i i ee nsequence whicl nbn @ il i 
the war has not, as an expression of gratitude toward 
ympath for the unfortunates ne into wha i th 
co munity chest and made contribution hich in ¢ lik 
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Cleveland will run up to the million mark, and in cities like Mr. McMASTER. With reference to the tariff proposition 
my own city of Springtield, of 60,000 people, runs up to nearly | not having any relation to the present condition of agriculty e, 
hundreds of thousands, and so on. Does that mean that the | it certainly must be an economic fact that if in the United 


‘ Nution has been negligent and has produced by negligence | States we have four or five separate and distinct classes. 
the indigency which shows in every community and every city | four of those classes are distinctly under a protective system 
and every town? and are benefited by it, and for some reason or some condition 


| have visited the missions here. I want to say nothing | the fifth class produces under high costs, but can not obtain ¢} 
unkind—God forbid it—and I do not mean to do it. But we | protection of that system, and must sell in cheap Europe 
can not find a town anywhere that we will not find people | markets, most assuredly the tariff system has something 1 


li 


who suffer a lack of this world’s goods because of a condition | with the condition of agriculture. 

for which we are not responsible and which no legislation can Mr. FESS. That is just what I was talking about. 

cure. Mr. McMASTER. And that is just what I was talking aly 
We can relieve it by our voluntary efforts that show a great Mr. FESS. Speaking about producing under higher 

charitable spirit in America, These people are not out of work | leads to the question evidently that the Senator meant 

because they can not get the work so much as because they are | the disparity is due to tariff legislaticn and I state that 

not able to work or, I might say, in the cases of some of them, | facts disprove that most conclusively. .. disparity of 51 poi: 

not willing to work. I make the statement here that there | at a certain date under the old law has come to be negligi! 

never has been a time in the history of the world, especially the | in 1927. 

last year, when there was so universal employment at such a Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from © 

high scale of wage, at such permanent and steady work, with | yield further? 

so much of this world’s goods generally distributed as in Amer- Mr. FESS. I yield. 


ica at this time. Mr. McMASTER. Under the tariff system, whether the t: 
There has been a slowing down since last year. I suppose | has been up or down has made some difference, that is tr 
when Ford’s great industry waited production in order to manu- | but for the last 16 years, with the exception of three occasi: 
facture the new tools necessary for the new plans, with many | the farmer’s dollar has been below par; and it was not du: 
hundreds and thousands out of employment, we are not respon- | the period of high protection since 1922 that the farmer’s do! 
sible for it. I suppose when a great manufacturer sees fit to | reached parity, for during the last six years, under this high: 


exchange the old machinery for new and must close down for a | protection, the farmer’s dollar has ranged all the way tf l 
certain period in order to do it, that that unemployment is not | 69 cents to 89 cents in value. 
to be laid to tariff legislation, but it is incident to the growth Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I hold in my hand charts wl 


of the Nation’s industry. are graphically made to illustrate the curves of the index 

Mr. President, the arguments that we have poor in the city of | prices. The chart covering relative purchasing power of a dol 
Washington are not conclusive. The arguments that in my | lar in exchange for commodities shows that from Janus 
own town we have people who need help are not conclusive. 1910, to date agriculiural commodities ranged slightly a! 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SutpsTeap] took occasion | nonagricultural products in the purchasing power of thei: 
to make an effort to prove that labor is not so well employed, | spective dollars. That is a chart which I wish my frie 
und used figures which I tried to correct. The truth about the | examine. if he does not care to take my word for it. 
mutter is that there has been a gradual decline in prices, both Chart No. 30 gives the index numbers of farm prices 
Wholesale and retail, of the articles of industry. If that decline | wholesale prices of nonagricultural products. It shows 
had been a precipitate falling off of prices, it would have been prices of agricultural products are slightly lower than th: 
dangerous, but the decline was not precipitate. The decline has | nonagricultural products, but they are running Close togeth 
been steady, and it is in direct response to efficiency in pro- Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President- 
duction. We produced by the same number of people more than The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from () 
we produced before, and we have a greater bulk at the same } yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
cost, and that leads to a reduction of the price when it goes |" Mfr. FESS. If the Senator will permit me to proceed, i! 
on the market. | a moment I will yield to him. 

It is the soundest economy that you or I can conceive to-day It is true, and nobody cares to dispute it, that agricult: 
that when we reduce the current price in accordance with | products have suffered in relative price in the past; there is 
efficient service we make the cost to the consumer less and we | doubt about that; and I have thought, in view of that fact, t! 
increase the power of the consumer to buy and still lift the | the Government if it could find a sound method of relief ou 
standard of living. So that when we speak about the lowering | to apply that relief, and, Mr. President, I want now to refi 
of the prices of these articles it does not mean that business | that situation and to state why I favor affording relief th: 
is becoming less active. The truth about the matter is that | eeonomically legitimate. 

10 per cent less producers in 1927 produced 25 per cent more | ygp BROOKHART rose, 
of the products. That is the soundest economy that can be : 
offered, and instead of being looked upon as a suggestion of 
danger it ought to be looked upon as one of the most promising 
symptoms of our present day. 

‘That leads me, Mr. President, to say another thing. We 
have been led by these utterances from the author of the pend- 
ing resolution and others who think as he does to understand 
that the tariff is largely the cause of the disparity between 
agricultural and nonagricultural products, and it is proposed 
in this way to relieve that disparity. I have stated before ee : ‘ J OE ean 
that that is not the opinion, so far as I can get it, of agri- Mr. FESS. It ought to make a difference the other w: 
cultural thinkers who meet in Washington representing the | 1 2™ sorry to say that it does not. | 
various commissions which have been here studying the Mr. BROOKHART. No; a certainly does not. ae 
question. r Mr. FESS. On the question of giving some relief ti 

On the other hand, here is a statement that can not be con- farmers, I desire to say that —e petmoas ols nan the ae cs 
tradicted: Continuously there has been a gradual decrease of | Will, under a laws, solve itself ; oe ee 
the purchasing dollar of nonagriculturalists up to the present to interfere at all; that if we let - alone it te sop 
day, and continuously, with a tremendous spurt last year, | 1 have not viewed the situation in that way, and I want t 
there has been an inerease of the producing dollar of the agri- | W4Y More than that is involved. ~~ 
culturalists. In other words, the disparity which in 1919 may The farmer has to pay for the things he buys a price t! 
have been 51 points came down last year to only about 11 largely due to management, while he gets a price fi 
points and pretty nearly disappeared by the end of the year | things he sells that is subject to the law of supply and de 
i927. If the lack of parity, if the disparity, is due to tariff | Without being much affected or influenced by manages 
legislation, then why, under a higher protection than before, | There is a stabilization of the prices of nonagricultural i 
have we a constantly decreasing price of the nonagricultural ucts due to the regulation of production Such regulati n 
products and a constantly increasing price of the agricultural | been operating for the last 10 years through the comm 








| Mr. FESS. Does the Senator from Iowa wish to inter 
me? 
Mr. BROOKHART. In reference to the charts to whicl 
Senator has referred I wish to call attention to a matter 
Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. BROOKHART. In the ftirst place, those charts 
with wholesale prices. But the farmer never sells wholesa! 
| buys wholesale, either. He has to operate on a retail basi 
that makes quite a difference. 








products to-day that are nearly on a parity? committees of the leading units engaged in production 
Mr. McM ASTER Mr President»— 2 their weekly meetings or at least monthly meetings. The) 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bryenam in the chair), | @2 inventory; they find whether they are producing for « 
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from South | Sumption or for storage. When they find they are producing ' 
Dakota ? 3 ; storage, they know that they are outrunning consumption aic 

Mr. FESS. I yield. they are going to pile up overproduction that will ultimate’) 
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suse the whole prod t to ‘il for ‘ thar smaller output ! lers of ho . \ o 19 wa 11 \ ' 
uld sell for MO \ s SO I ore |t 1) 7 ‘ 
What a fine example is afforded |! cotton When we p bor ar con ed dut \ r 1919 lex figure 
wed 14,000,000 bales of cotton—just ¢ ugh to supply é is St. while in 1926 was 117 
rld’s market we got a certain price, but when we } au bo. meat consumed dui g 
~ 000.000 bales of ol $000,000 bales more than wet nds at 13S, wh i 1926 it s 
essary to supply th ae! nd of he worid we got ies i For ¢ etrical b ehold I 
jose 15,000,000 bales than f the 14,00,000 bales, due to ' r the ind rs lin 1% 7 ; wn 
k of the price, res ng from overproduction That mak i f nearly 100 | 
necessary to regulate pn wtion if possible, and n ig I} ‘case of wasl I ! f 
ural industry largely es regulate | luctior That means t nrin » year ‘ c f » for 1919 
es are stabilized by Ww g prod ” within the bound i for 1926 stands at 6 nd sol. yy 
consumption. hen Oo, prices are tbilized at a high in t ‘ » of farms rece y ct . 
i because labor, whit ‘ ‘ Li { I . "hit { ‘ @riil I 3 l no l ‘ ‘ i Se i l 
st of manufactured articles, is mai ned a high | It 
effective organization: 1 me milyv by il ive organiza i dicates the increase of e sta I 
but by the willing upport to-day of he emplover, | IS 10 » 1926 
y we regard it seund economic: \ » pay reas tH1\ I s “ate from M | AD 
scale of wag No longer do we think that profit is wiges. The way to d i \ 
sured oniv by the difference betwee what it cos to ilid be to take the ame i I rie paid f lal ‘ 
iuce an article and the price f which it i sold. and | it b number of ] ers L take << frol 
efore make that margin as wide as possible in order to is report on manufacture Dividing t total ar mnt | 
e the profit large. That would mean few sales. We have 1 Wages by the number of \ e eal s » } 
stituted for that theory narrow margins, quick sules, and ensus of manufactur the average an il wage f 1 
y sales; and we have entered the new economy of making found to be $1,280 ind that does ni ! le merely < ! 
ll profits on individual sales, but put emphasis on a large labor That ineludes | kinds of la * both sexes, all 
unber of sales, that large number being measured by the i degrees of ski rhe average annual wage this cou 
ver of consumptiol The concern in America to-day is to n 1925 was 81,280, I am quite certain there is nothing like 
rease the consumptive power which is the basis of profits it in the history of the world When «a committee f 
i for that reason it is a sound economic principle to pay a | came over here from Europe to study labor conditions, they 
h seale of wages. So prices are stabilized by management | were amazed at the number of laborers who owned automobiles 
| wages are stabilized at a high rate by organization. ind the number of homes that had in them modern conveniences 
[ will say to my friend from lowa that it is difficult for us to Mr. President. what I am concerned about is wheth: we 


ly the same principle to the farmer; in other words, it is | are going to yield here to a pressure that is placed upon us in 








quite difficult to stabilize agricultural prices by a regulation of | the form of an alternative that “ You must do what you regard 
riuction and it is quite difficult to stabilize them at a high | as an unwise thing, or else we are going to pull down the entire 
el, because it is difficult for the farmers to , fabric over our own heads.” I desire, in the most ear { 
se two reasons, especially because the price language I can employ, to say that the American prot 
| articles does reflect a certain management that is no tariit, designed to permit the investment of American capital 
lly due to the law of supply and demand, I would be willing n order to give employment to ean bor at a (met! n 
mploy any legitimate plan that is sound economi ly to | standard of wages and maint ! indard 4 
t the farmer in lifting is prices | offered such a plan | is the most supremely important issue that can com efore (1 
the last Congress, American people. If it becomes necessary for us to take this 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator | issue before the American people, there is no one fact that is 
in my judgment, it is perfectly « to stabilize prices to | more certain than that they believe in a protective tariff rather 
farmers by prover financing and control of the surplus by | than a revenue tariff: and we shall welcome that sort of i 
control of the domestic surplus. That is what every pro issue if those who desire to break down this system are 
ted manufacturer who has an exportable surplus is doing to make it. 

h manufacturers are selling abroad at less than they get at I would suggest that this resolution be withe wt Let not 
ne, the Senate play with a situation with which it has 1 il » do, 
wish to state further to the Senator in reference to the | and become the subject of criticism everywhere where « 
lex figures which he has quoted from the charts read by him | sisfen between the two Houses is respected. Let tl mi el 


h 
at those index figures are not fair to the agricultural industry | take the proper course of being introduced in the House; 
all, because when there is a high index figure there is a short | ferred, if it is thought wise to Consider it, to the committee, 


p, and, while we have been getting a greater total return in | and then take whatever time is necessar 


I l { oO set whether \ 

nev for short crops for a whole generation than we have for desire at this time to revise the tariff svstem. 

crops—the large crops—-yet we can not get enough for either My objection to tl resolution is that every effort of this 

to pay the expenses and taxes of the farmer. So the index | kind produces bad effects upon the American peopl While I 
ires which the Senator has quoted are very misleading when | admit that as rapidly as duties become unnecessat ind that 
ey are used to show aeri ultural pr sperity. A high index often is the case th y should be redu ed, and, if ve can get 
ure right now is due to short agricultural production |} along without them altogether, they should t moved, I sub 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, to me one of the strongest argu- | mit that this is not the time nor place to do it In 1922. when 

ts for the maintenance of a sound protective policy is the | we considered the bill that is now the law, our friends charged 
reasing high standards of living. There has been a sugges- | against it that it would destroy the revenue of the country 


+ 


by one or two Senators that it is a mistake to maintain | They wanted a tariff for revenue only, and they asserted that 
at we are on a basis of high living standards. I have exam- | if we substituted a protective tariff we would destroy the revs 
1 that question from the census reports, and I have in my} nue. It is well known that the last full year under the Under 





id here the figures which indicate an increasing elevation of wood bill the revenue collected was $322,000,000 This vear, 
standard of living in America. | under the present law, the revenue is $605,000,000. That i n 
[ have not the figures for 1927, but in 1919 the index figures increase of pretty nearly 100 per cent in tl istoms du 
savings deposits in the banks and trust companies was 144, | That answers for all time the charge that protective legislation 
hile in 1927 the figure was 211. That does not mean a com destroys the revenue 
ison of amounts but it means a comparison per capita as | Then we were told that this legislation would destroy our 
tinge individuals. If it related merely to the amount, the | foreign commerce. It is well under tood that our foreign com- 


ipse of time would account for the difference, but it does not | merce, both exports and imports, has continually increased 
n that. Let me say that there are more deposits in the | under the present | 

vings banks, representing small depositors, and largely the | a little lowering of the exports of the country, but as a rule 
oring men, by seven times over than the combined capital | there has been a gradual increase. 

the national banks, the State banks, and the trust companies So from the standpoint of revenue, from the standpoint of 
the United States. There is a suggestion of the situation of | foreign trade, from the standpoint of employment of American 
or to-day. I will add also that there are three and a half | labor, from the tandpoint of investment of American capital, 
es more home owners among the laboring class than there } from the standpoint of general prosperity, I could not support 
of home owners big and little, rich and poor in the Kingdom | a resolution like this even if it were pending in the House; 
Great Britain, and I include only laboring men in America.| much less when it comes up in the Senate, where it has ne 

For members of building and loan associations, representing ‘ place. 


av In the last few months there has been 
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Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, a little while ago I at- 
tempted a colloquy with the Senator from Ohio, and he said, 
if I quote him correctly: 

The 
upon both sides of the question. 


¢ 


Senator from New York has a perfect right to express his views 
He is on both sides. He is for pro- 
rat will please the protectionists. He is against protection 
it will please the free traders. He has a perfect right to his opinion. 
This is 


The Senator from Ohio would not permit me to reply in his 
time, and I am not sure that he will answer any questions that 
I ask him now; but I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
if the visit of the President to the West last year was a gesture. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if the farm relief 
bill which he presented last year was a gesture. 

The Senator says that the presentation of this matter 
political bunk. That is a form of political slang which I sup 
pose we can understand, 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
York yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I call attention to the fact that 
the Senator from Ohio a little over an hour and a 
explain that bunk. 


ection 


Th 


merely a gesture. 


is 


Senator from New 


it took 
half to 


Mr. COPELAND. Yes. He spent a lot of time this morning, 
and I remember when he was making this gesture last year it 


took him a long time to put over a speech as political bunk. 
The Senator says he will not quibble, yet he says if there is 
an excessive tariff schedule it should be reduced. He does 
quibble, however, when he says that we must not do anything 
about the tariff for two or three years, or until some other more 
convenient season, 
The Senator says I am on both sides of this question. I deny 
In my formal address the other day I stated distinctly that 
I could not vote for the resolution in the form in which it was 
then before the Senate. Since that time the Senator from South 
Dakota has revised the resolution. This morning, at my sug- 
gestion, he added one word which he says he thinks is not 
necessary; but the resolution as it is now presented reads as 
follow 


it 


Resolved, That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are 
excessive, and that the Senate favors an immediate revision downward 
of such excessive schedules, establishing a closer parity between agri- 
culture and industry, believing it will result to the general benefit of all. 


I am glad to say that as modified I can vote for this resolu- 
tion, and I want to say to the Senator from Ohio and to any- 
body who may be interested in this resolution that I am not on 
both sides of this question, There are excessive tariff sched- 
ules, and it is the duty of this Congress to find a way to reduce 
those tariff schedules, 

Yesterday—I was not in the Chamber at the time—the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean] became excited over this 
subject. I want to quote exactly what he said about the Sen- 
ator from New York. He said the Senator from New York did 
not know anything about how tariff schedules were written. 

I admit that I have not had as much to do with the writing 
of tariff schedules as the Senator from Connecticut. I regard 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] and the Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. I’'ess] and the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson] and 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean] as great experts 
on writing high tariffs, and I plead guilty at once to the state- 
ment that I do not know as much about the tariff as these gen- 
tlemen do, Sut the particular thing that the Senator from 
Connecticut was disturbed about was that in my talk the day 
before I overstated the amount of added cost to the public 
involved in the aluminum schedule relating to household 
utensils. The Senator from Connecticut called attention to a 
little story I told about the aluminum pot my wife bought to 
make some preserves, and he said that any man who under- 
takes to discuss the tariff question in this Chamber ought to be 
sufficiently considerate of his own reputation to avoid a state- 
ment of the kind I made. I assume the Senator means that 
when I gave the figure of $2.28 in the case of this particular 
aluminum pot it was excessive to say that that is what the 
tariff added to the cost. In a statement earlier in the Gebate he 
said that it would be only about half that. He said that I was 
about 6624 per cent wrong. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not think the Senator ought to be con- 
erned about it, however. Nobody took it seriously. 

Mr. COPELAND. TI want to ask the Senator this question: 
Iboes the tariff on aluminum utensils add anything to the price 
the American housewife must pay for them? 

Mr. McLEAN, Perhaps I can answer the Senator in this 
way: The price of the article to which the Senator referred 
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was in 1919, 1920, and 1921, so far as my investigation shows. 
higher than the present price. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am not interested in that. I ask 1} 
Senator this question: Does the tariff law of 1922, fixing 
tariff of 11 cents a pound plus 55 per cent ad valorem, add a: 
thing to the price the American housewife must pay? 

Mr. McLEAN. Since the Senator practically admits that 
was 6624 per cent wrong in his statement, I will try to answ, 
him to the best of my ability. 

Mr. COPELAND. I hope the Senator will be 
6624 per cent right when he makes his answer. 

Mr. McLEAN. I think I shall be about 100 per cent righ 
as far as my investigation goes. I endeavored to ascerta 
as near as I could the price of the article to which the Senator 
referred—that is, a similar article produced in a foreign co 
try—and I will say to the Senator now that he ought to kn 
if he is going to discuss the tariff question, that ad valore) 
duties are not laid upon the American valuation, but upon t) 
foreign valuation of the article. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator will remember that I sai 
that while this utensil cost Mrs. Copeland $4.55, we would 1 
make that the basis, but we would take $3.55. So that would 
represent the foreign value. 

Mr. McLEAN. That saved the Senator from being 100 per 
cent wrong; it cut him down to 6634 per cent. As neur as | 
could ascertain, the foreign value of a similar article would 
run from 80 cents to a dollar, although we can not estimate it 
exactly; can only approximate it. If the Senator will add 5v 
per cent of a dollar—I will give him the benefit of the largest 
price—to 83 cents, he will find what the tariff would be, pro- 
vided a person bought a foreign article. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then, when that article got to the Ameri- 
can housewife, it would cost 55 per cent of the dollar—— 

Mr. McLEAN. If she purchased a foreign article. Does 
the Senator know whether it was made in this country or not? 

Mr. COPELAND. It was made in this country. 

Mr. McLEAN. Then that is an entirely different question. 
The Senator will probably find that aluminum ware to-day 
cheaper than it was in 1919, 1920, and 1921, under the Under 
wood tariff, three years after the war closed. 

Mr. COPELAND. Just one moment. The Senator is 1 
interested in what the Underwood tariff was. I was attempt 
ing to point out to the Senate that the tariff act of 1922 
add materially to the cost of articles purchased in this countr 
made in this country. 

Mr. McLEAN. I did not accuse the Senator of intentional! y 
deceiving the American people, but I do say, and I want to 
repeat it now, that I have had experience enough in this bod 
to know that again and again Senators will take the floor here 
and make statements, similar to those made by the Senator 
from New York, which indicate that they have absolutely 
knowledge of the subject they are discussing; and while t() 
Senator did not intend to deceive the American people, I want 
to say to him that a revision of the tariff is a serious matter 
and when such statements are made as the Senator made two 
days ago, and go out to the American people, that the tax « 
the aluminum vessel he cited is $2.28, when in fact it is les 
than a dollar, I say that it is inexcusable on the part of t! 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, that is a very interesti! 
statement and very illuminating and very cheering; but I am 
on my feet now to be informed by a man who is conceded to ! 
a great tariff expert, and whether he concedes it to himself or 
not, he at least admits to the public that he knows more about 
it than I do, which would not in itself make him an expert 
The Senator has already conceded that the tariff will add : 
least a dollar to the price of the utensil. 

Mr. McLEAN. I have not conceded anything of the kind. | 
have said to the Senator that if the article purchased were mai 
abroad about 90 cents would be added to the cost of the utensil. 

Mr. COPELAND. By the tariff? 

Mr. McLEAN. Yes. The Senator says himself that his wi 
purchased a domestic article. 

Mr, COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator may speculate until sundown as 
to what the tariff tax was on that article, but it is my juds- 
ment, I will say to the Senator, that unless adequate rates 
were given to the production of aluminum articles in this cou! 
try, in order that domestic competition may be maintained, his 
wife would pay not $4.50 but double that amount for the art- 
cles she uses. I base that statement upon testimony that wi 
received by the cartload when we were revising the tariff in 
1922, 

Let me explain that to the Senator, if he will pardon me. 
The Senator knows that the minute these foreign producers ¢v 
into this market they accomplish what we call “ pocketing” the 


t 


more th 


does 
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American producer. The New York importers are in sympathy | yesterday heard the spee ide by Senator from M ina 
with the foreign producer They get these goods abroad, of | [Mr. WAtsH] he, too, must be « vin 
urse, just as cheap as they can They bring them to this | rise to his feet to question the « lusi : es 
untry The price is so low that the American producer can M ina, though the Senator ia y eS 
*% compete and he quits The American people are then abso- | on any question or to rai \ 
ite at the mercy of the reign importer and we had instance | reached by him in h add 
fter instance where those importers had received a thousand M SMOOT What were 1 
cent more than the foreign articles cost them Mr. COPELAND. The Sena I is 
When the Senator a me whether this article which his | page 1375 of the Recorp 
ife bought carries a tux or not, Ll say that he can speculate o 5 Oar aa LO ; - 
t proposition, but I want t ay to him that if it were 1 oa - ‘oad - : “pee 
he tariil f we did t stimulate al protect domestic com ns : 
tition in that article his wife would probably pay double th 
ce she did pay. ‘That is the history of matte! He \ speaking about e ingot md ’ 
Mr. COPELAND the American housewife ought to be ve i which we were discussing a n ! 
h obliged to tl Republican tariff makers for establishing a ; E a 
riff schedule which protects the against high prices, which | | Eve ' ; ' 7 i si] i 
s the argument the Senator makes. : ifacturer \ ! Nes 
Mr. CARAWAY. And, if I understood the Senator, he said | cents a nd m ‘ 
at some articles were a thousand per cent higher sclosed 
Mr. McLEAN. That is undoubtedly true. If the Senator I ha ed 
rd the remarks of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bor\u 
rday, he will realize that our foreign trade in competitive I Senator from Montana « tinue 
cles will row less and less dependable as our competitors , } at & f t reas has \ 
ross the water avail themselves of our automatic machinery, | peop! ming t 
d make everything that we make at a labor cost of from one ; nd a 
lf to one-quarter of what the cost is in this country; and illion dollars \ ( 
hen they combine, as they probably will, and drive the Ame ly i © of crud i , | 
an producer out of the market has the Sebator any doubt that | , r ta it mpa \ 
1ey will charge high a price as they can get and that we Phat : i vared ae 
ill be at the mercy of the foreign producer We had tha Manufactu cr in t luction of old 3 
‘perience with sugar only a few yeurs age ' i ' sluminur : ; —_ - 
Mr. COPELAND. I have no doubt at all that the Senator r f Sou Dal Mod 11 
right, becuuse they will profit Dy the ¢ xperience of the com its pel ou ind 55 pe ‘ dv 
nes in this country, which put the price up just as high a 
could, and are continuing to do so: and the Aluminum The Senator from Montana said that with that uty, which 
ist of America Is one ot the COUSDICUOUS CXATODPLES , enator from Connecticut and I have been dis : ine " il 
Mr. McLEAN The fact is that the Senat tn n cents per pound, plus 55 per cent ad valorem 
true. The price of this very article, as far as my ga I ha » doubt li tl real i m t 4 
n goes, is lower than it w five or Six years ago t did from the ‘ vO i cor ‘ S i 
Mr. COPELAND Let me ask the Senator this questtio! 1 cift to tl Aluminum Co f America. of whieh And ye W. Me 
! there were not a high tariff or A tariff such as we have su ‘ tary of the Treasur j tl ri trol g ‘ 


sted in this paragraph, these utensils would come in from the | §3.000.000 to $5.000.000 


her side, and the American housewife would buy them at a MorE MI l 1 ‘ 
wer price, would she not? Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana 


Mr. MCLEAN. I have tried to make it clear to the Senator | ™#de bis statement 1 do not kn ww that his statem nt is inco 
tt in all probability she would pay double the price she pays | Te¢! I have not read it. The Senator from M ntana is a ver, 
able man; he is now known as the great American investigator 


I do not want to repeat my statement That is the ex- 
rience we go through every time we cut the tariff—drive out 
{merican producer and let in these foreign articles : 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator should be in- | 2@S made in this regard. I am somewhat surprised, however, 
that the Senator from Montana has not 1e to the Tariff Com 
mission with this problem. They have the power to recommend 
a reduction of 50 per cent, and he could no doubt get it through 
that source. 


Mr. COPELAND. Let me inquire if there is not something 


in fact, his friends have suggested that he might well be elected 


President of the United States upon the splendid record that he 


tellectually honest. What is the use of our denying the fact 
haut the tariff does add to the price the American consumer 
pays for the article? There are reasons why a tariff should be | 
mposed in many instunces, for the sake of protection to 
American labor. I agree to all that, and I believe, in principle, ; ; > 
the protective-tariff system, as the Senator knows. But the pending before - _ the =v of an investigation, not made by 
oint 1 was trying to make the other day and am trying to make | “he imvestigating Senator from Montana but by the Attorney 
ow is this, that we must admit that the tariff is violative of General relative to the Aluminum ¢ a ot America? re 
atural law. It prevents the free operation of the law of sup- Mr. McLEAN. He could not reduce the tariff. The Tarif 


. - : ; or issior r the ‘ECO nd a reduction to the President 
ply and demand, and necessarily out of it comes an increase in moussion, if they recommend a reduction the President, 


price. I was making this point not to make an attack upon might br ng about a reductir n of that tariff 
the system but to justify the position taken by these gentlemen Mr. COPELAND. That is to be regretted. : 
vho believe in some form of farm relief, that if the creat Mr. McLEAN,. It seems to me, if I were the Senator from 
anufacturers of America are to have protection which they | Montena I would try that plan before I urged complete revision 
vet through the tariff system, and if the labor unions are to do | of the tariff. - : ; . ; 
1d continue what I think is a very wise thing, to deal collec-| | Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator from Connecticut doubt 
vely with the employers and fix the price of labor, we must tha‘ the ese, sera oo oo aaa ~ Sea See 
face the fact that the farmer, who is left in the open field of | ©®: ©! America to a very « nesiderable exrem : 
mpetition, is not fairly dealt vi ith. Mr. McLEAN. I do not ew Chey em} loy b or - dL 
Mr. McLEAN. That inspires me to ask the Senator a ques | “ent bg eer RO Sey a "ta tea Ke ra SF thew ea re 
n. Dees the Senator think that reducing the tariff to a point = ae > een cone ooo oe cOrvune a eae mave. wt 
low the difference in cost of production at home and abroad; have to raise between $3.000.000.000 au $4.00 ,000, ”) in tare 
it is. to an extent that will necessitate the cutting of wages | — I = it is a good thing that somebod 1 this country 
+ ‘ 5 ost "“Ous, 
this country, would help the farmer? I Mr. COPELAND Was the Senater from Connecticut. here 


Mr. COPELAND. No; I do not. | tl : tor f1 Montnr 1 } ‘ 
. . . ‘ 1 yestel ay when 1? HSeEDA i “On iontnuna nade lis spercn? 
Vr. McLEAN. I am very glad to hear the Senator say that. | oe : : ; 

i. : Mr. McLEAN. I was not 


Mr. COPELAND. And I am consistent in that position, as reece ; ; ‘ 
' . . I Mr. COPELAND. I see the Senator from Utah is on his 
e Senator must know 
Mr. McLEAN. I am delighted to hear the Senator say that; et. Was he here yesterday 
’ i. a 4 4a s . < ] weve i < a . ail , ~e y belt, vee 
: Mr. SMOOT. No. I just told the Senator I was not ! 





‘ 


d. that being his position, it would seem to me that he would | = 

» : ; Se a : ; Mr. COPELAND. All right. I want to read into the Recoxp 
itate about voting for the pending resolution a ne. Senate t entems anid: 

Mr. COPELAND. Just a moment. I do not want to have the | VW!@t the Senator from Montana sald: 


lator get any false idea from what I have said. I believe Mr. President, I challenge any Senator upon this fl to stand 
that the tariff on aluminum utensils is excessive, and I believe | and attempt to make a justification of these rates. They are nothing 


that the tariff upon aluminum is excessive. If the Senator ‘more than a pure gift to the Aluminum Co. of America of anywhere 
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from three to five million dollars a year. Senators will bear in mind 
iso that that company is the sole producer of aluminum in America—a 
perfectly tron-bound copper-riveted monopoly. 


hat is what he said yesterday. 


Mr. McLEAN. The Senator knows that aluminum is not a 
finished product. It is made from what we call bauxite, I 
believe 

Mr. COPELAND, I am aware of that. 

Mr. McLEAN. My recollection is that several Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber voted for a tariff on bauxite. I 
think the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Heriuin} did, if my 
memory serves me right. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I say to the Senator from Connecti- 


cut that it doe 
ator on this 
make clear to 
system, 


prices 


s not make any difference to me how many Sen- 
side of the aisle voted that way. I am trying to 
the country, if I can, that the protective tariff 
certainly the excessive schedules, has increased the 
of goods consumed by the people of America and that by 


reason of those increased prices they are contributing to the 
prosperity of the manufacturers of America. I have no fault 
to tind with that fact. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Streimwer in the chair). 
PDoes the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from 
Utah? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. The interest that I have in imposing a tariff 


upon aluminum and aluminum ware is to keep the industry in 
the United I want to tell the Senator from New York 
that the Aluminum Co. of America owns, I suppose, 60 or 75 
per cent of the raw material of the world. 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not doubt it. 


stutes, 


Mr. SMOOT. If the United States wants to drive that com- 
pany out and let those 20,000 employees find some other work, 


employees who are paid wages as high as, if not higher than, 
wares in any other industry in the country, that company can 
establish their business in a foreign country where they get its 
bauxite, the raw material, and ship the finished material in 
here free. If the industry was destroyed in the United States 
and they had the complete market at their control, because they 
virtually control the raw product of the world, we then would 
find what the housewife in the United States would have to pay 


for aluminum ware, and besides that we would not get any 
revenue from that industry at all. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 


from New York yield to me for a question in that connection ? 
Mr. COPHLAND. Certainly, 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am told that the Aluminum 
Co. of America has one of the biggest plants in the world on 


the Saguenay River in Canada, and if this tariff duty were 
wholly taken off it would be able to supply the needs of the 


United States from that plant and import the aluminum in pig 


or in roll form into the United States free of duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator, too, that I know it 
to be a fact that they have one of the greatest water powers 
in the world at that point, and so far as dollars and cents 
are concerned the Aluminum Co. of America could go to Canada 


now and establish their plant at that water power, right at the 
water's edge. They could establish their industry there and 
could muke aluminum there cheaper than anywhere else in the 


world They own properties all over the world, and raw mate- 
rials are shipped in here, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, are the raw materials of 
aluminum shipped in here? 

Mr. SMOOT., A great deal of it. 

ir. CARAWAY. Oh, now, Mr. President! 

Mr. SMOOT. I know a great deal of it is. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Just a minute, if I may interrupt the Sena- 


tor without getting all excited about it. More than 90 per cent 
of the aluminum used in this country is mined in my own State 
of Arkansa 
Mr. SMOOT., 
State. 
Mr. ¢ 
Mr 
and 


I know a great deal is mined in the Senator’s 


ARAWAY. 

SMOOT., 
they could get all the bauxite they want without 
a single solitary ton of bauxite from the United States. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Why would it be cheaper to ship 
Canada than to manufacture it in this country? 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The water rates do not amount to as much as 
the railroad rates. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 
mined inland. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does not the Senator know that 
the richest mines of bauxite in the world are in British and 


Bauxite is the raw material. 
using 


it to 


But it can not ship by water because it is 


They own mines, as I said, all over the world | a tariff he would not be in business, and he knows it jus 
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Dutch Guiana, right at the seacoast, and that the bauxite ean 
be taken and is being taken from there right to the Sagueny 
plant without ever touching a railroad? 

Mr. SMOOT. And unloaded right at the plant. 

Mr. CARAWAY. ‘Taken to the Great Lakes 
unloaded ? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; unloaded on the Saguenay River in Canada. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Saguenay River flows into 
the St. Lawrence below Quebec. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I have heard of it. 


borders and 


Mr. SMOOT. That is where they would establish the 
dustry. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator from Utah contemplate 
that the lowering of the schedule on aluminum and hous: 
utensils made of aluminum, so that it could not be eall 
excessive schedule, would drive this great company out ot 


America ? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think so. I do not think it would a 
long as there was sufficient tariff to equalize the difference. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is to say, the tariff could be lowered 
and the company would still continue to make some money ? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not say so, and I do not know. The « 
dence given before the committee was that this was the ta: 
rate that would hold the industry in the United States, and | 
know, as I stated, that if the tariff is reduced that tl 
could produce the goods plus the tariff more cheaply in Canada 
or at any other place that is where they would go, 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to say to the Senator that, 
course, I tremble to think what might happen to the ho 
wives of the country and the farmers and the country itsel! 
we did not maintain this excessive tariff on aluminum. I « 
see from what the Senator suys that the foundations of 
Republic would be undermined if we were to do it. Howey 
I want to call his attention to a letter which I placed in {| 
Recorp on January 11, at page 1316, from an independ 
manufacturer of aluminum in America. He said: 
I repeat again that the many independent foundries 
automobiles, washing machines, vacuum cleaners, and 
hold appliances; also the many makers of kitchen utensils 
distinctly benefited by a lower cost on this raw material. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; 

Mr, COPELAND. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certuinly; raw material. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is all right; but the Senator w: 
finding fault a moment ago with the statement made by 
Senator from Montana |Mr. WatsH], wherein he spoke of 
advantage accruing to the Aluminum Co. of America by 
increase of 3 cents per pound, which had.amounted to not | 
than $1,000,000, 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah did 
find any fault. The Senator stated that with the situati 
existing in this country it would be very easy to drive t! 
industry out of the United States. The way to do it is to 


so 


making pai 
he 
would 


f other 


raw material. 
Yes. 


industry to move to Canada and to make its product there. 
Mr. COPELAND. Yes; but the Senator at the same time 


Mr. SMOOT. As to the letter which was read here, 
writer buys the raw material, but he does not say anythi 
about the duty on the finished product. He wants free 1 


material und then he wants just as high protection as possi 
upon the manufactured goods. That is inconsistent. 

Mr. COPELAND. And the Senator from Utah 
opposed to that? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am opposed to any duty which is not 
quired and in which there would not be some advantage to 
United States. I am not opposed to taking care of the Sena 
correspondent. I think he is taken care of, but he wants s 
more. One of the complaints which the Senator from Mont 
made yesterday was to the manufactured product. ‘1 
gentleman who wrote the letter is not trying to sell his prow) 
for less than the American Aluminum Co, sells its product 

Mr. COPELAND. No; he does not do it, because he gets 
benefit of the tariff and he takes advantage of it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; in other words, if he did not | 


would | 





as 


well as does the Senator from New York. 
Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, I think the Senatm 


Utah is right in that sense, but the Senator from Utah 
conceded—he did so a few moments ago—that the tarifl « 


aluminum might be very materially reduced and still not drive 
the manufacturer out of business. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; the Senator from 
that that was the case, and the Senator from Utah did jot 
have an opportunity to answer the suggestion. I will answer 1! 
now by saying I do not know whether or not the reduction of 


New York sugges! 





" 





Go CONGRESSIONAL 


! it ft] p t ind under p t condit 
uuld drive the 1dustt | of the 1 nited States I lo, how 
know that when the subject was under discussion th 


wis the representation made to the committee, and that 
ttee believed it 


cominitt and so did Congress believe it 
fr. COPELAND. The Senator from Utah knows very wel 
if the Senator fi 1 Montana is correct in stating 
the profi f the Aluminum Co. of America are $5,000,000 
if lowering the tariff is not going to drive the Aluminum Co 
America from our country 





make twice that profit 


ign countr that ust exactly what they would do. 








would go right over into Canada and make the product 





re; and I know that they are prepared to do it, I will say 
he Senat from New York 
Mr, COPELAND lL am read » believe that the Aluminun 
) America is prepared ado nvything tha Will benefit the 
inum Co. of Ame ut I have not found any « lence 
mre to show th he ire seeking to benefit the hous« 
oO \mer! } 
nk that out of 1 liscussion has once more been de 
ped the fact [ say mee more becuuse every time the 
TY is discussed the same fact is developed—that the pro 
ive-tarift svstem does incrense the price of goods which 
sumed by the people of this country Every time a farmer 


VS a utensil or an implement, outside of the large farmin;: 


pmiemMmentS “O called, when he buys a knife or a saw or a 


iin or a pick axe or a crowbar or a nail or a hammer he is 
ing an increased price because of the protective-tariff sys 
If that be true, and if the farmer is contributing to the 


ifare of the industrial plants of this country, contributi 


industrial 


welfare of the manufacturers, why does not the 
rld in its turn say to the oppressed farmer. the farmer who 


Of Prosperous, nything we can do to help you 





tain vour share in thi yrrotection, we are going to do it 
t that is not he attitude 
I think that on two occasions I was the onl Senator east of 
liana to vote for the McNary-Haugen bill I voted for it 
e On both occasions I said, “ The bill is violative of 
iomie law: it interfer with the free flow of goods. and 
efore, it doe unquestlo! ly interfere with the law of 
ind demand; it is uneconomic: but so is the tariff svstem ) 
he labor-union collective bargaining, and the fixing of wag 
I am glad is being done; so is ' fixing of rates on ¢] 
rmitting rairovds ! e a certain profit.” \] 
“4 Mr. President re lat e of economic law 
\s it, in this eount Hust oose between 
ick upon the tariff system and its destruction, an attack 


on the labor unions and the destruction of those organiza 
an attack upon railroad rates and the struciure of rail 

| ates and their destruction We have to choose between 

1] have 

submit to the destruction of these things which every one 
will admit are for the good of the country 

Chere is not a Senator on the other side of the aisle who is 


} protection to every class in this country or we w 





re convinced of the wisdom, the importance, and the neces 

v of the protective-tariff system than am I 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in the present tariff act the 

tes which were asked for by the farm organizations of this 

intry were inserrec 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, why does the Senator give 
another bit of talk like that? If I were the Senator from 
io, I would say that that was “ political bunk.” 

Mr. SMOOT. It may be “ political bunk,” but the Senator is 
ussing the question of the tariff, as I understand him 
he brings in the farmer, and from what he has said he 
ns to think the farmer has not been treated the same as 

ve those who are engaged in other industries. I wish again 
y to the Senator that the farmer received exactly what he 

ced for in the present tariff act 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator knows full well that the thing 
which the farmer asked does not do him any good 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Utah does not know any 
h thing. I know that it does do him good: and I ean tell 
Senator without a moment's hesitation how it does him 


Mr. COPELAND. I thought, perhaps, the Senator was going 
lo that. 

Mr. SMOOT. Ido not want to take the Senator’s time to do 
ut I could start——— 

Mr. COPELAND. I have more than an hour before I will be 
pelled to leave the Chamber. 

Ir. SMOOT. I could start with various agricultural com 
ities and go through them Does the Senator think, for 
inee¢, that the tariff on wool has not done the furmer any 
19 
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M SMOOT Does t = tor ¢] : irifi n igar 
has 1 one him good 

Mr. COPELAND lL think it 1 dor ‘ ‘ rs S 

od : | the few States which rai sugar bes 

Mr. SMOOT rhe State of Senator from 1 h is n he 

| ie that produces sugar beets by any manner meat 

Mr. COPELAND The farmers have been benetited so far as 
hat particular item is concerned; but, as I said the other da 
we could afford to go into our pockets and pay a bounty to 
beet-sugar growers of this country in order that the housewi 
might be saved $250,000,000 a year by reason of the inet i 
prices which they ure compelled to pay b use of the tariff 
utiles nh sugar 

Mr. SMOOT The Senator from New York has never told the 
Senate how he would raise that $250,000,C00 revenue for the 
Government or from what source he would have it come If 
would have to be raised in some manner mewhere, because it 
goes to pay the expenses of the Government. I could go through 
the list of commodities which the farmer produces and show 
that the tariff duties have benefited the farmer. If there are 
any rates in the law which are not sufficient, > far as I am 


personally concerned, I will be very glad to see them increased 

Mr. CARAWAY Mr. President, when wheat sells higher in 
Canada than it does in the United States, how does the tariff 
on Wheat profit the farmer 

Mr. SMOOT All I can say is that the re ports of the Depart 
ment of Commerce show that not to be the case 

Mr. CARRAWAY. That it is not the case? 

Mr. SMOO' Yes: it is not the case when the pric f the 

grades of wheat are compared 

Mr. CARAWAY Oh, well 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator may laugh, but that is what the 
Department of Commerce states 1 had the figures here the 
ther da 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know the Senator did and everybody 
else had figures here tf how the opposite 

Mr. SMOOT No; everybody else did not have such figures 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Just a moment. The Senator has gotten in 





thie ibit of disputing everybody's word, so that he does 1 
vait to fi out what they are going to deny, but just hoilet 


no” almost every time a statement is made. If he would 
a little while, somebody might agree with him at some 


I do not think anybody will, but that might happen, 





hough if it should the one agreeing would be wron 

But I started to say that the market quotations were put 
in the Recorp by the Senator from Iowa where actual wheat 
was being d, and they showed a discrimination in favor of 
Canada of nearly 20 cents a bushel. Of course, the Senator 


from Utah can say th 

Mr. SMOOT I have not said anything about that statement. 
The figures may have related to different grades of wheat. 
All I say is that the same grade of wheat is not selling for a 
higher price in Canada than it is in the United States 

M CARAWAY. Yes; I heard the Senator say that 

Mr. SMOOT. And I say that I can prove it by our De- 
partment of Commerce 

Mr. CARAWAY prove anything by the Depart- 
ment of Commerce if what the Senator from Utah has just 

id can be proven in that way, then, anything can be proved 
in that way 
Mr. SMOOT. That may be proved, for it is an absolute 





One may 


act, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Can the Senator say that of his own knowl 
edge 

Mr. SMOOT From the way in which we btain knowledge, 


I can say it 

Mr. CARAWAY. Knowledge is obtained, of course 

Mr. SMOOT And that is the way all knowledge is obtained. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I can not receive a statement like that 
with any seriousness at all. Now, if the Senator from New 
York will pardon me for a moment. 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mc- 
LEAN] took us all to task yesterday for our utter lack of 
knowledge or accuracy, and then made this most wonderful 
statement. I desire while he is present to refer to it. He 





I A mi 1 peop ius ibsolutely at the 1 y of t fore n 
mporter ind we had instan after instance where these importers 
had re ved a thousand per cent mot than thé article cost them 


About the highest rate of duty at all, as I understand, is 
100 per cent; and how could even the Senator from Connecticut 
explain in what manner a hundred per cent duty could keep 
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out an article on which there was a thousand per cent profit? 
I ask the in the interest of accuracy, because that 
tatement comes from the side where accuracy has its habitat. 


question 





Yet we are asked to take that kind of statement seriously. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, let me say 

Mr. McLEAN, TI presume the Senator thinks I ought to 
have an opportunity to reply? 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Of course; but I heard the Senator take 
a week at it. 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator from Arkansas says that I took 


a week at it. This indicates that the distinguished Senator 
from Arkunsas himself cun make statements that are far from 
correct 

Mr. CARRAWAY. It as correct, however, as saying that 
an article on which there is a thousand per cent profit can be 
kept out by a hundred per cent duty. The Senator, of course, 
did not take a week; it merely sounded that long to those who 
were listening to him. 

Mr. McLEAN. ‘The from Connecticut 
appeared to the committee when we were revising the tariff 
that in some instances the American producer had _ been 

pocketed,” they call it; that is, importers had brought 
articles from abroad until they had driven the American pro- 
ducer out of market or had destroyed his market. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Sut we could not protect the American 
producer against an article on which there was a thousand per 
cent profit by imposing a duty of 100 per cent, could we? 
What would be the use of putting a duty on such an article 
unless the duty were placed at a thousand per cent? 

Mr. McLEAN, ‘The rate fixed was of no use 
stances 

Mr. CARAWAY. What 
and giving a man 100 per 
sold at 1,000 per cent profit? 

Mr. McLEAN. ‘The Senator 
tion 

Mr. CARRAWAY. I know I do not understand it, and I never 
will be able to understand it. 

Mr. McLEAN, This situation When the American 
producer of these articles is in what they call a “ pocket,” he 
has no market; would-be purchasers do not buy of him, but 
they buy of the importer, and when they buy of the importer 
and there is no domestic competition the retailer is then in a 
position to charge about anything he pleases, That appeared in 
evidence, and the evidence was not contradicted. The Senator 
will remember that the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goop- 


is 


Senator said that it 


us 


in some in- 
wis 


cent 


the use of making a gesture 
protection against an article 
uiderstand the situa. 


fails to 


arises: 


ING] mentioned item after item here of which the retail price | 


was ten times the price which the importer paid for the foreign 
That is what I said. 

Mr. CARAWAY. ‘The Senator meant to imply, if he meant 
anything, that the tariff was the thing that was preventing the 
American manufacturer from running against a 1,000 per cent 
profit, and he made that statement when he was lecturing the 
Senator from New York and aspersing all of us on our side for 
inaccuracy; and it was such a striking example of accuracy 
that | merely wanted to call attention to it. 


“ar ] 
arclicie, 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if I may resume—lI thank 
both Senators for assisting in the debate—the Senator from 
Utah mentioned wheat. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not mention it. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator spoke about the tariff on 
wheat. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I replied to the question that wheat was 


less in this country than in Canada, 

Mr. COPELAND. Anyhow, wheat has been mentioned, and 
that leads me to say a thing or two about it. 

One reason why I am personally so interested in sonte form 
of relief for the farmer is because of the wheat situation. There 
is a lot of talk up in the Northwest about the St. Lawrence 
Canal, and how a canal from the Great Lakes to the sea some- 
how or other is going to help the wheat farmer of the West or 
Northwest. Of course, I am opposed to that canal. I believe 


that if we are to build such a canal we should build it across 
New York State to the headwaters of the Hudson River; and 


in attempting to develop the reasons for that conviction I made 
a study of the wheat situation. 

I wonder how many of us have looked into that situation. 
Last year we exported about 100,000,000 bushels. Canada ex- 
ported 250,000,000 bushels. Why is it that Canada can take 
It is that surplus 


eare of its surplus wheat and we can not? 
that is giving the farmer the trouble. 

The reason why the Canadian wheat goes to the Liverpool 
can go to the Liverpool market at a 


market is because it 
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price far below the possibility of raising and selling Ameri 
wheat. The absurdity of the St. Lawrence Canal project 
shown by the fact that it would only facilitate the remoy.) 
more cheaply of more Canadian wheat. You can take wh, 
in Canada from Saskatchewan and Alberta to the lake he t 
Port Arthur for 28 cents a bushel. To take wheat from M 
tana to Duluth at the lake head costs 44 cents a bushel. TT 

is a difference of 16 cents a bushel in freight alone bety 
American-raised wheat in the American Northwest and (Ca) 
dian-raised wheat in the Canadian west. 

We never can compete with that situation. We 
the fact that somehow or other we must either eat 
surplus or find some other way of disposing of it. That 1 
this, as I see it: There must be found some way to equ 
the American of producing wheat and marketing 
disposing of it and the price of the foreign article, just exa 
as there is the necessity of equalizing the price between An 
ean production and foreign production. In other words, if 
farmer is to have any degree of prosperity in the futur 
must have some form of farm protection. 

The whole purpose of everything I have said to-day or 
other day in connection with the pending resolution 
emphasize the fact that the protective-tariff system do« 
crease the price to the American consumer and that the f 
is a large contributor to that increased price. The Ame: 
farmer is affected by the labor-union situation, which I 
prove, as I have said repeatedly. If we are to permit 
protective-tariff system to remain intact, and to permit |: 
to continue its collective bargaining, we must give equal 


must 


our 


cost 


tection to the farmer; and the logic is irresistible, so fa 
I can see. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from N 
York yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKHART. ‘The Senator mentioned the relati 
labor and the labor union to this matter. Apparently 
Senator agrees with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Frss] 
that increases the farmers’ costs very greatly. 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I desire to call the Senator's att 


to the fact that the total gross production of manufacture 
the United States is about $60,000,000,000, and of that ! 
gets only about $11,000,000,000; so the benefits to labor ir 
situation are not much greater than the benefits to the far 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. I thank the Senator for wh 
has said. We can not question at all the relationship of 
labor union and the fixing of price for their work to costs « 
farm. 

I own and operate a farm about miles from New York, 
labor upon my farm is influenced very greatly by the p 
labor in the city. I have to pay an increased price for 
upon my farm’ because of the high price of labor in th 
That is a matter of no particular concern to me becaus: 
kind of a farm would never make a living for anybody, an 
but when the farmer is dependent upon his crop, and par! 
larly where he is a one-crop farmer, there must be fou 
him some permanent and sure means of relief. Therefore | 
would apply exactly the same method of protection t 
solution of the farmer's problem that we applied to the s 
of the manufacturer’s problem, and the same measure of 
that the labor union got when it started to deal collectiv 

That is where I stand. The Senator from Ohio i 
unjust when he intimated that I was trying to carry watt 
both shoulders. I am not. I believe in a protective-tarifl 
tem, but if there is an excessive schedule I want it reduc: 
is only right that it should be reduced. I do stand her 
however—and if I were the only Senator in this body to 
I would still say—that the farmer is entitled to the 
measure of relief that we have given through the prote 
tariff system to the manufacturer. It is the duty of the S« 
as I see it, to endeavor to find some means of solving this ¢ 
economic problem and giving relief to our basic industry. 


20 
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THE MERCHANT MARINE 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] yesterday pointed ou! 
fact that there has been a very large increase in the export: 
of wheat to foreign ports from Canada. He indicated tha 
the present tendency continued, Canada would shortly 0! 
a large percentage of the wheat export business which 
United States heretofore has enjoyed. The suggestion of 
Senator from Idaho led me to consult some statistics, a! 
have been surprised at the information revealed. The ex! 
of the decline in the exportation of wheat from the Untice 
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been 





States has most marked. The increase in the exportat 
wheat from Canada has been a zing 

Mr. President, I call the attention of Senators to the 
izures not only ecause they coufirm the fears expressed b 

Senator from Idaho but they also open up another subjec 

consideration. 

Che entire shipments of wheat from the port of Montreal! 
i920 were 44,121,000 bushels. In 1921 the shipments wel 
50.112.000 bushels. In 1926 the shipments were 90,000,000 
jshels—a gain of more than 100 per cent in six yeurs 

No et us consider what were the exports of wheat fron 

i the ports of the United States. For the fiscal year ending 
Inne 30, 1927, there were exported 156,250,000 bushels 
wheat, as compared with 293,268,000 bushels ii 1921 and 20s 
91 000 bushels in 1922—a decline of almost 100 per cent 

rtation of wheat from the United States 

These figures show the inroads which Canada is making into 

yheat-export business of the United States, and they also 
mw what is of equally great importance—that the Canadian 
vernment policy of supporting and maintaining «a merchant 
rine of its own has been of tremendous assistance in increas 
the export business of Montreal and other Canadian ports 

Canada has a merchant-marine policy. We have none 

(Canada has given preferential freight rates to farm products 
have not. Cnnada has, through its own transportation 
stems, What is called a national interest in developing export 
ness We have none 

These figures might well cause alarm to the wheat-growing 
sections of America. But I present them not so much to 
iphasize the need of attention to and study of the agricul- 
ural problem which has been called to our attention by the 
ealous Senators from the Western States as to refer to the 
importance and need now of an American merchant-marine 
policy —definite, unmistakable, and comprehensive. 

Io indicate to what an extent the nearest port in the United 
States to the Montreal port has lost business as a result of 
the advantages which the Montreal port enjoys by reason of 


rates of the Government-owned railroads and 
because of the Government's keen, anxious, and willing support 
hipping facilities, I ask you to study a comparison of the 
figures of grain exports from the port of Boston and of wheat 
xports from the port of Montreal. 
fhe exports of grain from Boston to foreign ports in 10-year 
ids from 1906 were: 


ivorable freight 


1 S 


Year ending Dee. 51 Bush Is 
LOG +s : ‘ at momen wrens naw 183, 204, 735i 
SDRC wasn : 35, 274, 441 
1926 3, 492, +21 


The exports of wheat from Boston in 1916 were 3,775,000 
bushels and in 1926 were 225,000 bushels 
Moutreal the amount of wheat exported has increased in 
10 years from approximately 14,298,000 in 1916 to 90,000,000 
bushels in 1926, In five years the port of Montreal has in 
ased its export of wheat 100 per cent, while nearest 
American port has decreased its export of grain (including all 
at) from 33.000.000 bushels to 3,000,000 bushels, 
Ihe intention of Canada to further reduce traffic through our 
ports is well indicated by the recent request of the Canadian 
Railroad Commission that the rates from Buffalo St. John 


ill 


its 


whe 


to 


ind Halifax be made the same as the rate from Buffalo to New 

York, disregarding the fact that the haul from Buffalo to 

Halifax is twice as long as the haul from Buffalo to New York 

In 1923 the number of bushels of grain exported from the 
following ports were: 

Year ending Dec. 31: Bushels 
Montreal . i Pena + Rs 
New York ait es a ee See ee ee S77. 120, 000 
Baltimore : sities ae ae ee $1. OS3, OOO 
Philadelphia , . . cial ieee aie: 32, 107, O00 
Boston = " - > PE ate aie 9, 387, 662 


The development of the port of Montreal and other Canadian 
reflects the policy of the Canadian Government. A co 
tinuation of this policy can only be counterbalanced by placing 

i ports in a favorable position with regard to rail und ocear 
port differentials for the sake of * national interest.” 

Mr. President, I call attention to these figures to ask thie 
Senate te give some thought to the importance of a definite 
merchant-marine policy before the same story will be repeated 
in regard to the exports of other products than wheat. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield a moment 
for a question? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the first address I made in the Senate 
Was in behalf of a merchant marine. I believe in it with all 
my heart. I would like to see legislation to bring it about 
i wanted to ask the Senator what form of merchant marine he 


ports 


| 
i 
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would appreve—a subsidy sufficient to equalize t fference in 
eCXPeline of maintaining a nercha rine by American 
wor as ugalnst & Lorelg muintry " specific amount 
Issued to any party or purhles who may become interested in 
maintaining a line of ships betwee this country and other 
countries 
Mr. WALSH Missa set Mr. Preside I am pleased 
answer the question if the Senator f n I hi Under 
present conditions, as the situation now exists in this country, 
I am in favor of a Government-owned and a Government 
yperated merchant murine [I see no othe solution of the 
yestior I hay rt hed that conclusion somewhat relu 
tantly, for I want frankly to say that I would much prefer 
privately owned American merchant marine than a Govern 
ment-owned merchant marine I am ful iwire of the abuses 
the difficulties, and the waste resulting from Government opera 
ion. But there is no other choice. IL am opposed to subsidies 
f any kind or characte I do not believe the shipping in 
rests of this cou tr hu ve \ nore right to a subsidy to 
maintain shipping upon the high seas than the railroads, or the 
manufacturing, und the agricultural interests have a right to 
a subsidy. I consider the giving of subsidies one of the most 
dangerous evils that can cree} ity any governmental system 
Mr. President, I would try to carry out the intent and pur 
pose of the shipping laws that are now upon the statute books 
providing for an American merchant marine. I consider that 
the shipping act of 1920 now in operation provides the sup 
port for an adequate American merchant marine first and last 
The intent of Congress was not to abandon the advuntage that 
we had at the end of the war from having a merchant marine 
costing billions of dollars that brought the flag of the Ameri 
ean Republie into every port in the world. When the act was 
passed, it was never intended, it was never expected, that we 
would recede from the progress we made during the years of 
the war. The fuult is not with the absence of law, it is wit! 


the policy and manner in which the law has been administered, 
To be sure, it was provided in that act that we should se 


Kk 


and keep before us the purpose to convert our Government 
owned merchant marine into the hands of private individuals, 
when such interests could develop and maintain a merchant 


marine: but it was never intended to declare our triumphant 
and superb American merchant marine that we inherited from 
the war bankrupt. It was never intended that at the end of 
the World War after building up an American merchant marine 


it should be liquidated, should be destroyed, as it practically 
has been by the policy that has since been pursued. As I 
understand that policy, it hus been to get these ships into the 
hands of private owners at any sacrifice, under any circum- 
stances, to discourage Government operation, and to get the 
American Government out of maintaining an American mer 
chant marine. The trouble we are now experiencing—and I 
am in hearty accord with the Senator from Florida [Mr 
FLeTcHER| on this proposition—is due to the fact that the 


present law has not been given sympathetic execution by those 
in charge of the merchant marine policy of our country 

I think I have answered the Senator’s question 
iat under present circumstances, with Government-owned 
tips in our possession, with the great need and importance 
of maintaining a merchant marine as an auxiliary to our Navy, 
[ am in favor of a vigorous, positive, enthusiastic development 
of our merchant marine, and of abandoning the policy that 
has been pursued in recent years of destroying it, or taking 


by stating 


tl 


the very lifeblood out of it by delaying, postponing, and dis 
crediting the opportunity to give a real trial of Government 
operation 

Mr. President. as a matter of defense, regardless of our com- 
mercial necessities, I am heart and mind for a Government 
merchant marine—not one that would compete with the limited 
private American shipping interests now on the seas but as an 
auxiliary to them 
[I arose, Mr. President, for the purpose of calling attention 


to the problem of the export of wheat, and to point out that it 
involves not only the great agricultural problem of the West, 
but it involves the question of whether Canadian ports and 
the Canadian merchant marine are eventuaily to transport all 
the wheat and much of the other export business of the coun- 
try. Canada has already made tremendous advances, as I have 
pointed out. I do not hesitate to say that, linked with this 
agricultural question, is the importance of providing facilities 
for transporting at reasonable rates, speedily and regularly, to 
he ports of the world this most important export product of 
the American people. 

I hope that attention will be given before many weeks have 
passed to the legislation pending here seeking to resuscitate, 
to put life, to put vitality into our merchant marine, and to es 


tablish a definite policy which will declare us either in the 
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business or out of the business of shipping: So far as IT am 
concerned, while 67 per cent of our commerce earried in 
foreign bottoms, and until private interests are able to take care 
of much of this large percentage, opposed as I am to ship sub- 
sidies, I am for a Government-owned merchant marine. I 
‘ the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] to ask for 
prompt action on his bill which I understand seeks this end. 


Is 


ulge 


THE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I have thus far taken no time 
upon the pending resolution, and now T shall ask the attention 
of the Senate for only a brief moment. If I thought that this 


body had any authority to act upon this question at this time 
I would still not be in favor of action, because I do not believe 
that at the present time it is wise or opportune to undertake 
the great subject of revision of the tariff. But I shall not 
into that feature of it, because there is another reason which to 
me is controlling 

The Constitution of the United States is perfectly clear upon 


this proposition. The first paragraph of Article I, section 7, 
reads as follows: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Repre 
entative but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as 


I had the honor to serve f 
end of the Capitol. 


or a brief pericd in the body at the 
I am not unacquainted therefore, as 
Senators are not unacquainted, with the attitude which 
body takes upon revenue bills. They very jealously de- 
fend their rights under the Constitution. If I were a Member 
of the Llouse, as | was, I do not hesitate to say that if 
the Senate should adopt a perfectly inane and futile resolution 


othe) 
other 
that 


once 


of this kind and send it to the House of Representatives, I 
hould hope that the House would not only not consider it, 
but would simply refuse to receive it. n my judgment, in un- 


dertaking to act upon this proposition we are absolutely beyond 
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Mr. McMASTER. I would not want to ask any embar 
ing questions, 
Mr. WILLIS. The Senator from Ohio is perfectly willis ) 


hear any question his friend wants to ask, but he is not y 
to have his attitude stated in other words. I will do my 
stating, and I have stated that I think the adoption of sy 
resolution is absolutely beyond the power of the 
that therefore I shall not vote to have the Senate do a fy 
thing and adopt a resolution which, if passed anywhere 
originate in the House in accordance with the provision 
Constitution I have just quoted, 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, I would like fort 
opinion which has just been given by the distinguished s8 
from Ohio as to the absolute futility of the pending reso! 


senate 


to 


|, Which states— 


j 
zo | 


tariff schedules 
revision downward 
between 


ing 
ate 


in exist 
immedi 


the rates 
favors an 


are exce 
of su 
agricultu 
of all. 


That many of 
that the Senate 
sive schedules, 


establishing a closer 


it will result to 


parity 
the general benefit 


industry, believing 


It is perfectly evident to every Member of the Senate tha 


' resolution of that kind that we could pass would be of no g 


our authority and are doing something which, if we do it 
seriously, will raise in the minds of people who are thoughtful 
and who are acquainted with the Constitution a very grave | 
question as to the sincerity and the information of the Senate. 

Mr. MCMASTER. Mr. President——— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield. 

Mr. McMASTER. As I understand the remarks of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, no Member of the Senate or 
the Senate itself is to have an opinion upon any particular | 


question until it is sanetioned by the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I said nothing of the kind and 
thought nothing of the kind. If the Senator got that 
sion, his facilities for obtaining impressions are bad. Of course, 
any individual Senator has a right to his opinion, but when it 
comes to the point of wasting a week or 10 days of the Senate’s 
time in the discussion of and possibly final adoption of a resolu- 
tion upon a matter which the Senator himself knows is abso 
lutely beyond the scope of the authority of the Senate, as far as 
I am concerne|] 1 do not propose to participate in such action, 
and shall therefore yote against the resolution. 

Mr. McMASTBRR. I would like to ask this question of the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio: If in his judgment he thought 
this resolution were perfectly proper and if in his judgment the 
Constitution permitted the United States Senate to initiate 
revenue legislition, would he vote for this resolution under those 
circumstances? 

Mr. WILLIS. 
tion that I do not know whether I followed it But I 


or not. 


impres- | 


The Senator has so many “ifs” in his ques- | 


say to him frankly that I am opposed to this resolution, even if | 


the Senate has authority to adopt it. Is that what the Sen- 
ator wants me to say? 

Mr. McMASTER. Why? 

Mr. WILLIS. Because I do not believe that the present 


time is an opportune one for going into a revision of the tariff, 
and | would not vote for the resolution if it were here in legal 
form. That answers the Senator’s question. But that not 
the reason upon which I proceed. 

I shall vote against the Senator’s resolution, much as I dislike 


is 


to do so. I should like to vote for any resolution which he 
sponsors, but I can not bring myself to believe that I ought to 
vote for a resolution which puts the Senate in a perfectly 


ridiculous and senseless attitude, and I am net going to do it. 





Mr. McMASTER. In other words 
Mr. WILLIS. I think I have stated it very well without the 


Senator putting it in other words. I think I have made myself 
uiderstood, so I hope the Senator will not endeavor to put it in 
other words. 


value than asking the Members of the House to give a part 


| invite the Members of the Senate as their guests. As a re 
measure jit can not originate in the Senate. 
It is also futile for another reason, it seems to me, in 1 
is a resolution which attempts to limit the scope of the ing 
into tariff duties. I know of no attempt to revise the 


at any time in history which has limited the question of revi 
to the revision downward of schedules which are excessi 

has limited revision otherwise, without giving an opportuni 
any industries to have inadequate tariff duties increased 


tainly many branches of agriculture to-day need a re 
upward 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ki 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. SACKETT. I yield. 

Mr. McMASTER. Just what language is there in th: 
lution that would not permit the changing of the agri 


schedules? What language is there in the resolution that 
not permit the adjustment of almost any schedule we |} 
the turiff law? 
Mr. SACEETT. It says the revision shall be downward 
Mr. McMASTER. And to what end, and what furthe1 
pose is expressed in the resolution? Does it not provics 


revision shall be undertaken in order that agriculture m 
brought nearer to a parity with industry? It is the sam 
interpretation put upon the resolution by every other M: 


in this body who it. There is always some e) 
something about the language that is not just quite rig) 
suit them. I will assure the Senator from Kentucky that 
will vote for the resolution, and if the resolution shall be« 
effective, there will be ample opportunity to raise all the d 
that he has in mind in regard to agricultural products, ar 
take exactly the same position. We will have also thx 
opportunity to reduce some excessive schedules. 


opposes 


Mr. SACKETT. But that is not the language of the r 
tion. 
Mr. McMASTER. If the language were changed to su 


Senator, would he vote for it? 

Mr. SACKETT. Not for a resolution to raise revenu 
inating in the Senate, which the Senate has no right to pa: 
which would not be compatible with the dignity of the Hor 

Mr. McMASTER. Does the Senator think the United 8&1 


Senate has no right to express its opinion in regard t 
matter? 

Mr. SACKETT. No 

Mr. McMASTER. He does not think so? 

Mr. SACKETT. No: I do not think so 

Mr. McMASTER. He thinks the Senate is gagge! : 
bound ? 

Mr. SACKETT. No: F said I do not think that. But 


the Constitution provides the place where measures prov! 
for the raising of revenue shall originate, then I think 
time to stop and consider the kind of resolutions we s 

the House. A resolution of this kind, which in its terms | 
a limit upon the scope of the inquiry which the tariff re 
may take, is a resolution also which I can not favor for 
reason that there are many industries in my own comm 
both in industry and in agriculture, which decidedly ne 


revision upward, 

I can not subscribe to the doctrines which have been en 
ated on the floor of the Senate from time to time that the | 
does not afford a protection to agriculture. 


I think that 
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Mr. SACKET 


d not say there Vas anyti y I t resolution that wou 


e the tobacco grows of America I said the tariff that 
on tobacco to-dav was a great benefit to the tobace 
stry and without it we would not he ble to raise tobacco 
profusion in this country But the instance is also there of 


lass of tobacco which depends for its market upon export 
rket is to-day so depressed that mn 
upon that particular kind of tobac 
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wert those articles of agriculture which are dependent up 
xport, Which ei ot be protected by any amount of duty, and 
<e articles which depend upon the hom« ark or thei 
consumption 
If there were real opportunity der the t HItiol i 
her resolution to go into the question of a change of tarifl 
hedules where they are show to be excessive iil dustry, if 
ld be my desire to see those sehedules corre d While a 
ever in the tariff as a protecti to American industry and 
means of building up the market for all the products of 
th American GUSTTS and America agriculture, I i lie 
a protective advocate as to i to see any industi 
nduly protected or to have the rates whi prot it ex 
‘ive Under a general opportunity for a revision of the 
riff any excessive rates would receive h Wholesome Col 
mnuation. but under a resolution of this kind. eve if it were 
sible to bring about a evision of the tariff by th passat 


have opportunity to go 


question as a whole As I said, I know ot 


he resolution. we would not into the 


previou 


n our history when a revision of the tariff was limited to 
ision downward of certain schedules that should be revised 


The tariff is becoming more and more an exceeding ae 
ra which I have tl 
but the 
come from that sec 
the tariff may mean 
to-day than to an 
years Indust h 


ortant questi n to the section of the country 
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collen 
matte! ft tinkering with 
that part of the 
Wihin the last five 


or to represent in only as to mv State 
tire South. I say to my) 
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eorntr 
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eking a loeation within the Southland because of the ad 
ntages that come to it through climate, throngh the wonde 
transportation facilities, and threugh labor conditions. ©n 


count of the resources of power which are now available in 





se sections, industry has been going into every State in the 
uth, and more and more those industries have been able te 

per during the five years last past. To-lay it forms a 
eat reservoir of opportunity to industry, and as indust1 


ows in every State, more and more will the people become 


pendent upon a protection which shall permit them to operate 


| manufacture as against the countries of Europe with their 
ver Wage schedules and seale of living 

For that reason I feel that any question that is raised to-day 
hoeut a change of the tariff has an effect upen the business of 
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my own State and in the neighboring States for which | have 
been working with the Tariff Commissi« for more than two 
vears, trying to get a idvance in the hedules I refer to 
the rag-rug industry It seems a small one; but the warp 
of those rugs is made in factories and then it is sent into the 


wilds rags re 


mountain districts where in many house 
through the warp by the use of hand looms It 
means of livelihood to thousands of mountain families who have 


very little opportunity to earn money in other ways. Since 


pulled 
furnishes a 


1920 a flood of rag rugs from Japan and China has deluged 
the domestic market. The imecreased importation in 1925 over 
1924 was more than 2,000,000 square yards out of a total of 


2,750,000 square yards altogether 


The influx into this cou v 
of those rag rugs } 


produced by the cheap labor of the Far Bast 


has destroyed the industry in the Kentucky mountains and the 





mountains of Tennessee and of western Pennsyivania. That is 
in industry which is loudly calling for the help of the Govern- 
ment in order to maintain itself Without an increase of the 

ff sufficient to compensate for the difference between the 
eost preduction in Japan and China and the domestic cost 
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the people of those sections of the country must be deprived 
f the benefit of that industry For that reason I say that if 
there is to be any revision of the tariff I can not consent for a 
iInoment to vote for a resolution which provides that only sched- 
ules that shall be revised downward shall be considered. 
Schedules that should be revised upward interest me fully as | 
much behalf of the people of my section as do the schedules 
that should be revised downward 

Another great industry which is being built up in that sec- 
tion of country and in the neighboring States is the dairy 
industry That industry shows the need of further tariff pro- 
tection against the importation of milk and cream and butter 


from across the Canadian border, It has been found that close 


to the great markets that industry grows faster than does any 
other industry of the central, southern, and northern sections of 
the South It meets the direct competition of the people of 
Canada. That industry, too, should be given an opportunity 
to present its Claims before I would consent to the passage of 
the resolution as now framed, limited to a revision downward 
f some few schedules that have been pointed cut, and some of 
Which, as L before stated, have little or no relation to the agricul- 
tural interests. 

Mr, JOHNSON Mr. President, I vield my unstinted admira- 
tion to the Senator from South Dakota [|Mr. McMasver] for 
the courage of his present adventure, I think certainly he has 
performed a very useful service. I have no sympathy with the | 
arguments that are made that the Senate should not express | 
its opinion upon aby matter that is germane to that which con 
cerns in legislation or that which in any way concerns our 
people. I have no sympathy with the adjectives that have been 
hurled at the Senator from South Dakota because he has had 


congratu- 
subjeet, and I 
been a debate 
to the Senate 


the temerity to touch a subject such as the tariff. I 
lat upon his very able presentation of this 
congratulate him upon the fact 
upon it which ought 


bitith 
that there has 
least to be enlightening 
and to the country. 

Mr. President, I think I understand, actuat 
ing the Senator from South Dakota and some of those who are 
aiding him in the presentation of a resolution of this kind and 


“al 


Poss 


ibly 


too, the reasons 





character, 1 understand, I think, better than some of our | 
brethren here What rankles in the souls of the men in the | 
Middle West and particularily of those who are engaged in 


agriculture, the very basic industry of this Nation 

{ think I understand, sir, 
has befallen the farming industry during the past few years, 
and I confess the deepest interest and an entire sympathy in 
anything which may be undertaken to alleviate the distress of 
the farmers of this land, and in anything, no matter how mis- 
taken it may be in the opinion of some of our supposedly wise 
brethren, that may be undertaken by those who represent the 
farming communities to relieve and aid their people 

I desire, Mr. President, though, to obtain the necessary relief 
and to at the matter the other way around: not by an 
endeavor to decrease the tariff or even indefinitely to revise it, 
for making a tariff law we who have dealt with the subject 
in the past have learned is a complex and a delicate and a 
difficult task. Under any circumstances it is delicate and it is 
difficult; under the circumstances at the present time it is 
more than delicate and more than difficult. So, sir, instead of 
touching this complex and this delicate and this difficult sub- 
ject, in the endeavor to give the farmer his parity as described 
in the resolution in respect to the tariff, [ would rather go to 
the specific and affirmative mode of agricultural relief, and by a 
definite act do him tardy justice. 

I believe, sir, in anything which promises agricultural relief. 
I do not care that it may be determined to be bizarre by some 
of our distinguished economists and by many gentlemen from 
the East who have not the slightest conception of what 
transpiring in the West. I do not care that gentlemen who 
arrogate to themselves all of the economic virtues or individ- 
uals who are coining their money out of eastern business say 
to us that what we endeavor to do for the farmer is empirical 
wholly and is quite beyond the pale of what they believe to be 
sound economics, If there anything, any measure which 
promises relief, which gives even the possibility of relief to the 


zo 


is 


is 


something of the catastrophe which 





men and the women and the children who have suffered in the | 


Middle West, I will accept that measure, the McNary-Haugen 
bill or any other, in the endeavor to give something of relief to 
those who sorely need it. 


In the endeavor to strike a parity in relation to the benefits 
ure derived from the tariff, the parity to which the farmer 


that 


JANUARY 


‘ i 


is entitled, I would go 
specific and definitive 


aroul 


ineatsules pr 


id i that way and J 


sented upon 


would d 


that subjee 


that subject alone. I do not desire to do it by going in th 
direction abd undertaking the task, which ever is delieat, 
which in this instance is more than difficult, of revising 
ing, or amending the present tariff law. 

To revise downward excessive rates is something that ] 
searcely wholly comprehend [ recognize that there ure 
sive rates: I recognize wm doubtedly there are rates that 
to be reduced in a tariff law; but, coming from the West. ¢ 
from a territory that has asked tariffs and has received 
upon those things that come from the soil, I am not resd 
this period and at this session to rest upon the determina 
any of our eastern brethren as to what may be exce 


rates in a tariff bill. What may seem to be excessive rat 


tariff upon the industrial products of the East to me woy 
seem to those of the Must quite the reverse; while what m 
seem to be excessive rates ou the products of the soil 


Pacific coast to those who live in Massachusetts would s 
me to be, indeed, less than ought to be accorded 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 yield to the Senator from South Dak 

Mr. McMASTER. As I understand the distinguished sy 
tor from California, he would not favor a reopening of 
tariff law, owing to the fact that he would not trust the 
terests of California to eastern interests and to their id 


regard to tariff rates upon agricultural products raised in ¢ 
fornia. Then, as I understand, according to that theory 
must never again bring up the question of tariff revisio 
Mr. JOHNSON. No; not at all, sir. Indicating an opi 
here and asking the House to revise rutes downward is a 
different proposition from taking up a tariff bill in the reg 
course of legislation in the Congress of the United 
do not wish to put it quite as harshly as the Senator di 
I would not trust our eastern brethren as to rates which sh 
be accorded to the fruits, the nuts, and other products of 
soil of the Pacific coast: but, sir, I would prefer, if there 
to be any revision concerning the rates on those products w 
are grown upon the Pacific coast, myself to be a part of 1} 
revision, and to be a part the determination whether o1 


state 


of 


any rate Was excessive. 
Sir, I violate no confidence, and say what is really a mat 
of history when I recite how the rates were obtuined fo 


territory of the Senator from Oregon and the territory tha 


represent on the Pacific coast when the tariff bill was un 
discussion in 1922. We formed a bloe then, Rail at b 
as you see fit, sir; say what vou will regarding any organi 
tion within the organization of the Senate; but when the ta 
bill was under discussion we formed what was termed a 
western bloc: and we formed it for protection of our St 
and our products. It embraced about 25 Senators from 
West: and those 25 Senators appointed an executive committ 
of five. of which I had the honor to be one; and that b 


said to the gentlemen from the East, who were concerned ai 
in an industrial tariff, “All right, gentlemen; the West, with 
25 votes in the United States Senate, is finally going to huve a 
tariff that suits the West’: and the West got a tariff 
suited the West upon the products of the soil. 


Bloes. of course, in mock horror, our eastern brethret 
are terrible things; dangerous, too; but, nevertheless, the 
ganization of the West in 1922 effected the result at that t 
of giving to the West a modicum of that which had always 


been taken by the East: and I am very glad that we organi 
and very glad that the result was attained. 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. JOHNSON, I yield. 


Mr. McMASTER. I want to congratulate the Senator u 
the work of the bloe during that session. I think they cid 
obtain most substantial results; but did they obtain ever 


thing that the farmers asked for? Not by a long way. T! 

testimony before the Finance Committee shows that the farn 
ers asked for higher duties on many things, and those dui! 

were cut. Nothwithstanding that, I agree with the distin 
guished Senator from California that that bloc did put up & 
most Magnificent fight, and they got so much more than th 
had ever gotten before that it was really a victory. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is right: and I may say to the Sel 
tor from South Dakota that when the tariff bill comes 
again, if I happen to be a Member of the Senate at that 
and the Senator from South Dakota happens to be a Meme 
I hope we will form again a western bloc; and we will not 0! 
get what we got before but we will get all of the things t 
the Senator from South Dakota would like to get to-diay 
will aid him in then getting them to the best of my ability. 

I recall, sir, the tariff that we then obtained. It is a singu 
thing that our tariffs in the West, generally speaking, are ve! 














ffer f n tl a te f rel | ir. BRUCI Mr. Presic 
st = tiie ip re ! SI ! 
uble to u i } t the Sena from S | I VICE PRESIDEN 
) i would bh I et ( Ci ” ‘ word 
l ire Waihu na al nit S al liy l, ler I | I t { 
d er products f ‘ ! soil | M PILOMA M re 
if uncer certain ¢ un nee ( oe | ‘ k I I kK 1 l S ‘ } j , 
tion with things that are 21 R t ( MI ry 
1 remember wil fir nd the fir ‘ residi Okla City, O 
ne upon lemor he Phe ‘ S m 1 6 wr ; ' 
. e of Pennsyly la, M I } ! ! ‘ t R s fo] S 
i e Com! ( { l fl { I ‘ ‘ 
rt Was represe I ! ie 2 leman « e D 
i Party and whi rty R l \ , 
est by the Republ Sen rom Califor? < 
s, fo ea tariff « ‘ he &S ' Mi 1 ! 
vVivania a rded n the emergency tariff bill \ ‘ I 
first time in the history of the State of Califorr ve | ( i 
iviff uy lem proaching l Tl \ ' 
quently carried into the general tariff bill 
I recall subsequently the tariff that we soughe upon ah = S 
Do you realize, sir ] I ion cam l i I 
it confectioner in the East came down t Ing ! 
ir distinguished brethren from New Je  -s ll 4 ‘ . 
ularly, and from me of the N England Stat S 1 t , the high t sched 
irched into the Finance Committee—the Senator from Ut: d ( ed 
Mr. Smoot] will recall that fact—and, representing these gr 
fectioners, they were demanding that we should not plac e} I will ask : 
iriff upon almond t all, because they could g 1 Si i-r ; 
md from Europe that would enable them to make their ‘ ‘. its t} . , 1 
nery at a little k cost; and so g t wa t . ne } n ' Iso 
e confectioners of the East that it w: y by t slight ad { est-paid tex work the New Bedf d 
ircin of a very few votes before the Senate itself t I ; f 
bied to obtain the present taril u almonds itton grown in Jackse ( oO of ¢ 
So it was upon walnuts Tl x from Oreg al I for 6 cents per d } 
11 side by Site n making tha higznt So if va I oO es c of I I 
d upon olive oil, with which we came direct competition e high 1 7 e tariff tl hi a 
h our brethren across the sea It was done, sir, because ttle more of t rm W t 1 
organized ; and we organized upon the theory that whereas t t! s neglis as } know. Ur Cle 
riff bills had been written in the past around the wat e far 1 ives f 
ind the wishes and the profits of New England we were going to | ; wheat and ‘ a j ‘ to } t I 
ve, even if injustices might occur in that bill, at least a part und Coolids admini i is the farme ! 1 i 
a tariff bill written around the production of the Western shel 3s whe and it has cost 1.05 to | i t Mi 
tes of the United States of America you 65 cents under Cl wd ; ‘ | ¢ 
lam afraid to touch those schedules wow. sir. I would rathe1 the present ti It is true that ive at i 14 } 2 
to the relief that ought to be accorded the farmer the other ' 1 wheat t it just abe Tectua t , 
iy around, by a specific relief bill: and I will go the limit | jy, Breaihitt Count K or in Bow d { t side, 
that endeavor to give relief to agriculturists I can | New York Ci WW e | ng f Xé 00 000 9 ) wn) 
t under the circumstances, sir—and I regret it, because of shels of wheat annually and consuming h ( 00,000 
he author of the resolution and because of my sympathy with nd exporting about 200,000,000 \ 
fight he is making—I can not, sir, vote for the resolution ‘ ' d to fe the farmers of the West and Northwest D 
t he has presented here now think { e moment if we produced ¢ 100.0 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a | annually and had to import 200,000,000 ¢ 1 dom 
orum., | sur n that the Republicans would ret our present t " © 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on wheat? Not for one moment, Thes ied 
The legislative clerk called the roll nd the following Sen mmediate and our President ar Sena Se 
ors answered to their names: mers it was all done in their interest to make them m 
Barkley Edge Mc Maste1 Sehall Iw oth astonished and as cle whi I i he 
Bayard Fess McNary Sheppard Cor aa wherein id th 4 +} f 
Binghan Fraziet Mayfield Shi ad i 
} k Gerry Metealf Smoot t te ea i d everything he was he ! 
Blaine Gillett Neely Steck | t t DI s true 1 ean not for the li of 1 erst 1 hovw 
lease Hale Norris Steiwer = 3 ‘tod > 
I itton Harris Nye Stephen _ ! ne nhs - : s a 
Brookhart Haw Oddi« Swanson | id with considerable inter« nd nishm 
Br sard Ilayden Overma Chom: Sen ReEp Smoor setting 
Bruce Heflin Phipps Trammell | , : tix 1 < , 
ipper Howell Pittman Tyson | P , ia ata ; 
way Johnson Ransue Walsh, M t I : pt ‘ of the ! vs = oe ” - : 
ouzens Jones Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mont iy ' n 75 cent of th anks fr I > 
Curtis King Reed, Pa Warrei : as oe a h Dakota 
itting La Follet Robinson, Ark W le : “ ; 
een McKellar Robinson, Ind Willis ! ore than 20 per cent « | 
bill McLean Sackett E> ' ent of ft) } < . M 
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Maryland [Mr. TypiNes] are detained on business of the bute 1 t ! ‘ y } i 
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the Committce on Banking and Currenc: han el nt ani 








Mr. JONES. I desire to announc that the Senator fron rosperi In 1850 he 1 
Vyoming [Mr. Kenprick] is d ned from the Cl ! t { ‘ 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. If tl ntry ‘ d 
l also desire to announce at the Senator from C: ornii ‘ ‘ le lea t} rm so 1 dl [ } 
\ir. SHorTRIDGE], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Grorcr], thi nt p 
‘ tor from Colorado {Mr. WATERMAN], and the Sen: from | f rs more of | perity r the Rey rot 
‘ermont [Mr. GREENE] are detained in a meeting of the Con you will ha h of t farmers in the Sont \\ und Mik 
ttee on Privileges and Elections. i h oorhouse 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-seven Senators haying a I will grant 3 that industr pre he ex 


vered to their names, a quorum is present, icultur I will grant you tl transportati I var 
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Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, in view of the fact 


there have been several days’ debate upon the resolution, ai 
far as I know, only one or two Senators have indicat: 

desire to speak to-morrow, I would like, if possible, to ob 

unanimous consent to agree to have a final vote upon the 1 

lution at 2 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. SMOOT. Upon the resolution and all amendments? 

Mr. McMASTER. And all amendments. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRUCE. Would it suit the Senator just as well to cha 
the hour’ 

Mr. McMASTER. To what hour? 

Mr. BRUCE. To some later hour, say, 3 o'clock. 

Mr. McMASTER. That would be perfectly agreeable to 
I accept the suggestion and ask that we to vote 
o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I would hike to ask the 8S 
ator from South Dakota if the amendment suggested by | 
Senator from Maryland is acceptable to him? 

Mr. McMASTER. I have not been able to examine | 
amendment. A slight amendment was made this morning; thu 
ix, I suggested this morning that a change be made which | 
think would cover the amendment the Senator from Maryla! 
proposes, 

Mr. BRUCE. The effect of my amendment is to strike o1 
the word “schedules,” in line 3 of the resolution, and su 
stitute the words “excessive rates.” I understood that that 
would be agreeable to the Senator, 

Mr. McMASTER. I will say that this morning the word 
* excessive” was inserted in the resolution, and I assume t! 
only suggestion the Senator from Maryland makes is that | 
word “schedules” be changed to “tates.” The word “ex 
sive” is already in line 3 of the resolution. It was put in t! 
morning. But we can look at the matter afterwards. 

Mr. BRUCE. The reselution now reads: 

That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are excessive, 
that the immediate 


schedules 


Mr. McMASTER. We have inserted the word 
before the word “schedules.” Therefore the only 
Senator from Maryland desires to change is the word 
ules,” which he desires to change to “ rates.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
the Senator from New York [Mr,. Coperanp]. 

Mr. BRUCE. That amendment was to put the word “ exc 
sive’ before the word “ schedules,” in line 3, was it not? 

Mr. McMASTER. It was. 

Mr. BRUCE, The effect would be just the same. 


SO 
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word 
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M SMOOT If schedules i ised, it ma 
ind that the ‘ ites in a schedule that are t low a 
er rates that are hig l am sure that will appear 
e Ss r hi 
M McMASTER { wl i y agret 
rl Oo 1hse! tl Wo! t i a ad | ( i 
I BRUCI \\ y al line ‘ i " 
il f ( ex f s 
e d : i I dow 
' exce \ 
Mr. McMASTER. That is yp ly agre { 
M BRUC] I was sure it would be 
The VICE PRESIDEN The Se tor from Sou 1) 
epts ‘the modificatic d the resol n \ I Hil 
ievested 
Ix there obic he nnanii on et 
. or fre South Dal ‘I Chair 1 rs nd 
ordered, 
Mr. CURTIS. rhe unanimous-cor t agreemel 
feat 3 « clock on Monday 
The VICE PRESIDENT At 3 o'clock on Monda 
The agreement as reduced to writing follow 
\ \ ( NS r A I if 
\ ‘ hat at o'¢ c | i 
dar day M ry 1 1828, tl Ss 7 
witt 1 ipon I nal 
yy I el I be offered d nt 
R : favori 1 of iff schedul I 
I ft le t present sess of ¢ 
eg tl iamel Dbali disp 
Mr. JONES Mr. President, I desire to make a parliamenta 
liry. Is it in order, now that this agreement has been mad: 
1ove to take up another bi That is, would it displace 
esent unfinished business 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT At the hour of 3 o'clock on Mond: 
resolution will be voted upon; but a motion would be 
der before that time 
Mr. JONES I desire to move that the Senate proceed to 1 
nsideration of Order of Business No. 38, Senate bill 744, t 
further dev« iop an American merchant marine, to assur 
manence in the transportation of the foreign trade of tf) 
United States, and for other purposes. I will state that if thi 
motion shall be agreed to I will ask unanimous consent te 
porarily to lay the bill aside I do not desire to displace the 
olution of the Senator from South Dakota 
Mr. MCMASTER. I wish to say to the Senator from Wash 
ston that there are several Senators who have expressed 
ire to speak upon the pending resolution, and one or tw 
hem were ready to address the Senate this afternoon. 
Mr. JONES. My motion wou!d not prevent them from speak 
ing on the resolution lL would have the merchant marine } 


id aside temporarily 


Mr. CURTIS I hope the Senator from Washington will no 
sist on the motion this afternoon. <A couple of Senate 
re not now in the Chamber are opposed to the m ~u a 
ey spoke to me about it. 

Mr. JONES. I would not interfere with them. I will tem 
porarily lay the bill aside 

Mr. CURTIS. I know; but I think they would like to be her 
when the question is up as to whether the bill should be made 
the unfinished business 

Mr. JONES. I desire to give notice, then, that immediat 
fter the vote is taken on the pending resolution, I shall see 


cognition from the Chair to 1 
The VICE PRESIDENT. T 


resolution offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. M« 
MASTER] as modified 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, in view of the unanimous-con 
nt agreement, I suggest that we have an executive sessi 
f no one wants to speak on the resolution now. 
SEVERAL SENATORS. Very well 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
ration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
usideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
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question is on agreeing (o the 


the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Janu- 
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cember 22, 1927 

Second Lieut. Allen Lloyd Keyes, Field Artillery, from De- 
cember 25 1927 

Second Lieut. Damon Mott Gunn, Infantry, from December 
25, 1927 


Second Lieut. Charles Metz Seebach, Infantry, from Decem- 
ber 28, 1927 


Second Lieut. Harry McKenzie Roper, Field Artillery, from 
December 29, 1927. 
Second Lieut. James Henry Workman, Field Artillery, De- 
cember 31, 1927. 
Second Lieut. Charles Wesley Gettys, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from January 4, 10928. 
Second Lieut. Henry James Pitt Harding, Infantry, from 
January 6, 1928 
Second Lieut. William Shepard Biddle, 3d, Cavalry, Jan- 
uary 9, 1928 
MEDICAL CORPS 
To be colonels 
Lieut. Col. William Lawson Little, Medical Corps, from Jan- 
uury 6, 1928. 


Lieut. Col. Allie Walter Williams, Medical Corps, from Jan- 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Eveccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 138 


(legislative day of January 11), 1928 
FOREIGN SERVICE 


TO BE VICE CONSULS OF CAREER 


Iloward F, Diehl Comer Howell 
Richard CC, Dutrow. Odin G. Loren 
George M. Graves James S, Moose, jr. 
Randolph Harrison, jr. Charles K. Morris, 
UNCLASSIFIED 
Howard F, Diehl. Comer Howell, 
Richard CC. Dutrow. Odin G. Loren 
George M. Graves James S. Moose, jr. 
Randolph Harrison, jr. Charles K. Morris. 
POSTMASTERS 


ALABAMA 
Clifford M. Cox, Ozark, 


ARIZONA 


William F. Haas, Naco. 
INDIANA 

John T. Clapp, Beech Grove 
Charles F, Robertson, Brownstown, 
Julia V. Clark, Colfax 
Ebert Garrigues, Francesville, 
Ralph D. Gookins, Veedersburg. 

IOWA 
red QO. Canfield, Dunkerton, 
Andrew C, Link, Dyersville 
Eliza K. Alldredge, Melbourne, 
George C, Parsons, Perry, 


Nellie Hyde, Rowan, 


‘George Scott, 
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Chester C. Yelland, Sheffield. 
Mary J. Morse, Steamboat Rock. 
John A. Hale, Tripoli, 

LOUISIANA 


Thomas L. Ducrest, Broussard, 
J. Rodney Murrel, Church Point. 
Robert M. Johnson, Colfax. 
Ralph N. Menetre, Covington. 
George W. Varnado, Franklinton. 
Edward F. Crawford, Gretna. 
Shep B. Hanes, Jena 

Lilha B. Brown, Lecompte. 
William R. Morgan, Mandeville. 


Novilla TIT. King, Simsboro. 
Walter T. Eisely, Tallulah 
Louis Hebert, White Castle 


MARYLAND 


William A. Brown, Cecilton, 


MASSACHUSETTS 


William F. Keller, Holliston. 
George A. Coolidge, Hudson, 

Leon C. W. Foote, Lee. 

Ernest H. Wilcox, Manchester. 
Turner R. Bailey, Medfield. 
Bernard Campbell, Millville 

Charles D. Streeter, Mount Hermon. 
Harold Winslow, New Bedford. 
George W. Oreutt, North Abington, 
James T. Potter, North Adams, 
Alice K. Briggs, North Easton, 
Alonzo W. Jones, Orleans. 

Palmer J. Lord, Petersham. 
Margaret FE. Rourke, 
Mark A. Putnam, Rutland. 
William E. Chaffin, Scituate. 
Edward L. Chapin, Southbridge. 


Wesley G. Rose, South Deerfield. 
Maurice Williams, South Easton. 


John H. Preston, South Hadley. 
Susan F. Twiss, Three Rivers. 
Frederick C. Haigis, Turners Falls. 
Otis J. A. Dionne, Walpole. 
Blanche Ek. Robinson, Wareham 
Thomas E. Hynes, Wayland. 
Alexander Wylie, Webster. 

George D. Roe, Westfield. 

Henry O. Bailey, West Newbury. 
Mary A. Fallon, West Stockbridge. 
W. C. Arthur Hebert, West Warren, 


MISSOURI 





Lester H. 
Verner H. 


Pettit, Ava. 

Kirkendall, Birch ‘Tree. 
Nellie B. Gallihugh, Blairstown. 
George C. Blackwell, Breckenridge. 
Joe D. Scott, Bunceton., 

Edward J. Schmidt, Centralia. 
Anna B. Thomas, Corder. 

Gustave R. Baumann, Creve Coeur. 
Bransby B. Houghton, Crystal City. 
Harry C. 
Percy B. Kidney, 
Sallie F. Dunean, Dearborn. 
Mandana A. Schrieffer, Fornfelt. 
Isaac H. Arnold, Forsyth. 
Thomas A. Scott, Greenfield. 
William B. Green, Goodman. 
Higginsville. 

John W. Rissler, Houstonia 
Joseph Q. Martin, Huntsville. 
Maurice Craig, Illmo. 

Joseph C. Forshee, Lronton. 
John G. Kies, Jackson. 

Victor M. Blankinship, Kennett. 
Hugh L. Virtue, Kingston. 
Oliver H. Simmons, Lancaster. 
Clyde H. Turner, Mansfield, 
Henry H. Jones, Memphis. 
Charles S, Dickson. Milan. 

John M. Medealf, Monroe City. 
Howard W. Mills, Mound City. 


Grant, Cuba. 
Darlington. 


Prides Crossing. 
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»} 1. Harrison. R nna ; oe aa 
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bit Ix Mi ¢ Aller 
ili Ss Arne 
t. Julian Miller, Bokehito. S 
n R. MelIntosh, Chelsea i lopted { ul Ik 
vney Milburn, Coweta it t Repres ee & j i ‘ t 
in W. Brookman, Coyle. State Lc 
y J. Mvers, Dustir 2 day of Januar 1y28 d | ) M 
John W sishop, Fairview. I ed the oath of offic Mr. | j ri 
omas H. Henderson, Fort Cobb. 57 of the Revised Statute he United S :, ' f 
red k M. Deseln Guthrie | th ad stered Men HH hey ‘ i 
Isom P. Clark, Heavy er Mir. bk S¢ ed 
Alfred J. Canon, Hinton | L ve the honor to be 
Susie M. Daniel, Jet } espe ily 
~ | 
Noah B. Hays, Keota | Cal D. | 


Roy Sherman, Lexington. Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol 
John A, Norris, Okeens owing pri ileged resolution nd move its adontic 


William G. Johnston, Oklahoma City. The Clerk read as follow 
Charles H. Johnson. Pawnee 
Howard Morris, Soper 


Virgil T. Gannaway, Tuttle Whereas Frank H. I" hep mt for the Sta M ! 


m t third dist t le f t 
PENNSYLVANIA pear in person te " . Wem of 3 House 

John F. Schwarztrauber, Archbald, worn to and st ad the ! offies fore the Hon. Cal ) 
Annabelle Busler, Avis. Paige, authorized resolu s House adminis t I 
Harry M. Logan, Conshohocken, nd the said oath of office ha n presented in | " if 

lohn KE. Cronk, Duke Center. | House, and there beit no col 1 tior s t 
Wallace W. Scowden, Farrell. wit fore 

reorge W. Larkins, Ford City. Resolved, That the said oath b epted dr ed | 
lnude W. Keiser, Lykens ‘ th fice of the said Frank H. Foss as a M ‘ 3 


john L. Eppley, Mechanicsburg. H 
M. Irene Workman, Mingoville. 

Hioward C. Emigh, Morrisdale. 

John W. Clouse Moscow. CcCIvil SERVICE COM MITTFI 

Sanuel J. Matthews, Olyphant. | Mr. LEHLBACH Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
r ra L. Pickering, Peckvill the C‘ommittee on the Civil Servik ri: sift adurir the se ( 
muel H. Wigton, Philipsburg. of the Hous 
na B. McCully, Ramey. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey a nnani 


Che resolution was agreed 


Ay 


VERMONT mie consent that the Committee o1 the Civil Ser re I ’ it 
Sate. Wis abies, diate durit g the sessions ¢ f the House Is there object 
loshua H. Blakley, Bellows Falls. bin ee Se ae eee 
Stanley E. Brownell, Burlington ADDRESS OF HON. JOHN M DUPFFII 
Douglas C, Montgomery, East Arlington Mr. BOWLING Mr. Speaker. on J i of ! ‘ 
Lyman H. Leach, Essex Junction. eague. Congressman McDwFrrtik. de ; ery interesting and 
Dora W. Brown, Lunenburg instructive speech before the Alabama Bar Association on the 
Murray K. Paris, Lyndon. dangerous tendencies in our Government I i unanimous con 
Walter W. Wright, North Troy. | sent to extend my arks bv print it in the Recorp 


The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
nous consent to extend bis remarl the Kecorp in the manne: 


dicated Is there objection? 


Kdward H. Willis, Pittsford | The SPEAKER 

Charles W. Humphrey, Poultney. I 

kirnest W. Chase, Rochester. 

Karle H Bishop, West Rutland. There was no objection 

Belle H. Covell, Williamstown, Mr. BOWLING Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend m 
WISCONSIN remarks in the Recorp, I include the following address of Hon, 


| ' 
: . JoHN MecDourrn 
Theodore B. Ottum, McFarland, 


Walter F. Martin, Mukwonago. DANGEI PENDI ; 0 
Mourits Mortenson, Stratford. I l’resident and gentlemen of Bar A ‘ ( 
Melvin H. Schlytter, Wittenberg. wish to express my appreciation of the honor done n y t a 
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tlor idr his a Nation. From the early days of our statehood 
the Alabar r has held a high place in the esteem of the legal pro 
i f e Nation First State in the Union to adopt a code of 
} | ely the work of the late lamented Thomas G. Jones, of Mont 
! ! wen followed by at least a dozen other States, and 
I ! e b ft ethical no of the American bar, Al ima | 
‘ ( in ev movemel to preserve the integrity of that 
j \ h, more than any other, has had to do with the making 
I i i f the princip f the American Govern t 
I 0 in nil I have not come with any de 
lu I d bring to this audience a message of wisdom and I 
\ I ef ine t t who feet I have sat, and those who 
} t rare abilit W makes them upstandil figures in the 
le I a Ia ‘ I however, even at the risk of presump- 
spenk to you about those tendencies in our Govern 
! f od 1 in their course uprestrained, will destroy 
nal equ rium-—tbhat even lance between State and 
j le ‘ r ient ! ih ly 1 the bulwark of our safety and the 
heet of the Republic Our dual stem of Government ¢ » 
vided ( itution, | en fitly termed the longe h of 
‘ ‘ ! | r kino n tl world 
| ndency tov 1 tl irrender and elimination of t s I 
| I { the §S is well th neroachment of Federal powell is 
t ‘ f 1 l vernment, and trik down ¢t 
in f individual cit ; it is setting p in Washington an 
nd ) te d gradually undermining the founda 
t ' ent govel { 
BT AU CRACY 
\ ding to Mr. Hoove we now have more than 200 bureaus, boards 
nd commission great nd nall, with authority to make rules and 
r lation largely fixing the polici of government under which we 
live \ reat burea racy clothed with much authority and little re 
BDO not niy adds to the taxpayers’ burden but through the 
disp n of govern ntal favors, our people are encouraged to lean 
upon the Government for support rather than support the Government 
To-day almost a decade after the close of the World War, Federal bu 
rea re till reaching out and putting their hands into numerous 
phase f the ocial and business life of the Nation With increasing 
rapidity they are entering new fields every year for the performance of 
many « i which are more properly the functions of State and local 
rvernment When once a Federal bure enters any id with its 
powertu rencies, supported by the Public Treasury, it rarely, if ever, 
halts or turns backward but follows a natural course of expansion 
FEDERAL FUNCTIONS ENLARGED BY NATION’S GROWTH 
Until 30 years ago, excepting the period of the War between the 














State the activities of the Federal Government and its direct relation 
to tl citizen aroused only the slightest interest in the minds of the 
peop lo-day, however, a survey of the various functions of the many 
bureaus, boards, and commissions of the central Government presents a 
most engaging study 

\ppropriations by the Federal Government for internal improvements 
were questioned lon izo by President Madison, who vetoed a bill for 
th truct of the Cumberland Road, and in this he was followed 
by Mr. Monros In 1844 President Tyler likewise protested that Con 
t had no constitutional authority to use Federal funds for improve 
I t of ivigable « in our rivers and harbor Soon, however, 
we 1 Congress « vast areas of the public domain to aid 
lm the truction of our great trunk line railroads Such improve 
n h their rat c, economic, and political value were most 
‘ ni for our pational d opment, and with the passing of the 
vears the pre e of publ pinion accompanying our rapid growth has 
wre t reversals well a ny hanges in the original ideas of the 
funct f the I} il Government Annually increasing appropri 
ation I ly for in nal improvements but to meet the growing de 
1 is f ery 8 on of the country for the multiplication of bu 
es to assist g t problems of the every-day life of 
I OOn inted from year to year by the Congress, always 

i es t he w of the people 
I lay it is almost impossible to conceive of single phase of Ameri 
ean fe that does not feel the touch of the Government's hand or that 
i toa ed by some regulation of a Federal bureau Those of you 
el nen who « ‘ o-day in automobiles traveled over roads that 
wel nstructed with the aid of funds of a Federal bureau, which 
‘ tested tl naterial of which they are built, said the final word 
0 eir proper lecation, and now advises how best to maintain 
ther Phose \ m n the railroads paid fares that are fixed by a 
b in Was! on Even your wenrring apparel, from your hat to 
vou 8 includt your sp cles, whether domestic or imported, 
wa uubtless sold to y it a price responsive to a tariff rate made by 
e Federal Congres but ve likely adjusted by a commission in 
W ) If your pocket ire bulging with the coin of the realm, 
ooner or | tl ind of a Federal bureau will reach in for its share 
of tl neome derived from your energy and industry. A Federal 
ures xpends millions annually for the reclamation of arid land, but 


onditions under which those lands are used, 


t 
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Another bureau will lend you money on ur farm land at a 
of interest for a term of 40 years A ireau will advise you how 
lild your home, even to th stent of wher he kitche i 
It wi ) nly tell you w t t of flowers to pl but wi 

ll i you few to mal y ! beautiful A i 
you what kind of soil y is and rests the best me ( f 
V n It advises what amount id t kind of fertilizer » us 
suggests how you ifeguard Ir premis igainst rats, inse 
worms, beet ! A bureau will ly ou when, wher 
what to plar I e the crop is grown, what the harve wi 
It teaches mw tol t transport t rop s well st lat 
of market otl ! ‘ I broud In ! y marketing 
throughout tl land ft expert ©) Federal reau i ) 
fruit and vegetabl for your table, n t vou eat, the i i 
ges you 1 ind even the grass you grov \ Federal hn 
when the sun will shine, when the rain will fall, and warns 
tornado Under the cotton futures t, the cotton standard 

rain futures act, and the grain andards act, the standard c« 
ict the United Stat varehou ict nd the cooperative 1f rh 
ict, tl plant and animal quarantine acts, t pure food and t 

lin t, almost every phase of legal pt ction loa 

tl wh about the 80,000,000 of our people now engaged in agr 
Indeed, the Government, thre rhy it bureaus, does almost 
except perfor the | rr and fix the prices of products nd t 
those o now declare that regulat ‘ prices by a bureau in W 
ington is a proper fur n of tl Federal G ernment 

These are only a few of the multiplied acti ies of a be 
Federal Government. The limitations of t hour will not pern 
to name them all Suffice it to say that many other interests in 
merce and in the arts and iences come in daily for their sl 
ivice and supervision and for those bounties provided by the F¢ 
Government to-day 

Mr. Coolidge, with his characteristic New England thrift and 
omy, very wisely suggested that the task uppermost in the 1 
those ““whose brains laid here the foundation for the hoy 
world’ was to see how much they could put into the Gover 
while it seems the thought uppermost in our mind is to find 
much we can get out of it 
SCHOOLS OF THOUGHT DEMANDING FURTHER EXTENSION OF FEDERAI 

Not content with all those powers for the advice and supervi 
the business and social life of America to-day there are men 
women, sincere but misguided, who are clamoring for further exten 
of Federal powe! There is a school of thought demanding Go 


ment ownership and operation of railroads, coal mines, and other p 
fact the never 
operated any business without a loss to the Public Treasury. 


utilities, despite the that Government has 


success 


There is a growing demand throughout the Nation for more 
cratic control and more Federal supervision over the very person 
conduct of the citizen himself. Even here in the Southland, 
so much precious blood was spilled to preserve the integrity of St \ 
ind local government, there are those who would all too quickly 


render to the Federal Government many duties and responsil 


which should be performed by State and local communities as we 
in the home 
Under the maternity act a Federal bureau now advises the 


methods as to how our children should be born, while under a 
for birth control, not yet adopted, thank God, we might be l 
whether or not it is wise to have them born at all, 


Another proposal is to amend the Constitution and have the Con 


provide a uniform marriage and divorce law for the Nation I 





the provisions of the twentieth amendment, which was unwisely, il 
humble opinion, submiited to the States, and which they had 
patriotism and courage to reject, some agent of the Federal Gover: 
it have been clothed with authority to go into the homes 
people regardless of the wishes of parents, and prescribe thoss 
and regulations, in conformiiy with the views of the professior | 
former and social! uplifter, governing the conditions under whi 
child, from its tender years almost to the date of majority, should 
permitted to labor, 


There was a time when we found inscriptions of tender and beaut 


sentiment, such as “ God bless our home” and “ What is home wit 


a mother,” hanging about the firesides of our people. But, if 
National Congress responds to such dangerous propaganda as inv: i 
in the twentieth amendment, and lends a willing ear to the u 
preachments of the well organized and sincere but misdirected 2 

a fanatical type of the sociologist, the time will come when, s 
menting the sweet sentiment of “ God bless our home” and “ W 
home without a mother” we will find inscribed about the heart 


and over the portals of American homes, the later day, the ultraprog 


sive and Russianized sentiment, ** May the Government bless our bh 
and “ What is home without a Federal agent.”” No; the day wil 
come soon when the red-blooded American, who enjoys the prot 


of life and property well the immunity and safety of h 
guaranteed under the Constitution, will surrender to some bureaucr 


the Federal the to invade the 


as as 


Government power sacred precincts 


his home, so long as it is maintained as a home, without injury to 
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INCREASING DEMANDS FOR CONSTITUT! I. AMENDM | LIAYV PO ADDRESS TH HOUSE 
Within recent vears a new impetus has he ver ‘ i ler o | Mr. CANNON Mr Speakel I i UnapDimmous ¢ nt tl t 
ly change the fu ental Jaw of the lane From 1789 date | on Saturday, January 21, imimecdiately after the re ing of ; 
‘ hay been more than 2,000 resoiutions pro] zr approximately Journal and the « Isporllion Ol papers on lue Spral 








M I rEDMAN, Of North Carolina, may have 10 minutes in 
vhich to address the House on General Forrest, the great Con- 
federate cavalry leader 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
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mou nsent that on Saturday, January 21, immediately after 
reading 6f the Journal and disposition of papers on the Speaker's 
table, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. StTepMAN] may 
have leave to address the House for 10 minutes, Is there ob- 
jecti« 

There was no objection. 

ARTICLE BY HON, VICTOR L, BERGER 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing an article by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Brereer] on the subject of 
World peace 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner 


indicated Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 

remarks, I print in the Recorp an article by Hon. Vicror L, 

Berocer on “ World conditions for peace,” which was published in 

Current History for January as part of a symposium of “ Views 
American statesmen.” 

The article is as follows: 


of 


WORLD CONDITIONS FOR PEACE 

M Steed wants a declaration by the “ accredited spokesman” of the 
United Stat that if members of the League of Nations should ever 
tak my against an aggressor nation, America would stand by the 
leacu 

Th iccredited spokesman can not do it. 

rwoO REASONS WHY IT CAN NOT BE DONE 

Apart from our traditional American policy, from which our country 
he deviated only once—that is, during the World War—there are two 
tremendous obstacles in the way Virst, the “treaty” of Versailles, 
which is a pact of hate and perpetuates hate, and to which we can not 
become a party, and, second, the competition for the world’s markets is 
bound to create serious dissension between Great Britain and America 
within a generation, unless there is a strong Socialist Party in our 


country similar to the Labor Party in England. Diplomatic declarations 


are worse than useless 

lo begin with, by promulgating the ‘“ world Monroe doctrine” that 
Mr. Steed suggests, we would in fact guarantee the “status quo post 
bellum guarantee the condition created by the pact of Versailles, 


which our Senate rejected, 


Mr. Steed virtually wants us to underwrite the decisions of the League 





of Nations in which we have neither seat nor voice, according to a 
solemn referendum of our people Underwrite only the righteous deci- 
sions. of course But undoubtedly the decisions that Great Britain 
favers will always be “righteous” since this declaration is to be made 
at the behest of England, which has six seats in the League of Nations. 
The other side will always be the aggressor. We know history. 
UNITED STATES TO BE WORLD CONSTABLE 

And the United States is to act the part of a world constable. A 
peaceable constable, but—we know history. That constable is apt to 
turn into a highwayman. 

The so-called treaty of Versailles now serves as the “ legal” basis of 


all the transactions of Europe. The pact of Versailles is the “ world's 


charter” and the League of Nations was simply created in Versailles as 
an instrument of the pact Ask Clemenceau, Lloyd George, Poincaire, 
ete 


This pact of Versailles, which is the quintessence of 1,000 years of 
European hatreds and jealousies, is at the bottom of all the troubles of 
Europe, including the troubles of England, which are far more serious 
than the world knows. Why America indorse it by standing 
behind the decisions of the League of Nations? 

Until that infamous pact is scrapped Europe can have no peace and 
England no prosperity. And it makes not a particle of difference what 
kind of a new theory the President of the United States might promul- 
gate at this time or any other time. 


should 


As to the troubles which are certain to arise between Great Britain 
and America on account of the competition for the world’s markets— | 
more later. 


NATIONS MUST PAY PRICE FOR SUPREME CRIME AGAINST CIVILIZATION 


Let us but clearly understand that the European nations—and par- 
ticularly England—are paying the price for the World War. Great 
Britain can not expect to take part with extraordinary stupidity in the 
greatest crime against civilization without having to pay for it. The 
price may be England's position as a world empire, and it may be less. 
That depends on England's wisdom or England's \uck But England 
must pay the price. All of Europe has to pay the price. And even 


Ask our farmers. 


America is beginning to pay. 


j 


| 








JANUARY 15 
AMOUNT OF THS BI BUTCH! Lt D 
And here is the bill 
According to the best statistics obtainable, tl World W 
30,000,000 lives and $4100,000.000,000 1 property 
In order to give some idea of what this means, just let 1 i 


it in the following: 


With that amount we could have built a $2,500 house anu furt 
this house with $1,000 worth of furniture and placed it on 5 a 
land worth $100 an acre and given all this to each and every far 
in the United States of America, Canada, Australia, England, W 
Ireland, Scotland, rance, Belgium, Germany, and Russia. 


After doing this there would be 
of 200,000 inhabitants in 
library, a $5,000,000 hospital, and a 

And of the 


set a sum at 5 


1 
l 


left 
countries 


enough money to give each 


ind over all the named a $5,000 


$10,000,000 univers 
sufficient mon 
which would pay for all tim 
of army of 125,000 tea¢ 
the same salary to each of an ar 


ity. 


balance we could still have 
inter 
for each 


pay 


then out 





ide a per cent ‘st 
come a $1,000 year 


to 


vy salarly 


this to 


an 
and in addition 
125,000 nurses, 

And, after having done all this, we could still have enough left out 
our $400,000,000,000 to buy up all of France and Belgium and 
thing of value that France and Belgium that every Ire 
and Belgian farm, home, factory, church, railroad, street car—in 
everything of value in those two countries in 1914. 

lor it must be remembered that the total valuation of France in 1914 
according to French official was $62,000,000,000, 

The total of Belgium, according to Belgian official figures, was i: 
neighborhood of $12,000,000,000. This total valuation 
two countries in 1914 of less than $75,000,000,000. 

In other the price which the leaders and statesmen of 
entente, including the “statesmen” of the United States, 
people of the world pay for the victory over Germany, was equal to 
value of five countries like France, plus five countries like Belgium 


possess ; is, 


ligures, 








means a 


words, 


mad 


WHY ENGLAND JOINED THE “ CRUSADE” 

And all this wag done in order to preserve Great Britain's 
ponderance in the world’s trade and to make [rance the fore! 
military power in the world’s history—limited only by her ter 
indebtedness and inability to borrow much more money. Great Br 


could have prevented the war, but 
progress, joined the “ crusade.” 
The most cruel part of the World War was not the ordeal of ba 
nor the want which the German people especially had to suffer du 
the fighting, because they were surrounded by an iron ring. The 
cruel part was the hunger blockade after the war, for six months a 
the armistice had been signed. And in that beastly and inhum 
blockade not only Great Britain but also the United States took part 
Hundreds of thousands of old people, women, 
children—perished. This was one of the most dastardly and cru 
of the Wilson administration, It was accomplished after Germany i 


Great Britain, jealous of Gern 


Germans—mainly 


laid down her arms on the so-called 14 points. These “14 points 
however, were never even mentioned at the peace negotiations at \ 
sailles. 

THE ROBBER PACT OF VERSAILLES 


And the results of that treaty of Versailles? 

The Allies, and especially France, took everything Germany posses 
not only in war material, machinery, and rolling stock but also hors 
cows, etc 

The Reparation Commission established “ reparations ” regardless 
any promises made in the armistice, and fixed no definite sum which 
Germany is to pay. 

This peace of Versailles divided up 15,000,000 Germans among 


hostile neighbors like sheep to be slaughtered. Are we to become 
party to this? 
Central Europe was Balkanized. The Allies took all the German 


colonies, 
A number of new countries were founded, all of them satellites 
France, each of them with a big standing army organized by Frenchn 
The peace of Versailles helped to build up a monster Frankenstein 
in militaristic France and a number of smaller Frankensteins otf 
same kind in Poland, Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, and Rumania. 
GERMANY’S PAUPER LABOR DANGER TO WORLD 


tae 


On the other hand, the Germans, a nation which a few years 
was the foremost in the world in power, civilization, learning, art, 
commerce, has to-day become a beggar folk. Their very 
coupled with the necessity to work cheaply in order to be able to Pp 
the tribute, makes them a _ peril—German workmen get about 0! 
fourth what American workmen do and than one-half of th 
English workmen—and with their talent for organization this ch 
German labor has become a danger to the labor all other ind 
trial nations. 


and 


povel 


less 
of 


GREAT BRITAIN MAY HAVE TO STAY POOR 


As far as the victors are concerned, there is Great Britain sta: 
ing around with hat in hand, timidly, almost tremblingly—beca 
England is afraid of the French aerial fleet. 
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the Kaiser would 


Lruit { ind of a story ould not be repented in our country for a 

! t mn not even in order to enfore a ion of th 
| ‘\ n 

rt yur n ire so disillusioned now that they would not even 
fig! } pup th Polish corridor through Germany or to hold the 
I italy, although the League of Nations is guaranteeing these 
ind nu vy other things In fact, most of our soldiers realize to-day that 
they hay n * bamboozled " much worse than “ that old Presbyterian ” 

the Wl House 

\ | ition suct s Mr. Steed suggests would raise a tremendous 

ry t that F1 lent and his party about meddling again in 
in 
} ‘TE ON ECONOMIC LINES 

If Kure wants to ha peace, Lurope must scrap the pact of Ver 
nd ge together on reasonable political and economic lines. The 
best me d would be the formation of a United Stats of Europe, 
framed er t pattern f Switzeriand, where Germans, Frenchmen, 

nd Italians live together peaceably and happily. 

Or } ‘ not be accomplished yet, let them unite in two or 
thr large onomtiec units These could get together again on Many 
inter tional, political, and econemic questions. 

That's the only solution A “ world Monroe doctrine would not only 

id to our troubles but also to the troubles of Burope, Just ask 
Mexico Nicaragua 

FOOD, RAW MATERIAL, AND TRADE ARE MAIN CAUSES 

And now as to the other reason, the probability of difficulties with 
Great Britain 

I ises of modern war, and especially also of the World War, are 
clear 1 inv observer Most countries of Europe are limited terri 
torially and are densely populated The food that can be raised is 
insufficient to support the large population, and the natural resources 
can supply the requirements of the industries rhis is obviously the 
case in Great Britain, Germany, Haly, Belgium, and some other 
countri 

From this condition rises the rivalry for acquisition of foreign colo 
nies, the cfforts to defend and extend the oversea possessions and the 
policies of militarism and navalism For many centuries sea power 


meant world power 
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countr rhese capitalists are constantly forced to look for new 
ot profitable investime 
Phus capitalism inevitably leads to inrperialism. This in turn br 
about vast armaments and big navies And sooner or later i 
wal t only to subjugate backward nations but also to 4d 
( n ) to 
Great Britain has been, so far ery uccessful in destroving | 
petitors for the world market Great Britain has annihilated j 
power of Spain, l’rance, Holland, and Germany Who is to be ext 
MUSSOLINI MAY ALSO TRY [1 4 
Of courst reacti ry governments ymetimes Iso. deli 
plunge countries into war for the pur] of erushin prog 
movemenis p ioti xcifement This was evid 
the case in . instan where the Czar used the 1 
Pan Slavism—or the world rule of the Slavic race—in an ef 
hold down the Russian revolutionist That is the reason y 
“little whi f; i was so willing io make the plunge M 
may try a similar stunt, 
By the way, the only good that resulted from the World Wat: 
the dethronement of the Hohenzollerns, Ilapsburgs, and Romun 
although all of this might have been brought about without a w 


‘ataclysn 


SOCIALISTS PREDICTED COMING OF WORLD WAR 
At any rate, for more than half a century before the World W 
soclalist writers and speakers warned the world of 1! tinpend 
tragedy, but the warning went unheeded It is even possible tha 


ipitalist world, constituted as it Is, could not heed the warning w 
out undergoing a thorough change, which capitalism fears 

Thus the World War came in spite of the warnings and protests of 
the socialists, and in spite of the persona! desires of many of 
capitalists themselves 

AMERICA NOW GREAT BRITAIN’S COMPETITOR 

But the same elements and forces are still at work Germany 
crushed But business is business still Germany's place in w 
politics and also in the world markets is rapidly being taken by 1 
United States of America We are now Great Britain's most powerlul 


competitor 
The St 
story. 
If the 
War and 


tions by 


atistics issued our Department of Commerce tell a vivid 


by 


people shall remain blind to the terrible lessons of the We 
dec 


balances of pow 


continue as they did with war pacts, secret alliances 


“accredited spokesmen,” leagues of nations, 


ete., we May have a repetition of the disaster In other words 
main causes that brought on the World War—the causes that brow 
England into the World War—are left to operate, then this World \ 
was surely not the last war 

Then it was only the first of a series of wars, each of them n 


terrible. more tragic than the one before. And the result may not ¢ 
be bolshevism, it may be the wiping out of the white civilization ane 
possibly of the white race 
THR NEX' MAD DOG WILL PROBABLY CIEW UP THE BRITISH EMI 

If England should determine to uphold its rule of the seven + 


Tories want ! 


than 
And it 


and ils final control of the world’s markets—is 


navy any oth 


land to do—by insisting on keeping up a large: 
eountry, then, undoubtedly, England may also fight. 


will get 
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: s wherever it can: even in Asia. But most certainly England will ! Senate C rent R ? n 4 
ble to “ Copenhaget its next ac rsary. The next mad dog P Ired by the ] 
| probably chew up the British Empire iy t the purpose of interpr } the . 
And so long as these causes continue to operate any underwriting | 1922 with a 
United States of any of these ra f in help nothi: \ ew — - 4 ' f 
any declaration may simply furnish additional pretexts defined in the United § g 
(nd that is absolutely unnecessary, because there always will be pre by the Secretary of Ag . 
xts aplenty for a war when one is wanted And as inventions ar . 
nee are It t the vi ot militaris the w Ww become ‘ Phe Somes ' ae . 9 : I . , . ! ‘ 
Dy ‘ ) na i SIM) S 
a ana sail canciaiiet select « the part of the Set as provided for 
the 16, ISSO Ss amencder vw the f Mare 
Socialism would have r ‘ pr ems, of « é And even s 2 1805 ntit in a 4 uthorize md 1 . j 
foe pe aaa ' ; 7 i * a S - 7 roo : li on a useless papers in the xe iv d mi : 
ssing to any civilized nd 1 be blessing to Ame _ , — : : —_— 
I understand, howeve I we n not abolish capitalism overnight 
y such attempt would only bring more mise } , te : ? _ a ~ 
And we do not have a Socialist Party mmer ite wit M CRAMTON Mr. Speaker, I move hat the ou r 
nd importance of the country n the 1 ted State to-day tt ¥ txel Into ( t { ol i WI i n t 
re are such parties in Great Britain, Germany, Austria, and t tate of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
dinavian countries i R. 9136) ma x appropria ns ‘ 1? tmen of 
MY PROPO 7 he Interior for the fiscal year ending June ( 120, and L 
T ly 1 ies 
oe cee we Oe rom rh "panties W reed te 
Scrap the pact of Versailles and all the other pacts dictated by war,| Accordingly the House resolved itself into the ¢ ittee of 
hy oem Ben 1 the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr, Cur 
Let the representatives of ¢ the civilized nations of the world be stom in the chair 
embled in a great world conference for the purpose of undoins is Clerk read the tifle to the bill 
ee ee oe ee ee ee oe rhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
ee? of the bill 
WIPE SLATE CLEAN OF ALL DEBTS AND INDEMNITIES rhe Clerk read as follow 
Let us wipe the slate clean of all the war debts and indemnitie | m ¢ <] O00 h pro a on 1 
rmany by this time has paid about one hundred times as much as nds to the edit of oe Comtadck : Bar 1 ind . 
should have paid The reparation claim is a barefaced fraud $48.000 of said amoun oath | ious 4 
Allied cannons did as much damage as did German guns Navajo Springs) Band of said Indians in Col and al 
| ELF-I E NA FOR MINORI 3 Po 000 1id anu I I he | h, ¥ e Ri i I i ( 
lave referendums in all the various countries where there are strong Bands of Ute Indians in 1 Lb, and the mn OF GoW, i , t 
a wities—under the rule foreign governments Let such peopl the Southern Ute India n Colorado, which shall be d 
4 selves decide whether they want to stay under that foreign rule, ; * 1 bands, and the Secretary of the Interior is also : ! a to 
e them their independence if demanded by two-thirds of the in- | Withdraw from the Treasury the accrued interest to and 
tants of any contiguous district that borders on a nationality of June 30, 1928, on the®funds of the said Confederated Bands Ute 
ir own. Indians appropriated under the act of March 4, 1913 78 L, 
ARC SH ECONOMIC BARRIERS O54 and to expend or distribute i sume I he purp f ii 
Wipe out, the economic obstacles, border lines, and tariffs all over tering the property of and prometing self-support at cee _ 
rope America is a continent and a world of its own. Have abs¢ ee inGer such regulat oe ee ee oats es 
free exchange of production in Europe Take in Russia also, if | P™’S¢™ Pr ded, That the Secretary of the Interior sl port 
sia is willing to come If Ame ‘4 ibles Europe by an eccentri Congress, on the 1 Mond , _ : vo d led 
h tariff, let a united Europe put up the same kind of a tariff | ” me as % i as. Sapa , a 
nst America We are bright and will soon learn urther I t none of tl funds ft ragral © es t . 
on id nstr tion les hey I ] pre IL be 
AN INTERNATIONAL ¢ N I AND AN INTERNATIONAL COURT 9 — Indians in ! on ' . t of r ol ; i : d 
Have an international congress, with certain well understood legis : the sums herein appropriated m the funds of 1 Confed d 
ve powers over international affairs. And establish a genuine inter ands of Utes 
ional court to construe these nternational laws America ought to 


Mr. CRAMTON Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment 
Che Clerk read as follow 


in that. 


USE ONLY ECONOMIC PRESSURE TO ENFORCE DECISIONS 








Appoint special commissions of neutrals to consider ernational 1 t in 9° f% +} . “(| ; } , tri +? ] , 
ites a lay aris Such decisions to be enforced, if necessary ’ oes 
t as they ma , Carorced, i I own to and including the word reiy I ne =, | 66 
economic pressure without resort to arms 
; a ; Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, that simply strikes out the 
INTERNATIONAL CONTROL OF STRATEGIC WATERWAYS ; 
requirement for a report of expenditures They are reported i 
ve international nt of strategi waterways, such s ti the Budget, and another report does not seem to be necesss 
' | | sir: ribr r I sO ( ‘ ie] ul nr ‘ r : 
danelles, the Straits Gibraltar, and al U Suez, Kiel, and rhe CHAIRMAN he question is on th nent offered 
ma Canals by the gentleman from Michigan. 
SIE REEDOM OF T ! SEAS r } 
SSSURE FEERDON OF THE SI The amendment was agreed to 


Have absolute neutrality and freedom of the seven seas. Divice Mr. CRAMTON Mr. Chairman. since I am on my feet I 





the colonies among the great European nations. We do not need | ask unanimous consent to return to page 17, line 25, in order 
Vv In order to make all of this possible there must be as complete fo make a correction he appropriation fo rie r 1928 is 
universal a disarmament as necessary And it ought to be brougbt | referred to and it should be 1927. 


ut as speedily as possible Mr. EDWARDS. What is the request I could not hear 

PROHIBIT EXPORTATION OF WAR MATERIALS Mr. CRAMTON In the draft of the t 

1928 is refetred to and it should be 1) 

ol rms, war equipment, and food supplies for war purposes fron Phe CHAIRMAN Us there obj ont the r juest of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 
There was no objection, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk il report the amendme 
The Clerk read as follow 





And by all means let us have absolute prohib m of exportation 


ne country to another 

Some of these propositions may look Utopian. But they are not 
All of them are practicable 

If these steps are taken there can be no doubt that wars will be 


thing of the past, at least within the white race. Page 1 strike out iv2s and insert in lieu ere the 


‘ 

As a primary measure, however, as the “conditio sine qua non ”- cures “ 1927.” 
pact of Versailles must be scrapped. Otherwise “the next war | The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 

ich God forbid, will mean the bolshevization of Europe, | ment 

The amendment was agreed to. 

' 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Boise project, Idaho: For continuation of con tion, Payette and 
' Arrowrock divisions, $400,000: Provided, That of the unexpended l- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the followin 
concurrent resolution : 
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ance of the appropriation for this project for the fiscal year 1927 there | 
is reappropriated for operation and maintenance, Payette division, | 
$17,000; for investigations, examination and surveys, Payette division, 
$18,000; for continuation of construction, Arrowrock and Payette di- 
\ on $75,000, | 


Mr. CRAMTON,. Mr. Chairman, I offer the folowing amend- | 


ment to correct the text, which I send to the desk and ask to | 
have ad 


The Clerk read as follows: 


offered by Mr. 
* and 


Page 76, line 8, 


divisions and 


after the word 
insert in lieu 


Amendment (CRAMTON : 


‘Payett strike out Arrowrock 





thereof t word “ division. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment 

{ nmendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read us follows: 

Riverton profe Wyoming: For operation and maintenance, $30,000; 

yntinuation of construction under foree account, $400,000, together | 

with th expended balance of the appropriation for this purpose for 
the fiscal year 1928, which is hereby reappropriated: Provided, That 
not to exceed $20,000 from the power revenues shall be available during 
the fiscal year 1929 for the operation and maintenance of the commer- | 
cial tem; in all, $430,000 

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | 
word for the purpose of asking the chairman a question with | 
reference to a paragraph on page 80 concerning the Riverton | 
project in Wyoming. IL note that the amount is reduced about 
one-half from that which was reported by the Budget, and I 
would be pleased to have a word from the chairman with refer- 
ence to that reduction, and whether it might reasonably be ex- | 
pected to*be carried in the next bill, inasmuch as it is not 
included in this bill. 

Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, possibly a word about the 
Riverton project would be of interest. That is an important 
project and involves altogether a large expenditure. Some 
time ago what was known as the pavilion division was con- 
structed. Settlement of that division has been slow and unsat- 
isfactory. Then construction was commenced on the pilot divi- 
sion, principally the pilot canal, openigg lands nearer the 
railroad. Congress made a large appropriation for that work. 
The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Recla- | 
mation went on the project some two or three years ago in the 
course of that work, and the Secretary of the Interior was so | 
unfavorably impressed that he ordered the work stopped. Since 
that time construction of the project further has been a matter 
of some controversy here. Last year the department reversed 
its attitude and recommended that the construction of the Pilot 
Division be resumed, and the Budget recommended, in the 
deficiency appropriation bill that failed last year, an item of | 


something like $500,000. | 
The majority of this subcommittee went over the project late 
in September and made some study for two days of its problems, | 


and were more favorably impressed by its possibilities than | 
we had been before. We were impressed, certainly, with the |} 
fact that the portion of the project already constructed can not 
be expected to develop without the further construction of the | 
pilot division, While we were there we were assured that con- | 
struction of the project beyond the pilot division would not be | 
desired or asked for until there was a reasonable settlement of | 
the pavilion and pilot divisions. Furthermore, we initiated ne- | 


were there which resulted, through the 
activity of our colleague, Mr. WINTER, and the governor of the 
State, Governor Emerson, in assurances of the construction of | 
a branch of the railroad into this project as soon as our devel- 
opment becomes an actuality. Also, we have assurances from 
the beet-sugar companies of the construction of a beet-sugar 
factory to serve this district, following the development that 
may be anticipated. 

hor all of these reasons the committee was satisfied that the 
work should continue and the pilot division be constructed. 
Chat pilot division construction to approximately 
£1,000,000, or just a trifle more than that. The deficiency item | 


gotiations while we 


1s cost 





that was submitted in the deficiency bill last year, which 
failed. was submitted again by the Budget in the deficiency bill 
that just went through, and by the deficiency appropriation | 
subcommittee was referred to our subcommittee, so that we had 
before us the two Budget estimates, each for approximately a 
half million dollars, a total of something over a million dollars 


for construction of these projects. These items for construction 


are immediately available. The information that we have on 
thi ound, and since, all goes to the effect that something 
like a half million dollars is all that can be economically 
expended in one construction season, Therefore there seems 


no compelling reason, no substantial reason, for giving an ap- 
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; tion may be expected to follow it the next year, 


| nine how arid and semiarid 


| strike out 


| $50,000 to complete the work. 
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propriation for a million dollars. The project will be just as 
well off. Its construction will advance just as rapidly if ¢) 
further appropriation is given a year from now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyomin: 
has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will ask recognitio 
in my own right. I can understand, with the experience whi 
they have had and the disappointment which they suffe1 
before when construction was under way and was suspend 
that the people there may well view the future with some . 
certainty. I think, however, they may rest entirely satisti 
with what we here report. This bill gives a cash appropriati 
of $400,000 and a reappropriation of $177,000 from the old 
expended balance, and an appropriation of power revenues, 

It will give them for construction of the pilot canal so; 


| thing over $500,000, something more than the Budget estima 


that was in our bill. Inasmuch as the department after tf 
ther investigation has, for two successive years, recommend 
the completion of the construction of the pilot canal, and i: 
much as the Budget has for two successive years recommended 
it, and inasmuch as our committee after examination on 
ground recommends this appropriation, and the report of 
Committee on Appropriations indicates that a similar approp 
as the comn 


report says 

It is to be expected that a similar appropriation wil) be max 
the 1930 biil, permitting completion of the pilot canal in the cal 
year 1929 
the people in that vicinity may well feel satisfied as to y 
may be expected for next year. While the gentleman f1 


Wyoming {Mr. WINTER] knows that I can not vouch for t 
action of Congress any more than he can, if as much, yet I « 
say that my own personal opinion is that there is no quest 


| about the appropriation of the amount remaining being mad 


year from now, so that that work can be completed in 
calendar year 1929, 
Now, that is the action of Congress. What action ma‘ 


taken by the Interior Department is, of course, another quest 
But I have no doubt but that since they have now studied 
problem they will proceed with the work. 

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield ther 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. WINTER. I simply want to say that the explanation 
the chairman is clear, and I think it has made manifest 
disposition of himself and his subcommittee toward the fi: 
completion of this project. I thank the chairman for the st: 
ment he has made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma am: 
ment is withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigations to be made by the Secretary of the Interior thi 
the Bureau of Reclamation to obtain necessary information to 
swamp, and cut 
the United States be best developed, 


subsection R, section 4, second deficiency act, fiseal year 1924, 


over timberlands in : 


the States of may as authori 


December 5, 1924 (43 Stat. 704), including the general object 
penditure enumerated and permitted in the fourth paragraph 
act under the caption “ Bureau of Reclamation,” and ineluding n 
for motor cycles and automobiles at the rates and under the con 
authorized herein in connection witb the reclamation projects, $1 


Mr. SEARS of Florida. 
the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
The 
the last word. 
Mr. SEARS of Florida. I do so for the purpose of gett 
some information. Last year, when this bill was up for 
sideration, I moved to strike out $15,000 and make it $50, 
because I was assured by the depurtment that it would 
At the beginning of this sess 
to my surprise, this $50,000 was not included in the detici 
bill. I took the matter up with the department, and my ul 
standing was that the subcommiitee would place it in 
bill and that the amount would be $50,000 for this work w! 
the bill came before us. I now find that $15,000 ree 
mended for the reclamation and investigation of arid and s 
arid and swamp and cut-over timberland for every Stati 
the Union as sufficient to complete that work. I have bef 


gentleman from Florida move 


is 


| me the statement of the chairman of this subcommittee w! 


Stat 


Michi 


the 


il 


I would like to read, because 
the Union.” I doubt seriously 
realiy meant this. He says: 
Mr, CRAMTON. On page 
arid, semiarid, swamp, and 
the time you anticipated that 


report 
my friend 


says “any 


from 
365 is an old item with refere 
timberlands in the South 
would in the deficiency bill 


there 
cutl-over 


there be 
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n the papers wit t last ‘ s er ' » 2S - . 
l by R sel n ie & When I read that. I w ’ ‘ \ rt +) loetor 
policy of Federal financing « program. A number of y iJ ly understood the situa I w ire that 1 
nguished M« s ( o i ire of the item for $50,000, 1 use he s fF £15.000 
that would ne fy e any i I wrote him, and as a result I received a letter from o 
1 the l il on W i ~ Df ecdail Ww Tt) r »S. oY in } i ~ 
ngz tt be ‘ f r Fed 1 2 w bethe Ss I \ fi hs 
loreal guidal nd per we neon to } 1 I S50 000 n for further lh { ition Ww f the 
would glad » have it ip f r letter itted The a $15,000, 
“ a " é sat py nt I ‘ t on < ef e 
Mr. CRAMTON, The fact is that I referred to the expendi e. hower ill be necessary to e o>. ia: Sait 2 
re of Federal funds for tl development of swamp and s we have in progré particu Floric North Carol i 
it-over lands, whether north or south, east or west. \ 1, and prepare the report for t ission to Congre I 
Mr. SEARS OF FLORIDA. LI understood the gentleman st t of $15.000 will be ft intact 
said “the South.” 
Mr. CRAMTON. I do not believe in any development in the Of course, he was laboring under a slight misunderstanding 
States by the use of Federal funds for that purpos« rhere was only one item before us, and that was the item of 
Mr. SEARS of Florida. 1 thank the gentleman for hi So here was no item of $15,000. So we cut the $50,000 
statement. It is not so reported in the hearings. On page 80 : PLO, BI 1 gave him all we understand he needs, and I 
and page 81 of the bill is the item— think that IS all the gentleman cun expect = o do. 
aia lated be ite ta oe eae i) ay Mr EDWARDS Will the gentleman yield? 
. —— c : . . : Mr. CRAMTON Ye 
nancial feasibility of Rew projects and for investigations and oth Mr. EDWARDS. Whose statement is that 
ivities relating to the reorganization, settlement of lands, and fir Mr. CRAMTON It is the statement of Doctor Mead, the 
ljustments of existing project in@latding exan ‘ f soils ass Commissioner of Reclamatior 
tion of land, land-settlement activities | Mr. EDWARDS. And he states that $15,000 is all that is 
and so forth, there is an appropriation of $75,000. I did | necessary until the work is actually authorized by law 
not oppose that, I think I have been big enough and broad | Mr. CRAMTON That is it exactly, and we are gnided 
enough since I have been a Member of Congress to suppor entirely by that statement 
propositions of that kind regardless of any sections of the | Mr. SEARS of Florida. That is to carry on the work now in 





country. These propositions should stand on their own merit hand, which is a mere casual investigation. I am not betray 
if I felt that the $75,000 would not be suflicient, I would move | ing any confidence whi [ tell you they want more than 
io inerease that to $100,000. $15,000, but they were afraid they will not eve ‘ the 
With the information now before me, I am frank to confes $15,000 
to the committe that tl expenditure of Only $15,000 fer any Mr. CRAMTON I am sure Doctor Mead was not suffering 
State in the Union would be practically wasted, and if you | from such a difficulty 
distributed it among the States of Georgia, Florida, South Mr. SEARS of Florida He would like to carry on a further 
arolina, it would be wasted, Last year I referred the matter | examination if the newspaper reports are correct 
to the department, and I am satisfied in a letter to me it Mr. CRAMTON { put the matter fully before him nd 
tated that practically nothing could be accomplished with | asked him whether he needed the full $50,000 or whether he 
fund of $15,000 except the compilation of data and information. | could do without the $50,000 
1 was assured such was true. Mr. SEARS of Florida He said he would not object if I 
We have some of the richest lands in the world in my State, | could have the amount increased here 
and that land should be investigated for the benefit of the Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman yield? 
people of Michigan and other States represented by members of Mr. CRAMTON. Yes 
the committee, and then they would know how to utilize that Mr. HARE. I understand that the chai contend 5.000 
rich land. We know something of that ourselves. I hope som ll be sufficient for the investigati until a « tructive 
Member of this House will offer an amendment to make it | licy is determined upon. 
$50,000, because I believe Doctor Mead will not squander that | Mr. CRAMTON. That is the statement of the Commissioner 
money, and I am satisfied that when the bill goes to the Senat« Reclamation. 
he Senate will increase the amount to $50,000 if we do not. I / at. HARE. I would like te know whether the committee 
satisfied that the convention which is to meet on the 2st] ; ; a, Padbojgr re a . Ce ; a 
' : ‘ y has thade any pial hor a den iture constructive policy 
f this month, the great leaders of thought in the States, wi > dactacehtines . 
ndorse the increase of the amount to $50,000 would like aE , oe er : 
, es sey sini Seal pn: youre Mr. ( KAMTON Chat is not within the jurisdiction of my 
Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 1 e¢ That is a legislative proposition. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairma in replv to the gentleman’ fhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi 
quest for information, I may say that the work in question | €4 Has ex} ired. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
quite different from the $75,000 item referred to on page 51 LI urawn. 
This last item is for economie and other investigations confi! There was no objection. 
almost entirely to projects where we now have millions cf dol Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the ficure 
rs invested and where we are trying to get the money back | $15.000 in line 11, page 83, and insert in lieu thereof the 
rhe appropriation comes out of the reclamation fund chargeabl ' figur 550,000 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Bussy: Page 83, line 11, strike out 
“$15,000” and insert ju lieu thereof “ $50,000.” 

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, it seems that this particular 


item for investigations to be made by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, through the Bureau of Reclamation, to obtain necessary 
information to determine how arid, swamp, and cut-over lands 


may be developed has been pretty well discussed by the chair- 
man of the subcommittee, by my collengue from Florida [Mr. 
Sears], and others. I happen to recall the very strong senti- 


ment that was expressed by the department that is handling this 


proposition on the occasion of the getting together of the recla- 
mation advocates last year, the occasion which has been re- 
ferred to. At that time all were of the opinion that the 


$50,000 which was being provided for in the deficiency appro- 
priation bill was as little as we ought to have for that work. 
There is a turn of affairs in the southern section of our coun- 
try which makes it imperative that we give some attention to 
the development of that section as well as to taking in the arid 
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| 


| 


lands in the western part of the United States. I am sure every | 
one is familiar with the reclamation fund that has been used 

for a great many years in the Western States, and used freely 

by them because it was set apart for them. The chairman of 

the committee now tells us we are using $75,000 out of the 

Treasury for the purpose of investigating conditions surround- 

ing those projects so that we may protect the money that has 

gone out of the reclamation fund. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not want the gentleman to misunder- 
stand me, and IT am not sure whether he does or not. The 


$75,000 comes out of the reclamation fund. 

Mr. BUSBY Well, it is a matter of bookkeeping as to which 
one of the items you would place it in. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Is the gentleman familiar with the manner 
in which the reclamation fund is created? 

Mr. BUSBY. Yes; I know that exactly. 

Mr. LEAVITT. It is not created out of funds from the 
Treasury but is created mostly from the sale of public lands and 
oil lenses in the West. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is not created entirely from the sale 
of public lands in the West. Alabama has contributed to that 
fund, and I believe the State of Texas and a great many other 
States 

Mr 
States, . 

Mr. BUSBY. The fund is made up of moneys derived from 
the sale of public lands and public properties, the proceeds of 
which go into this reclamation fund. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Most of the money comes from oil leases, 

Mr. LEAVITT. The sums received from sources other than 
western oil leases and the sale of public lands are very small 
and almost immateriai. Of course, I do not say that in opposi- 
tion to the gentlemnan’s position, 

Mr. BUSBY. I am not in opposition to the great work that 
is being done in the West, but the proposition I want to pre- 
sent here is the necessity for an increase in this amount if we 
are to carry out the original program outlined by Doctor Mead 
and according to his own statements and his own words last 
year. Now, undoubtedly the department has altered its atti- 
tude on this proposition, but I believe an increase in this amount 


LEAVITT. But the bulk of it comes from the Western 


is necessary and should be provided in order to properly carry | 
Everyone knows that | 


forward this particular class of work. 
the South has made very few calls on the Government and has 
ly asked for consideration at the hands of the Government 
ym a financial standpoint. 

If 1 did not feel this proposition was absolutely a mecessary 
proposition and a valuable one to the country, and would bring 
material returns for the amount of attention and investment 
placed in it, I would not stand before you and advocate the 
adoption of the amendment I am offering here to-day. 

With the progress of the South and the attention the country 
is turning to the South, especially from the dairying stand- 
point, you can not understand just what that means by the 
siinple statement, unless you ean see the northern and eastern 
dairying interests coming into that section, and with this con- 
dition confronting us, I feel we should be at least reasonably 
lenient toward the development of this particular proposition, 
and the gathering of information along the lines provided for 
in this fund. For this reason I have offered the amendment 
and ask its adoption. 

Mr, McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I am not in a position to 
express an intelligent opinion as to whether $15,000 is enough 
or the amendment offered by the gentleman who has just spoken 
should be adopted. 


rare 


in 
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It was my privilege during the holiday recess of the Congre 
to make a trip to Florida with a number of the members of t) 
Rivers and Harbors Committee, who went there in an offic 
capacity to make an investigation of a proposed harbor improv 
ment on the east coast in the vicinity of Fort 
Hollywood Beach. 

I am sure the members of the Committee on Rivers and Ha; 
bors were very favorably impressed with the situation as ¢} 
saw it. Several days were devoted to looking over that ter 


Lauderdale a) 


tory, including some long trips, hundreds of miles, through the 
Everglades and up to and around Lake Okeechobee. My y 
derstanding is that if the harbor improvements shall be mad 


then provision will be made for connecting the harbor with t! 
waters of this lake as they flow through the Everglades to ¢} 
ocean. This will lead to a development of the Everglades 
area of approximately 4,000,000 acres, in portions of which thej 
has already been wonderful development. 

This was my first visit to Florida and what I saw there w; 
a revelation to me, and little as I am able to estimate and for 
an intelligent opinion of the prospects of development, it se 
to me the opinion is justified that with and as a result of 
harbor project there will eventually, soon, I believe, be lai 
growth and improvement, large industrial and agricultural d 
velopment. We saw farms, great gardens, where vegeta 
were growing; we saw sugar plantations where sugar can 
grown, the most wonderful growth that any of us had ever s« 
the ground being wonderfully fertile and analyses showing t} 
the cane has a higher sugar content than any other cane gr 
in the world. 

As to agriculture, everything there seems to lend itself 
progress and development, and as the chairman of the subcom 
mittee having charge of this bill says that no more mon 
should be spent for these investigations than is in this bil! p 
vided until some project is determined or some development « 
cided upon by the Congress, my impression is there will be 
substantial harbor improvement down there. If this harbor 
constructed and maintained the canal between Lake Okeecholx 
and the ocean will be opened. There will be commerce passing 
through the Everglades between the lake and the ocean, 
there will be industrial and agricultural development. Every 
thing indicates that the country will lend itself to this develo, 
ment, and if there is to be early harbor construction, as I tru 
there will be—if this prospect of harbor improvement is such a 
project as the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Cramton] speaks 
of—then it may be time now to make an increase of this appro 
priation. 

I am simply giving the committee the benefit of what I saw 
on the occasion of my pleasant Visit to Florida, wishing sim 
to express firmly the opinion that it is a section of country 
which the Federal Government should direct its attention a1 
do everything that can becomingly and consistently be do! 
If more money than this bill carries is needed, it ought to b 
forthcoming and generously supplied. 

The CHAIRMAN [Mr. LexHipacH]. 
man from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, IT ask unanimous consent 
the gentleman may have three additional minutes in which 
answer questions 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentleman frot 
Michigan is recognized for three additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUSBY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 

Mr. BUSBY. Does not the gentleman realize that the \v 
class of investigation we are asking for here must precede a)! 
intelligent action by Congress on a plan or program for recla 
mation or carrying forward the great work that the gen 
man refers to in that particular section? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors 


The time of the gentle 


that 


rie 


| went to Florida only to look over the harbor proposition. |! 


have said if that improvement is to be made, and when it 
made, perhaps coincident with its construction, there may be 
a cali for further investigation and further activities by 
Government. There is abundant opportunity for it, and I tru 
that at the right time, I do not know whether it is now or 1 
suitable appropriations should be made. 

Mr. BUSBY. Of course, the gentleman realizes that about 
six or seven Southern States must rely on this small amou! 
of $15,000 for further investigations. If I understand the ge! 
tleman correctly, he was ouly in one portion of Florida. 


Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 

Mr. BUSBY. If other conditions are like that throughou! 
these Southern States, then does not the gentleman feel tha 
more than $15,000 should be provided with which to furnish u- 
information regarding the situation, so that we can intelligent!) 
proceed with our legislation? 
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Mr. McLAUGHLIN I wished to speak only of what I saw 
and the impressions I gained from traveling hundreds of miles 
over the fine roads in the portion of Florida I was privileged 
to see. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has again expired, 

Mr. CRAMTON and Mr. BANKHEAD rose. 

Mr. CRAMTON, If the gentleman from Alabama will per 
mit, I ask unanimous consent that after 20 minutes of debate 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto that debate 
thereupon be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unan 
imous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend 
ments thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com 
mittee, this question of reclamation as it affects the southern 
sections has been one that has interested me for a number of 
years. In the Sixty-sixth Congress I introduced a compre 
hensive bill involving a poliey along these lines. The reason 
that I thought the provisions of that bill were justified was 
because of my study of the western reclamation problem. Con 
gress has been very liberal to you gentlemen of the West 
your schemes out there, for it has appropriated and spent, i 
effect, out of the public funds to date at least $150,000,000 on 
western reclamation problems, 

IT have always believed that basically the whole proposition 
was unsound, because it did not provide that the Government 
should receive a reasonable amount of interest for the develo] 
ment of these resources, In addition to that a great many 
mistakes have been made in the selection of feasible sites 
which have proved disastrous to the Government and the occu 
pants, aS you all know. 

Here you carry $75,000 in this bill for new projects. That is 
the language of the bill—feasible new projects in the West. 


Mr, CRAMTON, The greater part of it is in trying to figure | 


out how we will get the money out of the projects we have 
already inaugurated. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then you ought to change the language in 
the bill. If it is not for new projects the language ought to be 
changed, for that is what it says. 

Here is the attitude of the Representatives from the South 
on this question. There are millions of acres of swamp and 
overflowed land much more feasible for reclamation than the 
arid lands in the West, and our, position has been since I 
started the fight that as a matter .£ equity one section of the 
country—and it ought not to be a sectional question—should 
have the same right as the other. The problem is one .of 
national scope and authority. That is the reason I intreduced 
the bill and had extensive hearings on it. President Harding 
in a message said that justice and wisdom should recognize our 
claims in the South for reclamation. 

You say that this dves not come out of the Treasury. It is 
true that it comes out of the reclamation fund, but if it had 
not been provided with receipts from public lands which have 
been converted into this fund they would have gone into the 
Treasury of the United States, 

I realize that under the statement of the Commissioner of 
Reclamation the chairman of the subcommittee is well fortified 
in his objection to increasing the appropriation. But I do 
say—and I did not expect to say anything on the subject-——that 
we have in the South, and you gentlemen who have been there 
know it—infinitely more inviting fields for real reclamation, at 
an infinitely cheaper cost, than you have in many western 
propositions, and especially along the lines of new projects that 
you are going into, [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, the item under consideration is for the purpose of 
further investigations looking to a policy of national reclama 
tion. As bas been suggested by the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. BANKHEAD], to be justified as a national policy reclama- 
tion must be extended to apply to all portions of the country. 
I think this object is one that promotes national progress and 
national development. 

NATIONAL RECLAMATION 

The Federal Government did not embark upon a general 
policy of reclamation until 1902. Prior to that date irrigation 
had been carried on by the several States and by development 
companies, 

It is estimated that under the policy inaugurated by the 
United States about 25 years ago some 2,000,000 acres of land 
in the West have been reclaimed. The appropriations aggre- 
gate approximately $200,000,000 for the reclamation of arid 
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lands in the Western States, including the State of Texas li 
is well to remember that only ol renth of he land irrigated 
in the United States has been financed by tl Federal Gov- 


ernment, 


This is not a new subject in the United States Many Com- 
monwealths owe their agricultural progress to the policy of 
reclamation. The State of Utah started such a poliey more 
than 50 years ago. Something like 20,000,000 acres of land in 
the arid and semiarid regions of the United States have been 
reclaimed. 

The Federal Government does not make a donation for recla 
mation. The Government lends the money for the construction 
f the project; and the cost of the project, without interest, is 
to be repaid by the settler. The item of interest is an imput 
tant one. In order to obtain Federal legislation f reclama 
tion it was at first insisted that some Federal interest must 
be involved. Oviginally the reclamation of public lands was 
provided for However, Federal reclamation has been extended 
to private ownership, and many projects have been authorized 
where no public lands are involved 

It has been estimated that the item of interest consumes 
about 40 to 50 per cent of the cost of drained Lit} elnenis 
in the South. Reclamation in the South meui drainage it 
the Federal Government were to extend the saine aid in pro 
moting reclamation by drainage that it does in promoting recta 


mation by irrigation, it would save about 50 per cent of the 
cost ol jiipre velient, 

In 1902 a revolving fund for reclamation was created 
the sale of public lands after that date in the 16 arid and semi- 
arid Western States. Subsequently, in 1907, the State of Texas 
was included in the reclamation program. There are no publie 
lands in Texas, and it can not, therefore, now be said that 
reclamation only obtains in those States where public hinds have 
been sold since the passage of the act. 

Large areas of public lands have been sold in the States of 
the South as well as in the Western States since 1902. The idea 
|; was that in the West the proceeds of public lands sold would 

be utilized to reclaim and develop the remaining public lands 

in the Western States. It was argued that in 1850 the Govern- 
ment had donated swamp and overflow lands to the several 

States in an effort to promote the internal improvement of the 

country and to provide for the reclimation of swamp lands. 
| The fact is, however, that the legislation donating the swamp 

und overflow lands was extended to all the States of the Union. 

Mississippi received about 3.288,418 acres, while Minnesota 

received 4.677.649 acres, Michigan 5.656.000 acres, California 

2,188,547 acres, and Wisconsin 3,251,830 acres. 

It is also the fact that upon the admission of the Western 
States larger areas of public lands were donated to them than 
were donated to the Southern States or to the other older States 
of the Union at the time of their admission, 

Reclamation is, therefore, being promoted by appropriations 
from the Federal Treasury. It is interesting to recall that even 
in the arid and semiarid Western States drainage is an essential 
part of reclamation. If the water is permitted to remain on the 
‘ands without any system of drainage, large areas become 
useless. Reclamation in the West means applying water to 
the lands; it also means taking water off of the lands after 
it has served its purpose. So reclamation in the South means 

| taking water off the lands so that they can be utilized for culti 
| vation. I repeat that reclamation in ‘the South is syionymous 
with drainage. 

There is just as good reason as a matter of public welfare 

| und under the Constitution of the United States for extending 
the policy of reclamation to other sections of the country as 
there was for inaugurating it for the benefit of the Western 
States. 

Thus far reclamation has been confined to the West. In 
many instances appropriations should not have been made, 
and the improvement should not have been done. There have 
been mistakes. The policy ought not be entirely abandoned 
beeause of mistakes that have been made. Mistakes are made 
in all lines of human endeavor. The need for efficient reclama- 
tion, however, remains and must be recognized. 

Reclamation is as old as recorded history. Egypt developed 
agriculture by irrigation from the Nile. Farming was made 
possible in Mesopotamia by irrigation from the Kuphrates, 
Reclamation by irrigation is to-day practiced in Europe, Asia, 
Africa, and Australia. 


| 
| 
} 
| 





| RECLAMATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF SWAMP AND CUT-OVER LANDS IN THB 
SOUTH 


Congress recognizes that reclamation should be national and 
accordingly for the fiseal year 1919 appropriated $100,000 for 
the investigation of lands outside of the then existing reclama- 
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tion projects in other sections of the country. Valuable infor. 


mation covering every State in the Union was accumulated, 
particularly in the South. 

In 1924 Congress authorized an appropriation of $100,000 
to obtain information as to how arid, semiarid, swamp, and 


cut-over land might best be developed. Appropriations of $15,000 


were made by euch of the sessions of the Sixty-ninth Congress, 
These appropriations were utilized to good effect by Dr. Elwood 
Mead, the efficient Director of Reclamation. 

Phere au Widespread movement throughout the South for 
the conservation of the soil and for the reclamation of aban 
doned farm lands, as well as for the reclamation of swamp and 
ceut-over lands Krom every standpoint and from every angle 
there is just as good reason for Federal aid in drainage of 
wamp la as there is for irrigation of arid lands. 

rhe Federal interest is just as valid in one case as in the 
other As a matter of fact, swamp and cut-over land can be 
reclaimed in the South at very much less expense than water 
can be applied to arid lands in the West. We are not denying 
the right of Federal aid for efficient reclamation. However, 
the policy of reclamation must be extended to embrace the 
entire country or it must be restricted. In many parts of the 
North, reclamation means drainage; in other parts of the coun- 
try, reclamation means the restoration of worn-out and depleted 
lands It may be more profitable to reclaim much of the non- 
productive and depleted lands by growing timber thereon 


rather than by cultivation. Agriculture would be promoted by 


the cultivation of fertile lands and by utilizing the less fertile 
lands for growing timber in many instances. teclamation 
means conserving areas that are already reclaimed, rather 
than extending and enlarging the cultivated areas. It would 
be more economical to aid the drainage districts of the South 


in caring for their indebtedness in constructing their drainage 
than it would be to encourage and assist in the de- 
velopment of other lands for cultivation. This is true in many 
cases and in many parts of the country. 


Systems 


PROBLEM OF INCREASING POPULATION 
It is frequently said that other lands ought not to be 
brought into cultivation. We have had Federal reclamation 
for 25 years. There are about 1,242,750 acres on Government 


irrigation projects, and in 1925 they produced crops valued at 


$96,100,000. The total number of acres farmed in the United 
States during that year aggregated 372,000,000, with crops 
valued at $15,081,000,000. But a small percentage of the cul- 


tivated 
centige 


lands in the country is irrigated; only a small per- 

is drained, 
However, population 

30,000,000 every 25 years. 


is increasing at the rate of about 
We can afford to ignore the warning 
of those who say there is danger of overproduction. We must 
look to the future as we provide for the present. It has been 
well said: 

Our ta 
itself, and it 
investment 


st live within 
our capital 


been lost 


frontier has 
the part 
restore by 


disappeared. The country must 
is of good husbandry to protect 
and artificial means that which has 
because of the demands of immediate necessity. 


AIDED AND DIRECTED SETTLEMENT 


There has been a revolution in the fundamental principles 
underlying reclamation. An evolution in the policy is easily 
observed. In all sections of the country the underlying prin- 
ciples that must govern all successful reclamation is aided and 
directed settlement. We have the experience of 25 years to 
profit by. Our mistakes in reclamation will be too expensive 
if we do not profit by them. The Bureau of Reclamation is 
aware that some projects have failed. There is much criticism 
of the Federal reclamation policy. Some $25,000,000 advanced 
by the Federal Government have been charged off. Reclamation 
has nt been profitable in many cases. The Federal Treasury 
has lost, in many instances. 

We have come to know that reclamation means building up a 
commubity as well as the construction of dams and reservoirs. 
The original idea of building dams and constructing canals is 
not enough. Turning water on dry land is not reclamation. 
We have come to know that the failure to recognize other im- 
portant elements is responsible for the criticism directed against 
the general policy. The defect fn the policy was not in the 
method of construction, but it was in the matter of settlement. 
The failure is attributable to the neglect of the human element. 
It takes men to build a community. Settlers must be given a 
chance: they must have credit. There must be a community 
life. Settlements can’ not be in isolated units, but must be in 
groups to secure social and economic advantages. 


Markets must be studied and a definite program of crops 
adopted. Transportation must be considered. Above all, the 
method should be for ownership rather than for tenancy. The 


policy of reclamation must not be perverted to enable the land 
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speculator to use Government funds for his own profit. Recla- 
mation must be for the public benefit. It must be utilized to 
make the country more attractive and rural life more desirable. 
It must be utilized for the Nation and not merely for one see- 
tion of the country. Both the need and the justification are 
important in one ¢: as in the other. 


ise 


NATIONAL, NOT SECTIONAL 
Reclamation is a part of the internal improvement policy 
the United States. It distributes production; it distrib 
population; it creates national wealth; it provides for trans) 
tation; it furnishes markets for factories; it makes business: 
railroads; and it contributes to the health and wealth of { 


community and the Nation. 

the abandonment of farms is a menact 
American people to-day. There are fewer 
sippi to-day than t were five years ago. 
agricultural State. of the 


confronting 
farms in Missi 
It is primarily 
great problems confronting 


here 
One 


Nation is to make the countryside more attractive. The | 
neer diuys are past. The farmer will no longer endure 
hardships of life on the frontier. Life in the towns and cit 


is too attractive; work in the factories is too remunerutive. 


But agriculture is the basie industry of the country, and the 
Nation for its own well-being must protect agriculture as 
|} part of the general policy for the public welfare. The Goy 


ment must promote country life in the United States. Cities 
may multiply, but the citizens must be clothed and fed. The 
population of the Nation is increasing and we must provide { 

a larger population with each succeeding year. The West is 
entitled to reclamation, so is the North and the East and the 
South. 

The South is a particularly inviting field. Its advantages are 
numerous. We have greater rainfall, more fertile soil, and a 
longer growing season. The cost of drainage in the South is 
fur less than the cost of irrigation in the West. In the South 
we are closer to the markets of the country. It is not necessiar 
to transport the products of the South over the transcontinental 
railroads. 

Then, too, the South is facing the dawn of a new day. The 
eyes of the Nation are turning toward the superior advantags 
and murvelous resources of the South. Cotton mills are being 
moved from New England to the Carolinas; factories are being 
moved from Massachusetts to Tennessee. 

The people of the South are determined to cooperate in every 
way possible to promote the, reclamation of the entire country 
and in formulating a broaG policy for reclamation. If Federal 
aid is extended for bringing into cultivation more acres in the 
arm! West, it must be extended to aid in draining the swamp 
lands of the South. Aided and directed settlement pr 
claimed as the salvation of the South. It must be practiced in 
the reclamation of the West. The theory must be converted into 
practice. One policy ought not to be advanced for the South 
and another for the West. We stand for the policy. We do 
not want exceptions made in any case. We ask that the same 
relief be given all sections. 

If California can point with pride to her colonization policy 
for rural development, North Carolina can point with equa! 
pride to the more successful and interesting experiments in land 
settlements that have been conducted by such public-spirited 
men as Mr. Hugh McRae of that State. 

The modern and better idea is that in reclamation and rural 


is 


development the fundamental element is not necessarily the 
reclamation of more land, but the building of homes; not the 
construction of more improvements, but the establishment of 


communities with facilities for social, business, and intellectual 
life that are attractive to worth-while citizens. 

The South is ready to cooperate with the other States of 
the Union in promoting a national policy and a national pro- 
gram of reclamation. Without such a program reclamation can 
not succeed. The successful policy can not be sectional; it 
must be national. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I hope that the amendment offered by my colleague 
from Mississippi [Mr. Bussy] will prevail. My mind goes back 
to the meeting about a year ago of those who were interested 
in reclamation work. They came here from all over the sout!- 
eustern section of our country. Their expenses to Washington 
probably meant a great deal more than the small amount 
money obtained, sut it showed the willingness on their part 
to present the question to the Congress of the United States and 
to the country showing what they were interested in and willing 
to do on their part. It seems to me that the appropriation r 
quested here of $50,000 when you spread it over seven or eight 
States is a very modest request. 

The Nation is looking toward the South for its future field 
of fortune, expansion, business development, and industrial and 
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economie evolution: all 
Florida in particular. This vast area of fertile and profitablk 
jand can and will be soon profitably utilized and developed 
Fifteen thousand dollars is about $2,000 a State, yet we vote 
millions of dollars here for dams and other projects, which all 
mean for the development of our Nation. I vote for any section 
of my country that needs relief. When you want the arid lands 


eyes are turned the South, and or 


on 


reclaimed, I am willing to yote for it if the request is reason 
able, Our Nation is well only when all sections of it are 
prosperous, happy, and are well cared for 

I appreciate the statement just made by my colleague from 


Michigan [|Mr. McLauc 


HLIN| when he told about his recent 
Florida trip, and of the great and possibilities of 


advantages 


Florida. Florida has already expended some $11,000,000. in 
the reclamation of the Everglades. We have millions of acre 
of cut-over lands in the South on which we need scientifi 
advice with respect to their development, and the whole Nation 


as Well as the South needs this section reclaimed and develop 
Probably Doctor Mead needed the $50,000, but 
wanted more for some other cause and feared he wo 

jeopardize his causes if $50,000 was asked for uth Vil 
South and the Nation would benefit by the additional appropria 


perhaps | 


the S 


tion, and I hope the amendment will prevail {| Applause. | 

Mr. SEARS of Florida Mr. Chairman, I trust I shall not be 
misunderstood by not offering the amendment. I simply want 
to get some information, and I want to repeat that if we 





scratch the soil in 
of the other Stats 

do it I say 
department is 


h less 


able to 


Huby 


priate only $15,000 you will not 
Fiorida with an investigation, mu 
If you want waste that amoun 

to you as a Representative in Congress that t | 
anxious to inerease this sum. I want to thank my 
rom Michigan [Mr. McLAuGuLin] for the nice tl 
said about our State, and in reply will state that 


to unt, go ahead and 


e 
good friend 
ings that he 


we already 


have a harbor of 25 feet at Miami. The members of the Com 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors are familiar with that. and we 
are going to have some other harbors. I now have before the 
cominittee two surveys for cross-State canals that will go 


through that rich section. 

I sincerely trust that this House will not play with the propo- 
sition, but will give the department enough money so that a real 
investigation may be made, and that your friends who desire 
to purchase down there, if any so desire, will have real infor 
mation and not fictitious or false or partial information, as they 
have had in the past. I hope the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The gentleman read the hearings 
Doctor Mead, in charge of this work, cyme before the subcom- 
mittee and said that this is all the money that The 
subcommittee allowed him this sum of $15.000. Does the gentl 
man think it is fair to the committee, when no one appeared 
before the committee, to attempt to justify this increase now, 
when the head of the Reclamation Service that $15,000 
all that is needed? In fairness to the Subcommittee on Appro 
priations and to the full Committee on Appropriations, 


has 


we need 


avs is 


money is needed for this particular work, ought not you gentle- 
men who are now speaking in favor of this amendment to appear 
before the Committee on Appropriations and give it an oppor- 
tunity to hear what you have to say in justification of your 
proposed amendment? 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Did not Doctor Mead make so 


he had 
time of the 


in this work? 
| 


from Florida 


he modest 
gentieman 


many other requests that 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS 
two to complete 
pages of hearings. 

Mr. SEARS of 
yield? 


Mr. 


minute or 
here 1,196 


Mr. 
what I 


shall 
We 


tuke a 


have 


Chairman, I 


have to say. 


Florida. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman 


HASTINGS. Yes. 


Mr. SEARS of Florida. I gave the gentleman two minutes 
of my time in which to fight this thing and I did it to save 
time. The gentleman asks why we did not come before the 
subcommittee. I will answer that by saying that we did not 


because we never dreamed it would be cut down. 
Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman thinks there 
need for an increase in this appropriation, in fairness to the 
regular procedure of the House, does not the gentleman think 
that when the bill goes to the Senate he ought to go before the 
Committee on Appropriations and seek there to thoroughly jus- 
tify this proposed amendment so that the matter may be fairly 
considered and not come here on the floor of the House, when 
there has been no consideration given to this extra amount by 
the committee, and ask that this be done at this time? The 
rentleman knows that we have been trying to assure everyone 
that there shall not be any logrolling and that every item in 


is ] ressing 
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this bill has had a fair consideration I am sure that no man 
will eriticize anv member ] ibcommiitte when he reads 
these hearings and finds that I r Mead has said t t $15,000 


that he w 
SEARS of 
lg him, but 


is ali 


Mr 


Senute 





fo to 


ll g unti hat ti . a ot follow such 

tactics as he snggests 

Mr. CRAMTON Mr. Chairman, this su ni does not 
know any politics or any section « ‘ mtr All sections 
ire treated alike on their merits, and both sides o © aisle are 
treated alike. That is that. 

There has been an investigatior ! Ww r tw hre 
ears leading up to sol lefini program of developm«e 
those swamp lands in the Sou ind they ive mie { 
point where they hat 1dopted Jutions as to what the 
want ind a bill has been introduced providing that money 
hall be aken out of the Treasur fo lmprove thos swamp 
ands That investigation has bee under the direction of the 
Commissioner of Reclamation, and he said to our committee 
hat he did not need more than 315.000, and h did not think 
mor han that should be expended ubtli Congress had provi led 
a detinite program by legislation 

Tl Wisdom of that progra Which is proposed is not 
involved now The only question involved now is whether 
hen the head of a res] ble burean who has been carryin 
he work along says to the Commit n Appropriations that 
$15,000 is all he needs. we shall thrust upon him $50,000 Pha 

the only question that is involved 

The CHAIRMAN The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississipp 


he 





question was taken ind on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Bussy) there were—aves 32, noes 64. 

So the amendment was rejected 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Appropriations herein made i te for paym f the 

sts of packing ratir nd transportat (i ad drayage f 
personal effects of employees upon permanent change of station, under 
reg tions to be prescr di by t Ss ul ! Interior 

Tota United States Geological Survey, $1,758,080 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Montana moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. LEAVITT. In the debate a few moments ago a state- 
ment was made In regard to the sources of the reclamation 
fund. I said that practically all of the fund was derived from 
the western public land Stutes Sime that time I have been 
able to secure the figures Since the passage of the act of 
June 17, 1902, the reclamation act, there has been paid into the 
reciamation fund from oil leases, the sale of public lands, min- 

1 leases, and to a small extent fro the water power act 
about §$140,000,000 Of that amount, Alabar had contributed 
$46,000 and Louisiana about $10,000, practica all from coal 
lenses. That is all that has been paid into the reclamation ] 
fro. iny States in the Union except the public-land States of 
he West. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend 
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Grand Canyon National Park, Ariz i ud stra tection 
ind maintenance, including not ex ding $2,100 f the p i 
naintena e, operation, and repair ol notor-adl n pass or rrying 
ehicle for the ise of the iperintenden ind ! l ‘ in on 
vith general park work, $115,460 istr ion of ph | 
ments 55.540, including not ex ding $45,700 for the « ruct f 
buildings, of which not xeeedir $1,700 ill e avail ' 
checking station S18.000 f l dmini lis S20 Ot 
for a hospital building and equipment n all, $169,000 rhe mount of 
$1,800 for the construction of a ¢ taker's yin t se we i ication 
plant, appropriated for the current fi il year, i mat immediate 
ivailable for the construction of suci empl cottage in the Granda 
Canyon village site. 

Mr. TEMPLE Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 


CHAIRMAN, The gent! 
amendment, which the Clerk wi 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by 
‘site”’ at the end of t 


shall be av 


The eman 


irom 
report, 


Pennsylvania offers 
an 
Mr. TEMPLI Page 90, iine 10, after the word 
insert the I 


r the mal 


iiowing bunds rein 


ippropriated tilable f tenance of a road Ww 


the following-described area, which is hereby added to and made @ part 
of the Grand Canyon National Park: Beginning at th rner common 
to sections 14, 15, 22, and 23, township 30 north, range 4 « ( i and 
Salt River meridian; thence west along the section lin ween 8 

tions 15 and 22, a distance of 950 feet; thence south a dista: Lia 
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fect to a point on the sonth line of the north tier of forties of said 
rection 22 thence east a distance of 1,610 feet; thence north a distance 
of 1,520 feet to a point on the line between sections 14 and 23; thence 

t long id section line, a distance of 660 feet to the place of 
beginning, « ining an area of 48.79 acres more or less: Provided, 
Phat livestock permitted to graze in adjoining national forest areas 

| llowed to drift across the land described herein to private land 
north thereof within the park.” 

Mr. TEMPLE. Mr, Chairman, perhaps an explanation of this 
amendinent is desirable. It provides that the funds appropri- 
ated in this parugraph may be used for the maintenance of a 
road within an area which now lies outside the park but which 
under this amendment would lie inside the park. That area is 
a little less than 49 acres. A commission, of which I was a 
member, was appointed about two years ago to adjust the 
houndary between the Grand Canyon National Park and the | 
adjacent national forest. We considered then the advisability 
of taking in this small area but found that by doing so we 
would entirely surround the property of a private owner. In 
order to avoid closing him in he agreed that the road might 
cross his land Now he seeks considerable compensation for 
permitting the road to cross bis property. Of course, it is de- 


sirable atways that the reads pass only over park land. If we 
add this 49-acre piece we can maintain the road entirely on park 
lands 

To preserve this man’s rights we provide that his cattle, | 
mistured on adjacent forest lands, may be permitted to cross 
from the land of the national forest to his private land, though 
by doing so they e¢ross through a narrow portion of the national | 
park. I have consulted the Representative from the State of | 


Arizona, where this man lives, and, if I may say so, contrary 
to the rules, with the Senator from Arizona, who was formerly 
au Member of this House, and I find it is satisfactory to them. 


That is all I care to say unless there are some questions to be 
asked 
Mr. CRAMTON. I understand also that the gentleman has 


spoken with the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands 
nbout this? 


Mr. TEMPLE. Yes; and with the Congressman from Arizona. 
Mr. CRAMTON,. In view of the fact that the chairman of 
the Committee on the Public Lands has been consulted, I shall 


have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

Yosemite National Park, Calif.: For administration, protection, and 


$5,550 for the mainte- 
operation, and repair of horse-drawn and motor-driven passenger- 
ca for the of the superintendent and 


connection with general park work, not exceeding $3,200 for maintenance 


maintenance, including not exceeding purchase, 


hanes 
t mployer Ss 


rying vehicles use 


of that part of the Wawona Road in the Sierra National Forest between 
the park boundary 2 miles north of Wawona and the park boundary 
near the Mariposa Grove of Big Trees, and not exceeding $2,000 for 
maintenance of the road in the Stanislaus National Forest conneeting 
the Tiegwga Read with the Hetch Hetchy Road near Mather Station, and 
including necessary expenses of a comprehensive study of the problems 
relating to the use and enjoyment of the Yosemite National Park, and 
the preservation of its natural features, $290,000; for construction of 
physical improvements, $95,000, of which not to exceed $65,000 shall be 
available for water supply and camp-ground facilities at Glacier Point, 
$8,000 for two comfort stations and two community buildings at the 
winter camp grounds, and $6,000 for two employees’ cottages; in all, 


$385,000 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Cramton: Page 95, line 2, strike out 
“ £95,000 ind insert in lieu thereof “ $97,250.” and in line 6, after the 
word “eottages.” insert “ fer the construction of a building to cover 
the sewage-disposal tank.” 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, under date of January 9 
the Budget has submitted a supplemental estimate of $2,250. 


In connection with it they say: 


submitted on November 14, 1927 


A repo 27, subsequent to the prepara 
tion of the Budget for 1929, by a sanitary engineer of the United States 
Public Health Service, on. the operation of the sewage-treatment plant 
installed in 1921 at Yosemite National Park, shows that because of the 


the volume of sewage treated the odors from the plant 
intolerable during the summer season as to require the 
for the abatement of this nuisance. To 


increase in 


large 


have 


0 


become 


early adoption of measures 


in | : : . 
| construction of roads and trails in national parks shall remain 


~ 
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the 


Opens d 


situation, it Is proposed to eover 
tizht inclosure which 
nder the edors relatively unobj 


remedy the 
reasonably 
times as will r 


plic tanks with a 
and closed at such 
tionat le ° 


can be 


So the item that accompanies this statement from the Budge 
is the amendment that I have offered. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
correct the total. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. CRAMTON: Strike out the fiz 


* $585,000" and insert “ $387,250.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


ment. 
The amendment 


was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Construction, etc., of roads and trails: For the construction, re« 
struction, and improvement of roads and trails, inclusive of necessa 


bridges, in the national parks and monuments under the jurisdiction of 
the Department of the Interior, including the roads from Glacier Pa 
Station through the Blackfeet Indian Reservation to various points in 
the boundary line of the Glacier National Park and the international 
boundary, and the Grand Canyon Highway from the National Old Trai 
Highway to the south boundary of the Grand Canyon National P 

as authorized by the act approved June 5, 1924 (45 Stat. 423), t 
immediately available and remain available until expended, $2,500,000 
which includes $1,500,000, the remainder of the amount of the 
tractual authorization contained in the act making appropriations f 
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year 1928, approved Jan 
ary 12, 1927: Provided, That to exceed $9,000 of the amount herein 
appropriated may be expended for personal services in the District 


Ce 


not 


Columbia during the fiscal year 1929: Provided further, That in add 
tion to the amount herein appropriated the Secretary of the Interior 
may also approve projects, incur obligations, and enter into contra: 


for additional work not exceeding a total of $4,000,000, and his act 


in so doing shall he deemed a contractual obligation of the Fede: 
Government for the payment of the eost thereof, and appropriati: 
hereafter made for the construction of roads in national parks and 


monuments shall be considered available for the purpose of discharging 


the obligations so created. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CRAMTON: Page 9, line 24, after the colon 
“ Provided further, That balances of prior appropriations for 
avail 


insert: 


able until expended.” 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the appropriations in t 
bill are so available and it had been supposed that appropria 
tions made in prior years were likewise to be treated as avyail- 
able until expended, but it has been ruled by the Comptroll 
General that appropriations made for certain years heretofore 
were not. That complicates the situation, and it is rather 
difficult to unscramble the matter of bookkeeping. Therefor 
this amendment is suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman fron: Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GOVERNMENT IN THE ‘TERRITORIES 
TERRITORY OF ALASKA 


Governor, $7,000; secretary, $3,600; in all, $10,600. 


Mr. TREADWAY. 
last word, and I ask unanimous consent 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I take it that after a 
law has become effective it is the provinee of the Appropriatious 
Committee to provide appropriations for the carrying out 0! 
such a law and to see that the appropriations are economical|) 
and properly administered. Naturally the Appropriations Com 
mittee has nothing to do with general policies. While I have 
been eritieal of conditions in Alaska for several years, !t 1's 
not my purpose to object to any appropriations ; in fact, L expect 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out t 
to proceed for Ll 


Massachusetts asks 
Is there obj 
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to vote for these appropriation ml I sus will b 


hat we should know something about where we stand in regard 
to Alasku, He says: 
But the predicted inrushing of people following the constriu m of 
railroad, the fast-growing cities, the population running into seven 
ires have not come tru 


Further than that he ealls attention to many other things we 
hould do with respect to Alaska. You will heur, undoubtedly 
in argument from the Delegate in a few moments, if he 
to make any reply to the statements I am making, and he 
will no doubt call your attention to how little it cost us to get 
Alaska, $7,000,000 In that connection it might be said that we 
tade the Louisiana Purchase and secured Florida very cheap, 
as dollars and cents go. Colonel Richardson in this article calls 
attention to the developments in those sections of this country 
nd what has come from them, whereas Alaska bas lain dormant. 


sees 


il 


He goes on to show that the construction of the railroad 
was, as we all know now, a very serious mistake, and tiat it 
was absolutely unjustified by any facts that can be brought 
before Congress. Some of us who were here at the time the 
\laskan Railroad was advocated remember the propaganda 
that was issued and the methods which were used to put it 
across, It has involved the expenditure of $70,000,000, and the 
very able manager of the railroad, Mr. Smith—who had long 


raining with the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., and, I believe, is 
still an official of that company—to-day is gratified to be able 
to come before the committee of which our honored friend Mr. 
CRAMTON is chairman and inform us that for the first time the 
Alaskan Railroad deficit was under $1.000,000, It is costing 
more than $1,000,000 annually to keep up that road. Colonel 
Richardson says that that road costs us, if we charge up the 
interest account and everything of that kind, in the neighbor- 
hood of $4,000,000 per year to maintain. 

We are chasing rainbows in Alaska. Aside from the fisheries 
the only real asset they have is down in the southeast corner 
where an agreement has been made to get out some timber and 
wood pulp which is fairly accessible. Building a railroad way 
up there in the intertor where there is no population is entirely 
different. The only customer of any size at the present time 
of that railroad is a private company using it to deliver ore. 

Colonel Richardson goes on to say that the one hope, as he 
ees it, of an increased population in Alaska is to change our 
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laws 


pect they immigration and t out o » tr o Deon 
voted for unanimously; but I do wish to point out very briefly, ve here from the nverthern countrie f Km Norwa 
where, it seems to me, Congress itself, and perhaps goevern- | Sweden, and Finland I 1 not su wh r 
mental officials, have been lacking in thelr duty toward that | countrymen of our distinguished chair i Mr. ( f 
ferritorial possession. } would feel like migrati fr wt ) n 
In the President's message to Congress at the opening of the Alaska: but this is the only t > of ] » aApDpeR , 
Sixty-ninth Congress we find this sentence— to go to Alaska and settk The Seandinavia e the hardy 
' time has eome fi eful a f ea a kind thet eould withstand the « : it And even 
of the vi h 1 ken to adm then, the Alaskan land office does not advise \ lers to 
nos g 4 1 + ¢ on ; i come unless they ean supper hemselves W Y there 
idn n 4 k I . Ouse ¢ . y 4 rice Is Wi tuey sas 
nber « nhabitar nd t rod 1 as to i ‘ V ( ot advis t } 
Is thorough it } g thet j np t 
l ititude of Pi lent Coolidge hus been corroborated in 
umerous stateme s by the Sevcretary t ti Interior Th ! » is just le further px. il than th } { 
Committee on Terriion ‘far back as 1925, made an intensiy fisheries d that i n penl t tow ‘ This is where 
study of Alaska and recommended legislation which has 1 Colonel Richardson says there is a possibility of makin me 
iained dormant! ever sing Cherefore L suy the day Ins come | use of Alaski's property The natural scenery is unsurpassed 
when we should not accept these items in appropriation bills in | [t is marvelous scenery, and for about 10 or 12 weel in the 
i pro forma manner and put them through as we do here. | year, if there were accommodations, we cou throw Wi 
But, rather, we ought to go to the heurt of such a subject as this | in there by the thousands; buat unfortunately, the tit ur 
gd make an intensive study of the matters inyolved so as to ; rangements tor the care f peopl ming there so limited 
ange the systen that in spite of the hundreds of miles of travel one might mak 
I did not intend to make any remarks in connection with this | you conld more than put every tourist accommodation that is 
ter, as I have expressed my views very freely as to condi available in Alaska into one hotel ala the line of the board- 
ions in Aluska in previous Congresses, but night before last Ll | walk in Atlantic City 
ippened to pi up a copy of the current number of the At- The CHAIRMAN, The time of the genileman from Mussa- 
lanti¢ Monthly and there 1 find a very exhaustive and dispas- | chusetts has expired, 
onate discussion, written by a man who probably knows more Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
bout conditions in Alaska—he did in the early days at any | that I may proceed for two additional minutes 
rile—than any other citizen except, perhaps, the Delegate from The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentlemat rom 
ie Territory of Alaska. I do not wish to plagiarize from that | Massachusetts is recognized for two additional minutes 
iticle—written by Col. Wilds P. Richardson, of the United Chere was no objection, 
Stutes Army, retired, and for whom tbe longest trail in Alaska Mr. DENISON, Will the gentleman yield? 
s hamed—but I want to summurize the statements he niakes in Mr. TREADWAY. I yield to the gentleman. 
that article and call them to the attention of this House. Fle Mr. DENISON. In line with the gentlieman’s remark we 
ays this: nll know that most of the intellectuals were driven out of 
nitty te twdeik dees. eieesiitiine a chit Weedibins aaah Ss Russia and are now camping aroul d in different localities ot 
’ d Kurope. What would the gentleman think of our inviting ul 
ipported by a substantial s \ deve i "W { ea a 3 : 
writin’ tein. and offering them some mnduce men s to go to Alaska 
: Mr. TREADWAY. I am afraid we would run up against the 
Ile argues, in effect, that an inventory should be taken and | immigration restrictions of our friend, the gentleman from 


Washington [Mr. JoHNSoN |] 


I was just quoting Colonel Richardson as to the feasibility 
of endeavoring to secure people from these three nations. Very 
likely the colonel would include Russia as a part of it, and 
there would be just us much chance of the gentleman from 
Washington |Mr. JoHNSON] agreeing to that sort of an amend- 
ment of the immigration law as for any other countrys 

Mr. DENISON. I would say to the gentleman that the 
Russians who have been driven out of Russia are the only ones 
i would be willing to have go to Alaska, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But they wili not work 

Mr. DENISON. They would if they went to Alaska 

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit, we have 
some intellectuals here in this country that might be utilized. 
I agree with the gentleman’s suggestion, at least, with respect 
| to Alaska as a tourist country. and the gentleman, | am sure, 
appreciates that the neck of the bottle now is the lack of ocenn 
| transportation. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Which we were very glad to allow the 
| gentleman to include in bis bill last year. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Our action last year permitted an appre 
cinble improvement, but it is to be hoped that the companies 
that are carrying on this work will increase their facilities 
much more because on that is dependent the tourist traffic to 


Alaska. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Let me add to the gentleman's 
that it would not be entirely a question of the people getting 
up to Alaska, it would be a matter of accommodations for 
them after they got there. The Government has gone into hotel 
building at one point, the township of Curry, named after our 
distinguished Member from California There is a Govern- 
ment hotel there. If the gentieman intends at any time to 
advocate construction of hotels under Federal appropriations, 
that is another question; but unless you have much better 
accommodations than are available for tourists there now, you 
can not get money-spending tourists to go up into that country 
in large numbers or to return for a second visit. 

Mr. CRAMTON. May I observe in this connection that as 
to the park the situation is one that we hope will never call 


suggestion 


for expensive hetels. We hope the tourists who go to the 
park will be willing to take quarters a little different from 


what they get at home, and the development in the park does 
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not need to progress rapidly until we get ocean facilities that 
will enable tourists to go there. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not arguing with the gentleman, I 
am making this statement for his information. It is our 


thought, and 1 think the policy of the Government, to provide 
accommodations in the park to keep up with the tourist traffic. 


When it comes to towns outside, I am sure there will be 
quarters, although I fear they will not be as comfortable as 
are maintained in some of the splendid hotels of Massachusetts 
with which the gentleman is most familiar, 

Mr. DOWELL, Will the gentleman yield for a question 
there ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis has aguin expired 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to ask for 
five additional minutes. 


The 


Mas 


CHAIRMAN. Withont objection, the gentleman 
uchusetts is recognized for five udditional minutes 
There was no objection. 


from 


Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman permit a question, and 
I want to extend this also to the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee. Has any provision been made further than was made 
last year to increase the transportation facilities to Alaska? 

Mr. CRAMTON. The hearings will show that, but the re- 
sult I may say of the language the committee recommended 
and to which the gentleinan from Massachusetts [Mr,. Treap- 
WwAY| was kind enough to withdraw his objection—the result 


of that authority to the Railroad Administration was materially 
to increase the facilities, and we hope that they will increase 
in the future 


Mr. DOWELL. Is there any way that we may increase them? 
If seems to me the objection raised by the gentleman from 
Massichusetts can easily be remedied when tourists arrive, 
for then there will be provision made if the tourists come. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman is correct, but you will 
never get suilicient accommodations, seuttered broadcast over 


that great Territory, to care for any large number, because you 
can not concentrate them sufficiently to make it a business 
proposition. The only way I see to extend beyond the camp 
roadhouse made of logs with paper and canvas partitions in 
which I spent some time, and similar facilities—the only way 
you are going to extend accommodations up there is through 
the same procedure that you took in building the road—take 
the money out of Uncle Sam’s pocket. No business man will 
go up there as a hotel keeper on any extensive scale. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts de- 
vote his energies to creating facilities for tourists to go up there 
instead of devoting criticism of those who are now up there and 
trying to do the best they can? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Iam not in the transportation business. I 
have agreed to vote for all appropriations you ask for Alaska; 
but, considering the fact that you have 25,000 white people 
scattered through the country, I say we are too lavish in ex- 
penditures. Take, for instance, the highway item alone. Last 
year the total highway appropriations are shown to be more 
than a half million dollars. That is, trails and roads for 25,000 
people cost over a half million dollars. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then there is the climate. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. The highways can only be used for 
10 or 12 weeks on account of the snow. A portion of the rail- 
road is built on a moving glacier and has to be reconstructed 
annually. It is no place for farming. The farm people say in 
this report that they do not wait for the frost to get out of the 
ground, They can not wait. Further than that, the other nine 
months of the year they are buried under avalanches of snow, 
and six months they are in practical darkness. You can not 
urge citizens to go to Alaska in order to increase the population. 
It seems to me that this question ought to be constructively 
taken up and something done about the statements that have 
been mude by those interested in Alaska and by this last article 
of Colonel Richardson. You ought to do something besides 
appropriating millions of dollars in connection with Alaskan 
affairs. [Applause.] 

In his last chapter Colonel Richardson says, “Let Alaska be 
offered to the traveling, touring, scenery-loving public.” In 
effect, he advocates development for Alaska somewhat similar to 
that of the Yellowstone National Park, in order to make use of 
what appears to be Alaska’s greatest asset, namely, its scenic 
beauty and the lure of the wild life still existing there. It 
seems to me that Colonel Richardson’s viewpoint is most sane 
and practical. Every year predictions are made and much 
flowery language wasted in prophecies of Alaska’s enormous 
future population. Mr. Chairman, we are chasing rainbows. 
Why should we not see to it that such practical suggestions of 
one as familiar with conditions as Colonel Richardsen admit- 


a 
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tedly is are used as a foundation for future legislation? Why 
is it that the recommendations of the President and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior have fallen on fallow ground? No matter 
how extravagant our appropriations may be or how much inter- 
est we may feel in Alaska, we have not the power to change 
nature. Alaska for 5 months out of 12 can be made an at 


tractive playground for the American tourist, but for the other 
nine months, when buried in show, and six months of the nir 
in darkness, it Can never be made an El Dorado for ¢ 
loving American citizens, 

I shall vote for the appropriations recommended in this }ilJ. 
but I hope the time is not far distant when some practical eft py 
can be made looking to a very waterial curtailment in 
appropriations und a much more reasonable and practiea 
tude on the part of Congress toward Alaska’s future. 

Mr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. VESTAL. Does the gentleman mean to convey to 
membership of this House that this railway in Alaska can ) 
be traveled over only four to six weeks each year? 

Mr. TREADWAY. No; not the railway, as I believe large 
high 


yifey 


' 
I 





sums are expended for snow shoveling, but the use of the - 
ways and trails is limited to a few weeks. 

Mr. VESTAL. I left Fairbanks on the 17th day of Sep- 
tember and drove out over the Richardson Highway. I had }) 
there a month or six weeks. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I said three months. 

Mr. VESTAL. I understood the gentleman to say three 
weeks. 


Mr, SUTHERLAND. Will the geutleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Did the gentleman, going into the con 
sideration of the magazine article, form an opinion regardin: 
the proposition of getting Europeans to go to Alaska? 

Mr. TREADWAY. That is apparently contrary te 
our immigration provisions that it seems impractical. I thi 
it an excellent suggestion if the people want to come there, a: 
if we can get the immigration authorities to amend th 
migration act and allow them to I should for 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, 

Mr. TREADWAY. 
gate from Alaska. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opp: 
tion to the pro forma amendment and ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recor», 4 

The Chairman, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I was much i: 
terested in looking over the Recorp this morning to read 
discussion in respect to the efficiency of the Pension Bureau, 
which occurred yesterday. I am much interested in that b A 
cause I find from official records that Ohio has more pension: 
than any other State in the Union—43.881 on July 80, 192% 
and more pension money is expended there than in any other 
State in the Unicn—$20,700,000 a year; also because of ¢! 
great pressure upon the office of the Representative from the 
third district of Ohio, because in that district concentrated 
the greatest number of pensioners of any district in the United 
States, and also of the location there of the central branch « 
the National Military Home at Dayton, Ohio. Therefore I take 
a special interest in the matter of this Pension Bureau ap 
propriation., 

It is perhaps too late to give it any consideration upon thi 
bill, but I do ask that the Committee on Appropriations next 
year arrange for a definite survey of the situation in the It 
sion Office, and I make thut suggestion because of what 
distinguished chairman of the subcommittee on appropriati: 
said in respect to the difficulty of ascertaining definitely ho 
many employees are needed there in the course of the y‘ 
We now know that the Pension Office is six months or more 
behind on its work and that it has been behind in its wor! 
for more than two years. This causes a great deal of u 
necessary work on the part of Members of Congress. We ough! 
to have adequate appropriations fer the Pension Bureau, | 
that it may be able to keep up with its work, I read with 
interest the complaint of the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
Newton], and I agree with him that this bureau should 1 
sufficient money so that they will be able to give proper con- 
sideration and reply to the communications of Members of Con- 
gress in respect to matters upon which Members have sprit 
considerable time. 

If I understand the matter correctly, when the estimates 
were made up for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, the 
Pension Commissioner showed a need for $1,190,000 to provide 
the requisite personnel to take cure of the work. A great w d 


sO 


i 
come be 
How would you keep them there? 
The gentleman will have to ask the Ly 





is 
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upon him by the removal of tl 
building to the Interior Building 


burden hed been pu 


unusual 
Pension 


¥ ; } : 
Olfice Trom the old 


This amount of $1,190,000 was approved by the Budget Com 
iission, but was reduced by the Committee on Appropriations 
af this House, and the bill when introduced and passed by th 

Lfonse in the last Congress, carried but $1,132,000, or a deficit 
of $58,600 in what the Pension Commission had testified was 
required When the bill went to the Senate, the matter w: 

juvestiguted and the amount of the appropriation raised to 
$1,190,000, being the amount actually necessary to give the 
service required under the law This difference between the 
House and Senate threw the bill into conference, aud the rep 


resentatives of the 
cured a concession 
$1.160,000 for a 


Appropriations Committee of the House s¢ 
bill as finally passed carried but 
work which actually required the expenditure 
of $1,190,000. This means that the personnel of the Pension 
Bureau must be further cut down, the work retarded, and 
additional burdens put upon the Members of Congress 
the recipient of continuous complaints because the 
sSureau is physically unable, with its force so limited 
hy the appropriation of Congress, to function as it should. I 
understand upon reliable authorit€ that this year the Pension 
Commissioner certified that the work of the Pension Bureau 
would require an appropriation of $1,190,000 in order to fun¢ 


o that the 


erect 
who 


Pension 


are 


tion efficiently; that this amount was cut to $1,150,000 before 
the Budget reached Congress, probably in view of the action 


of the House committee in the last Congress. 

We are now going into another year with the Pension Bureau 
crippled with insufficient employees, unable to properly fulfil! 
ts mission, and with thousands of the most pathetic and ap 
pealing cases of the rapidly dying veterans of the Civil War 
delayed until death must inevitably overtake hundreds of them 
before action can be had upon their claims which are crowding 
the Pension Office beyond its capacity to function under the 
restricted appropriations of the Congress. There are now only 
about 90,000 Union veterans of the Civil War left to us. 


In the name of the veterans of the Civil and Spanish 
Wars, I protest against this treatment of the Pension Bureau 
Pecause my office has, and haus had for years, perhaps, more 


corvespondence with the Pension Bureau than any other office 
in Congress, I am in a position to judge of the efficiency of its 
work. I here state that I have found the most energetic and 
sympathetic attitude in the Commissioner of Pensions «and 
have understood that the delays experienced in correspondence 
and in action on claims were aggravated by, in fact due en 
tirely to, inadequate personnel, due in turn to restricted ay 
propriations by Congress. The situation in the last year or 
two has been seriously complicated by the removal of all the 
pension records and files from the old building to the new. 
and this alone has thrown back some of the work at least six 
months. 

My experience with the Patent Office leads me to believe that 
that office is also suffering from niggurdly treatment. 
liberal appropriations should be made for the Patent Office. 
The prosperity of this country depends upon every legitimate 
safeguard being given by the Government to the development 
of manufacturing and commerce, while every sentiment of 
loyalty and gratitude requires prompt action from our Pen 
sion Bureau on behalf of those who served to defend the coun- 
try and her institutions in time of need and to whom delay in 
adjudicating claims is so often equivalent to denial. It being 
too late now to remedy this matter in the House at this time 
on the present bill, I hope that a full investigation will be 
had by the Senate committee and 
the work of the bureau, and I trust that the Representatives 
of this House on any conference committee will see to it that 
ample funds are provided for this work which is so near to 
the hearts of our people. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For incidental and contingent clerk hire, not to execced 
$2,800; janitor service for the governor's office and the executive man 
sion, not to exceed $2,760; traveling the governor 


absent from the capital on official and of the 


expenses, 
expenses of while 


business, secretary of 


the Territory while traveling on official business under direction of 
the governor; rent of executive offices, repair and preservation of 


gzovernor’s house and furniture; for care of grounds and 
necessary equipment; stationery, lights, water, and fuel; 


to be expended under the direction of the governor. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend 
ment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


purchase of 
in all, $14,000, 


Amendment 
“ $2,800" and insert 


offered by Mr. CRAMTON: 


* $3,520.” 


Page 101, line 14, strike out 
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More 





adequate provision made for | 


ernor, $5,000 ; 


Mr. CRAM'TON Mr. Chairman his do iof increase the 
appropriation in this paragraptl il increases the allocation 
available for clerk hi 

in t « i I ok i i ‘ I ex d my 
remarks | rting a le r fro ! . cal Inte 
rior, wi h w expla tl Hinenahi ind t ily for ul 

Phe CHAIRMAN Is ‘ j ni 

TI rt wus i , Orpen uit 

rhe letter referred to is as f Ws 

] s \ rH 
Was tna x 
it I s C. Cram 
{ ee , prt H ( Rep ( f 
‘I i \ i ( iM i H. R 16, entitled \ 1 ) 
ous t Lh I ‘ t ir or rt il 1 
ig June 30, 1929, and ! Ses Ww ried out 
f h lI se Committee \ ’ I ns J iry 11, v3 page 
OD there is the fe wing | use 

‘For incidental and contingent xpenses, clerk hire, not > exceed 
$2,800; janitor service for the governor's office and the exe ian 
sion, not to exeeed $2,760; traveling expenses of the governor whi 
ibsent from the capital on offiein! business, and of the se tary of 
t? Territory while traveling on official business under direction of the 





rovernor: rent of executive rvation of governors 


olfiees, repair and preset 





kouse and furniture; for eare of zrounds and purchase of necessary 
lipment: stationery, lights, watet and fuel; in all, $14,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the governor.” 
rhe representative of the department at the time of the hearing 
n the bill sucgested (sce p. 1146 of the hearings on the bill) that 
‘In the appropriation for the present fiscal year for tmcidental and 
nfingent expenses in the office of the governor, clerk ire is fixed 
t not to exceed $2,800 rhe governor is very destrous of increasing 
his amount to $5,520 In order to give him more money for that pur 
pose It does not increase the emount of the estimate The governor 
in diseussing the subject in a letter dated December 10, 1927, stated, 
1r:mong other things, that 
‘In Alaska the secretary to the governor oectptes a very responsi- 
position. He is charged with the general supervision of the office, 
nd in the absence of the governor is responsible for proper conduct 
f the work. The salary paid is not commensurate with salaries for 
similar positions in the Territory, and if the salary had not been 
augmented by an appropriation of $720 from the Territorial fund it 
would be impossible to obtain the services of a competent man, espe- 


ially in view of the salary Increases that have been made throughout 


the Government service in the past 10 years. A suit is now pending 


in the district court at Juneau, Alaska, attacking the validity of a 
ferritorial appropriation of $720 which he has been paid in the past, 
ind it is likely that hereafter the Territory will be estopped from 


making any contribution to the salary of the governor's secretary. 


Federal employee, and his entire salary should be paid by the 
Federal Government. I am advised that if the limitation of $2,800 now 
ontained in the appropriation bill is changed, and there are 


funds in it expend for clerical hire up to the 


Ile is a 


su ftic 


ient 
e appropriation, we may 


amount fixed by Congress. The changing of the limitation in the 
appropriation bill as suggested will not increase the total appropria- 
ion asked for, but will make it necessary for us to rearrange the 
udget in the governor's office I believe this ean be done, and it is 
ecommended that the limitation of $2,800 be changed so that we may 
have an authorization for clerical hire not to exceed $3,520 


lor the reasons above stated I bave to request that the bill be amended 
by atriking out the figures “2.500” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“3.520.” This does not increase the appropriation over that provided 


for in the bill, but allows the governor some 
the salaries to be paid for clerk hire. 


Very 


latitude jin the matter of 
truly yours, 
Iiceerr Work. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII 


Governor, $10,000; secretary, $5,400; in all, $15,400. 
lor expenses, 
tionery, posta 


contingent to be expended by the governor, for 
and incidentals, $1,000; private secretary to the gov- 
temporary clerk bire, $500; for traveling expenses of the 
vovernor while absent from the capital on official business, $500; in all, 
$5,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will be an 
thorized to have the type in lines 15 and 14, page 108, of the 
language “temporary clerk hire, $500," changed from italics to 
roman, 

There was no objection. 


sia- 








: 
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MI \GE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
The cominittee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
med e chal indry messages in writing from the Presi- 


dent were preset the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta, e ¢ hii or aries, who also announced that the 
President had approved and signed a joint resolution and bills 
of tl foll ing title 

On Jam y 11, 1928 

EH... Be 82. Joint reselution to continue commissioners in 
the Court of Claims 

On January 12, 192s: 

H.R. 6657. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Columbia 
River near Kettle Falls, Wash. 

On January 13, 1928: 

Hi. R488. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to vequire certai lands within the District of Columbia te be 
used as sites for public buildings. 

rhe committee resumed its session, 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 

The Clerk read as follows: 

le ‘ xpetr oe furniture, light, telephone, stationery, re« 
ord nd files, printing and binding, including printing, publica 

‘ nd nding of the session laws and the house and senate 
our I Wiexing record postage, ice water, clerk hire, mileage of 
meri nd incidental pay of chaplain, clerk, sergeant at arms, 
ter ' ! pewriters janitors, and messengers, $30,000: Pro- 
vided l e members of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii 
t il not vy the compensation of $200 or any mileage for an extra 
‘ ‘ | in compliance with section 54 of an act to provide a gov 
ernment for the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900 

Mr. LIOUS'TON of Hawaii. Mr, Chairman, I offer the follow- 


ing amendments, which L send to the desk and ask to have read, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendments offered by Mr. Houston of Hawaii: Page 108, line 23, 
strike out the figures “ $30,000" and substitute therefor the figures 
* $50,000 line 25, strike out * $200” and substitute ‘ $500.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Consideration will be given to the first 


umendment, 


Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman, according to the 
organic act, the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii shall 
have 15 members of the senate and shall have 30 members of 
the house—45 menibers in the legislature in all, By further 


Federal enactment these members of the Hawaiian Legislature 


shall be paid the sum of $1,000 per session of the legislature, 
which occurs once every two years. The total sum to pay for 
the mandatory salaries of these legislators exceeds by $15,000 


the sum allowed here for legislative expenses, and besides their | 


statutory 
cents per 


SEsslon 


salaries, the members are to be paid the sum of 20 
mile for traveling expenses involved in attending the 
In 1904, when the first legislature of the Territory met 
under the organie act, they were allowed the sum of $24,500 by 
Federal appropriation. They were at that time by statutory 
Federal enactment allowed the sum of $600 salary. In 1910 the 
sum allowed for Federal appropriation was raised to $30,000, at 
which figure it has remained up until the present time, including 
these estimates. In 1920 the of 


salary the legislators was 
raised by Federal enactment from $600 to $1,000, but the total 
sum has not been changed, 

The total expenses of the Territorial legislature have risen 
from the figures that were covered at that time by the Federal 
appropriation until at the present time the expenditures of 
the last legislature totaled $130,000, of which the Territory of 


Hawaii provided the sum of $100,000. 
The legislature at its last session passed a joint resolution 
memorializing Congress asking that the Federal share of the 


legislative expenses might be raised an appreciable amount, 
and the governor of the Territory has suggested the sum of 
$20,000, L submitted the matter to the Director of the Budget 
and I have not vet been able to get an answer. 


As to tl ond amendment, on line 25, the sum of $200 is 
given. By statute the sum was fixed at $500. I think undoubt- 
edly it ought to be corrected and made to conform to the exist- 


i? Se 


ing statute 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the matter of the contri- 
bution to the expenses of Hawaii has been stationary for a 
number of vears. I do not understand that the Delegate from 


Hawaii has had full opportunity for the Budget or the depart- 
ment to fully consider his claim. ‘The amount proposed in this 
bill is the same as it has been for many years. I would prefer 
that the Delegate from Hawaii be given opportunity to pre- 
his proposition fully in the muke-up of the next Budget 
rather than to accept the proposition here. I think, therefore, 
the amendment cught not to be agreed to, 


sent 
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The CHAIRMAN. fs 


The question on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Delegate from Hawaii. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentle- 
min from Hawaii offered another amendment. With refer- 
ence to that amendment, that is simply to correct the phrase- 
ology. It refers to the salary of the members of the legislature 
and says they shall not receive salary at certain special ses- 
sions—that is, when appropriation bills are considered. 1) 
law is changed, and instead of $200 salary it is now S500 I 
phraseology should be changed as the gentleman suggested 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendme 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Houston of Hawaii: P 108, 1 ; 
strike out the figures “$200” and substitute the gures “ $50¢ 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amene 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

fhe Clerk read as follows; 

ST, RLIZAD THS HOSPITAI 

For support, clothing, and treatment in St, Elizabeths Hos} 
the Insane from the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged 
with or convicted of crimes against the United States who are 
all persons who have become insane sib their entry into the m 
and naval service of the United States, civilians in the quarterm 
service of the Army, persons transferred from the Canal Zone wlhx 
been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent, and ben 
of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, including not exceeding $27,000 
for the purchase, exchange, maintenance, repair, and operatic 
motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehlieles for the use of the 
intendent, purchasing agent, and general hospital business, and i 
ing not to exceed $285,000 for repairs and improvements to buil 
and grounds and for additional fire-protection equipment, $91 
including maintenance and operation of necessary facilities for fi 
employees and others (at not less than cost), and the proceeds t 
from shall reimburse the appropriation for the institution; and 1 
exceeding $1,500 of this sum may be expended in the remo. ; 
patients to their friends, not exceeding $1,500 in the purcbase of such 
books, perivdicals, and newspapers, for which payment may be m 
in advanee, as may be required for the purposes of the hospital a: 
the medical library, and not exceeding $1,500 for actual and ne 
expenses incurred in the apprehension and return to the hospital 
escaped patients: Provided, That so much of this sum as n , 
required shall be available for all necessary expenses in ascerta 
the residence of inmates who are not or who cease to be } 
chargeable to Federal maintenance in the institulion and in retur . 
them to such places of residence: Provided further, That durin 
fiscal year 1929 the District of Columbia, or any branch of the Goy 
ment requiring St. [ligabeths Hospital to care for patients for 
they are responsible, shall pay by check to the superintendent, upon 
written request, either in advance or at the end of eaeh month, all or 
part of the estimated or actual cost of such maintenance, as the 
may be, and bills rendered by the Superintendent of St. Elizabet! 
pital in accordance herewith shall not be subject to audit or cert 
tion in advance of payment; proper adjustments on the basis of 
actual cost of the care of patients paid for in advance shall b ‘ 
monthly or quarterly, as may be agreed upon between the su] 
tendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital and the District of Columbia gov 
ment, department, or establishments concerned. All sums paid t 
superintendent of St. Elizabeths Hospital for the care of patients 
he is authorized by law to receive shall be deposited to the credit on 
the books of the Treasury Department of the appropriation made for 
the care and maintenance of the patients at St. Elizabeths Hos, l 


for the year in which the support, clothing, and treatment is provided, 


and subject to requisition by the disbursing agent of St. Elizab: $ 
Hospital upon the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas moves to 


strike out the last word. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the developments made be- 
fore the District Committee show conclusively that the super- 
intendent of St. Elizabeths Insane Asylum, Dr. William A. 
White, is not a proper official to have charge of these 4,000 
helpless inmates or to expend annually this vast sum of money 
which Congress appropriates for it. 

He is protected by the Secretary of the Interior, who him- 
self is a psychiatrist and has been in charge of a similar hos- 
pital in his State of Colorado in years gone by, and it is # 
well-known fact that among all such superintendents there is a 
fellow feeling that they must protect each other. Were it not 
for this fact Superintendent White could not stay there a day. 
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I want my colleag 
yortant: There are eight 
hat by a mere order or a s% 
confine individuals to this 
court, With no chance of 


ber this, because it is im 

ts of the Government nov 
‘vratch of a pen from the chief can 
insane asylum, with no hearing il 
and no opportunity of getting 


ues to remel 


ade parce l 





J 
? 
t 


redress, 


out. How much longer is Congress going to let that conditio 
prevail? How much longer time is to elapse before Congr: 
or its committees ca frame and pass legislation that wi 


stop it? 





I maintain that there is not a department of Government that 
ought to have that power. When you send a person to a pel 
tentiary he is sent for a term. W i is term expires h Z = 
free, and the world is prone forg the crime he has con 
mitted and to give him a new start and-a new chance Aye, 
when a prisoner is sent to a penitentiary for life he still has a 
chance of being pardoned or ! ivil Y his term commuted 
getting out and starting er again. But when you incarcerat 
a person in an insane asylum his future is ended. If he is abl 
to go into the court by habeas corpus proceedings he may be 
able to get out, but the fact that he has been charged wit}! 


insanity and has been in an insa isylum follows him all the 





rest of his days. It is something he ean not get rid of 

I maintain that this Congress ought to pass a law providing 
that no department of the Government can send any rson 
to an insane asylum until that pers has been adjudged insar 
by a competent court, by a jury of his peers, in accordance wit! 
proper law, 

The present law says that these six departments can nd 
them there without a judgment of court, without a hearing in 
court, Without their day in court and the opportunity of test 
fying in their own behalf and having other witnesses testify 


But it presupposes that within 
St. Elizabeths will them a hearing in court. Yet I 
in my files case after case in that institution where they 
been kept there a dozen years and have not been given 
or a chance to be heard. 


{) aii 


ys the superintendent « 


vive hav 
hav 


a hearing 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired, 

Mr. BLANTON, May I bave five minutes more? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Texas asks unani 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes longer. Is there 


objection? 

The re Was ho objec tion. 
Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. 
yield? 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 


BLANTON. Yes 


ENGLEBRIGHT Does the gentleman mean to 


assert 


that there have been inmates in this institution for a dozen 
years without a hearing in court? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. Since I have been bringing this matter 


to the attention of Congress there have been sixty-odd inmates 
who have into the Supreme Court the District of Co- 
lumbia on habeas corpus writs and presented their cases to a 
jury of their peers and have 


gone ot 


been discharged as sane by the 


verdict of the jury and judgment of the court, which forced 
the superintendent to discharge them. 
I wonder if you know that your Secretary of the Navy can 


Estab 
powell that 


by the mere scratch of a pen send any man in the Naval 
lishment to St. Elizabeths at will. There is no 
keeps him from it, and the law authorizes him to do it. He 
has the authority of law to do it. Is that a power that he 
should be possessed of? Do you know that your Seeretary of 


War can do it? Do you know that the Commissioners of this 
District can do it? It ought to be stopped. It is not a respon 
sibility that rests alone upon my shoulders. It is a responsi- 
bility that rests upon the shoulders of every Congressman and 
Senator in the Seventieth Conere Is it so that I am the 


only one here concerned about this matter? 
I went before a naval board and I had your Secretary of 
Navy force Dector White to bring a young naval officer 
Georgia before a board. I the examination 
showed that he was sane. 
Let me quote you some of the evidence I offered in his behalf: 


the 
from 
and I 


conducted 


SWORN TBWSTIMONY 


PSYCHOLOGY, GI 


OF DR, |! A. MOSS, HEAD OF THE DEPARTMENT Ot 


ORGE WASUINGTON UNIVERSITY 


I have studied Lieut. Commander Harry T 
the last two weeks, during which time I have 


Sandlin almost daily for 


spent more than 50 hours 


going into all phases of his case In addition to making a careful 
study of his history and giving him the usual subjective examinatior 
made by psychiatrists, I] gave him a number of objective standardized 
tests with the hope of putting his case, in part at least, on a fact 


rather than 

In all the objective tests Mr. Sandlin’s showing was that of a person 
with a normal mind. the Army he 
151, which is above the average for the officers in the Army and is 


an opioion basis. 


On alpha test made a scere of 


1 19 noints above the 
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himself 
brought by her 
ldrer 


At 
to support 
y Wilbur 
ibuted in no small 
ed by the 


aided by 


this time he h 
His jud 


was 


ment in sending 


cretary idmittedly poor, but I believe that 


he sttr part to the excessive anil Tihs to w icn 


was subjec tantalizing tactics of 


was certain unsuspecti ival officers 


In spite of all the harassing that he ha 
t 


lie has 


present clear-cut 


I n¢ 


hallucinations, elt 
nor has 


symptoms of paranoia or of paranoid st: 


no her 


it present he had, any “ hypoch 
| of “ marked emotional depression,”” no clear t “ideas of reference,’ no 


and no greatly 





i “delusions of explanation,” 





of elf-importance ” or of “inferiority” « 1 be f nd it 
was unable to find any “retrospective falsifications of memory ind 
I am positive that he has no mental deterioration Yet all thes 
| cording to White’s Outlines of Psychiatry, pages 109-113, are the signs 
by which one may recognize paranoia and paranoid states His natural 
esentment at being thrown into an asylum for the insane might be 
| termed an indication of a delusion of persecutio but his ex nation of 
| this feeling is too clear cut to pe rmit one to lieve that he has 1 
definite, systematized delusional system, for he manifests no resentment 
} at any particular individual, and only attributes his misfortune to the 
|} system under which he is working. Such being s attitude, I see 
thing to make me suspect that be may do violence to any on no 
n I find any other reason for his being locked up in an lum for 
the insane, 


F. A. Moss, 
Head Department of Psychology, 


| George Washington "University 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 21st day of January, 1927 

| EAL. ] JAMES M. Woopwarp, 

| Notary Public, District of Columbia 

} 

| hen Dr. S. F. Acree, being duly sworn, testified before said 


naval board as follows: 


Mv name is 8S. F. Acree, am 51 years old, entered State Universit 


or 

Texas in 1892. craduated there with degree of Bachelor of 5S nee, then 
went to University of Chicago, where I received a Ph. D. in 1902, then 
spent 1903—4 in University of Berlin; I bave been abroad five times, 
| besides university work and chemical researches; | bave been a teacher 


n Jehns Hopkins 


[ have published over 100 


and W 
articles in various 


University sconsin and Syracuse Universities. 


lines of chemistr n which 


I have been interested I have been invited to give numerous addresses, 
| and I was invited to make an address before the Faraday Society of 
| Great Britain. I have appeared in a number of lectures iuvolving 









chemistry and I have been connected with the direction of two plants 
for the commercial development of son of my processes; I was 
acquainted with Commander Sandlin while he was under observation in 
| the Naval Hospital here in Washington; from August to October, 1925, 
we were at the same boarding house; I have talked to nder 
Sandlin a great deal on subjects of current interest: I have been 


| interested in naval subjects; we were a great deal together socially, and 
we were better acquainted with them than with any other family here 
| and that intimacy still exists; I have had occasion to note the conduct 
of Commander Sandlin with regard to the condition of. his mind, and 
my opinion is based on continual contact with the medical men of 
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Johns Hopkins University, with whom 1 ate daily, tanght medical 
students myself, having been on th taff of the Highland Hospital it: 
Rochester 5 having } n friends of people interested in psychiatr 
n gene did 1 even } vy at first, when [I met Commander 
Sandi me afterwards, that he was under observation 
In tt v bi ! i me sus! 1 any such thing fror any 
tnl h | } | ly a it ifter +} . y ths’ acquaint wif) 
Hil iI t ef waiche his t I did not observe any 
ir I ] } Ile ‘ i nd an enallv ¢ yan 
if ( S or I ict HH 
f ' wr I learned tl Commander Sar W 
i I t ro my for hi nti d that 
he f led in I had wn be I 
‘ ‘ SS i f ' nd T do not that 
I ror to s t n tl htest t 
I f Se, | zahet he has been free a t ing Vv ‘ 
he l doing what he | sed; I have been att: d to him; I 
do 1 i nything the world the matter with his mind 
} ‘ Yn Ww vs | t ve ‘ rv I ( 1 
i to the snggestt that Commander 8 n made 
t \ t © is t anyt! that would ind te an SS 
of mind; I cal exs BLANTON, my old schooln s 
( e: 1 feel tl ( winder Sand! 8 ! 
misu ‘ he ex s hin f in an unt l bri t 
He had been adjudged insane and kept in St. Elizabeths In- 
sene Asylum for two months before I found him. And after I 
placed the evidence before the naval board, four out of five 


decided tha e was not insane, and I forced the Navy Depart- 

him and discharge him. But they retired him, 
hey hold now, under a ruling of the Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral of the Navy, that even after they retire an officer they still 
have jurisdiction over him, and if the Secretary sees fit he can 
order him back to St. Blizabeths any time he wants to, although 


ment to release 


and t 


he is retired 
Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman said there were a number 


of the Government departments that had the right to do this. 
‘The gentleman has named three of them, and I am very much 
interested in knowing the other departments that can do the 


same thing 
Mr. BLANTON. ‘There are eight of them, and I will name 
them. You will remember that in response to my resolution 


which the House passed, Gen. J. R. McCarl, Comptroller General 
of the United States, between July 1 and December 1, 1926, 
made un exhaustive investigation of St. Elizabeths, and he made 
a report to Congress embracing 175 printed pages. In such 
report General MecCarl certifies that under existing laws St. 
Klizabeths receives men and women for incareeration upon the 


mere order or request of the following heads of departments, 
to wit: 

(1) From the Secretary of War—persons belonging to the Army, 
civilian employees in the Quartermaster Corps, interned persons, and 
prisoners of war; (2) from the Secretary of the Navy—ipsane persons 


belonging to the Navy and Marine Corps, naval interned persons, and 
prisoners of war; (3) from the Secretary of the Treasury—insane per 
ns belonging to the Coast Guard, insane patients of the Public Health 


Service, merchant seamen, officers and crew of the several vesse!s be 
longing to the Bureau of Fisheries, ex-service men hospitalized by virtue 
of the war risk insurance act, commissioned officers of the Public Health 
Service, commissioned officers and enlisted men of the Coast and Geo 
detic Survey, discharged Army and Navy purses, seamen on boats of 


Mississippi River Commission, employees in Lighthouse Service, civilian 
employees on Army transports, and civilian employees entitled to treat 


ment under the United States employees’ compensation act; (4) from 
the Secretary of the Interior—insane American citizens in the Canal 
Zone, persons eharged with Federal offenses, persons convicted of Ped 
eral offenses: (5) from the Director of the United States Veterans 
Bureau—all ex-service men, veterans of the World War who come under 
his jurisdiction; (6) from the president of the Board of Commissioners 
of Soldiers’ Home—-inmmates of the Soldiers’ Home; (7) from the presi 
dent of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers—inmates of the national home; (8) from the Commis 
sioners of the District of Cohimbia—indigent patients and alleged insane 
perso! homicidal or otherwise dangerous tendencies pending formal 
commitment 

You will note that he lists eight different departments of this 
Government whose heads the law now gives the right to order 
human beings into an insane asylum without due hearing in 
court. General MeCarl further certified: 

These tients come fre all walks of life and represent most every 
vocation and profession. There are patients who were lawyers, doctors, 
business men, wachinists, conimon and skilled laborers; teachers, nurses, 





| 


bill passed we adjourn that will | 
that power from every department of this Goveriument, so 

| before they can send a man to an insane asylum they must gi 
him a hearing before a court and have him properly adjudged 
| insane under the law. 
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musicians, artists, authors, and writers; officers and men committed 
from the United States Army and Navy and Marine Corps; retired 
officers and men of the United States Army and Marine Corps; veterans 
of the Civil, Spanish, and the World Wars: women who come f om 
various so« | strata, mothers, wives, and nmarried girls The 
also insane criminals and the iminally insar mmitted from 
eral prisons and by the Supreme Court E-4 Liistrict of Col bia 

Dr. William A. White testified under oath and our Gil 
investigating committee unanimously found that there are 2° 
people incarcerated in St. Elizabeths Insane Asylum why 
never been adjudged insane and who have never been giv 
trial to establish their sanity 

Note that General MecCarl certified that the Seeretary 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of 
Treasury all can order men in this insane asylum. And tft} 
ean do it without giving these men a proper hearing. |] 


mere seratch of pen they can doom a man to St. Elizab 


an insane asylum. It ought to stop. It exists becauss 
people of the United States have not known it nd they ¢ 
know it now, but I am bringing it to your attention, and } 


hope you will help me 
through this 


stop it. 
House before 


I hope you will help me 


Mr. JOHNSON of 


Mr. BLANTON. 


Texas, Will the gentleman yield? ; 
¥es. 4 


Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. In Texas we have tribunals « 
stituted which require a trial before anyone can be adjudged 
insane. 

Mr. BLANTON. And very rightly so, 

Mr. JOHNSON of ‘Texas. Does not the gentleman thi 


that ought to be the law of the Nation as well as of the Stat 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. It ought to be the law. Let 1 
say to my colleague from Texas that I would rather to-day 
you would adjudge me guilty and send me to a penitentiary for 
20 years than to send me out to St. Elizabeths Asylum charged 
with insanity, from what I know about that institution, lx 4 
cause I would have a chance get out of the penitentiary i 
and a chance to show my innocence of the charge upon which 
I was sentenced, but when the doors of St. Elizabeths 
are closed on an insane victim he rarely ever gets a chanc 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
has again expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three additional minutes, because I want to answer 
some questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas 
mous consent to proceed for three additional minutes. 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 


to 
once 


Texas 


asks unani- 


Is there 


Mr. HUDSON. I am in sympathy with much the gentleman 
is saying. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is there any part of that which I am 


saying with which the gentleman is not in sympathy? 

Mr. HUDSON. No; I think not, but I did not think the 
gentleman would have any complaint to make to-day after 
having won such a signal victory in getting the Democratic 
convention to meet in the State of Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, I am not now talking politics. 

Mr. HUDSON. I know the gentleman is not. 


Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I did not know that the conditions to 


which the gentleman refers existed here. Does the gentleman 
mean to say that a person can be sent to St. EBlizabeths with 
out judicial procedure? 


Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. Secretary Mellon has done it, 
and Secretary Wilbur has done it. Your Secretary of War 
has done it. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman stated he would rather 
be sent to a penitentiary than to St. Elizabeths, and I know 
-he would have rather been sentenced to a penitentiary in 


Texas three years ago because he would probably have gotten 
a pardon at that time. 

Mr. BLANTON. I never did stand in with that particular 
pardoning power down there. . 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I have just been wondering 
how the gentleman would provide for such trials by the civil 
courts in the case of men in the Navy or the Army or the Coast 
Guard, the latter service being under the Treasury Department. 
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Mr. BLANTON. May I ask my friend from Kentucky this two being doctors, without notifying me. and without hearing a 





Suppose the gentleman joined the Military Establishment or | witness, they took him off in 1 room and would not even 
the Naval Establishment, does the gentleman surrender all of | allow his wife to be present Wit it: I being present, 
his rights civilly as a citizen? Does the gentleman by engasg hat board of five members found him insane and so reported 
ing in the military service in behalf of his flag in peace tim to the Secretary without a hearin rhen when L went before 
or during war, thereby give the Secretary of that departme: them they would not set the proceeding aside and hear the mat- 
the right to send him to an insane asylum without a hearing ter again de noyo. They said if he could prove by evidence that 
in court? the decision was wrong they would s it aside, | he had to 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The gentleman is not a Yankee his sanity first. And Secretary Wilbur upheld them in it. 


and he has no right to answer my question by asking me one. | He did this and that very board by a vote of four out of five 
But is not this a proper authority for the Army and the Navy | found him sane after I proceeded to prove his sanity, and he i 
to hive’ How could you bring these men in and have them | now in his own home attending to his own business 

tried before the civil courts? The question of testing a man’s Let me show you what the wife of Commander Harry T 
sanity is certainly of no higher right than to pass upon his | Sandlin says about it: 

life and liberty, and we permit the Army and the Navy to try 
these men and in certain cases on conviction to put them to 
death. I do not understand that the Secretary of the Navy Shy oO. beens oo . 


. 7 if f t ommand i S I i 
asstunes the power or has the power to merely say, “ Here, I . a — = F - 
’ 7 . I ) luri I i } t 
send this mun to the insane usylum is there not in every it eae 7 
34 te h his mind s 1 i i: t 
case a trial? ae ” Ai 
' 


> vrEY : . . . \ \ : punishing I mpi ve us t wk ' t st \ f «lhe 
Mr. BLANTON I hope the gentleman will not take up all ae: meebo 
of my three minutes, because [| want to answer the gentleman oe 2 





Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Is pot a soldier or sailor tried eee . oe ; 7 vem — 
by a competent court-martial before such action is ever taken ete : ee ee ee a i ; E 
Mr. BLANTON. No. Rarely is he given a proper hearing. | * eee . 7 Soe 
I do not think the Navy is competent to try the question of REANSOS VaEeEe s _ . 
the sanity of a man. I think that is a personal right tha WB BO consideration whatever t al B 
ought to be adjudicated in a courthouse before a jury of his hey —s s : . ; 
= : December 15, 1926, condemned the Navy for its warrant: { 


peers. I do not think the Secretary of the Navy or the Secre ; 
tary of War or the Secretury of the Treasury ought to leave |” ee: app ahaa Saree 2 


* . n v } 1 ' tv tlhe kirer c sin . 1 ‘ ‘ “ 
that to some subordinate officer aud then approve such action 7 7 : my 
cs 2 S v > ’ at t r ‘ vy ; I ft | 
by ordering him into an asylum, mower , oe 7 : 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas FR SES SG ee Sere Oe eee eee ee ere 
has again expired. a Co ee : ~ e 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Is not such a court-martial a ; ee ere g! ve ve - 
part of our judicial system? It is our means of trying cases se $500 _ a ; ~& 
arising in the Army and Navy. , : ; ; sais 4 : 4 een wa . 
Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent : : oe ; i a ee 
that I may have five minutes more. This is an important ques ne etl a - igh = aoe ae ae : ong tie . ; 
tion, and I have given it great study s Eee s ee 8 x : f “ a * ot 1 en ais 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the |e oe ee roan eee bis oun combal cue then eeald bene 
gentleman from Texas? evs acai ‘Wilbu ea ake dae: ee el os ot see 
There was no objection. ar seed Seanad - an daainie’ elle teeniaimemean aie a 
Pe AON... 1, Wat to wey. te may: Sle Sem Witte re as ence een ehtea eee 
tue ky “ ; were no a hi tl 1 t 1 S ‘ ‘ I ’ 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky Let me continue just a little i) F secuedl merenios ieatied WW 
further so the gentleman can answer the question entirely at : : : 7 ' rT Regge lid tri 2 
one time. Are not the courts-martial provided by the Army | i site s a ee ae a 19 “ hod a rd sal . 4 
and the Navy part of the judicial system of this country, only “AO tle. 4 a Sn wemdnacth , ; ¢ aiel 
they are restricted to dealing with men in the Army and the ra si : 
Navy? s his attorney, but il re . tiv ty : i 1 
Mr. BLANTON. No; they are not. Why, I have seen courts- | S™¢Tican Sot a square dea tale 
martial in the Army and in the Navy when the ones who were | °U°S*G Stc2 ‘Tiais > slp ea Nig : 
trying the accused or the ones governing the body knew nothing naar a en Se ee vp Fe “si 
in the world about law, knew nothing in the world about the a : siti P ames ee wen #4 = ot eh ~— ~ 
rules of evidence and cared less about the rules of evidence aa “i seen : a ‘ ae ; : ” : 
They admitted anything they wanted to admit and excluded 2: tha 10a ree ee - th : ; 
everything they wanted to keep out. i i hi nine : rid of ¢ samen 
I am one of those who believes that in peace times there 1 e t ; , Baus - yor an 
ought not to be any court-martial in the Army or in the Navy. | , ae ie ide ih N appea San 
There ought to be the right to dismiss from the service for ! do so as 1 ! nd tor no n his 5 
cause, reserved when they enlist, but when they commit crime, | , sae bacwine at the tine te wee eae ig ' 
let them be tried in the courts. Oh, IT have seen so many | Bs wrest refened te..nwe furthe Scmaneembidive. . Wiese seal 
farcical courts-martial in the Army and Navy in peace times oe! 7 ada ; alii aad : ii tom ai a soli eeel 
that I have become disgusted with them. I have been checking |. 7 saan psi oo aiid te niin of ret ~ ani ai . 
them up here for the last 10 years. So ee So Seal soot aeailiies sn Salaiiaaties vin od 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. "Will the gentleman yield? ee ae ca ee aes dee eee 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman, but I do not want | ©. 9.0 exes. euch offeer ao reporting bed bimecif been under menta 
to be diverted from St. Elizabeths. ol se i in for a den and I ankles ly - ve that 1 : » wen 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No: I am interested in what the . “* a eee then Ww a , when | ; : his 
gentleman has stated, and I want to ask for information Are ¥ i ae il a wa a te 


not the boards that determine the sanity or insanity of a |) ou. on! sace Chafemar ited ite wae stil 
soldier or sailor from the Medical Department of the Army or te res 
of the Navy? We know they have a large corps of eminen - 
medical men in both services, and my question is whether the | 7 jopove th 
service appoints such a board from the Medical Corps, which | .. 4,.; aa he wel 
hen determines the sanity or insanity of a man, which is some ; 


c Oorar ths Insane Asylum for life, when 5 ylutely ! 

what comparable with such cases in civil life? Berry Sanp1 

Mr. BLANTON. In the case of Lieutenant Commander Sand- | ' ' sth of M j 
’ . : ‘ ae . 4 r ) ne S 3 i yet ‘ hi th rf T 927 
in, they first ordered him to St. Elizabeths without any hear : Ww ny 

es Si Lt WALTER ( SON 
ing, . Was t there about two months. le and his friends oes 
He kep there a jonth I his | Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia 


appealed to me, and I went out there and found he was abso 
lutely sane, in my judgment, after a close, rigid cross-examina It is an outrage upon common decency and justice for the 
tion which I gave him. I demanded from the Navy a hearing | Army and Navy thus to put sane men into insane asylums with- 


before a board. They convened their board of five members, ' out proper hearings, 
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER. DoT understand that they put him 
in the asylum before there was a hearing before the board at 
all? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, They ordered him out there and kept 
lim shut up for nearly two months. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That is what I think is important. 


Mr. BLANTON. And it was the Medical Corps of the Navy 
that did it. Tt was this Medical Corps of which the gentleman 


from Nebraska speaks so eloquently. 


I hope my colleagues will help remedy this situation. It is 
our common responsibility. It is something which all of us 
should be interested in. Do not place it all on me. I need your 


help, and the people who have their rights taken away from 


them need your help. Please help us get a law passed to stop 
if Appliuse, | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For medical and surgical building, $400,000; and the Secretary of the 
Interior is authorized to enter into contract or contracts for the erection 
of this buil rat a cost, including equipment, not to exceed $875,000, 


Mr. CRAMTON, 
nf. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I e 111, line 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
Writ 


Ll, after the figures “ $400,000,” insert a comma and 





th low nguage: “including the cost of advertising for proposals, 
preparation of plans, and supervision of work, to be immediately avail- 
able. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment itself 
is explanatory, but I ask unanimous consent to extend my 


remiurks by inserting the letter of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 
There was no objection. 
The letter is as follows: 


Top SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 12, 1928 
The Hon. Lovis C. CramTon, 
\ppropriations Committee, House of Representatives. 


My Dear Mr, Cramton: In H,. R. 9136, a bill making appropria- 
tions for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1929, and for other purposes, reported January 11, 1928, on 


pase 111, and under the heading of St. Elizabeths Hospital, there is the 
following language: 

“For medical and surgteal building, $400,000; and the Secretary of 
the Interior authorized enter into contract or contracts the 


erection of this building at a cost, including equipment, not to exceed 
$875,000." 


is to for 


Representatives of St. Elivzabeths Hospital suggested, as noted in the 
hearings, page 1167, that there be added to the foregoing language the 
following: “inelnding cost of advertising for proposals, preparation of 
plans, and supervision of work; to be immediately available.” 


Similar language is included fn the authorization for additional 
buildings for Freedmen’s Hospital in the committee’s bill, and I believe 
that it just as essential for such language to added to the au 
thortzation for the buiidtng for St. Elizabeths Hospital. 

1} submit this for your earnest consideration. 


Very truly yours, 


is be 


Huperr Work, Secretary. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

HOWARD UNIVERSITY 

Salaries: For payment in full or in part of the salaries of the offi- 
teachers, and other regular employees of the uni 
be paid from privately contributed funds, 
which sum not less than $2,200 shall be used for norma] 


cers protessors, 


versity, the balance to 
$160,000, of 


instruction 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against thag paragraph that it is an appropriation not an- 
thorized by law. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if I had not learned by ex- 
perience in the past that it would do no good to make an appeal 
to the gentleman from Mississippi to withdraw his point of 
order, I should endeavor to make such an appeal to him, for 
the appropriation is so very desirable. I have to admit, how- 
ever, that it is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman from Mississippi with- 
hold his point of order for a moment? 

Mr. LOWREY. I wilt reserve it. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Rgecorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was ho objection, 


| versity and I do not think the color of the students ought to 
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Mr. CHALMERS. I am sorry to have the point of order 
made. It seems to me that this is a very valuable service that 
is being rendered here in our National Capital by the Howard 
University. However, at this time it would not be wise to take 
up the time of the House, and since I have permission to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp I will take advantage of it. 

I am heartily in favor of the passage of this bill. I am snr 
prised that there should be any opposition to a system of ed 
cation that would fit the colored race for general human se: 
ice. I think we should encourage education in Howard Uni 
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make any difference whatever in encouraging education, 

I know that when I was a student in college in Michiga 
sat next in class to a colored boy and we followed Cmsa: 
gether through the three parts of Gaul. I found him a good 
honest, hard-working student. 

Last month at a meeting of Washington City Congregational 
Club I had the pleasure of sitting at the speaker's 
cating dinner with Dr. Mordecai W. Johnson, the distinguished 
president of Howard University. Doctor Johnson was the prin 
cipal speaker of the evening. He gave one of the most learn 4 
and finished addresses I have had the pleasure of listening 
recently. Doctor Johnson is a great educator and a fine adimi: 
istrator. Any investment that the Congress sees fit to make j 
Howard University will bring splendid returns. 

Howard University has had a long and honorable eareer, It 
was organized by act of Congress March 2, 1867, about tw 
years after the close of the Civil War. 


n. I 


able and 


Since that time Congres 

has appropriated about $5,000,000 for its support and maint 

nance, The legality of this appropriation has often been raised 

Ever since I have been a Member of this body the annual ap- 
propriation extending financial assistance to Howard University 

has been passed after the most vigorous opposition and prot: 

of the Democratic membership of the House. This uncertainty : 
as a financial support should cease. We therefore propose | { 
write the following measure into permanent law as soon as the ; 
legislative committee can bring in the bill: 

Annual appropriations are hereby authorized to ald in the constr 
tion, development, improvement, and maintenance of the universit 
no part of which shall be used for religious instruction. ‘The universit 
shall at all time be open to inspection by the Bureau of Education at 


shall be inspected by the said bureau at least once each year. An 
nual report making a full exhibit of the affairs of the university s! 
be presented to Congress each year in the report of the Bureau 


Education. 


Howard University has an attendance of about 2,000 student 
who are required to pay tuition and provide for their own lis 7 
ing expenses, It has been thoroughly investigated by the colle: 
rating board of the Maryland and Middle States district and 
rated in class A. Thirty-eight States and 138 countries 
represented in its attendance. President Durkee gave it as |! 
judgment that fully 97 per cent of those who have attended 
Howard University have “ stood up in the country as centers « 
influence for good.” 

There is a strong practical reason why a school like Howard 
University should be maintained in the District of Columbia. 
The Freedmen’s Hospital was authorized by Congress in 14, 
and was built upon land owned by Howard University. ‘| 
university generously leased the land to the Federal Goy 
ernment for 99 years at $1 a year, with a privilege of renewal 
for a like period. The existence of this hospital so near tli 
medical school of Howard University affords the students of th: 
university an Opportunity which exists nowhere else in this 
country to acquire the clinical instruction which is necessary to 
complete each student’s medical course. On the other hand, thi 
opportunity exists for white students in every State of t! 
Union. 

In addition to the great importance to the country of haying 
an institution capable of developing trained leaders for tli 
colored race in all walks of life, the urgent necessity of makin 
possible a supply of properly trained physicians of that race fu) 
the protection of the health of all our people, white as well 
black, must be plain to every fair-minded American citizen. 

I believe that Howard University has entered upon the most 
successful period of its history. Dr. Mordecai W. Johnson was 
unanimously elected president by the board of trustees and is 
one of America’s great college presidents. Doctor Johnsen 
is the first colored man to serve as president of the university 
He was graduated in 1911 from Morehouse College, Atlanta, 
Ga., with the degree of bachelor of arts. Doctor Johnson was 
retained for two years in his alma mater as professor of 
economics and history. In 1913 he received the degree of 
bachelor of arts from the University of Chicago. 


are 





He wis 


graduated from the Rochester Theological Seminary in 1919. 
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Later he was pastor of the First Baptist Church of Charleston 
WwW. Va He received the degree of bachelor of divinity fro: 
Rochester Theological Seminary on his historical thesis entitled 


The Rise of the Knights Templar.’ He was graduated from 


How:urd University with the degree of master of the science <« 





theology 

Doctor Johnson is not only the first colored man t 

sident but is one of f \ ngest college presidents 

untry. He is only 37 years of age 

‘he wisdom of the choice of Doctor Johnson as president 
lioward University may be conceded because of the fact that 
Col. Theodore Roosevelt was chairman of the committee which 
nanimously recommended his election. I prophesy that under 


the administration of President Johnson, Howard Universit: 
will become one of the great educational institutions of the 
ld Let mes iV thi to my Democratic colleagues, let us be 
fair to the Negro race. The so-called negro problem is not 
if their making. The black man is not here of his own voli 
ion. He was seized by force and brought unwillingly to a 


frange country where. for generations he was your slhive 
nid where as « race he has since been compelled to eke out 
eager and precarious existence 
I want to call your attention to the fact that after | 
ancipation, that he has made the most remarkable progress 
mentally and industrially, of any race recorded in the anniul 
f history in the short period of 60 years he has emerged 
from slavery and has won his place in world leadership to-day 
You will find the negro holding his place with his white brother 
leadership, in science, in iiterature, music, art, finance, it 
lustry, and commerce. You will find negro leaders in all lines 
human activity 
He has not only won and held his place in the business and 
rofessional world, but he makes the right kind of a citizen. 
He is patriotic and American to the very core of his character 
Let us lay aside prejudice, pass this bill, and build up here ir 
National Capital a great institution for the colored race. 
Mr. LOWREY Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes 
the point of order that there is no authority for the legislation 
question. The point of order is admitted by the chairman 
of the committee, and the Chair sustains the point of order 
The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses For equipment, supplies, apparatus, furniture 
cases and shelving, stationery, ice, repairs to buildings and grounds 
ind for other necessary xpenses, including reimbursement to the ap 
propriation for Freedmen Hospital of actual cost of heat and light 


furnished, $80,000 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of 
order to this paragraph. 

Mr. CRAMTON, I have to admit that the point of order is 
well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the construction and equipment of a chemistry building, $150,000 ; 





and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to enter into contract 
contracts for such building and equipment at a cost not to exceed 


$390,000 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of 
rder, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order will have to be sus- 
tained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total, Howard University, $390,000 


Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained, 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 45, line 9, for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment aS suggested in a memorandum from the Indian Office 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 45, line 9, for the purpose of 
offering an amendment as indicated, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HAstinas: Page 45, line 9, after the fig 

s “$10,000,” strike out “for central heating plant, Seneca Indian 

hool, Oklahoma, $25,000," and insert in lieu thereof “ for central! heat 

plant and water supply, Seneca Indian School, Oklahoma, $35,000." 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, without reading it, I have 
here a Memorandum sent up to the chairman of the subecom- 
ittee having this bill in charge, justifying the increase of 
$10,000 for water supply at the Seneca Indian School. There 
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soya hort letter, which I 1 rt uhkdiressed to my 

‘ eagu Mr. I B. Howarp, from it Indian 
-ervation, in which h s at t) need 
this appropriation and t y urgh tha li nal 
appropriation of $10,000. I ask unanimou ‘ous ) l 


my remarks in the Recorp by i: 


rhe CHAIRMAN Is there jection 


fhere was » Ob 
I memorandum and lett is follow 
M \ 
\ = i 
) d ‘ \ 0 
thie il 
W i 
t i ‘ 
ate , 
er 16 t ) I 
I r, Wi V 
e State 1 ut proneu : 
ndent ex} : r hus 
vin f 1 a neighborin 
lf ! ould ) } “ 
‘ supply at the ol ‘ rded as 
s ry ind meas ) ' 1 t ) 
Y of in iti Ww ' <S re y 
len ontemplate digging a dee; ! well i il ! 
l re-lay wa I an | l 
ient W h is needed 1 syst 
het een tw é ler ! ; 
nd uu t fall 1927, w t! i 
iter sup which ] { in 1 t I 
lv feeds the new shall v 
; f t resent r ins ve ‘ I r 
é stimated cost of digging a d ya n eu l 
3 d installing th n led ' € is $10,000 
MIAMI ix / I 
II Ek. B. Howarp, M, ¢ 
Y r 1 Tth Y r understanding as te ter st rect 
i the recent epidemie of typhoid f ra hool w sol ! 
lirectly t he preser water su} nd system School | 1 ina 
stric ] ising phys in have 1 " 1 ix ed ! ! 
ntire water system Suggest if pe i fat appropriation $16,000 
n le ft b sme immedia vailalble } er ¢ t « l ¥ N 
ep well id otherwi ry vi ) r i" " t 
t ) ssary to the furnishing of per vy r supp f vol 
as hee ¢ nat it this amou wil I essar rt t pur 
p I er follows 
MIAMI, OKLA., January 12, 1928, 
INDIAN OFFIC, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Office wire 12th plan in mind is to drill deep artesian well and lay 
ill water lines, some of which have been in us r 25 years: eo in 
ll new needed equipment This, it is believed, will furnish proper 





and adequate water supply if plan outlined by letter December 16th 
irried out Do not believe it will cost in excess of $750 lirst 
analysis of water in experimental well showed saft yet there is some 
belief that this water supply comes from Lost Creek, about 300 feet 
outh, and if this is true, this water has many sources of contamination 
and will probably necessitate constant treatment L#tter follow 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following further 
amendment to correct the total. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered | Mr. HASTINGS: Pag 44, line 24, strike out 
* $38,000 and insert “ $398,000." 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAMTON Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is 
necessary, but I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk may 
be authorized to correct the totals 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the Clerk be authorized to correct the totals 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the committee are highly 
gratified that their work has met so fully with the approval 
of the House. This bili has been passed in record-breaking 


agreeing to the amend- 
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time an account for it further only by the fact that we 
have a new member on the committee, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma |Mr. Hasrincs], and I think he is a very effective 
mascot, 


I move that the committee do now rise and report the bill 
to the Hlouse with the amendments, with the recommendation 
fhat the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended 
do pa 

Phe motte was agreed to 

Accordingly thie committee rose: and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. CHinprtom, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 9136, the Interior Department appropriation bill, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

fhe previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. The 
questiot on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SVEAKER The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Cramton, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ADDRESS OF HON, FINIS J. GARRETT 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a unani- 
mous-consent request. I ask ulanimous consent to have incor- 
porated in the Recorp the speech delivered last night at the 
Jackson Day banquet at the Mayflower Hotel, in this city, by 
the distinguished leader of the minority the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Garretrr]. There is a little politics in it, of 
course, but nevertheless it Is a very able document, 

The SVEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 
niy remarks in the Recorp I include the following: 


Democracy is not a state of mind nor a psychological manifestation. 


lt is a fundamental thing which lies deep in the human heart, and in 
its essence is of the profoundest philosophy of human life. 

It does not spring from government; it underlies government, at least 
our Government, 

Simply because man exists he is possessed of certain rights. They 
re coexistent with his birth and coextensive with his being. Govern 
ment is mere to assure these rights and the highest functioning of 
government is that activity, or lack of activity, as necessity dictates, 
which preserves them 

Democracy ts the antithesis of selfishness, and its constant danger is 
that it become the victim of greed Because of its very nature it is 
surrounded always with enemies—enemics that are astute, alert, con- 
stantly organized, and ever watchful. 

Because its character renders it unable to offer favors of law and 


rhe 


individual through legislative manipulation to profit at the 
another, it does not, as an instrument of government, com- 


enable « 


expense ol 


mand the Influence or elicit the support of special interests. It has to 
rely upon reason, upon justice, and make its appeal to the higher mo 
tives and the broader sympathies of mankind, and, unfortunately, these 
are not always in the ascendant. 

These enemies, watchful and adroit, are masters of political warfare. 
ractics, strategies, logistics—-they possess them all, and never yet 
have they been found lacking in munitions 

Mhey understand frontal attack and flank movement; when to strike 
and when to give the counterstroke. The value of espionage they 
recognized long ago, and above all things they appreciate the importance 
of creating dissensions and divisions in democracy’s forces, and we are 


all too prone to divide. 
In 1924, although they 





had no heavy artillery with which to bombard 








s, we nevertheless broke ranks before we had gotten elose enough for 
them to see the whites of our eyes, 

Is it possible, I wonder, that a great party, grounded in traditions 
of glory, a great party which bas written nearly every permanent 
chapter of American law, is again to fall a victim to its own folly and 

her ut nonessentials, fight with passionate abandon over imagi 





and academic abstractions, and forget the substance which 
and our best? lleaven forbid! 

which surround us aud which are observable 
even probing to the depths, we have 
successful appeal to the intelligence 


blins 
ges our bravest 
conditions 
without 


Surely in the 


the 
glaring issues upon which to make 


upon very surtace, 


and virtue of America. In the favoritism which within seven short 
years has been wrought into law; in the tangled confusion following 
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in the wake of corruption and shame; in the foreign policy, or lack of 


foreign policy, which has left us without a friend among the na; 
of the world; in the domestic distresses which all their cunning has 


not enabled them to cure because avarice forbade alleviation: surr 
these things summon us to find a firm and common ground upon w} 
the of democracy and husty battle as i: » u 
victoricus days yore. 

Democracy will not win grouped about a jumble of policies 


legions can stand give 


¢ 
ol 


as meeting the expediency of a fleeting hour. Democracy has ,y 
its fights when it bad a battle flag which symbolized a 8ysten 
principles fitted for the government of a free people in a rey 
(which is a democracy made practical) grounded upon a writ 
constitution. 

Democracy will never be destroyed; its philosophy too thor 
permeates the world. And the party which espouses it stands 
danger of death from external forces. Its only danger lies » 
its own organism. It will not be killed, but it could commit su i 

Democracy means respect for law and the implications of . 
regard for the Constitution and the limitations of the Constitut 
antagonism to governmental favortism and the corrupting for 
favoritism; enmity to privilege and the withering blight of pri 
upon our institutions 

It means justice to the individual, and, therefore, peace amor 


masses, 


The application of its principles by some party (for popular g& 


ments are administered only through the agency of party) const 
the sole hope for the permanency of this democratic Republic. 
Surely the Democratic Party—our Democratic Party—ought 


the one to apply democratic principles. 
Its founder made it the instrumentality which rendered the Re; 


a democratic one. The man whose memory we honor this 1 ; 
revived it as it was about to become moribund and expanded it 
beyond the hopes of its founder. A long line of illustrious 


Surely we of this demandi: 


have followed them and carried on. 
will also carry on. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 


PASSPORTS 4 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mess:ve ; 
from the President of the United States, which was read, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe: 

Foreign Affairs : 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a report by the 
questing that section 3 of an act entitled 
issue and validity of passports, and for other purposes,” Sixi\- 
ninth Congress, session 1, approved July 3, 1926, Public, No. 495, 
be amended so as to authorize the refund of passport fees erm 
neously collected otherwise than under the existing auth y 
contained in that section, 

I concur in the view of the Secretary of State and I ther: 
request of the Congress legislation amending section 38 ot 
act of July 3, 1926, in the sense suggested. 


Secretary of Stat 
“An act to regulate 


CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
THE WHITE Howse, 
Washington, January 13, 1928. 


SECOND INTERNATIONAL IMMIGRATION 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mi -<- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was 1 ; 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Comm 
on Foreign Affairs and ordered printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: a 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretar 
State requesting that legislation be enacted to provide fund 
cover the expense of this Government's participation in 
Second International Emigration and Immigration Confer 
to be held at Habana commencing March 31, 1928. ‘The 
tary of State sets forth in his letter the reasons why it is 
sidered advisable that the United States be represented at 
conference. 

I coneur in the view of the Secretary of State that this Gov- 
ernment should participate in the Second International Emigr:- 
tion and Immigration Conference and therefore request < | 
Congress legislation appropriating $5,000 for each and ey 
expense connected with the representation of the United St: 
at that conference, including travel, subsistence, or per dicen 
lieu thereof, in amounts authorized in the discretion of the 
retary of State (notwithstanding the provisions of any 0! 
act), and compensation of employees as the Secretary of 
shall consider necessary and authorize in his discretion. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 


CONFERENCE 


Se . 


w 


Tux Waite Howse, 
Washington, January 13, 1928. 
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LFAVE OF ABSENC! 

By unanimous consen ive ot bsen Was aI “<l M 

Bacon, for a few days, on ount of illne 
REPRESENTATIYV} LOUIS ¢ CRAM TON 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous ¢ nt t 
proceed for two minutes out order, 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objectior 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, less than 24 hours ago the 


Committee of the Whole He the state of the Union began 


mse on 


to consider under the five-minute rule the Interior Department 
appropriation bill. This bill contains 1153 pages. A few min- 

es ago the bill was passed by the House of Representatives 

The chairman of the subcommittee that hus reported the bill 
poke of the appreciation of members of the subcommittee of 
the confidence reposed in the committee by the Members of the 
House. I want to say I am sure that the members of the 
ibecommittee join with me when I tell you that the actior 
f the House certainly was largely due to the contidence of 
the Members of the House in the chairman of the subcommittee, 


Mr. CRAMTON, 

May I further, the chairman of the subcommittee does 
not come from a State that has to do with reclamation, that 
has to do with Indian problems and with national parks, that 
has to do largely with the many public-land matters that have 
so much interest for the great western part of our country. 
Yet in his statement on yesterday to this House, as on previous 
our chairman indicated the profound knowledge that 
he has of all the subjects involved, knowledge not of gen 
eral policies and principles but of the multitude of details 
with which the appropriation bill for the Interior Department 


| Applause 


say 


rar CASiONS, 


only 


is concerned. The gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Cramton] 
has obtained this knowledge throngh rure diligence, through 
untiring energy, and through painstaking persistency both dur- 
ing the sessions of the Congress and during the time when 
Congress has been in recess in studying the problems with 
which this committee has been charged. Mr. Speaker, the 
promptness with which this House has ratified the work of 


the Appropriation Committee is, as I take it, in large measur 


a manifestation on the part of the House of its apprecia 
tion of the industry, the honesty, and fidelity of our distin 
guished chairman in the job you have given him to do. [Ap 


plause. | 
ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. CRAMTON. 
unduly generous, 
adjourn, 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague, as 
{Applause.| I move that 


always, is 
the House do now 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 23 
minutes p. m.), pursuant to the order previously made, the 
Iiouse adjourned until Monday, January 16, 1928, at 12 o'clock 
noon, 
COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of 
mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, January 14, 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 


com 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 


War Department appropriation bill. 
Post Office Department appropriation bill. 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 


COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m—eaucus room) 


To hear the Flood Commission of Pittsburgh and the Mem- 
bers of Congress from that city discuss projects to control the 
flood waters of the Mississippi River. 

(2 p. m.—caucus room) 

To hear members of the Mississippi River Commission discuss 

projects to control the flood waters of the Mississippi River. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL 


(10.30 #. m.) 


APFAIRS 


A meeting to discuss the building program. 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION 

(10.30 a. m.) 
‘To provide for the construction of works for the protection 
and development of the lower Colorado River Basin, for the 


approval of the Colorado River compact (H. R. 5773 


\ND RECLAMATION 


1928, as | 
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COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VI \NS I [ON 
(10 
lo anthorize an appropriation t ron vdd al hospital 
d it-patient dispensary faciliti t per 3; e i 
hospitalization under f] Worid Wa ‘ I t, 1024, as 


nded (H. R 


pote 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ET 


Under clause 2 of Rule XNAI\ xecutive communicat were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

285. A letter from the Secretary of the Interion ‘ansmittir 

atus and formation relative to dev pin lic plan 
for flood control, drainage, and irrigation, by J. L. Burkholder, 
chief engineer for Middle R Grande Conservaney District, 
\lbuquerque, N. Mex., November 12, 1927 (HH. Doc. No. 141); 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs i ordered t I printed 

ith illustrations 

284. A letter from the president of the Chesapeake & Potoma 
Telephone Co., transmitting report of the Chesapeake & Potoma 
Te leple e Co. to the Congress of the United States for the year 
1927; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

285. A communication from the President of the U1 i Sta 
transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for the Dx 
partment of Justi for the fiscal year 1029, to be immediately 
available, amounting to $90,112.50 (H. Dec. No. 140); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed 

286. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Raritan River, N. J.. from natural deep water up to the west 
side of the Great Bend with a view to providing a suitable 
harbor with channel depth of 30 feet; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors 

287. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, tran 


mitting statement of disbursement required by section 195 


Revised Statutes, United States, during the period December 1, 
1826, to November 50, 1927; statement of expenditures under 


ull appropriations for the Bureau of Fisheries during the fiscal 


vear ended June 30, 1927; stutement of typewriter, adding 
machines, and other labor-saving devices exchanged during the 
fiscal vear ended June 30, 1927: and statement showing travel 


performed by officers and empioyees to 
District of Columbia on 
Expenditures. 

288. A letter from the , 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary exumination of 
Smiths Creek, in the vicinity of Wilmington. N. C.: to the Com 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 


points outside of the 
business; to the Committee on 


olficial 


Secretary of War, transmitting 


report 


289. A letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Fowl River, Ala., with a view to securing a navigable channel 


of S&S feet depth and suitable width from Mobile Bay to a 
point about one mile above the highway bridge on the Cedar 
Point Road: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

290. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Mosquito Inlets, Fla.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

291. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
survey of Westport Harbor and Saugatuck River, Conn.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

292. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
survey of Assateague Anchorage, Va., with a view to 
lishment of a harbor of refuge; to the Committee on 
Harbors. 


the estab 


Rivers and 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. HICKEY: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9052. A 
bill to amend section 6 of the act of May 28, 1896; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 273). Referred to the House Calendar. 


BILLS AND 


Mr. HALL of Illinois: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 
9049. A bill to amend section 227 of the Judicial Code; with 


out amendment (Rept. No, 274). 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9202. 
A bill to anthorize construction at the United States Military 
Academy, West Point, N. Y.: without amendment (Rept: No 
277). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union, 


Referred to the Committee of 
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By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R ) granting the con 
Congress to the highway department of the State of Tennex. 
to construct a bridge across the Clineh River « 
Rogersville road in Hancock County, Tenn.;: 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. 


JANUARY 


. 


cy 
Liacale 


ent 


n the Sneedy 


to the Commit 


HOWARD of Oklahoma (by request): A bill (FI. Rp 
$294) relating to the tribal and individual affairs of the Osac 
Indians of Oklahoma ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (A. R. 9295) to amend section 11 
national defense act, so as to provide better administra 


procedure in the disbursements for pay of National G 
officers and enlisted men; to the Commiitee on Military Affa 











By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 9206) to amend title 
an act approved February 28, 1925, regulating postal rat: i 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post Of 
|} and Post Roads. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9297 
thorizing the adjustment of the boundaries of the Olyny 
National Forest, Wash., and for other purposes; to the Co 
mittee on the Publie Lands. 
By Mr. CANNON: A bill (TL. R. $298) to prevent obst: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. GARRETT of Texa Committee on Military Affairs. 
HT. R, 8963, - A bill for the relief of Richard H. Beier: with 
umendme (Rept. No. 275). Referred to the Committee of 
the WI] Tiou 

Mr. FURLOW: Committee on Mi iry Affairs H. R. 6916 
A bill re the military record of Charles B. Holmes; 

thont nendmel (Rept. No. 276). Referred to the Com 
i t Wi! I! use’, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under W 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

( VW charged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
S46) anting a pension to Lucy BK. Riley, and the same was 

ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule NXTI, public bills and resolutions } 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

Iw Myr ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 9278) to establish a Federal 
farm board to aid in orderly marketing and in the control and 
disposition of the surplus of agriculture commodities in inter- 
tare and eign commerce; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill CH. RR. 9279) fixing the number of 
district judges for the southern district of California and pro 
viding for their appointment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill CH. R. 9280) authorizing the 
extension of time for the construction of a bridge across the 


Ohio River approximately midway between the city of Owens- 


hore, Ky., and Rockport, Ind.; to the Committee on Interstate 
und Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LaGUARDIA: A bill (H. R, 9281) providing addi- 
tional puy for submarine duty; to the Committee on Naval 
Affair 

By Mr. TATGENHORST: A bill (HU. R. 9282) to amend an 
act entitied “An act making appropriations for the construe 
(ion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1899, 
by adding a new section thereto forbidding the deposit of 
noxious acids and acid materials in navigable waters of the 
United Stutes: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. COLTON: A bill CH. R. 9283) to promote the deyelop- 
ment, protection, and utilization of grazing resources on public 
lands, to stabilize the range stock-raising industry, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9284) to amend 
the immigration act of 1924 entitled “An act to limit the 
immigration of alieus into the United States, and for other pur- 


poses; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 9285) to provide for 

the settlement of claims against the United States on account 

of property damage, personal injury, or death; to the Com 


mittee on Claims 


By Mr. HUDSPETH: A Dill (IL R. 9286) authorizing the 
appropriation of $65,000 to be expended by the American sec 
tion, International Boundary Commission, United States and 
Mexico, for the purpose of making a survey to fix the boundary 


between the United 
Fort Quitman, Tex., 
on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. R. 9287) to authorize appropria 
tions for construction at Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind.; to thi 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (HL. R. 9288) to amend the packers and 

stockyards act, 1921; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 9288) to provide additional 
for personnel of the United States Navy assigned to duty 
vessel the Committee 


States between El Paso and 


to the Committe: 


and Mexico, 
aud for other purposes ; 


pris 
oh 


Ni 


submarine s and diving duty; to on 
val Affairs. 

ty Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 9290) to further amend 
an act, commonly known as the Elkins Act, entitled “An act 
io further regulate commerce with foreign nations and among 
the States,” approved February 19, 1908, as heretofore amended 
by an act approved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on Inter- 
ute and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 9291) to create a commission 
to collect and publish the records of American women in war; 
to the Comittee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9292) to amend the organic law of the 


United States Court for China, enacted June 30, 1906; to the 


st 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


tion and burdens upon interstate trade and commerce in cv) 

righted motion-picture films, and to prevent the restraint WwW 

the free competition in the production, distribution, and ¢ 

bition of copyrighted motion-picture films, and to prevent 

further monopolization of the business of producing, distri} 

ing, and exhibiting copyrighted motion pictures, by prohibit 

blind book and block of copyrighted motion-pict 

films and by prohibiting the arbitrary allocation of such fi : 

by distributors to theaters in which they or other distribut: j 

have an interest, direct or indirect, and by prohibiting 

arbitrary refusal to book or sell such films to exhibitors 

which they have no such interest; to the Committee on I) 

state and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. GIBSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 162) pro; 

ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United Stat 

the Committee on the Judiciary. { 
ty Mr. SOMERS of New York: Joint resolution (H. J. R 

163) to create a commission to consider the practicability 

establishing of tribunals for 


ug 


booki 


a system adjudicating con 
versies among the different governments of America; to 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. ANDREW: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 1 
to complete historical frieze in the Rotunda of the Capitel hy 
a portrayal of the arrival of Charles A. Lindbergh on the | 
of Le Bourget in France; to the Committee on the Library 

sv Mr. WIHLITE of Kansas: Concurrent resolution (H. Cor 
Res. 18) proposing an amendment to the Constitution; to 


Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and hi 
resentatives in Congress. 
By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 91) relating 


officers and employees and services of the House of Repre 


tives; to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resoluti 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

tv Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 9299) granting an 
crease of pension to Emma Willitts; to the Committee o1 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 9500) 
relief of Joseph N. Marin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9301) for the retief of Hugh O'Malley: 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill CH. R. 9302) granting a pensio1 
Edgar M. Riggs: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 9808) for the relief « 


Dent Alleroft & Co., A. J. Baker Co. (Inc.), Horwitz & Arb! 
(Ine.), and Richard Evans & Sons Go.; to the Committes 


Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS of California: A bill (H. R. 9304) granting 
increase of pension to Dia C. Baker; to the Committee on |) 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9305) grantil 
an increase of pension to Mary Matter; to the Committce 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bili (H. R. 9306) granting an increa~ 
of pension to Anna E. Castle; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 
sions, 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 9307) granting a pension 
to James E. Rese; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (HL. RB. 9308) granting an idcrease 
of pension to Amanda ©, Long; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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ty Mr. JOVINSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9309) to provide 
a preliminary survey of the Wabash River flowing through 
ithe State of Indiana, and along the southern boundary between 
the State of Indiana and the State of Ltinois; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9810) for the relief 
to the Committee on the Civil Service 


of R. H. Bohannon; 


By Mr. KADING: A bill (H. R. 9311) granting an increase 
of pension to Ella E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (A. R. 9312) granting an increase 


of pension to Mary Ann Zebley; to the Committes Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (HL. R. 9313) granting a pension to 
Frank J. Mesmer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9814) granting an increase 
of pension to Millie I. Croco; to the Committee Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 9315) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda F. Cotter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9516) granting an increase of 


’ 
on 


on 


pension to Anna M, Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9317) to correct the military reeord of 
Elijah Frisby (borne also as Elisha Frisbee and Elijah Fris 
bee) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9318) making 
Leona FE. Kidwell eligible to receive the benefits of the civil 


service retirement act; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: A bill (H. R. 9319) for the 
rrelief of the Glens Falls Insurance Co., of Glens Falls, N. Y¥.; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9320) for the relief of the Hon 
Co. of New York, N. Y.:; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a 

Arnold M. Zirkle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9322) granting a pension to Richard Gregg: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 9: 
increase of pension to Mary Adams; to the 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: A bill (TH. R. 4) granting 
an increase of pension to Isabell Wilson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 9325) granting a pension to 
Marion Welch ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOMERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 9526) to reim 
burse Wm. Raskin & Co. (Inc.), of Brooklyn, N. Y., for losses 
amounting to $15,000 sustained by them in 1918 and 1919 in the 
handling or dealing in or with wheat-flour substitutes; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 9827) granting an increase of 
pension to Nettie C. Talbott; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 9828) granting an increase 
pension to Catherine Wilhart Taylor; to the Committee 
Tnvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9329) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvia Carr Laird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9380) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Insurance 


pehsion 


to 


>) 
523) 


grinting an 
Committee on In 
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PETITIONS, ETC 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

1536. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Charles 1. Sanferd and 

seven others of Cranston, R. I., against passage 


were laid 


of compulsory 


Sunday observance legislaticn ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 
537. By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition by the officers of 


Topeka 
Post, No, 94, Woman’s Relief Corps, Department of Kansas, urg- 


ing the of increase 


enactment legislation to the peusions of 

Civil War Veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
1538. Also, petition by the officers of Topeka Post, No. 71, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, urging 


legislition to increase the pension ¢ f widows of Civil War vet 


erans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1539. Also, petition by citizens of Topeka, Kans., urging en- 
actment of legislation increasing the pensions of Civil War 
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 

1540. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of residents of the seventh 
congressional district of California, protesting against the 
Lankford Sunday bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia 

141. By Mr. BECK of Wisconsin; Petition of citizens of 
Minor Lake, State of Wisconsin, urging Congress to increase the 

|} pension of widows and soldiers of the Civil War veterans: to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

1542. By Mr. BOHN: Petition by citizens of Boyne City, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9831) granting an increase of pension to | 


Margaret EF. Glenn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9332) granting an increase of pension to 
Fidelia A. Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 9333) granting an increase 
of pension to Lenora Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 9334) for the relief 
Morris J. Lang: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9235) granting 
increase of peusion to Eliza J. Merrill; to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9336) granting a pen- 
sion to John J. Boesl; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9337) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. Corder; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9338) for the 
relief of Lillard Milling Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 161) to 
entitle John EB. G. Blesell to petition for citizenship; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


an 
on 


LXIX——93 


of | 


Mich.., opposing Hlouse bill 78; to the 
of Columbia. 
1543. Also, petition of citizens of Charlevoix County, Mich., 


Committee on the District 


opposing House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1544. Also, petition by citizens of Emmet County, Mich., op- 
posing House 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


145. Also, petition by citizens of Antrim County, Mich 
posing Tlouse 
lumbia. 

1546. By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition in behalt 
veterans and their widows, urging further reliet 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

147. By Mr. BROWNING: Petition against the Lankford 
bill (H. R. 78), compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1548. Also, petition against the Lankford bill (11. R. 
pulsory 
trict of 

1549. 
County, 
against 
on the 


oOp- 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Co 
of Ciyil 
legislation ; 


War 
to 


78), com- 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the Dis- 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BULWINKLE: Petition of 70 citizens of Avery 
N. C., and 25 citizens of McAdenville and Belmont, N. C., 
the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee 
District of Columbia. 

1550. By Mr. BURTNESS: Petition of 27 residents of Gales- 
burg, N. Dak., urging retention of 1890 census as basis for im- 
migration quotas; that the new quota distribution based on na- 
tional origin be annulled; and that no further measures of re- 
duction of Scandinavian quotas be passed by Congress; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

1551. Also, petition of five citizens of Fargo, N. Dak., urging 
that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War 
pension bill carrying adequate increases; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

1552. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Mrs. C. W. Buckley and 
31 other residents of Mahtowa, Minn., protesting against enact- 
ment of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1553. Also, petition of residents of Duluth, Minn., urging 
action on a Civil War pension bill for the relief of veterans and 
widows of veterans of the Civil War: to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

1554. Also, petition of residents of Duluth, Minn., urging ae- 


tion on a Civil War pension bill for the relief of needy and 
suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee Invalid 
Pensions, 


1555. By Mr. CELLER: 


on 


Petition of citizens deoing business 
with officials at the United States courthouse and 
building, Brooklyn, N. Y., advocating the Welch 
Committee on the Civil Service. 

1556. Also, petition of employees of the Government in ad- 
vocacy of the Welch bill; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

1557. By Mr. CLARKE: Petition from the citizens of Mer- 
rickville, N. ¥., and vicinity, and from the citizens of Norwich, 
N. Y., and vicinity, against compulsory Sunday observance : 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


post-office 
bill; to the 


to 
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1558. By Mr. CLAGUE: Petition of M. R. Martin, of West- 
brook, Minn,, and others, opposing the compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

hod. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of residents of North- 
ville, N. Y., favoring increase of pensions to Civil War soldiers 
and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1560. By Mr, DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Lockport, 
N. Y., protesting against the Sunday observance bill (HL. R. 78); 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1561. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of EB, R. Latham 
and others, of Elliston, Mont. protesting against the passage 
of Tlouse bill 78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1562. Also, petition of Edgar Lanham and other residents 
of Missoula, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1563. By Mr. FISHER: Petition of 325 persons, protesting 
against House bill 7&8; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 


I+. By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Petition of 134 citizens | 


of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the defeat of House bill 78, mak- 
ing Sunday observance compulsory; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1565. By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Mrs. Elmira M. Piimpton 
and various other citizens of East Brookfield, Mass., protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78, Known as the Lankford 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

1566. Also, letter of Adolph Blomstedt, of Springfield, Mass., 
submitting petition signed by 28 citizens of the third congres- 
sional district of Massachusetts (Belchertown, Enfield, Monson, 
amd Ware), protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
known as the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1567. Also, petition of Joseph Schnetzler and 652 other cifi- 
zeus of the third congressional district of Massachusetts, pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 78, known as the 
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1568. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Maj. Gen. Walter E. 
Lombard (Massachusetts National Guard, retired), president 
National Guard Association of Massachusetts, 746 Old South 
Building, Boston, Mass., recommending amendment to section 
112 of the national defense act to provide for annual national 
rifle matches; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1569. By Mr. GARBER: Petition of certain residents of the 
eighth congressional district of Oklahoma, urging the enactment 
of legislation to provide $72 per month for every Civil War 
survivor, $125 per month for every Civil War survivor requiring 
nid and attendance, and $50 per month for every Civil War 
widow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

1570. By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Little Britain Monthly 
Meeting of the Society of Friends, with regard to the building 
of cruisers; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1571. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Dr. H. B. Boram and 
other citizens of South Bend, Ind., opposing the passage of the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1572. Also, petition of Mrs, Edith Cross and other citizens of 
Seuth Bend, Ind., opposing the compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1573. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of John Butts and 48 other 


residents of Grand Ledge, Mich., protesting against the enact- | 


ment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation for the 
District of 
Columbia, 

1574. Also, petition of Mrs. George Sanders and 51 other 
residents of Kalamazoo County, Mich., protesting against the 
enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation for the 
District of Columbia; te the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

175. By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of citizens of Belleville, IL, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 

1576. By Mr. KIESS: Petitions from citizens of Galeton and 
North Bend, Pa., favoring legislation to increase the peision 
of Civil War soldiers and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

177. By Mr. KOPP: Petition signed by E, W. Graves and 60 
other residents of Bentonsport and Bonaparte, Iowa, and vicin- 
ity, protesting the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance 
bill in general and House-bill 78 in particular; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1578. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of 120 residents of Pope and 
Swift Counties, Minn., protesting against Sunday laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Columbia: to the Committee on the District of | 
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1579. Also, petition of several residents of Meeker County 
Minn., protesting aguinst compulsory Sunday observance: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1580. Also, petition of several residents of Meeker County. 
Minn., protesting against Sunday laws; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1581. Also, petition of several residents of Alexandria, Min: 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1582. Also, petition of several residents of Willmar, Minn. 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1583. Also, petition of several residents of Big Stone and 
Stevens Counties, Minn.. protesting against Sunday laws: to 
the Counnittee on the District of Columbia. 

1584. Also, petition of several residents of Willmar, Min: 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1585. By Mr. LAMPERT: Petition signed by 161 citizens of 
Menasha, Wis., protesting against the passage of 
Sunday observance legislation: to the Committee on the District 
of’ Columbia. 

1586. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of 49 citizens of Chillicotlh, 
Mo.. urging increase of pension allowances to soldiers of the 
Civil War and their dependents: to the Committee on Tnvyalid 
Pensions. 

1587. By Mr. MAAS: Petition of Dr. Henry H. Hall and 1,088 
petitioners of St. Paul, Minn., protesting against House pil! 
78, compulsory Sunday observance legislation: to the Committec 
on the District of Columbia. 

1588. Also. petition of August S. Anderson and 98 petitioners 
of St. Paul, Minn., protesting against House bill 78, compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

1589. By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: Petition of citizens of 
Humansville, Mo., urging the passage of legislation providing 
increased pensions for Civil War veterans and their widows: tv 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1590. Also, petition of citizens of Saline County, Mo., urging 
the passage of legislation providing increased pensions for Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

1591. Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Mo., urging the 
passage of legislation providing increased pensions for Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

1592. Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Mo., protesting 
against the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1593. Also, petition of citizens of Sedalia, Mo., protesting 
against the passage of the Lankford bill (Ii. R. 78) ; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1594. Also, petition of citizens of Cole Camp. Mo., protesting 
against the passage of the Lankford bill (H.R. 7S); to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1595. Also, petition of citizens of Saline County. Mo., protest 
ing against the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1596. By Mr MAPES: Petition of residents of Sparta, Mich., 
advocating the enactment of additional legislation for the 
benefit of veterans of the Civil War and their widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1507. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Kiwanis Club, of Tu 
cumceari, N. Mex., favoring House bill 8956, providing for the 
propagation of trees in the Great Plains area; to the Com 
mittee on Agricuiture. 

1598. By Mr. NEWTON: Peiition of Peter Morton, of Min 
neapolis, and others, against compulsory Sunday observance ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1599. Also, petition of C, E. Powers and others, from Min 
neapolis, against Sunday compulsory observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1600. Also, petition of L. D. Ward and other Minneapolis 
citizens, against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1601. Also, petition of Mrs. Nora Flockey, of Minneapolis, 
and others, against compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1602. Also, petition of Nels Berglund, of Minneapolis, and 
others, against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1603. Also, petition of Mrs. BE, J. Peterson, of Minneapolis, 
and others. against compulsory Sunduy observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1604. By Mr. PEAVEY: Petition of numé@rous citizens of 
Medford, Wis., protesting against the enactment of compulsory 


so-called 











Sunday observance legislation and particularly against House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1605. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Superior, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1606. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Clear Lake, Wis., | 


protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observ- 


ance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1607. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Clayton, Wis., 


protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday legisla- | 


tion, and particularly against House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1608. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Brule, Wis., pro 
testing against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1609. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Iron River, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday obsery 
ance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1610. Also, petition of numerous citizens of South Range, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday legisla- 
tion, and particularly against House bill 78; to the Committee 
op the District of Columbia. 

1611. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Tripoli, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday obsery- 
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Lankford bill, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1627. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Enterprise aud La 
Grande, Oreg., protesting aguinst enactment of House bill 78, 
the Lankford bill, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1628. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of San Diego 
County, Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 
laws ; to the Commiitee on the District of Columbia. 

1629. Also, petition of citizens of Escondido and San Diego 
County, Calif, protesting against compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance laws: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1630. Also, petition of citizens of San Diego, Calif., protesting 


| against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 


ance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the | 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1612. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Brantwood, Wis., | 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observ- | 


ance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1613. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Three Lakes, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observy- 
ance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1614. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Eagle River, 
Wis., protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1615. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Trego, Wis., pro- 
testing against the enactment of compulsory Sunday legisla- 


ti-a, and particularly against House bill 78; to the Committee | 


on the District of Columbia, 

1616. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Spooner, Wis.. 
protesting agaiust the enactment of compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1617. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Rhinelander, 
Wis., protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation, and particularly against House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


| 


1618. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition.of citizens of Keswick, | 


Iowa, favoring increase of pension for soldiers of the Civil 
War and their widows; to the Comimttee on Invalid Pensions. 
1619. Also, petition of residents of Eddyville, lowa, protesting 
against the enactment of any compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1620. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of residents of 
Celeron and Silver Creek, N. Y.; indorsing Civil War pension 
bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
1621. Also, petition of residents of Jamestown, Olean, and 
Falconer, N. Y.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1622. By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of D. C. Reynolds, BE. M. 
Johnson, et al., of Queen City, Mo., in opposition to the passage 
of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1623. Also, petition of Guy Newkirk, F. H. Bristow, and other 
residents of Macon County, Mo., protesting against the passage 


of legislation establishing compulsory Sunday observance, and | 


particularly House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1624. By Mr. SCHAFFER: Petition signed by citizens of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., and vicinity, protesting against the compulsory 
Sunday observance bill or any other bill enforcing observance of 
the Sabbath, or any such resolution proposing such legislation ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1625. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Mr. Ole Kleppe and 26 
adult residents of Newfolden and Viking, Marshall County, 
Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or of any 
other bill providing for compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1626. By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Bend, Oreg., protesting against enactment of House bill 78, the 


on the District of Columbia. 

1631. Also, petition of citizens of San Diego County, Calif., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1632. Also, petition of citizens of San Diego, Calif., protest- 
ing against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1633." Also, petition of citizens of San Bernardino County, 
Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1634. By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolutions of Ancient and Honor- 
able Artillery Company of Massachusetts, indorsing the holding 
annually of the national rifle matches and urging the appropria- 
tion of the necessary funds; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

1635. By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of citizens of Williams- 
burg, Mass., protesting. against the passage of the Lankford 
Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

1636. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition signed by resi- 
dents of Pewamo, Mich., urging early action on a bill granting 
more liberal pensions to veterans of the Civil War and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1637, Also, petition of 51 residents of the eighth congressional 
distriet of Michigan, protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78 or any other bill providing for compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1638. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition of C. A. Stewart and 
other residents of Hot Springs, S. Dak., against compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

1639. Also, petition of C. E. Perrin and other residents, of 
Custer, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1640. Also, petition of Camille W. Yuill and other residents, 
of Custer, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday 


| observance; to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia. 

1641. Also, petition of G. R. MceColley and other residents, of 
Edgemont, 8S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1642. Also, petition of E. G. Olsen and other residents, of 
Hot Springs, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday 
observance: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1643. Also, petition of J. E. Mueller and other residents, of 
Hot Springs, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday 
observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1644. By Mr. WINGO: Petition of citizens of Midland, Ark., 
protesting against passage of Lankford Sunday observance bill: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1645. By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of residents of various 
towns in Berkshire County, Mass., against the passage of the 
so-called Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 





SENATE 
Sarurpay, January 14, 1928 


The Chaplain, Rev. Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. ‘D., offered the 
following prayer: 


Almighty God, whose kingdom is everlasting and power infi- 
nite, have mercy upon this whole land, and so guide the destiny 
of our Nation that the gentleness of Thy omnipotence may be 
tenderly revealed. Give us understanding hearts and discern- 
ing minds, that by our endeavors the safety, honor, and welfare 
of Thy people may be advanced. Grant that by looking unto 
Thee our love may be rekindled and by waiting upon Thee our 
strength may be renewed. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen. 
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The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- | 


ings of the legislative day of Wednesday last, when, on request 
of Mr. Curtis, and by unanimous consent, the further reading 
was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Farrell, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed a_ bill 
(Hf. R. 9136) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other 
purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES-—SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE OF APPRO- 
PRIATLON ¢s. DOC, NO, 41) 
The VICK PRESIDENT taid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the President of the United States, transmitting a 


supplemental estimate of appropriation from the Department of | 


Commerce, fiscal year 1929, for air navigation facilities. in the 
amount of $475,000, which, with the aecompanying papers, 
wis referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed, 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS, Mr. 
quorum 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


President, I suggest the absence of a 


Ashurst bess La Follette Sheppard 
Barkls Fletcher MeKellar Shipstead 
Bayard Frazier McMaster Shortridge 
Bingham George McNary Smoot 
Black Gerry Maytield Steck 
Blaine (rillett Metcalf Steiwer 
Blease (jlass Moses Stephens 
Borah Gould Neely Swanson 
Bratton Greene Norbeck Thomas 
Birookhart Hale Norris ‘Trammell 
Broussard Harris Nye Tydings 
Bruce Harrison Oddie Tyson 
Capper Hiawes Overman Walsh, Mass 
Caraway Hayden Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
Couzem lleflin Vine Warren 
(curtis liowell Pittman Waterman 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Wheeler 
Deneen Jones Reed, Da. Willis 

Dill Kendrick Robinson, Ark. 

hidwards Keys Robinson, Ind. 

erris Ning Sackett 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, My colleague the senior Sen- 
ater from [Indiana [Mr. Watson] is necessarily detained from 
the Senate. IT ask that this announcement may stand for the 
diay 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-one Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (HL. R. 9186) making appropriations for the De- 
partment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
120, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EXPERIENCE OF A MINNESOTA FARMER 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I am in receipt of a letter 
this morning which I send to the desk and ask the clerk to 
read 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Nast GRAND Forks, January 10, 1928 
Ion if 
I nited States Senate, Washington, D. C 


SHIPSTEAD, 
Dear Str: When farm products sell at prices that are profitable 
to the producer, threats of boycott are heard as business interests and 
middlemen must have cheap food to make larger profits. January 
1, 1921, IT had 1,120 acres of land, all under cultivation, all the 


horse machinery, and livestock needed to farm at a profit; Govyern- 
ment bonds, bank deposits, and grain on hand to the value of over 
Stoo January 1, 1928, I still have 1,120 acres of land, valued at 
50 per nt less than 1920: the same amount of livestock and ma- 
chinery Government bends, no bank deposits, grain to the value 
of $2,000, not sufficient for seed and feed until next harvest. Oats 
were failure here last year Six adult persons have been working 
"65 days a year for the last seven years on our farm without wages. 
At present we milk about 30 cows: have retailed milk for 34 years 


in tirand Forks. N. Dak. The profits from our dairy the last seven 
years and our Government bonds have been used to produce cheap 
food. Management of farm is the same as from 1890 to 1920, when 
we accumulated this property, starting as a renter. Something is 
wrone 

ANDREW A, OLSON, 


Bor 4, East Grand Forks, Minn. 





| 
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HON, EVANS WOOLLEN'S JACKSON DAY DINNER SPEECH 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp the text of a speech made at the 
recent Jackson day dinner in this city by Hon, Evans Woollen, 
of Indianapolis, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered 

Mr. Woollen’s speech is as follows: 


A recent magazine article, by Mr. Walter Lippman, was entitled “ The 
sick donkey.” Well, if the donkey has been sick it would seem to-night 
that he is convalescent, Twenty-one Deinocratic governors were invited 
to this dinner and nearly half of the Congress. Sach convalescence 
gives hope that an invitation to the next quadrennial dinner may ly 
sent to a Democratic president, 

Mr. Lippmann said that he would not try to answer whether 
donkey was worth saving 
question answers itself 
faith, presently useful 
there has been a growing and sinister feeling in the hearts of the com 
mon felk of America that they are not represented actually and effe: 
tively by those who control the National Government. There has 
developed the feeling that governmental policies are cut and dried and 
handed down by that small group of influential men who have th: 
private ear of the Republican administration. And I tell you it is 
disturbing thing when great bodies of our citizens, of the farmers, of 
labor, of the plain people everywhere, get the idea that what they do 
what they say, whether and how they vote, is of no great consequence 

We are told that here in Washington there are “over 150 central 
agencies of various associations and groups.” Some of them, to lx 
sure, seek the common good. Most of them seck privilege for them 
selves at Muscle Shoals and Boulder Canyon or elsewhere. The privi 
lege seekers are organized and articulate. They turn instinctively to the 
Republican Party The unorganized and inarticulate, “the forgotten 
man,” the consumer, they are those whom the Democratic Party must 
defend, 

As a part of that defense it makes war on the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff. Let it be understood, however, that no one proposes to jump 
from protection to free trade. Whatever one may think about the prin 
ciple of protection, le must, if he be realist as well as idealist, recog 
nize that the system has been long established in this country and that 
vested interests are involved. What the Democratic Party does pro- 
pose is tariff duties whose purpose is effective competition between 
foreign and domestic producers, duties in the making of which the voice 
of the American consumer shall be regarded as well as those still, small, 
insistent voices of privilege. What the party proposes is the immediate 
substitution of a moderate tariff act for the present immoderate act 
and thereafter siowly progressive reduction in the direction of tariff fo: 
revenue only. The difference on the tariff is not a difference between 
extremes but a difference in direction. The Repbulican Party is headed 
one way. The Democratic Party is headed the other way. In the last 
40 years we have had seven general tariffs acts—five Republican, two 
Democratic. Every one of those Republican acts was a step upward. 
For 40 years the movement, except as twice interrupted by the Democrats 
has been steadily upward. Now the Democratic Party proposes to faci 
in the other direction, to begin, prudently and without unfairness, a 
movement downward; to take from the tariff the worst of the plunder 

“The great question of the future * * *, is whether this policy 
(of tariff protection on manufactured products) has not fully served 
its purpose, and wheiher, indeed, it bas not been pushed so far as to 
endanger the balance between agriculture and industry and so warrant 
such readjustment as may distribute ifs advantages and burdens more 
fairly.” That quotation is not from a Democratic platform. It ts 
from the report of the Business Men's Commissien on Agricultu 
appointed by the National Industrial Conference Board and the Cham 
ber of Commerce of the United States. Yes, the balance between agri 
culture and industry is endangered and our permanent well-being 
threatened. Whether legislation of the MeNary-Ifaugen type is a solu 
tien sound in practicability may well be questioned, but I am impatient 
with the superior airs of Republican protectionists who protest against 
the proposed legislation as unsound in principle. For one I can see 
no difference in principle between the MecNary-Haugen Dill and the 
Fordney-McCumber Act. Each is designed to enable the seller by law 
to get prices higher than he could otherwise get. Indeed, my impa 
tience leads me to say that economic unsoundness is not the worst! 
thing in the world. Injustice is worse. The farmer is now the victim 
of injustice. That injustice must be removed; soundly, if possible, but 
in any event removed. It was not removed magically by the wave of 
a western hat assumed for the purposes of an agrarian gesture. 

[ am impatient, too, with those for whom patriotism is braggadocio 
and isolation, We are a part of the world and we had better remember 
it in self-interest if not in good will. For one thing, we had beiter be 
willing, at least, to examine the difficulties which stand in the way 
of consummating our adherence to the World Court. That, we thought 
was one way to peace. Another stands brilliantly tustrated in the 


There was no need that he do se hye 
The faith of the Democratic Party is a living 


never more needed. Since the war, especially 


methods thus far of Mr. Dwight Morrow, our ambassador to Mexico, 
im contrast with the methods of previous Latin-American diplomacy. 
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Yes; the donkey has a lot of useful work to do. He is worth saving 
Besides, you could not kill him. He ean not kill himself, as he has 
proved more than once. rhe worst thing that could now happen t 
him would be a dose of bigotry. Traditionally haters of bigotry and 
repression, defenders of freedom in speech, press, religion, Democrats 
ean not tolerate the denial of office on the ground of religious afBlia 
tion. Nelthgr can they tolerate the advocacy of any man for offic 
on the ground of religious affiliation. Not that wav lies usefulness 

The Democratic Party, when true to its principles, has served wel 
our country. Its usefulness now lies not in behind-the-door int: 
of bigets or sectionalists or privilege seekers but in the maintenance of 


igues 
an open door through which there shall be welcomed to the household 
ali those who believe that the American people, still eapable of self 
government, are in no need of guardiansbip by the few and who believ 
that the national well-being is based net on the wisdom of the Repul 
lican Party but on the bounty of God and the genius of our peopl 
hose so believing, unitedly embattled under the banner of faith in 
the plain people, can serve mightily- 
for minimum government, 
tional good will. 


trinmphantly, I am persuaded 


home rule, freedom from privilege, interna- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the resolution (S. Res. 79) providing for 
a general survey of the condition of the Indians in the United 
States, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, 
and, on his motion, the resolution was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 2020) for the relief 
of Leonidas L. Cochran and Rosalie Cochran Brink, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 78) thereon. 

Mr. STEIWER. from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1218) for the relief of Lincoln County, 
Oreg., reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 79) thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1758) for the relief of Fred A. Knauf, re 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 80) 
thereon. : 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2447) for the relief of the stockholders of 
the First National Bank of Newton, Mass., reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No, 81) thereon. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1325) for the relief of John A. Fox, re 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. &2) 
thereon, 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 2542) for the construction of a private conduit 
across Lincoln Road NF., in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRATTON: 

A bill (S. 2543) to authorize an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a bridge on the Zuni Indian Reservation in New 
Nexico; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 2544) providing for the acquirement by the United 
States of privately owned lands within Sandoval and Santa Fe 
Counties, N. Mex., known as the Ramon Vigil Grant, by ex- 
changing therefor timber within the exterior boundaries of 
any national forest situated within the State of New Mexico; 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2545) to authorize the sale of certain lands near 
Garden City, Kans.; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (8S. 2546) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Fry; and 

A bill (S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Dillon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Clara L. 
Campbell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

A bill (S, 2549) providing for payment to the German Govy- 
ernment of $461.59 in behalf of the heirs or representatives of 
the German nationals John Adolf, Hermann Pegel, Franz 
Lipfert, Albert Wittenburg, Karl Behr, and Hans Dechants- 
reiter ; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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By Mr. GOULD: 

A bill (S. 2550) granting an increase of pension to Demerise 
Cyr: to the Committee on Pension: 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 2551) granting an increase of pension to Mahala 
Buckmaster; to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. GREENE: 

A bill (S. 2552) granting an increase of pension to Helen F. 
Livingston ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SACKETT (for Mr. Gorr) : 

A bill (S. 2553) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
F. Stuart (with aceempanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 24) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Atchison and Leavenworth, Kans... the city of St. 
Joseph, Mo., and the counties of Buchanan and Platte, Mo., 


their successors or assigns, to emestruct a bridge 


cities of 


across the 
Missouri River, or tw acquire existing bridges; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce 

A bill (S. 2555) for the relief of Catherine McLinden (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2556) granting an increase of pension to Julia I, 
Grifzmacher (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2557) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
i. Norris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2558S) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Van Houten (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2559) granting an increase of pension to Ruth 
Nelson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2560) granting an increase of pension to Marietta 
Hawley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mary F, 
Girard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2562) granting an increase of pension to Roxana 
Raymond (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2568) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Halstead (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2564) granting an increase of pension to Zachary 


| T. Anthony (with accompanying papers) ; 


SS 


A bill (S. 2565) granting a pension to Romelia D. Reynolds 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2566) granting a pension to George W. Banister 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 2567) granting a pension to Fred Sweetman; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. METCALF: 

A bill (S. 2568) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Louise Simmons (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

sy Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (8. 2569) providing for horticultural experiment and 
demonstration work in the semiarid or dry land regions of the 
United States; to the Cemmittee on Agriculture and Forestry, 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 2570) to establish the Kendrick National Park in 
the State of Wyoming, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2571) to revise the boundary of the Yellowstone 
National Park in the State of Wyoming, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 

By Mr. McCKELLAR: 

A joint resolution (S,. J. Res. 75) authorizing the President 
to invite the nations of the world to send representatives to a 
conference at Washington, D. C., in 1928 for the purpose of 
adopting a code of international law, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

DAM ON CLARKS FORK OF THE YELLOWSTONE RIVER 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a joint resolution (S. J. Res. 74) 
authorizing investigations and surveys for a dam on the Clarks 
Fork of the Yellowstone River, which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and, on request 
of Mr. WHEELER, ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Whereas to effect adequate control of the flood waters of the Mis- 
souri River, and as a means toward control of the flood waters of the 
Mississippi River, it is essential that the annual spring floods, which 
originate from melting snow in the headwaters of the Missouri River, 
shall be controlled at or near their sources ; and 

Whereas the Riker spillway project and ramifications (8. J. Res. 7, 
70th Cong.), which calls for the construction of a master dam across 
the Missouri River above Bismarck, N. Dak., is pow before the Con- 
gress and would effect such a result; and 

Whereas the Clarks Fork of the Yellowstone River in Wyoming, just 
below the Montana State line, affords a location for a dam which, if 
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constructed, would control a large part of the flood waters which now 


ravage the valley of the Yellowstone River and would increase the flood- 
control capacity of the master dam aforesaid; and 

Whereas such Clarks Fork dam could also be utilized for purposes 
of power and irrigation: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized and directed (1) to proceed immediately to make the necessary 
engineering investigations, surveys, borings, and plans and estimates 
for the construction of a dam on the Clarks Fork of the Yellowstone 
River, adequate to restrain the spring floods of such river, at a point 


approximately 8 miles south of the Montana-Wyoming State line, or at 


such other point on such river as the Secretary of the Interior deems 
uitable for the purpose, and (2) to report his findings to Congress 
within 60 days after the approval of this resolution. There is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out the provisions of this 


resolution 


AMENDMENT TO INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. BRATTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to Hlouse bill 9136, the Interior Department ap- 
propriation bill for the fiscal year 1929, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, as 
follows: 


At the proper place in the bill insert the following: 


“Por the construction of a bridge on the Zuni Indian Reservation, 
N. Mex inder such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Interior may prescribe, $2,000+ Provided, That Indian labor shall be 
emploved so far as practicable.” 

ELECT COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS 

On motion of Mr. Curtis, it was 

Ordercd, That the Select Committee on Revision of the Laws is 
herely iholished, and the services of the clerks, assistant clerks, and 
other employees of said committee are dispensed with after January 
31, 1928 
INVESTIGATION RELATIVE TO SINKING OF THE SUBMARINE ‘ 8-4” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 109) submitted 


by Mr. TRAMMELL on the 12th instant, as follows: 
Resolved, That a committee composed of five Senators, to be appointed 
by the President of the Senate, is hereby authorized and created. 
Resolved further, That it shall be the duty of the said committee to 
investigate the full facts of the sinking of the submarine S—4j in 
collision on December 17, 1927, with the United States Coast Guard 
destroyer Paulding off the Massachusetts coast, and the rescue and 


' 
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operations carried the United States Navy subsequent 
thereto, All hearings before the committee shall be open to the public. 

Resolved further, That to carry out and give effect to the provisions 
of this resolution the committee hereby created shall have power to issue 
subpcenas, administer oaths, summon witnesses, require the production 
of books and papers, and receive testimoriy taken before any proper 
officer in any State or Territory of the United States. 

Resolved further, That the said committee shall immediately proceed 


on by 


with the said investigation and not later than March 15, 1928, make 
its report to the Senate 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, under the law, this resolution 


hould be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I 
Senator from Kansas, The resolution 
propriation. 

Mr. CURTIS. How could a committee employ a clerk and 
stenographer and take testimony without incurring an expendi- 
ture of money? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. That a matter which 
up after the adoption of the resolution, 

Mr. CURTIS. I do not think the Senator from Florida can 
dodge the issue in that way. We may not do indirectly what 
the law forbids us from doing directly. The resolution, if 
adopted, would require the taking of testimony, and testimony 
can not be taken without paying the attendaut expenses. How- 
ever, I was going to suggest that the resolution might go over, 
because a report has been made on a joint resolution involving 
this question, which will come up early next week. The Sena- 
tor from Florida could then offer his resolution as a substitute 
proposal at that time. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. My request does not involve a dodging of 
the at all. 1 think the question of dodging the issue is 
involved more in the procedure of referring the resolution to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate in order to let that committee pass upon the 


beg to differ with the 
does not carry an ap- 


is be taken 


may 


issue 
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question of the appropriation and thereby avoid a consideratio, 
of the real merits of the resolution, which calls for an investign 
tion. I had hoped that we might have the question involved in 
the resolution considered on its merits as to whether or not wi 
should order the proposed investigation and not have it side 
tracked by being referred to the Committee to Audit and Contro| 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, 
tor from Florida yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. TRAMMELL, I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does not the Senator 
Florida think that the resolution should be discussed at 
same time as the joint resolution reported by a majority of 
Committee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. CURTIS. That joint 
subject. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 
same subject. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, my resolution is expres 
most conclusively of my sentiments that we should have 
investigation on the part of a senatorial committee and tf! 
such investigation should be expedited and that there should 
no unnecessary delay. However, under the circumstances, I 
willing to have the resolution go over, holding its place. 

Mr. CURTIS. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will 
from Florida that I am in accord with 
resolution, 

Mr. TRAMMELL. 


7 
will the Sena 


fron 
t) 


thre 


resolution relates to the sa) 


Both resolutions relate to t! 


\ 


say to the Senat 
his position on t 


I appreciate that. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by t! 
Senator from Florida will go over. 
THE CALENDAR 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 


business, morning business is closed, and the calendar unc 


Rule VIII is in order. The Secretary will state the first bi 
on the calendar. { 
The bill (S. 1946) relative to the pay of certain retired war 4 


rant officers and enlisted men and warrant officers and enlisted 

men of the reserve forces of the Army, Navy, Marine Cor; 

and the Coast Guard, fixed under the terms of the Panama 

Canal act, as amended, was announced as first in order, j 
Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

FRANK TOPPING AND OTHERS 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con 


sider the bill (S. 19) for the relief of Frank Topping and / 
others. 
Mr. KING. Let the bill be read, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 4 
The bill was read and considered as in Committee of the i 


Whole, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and |! 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay. out of any money in the Tit 
ury not otherwise appropriated, as follows, to wit: To Frank Toppin 
the sum of $372; to J. A. Garrett, the sum of $127.90; to Charles 1H 
Lemon, the sum of $1,006.50; to Elmer B. Irvan, the sum of $121; 
G. C. Rothwell, the sum of $1,240; to E. L. Brown, the sum of $492.60 
to Robert White, the sum of $228; to Charles L. Shirar, the sum < 
$352.50; to A. E. Welsh, the sum of $421.80; said sum representing 
losses and damages sustained by above-named individuals as a result 
the flood gates in Haskell Institute’s drainage ditch not being closed 
during the high water in the Wakarusa River during the years 121 
and 1922, 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to have the Sena 
tor from Kansas [Mr. Capper], who introduced the bill, make i 
a brief explanation of it, 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the letter from the Secretar) 
of the Interior, Mr. Work, explains the bill in full. His letter 
is found on the last page of the report of the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator from Kansas read the letter 

Mr. CAPPER. The important feature is stated in this 
paragraph of the letter of the Secretary of the Interior: 





This bill is intended to provide reimbursement for damage sustal: 
by Mr. Topping and other farmers in the vicinity of Lawrence, Kans 
because of the flood at the Haskell Institute during the high water 
in the Wakarusa River in 1920, 1921, and 1922. 

Under date of April 26, 1926, Mr. Topping, who appears to be acti! 
as spokesman for the other claimants, wrote me that they had decid 
to withdraw their claims for damages alleged to have been 
during the high water in 1920, there being no proof that any dam 


eustair 


suffered during that year was caused by the Haskell floodgates beings 
open. 
The fact has been established that considerable damage was caused 


by the Haskell floodgates being washed out in 1921 and 1922 and the 
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department is in favor of reimbursement for such actual damages as 
may have been suffered in those years. However, from the information 
obtained relative to the actual damages suffered by the claimants, it is 
believed that the amounts appearing in the proposed bill are in some 
instances excessive and that the text should be revised so as to elimi 
nate such portions of the claims as refer to damages alleged to have 
been suffered during 1920. ; 


The bill has the full approval of the Secretary of the Inte 
rior, aud the amounts have been carefully audited. The com 
mittee reported it favorably a year ago and the Senate passed 
it a year ago. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, let me inquire of the Senator 
how were the damages ascertained’ Does the bill require that 
the Government shall ascertain the damages? 

Mr. CAPPER. The Secretary of the Interior has had each 
claim audited. He suggested a reduction in various amounts 
in his report, and the bill has been made to conform to his 
recommendations. ; 

Mr. SMOOT. The bill embodies the reduction suggested by 
the Secretary of the Interior, 

Mr. CAPPER. Yes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

R. H. KING 

The bill (S. 1766) for the relief ef R. H. King was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the bill has 
been heretofore agreed to. 

The bill as amended is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to R. H. King, of Alvin, Tex., 
former postmaster at that place, $2,283.28, the amount paid by him 
to the Government of the United States on account of defalcation in 


in the post office at Alvin while he was postmaster, said defalcation | 


having occurred without fault or negligence on his part. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, objection was made by my c¢ol- 
league [Mr. Smoor] to this bill the other day. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not find the bill in my calendar. 

Mr. KING. It is a bill which the committee has reported 
favorably providing for reimbursement to a postmaster, not- 
withstanding the fact that because of the postmaster’s laxity 
the Postmaster General submitted an adverse recommendation. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I should like to make a 
statement in regard to the bill. The war savings stamps re- 
ferred to in the bill were lost during the World War. The 


postmaster was sent a number of war savings stamps for sale | 


to the public. He did not have adequate facilities to take 
cure of those stamps and he placed them in a bank. They were 
lost in all probability because some official of the bank went 
wrong. There was no dishonesty or wrongdoing on the part 


of the postmaster. He made the loss good by using his life | 


insurance. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the facts stated by the Senator 
from Texas seem to place the case in a different category from 
that indicated by the report. The report states, in substance, 


that there was a shortage of $2,283.28 found in the war savings | 
stamp account which was paid by Mr. King. The report indi- | 


cates that the postmaster failed to provide an adequate check 
against the employees under his jurisdiction who handled war 
savings stamps and thrift stamps, and so forth. Suspicion 
pointed to the assistant postmaster at that time. 

Then there is a report of the inspector in charge, which I 


have hastily glanced at, which is found on pages from 2 to 4, | 


inclusive, of the committee’s report. The inspector in charge 
indicates that the funds perhaps were taken by the assistant 
postmaster because of the failure to keep proper accounts and 
adopt a proper system and because of the lax method in which 
the postmaster checked the receipts and disbursements from 
day to day. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, let me quote from the 
inspector’s report. 


Mr. KING. The point I was making is that there is nothing | 


to indicate that the funds were in bank, but rather that they 
were in the post office. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Texas yield to me? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is a paragraph in the 
inspector’s report which indicates that the postmaster himself 
is a man of unquestionable integrity. Toward the bottom of 
page 3 I read: 
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While the postmaster has been rather lax in the manner of handling 
the accounts and cash, we do not believe that he has misused any of 
the funds. He has resided in Alvin, Tex., for a number of years, and 
he bears an excellent reputation We would have no grounds what- 
ever to accuse him of misappropriating funds of the office. He realized 
that he was responsible for the loss of the funds, and when we could 
not fix responsibility on any of the other employees of the office it 
was necessary for us to make demand on him for the amount of the 
shortage He informed us that he bad no personal funds whatever, 


and requested us to give him a few days in order that he could make 
irrangements to borrow the amount lie informed us that it would 

necessary for him to mortgage his home in Alvin, Tex., in order 
to raise the amount. We were tfInclined to give him a few days, and 
|} he stated that he would try to raise the amount by the 16th instant, 
iz r before, or he would hotly us that it would be imp ssible to secure 
the amount. 


1 think the Senate has ypeissed a number of bills: in cases 
where the record disclosed a greater degree of negligence on the 
part of the postmaster than was alleged in this instance by 
the inspector against the beneficiary of this bill. It is true that 
the report does say that the postmaster was somewhat lax in the 
manner of his handling the accounts and the cash of the office, 
but in numerous instances, taking into consideration all the 
equities of the ease, we have reimbursed postmasters where 
similar conditions existed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The shortage occurred, let me say to the 
Senator, during the war when everything was in a turmoil, 
; when the work of the office had been doubled and trebled, and 
when the postmaster could not obtain additional facilities for 
the safe-keeping of the funds of his office. He placed these war 
savings stamps in a bank in order that they might be safely 
kept. There was a shortage in the account of one or more of 
the officers of the bank, and the logical conclusion is that they 
must have been lost on account of that shortage. There is no 
charge against the postmaster himself as to his reliability or 
honesty. 
| It seems to me that the postmaster exercised all due diligence 
| in endeavoring to keep those war savings stamps in a proper 
| way when he deposited them in the bank, finding that he had no 

secure way of keeping them in his office. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I read the report I do not 
| reach the same conclusion as that indicated by the Senator 
from Texas. There is a supplemental report by inspectors, 
found on pages 4 to 7, inclusive, which indicates that probably 
| there was a theft committed by the assistant postmaster, and 
| there is nothing in this report to indicate that the funds were 
| placed in a bank. 
| Mr. SHEPPARD. If the Senator will observe page 10 of the 
report, he will see that in a letter from the postmaster to my- 
self he states that he placed the stamps in a bank. 

Mr. KING. On page 5 it is stated, speaking of the assistant 
postmaster : 


His reply to the charges have been received this date and they are 
herewith. It will be noted that he claims to be very much shocked and 
grieved that we should bring such accusations against him and he states 
| that he had hoped that the investigation would show that he was in no 
way responsible for the shortage. Commenting on our charge that he had 
manifested no interest concerning the shortage, he states that he had 
made suggestions on a number of occasions to the postmaster, but the 
) postmaster paid no attention to him; that he had suggested to the 
postmaster that each employee have a separate box to sell stamps from, 
ete. We will state that an affidavit taken by us from Clerk Smith shows 
that the postmaster did adopt a system of that kind and McClendon 
| made slurring remarks about it. 


The point I am making is that it would seem as though the 
| funds were taken from the post office rather than from a bank, 
Mr. SHEPPARD. They are speaking of McClendon here. 
|} Mr. KING. Exactly—the assistant postmaster. 
| Mr. SHEPPARD. The man, in whose favor the bill is intro- 
| duced, is R. H. King. 
| Mr. KING. Oh, I comprehend that. 
| Mr. SHEPPARD. Let me read to the Senator from the state- 
ment of the postmaster. He is a thoroughly reputable man. I 
know him personally: 


fusion and when the Alvin office had heaped upon it double and triple 
duty, due to the fact that it was a second-class pest office, and was 
appointed central accounting office for Brazoria County. No extra facili- 
ties were furnished by the department to safeguard the excess of war 
savings stamps that this office was forced to handle, and in the case of 
the war savings stamps in question, I used my best judgment to safe- 
| guard them by placing them in the vault of the Farmers State Bank at 


| The shortage occurred during the war when everything was in con- 
} 
} 
} 
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Alvin, Tex 
this 


thinking 
pre¢ 


of course, that the bank officials were honest, and 


using iution mainly to safeguard them against fire and theft. 


The inspectors say: 


We will state that the postmaster has not misused any funds and we 


consider him perfectly honest and reliable. It is our opinion, after mak 
ing our inv ization, that the shortage is chargeable to some employee 
who is accused of dishonesty. 


This man Was poor in worldly goods and supplied the loss by 
using his life insurance, as I have before stated, 


I trust the Senator will permit the bill to pass. 

Mr. KING. Was he not bonded? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. He was bonded. 

Mr. KING. Was the assistant postmaster bonded? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. That I do not know; but the bonding com- 
pany paid the loss and the postmaster reimbursed the bonding 
Companys 

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I shall not object to the consider- 
ation of the bill; but my recollection of many of these cases 
places this case outside of the list of those where the post 
masters have received reimbursement from the Government. 

As was stated by my colleague |{Mr. Smoor]| the other day, | 
there are 4a great many postmasters and other Government } 
ollicials. There has been a very lax system obtaining in the | 
inatter of protecting the funds of the Government placed in | 
the hands of various Government employees. If this thing is 
to go on it does seem to me that there ought to be legislation 
that will afford adequate protection to the Government, because 
at every session of Congress we have many of these bills for 





reimbursement because of the negligence or the dishonesty of | 
some person in the employ of the Government. Often it is an 
employee rather than the chief of an office; but it seems to me 
that some plan ought to be adopted by which the Government 
can be fully protected, and the honest chief of a department 
may not be called upon to pay a shortage arising because of 
the dishonesty of some one else under him. 
I shall not object to the consideration of the bill 





Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, while the Senator from 
Utah is quite correct in many of these instances involving a 


requirement that the postmaster shall keep a safe and deposit 
these things in his own safe, I can not see that there was any 
negligence here. This postmaster actually took the property 
to the safest place he could find, the vaults of the Farmers 
State Bank; and it seems to me that he can not be charged 
with negligence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendment 
to be proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


read the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF JOHN STEWART 
The bill 1622) for the relief of the estate 
Stewart, decensed, was considered in Committee 
Whole, and was read, as follows: 


(S. of John 


of the 


as 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to William L. Browning, admin 


istrator of the estate of John Stewart, deceased, late civil engineer, for 
ompensation for services rendered by him to the Government in 


Potomac Flats case, the sum of $2,000, 


extra 


connection with the 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVEXK 


The bill (S. 2185) to extend the time for the refunding of 
taxes erroneously collected from certain estates was announced 
next in order. 

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill may go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, 
WILLIAM W. 

The bill (S, 1288) to carry into effect 

Court of Claims in the case of William 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “sum of,” 
to strike out “842,260” and insert * $34,260,” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That. the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to William W. Danenhower, out 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$34,260, for damages caused by the depreciation in value of his prop- 
erty situate in square 737 in the city of Washington, D. C., which said 


is 


DANEN HOWER 


the findings of the 
W. Danevuhower was 


ot 
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damages were caused by the elimination of the grade crossings of rail 
roads in pursuance to the act of Congress approved February 12, 1901 
(31 Stat. L. 774), and acts supplemental thereto, 
Court of Claims and reported in Senate Doeument No. 2, 
first session. 


as found by the 
Sixty-seventh 


Congress, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the 

amendment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, resi 

the third time, and passed, 


Senate as amended, and the 


OWNER OF DRY DOCK 


The bill (S. 1981) for the relief of the owner of Dry Dock 
No. 6 was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. BRATTON subsequently said: Mr. President, a moment 
ago 1 made objection to Senate bill 1981. Upon an investigatioy 
of the matter I have reached the conclusion that the bill j 
meritorious. I therefore withdraw the objection, and ask tha 


NO, 6 


we may return to that number, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to returning to 
Senate bill 1981? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of thy 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which wus read, a 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of Staten Island Shipbuilding ¢ 
owner of Dry Dock No. 6, the United States of America f 
damages alleged to have been caused by a collision on January 6, 192 
between Dry Dock No. 6 and the steamship Cody, in Kill Van Ku 
New York Harbor, while the said steamship was owned by the United 
States of America and was being operated im the 
United States Shipping Board, may be sued for by the said Stat 
Island Shipbuilding Co. in the District Court of the United Stat: 
for the Soutbern District of New York, sitting as a court of admiralt 


against 


service of the 


and acting under the rules governing such court; and said court sha 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine said suit and to enter a 
judgment or decree for the amount of such damages and costs, if any 
as shall be found to be due against the United States in favor of 
Staten Island Shipbuilding Co., or against Staten Island Shipbuilding 
Co. in favor of the United States, upon the same principles and 


measures of liability and with the same rights of appeal as in cases 
involving collision within the admiralty jurisdiction between movable 
floating structures designed for navigation: Provided, That such noti 


of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the United States 
as may be provided by order of the said court; and it shall be tl 

duty of the Attorney General to cause the United States attorney in 
district to appear and defend for the United States: 
further, That said suit shall be brought and commenced 
mouths from the date of the passage of this Act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


such Provided 


within four 


CHARLES H. NIEHAUS 


The bill (S. 380) for the relief of Charles Niehaus 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Howetr| 
make an explanation with regard to this bill? He reported 
the bill from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOWELL. I ask that the bill be passed over tempo- 
rarily. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
porarily. 


H. 


wus 


The bill will be passed ever tem 


VAN DORN IRON WORKS CO. 


The bill (S. 624) for the relief of the Van Dorn Iron Works 
Co. was announced as next in order, and was read. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, the bill provides for paymen|! 
to the Van Dorn Iron Works Co. for supplies that were fur- 
nished the Government and for which the company never 
has received any payment. I call the attention of the Senator 
particularly to the report, wherein appears a letter from thie 
Postmaster General saying that this matter has been gone 
into and is reported, first, not in conflict with the financial pr: 
gram of the President; but I particularly call attention to the 
following letter from the Acting Postmaster General, noting 
especially the second paragraph, where [ find this language: 


The fact remains, however, that the Government received these boxes 


| which it retained and made use of but for which it never paid anything, 


and from the evidence before the department it appears that the Van 
Dorn Iron Works Co., apparently an innocent manufacturer, bas never 











1928 


from 


received any money ihe Columbia Supply Co. for the boxes 
involved in this claim. (See the attached affidavit, dated July 21, 1919 
by the vice president of the Van Dorn Iron Works Co.) 

In a word, then, the Government received these boxes and 


made use of them; but because of some complications growing 
out of a fraudulent act by an officer of the United States this 
company never has received a penny for the boxes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, apparently the Van Dorn Iron 
Works Co. was a subcontractor. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think that 

Mr. JONES. Why 
tractor’? 

Mr. WILLIS. I assume because it was found that the origi 
nal contractor, the Columbia Supply Co., was insolvent, and 
it Was a party to this fraudulent contract. That was the view 
taken by the Acting Postmaster General. 

Mr. JONES. Did the original contractor get paid? 

Mr. WILLIS. No: it is my understanding that he did not. 
That was set aside. 

Mr. JONES. Is the Senator certain about that? 

Mr. WILLIS. I would not want to say that I am absolutely 
certain, That my understanding, however. I do not for 
the moment have the papers before me, but I think that is the 
case, I feel reasonably certain that that is the case. 

Mr. JONES. I think we ought to be sure of that. I will 
ask that the bill go over to-day so that we can look into it. 

Mr. WILLIS. All right. I have not any objection to that. 
I will investigate the matter fully. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be passed over. 

ISABELLE R. 

The bill (S. 1361) for the relief of Isabelle R. 
postmaster at Clintwood, Va., was announced as next in order, 
and was read, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I find on page 
this statement by the Postmaster General: 


is correct. 


could not they hold the 


original con- 


Is 


DAMRON 


2 of the report 


The loss thus appearing to have resulted from negligence within the 
meaning of the statute cited, settlement of the claim was 
by disallowances under date of January 31, 1924. 


above made 
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alleged to be and what probably have proved to be permanent 


injuries. He is utterly incapable of doing manual labor. 
I have been as brief as possible in reciting the history of the 


case. I might ask that the report be read, if Senators wish it. 
| I will make that request. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not ask that it be read 

The bill was reported the Senate wit] amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


|} and passed 


ROSA E. PLUMMER 

The bill (S. 904+) for the relief of Rosa FE. Plummer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the United States Employees’ Compensation 
Commission shall be, and it is hereby, aut! ized and directed to extend 

Rosa EF. Plomme a former employee in the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, the provision of an act entitled “An act to provide com- 
pensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries while 
in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes, approved 
September 7, 1916," compensation hereunde to commence from id 
after the passage of this act. 

Mr. JONES. Let us have a brief statement as to the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the beneficiary under this bill 


is a woman who worked here at Washington for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, and in the course of her employ 
ment her eyes were injured. She left the service for a time, 
and was taken back into the service, but her eyes got worse 


and she presented her resignation. She knew nothing about her 


| right to compensation until she found that she was blind, and 


| the doctors advised her that she was entitled to it. 
Damron, | 


One of the rules of the department, if not the provision of | 


the statute, is that postmasters must exercise all possible care 
for the protection of the public funds and property in their 
custody. Of course, that is obviously a very proper rule. Ii 
appears from the report that the postmaster neglected to lock 
the safe or the drawer, and went out during the middle of the 
day, leaving the drawer or the safe unlocked, and some person 
came in and purloined the money. 
I ask that the bill go over. 
The VICH PRESIDENT. 
ESTATE 


The bill will be passed over. 
GEORGE B. SPEARIN 

The bill (S. 1678) for the relief of the estate of George B. 
Spearin, deceased, was announced as next in order, and was 
read. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this seems to be a bill to pay a 
man for loss sustained by reason of the failure of his attorney 
to file a paper within a certain time. I think we should have 
some explanation of that, and whether or not the Government 
is going to become guarantor for the laches of an attorney. 

I ask that the bill go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

W. P. 


OF 


The bill will be passed over 
DALTON 


The bill (S. 2005) for the relief of W. P. Dalton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $5,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out df any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, for the payment in full of the claim of 
W. P. Dalton for injuries sustained at Laguna Dam, Ariz., on Novem- 
ber 16, 1908, while in the employ of the United States Reclamation 
Service. 

Mr. JONES. 
of the case? 

Mr. KING. 
1908. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the Senate has passed this 
bill twice in previous Congresses. The injured man, Mr. Dalton, 
was a switchman. He was employed by the United States Gov- 
ernment on a switch engine in the construction of the Laguna 
Dam, in Arizona. The switch engine was proceeding along, and, 
without any fault or negligence on the part of Mr. Dalton, the 
switch was negligently misplaced or defective, as a result of 
which he was thrown from the front board violently to the 
ground and was dragged some 90 feet, sustaining what are 


Mr. President, may we have a brief statement 


Apparently these injuries were sustained back in 


She asked 


for an application and filed it, but after a year had elapsed; 


so she was shut out beeause she had not filed it within the 
time required by the law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas Is it necessary to pass a 
special act in order to afford her relief? 


Mr. CURTIS. It is. She is totally blind now. 
in the city of Washington. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is no question but that 
she could have recovered if she had filed her claim in time? 

Mr. CURTIS. If she had filed her claim within a year, she 
would have recovered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and passed. 


She lives here 


without amendment, 
read the third time, 


RAILROAD TUNNEL IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON 
The bill (S. 1279) to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to compromise and settle certain suits at 
law resulting from the subsidence of First Street east, in the 


District of Columbia, occasioned by the construction of a rail- 


road tunnel under said street, was considered as in Committee 


of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colam- 
bia are hereby authorized and empowered to discontinue the prosecution 
of all claims and suits pending in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia and entitled suits at law Nos. 63579, 63580, 65581, and 62582, 
to recover the sum of $58,198.80 expended from public funds in resur- 
facing, repairing, and restoring to grade First Street east, between B 

| Street south and B Street north, which work was rendered necessary by 
the subsidence of said street occasioned by the construction of a rail- 


road tunnel under the said strect incident to the project of elimination 
of grade crossings and the establishment of a union railroad station in 
the District of Columbia, authorized by acts of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 12, 1901, and February 28, 1903: Provided, That the Philadelphia 


Baltimore & Washington Railroad Co., the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 
ind the Washington Terminal Co., jointly or severally, pay to the col- 
lector of taxes of the District of Columbia a sum not less than $50,000 
in compromise and settlement of said claim or claims: Provided further, 
That said sum shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of the United States and the revenues of the District of 
Columbia in equal parts. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will not the Senator from 


Kausas [Mr. Caprrer], who reported the bill, explain the rea- 
son for compromising this claim for less than the full amount? 

Mr. CAPPER. The bill involves a controversy between the 
District of Columbia and the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. that 
has been in the courts for many years. Finally the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia and the legal department of 
the District came to the conclusion that it is in the interest of 
the District to accept an offer of compromise made by the rail- 
road company. 

The case has to do with the construction of the tunnel under 
First Street and is for damages resulting in connection with 
that work. The railroad company claims that the work doné 
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by the engineermg department of the District was not done 
according to the best engineering practices. The claim in- 
volved about $58,000, Finally, after a year spent in the courts, 
during which the District seems to have gotten the worst of it, 
it is the opinion of the legal department of the District that 
the acceptance of $30,000 would be clearly in the interest of 
the Distvrict. 

Mr. BRATTON. Do the Commissioners 
Columbia concur in that view? 

Mr. CAPPER. They prepared the bill and brought it to Con- 
gress, and have asked us to pass it. They appeared before our 
comuittee and urged prompt action upon the bill. 

Mr. BRATTON. TI have no objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, this matter was up once, I 
remember, when I was a member of the “ town council.” Where 
has it been all the years since then? 


of the District of 


Mr. CAPPER. It has been in the courts. 

Mr. CARAWAY. | For 12 years? 

Mr. CAPPER. There have been in the courts here several 
cases having to do with this particular claim, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Why is it not a claim of the property own- 


ers against the railroad company and not against the District 
of Columbia, and why is there a bill here proposing that the 
United States shall pay half of it? 

Mr. CAPPER. It was found some years after this tunnel 
was built - 

Mr. CARAWAY. Who found? 

Mr. CAPPER. There was a settlement in the tunnel—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. That was where the District went in and 
made a voluntary settlement? 

Mr. CAPPER. No. I mean there was a settlement in the 
ground—that is, the subsurface of the ground—and the tunnel 
had to be reconstructed. The railroad company asked the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to attend to the work, and, according to the 
records, it cost something like $58,000. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is what I am coming to, If the rail- 
road company constructed a faulty tunnel, then why should 
the District of Columbia come in and offer to supervise and 
assume any responsibility for correcting this defect in the 
construction on the part of the railroad company? It grew 
out of the company putting in faulty timber work, did it not? 


Mr. CAPPER. That is correct. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The claim has been here for at least 10 
years. There was never any obligation on the part of the 
District of Columbia to supervise and superintend that con- 


struction. Nobody ever authorized them to do it. 

Mr. CAPPER. The railroad company appealed to the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. And they voluntarily went in there 
assume something over which they had no authority, 
nobody ever authorized them to do it. 

Mr. CAPPER. A mistake may have been made but at any 
rate it was done. The present officials of the District of 
Columbia were in no way responsible for it, and they have been 
doing their best to collect for the District of Columbia. The 
‘ase has been in the courts for years, 

Mr. CARAWAY. T think the bill ought to go over. I 
unwilling that we should do this. Let it go over. 

Mr. CAPPER. I may add that this matter has been before 
the citizens’ associations, representing the taxpayers of the 
District of Columbia, and we find their report here, from 
which it appears that, under all the circumstances, they are 
of opinion that the District is in a better way to secure its 
money through this compromise than in further litigation. 

Mr. CARAWAY. But they are not getting a cent out of the 
railroad company through this compromise. They are asking 
the Federal Government to pay. 

Mr. CAPPER. No; the bill is to authorize the District to 
accept $80,000 from the railroad company by way of a com- 
promise, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Did any lawyer advise them to do that? 

Mr, CAPPER. All the lawyers the District has had in this 
litigation advised it. a 

Mr. CARAWAY. On which side were they employed? 

Mr. CAPPER. There is one lawyer on the present Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and the corpora- 
¢ion counsel himself strongly urges it. There was a similar 
suit, involving another controversy, in which the District lost 
its case, and then important witnesses in this case have dis- 
appeared, For those reasons now the District commissioners 
are strongly of the opinion that this compromise ought to be 
uecepted., 

Mr, CARAWAY., 


to 
and 


um 


The District needs somebody to look after 


its legal department then when such a thing as this is advised. 
I withdraw my objection. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
time, and passed, 


amendment, 
read the third 
KATE 


The bill (S. 1548) for the relief of Kate Canniff was consid. 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 


CAN NIFF 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Kate Canniff the sum of 
$1,545, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
in full compensation for the death of her husband, James Canniff, who 
received injuries April 15, 1901, while in the service of the United 
States on the lighthouse tender Haze, and as a result of which he died 
on October 20, 1909, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this bill was introduced by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WatsH], and I want to ask him 
if he does not think that it would be better to amend the bil! 
in line with the report. As the bill now reads, it would pay 
the widow $1,345 “in full compensation for the death of he: 
husband.” I note in the report just how this $1,345 is arrived 
at, and it is suggested as “a liberal compensation for the 
injuries and expense sustained by him as the result of tly 
accident.” Then the report itemizes the different amounts 
follows : 

Expense of amputation; 2 artificial limbs, repairs to same 
7 years; two subsequent operations; 3 months’ continement 
hospital; medical attendance, nurses, drugs aa a Race 
Loss of pay from Mar. 15 to May 14, 1902, during which time he 
was separated from the service, at $50 per month _ ~~~ 
Loss of salary from May 1, 1909, to date of his last separation 
from the service, to Oct. 30, 1909, the date of his death, at $50 
per month ~~ 2 ai 
That figures up $1,345, and apparently that is really what 
this amount was intended to take care of. I merely wanted to 
suggest that the Senator might think it wise to indicate the 
real purpose of the payment of the $1,545 instead of making it 
for compensation for the man’s death, to make it reimbursable 
for the expenses incurred. That just occured to me. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I thought that with 
there would be no misunderstanding about it. 

Mr. JONES. I took what I read from the report. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. As the Senator was speaking, | 
thought perhaps it might be advisable to insert after the word 
“ for,” in line 6, the words “ losses sustained through,” so that 
it would read, “in full compensation for losses sustained through 
the death of her husband.” 

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator think that really covers it? 
As a matter of fact, $975 of this amount is for expense of ampu- 
tation. two artificial limbs, repairs to same for seven years, two 
subsequent operations, and so forth. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Those are losses sustained by her 

Mr. JONES. Not by reason of his death. This is competsa 
tion for these matters. I do not want to object to the bill, but 
I just want to suggest that matter to the Senator, It struck 
me that $1.345 was a very small compensation for the death of a 
man, So I looked at the report, and I found that, as a matter 
of fact, it was for compensation for expenses, you might say, of 
his last sickness, and so forth. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is quite true; it is not quite 
accurate to put it this way. But the bill was passed in exactly 
this form at least five times. 

Mr. JONES. I know that a similar bill was passed. I merely 
make the suggestion. I do not object to the passage of the bil! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 


is 


for 
in 


S75 


100 


the report 


WILLIAM HENSLEY 


The bill (S. 1623) for the relief of William Hensley was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, on page 6 of the report I find 
that this was for an injury occurring away back in 1910. Tlu 
report says that there was a slight incised wound of the right 
cheek, and the injury was caused by the negligence of the claim- 
ant. The work this man was doing was not in the line of his 
duty. He was not ordered to do it. On page 7 it appears that 
the claimant was “reported at the dispensary with a splinter 
under the left middle finger nail. He received treatment and 
was advised to return to work.” That was from the surgeon. 
W. G. Betts, quarterman, also reported “ probable duration of 
incapacity for work due to injury, no absence necessary.” 

Then the United States surgeon, L. W. Spratling, reported on 
July 19, 1910, that the claimant “ reported at the dispensary 
with a punctured wound, web of left index finger. A report 
was sent to the commandant at the time stating that he had 
received treatment and was advised to return to work,” 
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There does not seem to be any liability and no injury suffi 
cient to warrant this bill. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wits in the chair). 
jection is made, and the bill will be passed over. 


Ob- 


ALLOWANCES TO CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS 


The bill (S. 2032) for the relief of certain officers and former 
officers of the Army of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. I would like to have an explanation of that bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I note that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. CopeLtanp], who introduced the bill, not 
present, and I suggest that it go over for to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 


is 


prejudice, 
PROTECTION OF NAVIGABLE STREAMS 
The bill (S. 1181) authorizing an appropriation to be ex- 


pended under the provisions of section 7 of the act of March 
1, 1911, entitled “An act to enable any State to cooperate with 
any other State or States, or with the United States, for the 
protection of the watersheds of navigable streams, and to 
appoint a commission for the acquisition of lands for the pur 
pose of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers,” 
amended, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, at the suggestion of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OverMAN] I am 
going to ask that the bill may go over to-day. However, I do 
want to notify my friend the Senator from North Carolina 
that at the very earliest opportunity I shall call this impor- 
tant measure up for action. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


Mr. McNARY. I desire to call attention to orders of business 
39, 40, 41, 42, and 43. Those are all departmental bills which 
have been introduced at the request of the Department of Agri- 
culture. In view of the absence of one of the members of the 
committee who desired to have an opportunity further to con- 
sider some of these bills and study them, I ask that they may 
go over to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate 
Joint Resolutions 20, 21, and 42, Senate bills 1182 and 1531 will 
be passed over without prejudice, in accordance with the request 
of the Senator from Oregon. 


as 


PASSED OVER 


TAMPICO MARINE IRON WORKS 


The bill (S. 472) for the relief of Tampico Marine 
Works was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 4, after the word 
“pay” and a comma, to insert the words “out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, may we have a brief explanation 
of this bill? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, the amount stated in the 
bill is for work performed by a concern at Tampico on a vessel 
owned by the Shipping Board. The bill carries the amount 
which the Shipping Board consented to pay. The company at 
first asked for a larger sum. It was a foreign company and 
did not know that under our admiralty law it could not sue on 
a claim after a certain time. The time limit elapsed while they 
were attempting to compromise the matter. On this account it 
is necessary to obtain relief by a bill in Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is no question about 
the amount? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. None. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Claims was, on 
page 1, line 7, to strike out “$4,677 and insert in lieu 


Iron 


7.98 ” 
thereof “ $2,573,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to the Beaumont Export & Import Co. 
for the Tampico Marine Iron Works, a foreign corporation, the sum of 
$2,573 in full settlement of all claims due the Tampico Marine Iron 
Works by the Government of the United States for work on, repairing, 
raising, and furnishing material for the United States Shipping Board 
vessel Latham, during the year 1920, on presentation to the Secretary 
of the Treasury from the Tampico Marine Iron Works of an authoriza- 
tion for payment of said amount to the Beaumont Export & Import Co., 
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said authorization being in such terms as to make said payment to the 
Beaumont Export & Import Co. a complete settlement of all claims 
herein referred to. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. SPATES 

The bill (S. 1336) for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this claim seems to be 45 years 
old. That is a pretty long time to let go by before bringing 
a claim. I object. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
listen to me a moment in reference to the bill? This accident, 
as the Senator stated, happened some 45 years ago. The 


claimant is now a very old man, and crippled because of the 
negligence of our Government. He was a carpenter employed 
at the Capitol, and while carrying a heavy timber fell through 
one of the sewer traps in front of the Capitol, which was found 
to defective. He broke his ankle and has been a cripple 
ever since. He has been trying to get some just relief from the 
Government. A similar bill has been passed by the Senate 
number of times. The amount has been reduced to a 
$1,000, and it is a claim based on fairness and justice on 


a 
mere 


the 


part of the Government. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, when was the 


claim first presented, if the Senator from Nevada knows? 

Mr. ODDIE. It has been presented to previous Congresses 
a number of times, but I do not know just how far back. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That happens in a great many 
A claim is presented here and passes one House of 
Congress during a given session and fails to pass in the other 
House, and after a period of some years we then plead the 
laches of the claimant as a reason for rejecting the claim oF 
for not allowing it. I think our system in disposing of such 
matters is quite defective and that we ought not ourselves to 
cause the postponement of a claim and then plead laches 
against its final adjustment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator that 
the first appearance, so far as the report indicates, was in the 
Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, so that many years appar- 
ently went by before there was any presentation of the claim, 
After a lapse of 45 years it is rather dangerous to allow claims 
for tort, when the Government is not in a position to defend 
itself. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I 
Las been here longer than that. The Senate has acted favorably 
on it two or three different times. It really very mert- 
torious claim, as stated by the Senator from Nevada. This old 
man is a cripple now. I have seen him repeatedly, and he is a 
cripple as the result of the accident. If he did wait a few years 
before he asked for it, I do not think that should be held against 
him. All the testimony shows that his present condition is due 
to the accident. He is getting old and is unable to do anything. 
The accident was because of a faulty sewer trap through which 
he fell while working here on the Capitol Grounds, and through 
no fault of his own. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, if the Senator 
will permit me further, in support of the suggestion of ihe Sen- 
ator from Florida, I notice that some of the affidavits are dated 
as far back as 1885 and 1886, and that in 1914 the Superin- 
tendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, Mr. Wood, made 
a report on the matter to Senator Bryan, who was then chair- 
man of the Committee on Claims of the Senate. While there 
is no express statement in the Recorp that any action was taken 
by either House shortly after the injury, it does appear that the 
affidavits were taken at that time, indicating that some efforts 
were being made to collect the claim. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I am confident that efforts have been 
made for a great many years. It seems to me this matter has 
been pending since I have been on the committee, for the past 
11 years. We have a number of times reported the bill favor- 
ably. I hope the Senator from Utah will withdraw his objec- 
tion to this particular bill, because if we have any meritorious 
claims before the Senate, this is one of them. 

Mr. KING. Very well, I will withdraw the objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, to strike out “ $2,000” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ $1,000,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Benjamin F. Spates, out of 


Cases, 


rather think the claim 


is a 
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iny money in the 
$1,000 for a personal injury received by him on September 17, 1885, 
without fault or negligence on his part, while in the service of the 
United States Government, performing labor at the Capitol 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reperted to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendinent was concurred in 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BREWSTER AGEE 

The bili (S. 1442) for the relief of Brewster Agee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any Money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Brewster Agee the sum of $2,500, as 
compensation for loss by death of her husband, George L. Agee, killed 
by United States soldiers during a riot at Griffin, Ga., on or about 
March 8, 189%, 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, a similar bill has passed the 
Senate several times previously providing for $5,000 instead 
of $2,500. The reason why, in introducing the bill, I fixed the 
amount at $2,500 instead of $5,000 is because at the last ses 
sion of Congress the House Committee on Claims appointed a 
subcommittee to consider the matter, and they agreed to ap- 
prove the payment of $2,500 instead of $5,000, 

I happen to be familiar with the claim. I know the widow 
mid know all about the matter. 
the affidavit that death was caused from this wound. The 
doctor is one of the leading doctors in the South. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I note in the report that the 
death of this man did not occur until 11 years after the acci- 
dent. Can the Senator state the character or nature of the 
weund? 

Mr. HARRIS. He was shot in the stomach and was very 
badly bent over for 11 years as a result of the wound. He 
happened to live in the town in which IT reside. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator knew him and knows the circum 
stances 7 

Mr. HARRIS. I know all about the case and I have talked 
with the doctor about it. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator is satisfied that his death was 
really the result of this accident? 

Mr. HARRIS. The ablest doctor in the State made an affi- 
davit to that effect. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
und passed. 

HEIRS OF GEORGE E. TAYLOR 


The bill (S. 1358) for the relief of the heirs of George EK. 
Taylor, deceased, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to have a statement 
of the matter from the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CAaRAWAY}, 
who reported the bill from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, the bill was introduced by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. SwANson]. A postal employee 
in the classified service was charged with embezzlement and 
dismissed from the serviee. He was completely vindicated in 
relation to the charge and was not responsible at all for the 
loss of the funds. He sought to be reinstated in his old place 
of employment. He had been so employed for a long time and 
had no other means of livelihood and no other calling or pro- 
fession. 

Ile was dismissed in 1911. In 1921 by an Exeeutive order 
it was attempted to reinstate him, but he had then reached 
the age of 65 vears and was denied reemployment. His repu- 
tation was blasted, his occupation was gone, his only means 
of earning a livelihood had been unjustly taken away from 
him by the Government, and the committee thought that $4,000 
was a very reasonable sum in consideration of the humilia- 
tion and disgrace and loss of employment he sustained, and 
reported favorably that amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ent consideration of the bill? 

here being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and was read as follows: 


Is there objection to the pres- 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to M. H. Taylor and Vertuer 
Tate, children and heirs of George E 


said sum to be in full and final settlement of all claims for salary he 
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I know the doctor who made | 


Taylor, deceased, out of any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000, | 
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would have received had he not been unjustly arrested and dismisse:| 
from the Postal Service on May 11, 1911, to the date of bis reinstate 
ment on November 16, 1921, by Executive order. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed, 

0. H, CHRISP 


The bill (S. 1113) for the relief of O. H. Chrisp was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims, with an amendment on page 1, 
line 6, to strike out “$27,500” and insert in lieu thereot 
* $10,000," so as to inake the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to O. Hl. Chrisp, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000 
being damages for personal injuries due to the negligence of thy 
Director General of Railroads on January 17, 1919, at Crawfordsvill 
Ark, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRATTON,§ Mr, President, [ would like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas if the proper procedure would not be to re 
move the statute of limitations and let the man sue in the courts 
for recovery of the amount claimed rather than to appropriate ij 
out of the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. CARAWAY. His cause of action would be against the 
Railway Administration, which has gone out of existence 
There is nobody for him to sue. Inasmuch as there is no ques 
tion about the extent of his injury or the justness of his claim, 
it was the belief of the committee that he ought to be paid, and 
they finally fixed upon this amount. He had a judgment for 
$27,500 and it was reversed solely upon the ground that the suit 
ought io have been against the Railway Administration. There 
was no question about the liability. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let me make a further inquiry of the Sena 
tor. Has the Railway Administration expired for all purposes? 
Is it not in force now for some purposes? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I would say that I do not think it is for any 
purpose at all. 

Mr. BRATTON. I was under the impression that it was con 
tinued for the purpose of being sued upon old claims. I may 
be in error. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 
in error. 

Mr. BRATTON. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 

Mr. BRATTON. 
bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The Senator may be correct and IT may be 


Is it a unanimous report of the committee? 
It is. 
I have no objection to the passage of the 


REFUND OF ESTATE TAX TO EUGENE DU PONT 
The bill (S. 341) for the refund of estate tax erroneously 


collected was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is 
hereby authorized and directed to receive, comsider, and determine, in 
accordance with law, but without regard to any statute of limitations, 
any claim filed not later than six months after the passage of this act, 
by Eugene du l’ont, surviving executor of the will of Amelia B. du Pont, 
late of Christiana Hundred, New Castle County, Del., deceased, for the 
refund of estate tax erroneously collected from the estate of said 
Amelia E. du Pont in 1918. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized anil 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, to said Eugene du Pont, surviving executor 
of the will of the said Amelia E. du Pont, any amount allowed in t! 
determination of any claim filed in accordance with this act. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Committee on Finance ha- 
made very liberal provision for the bringing of suits for taxes 
erroneously collected and has been opposed to removing tlic 
statute of limitations exeept in important cases. I will ask the 
Senator from Delaware | Mr. BAyarp]| to explain the reason for 
this apparent exception to the general rule. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the reason why this does not 
appeal to the Senator, apparently, is because it does not come 
within that statute. It does not come within the statute of 
limitations nor the recommendations made by the Committee on 
Finance, 

These moneys were paid into the Federal Treasury in perfect 
good faith and the question was raised as to whether or no 











1928 


there should be a rebate in regard to the large sum paid in by | 
the estate } 
The sums in quest crew largely out of a stock dividend } 
or What Was supposed to be stock divideml. The Treasury 
Department made thre separate and distinet rulings upon 
whether or not this was a stock dividend or not stock divi 
dend and therefore amenable to tl income tax law A case | 
was finally brought by some other person in the district court 
which was taken to the Supreme Court, and then, and not un 


then, did the Treasury Department get bel 


ind the decision and 





ike a final ruling 

The record discloses that every effort was made by th 
estate to do everything just and proper under the law Mrs 
du Pont paid in all the money she was called upon bv the | 
Treasury Department to pay, and he adjustment came and 
the amount was determined and the rebate was fixed as t 
amount, the Treasury Department said, We are very sorry 
but the statute of limitations has run and, according to ow 
policy, no matter whether you paid the money providently or 
improvidently, no matter whether you paid the money in the 
best of good faith, we stand back of the statute of limitations 
which has run against you.” 

That is the whole case. In the correspondence will be found 
Statements where Secretary Mellon simply sets up the statute 


of limitations. I wrote a letter to Mr. Gregg, solicitor for the 
department, and he simply set up the statute of limitations 
But neither of them denied the facts in the case nor 
the absolute good faith of the parties having paid the mone) 
at the request of the Treasury Department. They now seek 
to take it out under a ruling of the Supreme Court, which shows | 


denied | 


that the money belongs to the decedent estate. 
Mr. KING. What is the amount involved? 
Mr. BAYARD. The amount involved is $25,918.66. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 


g, read the thiry 
and passed. 


time, | 
i 


INDEXED COMPILATION Of 


ACTS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COM 
MISSION 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, S. Res. 17. } 


which was read, as follows: 


Rescived, That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby re 


quested to prepare as soon as is practicable a manuscript, in form 
suitable to be printed, covering the text of those provisions of law 
which (1) are administered by the commission, (2) affect the com 
mission’s work, powers, or duties, and (3) the commission decides 


should be 
tion of the 
to the 


included so 
Federal 
interstate 


as to make 


avilable a publica 
the regulation of carriers subject 
Sl itably annotated as the 


comprehensive 
laws relating 
commerce act, 


to 


commission 


deems to be of public interest and value with digests, following each | 
section or paragraph, of pertinent decisions of the Federal courts | 
and the commission, together with an index, the text of general rules | 
and regulations, or appropriate reference thereto, promulgated by the 


commission under authority of any of said provisions of law, and such 
tables be 





as may necessary, and to transmit such manuscript to the | 
Secretary of the Senate upon the completion thereof. Such manu 
script, when received, is authorized to be printed as transmitted as 
a Senate document, and shall be in lieu of the mabuscript requested 
by S. Res. 334, Sixty-ninth Congress, agreed to January 28, 1927. | 


Mr. JONES. 
Senator from 
lution. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. President, I do not see in the Chamber the 
Missouri [Mr. Hawes] who submitted the reso- 


Does the 
ington yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. JONES. I do. 

Mr. FESS. I reported the resolution for the Senator from | 
Missouri [Mr. Hawes], and I will explain it if it is desired. 

Mr. JONES. I think I understand the resolution; but what 
I wondered was would the resolution, if adopted, really give 
the Interstate Commerce Commission the authority to incur 
the expense which might be involved. Would the passage of 
a mere Senate resolution authorize that? It seems to me that 
if we desire this information, if we wish to authorize the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission to prepare an annotated pub- 
lication of its decisions and so on, we should properly authorize 
them to do it. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Washington 
permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr, JONES. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. A resolution similar to this was adopted at the 
last session, but it was so broad and at the same time 
limited the time under which the commission was to perform 
the work that we were informed the commission could not 


Senator from Wash- 





sO 
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and it 


to 


properly undertake the 
withdrawn. The 


the 
eeded 


olution, 
howe ver, 


task under 


pr 


was 


commission assemble 


the statutes for their own persona! use. It also collected mate- 
rial for the annotations and gathered the necessary historical 
notes, About 125.000 points have already been covered the 
commission itself offered objection to the resolution at the 

session, but the commission now asks that work be 
aone They have the work 50C per cent completed at the 
present time 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington vield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES. I do 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas It is contemplated by the 

rms of the resolution that the manuscript when received shall 
be printed as a Senate document 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think the information is of 
ery great value and importance 

Mr. FESS And there is not anything, either publicly or 
privately, printed that covers the subject. 

Mr. JONES I agree with the Senator as to the importance 
of the work, and if these data are already prepared, then, it 
seems to me, it would be better to put the resolution in the 
form of a request to the commission to transmit it to the 
senate 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me 


suggest We can accomplish the purpose by the 
a simple Senate resolution ordering the publication 
of the manuscript as a Senate document 

Mr. JONES. Yes: if that is what is desired 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Then, what I am curious to 
know is, Why wouid the Senator from Washington suggest that 


I desire to that 


the resolution be put in the form of a concurrent or joint 
re solution ? 
Mr. JONES. I am not suggesting that finally, but I am 


uggesting that we ask the commission to transmit to the Senate 
what tbey have 


already gathered together. This is what I 
have in mind: Suppose the commission had not done anything 


of this sort, and then the Senate adopted a resolution requesting 


the commission to do it. They would have to go to very con- 
siderable expense, probably, to employ a force, and all that. 
| The question in my mind is whether or not we could de that 
by a simple Senate resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 


ington yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Why suppose the commission 
have not done it when we are assured that they have? 

Mr. JONES. This resolution is framed apparently, from its 
wording, on the idea that they have not done it; and the resolu- 
tion really directs and authorizes them to do it now. The Sena- 


| tor from Ohio | Mr. Fess] says the data have already been pre- 


pared and gathered together. 


Mr. FESS. At the last session a resolution relative to the 
subject was adopted. The commission then, however, suggested 
that in the form in which the resolution was framed it was 


almost impossible for it, with its force, to do the work, because 
the resolution limited the time within which it should be done. 
The commission thought it was an important thing, and 
withstanding that the resolution was withdrawn the commis- 
sion thought it was of such importance that they proceeded at 


not- 


once to assemble the data. I have word from the commission 
to the effect I have stated, because I refused to report the 
resolution until I got word from the commission. They recom- 
mend that this work shall be done, and, I repeat, it is now 50 


per cent completed. 


Mr. JONES. I have no objection to the resolution, except it 
does seem to me that we have not any authority by a mere 
Senate resolution to authorize the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission or ahy other governmental body to go to consijder- 


able expense in preparing matter for publication. 

Mr. FESS. We have frequently, however, asked for reports 
from various departments of the Government. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; but I do not remember of our ever having 
asked for anything like this. This resolution requires the com- 
mission, if it requires anything, to proceed to gather together in 
manuscript form all the provisions of law administered by the 
commission or which affect the commission's work, powers, or 
duties, and decisions of the Federal courts and of the commis- 
sion. The resolution also provides that the publication must be 
“snitably annotated as the commission deems to be of public 
interest and value with digests, following each section or para- 


graph of pertinent decisions of the Federal courts”; and all 
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that of thing. I think that is very desirable and I should 
be glad to get such a work. All that I had in mind, however, 
was that we ought not to ask the commission to do a thing like 


sort 


that by a mere Senate resolution. We can not authorize the 
commission to do anything of that kind: we can not authorize 
the expenditure of money for that purpose, It takes the con- 


current action of the two Houses to do that. 


Mr. FESS. I assume that the commission itself could proceed 
to collect or assemble this information if it thought that it was 
important, but could not print it unless authority was granted. 

Mr. JONES. I doubt very much if it could do that without 
authority from Congress; but I do not make any point about 
that. I am not going to object to the resolution, but it does seem 


to me that we are going quite a long way in directing—tfor that is 


what it is—-the Interstate Cotnmerce Commission to prepare a 
very extensive publication such as is contemplated by the 
resolution, 

Mr. FESS. I urge the Senator to read the report on the 


resolution, because I think he will find it entirely satisfactory. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator from Washington does not object to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. Is the Chair correctly advised? 
Mr. JONES. The Senator from Washington does not object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
BILLS PASSED OVER 
The bill (S. G20) for the relief of Russell & Tucker and cer- 


tain other citizens of the States of Texas, Oklahoma. and Kan- 


sus Was announced as next in order. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, this bill is of interest to my 
State. The author of the measure [Mr. MAyFrerp] is not in | 


the Chamber. I ask that the bill may go over without prejudice. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made 
The bill (S. 744) to further develop an American merchant 


marine, to secure its permanence in the transportation of the 
foreign trade of the United 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES. We can not 
I will ask that it may go over 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
without prejudice. 

Under an order heretofore entered, Calendar Nos. 39, 
12, and 45 will be passed over without prejudice. 
on the calendar will be stated. 


The bill will be passed over 


40, 
The next 


1, 
bill 


TIME EXTENSIONS UNDER OIL 


The bill (S. 1155) to grant extensions of time under oil and 
gas permits was announced as next in order; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
and Surveys with amendments. The first amendment was, on 
puge 1, line 6, after the word “ the,” to strike out “acts” and 
insert “ act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I think we ought to have some 
explanation as to the need for the bill. I see the Senator who 
introduced it is not now present, and I will therefore ask that 
the bill go over 

The PRESIDING 


objection. 


AND GAS PERMITS 


Without objection, the amend- 


OFFICER. The bill will over under 


zo 


UTAH NATIONAL PARK 


The bill 1312) to change the name of the Utah National 
Park, the establishment of which is provided for by the act of 
Congress approved June 7, 1924 (48 Stat. 593), to the “ Bryce 
Canyon National Park,” and for other purposes, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


(Ss, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the area within the State of Utah described 
in the act of Congress approved June 7, 1924 (43 Stat. 593), providing 
for the establishment of the Utah National Park, shall be, when estab- 
lished as a national park, known as the Bryce Canyon National Park. 
Sec. 2. That the east half east half section 25, township 36 south, 
range 4 the east half southwest quarter section 20, and all of 
and 30, township 36 south, range 3 west; all of sec- 
township 37 south, range 4 west; and all of sections 
township 37 south, range 3 west, Salt Lake meridian, be, 
and the same are hereby, excluded from the Powell National Forest 
and made a part of the Bryce Canyon National Park, subject to the 
provisicns of the aforesaid act of Congress approved June 7, 1924. 
Sex That unsurveyed sections 28 and township 36 
3 west, and section 20, township 37 south, range 3 west, 


west: 
sections 21, 29, 
tions 24 and 25, 


19 and 30, 


south, 
Salt 


33, 
range 
Lake 


meridian, public lands of the United States, be, and the same are 


States, and for other purposes, was | 


dispose of that bill this morning, so | 
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hereby, added to and made a part of the Bryce Canyon National Pari 
subject to the provisions of the aforesaid act of Congress app 
June 7, 1924. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the title of this bill is to change 
the name of the Utah National Park, but apparently it ha 
some other provisions. I do not know how important thos 


provisions muy be, but I should like to have an explanation 
to the full extent of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
object to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let it go over. The Senator who introdu 
it is not now present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will go over. 

Mr. JONES subsequently said: Mr. President, when Senate 
bill 1312 was reached, I asked that it go over. I have since 
had an opportunity to examine the bill, and desire to withdraw 
my objection and request that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the « 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

NATIONAL 


the Senator desire 


Objection is made, and the bil] 


PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 

The bill (S. 1284) amending the act approved April 30, 1926 
entitled “An act amending the act entitled ‘An act providing 
for a comprehensive development of the park and playground 


system of the National Capital,’ approved June 6, 1924,” w : 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the proviso in section 1 (a) in the act 
approved April 30, 1926, entitled “An act amending the act entit 
‘An act providing for a comprehensive development of the park 
playground system of the National Capital,’ approved June 6, 1924 
(Stat. L., vol. 44, p. 874), is hereby amended by striking out 1 4 
words “subsistence not in excess of $10 per day and of travel 
attending meetings of said commission or engaged in investigati 


pertaining to its activities,” 
“travel when attending 
investigations pertaining to 
day in lieu of 


and inserting in lieu thereof the followi: 
of said engaged 
activities and an allowance 
during such travel and services,” 
hereby reenacted so to read follows: “ Provided, That the 
members appointed under this act shall continue in office for ter 
of 3, 4, 5, and 6 years, respectively, from the date of the passage o 
this act, the terms of each to be designated by the President; but t 
successors shall be appointed for terms of that ar 
person to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unex 
pired term of the member whom he shall succeed. All members of t 
said commission shall serve without compensation therefor, but ea 
shall be paid actual expenses of travel when attending 
said commission or engaged in investigations pertaining to its activiti 
and an allowance of $8 per day in lieu of subsistence during such tray 


meetings commission or 


its $S pe 


ol l 


subsistence and 


as 


as 


six years, except 
chosen 


meetings 


and services. At the close of each Congress the presiding officer of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives shall 
appoint, respectively, a Senator and a Representative elect to t 


succeeding Congress to serve as members of this commission until the 
chairmen of the committees of the succeeding Congress shall be chose! 
The Director of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National 
Capital shall be executive and disbursing officer of said commission.” 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Kansas what is the object of that bill? 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the bill merely provides that 
the members of the National Park and Planning Commission 
shall be paid on a flat per diem basis of $8 per day. They now 
have a per diem allowance of $10 per day, but have no salary, 
serving without pay. They are required, however, to make 2 
detailed report at each meeting of their miscellaneous expenses, 
which is a great annoyance, It is desired that the new arrunge 
ment shall be made in order to bring about a better handling 
of the accounts. The proposed legislation is asked for by the 
National Park and Planning Commission. The bill has bee! 
referred to the Director of the Budget, who approves it; il 
involves only a few hundred dollars a year and is in the 
interest of better bookkeeping. I see no possible objection to it 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GRANT TO OREGON FOR PARK PURPOSES 

The bill (S. 1193) granting certain rocks or islands to the 
State of Oregon for park purposes was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 








1928 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE L4is3 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby cranted to the State of 
Oregon for use and maintenance for public-park purposes those certair 
rocks or islands locally known as Castie, Tourist, and Elephant Rocks 
situated in the Pacitic Ocean near the town of Seal Rock and located 
approximately in fractional section 25, township 12 south, range 1 
west, Willamette meridian, Oregon, on condition that same be mai: 
tained in their present condition as natural monuments or objects « 
scenic interest. In the event of failure on the part of the Stat 


comply wih the conditions imposed in this act title shall revert to th 
United States, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and empowered to determine the facts and declare such forfeiture and 
such reversion and restore said lands to the public domain, such order 
of the Secretary to be final and conclusive, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed, 

HORACE A. CHOUMARD 

The bill (S. 511) to reimburse Horace A. Choumard, chaplail 
in Twenty-third Infantry, for loss of certain personal property, 
was announced as hext in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
to make a brief statement? 

Mr. KING. I withhold the objection for the time being. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this bill has passed the 
Senate, I think, four times, and is a very worthy measure. It 
involves a case where a chaplain of the Army, stationed in 
Texas, lost all of his household goods because of a storm which 
occurred there. The bill has been recommended by the depart- 
ment; it has passed this body, as I have said, four times; and I 
hope that the Senator will let it pass on this occasion. 

I wish to say that I am not interested in it by reason of any 
personal acquaintance, for I never saw the chaplain in my life: 
he does not come from my State; but I think it is a worthy 
measure. 

Mr. KING. Let me ask the Senator upon what theory is the 
Government to be held liable for what might be denominated in 
law “acts of God”? If we pay a chaplain for his personal 
property that has been lost because of a flood, why not, then, 
pay everybody who may be in the employment of the Govern- 
ment—every soldier, every sailor, every officer, every person 
who is in the Reclamation Service—if a flood comes or if light- 
ning strikes his house and burns his property or an earthquake 


attention to the comprehensiveness of this measure, and the 
lack of limitations, and the obligations which, if this is to be 
au precedent—and it would be—the Government inevitably 
would assume. 

I ask the Senator himself if he regards this measure as wise. 
It may be entirely proper, but it strikes me that we ought to 
consider it very carefully. I will ask the Senator net to put me 
to the necessity of objecting, but let it be passed over until we 
can look into it a little further, and it may be taken up at the 
next meeting of the Senate 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, I shall be glad to do that; but I 
want to say that the War Department reported this as being an 
entirely just claim. The War Department did suggest that 
there ought to be a general law on the subject, but this seemed 
to me te be an exceptional case; and in view of the fact that 
not all of the losses were paid, but only a portion of them, and 
this man being a chaplain in the Army, I thought we might well 
pay this claim. As I say, the committee thought so, too. This 
is the fifth time they have thought so, and the Senate itself 
has thought so four times; and I am sure when the matter 
comes up again the Senator from Utah will agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

W. H. PRESLEIGH 

The bill (S. 593) for the relic f of W. H. Presleigh was Con. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 2, after the enacting clanse, 


| to strike out “ That there be paid ” and to insert “ That the See- 


retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to W. H. Presleigh, of Meadow 
Creek, Wash., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $900, for damages suffered by him on account 
of injuries received while performing his duties as janitor of the Nerth 
Yakima, Wash., office of the United States Reclamation Service on 
October 1, 1907 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, let there be an explanation of 


that bill, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, apparently Presleigh was a jani- 
ter in the North Yakima, Wash., office of the United States 


. 


Reclamation Service, and he was directed by one of the officers 


occurs or some other catastrophe destroys it? If the Govern- | 


ment is to be held liable for the loss of property by reason of 
“atastrophes of that character it would be held liable morally, 
if not legally, for physical injuries received from floods and 
fires and earthquakes, and so forth. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, Mr. President, if there was a 


legal liability capable of enforcement this bill would not be in | 


the Senate, but there is moral liability upon the Government. 
This.man was there in the employment of the Government. 
The Senator talks about others who might incur the loss of 
property under similar circumstances. As a rule, however, 
those who have suffered losses as has the beneficiary of this 
bill are compensated, but there is not any law for the com- 
pensation of a chaplain in the Army for a loss of this kind. 
That is the difference. Nearly all of those in the classes to 
which the Senator has referred who have lest property under 
similar circumstances have been paid by the Government where 
they were working for the Government. I repeat, I think that 
it is a very worthy case. The Senate thought so four times, 
This is the fifth time that it has been asked that the bill be 
passed, and I hope the Senator will allow it to be passed. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, let me say to the Senator that 
I do not understand that his statement is quite accurate—and, 
of course, I do not challenge it at all, because what the Senator 
says may be correct—wherein he states that other employees 
of the Government do receive compensation for loss of property. 
I can conceive of cases where, perhaps, there would be not only 
a moral but a legal liability, but if the Government is to become 
an insurer of the property of every employee from acts of God 
I do not know what the limit would be. Take the railroad 
companies which are carrying the mails; a flood comes and car- 
ries away the bridges, and cars which carry the mail are lost. 
Certainly the Government will not be held responsible for such 
catastrophes. An officer is stationed at a certain place and an 
earthquake occurs. He has thousands of dollars’ worth of prop- 
erty there. Why should the Government reimburse him for his 
antiques and for his other personal property, perhaps of very 
great value, or for his house—he may have wealth and occupy a 
house of his own—which may be destroyed? I merely call 


oe 


in charge to take a team and a hack—this is a report from 
Charles H. Swigart. who had charge of the reclamation work— 
and, he thinks, a couple of engineers, out to the engineers’ camp 
on sections 27-13-17 in the Wide Hollow district of Tieton unit. 
His instructions were to leave the hack there and bring the 
team back. Presleigh states that after he had unhitched the 
horses he went to get on one of them, and the horse was a little 
bit frightened, and some one fired a gun at the same time: that 
frightened the horse more, and he threw Presleigh off and 
kicked him, and the injury apparently resulted from this 
cause, 

Those, in brief, are the circumstances, 

The report from the department is that as far as any in- 
formation they have is concerned, this man was entirely with- 
out fault in the injury he received. The bill has passed the 
Senate twice. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator, if this 
man was an employee of the Government, why should he not 
present his claim to the Employees’ Compensation Commission ? 

Mr. JONES. It occurred prior to the passage of that act. 
The report says: 


The alleged injury occurred prior to the passage of the act of 
May 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 556), which provides for compensation of 
laborers and mechanics injured while in the employ of the United 
States. 


So he did not come under the terms of that act. 

Mr. KING. When was his claim first presented to the Goy- 
ernment? 

Mr. JONES. The injury occurred—— 

Mr. KING. The injury occurred in 1907; but when was the 
claim presented to the Government for the first time? 

Mr. JONES. I do not remember when it was. In 1916, I 
think, the first letter from the department was written. The 
bill was introduced in the Sixty-fourth Congress, and favor- 
ably reported. There was not any authority to present it to 
the Government, because the act previding for such a commis- 
sion had not been passed. Whether or not the claimant took 
it up with any of the members of the delegation before I do 
not know. The bill has passed the Senate twice heretofore, 

Mr. KING. I shall not object. 





: 
| 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The question 
is on agrecing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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HARRY 
The bill (S. 1362) to extend the 
compensation act of September 7, 


SIMPSON 
benefits of the employees’ 


1916, to Harry Simpson was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Employees’ Compensatio 


Commission shall be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to exter 





to Harry Simpson, on account of the results of an injury 

March 9, 1915, while in the performance of duty as an employee he 
navy yard at Norfolk, Va., the provisions of an act entitled “An t t 
provide compensation for employees of the United States suffering 
injuries while in the performance of their duties, and for other pur 


I 


poses,”’ approved September 7, 1916, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I should like 
of that bill. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I reported this bill on be 
half of the Claims Committee. It seems that the Claimant 
was employed in the navy yard at Norfolk and suffered a very 


a brief explanation 


| severe injury on account of the falling of a 1,500-pound weig! 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
aimendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MORTESEN 

The bill (S. 1219) for the relief of William Mortesen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “ sum 
of,” to strike out “ $20,000" and insert * $1,000,” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized. and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Trea not otherwise appropriated, to William Mortesen the sum 
of 1,000 for assistance rendered to the United States Government 
i 1d cases in Oregon. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to know whether the | 
Department of the Interior recommends payment, and if so, 
upon What theory, and what services were rendered by this 


claimant 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to inform 


the Senator. 

Mr. KING. Turning to page 3 of the report made by Judge 
Finney, the Acting Secretary, I find this language: 

The agent, as you see, thinks the Government would be justified in 
pa ¢ Mr. Mortesen something, say, $500, because of his services and 
because it would encourage others to render the Government assistance 
in such cases I am constrained, however, to the conclusion that the 
pr dent which would be created by the passage of this bill would 
result, not in benefits but in most injurious consequences, both to the 


Government and to the citizens of the public-land States. I therefore 


conclude that the bill in question should not become a law. 
I object to the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
bill will be passed over. 


is made, and the 


GROVER ASHLEY 


The bill (S. 1121) for the relief of Grover Ashley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows; 

Whereas Grover Ashley was a private in the Eightieth Field Artillery, 
American Expeditionary Forces; and 

\Vhereas while under arrest he was relieved of a sum of money 
amounting to $815.15 by officer of the day, Second Lieut. Charles 8. 
Allen; and 

Whereas said officer either stole said money, or permitted it to be 
stolen: Therefore 


Be it enacted, etc., 
authorized 


Stat 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury of the 
not otherwise appropriated, to Grover Ashley the sum of 


hereby, 


United 
$815.15. 
The 
ordered 
time 
The 


to 


bill 


to 


without amendment, 
reading, read the third 


to the 
for a 


Senate 
third 


was reported 
be engrossed 
and passed 
preamble was agreed to. 
JOHN F. AND MARY L. WHITE 
The bill (S. 1133) for the relief of John F. White and Mary 
L. White was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was 


read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to ascertain and determine the claims of John F. 
White and Mary L. White, of Riverton, Wyo., for compensation for 
alleged damages and injuries to the property and persons of said claim 


ants and their children sustained in an automobile accident on August 7, 
i918, in the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indian Reservation, Wyo., and to 
certify to ¢ the amounts so determined, if any, as just claims 
for paym«e of appropriations that may be made by Congress 
therefor, 


Mr. KING. I move to amend the bill by striking out, on lines 
11 and 12, the words “for payment out of appropriations that 
may be made by Congress therefor.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Utah. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported’ to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ongress 


nt out 





on his hand. 

Mr. JONES. The main point IT had in mind was why it was 
necessary for us to pass this bill, Would not the claimant come 
under the terms of the employees’ compensation act? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. At the time the accident occurred the law 
was not in operation, but it was put in operation very shortly 
thereafter. The Secretary of the Navy, upon consideration ot 
the case and the serious injury which resulted to this ma) 
handicapping him because of the fact that all of his fingers wer 
removed as a result of the accident, said that this was such a 
case that he thought an exception should be made, and he 
recommended that the bill be passed. 

Mr. JONES. It is all right so far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the co 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALBERT WOOD 

The bill (S. 1217) for the relief 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I note the concluding paragraph 
in the report of the Postmaster General, found on page 3: 

The 
terms 
claim 


of Albert Wood was an- 


with the law 
believed, therefore, 


in accordance 


It 


and the 
that this 


action taken was strictly 
of Mr. Wood's contract. 
is without merit. 


is 


I think the bill had better go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
under Objection. 


will be passed OvVel 


ELIZABETH 

The bill (S. 457) to earry into effect the finding of the Court 

of Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 


B. EDDY 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Elizabeth B. Eddy, widow of 
Charles G. Eddy, of New York, N. Y., the sum of $602.92, and the 
said sum is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury no 
otherwise appropriated, for the purposes of this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

M. ZINGARELL AND WIFE 
The bill (S. 496) for the relief of M. Zingarell and wife, 


Mary Alice Zingarell, was considered as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the words “sum 
of,” to strike out “ $12,000” and insert * $1,140,” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to M. Zingarell and his wife 
Mary Alice Zingarell, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $1,140, to reimburse the said M. Zingarell and 
wife for the taking by the United States, in September, 1917, of three 
certain lots, namely, lots 9, 10, 11, in block 502-B on Furnace Hill, 
Sheffield, Ala., and the loss sustained thereby, said lots being included 
in the site required in the building of an experimental nitrate plant, 
and which said three lots were taken without adequate reimbursement 
to the owners thereof, said M. Zingarell and wife, Mary Alice Zingarell. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | 


read the third time, and passed. 
ELLA H, SMITH 
The bill (S. 1120) for the relief of Ella H. Smith was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whol 
The bill had been reported from the 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 4, after the word “ pay,” 


Committee on Claims 





to insert “out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
propriated,” so as to make the bill read 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl lreasury b ind he 
reby, authorized and di ted to pa mit of any money in the Trea 
r not otherwis l I 1 H. Smi stmistress 
Vynn (rk in Tes 1 ‘ nd me $5.700, which 
mount wW lost y wit it i r nd h s 
Mm i To rOV n ient 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Arkansas 
explain whether there was any negligence on the part of this 
claimant ? 

Mr. CARAWAY. There was none at all. 
and gave her entire time to the post ofiice. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


She was a widow, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | 


read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD RIGGLES 

The bill (S. 2363) for the relief of Richard Riggles was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, after the words “sum 
of.” to strike out “$3,000” and insert 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other 
wise appropriated, the sum of $500 to Richard Riggles, in full pay 
ment for injuries sustained by him n the 6th day of February, 1885, 
while in the disehs 





ge of his duties at the navy yard, Washington, 


resulting in the loss of his right leg 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, it seems strange to me, if this 
man lost his leg without any fault on his part, that the com 
mittee should cut this amount down to $500, and I should like 
a brief explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, the bill was introduced by me. 
The committee cut it down because $500 was the amount that 
would have been paid to the claimant had the accident taken 
place after May 30, 1908 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President. as I under- 
stand, the committee allowed this man a year’s compensation? 

Mr. BRUCE. It allowed him the usual amount. I am not 
asking for an increase 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Which is what would have 
been allowed him under the compensation act? 

Mr. BRUCE. That is the point. 

Mr. JONES. Five hundred dollars would have been his year’s 
compensation ? 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. He got $1.60 a day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

MINTA GOIKE 


The bill (S. 516) for the relief of Minta Goike was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Minta Goike, from any funds 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100, expenses incurred by het 
in going from Memphis, Tenn., to Jefferson Barracks, St. Louis, Mo 
and returning, for t 
Crossley, properly buried 


he purpose of having ber son, Sergt. Bruce I 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
und passed. 

JOSEPHENE M. SCOTT 

The bill (S. 1542) for the relief of Josephene M. Scott was 
nimounced as vext in order 

Mr. JONBS. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 


LXIX——-& 


“ $500," so as to make | 





€ il ed i { I ™ y h I Ix ind h is 
ereby, authorized directed te y ) ‘ M. Scott, widow 

Harry Scott to Mont : ‘ e Treasury 

t otherwise prop d, th f $1,000 se er ft 
the loss o valuable red Pe n, t € which 
\ iused i I ‘ rk I ' \ 

, 1a p tative i b> el ‘ \ 

Mr. KING Mr. President, we have had a | ge nui er of 
claims against the Government for the alleged negligence and 
incompetency of the experts and doctors and veterinarians 
of the Department of Agriculture. I wonder if there is any 
way by which this can be avoided and whether the Governmen 
s liabl for these accidents Why loes not the De pirtment ol 
Agriculture employ mpetent met 

As I recall, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLass] had some 
difficulty and had to prosecute a case in the courts, and did 
show negligence. He brought an action against either the State 
or the negligent veterinarian I repeat, we are having these 


Claims against the Government constantly because of the negli 
gence and incompetency of these people; and it is conceded, as 
1 understand, that the department’s own employees are negli- 
gent and incompetent, or else we would not be responsible 

I would like some explanation as to why the Government 
should pay or what steps are being taken by the Department of 
Agriculture to protect the Government against the incompetency 
and negligence of its own employees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ideration of the bill? 

Mr. KING. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be passed over. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana subsequently said: Mr. President, 
when Senate bill 1542 was reached, objection was made to the 
consideration of it by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] I 
trust he will withdraw his objection. The only fault he finds 
with the measure is that it is founded upon the negligence of an 
flicer of the Government. The beneficiary of the bill is the 
widow of Harry Scott, who owned a very valuable stallion. <A 
representative of the Bureau of Animal Industry went to see 
the stallion for the purpose of testing it for some contagious 
disease, and so handled the case that the stallion died. This 
official was required to give the stallion a certain test under 
the law. The committee finds that he was negligent in making 
the test, and the stallion died. Why should the estate of that 
poor man have to bear the loss of that valuable animal under 
those circumstances? 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
I may say that there is a very valuable precedent on which he 
can rely in this connection, with which 1 happened to be familiar 
some years ago, An agent of the Department of Agriculture 
went to Laurel, Md.. and he handled various disinfectants in 
such a way as to kill some cattle. Claim was presented for 
their value, the claim was thoroughly considered, and was al- 
lowed, and passed both the House and the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
been, 

Mr. BRUCE. The owner of the cattle was made good for 
their loss. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I say to my friend from 
Montana that my objection was more for the purpose of eliciting 
information as to what steps are being taken by the Agricultural 
Department to purge itself of these incompetent and negligent 
officials. We are having claims presented here at every session 
for large damages because of the negligence of officials of the 
department. I am wondering why the Department of Agricul 
ture does not get competent men instead of these incompetent 
persons, 

Under the statement of the Senator, I am inclined to think 
that the Government ought to make payment in this case, and if 
the Senator from Montana will join with other Senators in 
trying to protect the Government by having some legislation 
passed that will compel the Department of Agriculture to em 
ploy competent veterinarians to handle these cases, I shail be 
very glad to cooperate with him 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall be very glad to join with 
the Senator in any legislation that seems necessary; but, of 
course, the Government must choose its agents. and we have a 
Civil Service Commission that we entrust with determining the 
qualifications of applicants for these positions. I do not know 
what else can he done. 

Mr. KING. A bill was presented here to-day which would 
involve the expenditure of many thousands of dollars, growing 
out of the negligence of these so-called public officials. 


Is there objection to the con- 


I do not see why it should not have 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of Senate bill 15427 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GUNNISON-MAYFIELD LAND & GRAZING CO. 

The bill (S. 1856) for the relief of the Gunnison-Mayfield 
Land & Grazing Co. was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and was read, as follows: 


Is there objection to the con- 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized in his discretion to accept title to the following-described 
whole or in part upon ascertainment that said lands 
ire equal in value to the lands to be given in exchange therefor: The 
south half of sections 1 and 2, township 20 south, range 2 east of the 
Salt Lake guide meridian, and to issue to the Gunnison-Mapyfield Land 
& Grazing Co., a corporation, in lieu thereof patents to the following 
described areas or to such part thereof as is approximately equal in 
value to the lands conveyed: The southwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter of section 22, the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter, 
the northwest quarter of the northeast quarter and the northeast quar- 
ter of the northwest quarter of section 21 and the north half of the 
northwest quarter of section 33, township 19 south, range 2 east, and 
lot 4 and the north half of the southwest quarter of section 3, the 
northeast quarter, the southeast quarter and the southwest quarter of 
southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 5, 
the east half of the northeast quarter and the east half of the southeast 
quarter, the northwest quarter of the northeast quarter and the south- 
west quarter of the southeast quarter of section 8, township 20 south, 
range 2 east, Salt Lake meridian: Provided, That the lands conveyed 
to the Government shall thereupon become parts of the Manti National 
Forest and subject to all laws and regulations applicable thereto: 
Provided further, That patents be issued only on the surface rights of 
any of said lands which are included in coal-land withdrawal. 


lands either in 


eection 4, the 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 

JAMES B, FITZGERALD 


The bill (S. 1114) for the relief of James EB. Fitzgerald was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, to strike out “E” and 
insert in lieu thereof “ B,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Employees’ Compensation 
Commission shall be, and it is hereby, authorized to extend to James 
Bb. Fitzgerald, a former employee in the Postal Service, the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, 
and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, compensation 


hereunder to commence from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
James B, Fitzgerald.” 

AIRPLANE ACCIDENT AT MOUNDSVILLE, W. VA. 

The bill (S. 1164) to provide relief for the victims of the 
airplane accident at Langin Field, Moundsville, W. Va., was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask whether this bill pro- 
vides for the payment of the same amount to the representatives 
of each decedent? I should like also to ask what is probably 
the amount involved. The bill seems to place all decedents in 
the same category, and the right of relief to the representa- 
tives of each decedent in the same category. May I have some 
explanation of this bill? I do not want to object to it. Is the 
Senator from Kansas familiar with the bill? 

Mr. CAPPER. Iam not. I think it would be better to have 
the author of the bill here when it is considered. 

Mr. KING. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
without prejudice, 

ACTIONS FOR DEATH OR PERSONAL INJURY 

The bill CS. 1798) concerning actions on account of death 
or personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdic- 
tion of the United States was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and was read, as follows: 


The bill will be passed over 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the case of the death of any person by 
the neglect or wrongful act of another within a national park or other 
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place subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, within 
the exterior boundaries of any State, such right of action shall exist 
as though the place were under the jurisdiction of the State within 
whose exterior boundaries such place may be; and in any action 
brought to recover on account of injuries sustained in any such place 
the rights of the parties shall be governed by the laws of the State 
within the exterior boundaries of which it may be. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 
explanation of the bill. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. A similar bil] has passed the Sen- 
ate many times, at least three or four, but for some reason or 
other it has not succeeded in securing the approbation of the 
House. It is intended practically to make the application of 
what is known as Lord Campbell’s Act to places within the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 

Practically every State now has given a right of action to 
the legal representatives of the dependent relatives of one who 
has suffered a death by reason of the neglect or wrongful act 
of another, there being no such recovery, it will be recalled, at 
common law 

There are a great many places in the United States under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States—the national 
parks, for instance. If a death should occur within those 
places, within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 
there would be no right of recovery on the part of the repre- 
sentatives or dependents of the person who thus suffered death 
as a result of the wrongful act or neglect of another. 

In the State of the Senator I suppose a right of action is 
given by the act of the Legislature of the State of Arkansas 
to the representatives of one who thus suffers, but if the 
death occur within the Hot Springs Reservation, being entirely 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, no recovery could 
be had, because recovery can be had there only by virtue of 
the laws of Congress, The same applies to the Yellowstone 
National Park in Wyoming and the Glacier National Park in 
Montana. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 
State law applicable? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It would; so that if under the law 
of Arkansas a right of recovery could be had if the death oc- 
curred outside of the national park, the same right of action 
would exist if it occurred in the national park. 

Mr. BRUCE. In other words, as I understand it, it is in- 
tended to meet the common-law principle that a personal action 
dies with the death of the person? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, I have no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


I think there should be an 


This act would make the 


WRITS OF ERROR 

The bill (S. 1801) in reference to writs of error was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the writ of error in cases, civil and crimina!, 
is abolished. All relief which heretofore could be obtained by writ of 
error Shall hereafter be obtainable by appeal. 

Sec. 2. That in all cases where an appeal may be taken as of rizhtf 
it shall be taken by serving upon the adverse party or his attorney of 
record, and by filing in the office of the clerk with whom the order 
appealed from is entered, a written notice to the effect that the appel- 
lant appeals from the judgment or order or from a _ specified part 
thereof. No petition of appeal or allowance of an appeal shall be re- 
quired : Provided, however, That the review of judgments of State courts 
of last resort shall be petitioned for and allowed in the same form as 
now provided by law for writs of error to such courts. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. I may say that this is a bill recom- 
mended by the American Bar Association for the purpose of 
simplifying the practice of getting appeals into the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

FANNIE M. HOLLINGSWORTH 

The bill (S. 1795) for the relief of Fannie M. Hollingsworth 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to grant permission to Fannie M. Hollingsworth 
to divert, through a l-inch pipe, for use for domestic purposes and 
fire protection on the property hereinafter described, water from a 
spring in a westerly direction from the said property approximately 
450 yards, the said spring being the only one within such distance of 
the house on the said property, which is described as follows: Lot 4 of 


section 15 in township 33 north of range 18 west of the Montana prin- 
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cipal meridian, in Flathead County, State of Montana, containing ap 
proximately 11 cres, cording to the Government survey thereof 
subject to ich conditions s t Secretary of the Interior may | 

scribe and subject further to the right of said Secretary to terminate 
any permit granted hereunder when, in his judgment, the particular wate 
shall be needed by the Government the iministration and protection 


National Park 


of Glacier 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

JURISDICTION OVER OIL AND GAS LEASES 

The bill (S. 1959) to transfer to the Secretary of the Navy 
jurisdiction over oil and gas leasé 
the Interior on lands in naval petroleum reserves, was con 
sidered us in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as fol 
lows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That jurisdiction over and the administration and 
enforcement of all oil and gas lease on lands in naval petroleum 
reserves issued pursuant to the provisions of section 18 and section 
18(a) of the act approved February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. L. 4387), entitled 
“An act to promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, g 
and sodium on the public domain ure hereby transferred to the Secre 


tary of the Navy 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES E VAN HORNE 

The bill (S. 601) for the relief of James E. Van Horne wa 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to James E. Van Horne, bailiff 
of the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey, the 
sum ef $507, on account of services rendered as bailff of said court. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

G. W. ROGERS 

The bill (S. 2365) for the relief of G. W. Rogers was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwis¢ 
appropriated, to G. W captain, Quartermaster Corps, 
United States Army, the sum of $400, representing the amount 


Rogers, former 
of 
deductions, during the months of May, June, July, and Angust, 1919 
from his pay as captain, Quartermaster Corps, toward the settlement of 
a shortage in bis accounts as disbursing officer in France during the 
period from December 25, 1918, to April 26, 1919, such shortage having 
been subsequently credited in his accounts by certificate of settlement 
No. M—19682-W. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend the third time, 
and passed, 

REDUCTION IN CERTAIN TARIFF SCHEDULES 

The resolution (S. Res. 52) favoring a reduction of tariff 
schedules and the consideration of tariff legislation at the 
present session of Congress was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. seing the unfinished business, 
the resolution will go over. 


EXEMPTION FROM PAYMENT OF INCOME TAX 


The bill (S. 789) to amend the merchant marine act, 1920, 
approved June 5, 1920, by insuring the exemption from income 
taxes during the 10-year period there provided of profits on 
the sale of certain vessels when the proceeds of such sales are 
invested in new American vessels approved by the Shipping 
Board, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. May we have some explanation of the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that it go over. 

Mr. WILLIS (Mr. McNary in the chair). Mr. President, I 
desire very briefly to explain the bill, which has been reported 
unanimously from the Committee on Commerce. 

The situation giving rise to the necessity for this bill is as 
follows: The original merchant marine act of 1920 provided 
that when a vessel owner sold a ship, and immediately re- 
invested the proceeds of such sale in other ships built in 
American shipyards, the provisions of the then income tax law, 
namely, the act of 1918, titles 1, 2, and 3, should not apply. 
In other words, as an encouragement to the American merchant 
marine, shipowners should be exempt from the income tax 


issued by the Secretary of 
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law if the proceeds of sales, as I said, were 
vested in other American-built ships 








We passed another income iX law ij 921 i the Internal 
Revenue Bureau held, and L think rr hi by that a 
the act of 191S ceased to exist as such nd efore th 
intended privilege that should go to shipowners for the 10 
year period from the date of the enaetment merchant 

arine act could no long enjoyed 

The purpose of this legislation is to carry ints {fect the 
clear intention in the merchant marine act of 1920, 1 e 
that for the period of 10 vears following the enactme f th 
law vessel owners who tl us reinvested the pron eeds of the sa 
of their ships in other American-buil hips should have that 
advantage. I might say that the matter was first brought to 
iy attention by the former distinguished Secretary f W: 
the Hon. Newton D faker, who has given the 1 ter much 
study, and was very much interested in the passs r th 
bill 

Mr. BRUCE Mr. Presider < T understand the objeet of the 
bill, it is to relieve shipowners who fall within that class of 
income tax upon the gain on resales’ 

Mr. WILLIS. Precisely The original act provided tha l 
proceeds when invested in other ships should be exempt ft 
the provisions of titles 1, 2. and 3 of the act of 1918. [It is a 
mere technicality. I think the bureau was absolutely right 
its decision; but we want to carry into effect, if we can, the 


riginal purpose of the act 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
vield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield 

Mr. SMOOT. Was this ever referred to the department? 

Mr. WILLIS. It never was, 

Mr. SMOOT Does the 
much is involved in it? 

Mr. WILLIS. I am giad the Senator asked that question. It 
was the opinion of the members of the committee that that was 


Senator know anything about how 


not a matter which concerned the department. Congress passed 
the act of 1920, making a very clear, definite statement of pur 
pose. The question is, Do we want to abandon that or not? Ii 
see med to the members of the 
should be carried into effect 

Mr. SMOOT. I would like to know how far this goes, and I 
ean not say just offhand whether it is legislation that ought to 
be approved, in my opinion. I do not say that it is not, but I 
want the bill to go over to-day, and I will look up the deta 
and learn more about it. I do not want to have it passed to-day 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 


committee that the purpose 


AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION WORK 

The bill (S. 1285) to provide for the further development of 
agricultural extension work between the agricultural colleges 
in the several States receiving the benefits of the act entitled 
“An act donating public lands to the several States and Terri 
tories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and ail acts 
supplementary thereto, and the United States Department of 
Agriculture, was announced as next in order 

Mr. SMOOT. I would like to have some explanation of the 
bill, because it seems to me that there is a large amount of 
money involved in this. It may be perfectly justified, but I want 
to hear Some explanation of it. 

Mr. CAPPER. I think perhaps it would be well to have the 
bill go over, because the committee has had quite an extensive 
hearing, and the hearing has not yet been printed. The printed 
report will probably be here Monday or Tuesday. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have recived numerous telegrains and let 
ters for and against the subject matter of the bill. I do not 
know that they refer to this particular bill, but they refer to 
the same subject matter. I really do not think the measure 
ought to be passed with no discussion whatever 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WtLuis in the chair). The 
bill will go over, under objection 

THE TARIFF A? AGRICULTURAL RELIFF 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock haying 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (S. 
Res. 52) submitted by Mr. McMaster, favoring a reduction of 
tariff schedules and the consideration of tariff legislation the 
present session of Congress 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unani 
mous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside for the purpose of completing the calendar, and that we 
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recur 


of certain 


Order of Business 26, Senate bill 2032, for the relief 

officers and former oflicers of the Army of the United 

States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. CURTIS I have no obiection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
if 


to 


all laws as to all persons alike, regardless of their 


hall enforce 


quest of the-Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 
PUNISHMENT FOR FALSE REPORTS TO THE POLICE 
Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, there is but 
one bill remaining on the calendar that has not been called. 
I ask that it may be stated under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be stated. 
The bill (S. 2277) relating to giving false information regard- | 
ing the commission of crime in the District of Columbia was | 
nounced as next in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. In line 6, after the word “ Columbia,” I move 
to lhsert 
And that all officials of the District shall enforce all laws as to all 
persé alike, regardk of their citizenship, 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
ated 
The LrcGIsLATIvVE CLERK In line 6, after the word “ Colum- 
bia,” insert the words: “and that all officials of the District 
citizenship,” so as to make the bill read: 
Re it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons 
willfully or knowingly to give, or send, or cause to be sent, or to make 
false or fictitious report to the police of a commission of any crime 

within the District of Columbia, and that all officials of the District 

shall enforce all laws as to all persons alike, regardless of their citi- 
zenship. Anyone violating the provisions of this act shall be lable to 
a fine of not less than $5 nor more than $100, or to imprisonment 
not exceeding 30 days, or to both such fine and imprisonment. 
Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I noticed in this morning’s 


Washington Post the following statement: 


SPNATOR AILS 40-MILE SPEEDING 


DRIVING, 


ASS WOMEN MOTORISTS 


WATERMAN TELLS DISTRICT 


TRAFFIC POLICE 


IGNOKE RECKLESS COMMITTER 


Women motorists who drive around Washington at a speed of “ 
40 miles an hour” 


up- 


ward of have aroused the ire of Senator WATERMAN, 


of Colorado, a new member of the Senate District Committee. At a 
meeting of tl committee yesterday, Senator WATERMAN said there 
was need of “drastic legislation” to punish speeding and reckless 
driving 

* Women drivers are particularly reckless,” said Senator WATERMAN 
“I see them driving around the streets at a speed upward of 40 miles 
an hour. No attention is paid to them by the traffic police. They are 


apparently without restraint.” 


In the Washington Times of yesterday afternoon, January 
13, appeared an article which I ask to have inserted in the 
RecorpD at this point without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

The article is us follows: 


With- 


From the Washington Times, January 13, 1928] 


SIR BSME’S SON SENT HOME 

Henry Howard, the 14-year-old boy who, while driving the automobile 
his father, the British ambassador, ran down 12-year-old Beatrice 
Forest, sailed on the Majestic to-day for England. 

Young Howard was accompanied by another brother, Edward. Their 
Sir Esme Howard and Lady Isabella Howard, accompanied them 
York, 

boys will reenter school in England, it was stated to-day at the 


of 
Ik 


pareats 
to New 


The 


British Embassy. 

Trattic Director William H. Harland, who had an _ investigation 
made of the accident caused by young Howard's ignorance of traffic 
regulations, said the matter was a closed incident as far as his office 
was concerned, 

The traffic director filed his report with the District Commissioners, 
recommending that the affair be turned over to the State Department. 
rhe boy is too young to have an operator's permit. The ambassador, 
who was in the car at the time of the aceident, claimed “ diplomatic 
immunity ” fer his son, aud said he himself was to blame for permitting 
the son to drive in violation of the law. 

Mr. BLEASE. In the Washington Star of yesterday ap- 


peared an article, “Attack on judiciary features court trial.” 
I ask that this may be inserted in the Recorp at this point. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered, 
The article is as follows: 

{From the Washington Evening Star, January 13, 1928] 
ATTACK ON JUDICIARY FEATURES COURT TRIAL—PRISONER REFUSES TO 
PAY FINE AFTER CONVICTION ON TRAFFIC CHARGE 
Traffic court became a forum for a dissertation on the alleged cor 
ruption of judges in general and several New York judges in part t 


arral 


charge of 


of New 
Hitt 
the purpose of advertising. 


when Charles Bright gned 
before Judge Isaac R 


for 


York, was 
on a 


yesterday aften n 
hicle s« y 


He was convicted and fined $25, w 


using a motor vs 


he refused to pay, evidently intending to serve a 
Alleging that the trial was 


jail term instead 


a conspiracy to keep him from appearing 
before the subjudiciary committee of Congress to air his troubles, and 
attacking John D. Rockefeller, Bright kept the court in a continual 
uproar. He refused the assistance of counsel] that the judge signed 
to him, saying that he would defend himself 

Bright said he is a member of the Equality League and that 
placarded automobile truck is for the purpose of disseminating its 


propaganda, On the truck are large signs denouncing the judiciary of 
New York and Rockefeller, 

Mr. BLEASE. I also ask that another article may be printed 
in the Recorp at this point entitled “ Howards visit car victim.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Without.objection, it is so 
ordered, 
The article is as follows: 
HOWARDS VISIT CAR VICTIM 
Traffic Director William H. Harland to-day took cognizance of the 


traffic accident in which Henry A. Howard, 14-year-old son of the Britis! 


ambassador, Sir Esme Howard, drove the embassy car Saturday and 
knocked down and seriously injured a 12-year-old girl. 

The boy has no driver’s permit. The regular chauffeur was by his 
side. His mother and father were in the rear seat. 

Assistant Traffic Director M. 0. Eldridge is preparing to-day a de 
tailed report of the affair. 

The question of diplomatic immunity in a case of this kind has never 


arisen and the State Department has taken no action. Whether thi 
fact that the chauffeur, carrying a permit and sitting next to the hoy 
at the wheel, complied with the traffic regulations will be inquired into 


The injured girl is Beatrice Mae De Forest, daughter of John 8. D 
Forest, 3038 Portner Street NW. The accident occurred at Connecticut 
Avenue and Portner Street when the girl alighted from a street car 

The child’s condition is said to be improving. She is suffering 
possible concussion of the brain and an X ray will 
learn if her skull is fractured. 

Sir Esme and Lady Howard called at the De Forest home late yester 
day and, expressing their regret, left flowers. 

Police of the fourteenth precinct made an incidental report of the 
accident but took no further action in the matter because of the dipl 
matic immunity enjoyed by foreign representatives and their families 


Mr. BLEASE. I also ask to have printed in the Recorp at 
this point an article appearing in the Washington Star of 
January 13, 1928, entitled “ Sir Esme Howard's sons returning 
to England,” 

The PRESIDING 
ordered. 

The article is as follows: 


Irom 


be taken to-day to 


OFFICER. Without objection, it is 


s0 


{From the Washington Evening Star, January 13, 1928] 


SIR ESME HOWARD’sS SONS RETURNING TO ENGLAND—LAD WHO FIGURED 1) 
AUTO ACCIDENT AND HIS BROTHER WILL REENTER SCHOOL 

The final episode in the accident case involving Henry Howard, 14 

year-old son of Sir Esme Howard, British ambassador to the United 

States, was written to-day when the boy sailed from New York aboard 

the Majestic for England. Young Howard was accompanied by his 


brother Edward, both of whom are going home to return to school, 
was said. 

The ambassador's son was operating the 
Saturday when it struck and injured 12-year-old Beatrice Mae Il 
Forest. <A report on the accident submitted to the commissioners by 
Traffic Director William H. Harland held the boy responsible. No action 
was taken by the police because of diplomatic immunity, which protected 
him. The ambassador, however, showed every consideration for the 
injured child. 

Sir Esme and Lady Howard accompanied their two sons to New York 
and are expected to return to Washington Monday. 

Traffic Director Harland said that the accident case is closed so far 
as he is concerned. 


Mr. BLBASE. Mr. President, it seems to me it is about time 
for the Senate to go on record in these matters. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BLEASBR. Certainly. 
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Mr. CURTIS If this matter is to be discussed length, 


at 
would it suit the Senator to have the bill go over until a 
future day? 
Mr. BLEASE. Absolutely. I merely wanted to get these 


matters in the Recorp. It is perfectly satisfactory to me to 
ave the bill passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
INVESTIGATION OF SINKING OF “S-4” 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 131) providing for a commis- 


sion to investigate and report upon the facts connected with the 
sinking of the submarine S—j, and upon methods and appliances 
for the protection of submarines, was announced as the last 
entry on the calendar. 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask that the joint resolution may go over 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
prssed over, 
RELIEF OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I now ask that 
we recur to Calendar No. 26, the bill (S. 2082) for the relief 


of certain officers and former officers of the Army of the United 
States, und for ether purposes, 

When that bill was called its author was not present, aud I 
myself was unfamiliar with its provisions. I understand that 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLass] is thoroughly familiar 
with the provisions of the bill and with a similar bill which 
has heretofore passed the Senate. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, as the report indicates, a similar 
bill originated in the House of Representatives and unanimously 
passed the Senate at its last session. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. GLASS. Certainly. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I understand the bill now on 
the calendar is in exactly the same form and contains no new 
items * 

Mr. GLASS. None at all. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It is identical 
which we passed unanimously last year‘ 

3 Mr. GLASS. Exactly. That is the full explanation of it 
} There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 


with the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United States 
is authorized and directed to allow credit in the accounts of the follow 
ing officers :nd former officers of the Army of the United States in the 
sums herein stated which now stand the books 
of the General Accounting Office: 

(2) Herman H. Birney, jr. 
the sum of $1,403.50, 
was accountable 

(4) Capt. 
S$1L.208.66 


as disallowances on 
(formerly second lieutenant, Air Service), 
the amount of public funds for which 
lost or stolen on or about December 1, 1919 
L. C. Brinton Coast Artillery, the sum of 
being the amount of erroneous payments made by him during 
the summer of 1916 while acting as finance officer at 
(5) Col. Earl I. 


being he 


(now major), 


Brownsville, Tex 
Brown, Corps of Engineers, the sum of $9,341.35, 


being the amount paid by him in April, 1920, to the Sheridan-Kirk 
Contract Co., in connection with the construction of Lock and Dam No 
31, on the Ohio River, under contract dated November 6, 1912, and 


disallowed because the release, executed prior to such payment, termi 
nating such contract prohibited such payment, 

(7) Maj. Walter 8S. Drysdale, Infantry, the 
the amount which he, as disbursing officer at 
his accounts for the 
States and Chinese currency. 

(8) P. Essiinger (formerly captain hundred and sixty- 
seventh Infantry), the sum of $499.56, being the amount of public funds 
for which he was accountable, and which he had not 
United States, stolen on or about August 9, 1918. 

(10) Maj. William F. Grote, Quartermaster Corps 
tired), the sum of $294.37, being the 
made by him as disbursing officer at 
1916, to July, 1917. 

(14) Paul C. Hunt (formerly major, Adjutant General's Department), 
the sum of $1,177.54, being the amount which he, 


sum of $5,162.58, being 
Peking, China, credited in 


loss resulting from exchanges between 


Joe One 


refunded the 


to 


(now colonel, re- 


amount of erroneous payments 


Fort Sheridan, Ill, from October, 


officer 


as disbursing 


it Berne, Switzerland, credited in his accounts for the loss resulting 
trom the conversion of French franes into Swiss francs. 


(19) Maj. F. G, Stritzinger, jr. (now colonel General Staff, the 
im of $30.34, being the amount of overpayments made by him as dis 

bursing officer at Deming, N. Mex., in 1916. 
(20) First Lieut. W. W. Infantry, 


being the amount which he, assistant 


$11,276.65, 
States military 


the sum of 


United 


Jenna, 
while 


attaché and acting quartermaster at Athens, Greece, and Belgrade, Yugo 
Slavia, credited in kis accounts for loss resulting from exchanges between 
United Srates and local currency. 
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(21) Maj 











Wallac 4 Philoo int t i f $4,945.64, being 
imouat which he, as disbursing off it Peking, China, credited 
his aceounts for the loss resulting from ex i wiween United States 
ind Chinese currency 
(22) Lieut. Col. C. BE. N. Howard, re d n of $639.20 ing 
the amount paid by him in Jun 11s, to Find na ‘I r Bros, on 
account of shipment of Government prop i 1 ie Pershia 
Expeditionary Forces in Mexico 
Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Treas 10ri nd di “il to 
av, out of any money in I sury n rtherw ipl ited ’ 
the following officers and former officers of ¢ Army the Un i 
States the sums herein stated 
(1) Maj. Earl J. Atkisson, ¢ mi Warfare Service, the sum of 
S00, to coy tl loss of his automobile shipped ou a Governme 
{ lading i 1, 1917, and not subsequently delivered to him, 
ile \ is Government property and sold for S291, which 
was dep the Treasury of the United 8 Ss as mi lu us 
ipts 
(2) Ma Delbert Ausmus (now captain), ¢ Artillery he sum of 
$855.60, being the amount he has funded th United States to 
cover the loss of public funds, for which he was responsible, stolen in 
February, 1920 
(3) William A. Bailey (formerly first lieutenant, Signal ¢ Ss, agent 
officer), the sum of $956.16, being the amount he has refunded to the 
United States to partially cover the loss of public funds, for which he 
was responsible, stolen between October 30, LOLD, and December 20, 
wi 
(4) Capt. Ralph E. Bower, the sum of $155.10, being the amount 
he has refunded to the United States to cover the loss by fire, on or 
about March 6, 1920, of public funds for which he was responsible 
(5) Capt William Bowman, Quartermaster Corps (now warrant 
officer) the sum of $450, being the amount he has refunded to the 
United States to partially cover the loss of public funds, for which he 
was responsible, lost in February, 1919 
(6) Henry C. Chappell (formerly captain, National Guard, retired 
the sum of $58.50, being the amount paid by him to various newspape 
companies for advertisements published in May, 1017, soliciting enlist 


ments in the Quartermaster Reserve Corps 


(7) H. D. Cory (formerly captain, Quartermaster Corps the sum 
of $600, being the amount he has refunded to the United States to 
cover the loss of public funds, for which be was responsible, stolen 
between March 27, 1918, and May 4, 191% 

(8) Capt. Richard D. Daugherity, Forty-eighth Infantry, the sum 
of $256.91, being the amount he has refunded to the United States to 
cover the loss of public funds, for which he was respousible, stolen on 


1918. 


Charles B 


December 7, 


9) Maj Elliott, Infantry, the sum of $15.60, being the 


amount he has refunded to the United States to co. the amount of 
overpayments made by him, through a misinterpretation of regulations, 
to members of the National Guard of New Jersey from September 1, 
1916, to November 30, 1916. 

(10) Capt. Lewis J. Emery, Quartermaster Officers’ Reserve Corps, 
the sum of $139, being the amount he has refunded to the United 
States to cover the loss, through an unavoidable accident, of public 
funds, for which he was responsible, during the transfer of funds at 
Cristobal, Canal Zone, on August 6, 1917 

(11) Joe P. Esslinger (formerly captain, One hundred and sixt 
seventh Regiment, Infantry), the sum of $120.44, being the amount 
he has refunded to the United States to partially cover the loss of 


publie funds, for which he was responsible, stolen on or about August 


9%, 1918 

(12) Capt. Thomas Feeney, Cavalry (now sergeant, detached enlisted 
men’s list). the sum of $7.50, being the amount he paid on or about 
November 29, 1919, toward settling a claim for civilian clothing fu 
ished general prisoners upon their discharge at war prison barracks 
No. 12, Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., in excess of the amount authorized for 
such clothing at that time. 

(13) John H. Hall (formerly first lieutenant, Thirty-third Regiment 
Infantry), the sum of $200, being the amount he has refunded tuo 
the United States to cover the loss of public funds, for which he was 
responsible, lost by him on or about July 6, 1918, while crossing the 
\guadulee River, Panama 

(14) Capt. John Heilich, Quartermaster Corps (now t hnical: s 
geant). the sum of $1,960, being the amount he has refunded to the 
United States to partially cover the loss of publi funds for which 
he was responsible, stolen on about December 10, 191%. 

(15) Nelson Keys (formerly second lientenant, Infantry), the sum 
of $2238.75. being the amount he has refunded to the United States to 
cover the loss of public funds for which he was responsible, stolen oa 
or about December 10, 1918. 

(16) Cap James T. MacDonald, Quartermaster Corps, the sum of 
$39 being the amount he has refunded to the United States to 

er the loss of public funds for which he was responsible, stolen on 
ibout April &, 1920. 














1490 


(17) William D. Nicholas (formerly first lieutenant, Quartermaster 
Corps), the sum of $226.84, being the amount he has refunded to 
the United States to cover the loss of public funds for which he was 


lost by 


amount 


responsible, the cashing of a check, on a forged indorsement, 
between May 2, 1919, and August 4, 1919. 

Perry (formerly captain, Artillery Corps), 
the sum of $1,521.84, being the amount he has refunded to the United 
States to cover the loss on the United States Army transport Princess 
Vatioka December 9, 1919, and January 31, 1920, of public 
funds for which he was responsible 


for such 


(18) Alexander Coast 


hetween 


(19) Capt. Talmage Phillips, Quartermaster Corps, the sum of 
$4,727.57, being the amount he has refunded to the United States 
to partially cover the loss of public funds for which he was responsible, 


Stolen at G: Panama Canal Zone. 


F. Risler (formerly captain, Ordnance Department), 


tun, 
(20) Charles 
the sum of $57, being the amount paid by him for advertising, on July 


7, 1919, the sale of surplus ordnance supplies. 


SE +. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
fo pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to the Berwind-White Coal Mining Co. the sum of $118.40. Such sum 


represents the amount of the damages sustained by such company as a 
the United Army chartered barge 
Kureka No, 2, owned by such company, and the United States Army 
chartered tug Reliable, in New York Harbor, on August 23, 1918, due 
steering gear on such tug. 

Sec. 5. The of the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Clarence W. Hengen (formerly private, Machine Gun Company, One 
hundred sixty-first Infantry), the sum of $55. Such sum repre- 
the amount of pay due the said Clarence W. Hengen as private, 
and mailed to him on or about February 21, 1918, but which he failed 


to receive 


result of a between States 


collsion 


fective 


to cle 


Secretary 


and 


seuts 


See. 6 


The 


out ol 


Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
Motter (formerly corporal, Company E, Three hundred 
and twenty-ninth Infantry), the sum of $50. Such sum represents 
the deducted from the pay of the said George G. Motter for 


to pay, 


to George G 


amount 


the purchase of a Liberty bond which he has not received. 
Sec. 7. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $216.75. 


to John Schmidt, of Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 
Such sum is equitably due him on account of the cancellation by the 
Thited November 1, 1917, of a contract granting him the 
privilege of grazing stock on a certain portion of the Fort Leavenworth 
Military Reservation for one year beginning July 1, 1917. 

Sec, 8. The Secretary of the authorized and directed 
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to the following newspapers and publishing companies the sums herein 


States on 


Treasury is 


stuted: 

(1) Charleston American, Charleston, 8. C., the sum of $58.40. 

(2) Dispateh Printing Co., St. Paul, Minn., the sum of $60.48. 

(3) Evening Post Publishing Co., Charleston, 8S. C., the sum of 
$40.32. 


(4) Montgomery Advertiser, Montgomery, Ala., the sum of $16.75. 

(5) Newburgh News Printing & Publishing Co., Newburgh, N. Y., 
the sum of $27. 

(G6) The New York Evening Journal, New York, N. Y., the sum of 
$420. 

(7) Spokesman-Review, Spokane, Wash., the sum of $25.40. 
(8) Stivers Printing Co., Middletewn, N. Y., the sum of $22.50. 
(9) Times Publishing Co., Montgomery, Ala., the sum of $4.69. 

10) Trenton Times, Trenton, N. J., the sum of $13.44. 
(11) Waterbury Republican, Waterbury, Conn., the sum of $22.5 
Such sums represent the value of the printing, done respectively by 
newspapers and publishing companies, of official advertisements 
which were ordered without prior written authority from the Secretary 
of War during the years 1918 and 1919. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
the following former enlisted men of the Army, their heirs or assigns, 
the sums herein stated; 

(1) Jose M. Caballero, the sum of $50. 

(2) Lloyd Cowles, the sum of $50, 


such 
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(3) Charles A, Goodman, $50. 

(4) Perey BE. Leland, the sum of $100. 

(5) Luis Rosario, the sum of $100. 

Such sums represent the value of Liberty bonds which were sub- 


ribed and paid for in full by the respective former soldiers, but never 
them. 

Sec. 10, The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Maj. Paul C. Potter, Infantry, the sum of $572.11, being the ap- 
praised value of personal property lost or destroyed at Plattsburg 
Barracks, N. Y., between the months of May, 1916, and June, 1919. 


received by 


to pay, 
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Src, 11. The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, aut 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the estate of €. C. Spiller, dee 
Hamilton County, Tenn., the sum of 

Sec. 12. The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, auth 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not othe 
wise appropriated, the sum of $7,666.67 to Wynona A. Dixon. 


ased, iF ie L 
$8,000, 


Sec. 13. The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
ized and directed to pay to Sargeant Prentiss Knut, administrat: 
bonis non cum testamento annexo of the estate of Haller Nutt, 


of Natchez, Miss., out of any money in the not 
appropriated, the sum of $131,328. 

Sec. 14. The Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
ized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Henry H. S 
deceased, the sum of $101,242.50, in full settlement of his claim ag 


Treasury otherw 


the United States for the use of a patented invention in the m 
facture of a tent known as the Sibley tent, 
Sec. 15. That the claim of the legal representatives of the estat 


the claim of the legal 
of the estate of Cyprian Dupre, deceased, surviving partner of the 
firm of Desmare & Dupre, for the net proceeds of cotton purchass 
owned by them, taken by the United States sold, and the 
thereof placed in the United States Treasury be, and the 

is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 


law and the facts, ander the act of Congress approved March 12, Is 


Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and representa 


officers, 
proceeds 


for determination of 


(12 Stat. L. 820), any statute of limitations, or the act of Jul 
1864 (13 Stat. L. 376), and all other nonintercourse laws, or se 
179, Judicial Code, to the contrary notwithstanding, and report ; 


Congress. 

Sec. 16. That the claim of Louise St. Gez, executrix of Aus 
Ferre, deceased, surviving partner of the late firm of Lapene & F\ 
for the net proceeds of the coiton purchased or owned by them, ta 
by United States officers, sold, and the net proceeds thereof place: 
the United States Treasury, be, and the same is hereby, referred 
the Court of Claims for determination of the law and the facts, un 


the act of Congress approved March 12, 1863 (12 Stat. L. 820) 
statute of limitations, or the act of July 2, 1864 (13 Stat. L. 376) 
all other nonintercourse laws, or section 179, Judicial Code, to 


contrary notwithstanding, and Congress, 


Sec. 17. 


report to 
That the claim of the legal representatives of Robert Di 
deceased, for the net proceeds of the cotton purchased, or turned « 

to him, or owned by him, taken by United States officers, sold, and 
net proceeds thereof placed in the United States Treasury be, and the 
same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims of the United Stat 
for determination of the law and the facts, under the act of Congress 
approved March 12, 1863 (12 Stat. L. 820), any statute of limitations 
or the act of July 2, 1864 (18 Stat. L. 376), and all other nonin 
course laws, or section 179, Judicial Code, to the contrary notwi 
standing, and report to Congress: Provided, That the sum so paid s 

be in full settlement of all claims and demands whatsoever growing t 
of any judgment so rendered in said claim of Robert Dillon, deces 
and in full of any claims and demands whatsoever growing out of 
transaction, and that no interest shall be paid thereon. 4 

Sec. 18. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is h 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
otherwise appropriated, to William Zeiss, administrator of William 1b. 
Reaney, survivor otf Thomas Reaney and Samuel Archbold, the si 
$34,161.63. 

Sec. 19. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is lh ; , 
authorized and directed to pay to the Governor of the State of M . 
chusetts, or his duly authorized agent, the sum of $253,885.82, o 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 20. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is he 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 4 
otherwise appropriated, to Edward I. Gallagher, administrator of 1 
estate of Charles Gallagher, deceased, of New York, the sun 
$23,387.03. 

Sec. 21. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is he 
authorized and directed to pay to the city of Baltimore, State 
Maryland, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriat: 
the sum of $173,073.60, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendin« 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 5 

Mr. CURTIS. The eall of the calendar has been completed Z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call of the calendar has * 
been completed. 4 

TAX REFUNDS ql } 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolution ‘ ; 
which I ask to have read. t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be reac, ; 


as requested. ; | 
The legislative clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 110), %s : 
follows: 7 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


requested to furnish to the Senate a list, by States, of the names of 
people to whom taxes have been refunded in the last refund of taxes 


made by the Secretary of the 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I understand this list has been 
completed, but that it is not in the form which I suggest in the 
resolution. It will not be long until Congress will be asked to 
appropriate money to pay these refunds. If these names ean be 
submitted by States, it will be quite a convenient thing for Sena- 
tors and for the use of the press. 

I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution, 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, we have not had time to study 
the terms of the resolution. I ask the Senator to let it go over 
under the rule, so we may look into it and see just what it 
covers, 


Treasury. 


Mr. HEFLIN. It would not cost very much. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask that it go over under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senate is going to be asked for about 


$108,000,000 to pay these refunds soon, and if it were to cost a 
considerable sum to furnish the information in the form that I 
have requested it would be money well spent. 

Mr. CURTIS. I agree with the Senator, but the chairman of 
the committee wants to have an opportunity to study the reso- 
lution, 


Mr. HEFLIN. Very well: let it go over until Monday. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 
CALL OF THE ROLI 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 
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Bingham Fess La Follette Schall 

Black Fletcher McKellar Sheppard 

Blaine Frazier McMaster Shortridge 

Blease George McNary Smoot 

Borah Gerry Metcalf Steck 

Bratton Glass Moses Steiwer 

Brookhart Ilale Neely Stephens 

sruce Harris Norris Swanson 

Capper Harrison Nye ‘Thomas 

Caraway Hlawes Oddie Trammell 

Couzens Hayden Overman ‘Tydings 

Curtis Heflin Tine ‘lyson 

Cutting Howell Pittman Walsh, Mass. 

Dale Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 

Deneen Jones Reed, Pa. Warren 

pill Kendrick tobinson, Ark, Waterman 

Edwards Keyes Robinson, Ind. Wheeler 

Ferris King Sackett Willis 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-two Senators haying | 


answered to their names, a quorum is present. 


THE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 


Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp a brief prepared by Benjamin C. Marsh, 
managing director of the Farmers National Council, 
upon the resolution affecting the tariff which is now before the 
Senate. 

The brief is as follows: 

1, THE FORDNEY-M’CUMBER 

FEAR, AND CONDITIONS 

AMERICAN WAY 


TARIFF ACT ENACTED UNDER 
HAVE CHANGED—MASS PRODUCTION 
OF MANUFACTURING 


WAS WAR-TIMD 


IS NOW THE 
The Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act was enacted under the impression 
that European nations would manufacture so cheaply that they would 


not only flood America with their goods under the Underwood tariff 
rates but would evict American manufacturers from European and 
other markets. Just the reverse has been true. Not only were many 
American manufacturers extremely prosperous under the Underwood 
Tariff Act, after the war and up to 1922, but they were developing 


chnormous productive capacity and what is known as mass production, 

The man shortage during the compelled American manufac- 
turers to their ingenuity and develop new types of machinery to 
substitute for man power, and this reduced the costs of production. Dr. 
fulius Klein, Director of the Bureau of Foreign Commerce, states in the 
annual report of the Secretary for 1927: “ The value of our exports to 
Europe in 1926-27 was 77 per cent greater than the pre-war average— 
1910-1914. Our exports to all other parts of the world, taken 
together, increased during the same period by 215 per cent in value, and 
vy 125 to 150 per cent in quantity. * * * Most remarkable has 
een the expansion of our sales in Asia, Oceania, and Africa, To each 
if these continents the value of our exports in 1926 was between four 
ind times greater than the war, Even since 1921-22 we 


war 


use 


live before 


touching | 
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have rapidly increased our sales to practically all yn-European coun 


tries in the face of the marked recovery of Europe's production and 
export capacity With prices on a somewhat lower level our exports 
to the entire world, apart from Europe, were 51 per cent greater in 
value in 1926-27 than six years before Apart from Europe, Asia is 





the only continent to which our exports during this period increased by 


less than 45 per cent; the slower growth in the case of Asia is due 
largely to the exceptional conditions in Japan and especlally in (hina. 
[It is encouraging to observe, however, that o1 sales to Asia hay 
increased very materially in the last two years 

There is every reason to believe that American export trade will 
ontinue to grow along with the expansion of our production 

rhe same report presents statistics showing that in 1927 the value 
of foodstuffs exported was 23 per cent less than in 1922, of raw mat 
rials 42 per cent more, but of semimanufactures 68 per cent, and of 
tinished manufactures 65 per cent more than ir 1922 

2. THE TARIFF HAS NOT BENEFITED ALL MANUFACTURERS 

The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 1925 shows 
that in that year 

Of 5,479 corporations manufacturing textile nd textile products, 
other than clothing, only 3,359, or about three-fiths, reported net 
income, 

Of 6,792 corporations manufacturing clothing, 4,145, also about three 





fifths, reported net income. 

Of 2,359 corporations manufacturing leather and leather products, 
1,375, also about three-fifths, reported net income. 

Of 21,529 corporations manufacturing metal and metal products, 
12,760 reported net income; again about three-fifths 

On the other hand, many individual corporations, particularly laree 
ones, are making enormous profits as shown by the increase in the 
value of their common stock as reported in the New 2 ork Times 


for 1927: 


|} High Low 
a, ae ea a 
American Bosch Magneto_.....- ee oe mil aa 234 13 
American Linseed : } 72h9 Wh 
American Sugar Refining 9544) 65'4 
Baldwia Locomotive H5%, issh 
Chrysler Corporation ee eee ee 6314! wy, 
du Pont de Nemours taaaa 144% 168 
Fastman Kodak calbindin 175% 126}, 
Kelly-Springfield Tire SING ies 2a 324 Qe 
Otis Elevator Co 7 ei ios 15534 103 
errs & 8s os eediaaebne at eaten 7314) 6's 
Underwood Typewriter Co....-.-. dictiiieie cists cael 70 | 5 
United Dyewood.. awe 10 | 34 
Victor Talking Machine . =a . 5454) 2 
White Sewing Machine _........ 5 ; . Al, | 21! 
pp ES ee nae 160! L113 


FARMERS DO NOT SECURE BENEFITS FROM TARIFFS 


The vigorous campaign for "’ farm relief” legislation has been largely 
based upon the conviction that the tariff upon most farm products, at 
not effective, and can not be effective without a 
practically inclusive control by a Government or 


corporation to direct the marketing and export of farm 


least, is coordinate and 


farmer controlled 


products. Cer 


tain farm organizations ask in addition an export bounty out of the 
Public Treasury to be paid upon farm products exported 
Either and both proposals are proof that a tariff of itself is not an 


advantage to farmers on most farm products which enter international 
commerce, and the producers of all farm products part 


of them at least. 


want to export 

The criticism of the disparity between the rates upon farm products 
and manufactures of the Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act is not conclusive 
It is a fight between two competing classes of producers as to which 
is more entitled to Government aid. naturally 
asks why either class is entitled to Government subsidy and more than 
preachers, doctors, lawyers, clerks, teachers, diggers of sewers, and those 
employed in the building trades, etc. 


The consumer such, 


as 


While the rates on farm products in the Fordney-McCumber Act 
are not as high as some farm leaders asked, it is almost certain that 
had higher tariff- rates been imposed upon farm products at least 


equivalently higher duties would have been imposed as 
duties upon manufactures affected by these tariff duties. 

The western Senator who demanded a high tariff on with the 
assertion that it was time for the wool producers to have the iniquitous 
Schedule K of the gave the manufacturers their 
long-wanted excuse, 


compensatory 


wool, 


wool manufacturers, 


“ Differences in the cost of production” are as much a myth of the 
economic mind, with respect t farm as to manufactured products, as 
between domestic costs and thuse of chief foreign competing nations. 

As a prominent cotton manufacturer inadvertently admitted, such 
differences are not vital or important, because such costs differ as 
between foreign and domestic producers at different times and between 


domestic producers at the same time, 
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4. TIE PRESENT TALIPF IS CUTTING OFF THE FOREIGN MARKET FOR FARM 
PRODUCTS 


| 5. LABOR GETS A SMALLER PROPORTION OF THE VALUE OF MANUPACTITRES 


THAN PREVIOUSLY é 
Nearly every manufacturer asking for a protective tariff or an in- 

crease thereof claims that it is necessary because labor is a chief or at 

least important cost of production, and the standards of American wage 

earners must be maintained against the low wages paid by foreign 

competitors, 


The Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act was the first act in the drama 
which signalize the emergence of the United States as the world’s 
greatest industrialist and imperialist nation. The second act will be 
the assumption by tbe international investment bankers of complete 


control of the Government of the United States. This is forecast by 


the appointment and confirmation of Mr. Dwight W. Morrow as ambas Were that the case, wages paid in highly protected industries should 
ador to Mexico to control and determine our policy toward Latin be an increasing proportion of the value of such protected manufactures. 


The censuses of manufactures for 1921 and 1925 show the reverse to be 
true; that wages constitute a smaller proportion of the value of gen ral 
groups of manufactures in 1925 than in 1921, the year before the 
Fordney-McCumber Act was passed, 

For all manufactures wages were only 17.1 per cent of the total value 
in 1925 and 18.6 per cent in 1921. In textiles and their products the 
percentages were: 1925, 18.1 per cent; 1921, 21.1 per cent. The average 
wage was $1,108 and $976. 

In iron and steel and their products, not including machinery, the 
percentages were: 1925, 19.8 per cent; 1921, 20.9 per cent. The avi 
wage was $1,509 and $1,282. 

In metals and metal products other than iron and steel the perevnt- 
ages were: 1925, 13.4 per cent; 1921, 18.3 per cent, The average wage 
was $1,421 and $1,209. 

In machinery, not including transportation equipment, the percent: 
were: 1925, 24.4 per cent; 1921, 26 per cent. The average wage w 
$1,426 and $1,255. 

In transportation equipment—air, land, and water—the percentag: 
were: 1925, 16.6 per cent; 1921, 19.6 per cent. The average wage \ 
respectively, $1,622 and $1,456. 

In every case labor received a materially smaller per cent of the 
value of the manufactures four years after the enactment of the 
Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act than the year before, In not a singl st 
was the average wage paid in any of these industries in 1925 within 
$400 of the minimum requisite for an American standard of living for 
a family of four in any large industrial city. 


America and probably shortly to become an efficient Secretary of State 


and control our entit foreign policy. 





In that order of society which will be fully operating in the United 
States within 5 to 15 years there will not be any place for the high 
production cost, inefficient farmer. He is doomed. 
the Pordney-MeCumber Tariff Act was passed not exclusively because 
of ‘ ipidity of manufacturers, but because, as indicated above, labor 
feared the competition of European factory workers. The skilled and 
astute generel and investment bankers saw the opportunity to utilize 
the huge manufacturing plant, constructed during the war, in order 
to meet the demands of a world under arms, to put the world under 
debt to them as private bankers, as well as under debt to the Gov 
ernment of the United States. In six postwar years the total value 
of exports from the United States was over $12,000,000,000 more than 
the impor American bankers loaned a major part of the funds to 
enable poverty-stricken Europe to buy food and machinery for rehabili- a 
tation and reconstruction. 

America is perfectly equipped for this réle. We originate or control 
two-fifths of the world’s mineral resources, our people do about two- 
fifths of the world’s work, and America has about two-fifths of the 
world wealth. 

Under this scheme of “America uber alles,” however, there is Do 
need for the export of farm products, not even to have America’s re- 
quirements for foodstuffs, clothing, and forest products raised in 
America, They are to be largely imported to pay part of the principal 


and most of the interest on the loans and surplus exports of American 
6, LABOR GETS LOWER WAGES IN PROTECTED THAN NONPROTECTED 


INDUSTRIES 


manufacturers 

The American farmer has been warned of this. 

Nearly four years ago President Coolidge stated that in a few 
years we should be an agricultural deficit-producing Nation. The late 
Secretary of Agriculture Wallace warned of the impending doom re- 


Union wages are reported on an hourly basis for principal citic 


The following annual wage for 1925 is based on an eight-hour day and 
250 days’ work a year, necessarily an estimate, except for the live group 
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months ended November, 1927: 








Per cent 
7. OUR PRESENT TARIFF POLICY IS CREATING ANTAGONISM AMONG TH 


NATIONS OF THE WORLD 


| Exports Imports - 7 7 
Mr, Frank H. Simonds, writing in the January Review of Revi 
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. effective declaration that a state of trade war existed between Ut 


United States and the rest of the world. The increased duties pro- 
claimed under that act by the President have made the declaration even 
more positive. The results are only natural and will be increasing!) 


The farmer's foreign market is going, while the present farm plant 
will produce at least two and a half times as much as it does now. 
A permanent large Increase in export of farm products would disturb 
the schemes of the 228 gentlemen planning world domination, who in 
1926 received incomes of $1,009,000 and over, It will not be permitted. 
Incidentally the increase in domestic demand for farm products will be 
very slow, while the rise of machinery will increase production very 
ri pidly 

United States marines and warships are now being employed to 
subjugate nations in which American financiers have large investments 
producing farm products to compete with American farmers, 


serlous, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, when I called for a quorum | 
had been advised that at ieast one Senator wished to address 
the Senate this afternoon on the pending resolution. I have 
since been advised, however, that he does not desire to do so, 
and if there is no other Senator desiring to address the Senate, 
I wish to move an executive session, 


{ 
| 
| 
Twenty-five years ago exports of farm products were about two 








1928 


Mr. TYSON, Mr. President, if there is nothing else before 
the Senite, and we are not going to take up the unfinished 
business, I desire to address the Senate at this time upon th 


significance of the visit of the American Legion to France last 
year, 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena 
tor from Tennessee. 

VISIT OF THE AMERICAN LEGION TO FRANCE IN 1927 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, at this time, when our minds 
are still occupied to a large extent on the problems of peace 
and war in the world, and when a treaty of perpetual peace 
and friendship is now being considered between the United 
States and the Republic of France, and realizing the value and 
even necessity of doing what we can to maintain peace and 
good will among the nations of the earth, we should publicly 
commend every important act or movement which tends to 
promote peace and good will. 

Believing it will be of interest and value to the Senate, I wish 
to tuke this opportunity to give a brief account of one of the 
most important events which has occurred, in my opinion, in 
a very long time—an event not only national but international 


in its scope and one which I had the 
one Which I believe will have 
friendly between 
of the World 
When the 


opportunity to observe and 
a far-reaching influence upon the 
relations the United States and her allies 


War 
historians and chroniclers come to record the note- 


worthy happenings which transpired during the year 1927, 
particularly with regard to our own Nation and its relation 
ship to the nations of the world, two events, at least, I am sur 


will be entered on history’s pages. 


In May of the year just passed the world applauded the 


heroic and successful flight from New York to Paris of that 
intrepid hero of the air, Col. Charles A. Lindbergh.. No other 
individual has the world ever applauded with such universal 
acclaim, No other individual has ever accomplished such a 
marvelous and spectacular feat. 

All of our people take an extraordinary pride in the fact 
that Colonel Lindbergh is an American citizen, and they Like 


to believe that he typifies the true spirit of America. 


The results of his historic flights have been far-reaching in 
their significance and they have already done much to bring 
about a more friendly attitude of many of the nations of the 


world toward each other. 

Of his remarkuble feats and flights the whole world is fully 
informed, and his services and his couruge have been recognized 
by the Congress of United States in awarding to him the 
congressional medal of honor, the highest honor it c&n bestow. 

Following close upon Colonel Lindbergh’s first historic flight 
to Paris last year, in keeping with the invitation which had 
been extended some two years before, the national organization 
of the American Legion went to France to hold its ninth 
annual convention in the city of Paris. 

This undertaking by the organized veterans of the World 
War, it was hoped, would help to cement the spirit of friendli- 
ness between Europe and America, which apparently had lain 
dormant for some years, but which through the heroism and 
diplomacy of Colonel Lindbergh had been awakened and re- 
kindled among the allied nations. 

The invitation previously extended to the American 


the 


Legion 


Was renewed by the President of the French Republic in the 
following letter: 

I address my very cordial greetings to the American Legion, and I 
rejoice to think that its next yearly convention is to be held in 1927 


at Paris. 

All the French will applaud you, the soldiers of the Great War, when 
land next in remembering the tragic when, 
years ago, came admirable enthusiasm outburst, 
bringing all the strength your country the of right. In 
of the battle fields will find fertile plains, and instead of 
heaped ruins you will find now cites and villages; but the traces of the 
war, if they have partly disappeared from the surface of the earth, are 
engraved in our hearts, and all the French will welcome with joy those 


hours 
and 


you year our 
with 
of 


you 


ports, 


nine you an 


to service 


who but lately came to pour out their blood at their sides and hasten 
with them to victory. 

This pilgrimage of your 30,000 veterans will therefore be to the coun- 
try that cuards the graves of your heroic soldiers; it is one of those 


events which count in the relations of peoples, which bring them closer 
together, and which help toward the ideal of peace which our two coun 
tries and their Governments wish to attain. 

GASTON DOUMERGUE 


In September, 1927, 10 years after the first contingent of 
American Expeditionary Forces had landed in France, some 
20,000 members of the American Legion and the American 
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Legion Auvyiliary sailed from our untry to the countries of 
Europe on a pilgrimage of peace and a tour of good will. 

On the eve of their sailing tl President of the United 
States addressed to them, throngh their national commander, 
llowurd P. Savage, the following messa 

ro the convention of the Amer n Legion ere ttached a signi 

nee far greater than that which is giv tl he es in t 

intry, important though t y m b Ie years h sed 

! American Ex; i iry Fo s ssed I I 
l sion to enter t g t struggle then eg on é ‘ 

f the ideals of dem y 

Now t mem | f the Legion, upon the ener vitati of tl 
R of I nie e retu ing t those scenes ¢ t m it ‘ 

Is resp endshiy i affe on existing from the ry in 
tion o r uuntry nd cemented d gz the World War ar s rm 
str z now as in the past 

fo hold your ninth annual « vention in Paris, where in the s iz 
19 y r great organization was conceived, was a happy thou Not 
only 4d you carry with you the good will « An ica ut is ¥ 
privilege to lay at the graves of your comrades there the tr ‘ ' 
vrat il country which will never cease to hold them in halk d 
memory Nor will you fail to remember also the sons of | ‘ wh 
freely cave their lives to a great issue 

This honor the people of our untry gladly bestow upen yon, and 
speaking for them I want to express my sincere belief that your mission 
will be of highest value in further emphasizing the cordial relations 
which exist between our two Republics and ft lofty principles which 
they have fought to preserve and which they will always cherish 

CALVIN COOLIDGI 

These legionnaires were ambassadors without portfolio, but 
they were enjoined by the President of our country to carry 
With them the good will of America, to lay at the graves of our 
comrades the tribute of our country, and to take our remem- 
brances to the sons of France who gave their lives to a great 
cause 

On the flagship of the second American Expeditionary Forces, 
with the national commander of the Legion, was also the com- 


mander of the first American Expeditionary General 
Pershing. He, too, had the vision and the true conception of 
the importance and beneficent results of the undertaking. Gen- 
eral Pershing said: 


Forces, 


The assembling of the American Legion in France is not merely a 
reunion of veterans, but the joining together of two great nations 
having the same passionate love of peace, and there is strong reason 
to hope that the feelings we see manifested here may spread out in 
new directions and eventually help to protect other lands from the 
storms of hatred and violence. 

It was also fitting that they should be welcomed by the 
generalissimo of the allied armies, and to them Marshal Foch 
addressed the following note of welcome: 

My Dear CoMRADES: No other country will understand you better 
han France In the days of anguish Pershing came, iesding the 
American army, and said “ Lafayette, we are here!’ And.to-day, when 
France dresses her wounds the American Legion says, “ For peace and 
liberty—together and forward!” Who is the Frenchman who would not 
tnswer this call? 

(Signed) MARSHAL Focn 

But the welcome which they received from Marshal Foch, 


from the rulers of the allied countries, from the peoples, and 
their former comrades, while at times attended with much 
formality and ceremony, was at all times whole hearted and gen- 


uine. At Cherbourg, at Antwerp, and at every port where 
ships carrying members of the Legion landed, there was a won- 
| derful reception, which saw no let up in its sincerity through- 


out their entire stay in Kurope. 

It has been 10 years since the first American Expeditionary 
Forces landed on the shores of France to engage in a great war 
for justice and the liberty of the world. That expeditionary 
force arrived at a grave hour, when the hopes of free peoples 
hung in the balance. By its coming the balance was turned 
and the war brought to a victorious end. 

The eyes of the world were upon the Legion upon this pil- 
grimage, and there was a solemnity about that endeavor that 
ean hardly be expressed. 

No such pilgrimage as this has ever been made before, 
where 20,000 ex-soldiers, subject to no restraint, but gnided by 
self-imposed rules of self-respect, journeyed 3,000 miles from 
their homes, far across the sea, to meet their comrades of other 
days and to visit the scenes of their past experiences on the 
battle fields of a great war. 


They went to meet and to mingle with their comrades and 
allies of other nations, and to do homage and to mourr at 
| the shrine and graves of our heroic dead, where sleep in the 
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sacred soil of France 30,000 of our comrade soldiers of America 
who died- there on the field of battle. 

It wus for them an inspiring and a heart-swelling time. They 
thought of the honor and glory and pride that was theirs in 
liaving the privilege of returning under those hallowed circum- 
stances to the land of their comrades in arms of the greatest 
war of all the ages, and of being received with such manifesta- 
tious of enthusiasm and friendship as were given them by the 
peopie of France. 

it is impossible to express their happiness and joy in going 
back to that wonderful country ; that country where they fought 
in the Great War and where they felt was, in a sense, their 
second home; to that land, the most battle scarred of all the 
world, where life has been one long struggle to hold their land 
from the invader; where the passion of the people is love of 
country and love of liberty, fraternity, and equality, and where 
the proudest honor a man can have is to be a soldier of Fraice 
and in time of need to die ior his country. 

ii that old city of Paris they viewed the great and towering 
monuments Which are to be seen on every hand, erected to the 
memory of the gallant and brave sons of France who have 
fought and bled and died for their country on every battle field 
of Europe and in the greatest wars of the world for more than 
a thousand yeurs, 

‘That land where the tombs alike of Napoleon and of Lafayette 
are to be found. 

They realized that France was the cradle of liberty for 
Europe. for there was fought the great French Revolutien, which 
mide it possible for all Europe at last to be free. 

They remembered that it was France that originated the idez 
of honoring the unknown soldier. 

They had the great privilege of visiting the spot where the 
remains of that unknown French soldier lie in a simple tomb 
under the magnificent Are de Triomphe, buried there with the 
highest honor, ceremony, and love that soldier or citizen had 
ever received before in France, in order to show the new idea 
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and conception of service and sacrifice and honor and justice | 


in the world. 

They looked down those ayenues extending from the Are de 
Triomphe in all directions and they felt a glow of admiration 
for that mighty, that brave and artistic people who have outdone 
the world in that beautiful city. 

But they felt and knew that the greatest thing France has 
done is through untold suffering and blood to carry highest 
and longest and farthest in Europe the torch of liberty and 
freedom and equality for mankind. 

They recalled that 150 years ago France saw America strug- 
gling, 5,000 miles away, and attempting to be free, and though 
she had not yet atiained freedom for herself, the people of 
France saw their opportunity to forward and help the cause of 
freedom in the world, and they gave us their ships and their 
money and their men and fought and died on land and sea for 
us and helped America to gain the priceless blessing of freedom 
and liberty and independence. 

As members of the American Legion and as soldiers of the 
American Expeditionary Forces, who had the privilege of fight- 
ing on the battle fields of France and who helped to drive the 
invader from her soil in the great World War, they were glad 
to acknowledge the eternal devotion and gratitude of the people 
of the United States of America to France for all she did for 
her in the Revolutionary War of 1776. 

hey remembered that she sent America that priceless patriot 
and blessing—Lafayette: that she sent us D’Estaing, De Grasse. 
and Rochumbeau; and that in the changes and vicissitudes of 
time there came a day when we had an opportunity to show 
our gratitude, and when the soil of France was deeply invaded, 
150-yeurs after she had helped us to gain our independence, 
that America deciared war upon the enemies of France, and 
that we made her war our war; that we said to her, “ We offer 
you our services; we are ready to help to the last drep of our 


blood”; that we sent her then our own John J. Pershing; that | 


we sent her 2,000,000 of our men, 3,000 miles across the sea. 
That these soldiers of America arrived, and, fighting side by 
side with the weary, the worn, the maimed but dauntless, 


indomitable, and unconquerable veterans of France and her | 
allies, who had been holding the battle line of hell for four | 


long and terrible years and under the most dreadful engines of 


death and destruction that have ever been known, under the | 


jeadership of that great military genius, Marshal Foch, the 
enemy was at last hurled back and back, and a great and glori- 
ous victory was gained, and the freedom of France and the 
world was saved. 

That visit to France was no holiday outing. It was a pil- 
grimage of peace to the graves of our dead, to the battle fields 
where we had fought, and to the capitals of the allied nations 
with whom we were associated in the World War. 
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It was my privilege and honor to be permitted to be with 
these comrades of ours, as I have said, and to those of you who 
did net go and to those who may have had any misgivings as 
to the wisdom of the undertaking or as to the kind of recep- 
tion we would receive, I want to say that reception and the 
enthusiasm and cordiality of the French people were all that 
a most ardent friend of France or America could wish. 

My own State had a delegation of almost 200 people at that 
convention, and when the Tennessee delegation, with the thou- 
sands of others from every State in the Union and from Alaska, 
Hawaii, and even from far-off China, marched down the beautiful 
streets und under the great Are de Triomphe on the Champs 
Elysees of Paris, the acclaim and the enthusiasm of the French 
people knew no bounds. 

Every legionnaire in that great parade marched by the tomb 
of the unknown French soldier, and with bowed head and rey- 
erent salute deposited upon the tomb a simple flower for memory 
and love and respect and comradeship to the man who had given 
his all, his life, for his country. 

It was to me a proud moment to march with the Tennessee 
delegation and hear the French people on every hand, in every 
window, lining every street, and crowding every thoroughfare 
give vent to their feelings and to their love for America, 

It was— 

Vive Tennessee! 
Vive L’Ftats Unis! 
Vive les Americains! 


Long live Tennessee ! 
Long live the United States! 
Long live the Americans! 


Every other State delegation and contingent marching in that 
parade was received with like acclaim. 

The Republic of France, the city of Paris, and the veterans of 
France gave entertainments in honor of the Legion. It was 
a personal welcome; it was a national welcome; and the day 
of our parade was by the French Republic made a national 
holiday. 

I was in Paris during the entire week of the convention, and 
during that time I saw not one thing nor did I hear of one 
unpleasant incident to mar the eventful visit. 

The French Chamber of Deputies and the Senate appro- 
priated many millions of francs from the public treasury of 
France for the entertainment of the legionnaires. To give you 
some idea of the magnitude of the scale on which the Legion 
was entertained, I will state that 4,000 legionnaires were enter- 
tained at dinner at one time in one of the greatest buildings of 
France, the Hotel des Invalides. 

The official welcome to the Legion was given at a banquet 
of the French Government at the Palais D’Orsay, but the 
welcome—really stupendous—came at the dinner in the Hotel 
des Invalides by the French Veterans’ Association. It was a 
magnificent affair, requiring more than three weeks of prepara- 
tion, and was one of the strongest gestures of French hospi- 
tality during the stay of the veterans at the convention. A 
dramatie touch was lent when hundreds of the French veterans, 
unmindful of a driving rain that drenched them, massed in the 
historie open-air court yard and cheered again and again their 
former comrades of the World War. 

Not only did Paris extend every courtesy, but cordial invi- 
tations were given by the officials of many cities on the former 
battle fronts to the legionnaires, through their national com- 
mander, urging them to visit their cities and to bring delega- 
tions of legionnaires, so that these cities might show the Ameri- 
can veterans in some small way their appreciation for what we 
had done in their liberation and in the saving of their country, 

Those invitations came from the cities of Lille, Soissons, Cha- 
teau-Thierry, Rheims, St. Mihiel, and Verdun; and to these 
cities the national commander sent the national vice commanders 
of the Legion, with groups of legionnaires varying in numbers 
from 100 to 500. 

At every city such receptions and honors were accorded them 
as befitted the dignity of the oceasion and as would show the 
legionniires that their sacrifices in the trying days of 1917 and 
1918 were still remembered by a grateful people. 

Upon the conclusion of the convention the national commander 
of the Legion and a group of some 250 legionnaires and mem- 
bers of the auxiliary, went on what would most properly be 
called a good-will tour to other cities of France and to various 
countries of Europe. This group visited many cities, where 
they were welcomed and where their reception was as enthnsi- 
astie as that which had been accorded to them in the city of 
Paris. 

Newspapers everywhere heralded their coming, and the vet- 
erans of the World War of these cities and the city officials 
had planned splendid receptions for them, 
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In fact, I may say that the cities of the nations of our allies | Navy which took our Army over without 1 ISS or 
vied with each other in entertaining and doing honor to our soldier, 
veterans. | At the capitals of every allied c ry il ¢ 
This group of legionnaires visited also the cities of Genoa, | mander of the Legion, speaking for you and for and fot 
Pisa, and Rome in Italy, our whole country, placed a wreath of remembrar upon th 
To give you an idea of the scale on which they were enter tomb of the unknown soldier of that particular country, and 
tained and the effort made to show the Legion respect and | this exhibition of reverence shown toward the people of th 
good will, not only to them but to America as well, L will state | countries brought forth in return pirit of the deepest dd 


in Italy the program for their entertainment was arranged by | miration for our Legion and for our country. 
the Italian Government, and nothing was left undone to show I have spoken at some length upon this recent national « 
them that the Government of Italy and their Italian comrades | vention of the American Legion, because I feel that the second 











felt signally honored by their visit and deeply grateful to them | In. FF.” must be clissed with the first American Exp 

for their efforts in the waging of the war. | tionary Forces. and that these two events were among the 
They were received by the King of Italy at his palace at Pisa i st points of patriotic endeavor to be found in the his 

They were officially received by the city of Rome and by the of our country 

Pope at the Vatican | Being ambassadors without portfolio, but enjoined by tt 


looks upon the American Legion in Italy, IT have only to remind | feel that the successful accomplishment of the second “ A. E. I 
you of an article which appeared in the newspapers of the | was one of the greatest events of all time, and such as to bri 


As an evidence of the favor in which the Government of Italy President to carry the good will of American, I ca not bu 














United States only a short time ago to the effect that in the | the world nearer to peace, and will prove to be the nenting 

Palace of Vimenale, in Rome, Premier Mussolini had had | of a new feeling of comradeship and « renewal of that feeling ot 

sumptuous quarters with every convenience set aside for the | good will that existed among ti allied nations on armisti 

Department of the American Legion in Italy: and the Premier | day, 1918 

has also given the franking privilege in the use of the muils The American Legion deserves and should receive Ol 

to all legionnaires in Italy in writing to former disabled ldiers | gratulations of the 1 for their fine plece work in t 

of the American Army, cause of peace. It : gigantic under ng that 1 { 
This is the first time that such authority was ever granted a | have appalled men of less resolute character than those 1 

foreign organization, for, as you may know, the American | who had fought and helped to win the great World Wat the 

Legion in Italy is composed of Americans and Italians who | leaders of the American Legion 

fought in the American Army during the World War This of this great number of our veterans of the 
In Switzerland, a country which was not even in the World |) World long step forw 1 f the peace of the w il 

War, the city of Lucerne proclaimed a holiday and entertained | and now that the way has been so well prepared t Wiest 

our comrades and best thing the United States of America can do is to take 
In Strassburg, chief city of Alsace, so leng torn fro France, | advantage of this propitious opportunity nd t id our 

and in Metz, chief city of Lorraine, nothing was left undons strongest efforts to the outlawry of unjust and unproveke ' 

to make their isit pl int ina how to the veterans « \ revit tep forward t ‘ Pp ha d ed resuit 

America that the Provinces, ] ch i pathy and Frenc¢ would be made | bringing abou nh ad ! ity 

at heart, were grateful to us for having helped to liberate them | tween the United States and Fran Which would keep them 

from the rule of the German Government. from making war upon each other. because tl es of frietnd- 
I was at Brussels when this group of legionnaires came to | ship between these two nations have been forged and welded s 

Belgium, and the warmth with which they were received as- | strongly by bonds of blood and service that they should live in 

sured me that Belgium had not forgotten the men of America | peace and harmony until the end of time 

who fought on the Belgian front The example thus set by these two nations would extend to 
They were received there by the King and Queen, were dined | other nations, and ultimately might be the pn ns of outlawing 

by the city of Brussels, by the Belgian Government, and by our | war and bringing peace to the world 

comrades of that country ESSIO 
rom there the legionnaires went to London, where the vet- Mr. CURTIS. I m Senate proceed to the con- 

erans ol Great Britain save a bun heon to them, at which th sideration of exeentive business 

Prince of Wales presided; the city of London gave a formal } was agreed t nd . — ded.te the 

dinner to them, at which the lord mayor presided: the Govyern- : : ria \f ara Sear , 

ment of Great Britain gave a dinner to them at which the | ; - oa gs : Deere , Sy ae . 

Prime Minister presided, and the King and Queen of England Si te tn a ies Briain a 

gave a reception to the legionnaires and their wives and other RECESS 


members of the auxiliary at Buckingham Palace, an honor Mr. CURTIS I move thut the Senate take a recess until 
never before accorded on so large a scale by the King and Queen | Monday next at 12 o'clock. 





of Britain to any foreign delegation, as I am informed The motion was agreed to: and (at 2 o'clock and 50 minutes 
It is not easy for our soldiers to describe in words the senti- | p. m.) the Senate took a recess until Monday, January 16 
ment that impelled them to an undertaking of this kind. | 1928, at 12 o clock meridian 
They went to show their friendliness toward France; their | ai 
friends were going, they had left some of their comrades over CONFIRMATIONS 
there; they felt the urge of the renewal of that emotion which | pyerutire nominations confirmed bu the Senate Jai 14, 


had stirred them when they went overseas in 1918S; they wanted {928 
to visit again the scenes where their life’s high adventure had 
been. There was no materialism in their visit : 5 : 3 Sle 

They sacrificed to make this pilgrimage, and it gave to the Howard A. Edson to be chief examiner of the Civil Servi 


CHIEF EXAMINER CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


world some new light upon the sentiment that is in the heart | ©?Mutsston. 





of every American, but which he sometimes through modesty UNITED STATES Coast GUARD 

and self-effacement tries to conceal, Our people are a people To be chief boatswains 

of ideals, and they are impelled by noble sentiments. Albert M. Totzke Simon BR. Natwie. 
These legionnaires went together in a spirit of comradeship, John H. Kuahnbere Albert Nelso 


and they met the French veterans, the Italian veterans, the Frederick T. Ford Hans Hanson 
Belgian and the British veterans in that same spirit. Harvey S. Browne, jr Karl M. Varness 





They took a sorrowful pride in visiting the graves of their Charles Martinson Sverre Halvorsen. 
former comrades, but they took great pride in seeing the Otto Estad 
splendid care with which our Gove rnment is looking: after those To be chief quamers 
graves. They were pleased at the national spirit of hospitality 


. » £hind Williom Woods ige C. Hermann 
that welcomed them to the countries of their former comrades, William Woo Hel anna 


i i i | ‘harles Heinzel fertrim G Salcombe 
and they came away better citizens and better legionnaires for ; harl Heinze esthan ; r. Balcombe. 
' i “ : . ° . wr . © r) ey ntone . Sins 
having made the venture and for having carried it to a suecess- Henry C. Sumner ‘A — 


ful conclusion, To be chief machinists 


Their entire trip, while full of pleasure, wi at the same Louis Spaniol, Ross G. Blackburn 
° ° ° . } as . . 7 
time tinged with sentiment and sadness, | Chomas G. Odderstol, I 
On the voyage over, every boat carrying any sizeable con- | Edward Derum W er. 





tingent of legionnaires held memorial services in mid-ocean Iden E. Blood 


A 
in memory of those whe had served in the Nayy—that illustrious Magnus J. Knudsen. 
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(Legislative day of Saturday, January 14, 1928) 


Senate reassembled at 12 o’clock meridian, on the ¢ xpire - 


tion of the recess, 
SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA 
Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I present a 
privileged petition, being the amended petition of William B. 
Wilson, contesting the seat of Wiittam S. Vare in the United 


States Senate. I ask that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, 


fhe VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 


CLAUDE G, BOWERS'’S JACKSON DAY DINNER ADDRESS 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that there be printed in the Recorp an address 


by Mr. Claude G. Bowers, of New York City, delivered at the 
Jackson Day dinner in this city on the 12th instant, on the 
subject 3ack to the fundamentals.” 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. Bowers’s address is as follows: 


BacK TO THE FUNDAMENTALS 

ne hundred years ago to-day conditions America had created 
the government restored to the people, 
instrumentality of monopoly for the exploitation 
One hundred years ago this year, Andrew Jackson 


‘morable battle for the preservation of popular 


a paramount issue—shall be 


be made an 


rage man? 


he people to a meé 











HOV ent and the subordination of money to man, The peopl 

sponded, and Andrew Jackson won. And now, after just a hundred 
years, that paramount issue is back again; and the times demand that 
the pat that Jackson led shall dedicate itself anew to the principles 
he fought for, and the policies he wrought for, and the victory he 
a ieved 

When Andrew Jackson went forth to battle he unfurled no unfamiliar 
fla but he marched under the battle-torn banner that was borne by 
Thomas Jefferson in his 12-year war to win a stake in government 
fer every man and woman in the Republic. 

Thomas Jefferson is the founder and philosopher of democracy ; 
Andrew Jackson was the crusader and the sword. 

And in Jackson's day, with Jefferson tottering to his tomb at 
Monticello, the philosophy of Jefferson required no interpreter—he who 
ran could read. He stood primarily for liberty—liberty of speech, 
liberty of the press, liberty in worship, and the greatest possible 
liberty in action consistent with the preservation of stability and order. 


lie stood for the conseryation of the rights of the States and local 


self-government everywhere, 
fie laid it down as an axiom of freedom, that that government is 
best which governs least—and that is sound Jeffersonian and Jacksonian 


believed that governments are made for men, 


democracy to-day. He 
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and not men for governments; and he did not believe that governments 


are created to give some men the right to pick the pockets of their 
fellow men under the cover of the flag. He respected the rights of 
property, but above the rights of property he placed the rights of 
mnan—and that is sound democracy to-day. He was opposed to grant- 
ing special privileges to the powerful, because he knew that the 


stability of society and the ultimate safety of property itself rests upon 
those adjustments of the governmental machinery that make for 
greatest good of the greatest number. 

Thus from his day on, whenever autocracy of privilege has seized on 
government the people have invariably restored the party of Jefferson 
und Jackson to power. And that restoration has meant less supervision 
of the fewer pi upon the pay roll, taxes, 
equitabl for the plutocracy, and greater opportunity 
for 

W 


the 


citizen, rasites lower more 





laws, less privilege 
the masses of mankind. 
th the triumph of Jefferson in 1800 the people entered upon their 
heritage, and then, lulled to sleep by a false sense of security, lost it to 
the selfish interests that ne » When Andrew Jackson assumed 
the leadership of his party, power had concentrated into 
few, acting under the inspiration.of the most 
powerful moneyed institution that Nation had then This 
invisible government was dictating policies to the representatives of the 


ver slee 


I 
political been 
the hands of a comparative 


this known. 


people. It was maintaining a lobby here in Washington which had be- 
come more influential in the molding of legislation than public opinion 
or the President. Throughout the country it controlled to a consider- 
able extent the press and the agencies of propaganda, In almost every 
city of any size it had its so-called nonpartisan societies and clubs, 


Nation. Through 
instrumentality of the bank it coerced business men, dependent upon 
the doing of its will. Through the subserviency of the 
tected industries it was intimidating toilers in elect And by throw- 
ing over the system the glamor of snobbery and by superciliously assum- 
ing a superiority of culture it 


responsive to the will of the financial dictator of the 
the 
eredit, into 


pp ‘~- 


ions. 


had seduced or dragooned a large part of 





the intelligentsia into its ranks, 

Thus the Jacksonians found the financiers against them, the bene- 
ficiaries of governmental graft against them, the greater portion of the 
press against them, a large per cent of the professional intellectuals 
against them; and against this combination, with all its money and 
prestige of power, Andrew Jackson led the people to a victory that 
literally preserved popular government for posterity and gave reality to 


the Democratie philosophy of Thomas Jefferson, 


JACKSONIAN LBADERSHIP 


And what sort of man was he who wrought this 

Born in poverty, educated in the university of experience, and obsessed 
with a passionate faith in the people, he was eager to fight for the faith 
that within him. 

He was un organization man who believed that the effect of a victory 
should be determined by the men, down to the precinet workers and the 
district captains who had borne the brunt of the battle. 

He was too wise to enter a conflict with enemies, spies, and traitors in 
the rear. 

He had no patience with the timid or the time server, and he ordered 
the Miss the Sister back with the secullions and the 
cooks to make way for two-fisted fighting men upon the firing line. 

His strategy of battle was to center upon a single issue, brush all 
extraneous matter out of the line of march, and, the strategy determined, 
to close debate and concentrate on victory. 

Imagine if you can an Iago insinuating himself into Jackson’s camp 
to propose the division of his army on evolution or the theory of rela- 
tivity and living to report progress to the enemy who sent him. 

He never fought with ping-pong stecks—he gave his men battle axes 
and artillery. 


miracle ? 


Wis 


Naneys and Sues 


He never soft-pedaled his approach to conflict—he rode to battle 
waving a warrior’s sword and shouting commands, and he rode at the 
head of the column, 

He never inquired whether a policy would be good for the North, 


South, East, or West, for he knew 
good for the masses of the peopl 


Iie fonght the common enemy, he 


that were it really good it would be 
everywhere, 
waged no civil wars, 

Under his courageous leadership the jingle of could not 
intimidate the army thut he led, and the could not 
stop it, and the machinations of the enemy could not divide it, and thus 
it moved to inevitable 
and the economic rights 


golden coin 


money barricades 
and immortal victories for popular government 
of man. 


TACKSONIAN METHODS 
And how did he do it? By giving the people a fundamental issue 
that had a meaning at every fireside in every home in the country, 
He pointed to the intrenchments of monopoly and he said, “ We will 
take that.” He pointed to the growing power of privilege, and he said, 
“We will end that.” He called attention to the increasing arrogance 
of class rule, and he asked the masses to follow him to battle for the 


restoration of a government of equal rights to all and special privileges 


to none, 
Now it is not enough to arouse and mobilize the people unless they 
are given arms and ammunition and drilled to march all one way, 











1928 


responsive to command. And this he did by doing something never 








done before, and never better-done, from that day to this; he organized 
the masses down to every precinct in the land. Yes, and he introduced 
to the American scene that much-abused and most essential class of 
men in a representative democracy, the practical politician ; and he made 
him the responsible agent of the party in every village in the country 
‘Then, ordering these men to charge the foe, he made it plain that 
should the fight be won, the victory would belong to those who had 
battled in the trenches and taken the scars of conflict. 

Thus the army that Jackson led was an organized body, with a 
fundamental issue, marching in harmony all one way, militant and 
unafraid, tireless and sleepless, and it moved to battle under the Jeffer 
nian banners and with the Jacksonian audacity and swept the 
enemy before it 

tHE RISING OF THE PEOPLE 

But what a fight! Never in American history bas any pa:ty ever 

faced a more formidable foe than that which organized greed had 


as 


mobilized behind Nicholas Biddle, of Philadelphia, and the bank. It ws 





a War between men and mammon, between democracy and plutocracy, 
and Jackson led his “rabble” if you prefer, against the armed and 
uniformed forces of “ respectability,” equipped with the money of the 
bank. 

When the timid trembled he sent them to the rear; when the 
treacherous betrayed, be kicked them from the camp; when the Hamil- 
ioniaus who had wriggled somehow into the party of Thomas Jefferson 
went over to the enemy, as they always do in a fight on fundamentals, 
he called on his reserves. And they came with waving branches and 
songs and shouts from the corn rows and the factories and the smaller 
stores, armed, drilled, munitioned by Jackson's hated practical politi 
cians, and eager to make a frolic of a fight, 

And the enemy? He used his control of credit to force the business 
man to fight with foolish fury against the rising of the people Ile 
tried to intimidate the toiler by reducing or threatening to reduce the 
working forces of the factories. Hle tried to debauch the farmer by 
advertising with bank money that in the event of Jackson's defeat the 
merchants would pay $2.50 a hundred for pork and in the event of his 
election but $1.50. And becuuse the Americans of thut generation were 
men, not mice, they rose at that, en masse, and marched On every 
hilltop, everywhere, men and women of every class put up their hickory 
poles, unfurled their flag and raised their yoices in the Jacksonian 
Marse illaise: 

‘Hlurrah for the Hickory tree 
Irom the mountain top down to the sea 
May it wave o'er the grave of the Tory and knave, 
And shelter the honest and free. 
And when the song died down it was to sound the pmwan of triumph ; 


for organized greed had gone down before organized men, money had 
been made subservient to man, an English-speaking people wise with 
the wisdom of the centuries had crushed monopoly again, and Jeffer 
soniuan Democracy shimmered all the brighter in the reflection of Andrew 
Jackson's sword 
JACKSON'S FIGHT TO BE FOUGHT ANEW 

Ah, but some one says that we have no Philadelphia banker now— 
why mention him? No—* westward the course of empire wends its 
Wily even as far as Pittsburgh 

And some one asks what Jefferson and Jackson have to do with 


that 
for and Jackson 


there 
fought 


present-day and the answer is is 


scarcely a domestic issue that Jefferson thought 


problems and conditions ; 


for and Woodrow Wilson wrought for that is not a living vital issue 
at this very hour. 

If the party that these men stood for stands to-day where these men 
stood for equal rights to all and special privileges to none—there is an 


issue. If it stands where these men stood against monopoly and auto 
there If it stands 


where these men placed it for the rule of and the greatest 


racy in government and in industry is an 


the majority 
if 
and the hucksters in high places 


issue, 


number, there an it believes, nus these 


that the debaucher of the ballot, 
who sell the Nation's birthright to line their pockets belong to the 


good to the greatest is issue, 


men did, 


peni 





tentiary and nowhere else, there is an issue. And to put all in a sen 
tence—if it stands where these men stood for democracy and aguinst 
the oligarchy of a privileged class—there, there is an issue that can 
mobolize the people and make them march with waving banners and 
the will to vfetory in their hearts 

THE MORAL COLLAPSE 


Six vears ago the American people, grown weary of right doing, turned 
from Monticello and the Hermitage to worship for a while at 
of the “ best minds’ in the little dove cot of the Little Green 
K Street. That was the beginning of the most putrid period of official 


dereliction and corruption that this Nation known. We 


the shrine 
House on 
have 


has ever 


seen the Nation's oil reserves bartered away for a song and a bribe; 
and such has been the lowering of official standards that we saw men 
high in the State, intrusted with the protection of the Nation's prop- 
erty-——and the Nation’s honor—stand aside as indifferent spectators of 
the crime until the party of Jackson, under the brilliant leadership of 
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the Senator from Montana, exposed the infamy and for I the restitution 
of the Nation’s stolen goods. 
So complete has been the moral collapse, it v ’ r the ex 


posure of the scandals in the 
General offered his resignat 


Depariment of 
in 


ion response to the overwhelmi 


of an outraged public sentiment, we had the humiliation of seeing the 
resignation received with an expression of confidence and regret. 

Thus, with commercialized government letting down the bars to con 
mercialized politics, we have seen organized corruption marching 
open procession against the integrity of the ballot and going into the 





market place to treat United States SNenatorships as secondhand piece 





of furniture to be put upon the auction block and knocked down to 
the highest bidder. There was nothing vulgar or common about these 
auctions. They were fashionable affairs; only the very rich could 
afford to bid 

And now that we have it on the highest authority that contributing 
to a slush fund is just like giving money to a church,” | suppose we 
shall soon be paying off the repeaters within the precincts of the 
cathedral and knocking down Senatorships from the pulpits of the 
churches. 

MONOPOLY AGAIN 

We have seen the privileged classes put in possession of th 
instrumentalities of government intended for the protectior rf he 
people—the Federal Trade Commission set to play in the nursery of 
big business; the Tariff Commission given to understand that its 
primary function is to find pretexts fur raising the tariff tax on the 
consumption of the poor. This Tariff Commission was intended as a 
scientific commission for the service of the public it has come to be a 


sentimental lifting derrick for the pig-iren industry. 
We the trend 
smiled upon by the administration, and have heard the proposal made 


break 


have seen toward the monopolization of industry 


to down all restrictions that these monopolies may run amuck 
and glut their greed upon the helpless It is said that this is in 
accordance with Jefferson’s idea that there should be no unnecessar 
governmental interference with business; it is conveniently forgotten 
that had Jefferson had his way the bill of rights would have included 


a prohibition against monopoly in commerce. 


With every class groaning under the burdens of taxation, we have 
seen reductions made in the taxes of the very rich, and, thanks , 
the Democrats and some Republicans in Congre thes is some hope 
that we may be able to reduce the burdens of the average business 
man: but the régime in power stands like Gibraltar against the lifting 
of the penny of the tariff tax upon consumption from the bowed backs 
of men and women who are forced to struggle for the mere necessiti 
of life 

Where is the issue? asks the enemy With mon poly encouraged, wit! 





corruption flagrant and unafraid, with g business" in the saddle, 
booted and spurred, and the farmer in the ditch; and with a tariff sys 
tem that picks the pockets of the millions to the tune of billions under 
the protection of the police, if the party of Jefferson and Jackson can 
find no issue, it is time fer it to go into a court of moral and inteNMect 
ual bankruptcy and apply for a receiver 


* PROSPERITY 























Ah, but they say they have an ue that will overshadow any that 
you can possibly find, the issue of “ prosperity 

What is “ prosperity’? One million men out of employment and 
5,000,000 working part , Is that prosperity ? 

The overcrowded employment agen of the centers of population 5 
that prosperity? 

Hundreds of thousands of farmers dispossessed by mortgage and 
taxes and driven to bankruptcy and despair; is that prosperity? 

Two thousand nine hundred and forty-four bank failures in t List 
six years as against 746 during the eight years of Democratic adminis- 
tration; is that prosperity? 

Seventeen thousand three hu and thirty-three some fnil- 
ures in the first nine months of representing an in : f $190, 
000,000 in liabilities over the same period of t vear befor tha 
prosperity ? 

You remember that we used to ll on th ymmercia ) 
an idea of the business conditions of the country. Why is he muzzled 
now? He knows business conditions, sales, and collections th 
cross-roads store to the emporiuims of the cites Why not bim 
10w? Because we have turned our backs upon the average business 
mun with whom he deals to judge prosperity by the profits of a few 
monopolistic industries enjoying the paternal privileges of governme 
The trouble with the official] announcer of prosperity here is that he 
is unable to penetrate the smoke screen of Pittsburgh to the vast empir 
that stretches thence to the Pacific Sea. When I read these fabulous 


stories of prosperity without precedent © am persuaded that they mu 
come from Palm Beach where the Aluminum Trust may lol! luxuriously 





on the piazza, and the infant steel industry may dig its little pink toes 


in the sands. I have more faith in the Hoosier philosopher “Abe Mat 
tin,’ who says that "Til Moots went to Indiznapolis Thursday and 
bought a pair of new boots with money left over from the Wilson 


administration.” 
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ty"? Yes; 


Vast reaches ol 


in spots, few and all too far between; but over 
prosperity ” is as the peace of Warsaw— 


this continent “ 





it blossoms in the midst of ruin and desolation. 

Ah, but they say that business is safer in their hands than ours, 
and Wwe counter with the ques , “What business do you mean?” 
And our answer is that the greatest single service ever rendered 
henest business in the entire history of this country was when the 
Wilson administration and a Democratic Congress wrote into the 
tatut the Federal reserve system—the greatest single piece of con- 

tatesmanship in the last three-quarters of a century. 
THE SUMMONS TO BATTLE 

All over the world to-day there is a movement against democracy 
and toward “the good old-fashioned plan that he may get who has 

power, and he n keep who ecan.’’ Thus the issue in America 


is ns fundamental as when Jackson rallied the peeple to the defense of 
I Phat battle must be fought anew. Permit the present 
little longer and everything held sacredly American 


reritage, 


trend to go on a 
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by the generation of Jackson will be lost beyond recall. We are once | 
mor k to th indamentals, It brings to the fore the eternal and 
sal conflict of tf two great schools of political thought that 
I ere than par and greater than countries and as great 
as hum because they go to the placing of the political and eco- 
omic status of the average man and woman, 
Phe tight we are called upon to make in this centennial year goes 


to the determination of the very form of government under which we 
hiv It involves the principle of quality before the law and in govern- 
ment It embraces liberty, monopoly, and home rule, It takes in 
economy and an equitable system of taxation. Yes; the fight the 
rank and file demands the party make is for nothing less than the 
preservation of those fundamentals of Americanism without which no 


people can be really prosperous or happy and no nation truly beneficent 
or strong. 

Let the word go forth that you fight again for the fundamentals, and 
the people will They heard it when Andrew Jackson rallied 
them fight against the national bank plutocracy that had the 
people by throat. They heard it when Woodrow Wilson summoned 


people to the assertion of political and economic rights with a 


respond. 
the 


the 


to 


all the 


constructive program resting on the elementals of Jefiersonian 
democracy. 
Let the word go forth—and suit the action to the word—and the 


independent yoters and the liberal republican will come back home after 


their leng unhappy sojourn among the fleshpots in the temple of 
privilege. The time is ripe. The hour has struck. The duty is 
imperative and sacred. No time for discords now on nonessentials— 
and no possible palliation. In this centennial year of Jackson's victory 


we forth to meet the cOmmon enemy with old Jackson looking on. 
Now hi: come the time 
Clear away all thought of faction, 
Out from vacillating shame— 
Every man no tie contain, 
Let him ar to his name— 
Call 


Lo 


is 


for action, 


swer 
roll, 


tLe 


THE TARIFF AND AGRICULTURAL RELIEI 


The 


Senate the consideration of the resolution (S. 
Res, 52) submitted by Mr. McMasrtrr, favoring a reduction of 
tariff schedules and the consideration of tariff legislation at the 
preseht session of Congress 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkanpsus. 
pose to discuss the pending resolution. 
remaining for debate upon the resolution is brief and that a 
number of other Senators desire to participate in the discus- 


resumed 


Mr. President, it is my pur- | 


I realize that the time | * a 
| justify 
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ing tariffs. The tendency of some of the rates in important 
schedules of the Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act is to cut down 
both the import and the export trade of the United States, for 
it is a maxim that other countries as a rule can not take our 
products unless we also purchase from them the products which 
our people require. 

It is not my intention now to enter into a detailed discussion 
of the rates in the existing law which need revision downward. 
During the course of the debate that subject has been entered 
into. It has been demonstrated, I think, that there is an inti- 
mate relationship between the tariff and the present condition 
of agriculture. Throughout the Middle West and the West the 
opinion is gaining ground that one of the most effective ways 
in which to afford agricultural producers relief is to diminish 
the cost of the commodities which they consume and the belief 
is general that this can be accomplished by a material redue- 
tion in some of the rates of duty now imposed under the tariff 
law. 

The low prices of farm products are more oppressive than 
they would otherwise be because of the high prices of many 
manufactured products due to the tariff, products which farmers 
tind it necessary to consume. Living costs in the United States 
continue on the whole too high. The logical process would 
be to cut down all living costs where they appear to be exces- 
sive, if that can be accomplished. Farmers would be benefited 
just as much by having the prices of the things they consume 
reduced, so long as that reduction does not go below the cost 
of preduction and a reasonable profit to producers, as if the 
prices of their products were substantially increased. It is 


| amazing and amusing to hear in this Chamber the contention 


sion. For these reasons I do not intend to claim the attention 
of the Senate for a very long period. 
It is my belief and contention that the pending resolution | 


should be agreed to by the Senate. During the course of the 
Senators have suggested that it constitutes an 
encroachment upou the body at the other end of the Capitol, 


debate some 





the Constitution providing that measures affecting the rev- 
ehues shall originate in the House of Representatives. It 
does not seem to me that there can be any objection, under 


our Constitution and “methods of procedure, to the expression 
of opinion by the Senate on this very important subject. The 
resolution, of course, does not constitute legislation. It simply 
defines the readiness of the Senate to proceed with the con- 
sideration of legislation affecting the revenues. 

Throughout the United States there is a growing sentiment 


in favor of revision of the tariff downward. This sentiment 
is in the minds and opinions of many citizens who are pro- 


tectionists and who believe that the tariff should be employed 
to promote American industry. It is entertained almost unani- 
mously by those who are not in sympathy with the doctrine of 
a high protective tariff. Unquestionably excessive tariffs con- 
stitute trade barriers. We have seen recently controversies 


arise between this Republic and the Republic of France, be- 
tween our country and Argentina, over questions affecting exist- 


made by some of the advocates of farm relief that the country 
is enjoying an era of prosperity unparalleled in its previous 
history. I heard the stalwart Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Warson ], in an address to this body a few days ago, say at one 
time that the farmers are poorer now, their labors more un- 
profitable than ever before in the history of the Nation, and at 
the same time he insisted that the country as a whole is more 
prosperous than it has ever been, 1 take issue with the Presi- 
dent, who, in a recent address, said that the “country as a 
whole is enjoying a prosperity that has never been exceeded.” 
I take issue with the Senator from Indiana and other Senators 
who made that assertion. 

I would not for political advantage or other purpose unfairly 


state the condition of industry in the Nation; nor would I 
intentionally give expression to pessimistic sentiments or 


opinions which are not justified or sustained by existing facts. 
Let me point ont in some detail circumstances which contradict 
the contention that the country is unusually prosperous. 

The Secretary of the Treasury stated in his annual report 
for 1927 

While began to fall below the totals of last year and 
not as active as in the most of 1926, it can hardly be said to be 
normal, and the underlying fundamentals appear to be sound, 


Now, if there is a man in the United States to whom Re- 
publicans generally look as their adviser on economic conditions 
and economic problems, it is the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
have quoted his opinion respecting business conditions in the 
United States, seriously and deliberately made in his annual 
report. I respectfully submit to Senators that it does not 
either the statement in the President’s address or 
the enthusiastic remarks on the subject of prosperity recently 
delivered here while the resolution was under consideration by 


business ig 


sub- 


| the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson]. 


The Director of Foreign and Domestic Commerce stated in 
an address recently delivered that of 100,000 businesses ex- 
amined by his bureau during 1927, 34,000 of them are not 
making any profits whatever. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator repeat those 
figures again? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. They examined 100,000 busi- 
nesses and found that 34,000 were not making any profits what- 
ever. The report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for 
1925 shows that during that year of 5,479 corporations manu- 
facturing textile and textile products other than clothing, only 
3,359, or about three-fifths, reported net incomes. Of 6,792 cor- 
porations manufacturing clothing, 4,145, also about three-fifths, 


reported net incomes. Of 2,359 corporations manufacturing 
leather and other products, 1,373, just about three-fifths, re 


ported net income. Of 21,529 corporations manufacturing 
metal and metal products, 12,760, again about three-fifths, re- 
ported net income. 

Now, it is noticeable and notable that the corporations re- 
ferred to are engaged in producing commodities which are 
protected by high rates of duty imposed under the Fordney- 
McCumber Act, so it becomes clear that even the protected 
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interests. many of those enjoying the highest degree of pro- 
tection they have experienced during the history of the coun- 
try, are not earning net income. They are not paying income 


tuxes in any amount. 

Frequent referem has been made during this debate to 
bank failures as an evidence of adverse business conditions 
In 1918, 20 State banks in the United States failed, having a 
total liability of $5.181.000 Phere were no national banks 
that failed during that year. 

In 1919 there were 50 failures of State banks, with total 
lialilities of $10,520,000: and four national bank failures, with 
total liabilities of S1,.000,S50, 

In 1920, 119 State banks failed, with liabilities of S50,- 
708.000. Ten national banks failed With liabilities of 
S3..350,000 

In 1921, 404 State banks failed, with liabilities of more than 
$173.000,000; 47 national banks failed, with liabilities of 
S2S 500,000. 

In 1922, 277 State banks failed, with total liabilities of 
877.735.4000: and 35 national bauks failed, with total liabilities 
of S16.453,000 

In 1928, 57S State banks failed, with total linbilities of 
$203.729.000. During the same year 77 national banks failed, 


with liabilities of S36.568,000. 

In 1924. 613 State banks failed. with total liabilities of 
S202. 926.000: 121 national banks failed, with S69.656,000) of 
total liabilities, 

In 1925, 361 State banks failed, with S100,488.000 total tia- 
bilities: 108 national banks failed during the same year, with 
S64.209,000 total liabilities, 

I have only partial figures for 1926. In that year 772 State 
banks failed, with total linbilities—-the greatest of any of the 
vears——of $266,000,000. T have not the figures as to the national- 
bank failures for the vear 1926. 

In 1927 there was a diminution to 48S failures of State 
banks, with total liabilities of $195,.000,000, 

Mr. President, those figures are significant. They show that 
from no failures, substantially, in 1918 there occurred in 1925 
something like 500 failures of State and national banks in the 
United States In 1926 there were 772 failures of State banks 
tlone, 

Why does the Senator from Indiana | Mr. Watson] insist 
and why does the President assert that, netwithstanding the 


conditions which T have described, the country is prosperous to 
a degree that justifies making it the sole issue of the Republican 


Party in the approaching cumpaign? Do they believe that the 
people of the country are so ignorant that they do not know 
when facts of this kind are misstated? Do they believe that 


any number of repetitions of a false assertion will delude and 


deccive the people of the country into maintaining the party 
now in power? 
Let me continue the discussion of this very interesting and 


important subject for just a few moments. 
for the first nine months of 1927 shows 15,125 failures of com- 
mercial houses, With liabilities of $462.810,996—an 
increase of 29 per cent in the amount of liabilities as compared 
with the same period of 1926. The increase, comparing 1927 
with 1926, is 20 per cent, or almost one-third. 

The relative figures for commercial failures the 
months of 1927, by R. G..Dun & Co., disclose 12,292 failures, 
with liabilities amounting to $281.527.518, as compared with 
11,476 failures, with liabilities totaling $209,888.501 during the 
corresponding period of 1926—an 700 in number 
and of $70,000,000 in Liabilities. 


‘ 


A decrease in income from farm products from $10,770,000,000 


Bradstreet’s report 
business 
for 


first six 


Increuse of 


in 1924 to $9,266.000.000 in 1927 in the opinion of some econ- 
omists is the real cause for the irregularity in the trend of 
business 

The Bureau of Libor Statistics furnish even more conclusive 
evidence of the fallacy of this boast of general prosperity. An 


examination reveals that employment is now 20 per cent less than 


in 1920 and there has been a decrease in the annual pay roll 
during the period from 1920 to 1927 by one-fourth. Under the 
index figure of 100 as of 1923 employment in manufacturing 
industries during 1920 was 118.8 per cent, while in 1926 it 


stood at 92.4 per cent, a shrinkage of 20 per cent. The decrease 
in the puy rells for the same period is about one-fourth, or 25 
per cent. 

Mr. President, this is only a partial statement of actual condi- 
tions, but it touches many important industries in various parts 


of the United States It is amazing beyond the power of the 
mind to grasp how Republican Senators and a Republican 
President can boast in the face of these facts and figures that 
the country is enjoving unusual prosperity. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. Presideht, as amended the reso 
lution before us Mads as follows: 
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Resolved, That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are 
excessive, and that the Senate favors au immediate revision down- 
ward of such excessive rates, establishing a closer parity between 
agriculture and industry. believing it will result to the general benefit 
of all; 

Resolved further, That such tariff revision should be considered and 
enacted during the present session of Congres 

Resolved further, That a of this 1 be transmitted te 
the House of Representatives 

It will be observed, Mr. President, that the resolution reci 
that ““many of the rates in the existing tariff schedules are 
excessive.” Upon the yery threshold of the brief remarks 
which I shail undertake to make—briefer if not interrupted 
I ask the Senator from South Dakota to which of these 
schedules does he refer. What specific definite item in these 
schedules does he consider to be excessive; not puusing 


for an 


answer now, [ inquire what he means by the word “ excessive 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, does the Senator wish me 
to answer the question how? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator may do so, but in order 
that [ may not detain the Senate too leng the Senator and 
others will put me under additional obligations if they will 
not interrupt me unless interruption will serve to develop rele 
vant facts However, if the Senater wishes to ask me a 
question, I will pause 

Mr. McoMASTER. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senator 
take a few moments and devote his time to the hearings before 
the Finance Committee of the Senate in reference to the duties 
Which are imposed on aluminum products. Such an examina 
tion, [I think, would furnish food for thought. I further sug 
gest to the distinguished Senator from California that the 
tariff rates affecting an institution which began with a capital 
of $1,500,000 and in the course of a few vears, through the 
rates accorded it in various protective tariff measures, in 
creased its capital te the staggering spm of S$200,000,000, could 


well bear the inspection of the Senator from Californi: 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, answering brietly, let me 
| say that [ have devoted some attention and some little degree of 
thought to that immediate item. I happened to appear a num- 


| ago, being interested in the tariff schedules, I sent to the 


ber of times before the Committee on Finance. but there are cer- 
tuin Senators here, of whom do me the honor to listen, 
who have complained—lI was abeut to say whined—over certain 


some 


rates who did not give the committee the benefit of their 
wisdem or their suggestions when the act of 1922 was under 
consideration by the Finance Committee. Sut be that as it 
may, I shall approach that item in a moment. Lest, however. 


I forget to do so in the hurry of getting through, let me inquire, 
if the rates now imposed upon aluminum under either or any 
of the sections of the law dealing with that commodity be 
excessive, Why has not the Senator from South Dakota or the 
Senator from Montana or the Senators from any other ef our 
{S great States invoked the power of the President under the 
present reduce each and every of rates fully 5@ 
per cent? 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ¢ 
further vield to the Senator from South Dakota”? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. McMASTER. Iam very glad indeed that the Senator hus 
asked that question. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, I 
answer it. 

Mr. McMASTER. 


to those 


aci 


ilifornia 


will be glad to have the Senator 
When I first came to the Senate two years 
Tarit 
Commission and usked for definite information with regard to 
the cost of production in America and the cost of production 
abroad pertaining to two very important industries in the United 
States. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let us hold our minds on aluminum. 

Mr. McMASTER. Yes: but permit me to finish 

The Tariff Commission, which has been established here for 
years, which has 200 employees, which has an unlimited amount 





of money at its disposal, a commission that is supposed during 
these years to have been ascertaining with accuracy the very 
information of which the Senator speaks, sent to me certain 
information that was wholly inadequate; and. in fact, it ad 
mitted that it had no adequate information. We contend that 


not only the aluminum schedule but hundreds of other schedules 
in the present tariff act are excessive. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, not to be impolite, [ car 
not wait here all day for the Senator. 

Mr. McMASTER. Please permit me to 
reveals that during these years that the 
been in existence. with all of the 
uscertain this information, it ha 


finish. The record 
Tariff Commission has 
menus at commmine to 


, 


S passed upon some 2 ca 


Its 


ses, 
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years. If there are 200 schedules that 
ought to be changed, it will take 48 years to bring about the 
result that the Senator from California suggests ought to be 
brought about in that way; and the Senators now living will 
be dead and gone long before that time arrives. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the Senator from South Dakota 
thinks that this Congress could correct all those evils during 
this session? 

Mr. McMASTER. 
than 4S Vvears. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Touching section 315, the so-called flex- 
ible section of the tariff act, I am gratified to be informed that 
the Senator from South Dakota was aware of that section. I 
had intended to read it. Without taking the time of the Senate, 
I will that that section be inserted in the Recorp at this 
point. 

The 


in the chair). 


1500 


That has taken six 


They could correct some of them in less 


ask 


PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Watsn of Massachusetts 
Without objection, it is so ordered, 





The subdivision (a) of that section is as follows: 
spe. 315. (a) That in order to regulate the foreign commerce of the 
Tnited States and to put into force and effect the policy of the Con- 
by this act intended, whenever the President, upon investi- 
of the differences in costs of production of articles wholly or 
nh part the growth or preduct of the United States and of like or 
similar articles wholly or in part the growth or product of competing 
foreign countries, shall find it thereby shown that the duties fixed in 
this act do not equalize the said differences in costs of production in 
the United States and the principal competing country he shall, by 
such investigation, ascertain said differences and determine and _ pro- 
claim the changes in classifications or increases or decreases in any 
rate of duty provided in this act shown by said ascertained differences 
in such costs of production necessary to equalize the same. Thirty 
days after the date of such proclamation or proclamations such changes 
classification shall take effect, and such increased or decreased 
duties shall be levied, collected, and paid on such articles when 
imported from any foreign éountry into the United States or into 
ny of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands, the Virgin 
Islands, and the islands of Guam and Tutuila): Provided, That the 
totnl inerease or decrease of such rates of duty shall not exceed 50 
per cent of the rates specified in Title I of this act, or in any 
amendatory act. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My experience under section 315 has 
not been so unhappy as the experience of my friend from South 
Dakota. I inveked the power of the President under section 
on behalf of the producers of California. We have the 
products of all zones and all climates that need protection but 
we are not here whining, not here inveighing against the 
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I beg the Senator, who is an authority on 
enlighten us, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Iam a profound student of that branch 
of industry—theoretically. 

Mr. NEELY. And of all other branches. But for what pur- 
pose do they use maraschino cherries in California? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, well, I can not hope to instruct the 
Senator from West Virginia. That were a hopeless task. Not 
to indulge in levity, however, that is a very important industry, 
which comes in direct competition with the producers of Italy; 
and, for reasons which were made perfectly plain, the Tariff 
Commission reported the fact, and the President exercised his 
judgment and his power and raised the rates, as I have stated. 

Mr. NEELY. Since the able Senator has with such great 
accuracy and clearness answered my question, IT am emboldened 
to ask him if he will not inform us about the value of the 
maraschino cherry industry in California? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have not the figures before me, but it 
is a very important industry; and I dare say cherries are raised 
in practically all of our States, and I imagine also in the bean- 
tiful State represented here by my friend from West Virginia. 

On behalf of the California Poultry Association and the Na- 
tional Poultry Association, I have filed with the President, to be 
referred to the commission, a petition asking for an increase of 


the subject, to 


the rates of duty on certain poultry products. I invite the 
immediate attention of Senators to the fact that we of the 
Pacific coast are brought in mere direct Competition with 
oriental products than perhaps citizens in other or remote 


States. I need not consume time in pointing out the importance 
to South Dakota, to Iowa, to Minnesota, to North Dakota, as 
well as to my State, of this industry. I repeat that, on behalf 
of the national association as well as the California association, 
we have lodged with the President a petition asking for an in- 
crease of rates on certain of these products, particularly pow- 
dered eggs and frozen that come from China and other 
oriental countries. [am hopeful that the commission will soon 
report the facts to the President and that he will see the neces- 
sity and the wisdom of exercising his power and increasing 
these rates, 

There is also pending before the commission the petition 
adverted to by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bora], in which 
matter I am deeply interested, namely, the petition for an in- 
crease of the duties on onions. The delays in ascertaining and 
reporting the facts, on which the President acts, are slmost in- 
tolerable. One of the reasons for the delay, as given by the 


eggs, 


| commission, has been that as they construed the law they were 


Republican Party's tariff act, because we did not secure every- | : 
| and we are well aware that producers or manufacturers in cer- 


4hing we sought. We did not get all we wanted. I thougit 


and I still think, for example, that we should have had higher | 


and adequate tariff rates on Turkish leaf tobacco; and I am 


going to resume that fight when the tariff bill again comes 
properly before the committee and the Senate. 

Mr. McMASTER. Then I suggest to the Senator that he 
vate for this resolution, and speed the day when he can accom- 


plish that very purpose. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator will find that I am a 
champion and defender of the true American system of a pro- 
tective tariff. properly so characterized by great Henry Clay, 
some of whose speeches I commend to some gentlemen in this 
Chamber. 

| invoked the power of the President in respect to maraschino 
cherries. There was a hearing. It took some time; but the 
President, being authoritatively advised as to the facts and per- 
ceiving that that product was not adequately protected, exer- 
cised his power and increased the rate 50 per cent. 

I invoked the power of the President under section 315 in 
respect to magnesite, a product produced in my State and 
in other States of the Union. 
were laid before the commission, arguments were pre- 
sented, reasons assigned, and the President within the last 30 
days exercised his power and increased the rates on magnesite 
OO per cent. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
fornia yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do. 

Mr. NEELY. The Senator has been discussing maraschino 
cherries For what purpose are those cherries used by the 
Senator and the people of his State since the adoption of the 
eighteenth amendment, and the enactment of the Volstead law? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I know that West Virginia is greatly 
concerned in the nses to which certain of our products are put. 

Mr. NEELY. I am not greatly concerned. But I am mildly 
curious to know how this small fruit is utilized. Therefore, 


doubtless 


facts 


from Cali- 


A hearing was had, | 
| years to bring about that result. 


obliged to proceed or send to the foreign countries, there to make 
individual and personal inquiry as to the cost of production: 


tain foreign countries refuse to open their books for the purpose 
of the examination. 

That being so, I have ventured to state to the commission 
that these facts could be ascertiined satisfactorily under the 
law without the immediate foreign inquiry, and that these facts, 
sufficient under the law to authorize the President to exercise 
his power, could be ascertained in other ways and immediately 
by the invoice prices as revealed at the customhouse. But, be 
that as it may, I agree with Senators that the rules and the 
regulations as to ascertaining these facts should be changed, 
if necessary, to specd the inquiry and to bring about relief— 
relief by way of raising or lowering a given rate. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I just want to suggest that 
I think the Senator is quite correct, and that if we proceed to 
revise the tariff through his methods at the rate that it has 
been revised in the past it will take nearly half a century to 


accomplish it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, no; it will not, Mr. President. 

Mr. McMASTER. It bas taken 6 Vears to adjust 25 cases; 
and if there are 200 cases to be adjusted it will take just 48 
That is a mathematical cal- 
culation, and there is ho guesswork about that statement. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator, he tells us, has in- 
yoked section 315 and sought to induce the President to lower 
certain rates, as I understand him, I said that my experience 
had not been so unhappy. There are pending, it is trne, many 
other applications for relief; but this, in my judgment, is not 
the time to undertake, during this session, to rectify or correct 
any excessively high or inadequately low rates of tariff. 

This resolution speaks in general terms of the schedules. It 
alleges that many schedules are “excessive” and favors an 
immediate revision downward of such excessive rates, “ estaub- 
lishing a closer parity between agriculture and industry,” 


as 


whatever that may mean. 
I do not wish to engage in disquisition over phraseology. 
Words, of course, sometimes express thought, but we do not 
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always speak with preeision; we do not always think with 
perspicacity or speak with perspicuity—if that be the proper 
wiy to express it, 

I would li 


> 
\ 


1 . 


fo ask the 


whether farming is 





whether the farmer is not 


senator 


an industrialist, not an industry, whethe 
it is not one of the most important industries, upon which the 
very life of the Nation rests, upon which the very prosperity 


of every village and city and metropolis rests? 
I remember a great speech delivered by a great American 


certainly he was a great orutor—and T use that word in its 
original and classic sens William Jennings Bryan was a 
great orator. He could make the worse appear to be the bet 


ter cause. He loved his country well. We differed, but I never 
questioned his putriotism, his sincerity, his devotion the 
people, rich and poor, high and low. In the great speech 
brought about his tirst nomination for the Pre de! 
vender in Chicago, Le reminded the American people, he re 
minded the Democratie Party, that the mil 
the day laborer, the man on the farm, in the mine, on the rail 
road, in the shop, the poor man who went with his dinner pail 


to 


h which 


ssideney, ivered 


reactionary poor 


to his labor and returned to his cottage, was business man 
1 here venture to say und remind the Senate that the farmers 
of this country are engeged in industry I decline to accept 
the differentiation between farming and manufacturiig indus 
tries of our countr They are all engaged in industry, iin- 


the other. 

upon 
prosperity 

upon the 


portant industry, the one 
Keven 
perity 


aepenadehlh? Ol 


erity of the CITY the pros- 
of the 


prosperity 


as the pros] 


of thie 
of the 


depends 


the 


t 
] conversely 


farmer, 


countrys sO, 


country, producer, the resis 
of the city. fheir interests are mutual They xre corelated 
You can not separate them and have prosperity for either 


Therefore, when IL hear in the Senate thoughtful Senutors 
inveigh against the rates on “industry,” they will pardon me 
if I wonder to what they refer, to what branch or division of 


industry. 

I asked one of my learned friends the other day—I 
was the from South Dakofa—whether 
mining as falling within the term “ farming,” 


think it 
rarded 
*No 


Senator he ré 


and he said 


and technically that may be so. But mining is an industry 
and a vastly important industry) When I see the very floor 
ot this Chamber wet with the tears of men describing the 
dark picture and deploring the conditions of the farmer, | won 
dev also, Mr. President, why something has not been said on 
behalf of the miners of our country. Jn saying that I do not 


have in mind only the miners for coal. There are other mining 
industries than the mining of Ont in the West, in my 


own great State, many of the so-called low-grade gold mines 


coal. 


are, if not finally abandoned, silent. Certain villages once 
prosperous are practically deserted. Why? There are reasons 
which it is not necessary now to state. But mining is a great 


of the 
Senator 


greiut 
who 
citv, a 


industry, and every industry 
represented by the scholarly 
Bruce], a great manufacturing 
is dependent on the prosperity of 
tries. If I analyze master 
from Maryland must agree with me that the prosperity of the 
country the prosperity of his own city, for if 
the country languishes, if other sections of our country falter 


city of Balt 
sits before me 
great industrial 
mining and other 
mimi correctly, the 


more, 
{Mr 
city. 
the 
his Senator 


> _ ++ } + 
IS @ssentiai To 


wud become palsied, Baltimore will suffer, even as all other 
great central manufacturing cities will suffer: and if these 
great manufacturing cities are industrially paralyzed, the 
farmer, the agriculturist, will suffer. 


I therefore come back to what I set out to inquire, why, 
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indus- | 


when this resolution was introduced, its author did not in 
direet, plain terms aim at some particular schedule or item in | 
the <chedule—for there are hundreds of items in each schedule— | 
where the duties, as he thought, were excessive. During his 
statement I inquired whether he was not willing to recite in 
his resolution that there were certain schedules or items in 
schedules too low. which sbould be raised, and he declined to 


ny suggestion, 
FLETCHER. Mr 
STHIORTRIDGE. With pleasure. 

Mr. FLETCHER. IT think beyond question there are many 
items in the tariff law upen which the tariff ought to 
be readjusted, I will not take the Senator’s time to enumerate 
them, but will state one as an illustration. 

There is a patriotic, public-spirited gentleman living in Penn- 
sylvania who to erect a magnificent exrillon on his 
property in Florida, not for his own entertainment and amuse- 
ment but for the public culture and fer the iuterest and pleas- 
ure of the people. This carillon would involve the importation 
of 62 bells of a kind manufactured in Belgium, no such bells 
being manufactured in the United States at all. The duty 
on all bells under the tariff law is 50 per cent. If those bells 
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accept 
Mr. 
Mr. 


President, will the Senator yield ? 
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would have 


should cost, say, $100,000 in Belgium, this man 
pay $50,000 to get them into the United States. 


That is not of any particular concern or interest to any 


manil- 


facturer of the United States. sells of that superior tone, 
Which can be heard some 20 mile are not manufactured in 
the United States at all It seems to me that in an insta 
like that the tariff is certainly out of all reason 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I answer that observation? In 





fac be 
have no donbt but that 
the President would 


as stated by the Senator 
if an appropriate petition 
reduce the duty 50 per 
Senator i E 


such ¢: assuming the ts to 
personaliy J 


were filed 


ise, 


Moreover, I would join with the in a case of that kind 
in asking that the duty be removed entirely 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I have introduced a bill to 
that effect: but the trouble that the committee evyidentiv 
hesitates to reduce the tariff o1 ecifie items, because, I pr 
sume, they apprehend that if t make such a recommendation 


would prebably find ther 


in one case thes V selves in the midst 

of wu general tariff rednetion. Therefore, they have refused to 

report this bill np to this time. IT assume that is the reaso 
There is the trouble. If you pick out the 





tariff law and try to correct those specil ¥, 
you will find yvourseives, as 1 bay said of a 
general tariff reduction, and for that oO be 
pposed I can figure out no ofthe ( re 
instances and I could enumerate many tl 
law is not beneficial to munufacturers i it j 
reniiv harmful and hurtful to citizens « 





Mr. SHORTRIDGE. VPerhaps the reas good 
nd sufficient reason, . 

Mr. President, let me devote moment longer to this flexible 
section of the tariff law A very persuasive argument can be 
made as to the unconstitutionality of that section. A persuasive 
argument can be advanced ugainst the policy of that section. 


But quite apart from the policy or constitutionality of the law, 
this is not the time to discuss those two prepositions 

I will add, however, that 1 have very riously questioned 
he legality of that section, having regard to the Constitution, 
and | have very seriously questioned the policy of it. But sueh 

the law, and whilst we lave that law presumed to be consti- 
tutional, presumed to be legal and valid, I have wondered why 
gentlemen complaining of specific items in the tariff did not 


President under th 
tu rerer to If, hh: been 


invoke the power of the 


My experience, again 


at section, 


Upon 


quite satisfactory. 

If the Tariff Commission, as now constituted, would adopt 
the method of taking the invoice prices as they come to the 
customhouses as indicative of the original cost of production, 
With certain other information easily guthered, there need not 
be the long delay in ascertaining the iacts upon which the 
President is authorized to act. 

I had set down here to say, and I think I will say it, that 
if this resolution had net borne the name of the Senator from 
Seuth Dakota | Mr. McMAster| [I should have thought it was 
launched by some learned gentleman on the other side of the 
aisle, which, though it may divide, should not estrange us: or 
perhaps by a disciple of Cobden, or by some unreconciled and 


unashamed dise pie of the old-time international free trader 


But the Senator doubtless thinks he was serving his State and 
the Nation by aligning himself with Senators who repudiate 


his 

I digress to inquire whether 
live in North Dakota 
State. With two members 


doctrine. 

all the farmers in this ¢ 
South Dakota or Lowa, my native 
in the Cabinet from lowa. one of 
them a future President, and one humble son now representing 
in part the great State of California the Senate, Iowa is 
doing pretty well; she is not bankrupt, her farms are not value- 
less, her people are not hungry or in notwithstanding the 
direful, doleful picture of Iowa painted my militant friend 
from that State |Mr. BrookHart!} 

Mr. HARRISON. I did 
said about the future President 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
Towa. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, the next President! 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes: the next ! Nothing 
would please me better, if Democratic misfortune should over- 
take the Nation, than to see my friend the senior Senator from 
Mississippi as Vice President. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Did the Senator refer to Governor Lowden 
when he said the next President was bern in Towa? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Need I be more specific, Mr. President? 
Need I speak to my friend from Alabama in plainer terms? 
I referred to a son of Iowa now a member of the Cabinet. 


untiry 
or 


rags, 
hry 
not understand what the Se 
from Towa. 


The next President, I say, was born in 


naror 


President 
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Mr. HEELIN. I did not hear that part of it. The Senator 
must be referring, then, to Mr. Hoover. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I was referring to Mr. Herbert Hoover. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator from California 
yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, I yield. 

Mr. DILL. The happy reference to my friend, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison], made by the Senator from 
California, inspires me or causes me to ask whether or not 
the Senator has in mind the hope that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi might be taken from the floor of the Senate so that he 
would not throw so many barbs at the Republican side of the 
Chamber? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Far from that, Mr. President; for my 
life in Washington and in this Chamber has been made per- 
fectiy delightful by the good humor, the smiles, the cleverness, 
the wit, and the wisdom of the Senator from Mississippi. 
Ife never embarrasses me. He never angers me. Indeed, the 
more he talks about the Republican Party the stronger it 
becomes: wherefore I thank him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, I can not refuse to yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator. Where does the 
Senator's candidate for President stand on the eighteenth 
amendment and the Volstead Act? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Where does Governor Smith stand? 

Mr. COPELAND. I explained at some length the other day 
where Governor Smith stands and was told by the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Boraw] that he could not support any candi- 
date who was not for the eighteenth amendment and the Vol- 
stead Act. May I ask the Senator in all seriousness where 
Mr. Hoover stands on this great issue? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course. the question is so germane 
to the present discussion and so material to the pending resolu- 
tion that I am tempted to answer the Senator's question. sut 
let us reserve that for another occasion. The great Secretary 
of Commerce will make himself perfectly understood by the 
American people on all questions, Of course, he will not con- 
vince or satisfy my friend from New York, but I am sure he 
will convinee and satisfy an overwhelming majority of the 
American people. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is to say, if I correctly. understand 
the Senator, it does not make any difference where Mr. Hoover 
stands on that subject; that so long as he is a Republican, 
that is enough? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. With me; yes. I am like my friend 
from Arkansas |Mr. Caraway]. who is not ashamed to sav he 
is a Democrat. I am not ashamed to say that I am a Republi- 
ean, without a prefix or any suffix. I am a Republican. I do 
not think I am wiser than all the other members of my party. I 
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do not arrogate to myself an elephantine superiority over all | 


other Republicans. I sometimes follow, rarely lead, but I am 
here to say that the Republican Party will nominate a worthy 
American citizen, and I entertain a rational hope and a weill- 
fixed belief that he will be elected and continue the wise policies 
of this administration, and that citizen will be the great citizen 
from California. 

Mr. COPELAND. Now. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Pardon me just a moment to finish that 
thought, utterly irrelevant to this discussion. 


fama Republican. I am very proud to remember that, in the | 


first national convention which the Republican Party held in 
Philadelphia, California presented John C. Frémont, of Cali- 
fornia. as its candidate, who became the candidate of the party. 
We were weak then. it is true, and the great Pennsylvanian, 
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there be any doubt lingering in the mind of any one as to my 
position in politics, let that doubt be forever removed. And I 
am proud and happy to add that I am one of the great majority 
of the American people. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
again? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. COPELAND. I have listened with the grentest interest 
to what the Senator from California has said, and I think he 
makes himself well qualified for the nomination because he 
said he is a Republican, and admits it and glories in it; but I 
would like to ask the Senator from California if Mr. Hoover 
is a Republican? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. Hoover is a Republican. 

Mr. COPELAND. How long hus he been a Republican? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. A great many years. The Senator from 
New York was once a Republican, too. 

Mr. COPELAND. It seems to me there was once a time 
when Mr. Hoover was flirting with the Democratic Party for 
the nomination. Can the Senator tell us when he became a 
Republican ? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I would not be at al! surprised if the 
Democratic Party, which meets in Houston, will nominate 
him, join with the Republicans, and make his nomination 
unanimous. Of course, the Senator from New York was once 
an honored member of the Republican Party and we suffered 
a great loss, an irreparable loss, but he has become such 4 
distinguished and valiant Democrat that we must congratulate 
that historic party upon its acquisition. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am very much surprised at the Senator. 
I was a Republican for a while, but I became ashamed of it, 
and on that account I left the party and became a Democrat. 
But Mr. Hoover, much more recently than my defection, was 
uncertain whether he was a Democrat or a Republican. The 
Senator from California this morning qualified himself for 
the nomination, and so far as I am concerned, I think he is 
amply qualified for the office and would grace it, but he has 
not demonstrated to all the country or his own party that 
Mr. Hoover is a Republican, and he has not yet satisfied the 
Senator from Idaho {Mr. Boran] whether Mr. Hoover is for 
the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amendment, or is not. Of 
course, there must be a united Republican Party or Mr. Hoover 
would not have a chance even for the nomination. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have long since ceased to try to 
satisfy the Senator from Idaho, The Senator from Idaho was 
the one. the only Republican who voted against the tariff 
act of 1922. There were three noble Democrats, upstanding, 
far-seeing, thoroughbred Democrats who voted for that act. I 
refer. of course, to the two Senators from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL und Mr. Broussarp| and to the splendid Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. Kenorick]. They were the three Demo- 
erats who, upon the final roll call, voted for this wholesome 
legislation. But the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran], for 
reusons which doubtless were satisfactory to him. voted against 
it: und I am afraid he has closed the door of the White House 
against himself forever. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Iowa’? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I would like to propose a unanimous- 
consent agreement. The time is getting short within which 
the debate may continue, and several Senators want to spenk. 
I therefore propose that we extend the time of the Senator 
now cccupyving the floor 30 minutes longer, that thereafter all 


| Speeches be limited to 30 minutes, and that the time for the 


James Buchanan, was elected President. But I am prouder still | 
of fhe fact that the delegation of 12 from California cast its 12 | 


votes for Abraham Lincoln for Vice President, and that we lived 
to see him sit in the seat of Washington. From a very early 
time IT took my stand under the banner of the Republican Party, 
and if I may, without reflection, paraphrase the words of the 
greatest orator that ever sat in this Chamber, the most eloquent 
man that ever spoke in the Senate—and I have in mind all of 


the great Senators who have honored this body—if I may para- | 


phrase the words of Col. E. ID. Baker, the great Senator from 
Oregon, who died yonder at Balls Bluff, Where in youth my feet 
vere planted, there my manhood and my age shall march. 

{ have been a Republican all my life, 


I believe in the principles of the Republican Party. I glory | 


in its achievements. I support its policies. I hurl no anathema 
at Democratic Members. I have no feeling of hostility toward 
then I believe in principles and I try to uphold them. So if 


final vote be fixed at 4 o'clock instead of 3 o'clock. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. IT shall not take up the time of the 
Senate much longer. Of course, it can not be done, To at- 
tempt it will only take up time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I would suggest to the Senator 
from Iowa that his request would necessitate calling a quorum 
and would only take up a lot of time. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, | hope the Senator from [Lowa 
will withdraw his request. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Very well; I withdraw the request. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President. returning to the beaten 
path, having wasted too much time in wandering roundabout 
and speaking on matters which really have no proper place here 
at this time for consideration, I repeat that I regret exceedingly 
that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMaster] felt it 
his duty to introduce the pending resolution. If he thought that 
its passage here and by the House would be followed by an 
appropriate bill introduced into that chamber, and if moreover 
he thought he could get any aid or comfort from the Demo- 
cratic Members of either House then—and with apologies I say 











| 
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it—he was deluded. We is now under a fatal delusion. We ] other countries? Is it not true and can it not be demonstrated 


ean not hope for assistunce from Members who are opposed to 
us in theory, honestly opposed, firmly opposed. Whether we ceall 
it a tariff for revenue only, a tariff for revenue with incidental 
protection, or whether we adopt any nomenelature, we know 
that there are two schools in America, and that there are Mem- 
hers of the Senate and the House who are irreconcilably di 


vided in respect to tariff legislation, and that we can not look | 


to the Democratic Party for relief for agriculture or for any 
other American industry. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield a 
moment ? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, but I wish to hasten along and 
get through 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from California 
declines to yield. 


to yield; but I do desire to hasten along and get through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
yields to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. McMASTER. There may be two schools in regard to 
the tariff system, but there should not be two schools: there 
should not be even one school favoring excess rates in turiff 
schedules. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly not. Wherefore I am op 
posed to the resolution because I think it untimely and inop 
portune for reasons which have been stated again and again 
by others and which need not be repeated by me. This is not 
the proper place for such a resolution. If we should pass it, it 


that the American laborer, whether he be in the factory or on 
the farm, on the railroad or in the forest, in the city or in 
the village, has stood up for adequate protective tariff laws 
to protect him as against the poorly paid, the poorly housed, the 
poorly clad, the unhappy laboring men and women in other 
less fortunate countries than ours? 

On some other oeceasion, if not here, elsewhere, I shall under- 
take to show, Mr. President, with respect, however, always for 
those who differ from me, that the prosperity of industry in 
factory and on farm in America rests upon adequate protec- 
tion as against imports from other countries of the east or of 
the west. 

I speak with some feeling upon that subject because we on 
the Pacific coast were the first to sound the alarm against 


> | oriental immigration. We were opposed to such immigration 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, ne, Mr. President; I do not decline 


and we are opposed to the products of the cheap labor of the 
Orient coming into competition with American production 
We can not compete with them. Does my friend from South 
Dakota agree with the learned Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKEeEtrar], who told us that the farmer was not benefited at 
all or appreciably by the tariff rates? If the Senator from 
Tennessee were present, I would put this question to him— 
and with deference and respect in his absence I put it—Dwes 


| he think that the Senators from Florida agree with him’? Ask 


would go to the House and be met with derision. It is coneeiy- | 


able that we have the naked right to express our opinion upon 
any subject under the sun, but since this resolution relates to a 
matter which under the law must originate in the House, I am 
very sure the resolution would not receive any welcome in the 
House of Representatives, no more of a weleome than was 
accorded the resolution which the Senate passed the other day in 
respect to the meeting of Congress. 

The pending resolution, if adopted, can net move the House to 
action; it can not bring about the introduction of a bill: and it 
would be abortive and utterly without any beneficial or other 
effect. It can not stampede the House or any protectionist; it 


ean not stampede the Senate, but it can take, as it has taken, | 


much of our time. 

I do not wish to say that the resolution was presented for any 
hidden or ulterior purpose. I do not wish to question the mo- 
tives of the Senator. It has been rather timidly stated that the 
resolution was offered in order to bring about a more favorable 
consideration of another measure hitherto spoken of as the Me- 
Nary-Haugen bill. My views upon that proposed legislation are 
known, About the only good thing connected with that bill is 
the name of the Senator who fathers it. That is about all in it 
that has any merit, in my poor judgment. 

If this resolution should be adopted and the House should 
agree and a bill should be introduced to revise the tariff sched- 
ules downward, what then? It is perfectly plain to all of us 
that such a bill could not, would not pass the House; could not, 
would not pass the Senate during this session, even if we de- 
voted all our time to its consideration. In the meanwhile what 
becomes of other pressing, vital measures, such as the alien 
property bill, the revenue measure, and flood control, not to men- 
tion other vitally important measures which we should con- 
sider and dispose of if humanly possible at this session? Time 
is on the wing and it stays for no man. We should consider the 
practical situation, and not launch upon one piece of proposed 
legislation to the exclusion of all others. 

I again put the question to thoughtful Senators on this side 
of the Chamber and to those yonder who know that certain 
industries need protection, What good would come from the 
adoption of this resolution? Does any Senator here, particu- 
larly dees the Senator who submitted the resolution, want an- 
other Walker tariff or another Wilson tariff? I refer to the bill 
introduced by Representative Wilson, of West Virginia. Is 
there anyone here now on this side of the Chamber who is 
yearning for another Underwood Tariff Act? Does the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota wish a Mississippi flood of foreign 
imports inundating America? 

Mr. President, time will not permit me or others to engage 
in a defense of the American protective-tariff system. Let 
me ask, howevyer—and I appeal to the historical knowledge 
of the Senate-—is it not a fact that the seeond bill that was 
passed by the Congress, signed by George Washington on the 
4th day of July, 1789—timed on that day as a patriotic act— 
wis a measure designed to afford protection to American labor? 
From that second bill which passed Congress in 1789 to this 
hour we have been in need of protecting American labor as 





the two learned Senators from that State if they agree wit! 
bim when he says, in effect, that a tariff on agricultural prod- 
ucts means nothing to the American producer. 

Ask the two great Senators from Arkansas—the one the 
leader of the Democratic side, the other the junior Senator 
from Arkansas, whose mind is as brilMant as Sheridan’s, whose 
wit is as keen as Swift’s—-whether they agree that the tariff 
has no beneficial effect on American agriculture. To the Sena- 
tors from Florida is due the increase in the tariff on er: 
fruit and the Senators from Arkansas voted for the tariff which 
we of California asked for on rice, which staple commodity is 
also produced in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas. Ask 
the two Senators from Louisiana whether agriculture is in 
need of tariff protection. Mining, we are told, does not come 
Within the category of agriculture, but my eloquent friend 
from Alabama was very alert and very sincere when he voted 
for the tariff on amorphous graphite, mined in the great State 
of Alabama. Ask the Senators from Arizona, New Mexico, 
and Wyoming whether agriculture, including livestock, is bene- 
fited by tariff rates, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not understand that the matters re 
ferred to by the Senator have any bexring whatever upon the 
pending resolution. This resolution relates to excessive tariffs. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senators to whom the Senator has 
referred were here to speak for themselves, they would say 
that the tariff rates imposed on the commodities just mentioned 
by the Senator from California are not excessive; but if there 
are excessive rates in the act of 1922, does not the Senater 
believe that they should be reduced? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I say that a tariff rate can be exces- 





| sively low as well as excessively high. 


| 


Mr. COPELAND. I will admit that. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Then, why not amend this resolution so 
as to provide that where rates are excessively low they shal! be 
increased ? 

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will pardon me a moment 
further, will he answer this question: If the Senate should so 
amend the pending resolution, would the Senator from Cali- 


fornia vote for it? 3 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have said again and again that I 
would not, because this is not the appropriate time or plice to 


consider the subjeet. I have allnded to the matter in order fo 
show that Senators who are urging this resolution are deluded 
if they think they can during this session get the relief which 
the great agricultural interests of the country need in respe 
of many items, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator vield 
further? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. If we had an approaching epidemi 
smallpox or typhus, would we wait until some “ appropriat: 
time to take the steps that are necessary? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. COPELAND. If there are tariff rates which are known 
to be excessive or can be shown to be exeessive, why should not 
we deal with them now and not wait for a more acceptable 





against suicidal competition with the poorly paid labor of | time? 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If rates be excessive now they were 
excessive during the last session of Congress and they have been 
excessive ever since 1922, unless changed trude currents or 
changed conditions have since made them excessive. 

Mr. COPELAND. ‘Then, according to the logic of the Sena- 
tors statement, the excessive tariff rates must continue for ever 


and ever because they were written into the tariff act? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Far from that, but now is not the 
“accepted time.’ I want this country, Mr. President, to be 
industrially independent even as it is politically independent, 
I do not wish to see America dependent upon anything which we 
can grow or manufacture. I want an industrially independent 
America. I do not wish to see America again dependent upon 
any foreign country, particularly with respect to the chemical 
industry. I do not wish to see America dependent for the very 
necessaries of life and the very essentials for defense; and I 


am wondering whether the Senator thinks that the rates in the 
chemical and dye schedule are “excessive.” There are Sena- 
tors here, as there are gentlemen elsewhere, who seem to think 
that it would be advisable for us once more to become dependent 
upon Belgium or Germany or Switzerland in the matter of 
chemicals and dyes. I think it far better to build up the great 
chemical industry of America, which comprehends the manu- 
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| goods manufactured in my State and city. 


facturer of perfumery, a fact which may be interesting to some | 


who look down from the heights. Indeed, we can by chemistry 
make more delicious, delightful, intoxicating perfumes from coal 
tur than can be extracted from any flowers that bloom. 


We now hive a great perfumery industry in America. We 
have a great explosives industry—a matter of national defense. 


We have a great dye industry. We have an industry for 
medicines, the therapeuiée industry. We have the great in- 


dustry of manufacturing coloring matter for candies, confec- 
We have four or five great industries in America, 
employing hundreds and thousands of skilled workmen, women, 
men, all dependent upon the chemical industry, which industry 
depends upon protection from the foreign countries named. 
All these great and related industries are due to the Republican 
tariff act of 1922. 


Some people suy that the rates in the chemical schedules are 


Pious, 


*oxcessively ” high. Do they wish to go back into the condi- 
jion we were in at the beginning of the Great War? I wish 
to develop America. I wish to multiply the industries of 
America. I wish to give work and wages to American men 


and women; and when the time comes to take up and consider 
this whole subject I hope I shall be big enough to look beyond 
the boundaries of my own great State. I do not think I am in 
ihe center of the universe because the horizon comes down in 
a circle about me. If there is an industry in Florida that needs 
aid or assistance, I am for it. If there is an industry in New 
England or in any State that needs protection from foreign 
competition, I am for it; and why am I? May I apply the 
historic words of Patrick Henry? Patrick Henry opposed the 


ratification of the Constitution in words which inflame our 
minds now. He inveighed against it, fearing that it would 


develop a consolidated tyranny, as he termed the Constitution ; 
but when the Constitution was ratified by the Virginia he loved 
and by the other States, then Patrick Henry said, “I am no 
longer a Virginian; I am an American.” 

So, on this tariff question, I am for any industry that needs 
protection as against competition with foreign capital or foreign 
lubor. in order that we may have men employed earning good 
wages, happy fathers. happy wives, laughing children; and I 
wonder why some gentlemen elsewhere, or Senators here, appear 
to think that we in America, with our standard of life, our 
level of civilization, our high wages, can compete with the 
poorly paid labor of other lands. 

{ have only to add that, being a protectionist, | want adequate 
protection, I understand farming to be an industry—an im- 
portant industry. There are many items in the present tariff 
act immediately affected within the agricultural schedule. I 
think many of them should be increused. There may be some 
in other schedules which should be reduced; but we can not 
consider the one or the other wisely without considering them 
cil. The farmer is as directly interested in the manufacturing 
city and its prosperity as he is in the farm round about his 
house. Let the great cities—the great markets of the farm 
perish and what becomes of agriculture or the producers of 
agricultural products *% 

My State is remote from the great markets of the Fast. We 
want to build up New England. We want her factories to be 
in full operation. We want to see mighty New York expand, 
and Philadelphia. and Baltimore, and all the great cities of the 
eastern or middle section of our country. From a purely selfish 


standpoint we seek their increased prosperity, because it in- 
ereuses the markets for the agricultural products of California ; 
and I should imagine that the East would wish to see Utah 


or 
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and Colorado and Califoruia and other of the Western States 
multiply in population and prosper in order that a greater 
market may be afforded to the manufactured products of the 
Hast. In other words, we have a great Nation, one Nation, 
one people; and when one section of the country prospers, that 
prosperity overtiows into other sections. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; I vield. 

Mr. COPELAND. Surely the Senator has no doubt that the 
attitude that he thinks should be the attitude of the eastern 
cities is actually the feeling that they have there. For in- 
stance, the Senator is very much interested in the protection 
of the Imperial Valley in his own State. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COPELAND. It will be of interest to the Senator to 


know that from the great bankers and business houses of my 
city L have had hundreds of letters urging me to do everything 
[ could to protect the great Imperial Valley, because when there 
is prosperity in the Imperial Valley there is a demand for the 
So I may say that 
the attitude that the Senator describes as the ideal one is the 
attitude of those great cities. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 1 am gratified to know that, and, in- 
deed, I did know it; and it serves to illustrate, perhaps, and 
emphasize a thought which is common to us all—thut we ean 
not hope for prosperity in old South Carolina if all the rest of 
the country is in rags. We can not hope for prosperity in the 
Southland if the North is paralyzed. We are one people, with 
one Constitution and with one destiny. I want a system which 
is American, which is broad and all-comprehensive; and I re- 
peat myself when I say that if a given rate on a local product 
in any State in this Union will serve to develop the industry 
producing that product, I am for it, and I think I can justify 
my position, 

T remember full well the very unhappy plirase of General Han- 


cock. He spoke a truth, but it was distorted to his disad- 
vantage, when he said that in a sense the tariff was a local 
question. What General Hancock meant to express was that 


in the sense that a tariff rate affected primarily a local situa- 
tion, in that respect the tariff was a local question. That, in a 
sense, is true; but, in the larger view, a great and prosperous 
industry in Wisconsin—and they have great and prosperous 
industries there, not the least of which is the dairy industry— 
is beneficial to the whole country in more ways than it is now 
necessary to state. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, Mr. President. 
Mr. COPELAND. Did not General Hancock, when he said 


that, mean that the way men vote on tariffs will be determined 
largely by the locality from which they come? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That may be true, Mr. President: but 
we are not supposed here to be governed by purely local con- 
ditions, I repeat, perhaps unnecessarily, that if some industry 
should spring up in New York, the product of which should come 
in competition with the product of Italy or Belgium or Switzer- 
land or Norway or China, and it could be made to appear that 
by adequate protection that industry could grow and develop 
and give labor and employment and wages to citizens of your 


great State, I would be for ‘it as cheerfully as though the 
industry were in my State. 
Mr. COPELAND. That is very generous of the Senator. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is the kind of American I am. 
Mr. COPELAND. And that is the reason why a lot of the 
Senators over here voted for the tariff on grapefruit which 
Was proposed by the Senator; and it was proposed by the 
Senator because it was the local desire. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; the Senator from Florida’ [ Mr, 


Fiercuer| offered that amendment, Much to my surprise, the 
former chairman of the Finance Committee, Mr. McCumber, 
reported that bill out with half a cent a pound tariff on grape- 
fruit; und it was none other than my scholarly friend from 
Florida, Mr. Frerciurr, if I may mention his name, who rose 
in his place and offered the amendment striking out “ one-half 
cent per pound” and inserting “1 cent per pound”; and it is 
not betraying anything to say that I happen to know that the 
people of Florida will ask, are now asking, or, if not officially, 
are seeking an increase of the tariff on grapefruit because they 
can not compete with the Isle of Pines or Porto Rico; and those 
Senators, if present, and it were proper, would not contradict 
me. Moreover, the Senators from Arkansas voted for a pro- 
tective tariff on rice. Of course, the two great Senators from 
Louisiana voted for protection on rice as well as on sugar, and 
ultimately yoted for the bill itself, as did the junior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. Kenprick], 

{ am not criticising any Senator here; but sometime the 
American people are going to be told and to hear that whereas 
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eertain learned Senators’ will vote for a specifie duty on some 
item which they preduce, and aid in getting it into the bill, 
they will then ultimately yote against the passage of the bill. 

In other words, if I may say it with propriety, they think of 
their own immediate locality rather than have regard for the 
Nation as a whole. But they are not all free traders, there are 
protectionists among them; alas, too few. My wonder has been, 
my regret is, that gentlemen who march under the Republican 
banner should be striving to do what I think is hurtful to the 
American proteetive-tariff system. 

Mr. MCMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. McMASTER. There should not be any Republicans 
marching under the Republican banner who believe in an excess 
rate in a tariff schedule, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Nobody believes in an excess rate. 

Mr. President, let us not tear down one industry in the vain 
hope of building up another. I have poorly stated my position 
abd Lam done. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, the pending tariff resolution 
is a wholly logical result of the plight of agriculture—of the 
persistent inequality from which this industry has suffered, and 
the refusal of other remedial legislation, 

The urban population of this country is largely upon one plane 
and the farmer upon another, at a lower level. Consider the grail 
and livestock farmer, that tremendously important factor in the 
great Middle West. During the last six and one-half years 
ending July 1, 1927, he has been required to pay from 40 per 
cent to 50 per cent more in freight rates than in 1913: 64 per 
eent more on an average for the nonagricultural products he 
has necessarily purchased; about 79 per cent more for a rail 
road ticket from Omaha to Chicago; 130 per cent more for the 
union labor that has entered into his buildings and other equip- 
ment; and finally 160 per cent more on account of taxes. 

gut how about the grain and livestock farmer's income from his 
products, the measure of the return for his services and the use 
of his eapital?’ As an average during the last six and one-half 
years ending July 1, 1927, he has reeeived but 23 per cent more 
for his grain and livestock than he didin 1913. In short, miscella 
neous nonagricultural products that could be bought with three 
earloads of such products in 1913 have required four carloads on 
an average during the six and one-half vears referred to. It 
may be urged that such have been the conditions, but how about 
the bounteous crops of the past season and the prosperity of 
agriculture that we read about in the metropolitan papers of 
that region? That we may not be misled I will take the liberty 
of reading a recent letter from the cashier of a national bank, 
Wholly unsolicited so far as I am concerned. He says: 





' 


There is not now, and has not been, any prosperity for the farmers 
in this community, which by the way is the best producing section of 
Nebraska, and being closely associated with them I know that they ar 
thrifty enough, but are not making the net profit that their labor and 


investment emfltle them to because of insufficient prices for their prod 





ucts, or because the things they must buy are too hig! It would se 

to me that there should be an adjustment of freight rates, and if it 
hecomes necessary a marked downward revision of the tariff; tn fac I 
can not see where the farmer profits under the present tariff sched 

but I feel that IT am not sufficiently posted to be W) on hat 
point > * * T presume that with enongh points to bear down or 
that in time the combined West and Sonth can get some concessior if 
that what we must call them, from the eastern grouy so muel 


stre has been laid on the bountiful crops, and the Governt 


have overestimated th corn crop without doubt; even the Omaha 
papers have helped lower the price by their continued advertising of 
how much money the farmers will get from the bounteous crop ro me 
this is all bunk. Most of the farmers still owe the banks and are trvir 


to pay their interest and reduce debt Until they are out of debt they 
will not be able to buy much and will not want to, as they have heen 


pressed for payment by the banks in many cases and have had the 


ambition to borrow and make money crushed I hope there fis son 
thing here that will be helpful to you, as it seems this is an iden] 
to start driving on the things that will cive us a chance to cet na 


money-making basis 


This picture of our economic situation in the Middle West is 
from a conservative, substantial citizen, and if I am not mis- 
taken a rock-ribbed Republican. 

Yes, Mr. President, a perspective of the economic 
of this country clearly discloses that the mechanical industries, 
commerce, labor, and transportation are upen economic stilts, 
while the farmer, the man who produces from the soil, is down 
on the ground. As a consequence, the farmer has come here to 
Congress, not asking special privilege but merely justice 
equality for his industry. He has pointed out that, generally 
speaking, there are but two remedies: that either he must be 
afforded economic stilts such as are enjoyed by his fellow 


structure 
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industrialists or else the stilts which cthers enjoy must be 
eliminated. 

Not wishing to disturb the economie situation of the country 
he has asked for stilts in the form of compulsory cooperation 
as set forth in what has come to be known as the MecNary- 
Haugen bill. After vainly pleading his cause year after year 
the Sixty-ninth Congress passed this measure, only to have it 
vetoed by the President. Now, again, the McNarv-Haugen bill 
is pending legislation, but we are informed that it will be futile 
to pass it, as the Attorney General of the United States has 
advised the President that the proposal is unconstitutional, and 
unfortunately the President seems disinclined to proceed other 
wise than he did with the measure adopted by the Sixty-ninth 
Congress ; that is, he will not sign the bill, though there may be 
a majori 
Court of the United States to finally determine its constitu- 
tionality, the only possible course by which the question can 
be finally and definitely settled. 

Under the circumstances, therefore, is it 
agricultural interests of this country should be considering the 


only alternative—pulling the stilts from under the other fellow, 








ot Congress for the measure, and allow the Supreme 


+f 











not as a matter of revenge but of justice of self-preservation? 
An examination of these economic stilts enjoyed by industry, 
commerce, labor, and transportation discloses that they consist 
of several distinct sections. One section is due to the results of 
voluntary cooperations, fer the elimination of competition and 
the insurance of profit, such as local and national manuf 
turers’ associations, and other similar cooperations, as whole- 
sale and retail and other trade organizations Another see- 


tion is due to compulsory ooperations, decreed by Congress 
to the same end, namely, the elimination of competition for the 
insurance of profit. Under this heading are included the Esch- 
Cummins law relieving the railroads of the country of all com- 
petition. Prior to 1920 a railroad could file an; i 
Saw fit not in excess of the maximum rate fixed by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; and, after 30 days, it went into 
effeet. Since then the minimum rate has been the maximum 
rate, thus eliminating all competition, resulting in the createst 
era of prosperity for the railroads in their history 

Formerly at times a million immigrant 


x } lorl t 
\ scnedtte it 





came to our shores 


from Europe in a single year, most of whom belonged to the 
laboring class. To-day the Eurepean quotas are limited by law 
to some 150.000 annually, Of course, this legislation has limited 


competition in the field of labor 

Again, we have the Federal reserve system, the result of a 
compulsory cooperation measnre of Congress,- whereby all na- 
tional banks are required to cooperate in maintaining standard- 








( 
1 
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ized methods of banking, not, of course, to make less profit but 
te make more profit - 
Then there is tariff legislation whose whole purpose is to 
eliminate the competition of the cutside world, so far as our 
domestic market is concerned, thereby compelling the people of 


the United States to cooperate in paying higher prices for mannu- 
fuctured products than would otherwise be possible. 

Such in a general way is the constitution of the ceouemie 
stilts enjoyed by industry, commerce, labor, and transportation, 
and which the farmer must eliminate if he is to enjoy equality 
with his fellow industrialist, unless he is afforded similar effee- 


tive advantages, 


Assuming that the agriculturists’ only alternative is to attack 
these stilts, how is he to proceed? What ure the possibilitic i 





Hie can not hope to dissolve such voluntary coopera 


tions as manufacturers’ associations, Wholesale and retail and 


SUCCESS ¢ 


other trade organizations, and labor unions. Therefore, it would 
be unwise to waste any time on this particular section or see- 
tions of these stilts. 


Again, what chance is there for the farmer in the face of the 
railway lobby in Washington to repeal the Esch-Cummins law, 
or even that portion thereof that relieves the railroad world of 
all competition ? 

[I think it is generally admitted that we have entered upon a 
new era so far as immigration legislation is concerned; there- 
fore there is no hope in this quarter. Neither is there any 
thought of attempting to repeal the Federal reserve act. How- 
ever, so far as the tariff is concerned the situation is different. 
There have iways been two weil-defined schools of thought, 
und sometimes more, respecting protective theories 

That great political party—our Democratic brothers—liive 
in theory at least been aligned against the tariff, although they 
have wobbled so.much in this respect that it is not always pous- 
sible to tell exactly where they are. Certain it is that man; 
Democrats are protectionists, that many Democrats are hi 
tariffites, while the majerity of others, at least in Congress, 
helieve in some degree of protection However, it is always 
assumed that some Democratic assistance can be obtained fer 
tariff readjustment at almost any time. And then again, even 





1506 


among the rank and file of the Republican Party there is a 
dissatisfaction with many tariff schedules deemed excessive. 
Moreover, the farmers of the country as a class have been 
taught that the tariff, while favoring them in some respects, 
has upon the whole resulted to their disadvantage, and recently 
these agriculturists and others have been greatly encouraged 
in their belief by, first. the attitude of our international bankers. 
October an international manifesto was issued 
ngainst the maintenance of tariff barriers throughout the world, 
including our own country, which elicited marked attention in 
this country, as it was signed by international bankers and 
business men. This document closes its appeal for the elimi- 
nation of tariffs and trade prohibitions, as follows: 


Thus last 


} 


Qn the valuable political results which might flow from such a 
policy, from the substitution of good will for ill will, of cooperation 
for exclusiveness, we will not dwell But we wish to place on record 
our conviction that the establishment of economic freedom is the best 


hope of restoring the commerce and the credit of the world. 


The second cause of the encouragement is the report of the 
business men’s commission. About a year ago the National 
Industrial Conference Board of New York City and the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the United States of America, acting 
jointly, appointed a business men’s commission on agriculture. 
This commission filed a report in the year 1927, and the follow- 
ing are quotations therefrom: 

There is little doubt that the steady extension of tariff protection 
to manufacturing industries, and particularly the increase in the tariff 
level in postwar years, has, on the whole, affected agriculture un 
favorably in comparison with manufacturing industry. * * * 

In the long run the chief permanent effect on agriculture of tariffs 
devoted mainly to the encouragement of manufactures would be a re- 
striction of the acreage in crops and a lessening of the values of farm 


t k a st tk 

The increase in rates put into effect in postwar years, combined with 
the shift of the United States from a debtor to a creditor status, un 
doubtedly contributed to the depression in agriculture, 

It is, however, any increase in duties on manufactured goods, rather 
than the tariff as such, which is peculiarly harmful to agriculture. 

« . * ** * * * 

Like the increase in railroad rates, this raising of the tariff came at 
a time very inopportune to the farmer. An increase in the degree of 
protection, so far as it is real and not a mere raising of rates already 
completely protective, can not fail to have an adverse effect on some 
exporting industries, and in the case of the tariff act of 1922 it seems 
probable that agriculture bore the brunt of this readjustment. 

* + > * * " * 

* * * the commission believes that the time has come to give 
serious thought to the question of whether, under the prevailing con- 
ditions of American industry, agriculture and international trade, the 
benefits of the protective tariff system are fairly enough distributed 
between industry and agriculture to make for a stable balance in our 
national economy and protect the long-time interests of the Nation. 
* * * The commission recognizes that it would be disastrous to the 
farmer as well as to industry to attempt any radical, sudden, and gen- 
eral reversal of the protective policy, but it believes that earnest effort 
may well be made gradually to modify and intelligently to readjust that 
policy 


Therefore, in view of the situation which is presented, it must 
be apparent that if the farmers’ only alternative is to attack 
the stilts under the other fellow, the most vulnerable section 
thereof is that composed of the tariff, hence, why I have stated 
that this tariff resolution is merely a logical result of the plight 
of agriculture and the refusal of remedial legislation. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smoor in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from 
Florida ? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Under the provisions of the pending 
resolution, does the Senator think there is carried with it the 
idea that there may be revision of the tariff on agricultural 
products upward 


M HOWRLI Mr. President, it must he recognized that 
hot on ‘ iriff legislation without it being possible 
ropose re ions uy das well as downward 
\l PRAMMEMI | mk he Senator very muel Th 
' ! ! I ! question is that I think in a revisi of 
held | me revision upward on certain 
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Mr. HOWELL. The result of this legislation, if favorably 
acted upon by the House, will be to open up the whole tariff 
question and, hence, I shall vote aye on the question of its 
adoption for this reason, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In view of what he has just said, would 
the Senator object to an amendment striking out the word 
“downward ” after the word “ revision ” ? 

Mr. HOWELL. I can not speak for the author of the reso- 


| lution. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Would the Senator be willing to vote for 
such ah amendment? 

Mr. HOWELL. I will vote for any resolution that urges 
the consideration of the tariff at this time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask the Senator if he expects there 
will be any effort to increase the tariff if the whole matter is 
thrown open? 

Mr. HOWELL. I shall be glad to refer to that later in my 
remarks, 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought almost everybody had reached the 
conclusion that not more and higher tariff duties would solve 
our economic difficulties; at least that while there might be 
some increase here and there, because it is not possible, of 
course, to make a tariff schedule that will prove entirely perfect 
in the light of experience, yet there is hardly anyone advocating 
the imposition of additional or higher duties. 

Mr. HOWELL. I do not agree with the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Georgia in that respect. There are some products 
Which are new being imported into the country tariff free, 
which seriously affect farm interests. 

Mr. GEORGE. I admitted the possibility, of course, that 


| there might be, and I said there might be an item here and 


there; but the Senator does not think, does he, that the farmer 
gets very much benefit from the tariff? 

Mr. HOWELL. I will discuss that also before I finish. I 
agree that even an entire repeal of tariff legislation would not 
afford equality to the farmer. This must be evident from 
what I have said, because there would still remain voluntary 
cooperations on the part of the mechanical industries—com- 
merce, labor, and transportation. There would still be in effect 
the compulsory cooperation laws of which they are the bene- 
ficiaries, 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator uses the term “voluntary co- 
operation.” I quite agree with him that there is cooperation, 
but I do not think it is altogether voluntary. Is not this the 
Senator's idea—I think it is of industry, whatever we public 
men say about it—that there must be organization behind any 
tariff in order to make it effective, either organigation to con- 
trol the production, to fix the domestic supply, of to take the 
sharp edges off of competition between ‘the units producing a 
given article or a given commodity, and that without that 
combination, which the Senator is pleased to call “ voluntary,” 
the tariff would be ineffective? 

What I mean is: Suppose there are any number of independ- 
ent manufacturers of a given article in the United States. 
Suppose we have a tariff duty protecting that particular ar- 
ticle. If there is unrestrained and unrestricted competition 
among the manufacturers of that particular article, the time 
will come when they must sell their product, and they will sell 
it without regard to whether the price is level with or below 
the tariff wall. But there can be no effective use of the tariff, 
and American industry knows it, unless there is organization 
back of the tariff. There must be organization back of it for 
the purpose of controlling the production or of restricting and 
controlling competition between the units producing the pro- 
tected article. Therefore we have in this country combinations 


lof wealth which have gone beyond combinations elsewhere in 


the world, and it always will be so. not alone because of the 
tariff, but it always will be so as long as there is a high-tarilf 
duty fixed, because industry will feel the necessity of organiza 
tien, whether we eall it voluntary or not, back of that tarifl 
wall in order to hold the prices up to that level 

Phe farmer can not do that, he does not do that, and perhaps 


there must be some kind of legislation worked out to compel 
inveluntar ooperatio I know the Senator thinks the M 
Nory- Haugen bill will de tt, and if it hould if would in oa 
mensure make the tariff eff ve bur oon 1} farm products 
here demestic production cools cb estic deaand and whet 
there is no cooperation lunterily or involuntarily mong the 
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farm products up to the level of the tariff wall. That fs the 
reason why there is no direct benefit to the farmers in the 
tariff on any farm product where the domestic production ex- 
ceeds the domestic consumption. So I ask the Senator if he 
really believes that any tariff imposed on a farm product will 
greatly aid the farmer? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mi. President, I thank the distinguished 
Senator from Georgia for calling my attention to his view 
respecting cooperation. I agree with him. There is no such 
thing as purely voluntary cooperation that is effective. There 
must be present a coercive factor. If we will consider volun- 
tary cooperations generally, whether manufacturers’ associa 
tions or labor unions, it must be evident that they would fail ol! 
their purpose if deprived of the power of willful coercion. 

The farmer in this country is in unrestricted competition 
with his neighbor. Not only that, but so far as those products 
of which he produces a@ surplus are concerned, he is also in 
unrestricted competition with the peasants of the Old World. 
Voluntary cooperation for the farmer is impossible, because 
there are 6,300,000 farm operators in this country, and such 
coercion is not practicable. In my opinion, the only kind of 
cooperation that will ever be effective for the farmer is, as the 
Senator from Georgia has expressed it, involuntary coopera- 
tion—that is, legal compulsory cooperation. This is the key- 
stone of the pending McNary-Haugen legislation, and it is for 
that reason that I have supported it; because I believe it afford 
the only practicable solution of the problem of equality for the 
farmer. 

Mr. President, I have advocated stilts for the farmer— 
net pulling the stilts from under the other fellow, AS a 
matter of fact, it has heen my view, as expressed by the able 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Brookuart] the other day, that the 
section of these economic stilts that is due to the tariff is rela- 
tively small—about 1215 per cent was his estimate. Therefore, 
if his assumption and my belief are correct, the abandonment 
of our tariff poliey would not mean equality for the farmer. 
It is for this reason that I have supported the MceNary-Haugen 
proposal, because in’ my opinion it is the one plan that has 
been developed which might afford the equality sought, and, by 
virtue of the equalization fee provided therein, maintain such 
equality indefinitely. Without the equalization fee the neces- 
sary rotating fund proposed for stabilizing our markets for 
agricultural products could not be maintained intact. The pro- 
posal by Secretary Jardine, almost similar in character but 
minus the equalization fee, would lean farmers’ associations 
$250,000,000 for stabilization purposes; that is, to maintain fair 
prices for the farmer through consistently bulling the market 
for agricultural products. Of course, such a plan means un- 
avoidable losses as well as expenses of operation. These should 
be paid by the farmer out of the higher prices that such a 
policy might afford. Otherwise the $250,000,000 would grad- 
nally vanish, unless the borrowers made good such losses and 
expenses. But under such circumstances such losses and ex- 
penses would fall upon less than one-half of those enjoying 
such better prices, because the benefits would not be limited 
to the members of the farmers’ associations borrowing these 
funds. Therefore, under such circumstances, it would be more 
profitable to remain out of the associations than in. All bur- 
dens of this character resulting from the development of 
equality for agriculture should be borne pro rata by all bene- 
ficiaries. If not, any such proposal must fail, unless the 
United States Treasury is to maintain such rotating fund by 
annual contributions, something that should not be contemplated 
for a moment. 

Mr. President, I have long regarded certain tariff schedules 
as excessive, und in my opinion the last Congress should have 
attacked the tariff problem. Certainly, it should not be avoided 
this session. If we are not to consider tariff legislation now, 
when will it be considered? Certainly not in the next or short 
session, As a mutter of fact, if we do not proceed with tariff 
legislation during this, the long session of the Seventieth Con- 
gress, no relief for agriculture from this source can be antiei- 
pated prior to 1980, and the Republican Party will necessarily 
be responsible for such delay. 

I do not believe that the tariff should be dealt with in any 


revolutionary manner. That would cuuse economic distress 
and defeat the purpose of tariff revisis ‘| re is only one 
way to proceed, in my opiniol deal with tl ariff—that 

by very gradual | in it might be lied tariff 
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first plan of gradually reducing the height of the tariff wail, 
suy, 2 per cent per annum, might be advantageously adopted 
were it not for the fact that succeeding Congresses could not 
be depended upon to maintain such 2 policy of attrition. The 
second method, however, is not subject to this objection, as 
experience indicates that it is becoming increasingly difficult 
to obtain a tariff for products which have been placed on the 
free list. 
ground gaihed in this manner. 

There ‘s ample precedent for the use of this later method. 
We have been curtailing the tarif? wall in just this way— 


Therefore there is a fair chanee of holding any 








eutting off the ends, as it were. Thus, hides that were former! 

subject to a tariff were put up he free list year 0; 
boots and shees are also on the ree lis ] ain 1i0 us 
a matter of fact, that they went on t! free list together as the 
result of an agreement The boot and shoe industry of the 
country had developed to a point where it no longer needed 
protection, but, of course, desired free hides, so the boot and 
shoe interests came to Congress and obligingly agreed that they 
would not oppose the free listing of their products if 1 ‘a 
farmer’s hides could be treated likewise, with the result that 
the farmers awoke one morning to discover that hides were no 


longer protected. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
qu ~tion * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dves the Senator from Ne- 
braska vieid to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield to the distinguished Senator. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator from Nebraska believe in 
putting a tariff on bides? 

Mr. HOWELL. If the farmer is not to be afforded equality 
by placing him upon economic stilts also, I certainly insist 
that he should have all the benefits which the tariif can afferd, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, the Senator believes that in that 
particular the tariff rates should be increased. 

Mr. HOWELL. If the farmer's demand for equality is de- 
nied, then, I say let us put a tariff on hides for his benefit. 

Not only have we curtailed the length of the tariff wall, as 
it were, by putting hides and boots and shoes on the free list, 
but also by including agricultural implements, and cement. 
Why not, then, add to this list the products of some other 
industries that are no longer puling infants but are able to 
prosper without subsidies in the way of tar’ffs. 

As an example, consider pig iron. That greatest of all 
corporations, the United States Steel Corporation, produces 
pig iron: in fact, it is the largest producer of pig iron in the 
United States, if not in the world. Its capacity for such pro- 
duction in 1926 was 18,940,000 tons. 

The tariff on pig iron in that year was 75 cents per ton, 
now raised through the Tariff Commission 50 per cent to 
$1.1244 per ton. Let us assume that in 1926 the steel corpora- 
tion preduced its capacity in pig iron, that pig iron was placed 
upon the free list, and that, therefore, the income of the steel 
corporation was reduced 75 cents for each ton of pig-iron pro- 
duction that year; or $14,205,000. How would this have affected 
the earnings of the steel corporation for that year? From its 
financial reports we learn that in 1926 there was outstanding 
common stock to the amount of $508.302.500. and that for that 
year the earnings thereon amounted to $17.98 per share, or a 
total of something less than $92,000,000. Subtracting the 
estimated loss had pig iron been on the free list that year, and 
the earnings on the common stock would have been reduced to 
something over $77,000,000, or to over $15 per share. If, in- 
stead of the 1926 earnings, we consider the average for the 10 
years preceding 1927. we find that they amounted to $15.21 per 
share. Assume this to have been the earning per share for 
926. then the free listing of pig iron would have reduced such 
arnings to $12.41 per share. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, is it not true that the Tariff 
Commission, after making a study of pig iron, increased the rate 
to which the Senator has just referred? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I have already referred to 
this faet, and it is such results of its work that arouses sus 
picion in the minds of people respecting the usefulness of the 





commission, Certainly, the United States Steel Corporation 
vhich turns out about 50 per cent of all the pig iren and steel 
nrexineed in the United States, did not need this tariff increas 
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The amalgamated companies had issued $468,816,194 common 
stock. In the course of the exchange $445,598,092 in common 
stock was issued by the steel corporation, a decrease in this 
particular class of stock of $25,418,102. However, when the 
exchange was completed, the bonds and stocks of the amal- 


gamated companies, amounting to SS881,720,994, were represented 


in a new steel corporation by bonds and stocks totaling 
$1,192,146,705. But this is not all. The common stock of the 
steel corporation was increased, and since 1903 has stood at 
$508.302,500. It is my understanding that Mr. Carnegie, whose 
properties were absorbed by the steel corporation, would have 
none of the common stock, He regarded it as something more 
yaucuous than witer. 


What bas happened since? The preferred stock, which un- 
doubtedly more than represented all of the equity in the cor- 
poration’s properties over and above its bonded indebtedness, 
has received annual dividends ef 7 per cent. In addition 
thereto, the corporation has earned enough to niake its common 
stock worth par, and enough more to pay up to and including 


1926 something more than $550,000.000 in dividends upen such 
and still enough more to pay a 40 per cent stock 
321,000. And then, 


common stock: 


dividend to its Common stockholders of S2U3, 





after all this, I understand there is still a surplus remaining in 
the Treasury of about S300,000,000, 

To recapitulate, this corporation, the beneficiary of our pro- 
tective tariff, has been enabled to earn for its Common stock- 
holder whose stock in 1903 represented less than water, a total 
of mere than $1,560,000,000 up to and including 1926. 

Is it strange that all the world wondered when the tariff 


commission last year recommended a 50 per cent increase in the 
tariff on pig iron? And again, is it remarkable that the Ameri- 
farmer showed some dissatisfaction when within the same 
48 hours the President yetoed the McNary-Haugen bill, and also 
approved the tinding of the Tariff Commission and put into 
recommendation to increase the tariff on pig iron 50 


ean 


effect its 
per cent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
not true that 


But, Mr. President, on the other hand, is it 
had the tariff on pig iron not been raised it would 
have meant throwing thousands of American workmen out of 
employinent, and that while it is true that the tariff on pig iron 
has caused an increase in its cost it has meant the employment 
of thousands of Americans who otherwise could not have se- 
cured that employment ? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, certainly so far as the United 
States Steel Corporation is concerned there would have been no 
necessity of throwing out of employment thousands of men, had 
not the tariff on pig iron been increased, if the steel corporation 
would have been satisfied with earning 10 or 12 per cent on its 
cominon stock instead of 15 per cent, 

Mr. President, I think the time has come to put pig iron on 
the free list, along with the farmer's hides, boots and 
farm implements, and cement, as such is my idea of proceeding 
in connection with the tariff whenever practicable 


shoes, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, before the Senator con- 
cludes his remarks, will he, while talking about the Tariff Com- 
mission, tell us whether or not he thinks that their ection in 


increasing the duty on butie: 
benefited the farmer’ 


from Ss to 12 cents a peund has 


Mr. Hi IWELL. Mr President. we exported about 5.000 000 
pounds of butter last yeer Whenever there is a surplus in 
connection with farm products, the world market usually de- 


termines the price of that product domestically, notwithstand- 
ing what the tariff may be. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No: Mr. President, my question was 
whether or not the action of the Tariff Commission in increas- 
ing the rate on butter from 8 to 12 cents a pound had not very 
muterially improved the farmer’s position, because it had in- 
creased the price of butter that much. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, heretofere in my remarks I 
have tried to afford a picture of the farmer’s plight, based upon 
the relative prices for agriculture products for the six and a 
half years preceding July 1, and during this period, or for most 
of the time at least, this 12-cent tariff on butter has been in 
effect. Repeating myself in part: The average price of all 
agricultural products during that period was 32 per cent higher 
than in 1913, but notwithsianding this fact the farmer had to 
pay 64 per cent more for the nonagricultural products he was 
compelled to buy. Could the situation have been much worse 
had the tariff on butter remained at 8 cents per pound? 

Mr. President, it has been urged that it unwise and un- 
necessary for Congress to consider tariff legislation at this ses- 
sion. First, because there is not time, although this is the long 
session the Seventieth and, second, because if a 


is 


of Congress : 


case is made before the Tariff Commission, in eonnection with 
any particular schedule, and an adjustment should be made, the 
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President has the authority of increasing or reducing any tariff 
rate 50 per cent. It must be evident that if there is not time 
to deal with the tariff during this long session, there will certainly 
be no time to deal with it during the next, or short session of 
this Congress. Hence, any farm relief through a reduction or a 
revision of the tariff must be deferred until the long session in 
1980. In my opinion, the Republican Party can not afford to 
be responsible for such a policy. Furthermore, whereas the 
Tariff Commission can act in connection with any commodity 
upon which a tariff is now imposed, neither the Tariff Commis- 
sion nor the President can effectively deal with a product now 
on the free list. Now, it happens that some benetit might be 
afforded the farmer by imposing a tariff on certain imported 


products that compete with his producis and displace large 
quantities thereof. in this connection consider yegetuble oils, 
There were imported from foreign countries into the United 
States during 1926, free of duty, palm oil, palm kernel oil, 
inedible olive oil, and copra, from which is produced coco 
nut oil, equivalent to a total of 371,000,000 pounds or about 40 


per cent of our total exports of animal oils and fais during that 
year. Is it not evident that the competition of such imports is 
of serious moment to the farmer? There can be no question of 


this fact inasmuch as these importations in recent years have 
been increasing by leaps and bounds, whereas our exports of 
animal oils and fats have been decreasing. Nevertheless, how- 


| ever important a tariff on such products might be in minimizing 


the farmer's plight, nothing can be done unless we have an 
opportunity to legislate on the tariff, because they are on the 
free list. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion just there? He speaking about these vegetable oils 
being imported into this country and taking the place of certain 
animal fats. The Senator from Georgia also called attention to 
the condition in which agriculture finds itself in relation to the 
tariff. The question I want to ask is this: Does not the Senator 
think it is idle to talk about the tariff benefiting the agricul- 
tural producer until and unless he is in a qQosition by which he 
can control, either directly or indirectly, the price of the thing 
he produces? 

The reason why I ask that question is that I happened to be 
a Member of this body when we passed the emergency tariff 
bill and increased the duty on wheat, and the price of wheat 
went down. So long as the buyer of the farm product fixes 
the price, What possible avail can there be to the farmer by 
virtue of the imposition of a tariff on his article, except thit 
there may be incidentally a little competition somewhere and 
somehow amongst these who desire to purchase the product 
that the farmer produces? Until he organized and then 
capitalized to a point where, when the tariff marks the line 
of prices, he can fix the price for the domestic consuniption 
und export his surplus at what price he will, of what avail is 
the tariff to him? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I agree with the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina that a tariff upon vegetable oils 
such as would result in our use of more animal fats would be 
of not great moment to the farmer: but it is urged that we do 
not need to have a consideration of the tarif€ at this session, 
because we have a Tariff Commission, You can not, however, 
appeal to the Tariff Commission in connection with a product 
upon Which there is no tariff. I wanted to make it clear that 
this contention fails as to a product on the free list. 

Mr. SMITH rose. 

Mr. HOWELL. I beg the Senator's pardon, but the senior 
Senator from South Dakota |[Mer. Norseck | is waiting to speak, 
and I want to give him an opportunity to do so, and desire a 
few moments to finish. 

Mr. SMITH. I simply did not want the impression 
out that I was opposed to the passage of this resolution. 


is 


is 


to £o 
Until 


| certain legislation that will specifically apply to the condition 


of agriculture is passed, which I do not think we can do with 
the tariff, I insist that it is unjust to impose a high protective 


tariff on our industries when we are unable to legislate to 
relieve the farmer in kind, 
Mr. HOWELL. Now, Mr. President, I desire to call atten- 


tion to an additional opportunity of aiding the farmer through 
tariff legislation. Last year we imported 255,000,000 gallons of 
blackstrap molasses, to which I have previously referred during 
this debate. The tariff thereon is only 144 mills so far as Cuba 
is concerned, and that island exports to us nearly all that we 
use. In recent years blackstrap molasses has practically re- 
placed corn in the manufacture of alcohol in this country. Now 
the situation is this: The farmer has been afforded a tariff of 
15 cents a bushel on corn, but 5.6 gallons of blackstrap molasses 
will take the place of a bushel of corn in the manufacture of 








1928 


alcohol, and on this substitute for a bushel of corn the tariff 





amounts to three-fourths cent. In 1926 there was used in the 
nuibufacture of hol 267,000,000 callons of this blackstrap me 
asses, of which 255,000,000 gallons were imported in that year. 
ht 0 if there were a suflicieut tariff on blackstrap molasses 
the would probably have been an additional demand for cash 
corn that year of from forty to fifty million b Inge Is. This ma 

hol seen &@ very large amount compared to our total production 
of 2,.700,000,000 bushels for the year in question. Hiowever, not 
more than 10 per cent of our corn ever gets into the market, or 
<av 270,000,000 bushels, This being the case, an additional de 


mand for from forty to fifty million bushels ¢ash 


corn 





would undoubtedly have a marked and favorable effect upon 
the price of this product A member of the Chicago Board of 
Trade has estimated that it might affeet the price as much as 
5 cents a bushel This, I believe, is more than should b 
ON] ted. However, there can be no question but that a demand 
of an additional forty to fifty million more bushels of corn in 
the manufacture of alcohol would preve a marked factor in 
determining fl price of corn, 
Prue, in connection with blackKstrap molasses we could appe: 

to the Tariff Commission, but even so, suppose the commission 
hould recommend that the tariff be increased 50 per cent, then, 
and in such case, the tariff on 5.6 gallons of blackstrap m 


the equiv: le bushel of corn in the manufacture « 


would merely have to pay a total tariff charge of 1.1 


lasses, 


hie 


nt of a 





cents In other words, the tariff on corn is 15 cents a bushe 
bat the tarift on blackstrap molasses is so low that the equiv: 
ent of a bushel of corn, so far as the manufacture of alcohol is 
co} ed, can be imported into this country at a cost of 1.1 
t hus it is evident that in connection with both vegetabl 
oil nd blackstrap molasses, and undoubtedly other products 
the ‘Tarif! Commission and the President can do practicall 


for the through tariff legislation ¢: 


with. 


farmer 
he adequately 


Only 
dealt 


heching 


Situation 


Mr. President, this resolution ought to pass, and if it docs 
pass it should be persuasive with the House, as we ought to 
deal with the tariff problem during this session, and if we fail 
to do so the responsibility will be that of the Republican Party 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, in view of 
the assertions that have been made during the pendency of the 


resolution, repeated again and again by many public officials 
and leaders of finance, asserting that the country 
unparalleled prosperity, I submit certain concrete facts 


is enjoying 


l ask to have inserted in the Recorp ua table published in the 
tJusiness Conditions Weekly of January 14, 1928 

This table contains the weekly factory pay roll of the 24 
most important industries of the country and compares the 
pay rolls of these industries as of November, 1926, with the 
pay rolls of November, 1927. 


In 


vember, 


20 of these 


1927 


No- 
ill- 
in 


decrease 


24 industries the pay rolls decreased in 
from that of November, 1926. In 14 of these 
dustries the pay rolls were decreased more than 8 per cent; 
8 more than 12 per in the 
was more than 14 per cent. The greatest decrease in the three 
largest industries was 10, 16, and 14 per cent, respectively. 


the decrease was cent : ba 


In only four industries has the pay roll increased, and these 
were only 4, 1, 2, and 2 per cent, respectively. 

The total pay rolls for all these 24 industries show a_ net 
reduction in pay rolls in November, 1927, of 8 per cent over 
the pay rolls of November, 1926. 

The total pay rolls of these 24 industries in the month of 
November, 1927, were $63,343,000. As the decrease was 8 pet 
cent, the total decrease in dollars and cents to the factory 


SOSSH.100 
may 


industries 
that the 


workers in these 24 
November, I ask 
Recorp at this point. 


month 
in the 


Was the 


table 


jor 
be printed 


ot 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered, 
fhe table is as follows: 
Weekly factory pay rolis 
— _——— — ° —_—_———-— 
! 
| | 
| Changs 
| from N¢ 
embx 
| Novem. | ¥emb. 
{+ ber, 1927 cre : 
or de 
crease 
Pe ; 
Automobiles $8, 691, 000 —}0 
Tron and steel ee — 7, 545, 000 —1. 4 
Foundry and machine shop products Si Ree aaaline J 6, 267, 000 14.1 
Car building and repair. .........<.<<-<ccsccuee u 4, 968, 000 8.9 
(Cotton voods 2,849, 000 4.9 
Printing 3, 790, OOO +] 
Electrical product 3, 406, 000 9, 1 
Lumber and millwork oi ele citi ates tt eerie lend s 3, 239, 000 8 
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Mr. WALSH of 


insert in tl 





1@ RECORD, In cont mW i t e 1 ‘ 
pending resolution relative to the claim of existing ] sperity 
in this country. certain brief ex j din the v kly 
reports of the United Busines é t! 1dinge In 
favorable factors” in the bus Ss 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER \ hout obj 1, it is so 


rdered. 


The matter referred to j = folloy 
i rt i Lt EMI 7 
S ‘ . : . 1 7 
REPO EF DECEM 
Average d 1 ing November w 16 ent 
ler 1926 
Avera loth sales in November we n 60.5 ] ! f prod t 
Wage redu s in Novem. x« led 1 es f ‘ s i 
n lve 
REPORT GF DECEMREEI 
Early Decen I oading t vest Ie sinee tl ul 
Eleven months mobi ruly 21 ent below sa ( 1 
L926 
Nug f W pe ons is averaging fully 57 en ler 
1926 
Et OF ANUARY 8 o 
Impor 1927 timated have declined 5 pet f L926 
total 
brokers n increased more than $830,000.000 during 1927 
REPORT 061 \NUARY 14 
Pail s during 1927 creased nearly 6 p cent over the 1026 ley 
December pig 1 outp fell 12.7 per cent under the same month a 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I present and 
ask to have printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in connec- 
tion with my other remarks, a table prepared for me by the 


United States Tariff Commission, together with their letter, set- 
ting forth the production, trade, and consumption of agricul- 
tural products in 1926, together with the percentage of consump- 
tion represented by imports. I call particular attention to the 
yt ot imports of food products compared with 


reehntage 


small 





consumption. Regardless of tariffs and whether on free list or 
bearing a heavy tariff rate, sugar, wool, flaxseed, lemons, and 
walnuts would have to come in in large quantities, because we do 
produce but a very limited percentage of our needs in those 
products. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered, 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
UNitTep STATES TARIFF COMMISSION, 
Washington, January 15, 1928. 
Tio Davip I, WALSH, 
Tnited State Senate, Washin Cc 
My Dear SENATOR WALSH In e with your juest ela 
hone for information concerning ations of agricultural products 
the yalue thereof, as mp h domestic consumption, the 
inclosed table has been prepared and is transmitted for your use 
The data is taken from statisties for the year 1926, which is the 
latest year for which complete statistics can he obtained for t om- 
modities indicated, beth as to imports and production The mport 
statisties are for the calendar year. The production statisti are for 


| 


the nearest comparable crop year, 
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The commodities are arranged in the order of the magnitude of the The items listed in the table are not all of the items covered by 
value of their respective imports in 1926 except that. statistics con- | imports, but are those of outstanding significance. 
cerning meats are placed last. Very truly yours, JOHN IF. BETHUNE, Secretary, 


Important imported agricultural products—Production, trade, and consumption, 1928 
{In thousands, i. e., 000 omitted] 




















| | Buty paid imports Domestic Per cent of ; 
| Gear | Domestic | Domestic consump. | Cousump- f 
Products | qu nit ty production | exports lan tana. tion repre- F 
| i | (quantity) Quantity | Value | Duties (quantity) [~~ tity ee sented bs é 
| ; imports & 
| | 
Cane sugar (raw)_...... it slain cies ln 4d Bidens as ta ete gaanadsacs ee lee 8, 280,834 ; $192,744 | $145,428 2228, 750 | 11, 017, 452 75. 16 E 
do : 310, 901 114, 612 | = yim \ 292 618, 233 49, 76 i 
lo a 1, 323, 388 35, 460 487, 058 906, 720 7.76 
Bushel_. 19, 459 | 8, 927 | None 41,775 53. 42 
Pound. -_-- 427,416 5, 218 3, 903 499, 354 15, 19 
Bushel....| 832, 305 { | — } 138, 275 709, 910 2.24 
Pound . __-| § 31, 800 | 3, 661 | None 81, 023 60.75 
Bushel_._. 356, 360 | , 1, 694 | 2. 033 359, 974 1. 57 
Pound .- © 34, 964 | 5, 1, 25 1, 753 72, 639 | 54.28 
Number 7 24, 513 | 5, | 1, 491 14 24,710 SH 
Pound. 1, 139, 056 | 4 1, 878 | 77, O81 1, 171, 302 9. 33 
Ton 86, 378 | 3,° 1,417 iM 86, 718 } 1! 
Pound £80, 000 | 3, 1,111 | 10 522 97, 994 18. OO 
_..do 1, 451, 766 | 2, 676 5, 483 1, 453, O10 46 
Number -.| 65, 779 | 2, 181 90 | 20 65, S26 .12 
Bushel_... 20, 625 1,740 1, 868 992 616 21, 749 8, OU 
1152.8 397 
Pound....| 626, 866 { = a we 1, = 4, 232 679, 017 8.30 
eee 7. 200 999 1, 701 1, 479 296 7, 903 12. 64 
Bushel....| 2, 645, 031 | 1, 056 | 909 158 23, O64 2, 623, 023 04 
nc. 246, 460 | 37 67 | 9 } 16, 170 230, $27 02 
...do ii 1, 253, 739 | 157 56 24 1, 574 1, 242, : ‘ Oi 
: --| Box : 34, 312 | 212 47 | 9 2, 692 31, 632 OF 
Meats scvenmaensasauaencches ' -| Pound._..! 17, 245, 000 | NN rocunn gah tenopickasaes 465, 000 | 16, 726, 000 35 
B ef pileinanieaiaoaanatnatcnnnieicc ennai ee ie cee sare oh «0 _..| 7, 458, 000 | 41, 000 wodpidanmatiwaked awed 38, 000 7, 429, 000 50 
\ eal (as vae as amamuhinn mem S amiemee wien Aiea mds wm do : 960, 000 GAR itidowd se deena ted cmudwainae a= 04, 000 41 
Mutton and lamb . ptaincdswerplnentacavaltaanesmaanes oh ee 643, 000 ON Es ce a = ai ee 2, 000 641, 000 | 
Pork (excluding Gi. cxaccncneuctiahnsingedentstbhtiem beeen On a 8, 181, 600 12, 000 ER AAA | OEP eae $25, 000 7, 689, 000 16 
Total Total Total { 
pounds! dollars \ dollars! | 
ict sce tuisameeredas due pnt balan ee 15, 647,372 | 1,649, 274 469, 421 eae 
i. ‘ wa Sinica Nw a A a se 3, S&S, S80 575, 859 116,666 — 3 . arate an Wailea tearm 
do AS 9, 156, 493 2, 033, 852 68, 674 | bs 
do ; 5 ee ee } 847, 917 72, 664 DME ih wces béabcaliaasedacne - 
sina ssp ocilsssetaenoi ‘sacs caning ted oiler coetie se do___. ea _| 2,291, 476 | 404, 055 91, 659 ea “ 
bilge ar acaneerte celui acl aan = do cwcumaimpauast Maids COR. amie ane NE. eld vutscemtinds Reena itn 
Canned ineats } i 
Beef, including corned beef = pibbupctadmarbes 3 do E a hn a 21, 045, 222 2, 497, 410 469, 482 - 
AT ote 0h. 8.08: oak cp iciecacee eeccieaie eae vac iota a do SoS Ue ae d | 35, 464 kebaahapenn ‘ 
Beef and veal, pickled or cured __...........- icesieae oh eS do at ae Sr ae Se MNNNT Tc o'd.s shckmn ica eand ‘ 
Hains, shoulders, and bacon stab aecae a is SOLS oe oe REE OS Tse ak ee a ee eee ee 2 eS 
Pork, pickled, salted, and other_....................... a ee Se OURS ae ae I So a ee ee a ; 





1 Louisiana, Hawaii, Porto Rico, and Virgin Islands. 
? Converted to raw basis, 107 pounds raw to 100 pounds refined 
Imported free in bond for carpets and rugs 
‘ Free in bond for milling and export as flour 
6‘ Production for 1926 was unusually low Average production for the years 1924-1927, inclusive, was about 59,000,000 pounds 
6 Shipments in 1926 s 
Slaughter production. 
* Includes uncleaned rice, cleaned or milled rice, and flour, meal, and broken rice 
timated. 
’ Eggs and yolks, frozen, dried, or canned 
‘helled converted to unshelled: 150 pounds of unshelied—100 pounds of shelled. 
? Converted to boxes at 69 pounds per box. Imports in 1926 were largely from Japan. Conversions made on basis of California boxes 
Source of meat data (Bureau of Animal Industry, Department of Agriculture). Exports are converted to dressed equivalent weights in ¢ viculating consumption. 
Additional import statistics from the Department of Commerce supplement the material from the Department of Agriculture. 
1* Detail of imports of the four classes of meats shown in the aggregate in the table above. In each case reexports have been excluded. In the detailed figures some minor 
tems not specially provided for are not included 
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Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask permission to insert { Subjects with respect to which the President has proclaimed changes in 
in the Recorp at this point a letter and statement from the | __ “™fles “der the provisions of section 315 of the tarif eee 
Tariff Commission as to their activities and records since the | iT 

et ee ; :. din tRl Ranier Sadan! abaiiios s ettective 
flexible provision of thie tar if law was ¢€ nacte d. Article Change in duty _Date * _ | date of 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? Pea | change 


There being no objection. the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Wheat Increased from 30 cents to 42 
cents per bushel of 60 pounds. 


NITED ST 2S TARIFF ¢ 3S . . * . 
{ - TATES TARIFE OMMISSION, Flour, semolina, etc. Increased from 78 cents to $1.04 





Washington, January 13, 1928. per 100 pounds Mar. 7, 1924 Apr. 6, 1924 
My Dear Senator THOMAS: Receipt is acknowledged of your let- | Millfeeds, bran, ete gee a to : 
ter of January 6 in reference to reports by the Tariff Commission | gogium nitrite..._- ledeneee tome X sents te 413 | May 6, 1924 | June 5, 1924 
to the President for purposes of section 315 of the tariff act of 1922, cents peg pound. 
There are inclosed two lists of subjects upon which such reports Barium dioxide Increased from 4cents toficents | May 19,1924 | June 18, 1924 


1 : i ; " , per pound. | 
have been made by the commission, One list contains the subjects | piethylbarbituric | Increased—duty (25 percent ad | Nov. 14,1924 | Nov. 29, 1924 


upon which proclamations haye been issued by the President. and the acid (Veronal). | valorem) transferred — to 

‘ther list contains the subjects upon which, for various reasons. | American selling price 

: . : . ’ ul . E E ey ae Oxalic acid f Increased from tcents toticents | Dec. 29,1924 | Jan. 2s, 125 
proclamation has been issued. Some of these reports are now under per pound | 


consideration by the resident One of them, linseed oil, has been Potassium chlorate Increased from 144 cents to 2%) Apr. 11,1925 | May 11, 1925 





eturnes the commission fer further jaf ation, : in some cases , cents per pound. . at 
re I i to € ‘ , informa ton, ind in som ’ 4 Bob-white quail Decreased from 50 cents to 25° Oct. 3,1925 | Nov. 2.1925 
such as that of sugar, the President has publicly stated that the cents each (valued at $5 or 
facts submitted do not seem to warrant & change in the duty at the | less each). 
mates iy Taximeters........- Increased from $3 each plus 45° Dee. 12,1925 | Dee. 27, 1925 
present time. | , aoe : | 
per cent ad valorem on for- 
Sincerely yours, eign value, to $3 each plus 27.1 


a vr cent on American selling 
THOMAS QO. MARVIN, Chairman, salts | 








f 
& 
‘ 


PONE Re pa 


1928 


Subjects with respect to which the President has proclaimed changes in 
dutics under the provisions of section $15 of the tariff act of 1922—Con- 
tinued. 


j 
| 

















| Date of RSective 
Article Change in duty See ae date of 
rociamMation 
a change 
' 
‘hiaiatapacea a — a See 
Men’s sewed straw | Increased from 60 per cent ad | Feb. 12,1926 | Mar. 14, 192¢ 
hats. |} valorem to &8& per cent ad | 
valorem on hats valued at 
j} _ $9.50 or less per dozen. | 
Butter _-e--ee--' Increased from 8 cents to 12 | Mar. 6, 1926 Apr 5, 1926 
cents per pound } | 
Print rollers. ...-- Increased from 60 per cent ad } June 21,1926 | July 21, 1926 
\ valorem to 72 per cent ad 
i yal 1 | 
Paint brush handles_| Dec ed from 33!4 per cent | Oct. 14,1926 | Nov. 13, 1926 
| ad v to 162g per cent | | 
i 
Tet | methyl | Inere 12 cents to 18 | Nov. 27, 192# } Dec. 27, 1926 
or wood alcohol. . | 
Gold leaf............} Increases 55 cents to } 2 re 23, 1927 Mar. 25, 1927 
° } ce 100 on leave wt 
} n size 334 by 3% 
| ind on larger leaves in | 
| on. | 
IB a cadadcious i from 75 cents per ton '.....do..--... De 
per ton. 
Emmenthale pe i from 5 cents per, June 81927; July = 8, 1927 
Swi hees¢ but not le han 25 
ad valorem, 7g 
cents per pound, but not less 
} than 37!4 per cent ad valorem. 
Cresy OCG. cc cesar Decreased from 7 cents per’ July 20,1927 | Aug. 19, 1927 
} pound plus 40 per cent ad 
i valorem based on American ! 
| selling price to 3'9 cents pe 
pound plus 20 per cent ad 
Vaiorem hbasec on Amer 
elling price. 
Phenol. .........---.; Decreased from 40 per cent ad | Oct. 31,1927 | Nov. 30, 192 
alorem and 7 cents per | 
pound to 20 per cent ad j 
cents per | 
| 
( det € 1 hs 
’ | 
een | 
i ner } 
per 
‘ ( 7 ) 92 
Caustie calcined om five-eighths of 1 a De 
magnesite. t: fifteen- | 


i cent pe 
cents per | De 3,1927 | Jan 2, 1928 
ts per pound, i 


Cherries, sulphured, 
or in brine, 


stemmed or pitted 





j 

Subjects with respect to which the Tariff Commission has submitted 
reports to the President but upon which changes in duties have not 
been rade 


| 
Article Status 
OE .--| Report to the President stated that commission was not 
| able, with the data available, to make definite findings. 
Well SUNN... Codi cecus | Do 
iicmcivbeeteutaiat On June 15, 1925, the President stated that after full con- 


costs of production were sufficiently established under 
present conditions to Warrant any change from the 
present duty. 
Cotton warp-knii fabric |}On Oct. 3, 1925, the President stated that under the cir- 
Cotton warp-knit fabric ( cumstances applying to the industry he did not feel war- 


| the Tariff Commission he did not find that differences in 


gloves. ranted at that time in increasing the duty. 
Linseed oil. ............ | Report returned to the commission with request for addi- 
tional information 
Cotton hosiery.........| Under consideration by the President 
ONS cc siaceacs| Do. 
Rag TUS. <o2oncsoroenet Do 


Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, there are only a few minutes 
left before we are to vote on the resolution, Which reads as 
follows: 


Resolved, That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are ex- 
cessive, and that the Senate favors an immediate revision downward 
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sisting that the benefits of this artificial prosperity which the 
tariff brings be distributed fairly between the different seetions 
of the country. 

I have said before, and I say again to-day, that unless 
economic justice is done to the Northwest the farmer wil! not 
continue to support the present protective tariff policy. He gets 
the small end of the benefits, and be knows it. 

DEMOCRATIC FARM RELIEF 


On the other hand, I have no patience with those Democrats 
who insist that farm relief lies in a Democratic tariff bill. It 
Was under a Democratic tariff law that the agricultura! de- 
pression came on. Agriculture was partially restored, and only 
partially, by the farmers’ emergency tariff bill of 1921. Every 
Republican supported it except one, the senior Senator from New 
Iiampshire |Mr. Moses]. 

I do not see how the Democrats can get any comfort ent of 
lis situation. The farmers are complaining that the industria} 
East is unwilling to give them equal protection, but they arc not 
ignorant of the fact that most of the Democrats voted agninst 
the agricultural tariff schedules. I have said before, and I re- 
peat again, that the only thing worse than a Republican tariff 
is a Democratie tariff, 

It can be fairly said that the present tariff law, and every 
previons Republican tariff law, has been for the direct benefit 


47 
tt 


i of the industrial centers, but no one will coutend that the Dem- 


ocratic tariff discriminated in favor of the farmer. It is just as 
the distinguished Democrat from Maryland, Senator Bruce, said 


the other day, that every Democratic tariff has to a certain ex- 
tent been a protective tariff. While the rates were lower than 
those in the Republican tariff, the main protection went to the 


industrial sections and not to the agricultural sections. 

It provided for free wool, free ciuttle, free sheep, free bacon, 
free milk, free poultry. Eggs and potatoes were also « the 
free list; no protection Whatever was given. 

In the Republiean tariff law sufficient protection has been 
given to materially increase the prices of these farm products 
that were on the Democratice free list. 

Gn the other hand, it must not be assumed that the Demo- 
cratic tariff law is the only one that has a “free list,” for in 
the present law there are many articles on the free list. Ameng 


> 


| them are the following: Furniture, lumber, shingles, cement, 


sideration of the facts shown in reports of the members of | 


of such excessive rates, establishing a closer parity between agriculture | 


and industry, believing it will result to the general benefit of all. 


I agree with my colleague, Senator McMASTER, and I am going 
to vote for the resolution. I think he has fully shown that the 
agricultural tariffs are entirely inadequate as compared to the 
industrial tariffs. 

The farmers on the prairies believe that industrial develop. 
ment does not only add to the greatness and glory of the Repub- 
lic, but strengthens the country in a business way, giving em- 
ployment to labor and a market for the farmers, The strength 
of the Republican Party is in the industrial East and that of the 
Democratie Party in the old South, but neither party has been 
able to carry a national election except with the electoral votes 
of the agricultural West. The Northwest has been slow in in- 


shoes, binders, mowers, plows, threshing machines, and so forth, 
DUTY OF THE NORTHWEST 

While the unwillingness of the industrial East and the positive 
refusal of the agricultural South to suppert agricuitural sched- 
ules necessary for the Northwest farmers are well known ind 
admitted, there is still another angle to this question, and that 
is the reluctance on the part ef the Senators and Congressmen 
from the Northwest to demand a fair degree of protection when 
the last tariff bill was pending. Somé Members of Congress 
from our own Northwestern States were so party-bound, so un- 
willing to have any discord or difference of opinion, so anxious 
to follow the leaders that they were always modest in their 
demands. Other Members from the Northwest, who had no 
party loyalty whatever, were so busy with other matters, in 
which the farmers had no direct interest, that they gave little 
or no attention to the agricultural tariff schedules, and except 
for the efforts of the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goopine] 
the agricultural schedules would have been much lower. 

It was largely through Senator Goopine that an agricultural 
tariff farm bloc was formed, consisting of about 14 Members 
from agricultural States. Some four or five meetings were heid 
and the agricultural schedules to be asked for were agreed upon. 
There was indifference apparent in the bloe; there was also dif- 
ference of opinion. Some Senators from the Northwest felt we 
should not ask for so much; but the point is that the schedules 
in the revenue act of 1922 are, with one or two exceptions, ex- 
actly those agreed upon by the members of the tariff farm bloc. 

The failure to get a tariff on hides was due to Democratic 
opposition and a division among the Sen:tors from agricultural 
States. Jt was not due to the opposition of the Eastern Re- 
publican Members; in fact, it was not the eastern Republicans, 
but the eastern Democrats who fought the agricultural tariif 
schedules, I well remember, for I was here at the time. 


BALANCE OF POWER 


The Northwest is entitled to better treatment than it has 
had, but the responsibility is partly upon the Northwest itself, 
The failure of Members from argicultural States to work fo- 
gether has been very apparent for the last six years. Ever 
since I came here the Northwestern States have held the balance 
of power between parties. The tariff bill could net have be- 
come a law except by the votes of those States. 

The tax reduction bill No. 1, the so-called Mellon plan, could 
not have gotten anywhere except by the votes from the prairies, 
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{ft was a relief for the heavy taxpayers of the industrial and 
financial centers. 

Tax reduction bill No. 2, another Mellon plan, would not 
have become a law except by the support of the farmer vote. 
This was also a reduction for the heavy taxpayers. We were. 
of course, assurred that tax reductions meant lower prices on 
manufactured goods. It was another false hope. 

There was such well-organized and well-directed propaganda 
in behalf of these measures that the general public was misled. 
The propaganda was so effective as to sweep the Democratic 
Party completely off its feet and bring about a “ backward 
march.” For years they had protested against the Republican 
tax reductions as being for the benefit of the millionaires, but 
the tax reduction bills became law just the same. Now the 
Democrats take the position that the Republicans have not 
reduced these taxes enough, and that there should be further 
and more tax reduction. Evidently the Democratic Party also 
found that it was hard to fight organized business in this 
comitry and raise money for a campaign, so we find that party 
becoming more and more reactionary than the Republican 
Varty is to-day. 

The point is that the Northwest must look out for itself. and 
it will look out for itself. The farmers of the prairies are 
no Jonger party bound. They do not vote for labels alone. 
They now look carefully to principles of parties and to the 
character and record of the candidates. They are not unmind- 
ful of the fact that it was following eight years of Democratic 
administration that the Republican stock dividends, referred 
to by my colleague [Mr. McMaster] the other day, were 
paid. They were not 10, 20, and 30 per cent; they ran to 
hundreds of per cent and thousands of per cent, and in one 
case a 16,000 per cent stock dividend was paid. 

PARTY RESPONSIBILITY 


The farmer well understands that his ruination came during 
a Democratic administration and was due to the attitude of 
the party toward him. He has watched closely the record of 
both sides of this Chamber on so-called farm relief measures, 
and he finds that only one record is worse than that of the 
Republican Party in the Senate, and that is that of the Demo- 
cratic Party. But the farmer also knows that the Republican 
Party promised in its platform to remedy the inequality exist- 
ing. The failure to do so is the record that stands against 
the purty. The attitude of the parties and candidates will be 
closely watched in the coming presidential campaign. 

The Senators from the agricultural South and the industrial 
East have joined hands against muking the tariff effective for 
the farmer by the McNary-Haugen bill, and they are not sup- 
porting any other measure that will accomplish the purpose. 
The Northwest farmer is still pleading for economic justice 
for agriculture—a proportionate price for the products of his 
labor. If this is denied him, he will insist on tearing down 
the tariff wall. If the farmer is compelled to sell in a world 
miatket. he will demand the privilege of buying all his supplies 
in the same market free from import duty. 

The tariff must be made effective for the farmer also or the 
tariff must be reduced. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment and to make a few remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the Senator from North 


Dakota [Mr. Frazimr] desires to speak. I was about to ask | 


unanimous Consent that the hour for voting be postponed until 


the Senator from North Dakota has had opportunity to speak. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent 


agreement the yote must be taken at 3 o'clock. The clerk will | 


reud the amendmeit proposed by the Senator from Connecticut 
{[Mr. Brinauam }. 

The Reaping CierK. On page 1, line 2, after the word 
* excessive,” insert the words “that many of the rates are not 
high enough,” and on page 1, line 38, strike out the word 
* downward.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in the course of the debate 
during the last week it has come out many times that some 
of the tariff schedules were not high enough. This has been men- 
tioned on the part of various Senators from various sections of 
the country, notably by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Dire] 
in regard to shingles, the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMETL] 
in regard to certain furm products, and by other Senators re- 
garding other schedules that are not high enough. The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska {[Mr. Howeti] has just mentioned hides, 


‘which are on the free list. He thinks hides should carry a 


duty. It seems to me that it would be wise to take cognizance 
of that fact by inserting the words “that many of the rates 
are pot high enough,” and then striking out the word “ down- 
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ward,” in order to take care of the situation which has been 
raised and make it clear that certain rates are not high enough, 
while others are too high. What is chiefly desired by these 
Senators of whom I have just spoken is an opportunity to 
revise the tariff, not necessarily downward but to revise it, 
whereas the way the resolution now reads it refers only to 
revising the tariff downward. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Just a moment, and then I shall yield the 
floor. Also, in line 3, I propose that the word “ excessive” 
should come out in order that the revision may apply to rates 
which are not only excessive but to those which are too low 
and where a rate does not exist at all. 

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, this amendment offered by 
the distinguished Senator from Connecticut is distinctly a New 
England amendment. so that when the tariff shall be revised it 
will be revised upward to an unlimited extent. That is the 
object of the amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, let the pro- 
posed amendment be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read. 

The Curer CLerK. On page 1, line 2, after the werd “ ex- 
cessive,” insert the words “that many of the rates are not high 
enough,” and on page 1, line 3, strike out the word “ downward.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 3 o’clock having ar- 
rived, further debate on the resolution is not in order, The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BrngHam]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the resolution of the Senator from South Dakota |Mr. Mc- 
MASTER] as modified. 

Mr. SMOOT and Mr. WATSON. Let the resolution be re- 
ported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The clerk will read the resolution 
as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are ex- 
cessive, and that the Sennute favors an immediate revision downwiurd of 
such excessive rates, establishing a closer parity between agriculture 
and industry, believing it will result to the general benefit of all. 

Resolved further, That such tariff revision should be considered and 
enacted during the present session of Congress; and 

Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HARRISON. Let us have the yeas and nays, 

‘he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name wis called). have « gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Delaware |Mr. pu Pont]. If 
present, he would vote “nay,” and I, if permitted to vote, would 
vote “yea.” I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BROUSSARD (when Mr. RANSDELL’s nume was called). 
My colleague the senior Senator from Louisiana |Mr, Rans- 
DELL] is out of the city. If present, he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. TYDINGS (when his name was called). On this vote I 
have a pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epar}. 
If he were present and I were permitted to vote, [ would vote 
“ yea,” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. JONES. I was requested to announce that if the Senu- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. Engr] were present he would vote 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—veas 54, nays 34, as follows: 

YEAS——54 


Ashurst Edwards MeKellar Simmons 
Barkley Ferris McMaster Smith 
Bayard Frazier Mayfield Steck 

Black Creorge Neely Stephens 
Blaine Gerry Norbeck Swanson 
Blease Glass Norris Thomas 
Borah Harris Nye Trammell 
Bratton Ilarrison Overman Tyson 
Brookhart Ilawes Vine Wagner 
Bruce Hayden Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Capper Heflin Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mont. 


Howell Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
King Sheppard 
Shipstead 
NAYS—34 
Deneen Ilale 


Caraway 
Copeland 
Dill La Follette 


singham McNary 


Broussard less Johnson Metealt 
Couzens tiillett Jones Moses 
Curtis Gooding Kendrick Oddie 
Culting Gould Keyes [hipps 


Dale Crreene McLean Reed, Pa. 


1928 


Robinson, Ind. Shortridge - Warren Willis 
Sackett smoot Waterman 
Schall Steiwer Watson 

NOT VOTING—-6 
du Pont Fletcher Ransdell Tydings 
kdge Goff 


So Mr. McMAster’s resolution, as 
as follows: 
Resolved, That m: 


and that the 
excessive rates, 


modified, was to 


agreed to, 


tariff 


reyi 


ny of the schedules are 


Senate 


rates in existing 
favors an immediate 
parity 


ion downward ‘ 
between a ultu 


cessive, 


such establishing a closer 


and industry, believing it will result to the general benefit of all. 
Resolved further, That such tariff revision should be considered and 
enacted during the present session of Congress; and 


That 


sentatives. 


Resolved further, 
House of Repre 


a copy of this resolution be transmitted to tl 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the Hoyse of Representatitves, by Mr. Halti- 
gan, one of its clerks, respectfully returned to the Senate 
the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 4) interpreting the 
meaning of the tariff act of 1922 with respect to imported broken 
rice, and announced that, in the opinion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the concurrent resolution contravened the first clause 
of the seventh section the first article of the Constitution 
and was an infringement of the privileges of the House. 


of 


THE MERCHANT MARINE 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Calendar No. 38, the bill (S. 744) to 
further develop an American merchant marine, to assure its 


permanence in the transportation of the foreign trade of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. 
read in full. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The 
Committee on Commerce, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the policy declared in section 1 of the mer- 
chant marine act, 1920, is hereby confirmed, and the purpose of the 
United States to maintain permanently a merchant marine adequate for 
the proper growth of the foreign and domestic commerce of the United 
States and for the national defense is hereby reaffirmed. 

See. The board shall not sell any vessel any line 
when in its judgment the building up and maintenance of an adequate 
merchant marine can be best served by continued ownership of such 
vessel or such line by the United States. 

Sec. 3. In addition to ordinary 
regular operation, the board may 


President, let the bill be 
The clerk will read the bill. 

bill as introduced and referred to the 
reads as follows: 


a or of vessels 


to their 
sels owned 


incident 
reve 


to vessels 


recondition and im} 


repairs 
ves 


by the United States and in its possession or under its control, so as 
to equip them adequately for competition in the foreign trade of the 
United States 

Sec. 4. The necessity for the replacement of vessels owned by the 
United States and in the possession or under the control of the board 
and the construction of additional up-to-date cargo, combination carg: 


and passenger, and passenger ships, United States an ade 
merchant marine, is hereby ind the board is authorized 
and directed to present to Congress from time to time, recommendations 


to 
recognized, 


give the 
quate 


setting forth what new vessels are required, and the estimated cost 
thereof, to the end that Congress may, from time to time, make pro 


vision for replacements and additions. vessels 
shall be built in the United States, 
reference to their possible usefulness 
military the United States, 

SEc, No vessels constructed pursuant to 
without the consent of Congress hereafter given. 


All 
and they 
as 


built 
shall be 
auxiliaries to 


the board 
with 
and 


by 
planned 
the naval 
services of 


5. this act shall be sold 


Sec, 6, The appropriations necessary to carry out the provisions and 
accomplish the purposes of this act are hereby authorized, 
Sec. 7. All aets and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 


hereby repealed. 


The Committee on Commerce reported the following amend- 


ment: On page 1, strike out section 2 in the following words: 
Spc. 2. The board shall not sell any vessel or any line of vessels 
when in its judgment the building up and maintenance of an adequate 


merchant marine can be best served by continued ownership of such 
vessel or such line by the United States. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Sec, 2. The board shall not sell any vessel or any line of vessel 
except when in its Judgment the building up and maintenance of an 
adequate merchant marine can be best served thereby, and then only 
upon the affirmative unanimous vote of the members of the board duly 


recorded. 


> 


On page 3 the committee propose 
the following words: 


tu strike out section 5 in 
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Sree. 


5. No vessel constructed pursuant to this act shall be sold 
without the consent of Congress hereafter given. 

Also, on page 3, at the end of line 11, the committee propose 
to add the words “to the extent of any such inconsistency,” 
so as to make the last section read: 

All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this aet are he y 
repealed to the extent of any such inconsistency. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I will say that I do not want to 
proceed with the discussion of the bill this afternoon, bnt I 


desire to make it the unfinished business. After it is taken up 
[Iam going to ask that it be temporarily laid aside. I under- 


stand there is a resolution which was submitted by the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Hertin] and which he desires to call up 
this afternoon. I am perfectly willing that that should be done. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have no objection to that 


course if taken. I have in charge a resolution which I offered 


on Saturday, and I was requested to let it go over until Monday. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the moticon of 
the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I desire to speak on the 
motion very briefly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is debatable. 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to ask the chairman of the com- 


mittee just how soon he intends to proceed with the discussion 


of the bill if the motion should prevail. 


Mr. JONES. I thought probably: I might speak on it to- 
morrow, although I am perfectly willing, if there are other 
matters which may be brought up, to postpone it until a later 
time. 

Mr. COPELAND. I notice the Senator has great diffienlty in 

| speaking. If I may speak as a physician as well as a Senator, 
it seems to me that the Senator from Washington needs have 
| More than one day to recover his voice. 

Mr. JONES. I think probably I shou'ld have, and for that 
reason I do not desire to urge a discussion of the bill to-day. 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to ask a question of the Senator 


from Washington. As the Senator knows, I have intimated or 
stated that I intend to present a minority report upon this bill, 
and I had hoped that the debate on the bill might be deferred 
until that report was ready. I have no desire to delay action 
on the bill and am perfectly willing to have it made the unfin- 
ished business; but I wish the Senator might agree that we shall 
not begin serious debate on the bill for two or three days, until 


the minority views which I desire to present may be prepared. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from 
New York that if it is entirely agreeable on to-morrow to lay 
the bill temporarily aside until the following day, I shall have 
no objection; but the Senator appreciates the situation. This, 
I think, is an opportune time to consider this subject, for the 
first thing we know there will be appropriation bills and bills 
of various kinds brought in, and we shall-have difficulty in get- 


ting up the shipping bill. 
I will say to the Senator that so far as I am personally con- 


cerned, if the Senator should so desire, I am perfectly willing 
to let the bill be laid aside temporarily until Wednesday if it 
shall be made the unfinished business of the Senate. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator. As he knows, I do 
not wish to postpone the consideration of the bill. 


Mr. JONES. I know that. 

Mr. COPELAND. But.I do believe there is certain informa- 
tion which the Senate should have before it in a formal way, 
and if it is understood that the Senator from Washington wil! 
move to have the bill laid aside and that we shall not under- 
take a serious debate until the fellowing day, I shali be gratified. 

Mr. JONES. I will ask the Senate to-morrow that the bill 


may be laid aside until the next day. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the 
yield to me? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
ington yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. JONES. I vield. 


Senator from Washington 


Senator from Wash- 


Mr. KING. Why does the Senator from Washington insist 
now on making this bill the unfinished business? 

Mr. JONES. I do so beeause I want to get action on the 
measure, one way or the other. The Senator from Utah knows 
hat there will be important bills coming in, and a good deal of 
time may be taken on them. This, I think, is one of the most 
vital questions that confronts us. The bill is on the calendar; 
I think the Senate is ready to take it up; and I hope that that 
may be done. 

Mr. KING. But the Senator from Washington knows that 
he could move to take up the bill for consideration at any time 
If now, however, it is made the unfinished business, he knows 
that it will have the right of way here over every ciher 


measure, 
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Mr. JOYES. I think this is an opportune time to go on with 
the bill. I do not wish to shut anybody off, much less do I 
want to shut off the Senator from New York, because I think 
ultimately he and I will be in agreement. He wants to present 
a different proposition. I want him to present it, and I will 
not attempt at all to shut him out from doing so. 

Mr. KING. Of course, if this motion shall prevail now, it 
would make the bill the unfinished business—— 

Mr. JONES. It would. 

Mr. KING. To the exclusion of everything else, and the 
Senator any time, whether we are ready or otherwise, whether 
there has been syfficient discussion or otherwise, may bring the 
bill to our attention and may insist upon a vote. 

Mr. JONES. No; I can not insist upon a vote. 

Mr. KING. The Senator can insist that the consideration of 
the bill shall be proceeded with. 

Mr. JONES. We shall not be aisposed to shut anybody out 
who may desire to discuss this measure; but I think the Senator 
appreciates the situation just as much as I know the Senator 
from New York [Mr. CopELAND] does. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. May the Chair clarify the 
situation by suggesting to the Senator from Utah that the bill 
may be displaced upon motion at any time. 

Mr. JONES. That is true. 

Mr. KING. I thank the Chair for admonishing me of the 
rule of the Senate with which I am entirely familiar, but I do 
not want the bill made the unfinished business, because it will 
preclude the consideration in an orderly way of other measures. 
To make it the unfinished business will give it the right of way. 


It is a measure of such great -importance that the Senate 
ought to have full opportunity to discuss it and full oppor- 
tunity to advise itself of the hearings which undoubtedly have 
been very extensive before the committee because of the im- 
portance of the measure. I shall have no objection to the Sena- 


tor from Washington making his motion to-morrow, or on any 
other day, to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 


Mr. FLETCHER and Mr. SHORTRIDGE addressed the 
Chair 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington has the floor, To whom does he yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the Senator from Wash- 


ington has made a motion to take up a measure that has been 
renorted on and has heretofore been quite fully considered ; 
at any rate, I think the general question has been considered 
quite fully. It seems to me it is important to make the bill 
the wifinished business in order that we may secure some legis- 
lation on the subject. Unless this measure shall be proceeded 
with, and unless we obtain some legislation speedily, it will be 
too inate | am afraid to save any merchant marine worth while, 
I know the Senator from Washington is always disposed to be 
vets reasonable about matters of this kind, and if any Senator 
@esires to have the bill go over or if there shall be something 
else more pressing, an appropriation bill for instance, he will not 
be disposed to crowd it, but we ought to have the bill before 
us, let it be the unfinished business, and let us understand that 
the matter is going to be disposed of. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE and Mr. WILLIS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield; and, if so to whom? 

Mr. JONES. I yield first to the Senator from California. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I inquire whether the report of 
the hearings before the committee has been printed and has 
been furnished to the Senate? 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator from California that 
we have had no hearings before the committee at this session 
of Congress. The committee took up the question as to 
whether we should report a bill embodying the principle con- 
tained in this bill or whether we should report a bill providing 
tor aid or a subsidy. The committee voted to report a bill with 
this principle in it. Having done that, we felt thar further 
hearings were unnecessary, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGEH. For reasons which, perhaps, I think 
are known, I believe that the purpose is to rush this bill 
through. I hope that it will not be made the unfinished busi- 
ness, Give us a little time to prepare so that we may present 
our views with respect to the whole subject matter. 

The Senator from Washington, doubtless, knows the situa- 
tion, and must know the attitude of the members of the 
Shipping Board. This bill proposes that any one member of 
the board objecting may defeat any proposition touehing the 
disposal of any one or more of the ships or vessels belonging 
to the Government, 

Mr. JONES. That is an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It is an amendment which 
mittee proposes? 


the com- 
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Mr. JONES. That is true. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. In other words, it is proposed that 
everything may be blocked upon the objection of one man. 

Mr. JONES. Well, the Senate can vote that down, if it so 
desires, when it is presented to it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course it can; but I object to the 
manifest though no doubt well-intentioned desire to rush this 
bill through the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator that 
desire to rush it unduly. 
cussion and debate. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I desire, if the Senator from 
Washington will permit me, to make a single observation in 
response to what the Senator from California has said. I 
happened to be a member of the committee. There is not any 
purpose on the part of the committee or its Ghairman to rush 
this bill or any other bill through, but it is the purpose of the 
committee, which was voiced by the action of the chairman just 
now, to get this great question before the Senate. I, for one, 
believe that the question as to what we are going to do in regard 
to the shipping question, as to whether we are to have a mer- 
chant marine in this country, is one of the most important 
questions that can possibly engage the attention of the Senate. 
It was the idea of the committee that this bill should be 
reported and considered by the Senate. I reserved the right 
to vote as I pleased upon this bill or upon any amendment that 
might be offered thereto; but I do think that it is highly impor- 
tant that this question be brought before the Senate. I therefore 
hope the Senator from Washington will not withdraw his motion 
and that the motion will prevail, so that this bill may become 
the unfinished business of the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR and Mr. SWANSON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. JONES. I vield first to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I should like to ask the Senator if 
report of the committee is unanimous, or well-nigh so? 

Mr. JONES. I do not like to speak for the committee; but 
I think I can say that the committee was substantially unani- 
mous in reporting the bill. As the Senator from Ohio has indi- 
eated, there are some amendments which some members of the 
committee will vote for and some vote against. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator 
from New York [Mr, CorpELANnp] stated a moment ago that he 
wanted to file a minority report. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; the Senator from New York does desire 
to do that, as he has said; but I think the Senator from New 
York will probably bear me out when I say that ultimately, if 
his proposal should be voted down, he is so strongly for the 
merchant marine that he would stand with the committee. 
However, he has views which he thinks he ought to present; 
I sympathize with him in those views, and he shall have full 
opportunity to present them. 

Mr. COPELAND. Will the Senator yield further? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield further to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 


there is no 
Ample time will be given for dis- 


the 


Mr. COPELAND. ‘The Senator from Washington is almost 
right. If certain amendments are made to the bill, I shall be 


glad to support it, but if this bill as presented by the committee 
were to be voted upon at this time and if I had 10 votes I 
should vote all of them against it, because this bill as proposed 
by the committee is a blow in the face of the privately owned 
merchant marine of this country; this bill proposes to commit 
the Government:to the ownership and operation of the merchant 
marine as a permanent policy; and I do not believe that the 
Senate or the country desire any such policy to be forced 
upon us. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, there is a difference of opinion with 
reference to the language of the bill itself; but I do care to 
discuss the merits of the bill on the motion to take it up. I 
desire to get it up and then we can discuss all the questions 
involved. 

Mr. SWANSON and Mr. WILLIS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. JONES. I yield first to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to ask the Senator if it is not 
true that the Shipping Board is contemplating or have author- 
ized—and the transaction may be consummated at any time— 
the sale of a large number of ships? If that shall be done, 


there will be very little occasion for the passage of this Dill. 
As I understand, the Shipping Board is desirous of knowing 
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what is the policy of Congress in connection with the sale of 
ships. Consequently, it seems to me, it is very urgent that that 
policy should be fixed at as early a date as possible. Is not 
that the situation? 

Mr. JONES. I did not take that phase of it into considera- 
tion so far as my action on this bill was concerned. 

Mr. SWANSON. But is it not true that such a sale is being 
contemplated? 

Mr. JONES. There was a proposal to sell a certain line on 
the Pacific, and bids have been called for, to be opened, I think, 
on the 10th of February. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will that sale be delayed until this biil 
shall have been disposed of? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know whether the Shipping 
would delay it or not. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is urgent necessity if we are going 
to fix a policy that it should be fixed as soon as possible? 

Mr. JONES. There is urgent necessity, in my judgment, 
for the Congress to declare what it is going to do. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Washington yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. GLASS. May I ask the Senator—because I have not 
followed the bill—-whether it involves any subsidy to private 
interests? 

Mr. JONES. That is what it does not do. 

Mr. GLASS. May I ask the Senator whether it 
any considerable burden upon the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. JONES. Only so far as Congress may hereafter vote 
appropriations to carry out whatever recommendations may be 
sent to Congress for the building of additional ships. 

Mr, COPELAND. There is a little more than that involved. 

Mr. JONES. And for the carrying on of the shipping lines. 


Board 


Senator from 


involves 


Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will yield, there is just a 
little more than that involved, because it contemplates that 
these vessels may be reconditioned. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. But, of course, that can be done out of 
the funds which are now in the Treasury at the disposal of the 
Shipping Board. 

Mr. JONES. I know, as to the vessels which the board 


contemplates reconditioning, that it sought a Budget esti- 
mate, but I understand, as it would cost several million dollars, 
the board will not recondition those vessels without authority 
from Congress. Whatever authority they have for that is 
under existing law and not under this proposed legislation. 

Mr, COPELAND. But seetion 3 of the bill does provide that, 
in addition to ordinary repairs to vessels incident to their 
regular operation, the board may recondition and improve ves- 
sels owned by the United States and in its possession or under 
its control so as to equip them adequately for competition in 
the foreign trade of the United States. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; but if the Senator will read on he 
find that they must submit their estimates to Congress. 

Mr. COPELAND. No: that is for replacements. 

Mr. JONES. I think it is all in the same section. 

Mr. COPELAND. No; the Senator has not read the bill. 


will 


Mr. JONES. Yes; I have read it. I should like to see it 
the way the Senator suggests. ; 
Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if it is 


not a fair inference, in the light of the experience we have had 
in the last six or eight years, that the passage of the bill will 
involve a very great burden upon the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. JONES. The passage of the bill will probably entail 


some further large appropriations for the building of new 
ships. 
Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, is not this proposed action a 


commentary upon what we may expect at this session? The 
Ways and Means Committee of the other House convened dur- 
ing the recess of Congress for the purpose of reducing the tax 
burden of the country, and did report and the House passed a 
bill making a considerable reduction in the tax burden. That 
bill, for a pericd at least, seems to have been buried in the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, with the public announce- 
ment that it will not be taken up for consideration until the 
15th of next March, That, in my conception, means an invita- 
tion to every looter of the Treasury in both branches of Con- 
gress to raid the Treasury so that there may be no tax redue- 
tion at all, and instead of considering the first bill that the 
other House passed we are ealled upon now to make unfinished 
business of a bill that means a very grave burden upon the 
publie revenues, 

I for one am not willing to vote to consider any bill that is 
going to make such an inroad upon the public revenues until 
we have first considered tax reduction in this body. 
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Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to say, in partial answer 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Virginia, that so far as I 
am concerned I had no thought in mind such as he suggests. 
My only thought is that we are confronted with a situation 
with reference to a vital problem that requires immediate 
action—action just as scon as we ean possibly take it, one way 
or the other. That is my sole purpose in pressing this bill. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Washington yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from New York stated that this 
bill, as now drawn, has for its purpose committing the Gov- 
ernment to Government ownership and operation of the mer- 
chant marine. Did I understand the Senator from Washington 
to say that he does not put that eonstruction on the bill? 

Mr. JONES. I do not put the construction that the Senator 
from New York does on the first section of the bill, but I do 
say that it is a Government-construction bill. Congress, of 
course, can reverse that at any time it sees fit to do so. I do 
not think the first section of the bill affirms that we propose 
permanently to stay in the Government-construction business, 

The Senator from New York construes it that way. So far as 
the first section of the bill is concerned, I should be perfectly 
willing to have it eut out entirely. It does not accomplish any- 
thing in a legislative way, but it is simply a reaffirmation——— 

Mr. BORAH. Is it the first section to which the Senator has 
reference as committing us to Government ownership? 

Mr. JONES. It is the first section. 

Mr. BORAH. It will simplify the matter very much, then, if 
the Senator will strike out the section. 

Mr. JONES. I shall be perfeetiy willing to strike out that 
section, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
T should like to observe only that the discussion that has ensued 
Ulustrates precisely the position of the committee, in this: We 
thought that Senators were interested in this great question of 
our shipping and that it was important that this question 
should be brought before the Senate in a broad way. 

I want to say particularly in response to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New York that he, of course, understands 
perfectly, because he knows the rules of the Senate, that his bill 
or any other bill on this subject, or perhaps any subject, would 
be in order as an amendment to this bill. What we want to do 
is to get this great American question before the Senate and 
take the sense of the Senate upon the question at as early a date 
as possible. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Kansas? F 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask the Senator from Ohio if it would not be 
fair to the Senate first to have the minority report presented, so 
that we could have both sides before there wus a discussion of 
the question? 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me say in response to that, if the Senator 
will permit me, that there is no dispesition on the part of the 
chairman of the committee to crowd consideration of this bill 
to the point where the minority report to be submitted by the 
Senator from New York can not be prepared and submitted. 
As the Senator from Washington stated, we all know what the 
situation is here and what is likely to ensue. Directly other 
measures will be in here, and we shall find ourselves in a 
crowded condition of the calendar; and the upshot of it will 
be that this great question, of tremendous importance to the 
American people, will go by without proper consideration. If, 
bowever, the motion of the Senator from Washington shall be 
adopted, we shall then have the matter before us; and every- 
body here knows the attitude of the Senator from Washington 
well enough to be sure that no unfair advantage will be taken 
and that every opportunity will be given to every Senator to 


Senator from 


| present his views or file his report. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President. this bill was reported on Janu- 
ary 9. I think the Senator from New York will bear me out in 
the statement that he said he might file a minority report. I 
had supposed it had gone so long that he had abandoned that 
purpose, and expected simply to propose the amendments which 
of course he can propose at any time. If he had told me that 
he had decided to file a minority repert and wanted more 
time before the bill was brought up, however reluctant I might 
have been to delay it i certainly would have done but I 
really supposed that he had abandoned his idea of filing a 
minority report. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President. if the Senator will yield, I 
have no fault at all to find with the Senator from Washington. 
I think he bad a perfect right to form the opinion that he has; 


SO; 
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but, frankly, I had not realized that this bill would be called 
up so soon. I am very anxious indeed that there shall be a 
further meeting of the Commerce Committee in order that the 
amendments which I have suggested may be considered first 
by that committee. I do not think any one of them could be 
ruled out on a point of order 

Mr. JONES. I do not think so. 

Mr. COPELAND. Because there is no money involved in 
any plan which I have to present; but there are such serious 
objections, as I see it, to this bill as it is, and amendments 
might be suggested to it which would accomplish what the 
Senator from Washington has in mind, that I wish it might be 
possible for it to go over for a few days, until there can be a 
further meeting of the Commerce Committee. Then I would 
not resist at all bringing this matter before us, whether the 
committee agrees with me or not. I want it debated on the 
floor. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, let me suggest to the Senator 
that we make it the unfinished business, and then we will call a 
meeting of the Commerce Committee for Wednesday morning to 
consider any amendments that the Senator may have. Of 
course, any amendments that the committee might adopt I 
should be glad to have come up as committee amendments on 
the floor of the Senate; and in the meantime, to-morrow, if 
there are matters that ought to be taken up, we will temporarily 
lay the bill aside. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, because I am so devoted to 
the cause of the merchant marine, I am going to agree to the 
suggestion of the Senator, although I think the Senate should 
begin to think about this bill. This bill, as it is written and 
presented from the committee, unless further modifications are 
made, I believe is a very dangerous bill. No matter whether 
you seek to read some other thought into it or not, the bill 
specifieaily provides that the purpose of the United States is to 
maintain permanently a merchant marine; and then, in order 
that there shall be no doubt about it, no ship can be sold by 
the Shipping Board in the future except by unanimous vote of 
the Shipping Board, and we know that there are one or two 
men on that board who have never voted to sell one ship. It 
would mean, if this bill were to pass as it is here, that the 
Government would be committed to the permanent ownership 
and operation of a merchant marine, and I believe for myself 
that that is most detrimental to the private shipping interests 
and to the great merchant marine which ultimately must cer- 
tainly be operated by private individuals. 

So, for these reasons, I should be very sorry to have the 
Senate proceed without having before it these other arguments 
aud possible substitutes for the bill. The Senator now says, 
however, that if the bill is made the unfinished business he will 
call a meeting of the committee on Wednesday 

Mr. JONES. Wednesday morning. 








Mr. COPELAND. And that these matters may be consid- 
ered. So far as I am concerned, if the committee considers 


them and sees fit by a majority vote not to accept them, of 
course that is the business of the committee, and then possibly 
by the time we come to the consideration of the bill we will 
have a minority report. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator and also to the 
Senate that there was quite a difference of opinion in the com- 
mittee with reference to the amendment requiring the unani- 
mous vote of the board for the sale of a ship. Some of us 
preferred not to have it quite so strong, but the majority of the 
committee supported that proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, under the gen- 
tlemen’s agreement that has been entered into it is utterly 
unimportant whether the Senate proceeds now to the considera- 
tion of this bill or waits until another day to take that action. 
The Senator from Washington has stated that he merely de- 
sires to have it made the unfinished business, and is himself 
not ready to proceed with the discussion of the bill. Mani- 
festly, no other business can be done by the Senate, except the 
business that occurs during the morning hour after an adjourn- 
ment, except by unanimous consent; and any Senator who ob- 
jects to proceeding with this bill can displace it as the un- 
finished business of the Senate by objecting to the considera- 
tion of other business prior to the time when the Senate is 
ready to dispose of this bill. 

I do not think there is any disposition here to prevent rea- 
sonably prompt action upon the measure. I thought the re- 
quest of the Senator from New York was a reasonable one; 


and I do not see anything to be accomplished by making it the 
unfinished business and then immediately laying it aside, be- 
cause, as I have already stated, any Senator who objects to 
proceeding with other business can have it displaced in that 
Wwiy. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 





JANUARY 16 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, it is obvious that this measure re- 
peals the existing Shipping Board act—No matter what efforts 
may be made to camouflage this measure—and no matter what 
interpretations may be placed upon this bill—it is a measure 


to repeal the existing law and to commit the Government 
irrevocably to the ownership and operation of a merchant 
marine. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] pertinently called 
attention to the first section, which states: 

That the policy declared in section 1 of the merchant marine act, 


1920, is hereby confirmed; and the purpose of the United States to 


maintain permanently a merchant marine adequate for the proper 
growth of the foreign and domestic commerce of the United States 
and for the national defense is hereby reaflirmed. 

However, the interpretation placed upon that act, in view 


of many provisions found therein, was that it was the duty of 
the Shipping Board at the earliest possible moment to dispose 
of the ships under the control of the Shipping Board and owned 
by the Government, putting them into the hands of private 
owners. This bill reverses that policy, and commits the United 
States Government to the ownership and operation of a mer- 
chant marine. Other sections in this bill confirm the position 
I have just indicated—for instance, section 2, to which the 
Senator from New York called attention: 


The board shall not sell any vessel or any line of vessels except when 
in its judgment the building up and maintenance of an adequate mer- 
chant marine can be served thereby, and then only upon the 
affirmative unanimous vote of the members of the board duly recorded. 


best 


Of course, this provision commits to the board the determina- 
tion of what is an adequate merchant marine. The members of 
that board are the sole determinators of that question, and the 
negative vote of a single member would prevent the execution 
of provisions of existing law calling for the disposition of ships 
whenever that can be done. 

Section 2 is an afterthought; it is an amendment to the bill 
as offered. It is offered for the purpose of preventing the 
alienation of a single ship and to compel the Government to 
remain in the shipping business. It seeks to prevent the Govy- 
ernment from disposing of the ships which it now owns, or 
those which it may subsequently acquire, and it is apparent 
that the one negative vote is a complete embargo upon the 
disposition of any of the ships. 

Section 4 provides: 


The necessity for the replacement of vessels owned by the United 
States and in the possession or under the control of the board and the 
construction of additional up-to-date cargo, combination cargo and 
passenger, and passenger ships, to give the United States an adequate 
merchant marine, is hereby recognized, 


Then the board is directed to indicate to Congress the appro- 
priations desired, and so forth. This reaffirms the position that 
the Government must continue to own and operate cargo and 
passenger or combination passenger and cargo ships, and the 
board is to determine what is to constitute an adequate mer- 
chant marine. The board, not Congress, is to determine whether 
it shall be 1,000 or 100 ships. The board is to decide what ships 
are to be built, and what are to be repaired, and are to operate 
such ships as they may see fit. But the important matter is 
that the Government is committed to the policy of owning and 
operating a merchant marine. 

Section 5 provides: 

The appropriations necessary to carry out the provisions and accom- 
plish the purposes of this act are hereby authorized. 


That will be considered as granting carie blanche authority 
to the board to contract fer ships and to operate them. Of 
course, they will do so at the peril of obtaining appropriations 
from Congress, but this provision is a declaration by Congress 
ihat the board is authorized and directed to proceed under the 
provisions of this bill and maintain an adequate merchant 
marine, according to their definition of what an adequate mer- 
chant marine is. 

Mr. President, if we vote to take this bill up, it will be 
construed by some persons that the Senate is committed to 
the policy of a Government-owned and Governiment-operated 
merchant marine. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, before 
his seat, will he yield for a question? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senntor agree with the sentence 
in the message of the President of the United States sent 
here on the 6th of December, in which he said: 


the Senator takes 
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It should be our policy to keep our present vessels in repair and 
dispose of them as rapidly as possible, rather than undertake any 
new coustruction. 

Mr. KING. I xagree with one modification. The Shipping 
sjonrd should be directed to sell all the ships it controls. If we 


sold all the ships controlled by the board. Every ship that 


| 
| 
had pursued a wise policy several years ago, we would have | 
Was seaworthy could have been sold in 1920 and 1921 at from 


Si00 a ton to $200 a ton. But we clung tenaciously to the mis- 
taken view that the Government should operate these ships, 


and the Shipping Bourd, with an inefficiency that has ealled | 
for criticism, pursued a fatuous policy. It sought to commit 
the Government of the United States irrevocably to the owner- 
ship and operation of merchant ships. 


There ought to be a mandatory instruction from Congress, | 
directing the Shipping Board to dispose of all ships in its | 
possession, The Government should get out of the shipping | 
business. Congress should repeal a number of archaic laws; 
Americans should be permitted to purchase ships, wherever | 
built, and bring them to the United States, then to be regis- | 
tered under our laws, and sailed under the American flag. If | 
this were done, we would have a merchant marine. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 


The question is upon agreeing to the motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. Jones] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill 744. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk called 
the roil. 
Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] is paired with the Senator | 
from New Jersey [Mr. Epce]. The senior Senator from | 
Louisiana is necessarily detained in his State. If he were | 
present, on this question he would vote “yea,” and if the | 
Senator from New Jersey were present and permitted to vote, 

he would vote “ nay.” 

I also wish to announce that the senior Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. AsHurRsT] is absent, attending a meeting of the Colorado 
River Commission. 

The result was announced—yeas 61, nays 20, 


as follows: 





YEAS—61 
sarkley George Neely Steck 
Black Gerry Norris Steiwer 
sinine Harris Nye Stephens 
Bratton Harrison Oddie Swanson 
Brookhart Hawes Overman Trammell 
Broussard Hayden Phipps Tydings 
Bruce Heflin Vine Tyson 
Capper Howell Reed, Mo. Vagner | 
Copeland Johnson Robinson, Ark. Waish, Mass, 
Couzens Jones Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis La Follette Sehall Warren 
Dill McKellar Sheppard Wheeler 
Edwards McMaster Shipstead Willis 
Ferris McNary Simmons 
Pietcher Mayfield Smith 
razier Moses Smoot 

NAYS—20 
jayard Gillett Keyes Sackett 
Bingham Glass King Shortridge 
Blease Gould McLean Thomas 
Cutting Greene Metcalf Waterman 
Fess Hale Reed, Pa. Watson 


NOT VOTING—13 


Ashurst Deneen Gooding Ransdell 


Borah du Pont Kendrick 

Caraway Edge Norbeck | 

Dale Goff Pittman 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Com- | 

mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S, 744) to 

further develop an American merchant marine, to assure its 


permanence in the transportation of the foreign trade of the 
United States, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. WARREN presented a resolution adopted by the Lions 
Club of Basin, Wyo., favoring the making of adequate appro- | 
priations for the reforestation of denuded areas within the na- 
tional forests, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Lions Club of 
Basin. Wyo., favoring the enactment of legislation to aid in 
insuring adequate supplies of timher and other forest products, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Green Bay, Wis., praying for the passage of legislation granting 


substantially increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their 


widows, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. CUTTING presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Fort Bayard, N. Mex., remonstrating against the passage of 
legislation providing for compulsory Sunday observance in the 
District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas presented a telegram from John 
W. Summerlin, president of the Tensas Basin Flood Control 
Association, Monroe, La., making suggestions relative to flood 


| control, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF 

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Claims. to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1476) for the relief of Perter 
certain other citizens (Rept. No. 83); and 

A bill (S. 2457) for the relief of Bert Moore (Rept. No. 84). 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally witheut 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of the owner of the 
steam tug Charles Runyon (Rept. No. 85): 

A bill (S. 2516) for the relief of the owners and/or receiver 
of the American steam tug W. S. Holbrook (Rept. No. 86): and 

A bill (S. 2517) for the relief of the owner of barge Consoli- 
dation Coastirise No, 10 (Rept. No. S87). 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2316) for the relief of Lewis C. Hopkins & 


COM MITTEES 


Bros. & Biffle and 


Americau 


| Co., reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 


SS) thereon. 
Mr. ASHURST, from the Committee on Publie Lands and 
Surveys, to which was recommitted the bill (S. 1154) toe 


the county of Yuma, Ariz.. of certain 
public lands for & municipal aviation field, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 89) thereon. 

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2524) for the relief of Josephine 
Doxey, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 


(No. 91) thereon. 
Mr. WATERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 2215) to authorize the con- 


struction of a public highway to connect the town of Alder- 
son with the village of Glenray, W. Va., reported it without 
amendment. 
MINERAL LEASES IN NEW MEXICO 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I repert back favorably from 
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys Senate Joint 
Resolution 38, giving and granting consent to an amendment ta 
the constitution of the State of New Mexico, providing a method 
for executing leases and other contracts for the development 
and production of any and all minerals on lands granted or 
confirmed to said State by the act of Congress approved 
June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of such laws and regula- 
tions aS may be necessary to carry said amendment into effect 
if it is adopted, and I submit a report thereon (No. 90). I 
ask for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. KING. Is the proposed amendment to the constitution 
of the State something like the amendment authorized the 
State of Montana, under which the mineral lands may be 
leased for a limited period of time? 


; 
in 


Mr. BRATTON. Yes. The original enabling act gralting 
certain lands to the States provided a method of executing 


leases, and it has been found to be burdensome and 
instances restrictive development. The joint 
merely authorizes the people of the State to vote 
regular election upon an amendment to the State constitution 
which will authorize the legislature of the to prescribe 
the method of leasing the land, but always the proceeds are to be 
kept in the channels prescribed by the enabling act. That 
what the propesed amendment to the State constitution does, 
and that is the purpose of it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, we could not hear 
Senator from New Mexico because of the confusion in 
Chamber. Will he kindly repeat his statement? 

Mr. BRATTON. I will explain it again for the Senator’s 
benefit. The act of June 20, 1910, admitting New Mexico into 
statehood granted certain lands to the State for specifie pur- 
poses and prescribed how those lands should be leased. Among 
other things, it prescribed that publication must be made for 
10 consecutive weeks at the State capital and in the county 
where the land located. The question has arisen as to 
whether or not that provision applied to oil and gas leases. 
The State has gone forward under an interpretation made by 
the Supreme Court that it did not apply because Congress 


in many 
resolution 
at the next 


of 


State 


is 


ihe 
the 


is 
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granted to the State only nonmineral lands and did not have 
in mind the leasing of nonmineral lands for mineral purposes. 
The bar of the State is not agreed upon that construction. 
Seme think the act dees apply and would require that burden- 
some procedure in the executing of oil and gas leases upon 80 
aeres of land at some remote point, for instance. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Where is the title to the property? 

Mr. BRATTON. In the State, but the enabling act pro- 
vided that no change should be made without the consent of 
Congress and the people. The proposed amendment to the 
State constitution is to let the legislature prescribe in the 
future what shall be done in the way of leasing the State 
lands, but the amendment prescribes that all money coming 
from that source shall not be diverted from the channel pre- 
seribed by the enabling act. It does not change the use of the 
money. It simply lets the State say, if it should want to say, 
that in the future publication should be made 4 weeks or 
2 weeks or not at all, instead of 10 weeks, both .at the capital 
and in the county where the land is now located. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. What change is made as to the funds? 

Mr. BRATTON. No change whatever. The funds all go 
to the State, and the enabling act and the constitutional pro- 
vision accepting the grant both provided that no change shall 
be made except with the consent of the Federal Government 
and the people of the State voting on a constitutional amend- 
ment. At the last session of the legislature a constitutional 
amendment was proposed, which authorized the State in the 
future by legislation to prescribe the machinery and method of 
leasing the lands or to validate outstanding leases. The joint 
resolution merely gives consent on the part of Congress that 
the people of the State may vote upon the amendment. They 
may reject it or they may adopt it at the election. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It does not amend the present existing 
Jaw or the enabling act? 

Mr. BRATTON. No. If the amendment is adopted at the 
State election, in the future the legislature of the State may 
prescribe what shall be done in the way of leasing of lands, 
but the use of the money and the purpose to which it shall be 
put are not changed in the joint resolution at all, 

Mr, SHORTRIDGE, Is not this premature on the part of 
Congress 

Mr. BRATTON, No, The Congress must give its consent 
before they can even vote upon It, 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows; 


Nesolved, ete,, That consent is hereby given and granted to the State 
of New Mexico and the qualified electors thereot to vote upon the quea- 
tion of amending the constitution of sald State and to amend the same 
by the adoption of the following amendment proposed by the legislature 
of said State at its eighth regular session by Hl. J, Res, 8, approved 
Mareh 11, 1927, to be designated as Article ANIV, said amendment 
being as follows, to wit: 

“ARTICLE XXIV 


DEVELOPMENT AND PROTECTION OF 
STATR LANDS 


* CONTRACTS FOR THE MINERALS ON 
‘Leases and other contracts, reserving a royalty to the State for 

development and production of any and all minerals on lands 
granted or confirmed to the State of New Mexico by the act of Congress 
of June 20, 1910, entitled ‘An act to enable the people of New Mexico 
to form a coustitution and State government and be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States,’ may be made under 
such previsions relating to the necessity or requirement for or the 
and manner of appraisement, advertisement, and competitive 
bidding, and containing such terms and provisions, as may be provided 
by act of the legislature; ‘the rentals, royalties, and other proceeds 
therefrom to be applied and conserved in accordance with the provisions 
of said aet of Congress for the support or in aid of the common schools, 
or for the attainment of the respective purposes for which the several 
grants were made.” 

Consent also is given and granted to said State to enact such laws 
and establish such rules and regulations as it may deem necessary to 
carry constitutional provision into full force and effect should 
the same be duly and legally adopted. 


the 


mode 


such 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. CUTTING: 

A bill (S. 2572) granting certain land in the town of Hot 
Springs, N. Mex., to the State of New Mexico; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
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By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (8. 2578) granting a pension to Agnes Shinolt: and 

A bill (8. 2574) granting an increase of pension to Anna C, 
Havens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Annie FB. 
Mooney (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3y Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2576) for the relief of C. Earl Smith and Marie 
Patton: to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
J. Craig (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 2578) for the relief of Ralph W. Hood; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

3yv Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 2579) granting an increase of pension to Alicia 
Newton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2580) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
B. Fuller (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2581) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
EF, Amsden (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 2582) to authorize Capt. Royden Williamson, United 
States Army, to accept from the Haitian Government the medal 
‘‘Honneur et Merite”’; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2583) granting a pension to Charles W. Pearson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2584) for the relief of the owners of the sailing 
vessel Crecksea and all owners of cargo laden on board thereof 
at the time of her collision with the U. 8. destroyer Sands; 

A bill (S. 2585) for the relief of the owners of cargo laden 
aboard the U, 8, transport Florence Luckenbach on or about 
December 27, 1918; and 

A bill (S. 2586) for the relief of the owner of the Coast 
Transit Division barge Vo, 4; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SACKETT (for Mr, Gorr): 

A bill CS. 2587) granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Childers (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WAGNER: 

A bill (S, 25688) granting an increase of pension to James T, 
Powers; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (8S, 2580) authorizing the extension of time for the 
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River approximately 
midway between the city of Owensboro, Ky., and Rockport, 
Ind.; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HAWES: 

A bill (S, 2590) for the relief of Philip J. Steiner; and 

A bill (S. 2591) for the relief of Maria Maykovica; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S, 2592) granting an increase of pension to Ina Silsby 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 2593) to authorize the Secretary of War to exchange 
with the Pennsylvania Railroad Co, certain tracts of land situate 
in the city of Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvania; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 2594) transferring a portion of the lighthouse 
reservation, Ship Island, Miss., to the jurisdiction and control 
of the War Department; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BLAINE: 

A bill (S. 2596) to amend section 203 of the World War vet- 
erans’ act of 1924, as amended; 

A bill (S. 2597) to amend the World War veterans’ act of 
1924, as amended; 

A bill (8S. 2598) to repeal section 209 of the World War vet- 
erans’ act of 1924, as amended; 

A bill (8S. 2599) to amend section 202, subsection (4), para- 
graph 2, of the World War veterans’ act of 1924, as amended ; 

A bill (S. 2600) to amend section 200 of the World War vet- 
erans’ act of 1924, as amended ; 

A bill (S. 2601) to amend section 202, subsection (10), of the 
World War veterans’ act of 1924, as amended; and 

A bill (S. 2602) to amend section 301 of the World War vet- 
erans’ act of 1924, as amended; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MCMASTER: ‘ 

A bill (S. 2603) to amend section 17 of the act of March 2, 
1889, entitled “‘An act to divide a portion of the reservation of 
the Sioux Nation of Indians into separate reservations and to 








1928 


secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, 
and for other purposes,” as amended by the act of June 10, 
1896; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SACKETT: 

A bill (8S. 2604) granting an increase of pension to Edward R. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

AIR CORPS OFFICERS 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 2595) to 
increase the efficiency of the Air Corps, and for other purposes, 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and, on request of Mr. Rournson of Arkansas, 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


S, 2595, Seventieth Congress, first session 
In the Senate of the United States, January 14 (calendar day, January 
16), 1928 
Mr. Ropinson of Arkansas introduced the following bill, which was 
read twice and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs : 


A bill to increase the efficiency of the Air Corps, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted, ete., That there shall 





be established an Air Corps pro 
motion list, upon which all Air Corps officers below the grade of briga- 
dier general shall be arranged among themselves in the following 


manner: 
1. All officers of the Air Corps as of July 1, 
the 


1927, shall be placed on 


Air Corps promotion list in the same relative positions which they 
occupy on the single promotion list. 

2. All officers commissioned in the Air Corps after July 1, 1927, shall 

be placed on the Air Corps promotion list according to the length of 


commissioned service, 


Except as hereinafter provided, Air Corps officers below the grade of 


colonel shall be promoted to the grade of first lieutenant when credited 
with three years’ commissioned service, to the grade of captain after 
7 years’ commissioned service, to the grade of major after 12 years’ 
commissioned service, to the grade of lieutenant colone! after 18 years’ 
commissioned service, and to the grade of colonel after 25 years’ com 
missioned service, The number of Alr Corps officers in the grade of 
colone! shall be not less than 4 per cent, nor more than 6 per cent, and 
the number in the grade of lieutenant colonel shall be not less than 5 
per cent, nor more than 7 per cent, of the total number of Air Corps 
officers on the Air Corps promotion list, and the aggregate number of 
Alr Corps officers In the grade of colonel, licutenant colonel, and major 
shall be not leas than 26 per cent, nor more than 40 per cent, of sald 
total number of Alr Corps officers, and in so far as necessary to matin 
tain seld minimum Ale Corps officers of kk thin required years of 
conimissioned service shall be promoted to the grades of eolonel, Teu 
tenant colonel, and major, and only in so far as thelr promotion will 
not cause sald maximum of 40 per cent to be excoeded shall officers who 


have completed 12 years’ service be promoted to the grade of major 


Air Corps officers may upon their own request or at the discretion 
of the President be transferred in grade to the retired list after 
80 years’ commissioned service: Irovided, That each year of flying 
service shall be computed as two years of commissioned service, and 
such officers shall be retired in grade upon reaching the age of 54 
years, unless serving in the grade of a general officer by detail, in 
which case he shall be retired upon the expiration of such detail 
The pay and allowances of such retired officers shall be 75 per cent 
of all their pay immediately prior to retirement. 

Wherever mentioned in this net, the words “ flying service” shall 
be considered as meaning commissioned service during which par 
ticipation in regular and frequent aerial flights has been, is, or may 


be required by competent orders, and shall include any period of illness 


or hospitalization, or leave of absence, which is both preceded and 
followed by actual flying service. 
The provisions of this act shall be effective immediately upon its 


signature by the President, and all laws and parts of laws which are 
inconsistent herewith in conflict with the provisions hereof are 
hereby repealed as of date. 


THE SENATE OFFICE 


or are 


that 


ALTERATIONS IN 


Mr. MOSES submitted the following resolution (8S. Res. 111), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


BUILDING 


Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol hereby is authorized and 
directed to make certain necessary alterations and repairs in the Senate 
Office Building under the supervision of the Committee on Rules, at a 
cost not to exceed $6,000, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1927. 

GOVERNOR RITCHIE’S JACKSON 

Mr. BRUCE. 


DAY SPEECH 


Mr. President, if there is no objection, I should 


like to have inserted in the Recorp the speech delivered by 


Albert C. Ritchie, Governor of Maryland, at the Jackson 
dinner in this city on the 12th instant. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


Day 
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Governor Richie's speech is as follows: 


I am very much flattered by this opportunity to be heard in the 
councils of our party. Yet I realize that there are many others here 
to-night who are as devoted to our political principles as I am and 
far better fitted to expound them. There is little I can hope to do 


except bear testimony, as the theologians say, to the faith that is in me. 

They tell that the Democratic Party has no real The 
political situation bristles with issues. Issues produced by costly mis 
takes of omission and commission, domestic and foreign, by the party in 
power; issues raised by erroneous policies or by lack of policies: 
forced upon both parties by new and 
some of which go to the very heart of government. 


us issue. 


issues 


social economic developments, 


But the great issue that confronts us to-day, as I see it, is not so 
much whether the Democratic Party shall prevail as it is whether 
democracy and democratic government shall prevail. 

I am a Democrat with an abiding faith in the future of our party. 
because I have an abiding faith in the future of democracy; yet I 
believe it is democracy itself that is slowly but surely facing a crisis. 

We are steadily moving to a conflict in which the issue will be very 
much more fundamental than whether this or that eurrent contention 
is to prevail or whether this or that party shall dispense the powers 
of office. Rights and liberties that are guaranteed to us by charter 
and tradition are being lost and sacrificed in the flux of event id 
democracy itself is being put to the test. My appeal is that we 


in this larger 
Undoubtedly there are party differences 


our duty and our opportunity perspective 


of opinion to surmount B 


these very differences may prove a source of strength instead of weak 
ness, The Republicans have apparent harmony and unity because the 
are a stand-pat, do-nothing party They do nothing, and they stand 


for nothing except for the status quo and the quid pro quo. 
I am more afraid of party indifference than I am of party differences 


Obviously our party can not win if we are to fight each other instead 
of uniting to fight for a common cause But [ have faith in our ability 
to unite our own people and appeal to the large independent vote that 
stands for liberal and Democratic principles 

I have this faith because the issues that seem to divide our party do not 
grow out of any lack of unity as to its traditional and historie prin 
ciples hey are rather due to a difference of opinion as to the appli 
cation of those principles, They exist chiefly because we have allowed 
certain aims and ideals to become national questions when whey are 
politically local questions and should remain local 

Tt has been suggested that L touch these questions with becoming 
lightness, or, better still, not at all tut I know no Innguage for a 
meeting of Democrats except the language of Democracy 

Nearly 150 yeurs ago our party proclaimed to a waiting world faith 


In the individual human being and in the totegrity of the local political 


unit That has ever since been the epirit and ereed of the Democrath 
Party I belleve it is the creed by whieh our party willl again be 
restored to power And in a Democratic assemblage - elaim the “right 
to speak the message of Democracy as we have loherited it from Jeffer 
on nod from Jackson 

ven now we see a Republican President with the fervor and zeal 
of a new convert declaring for what he calls the rights of the Slates 
But the trouble is that the doctrine does not square with the theory 
or the practices of his party. The States appeal to Republicans as an 
aid to a strong centralized government, They appeal to Democrats as 
an agency for free government. 

This country is still a democracy in the making, a democracy that 
must fight for its existence. The conflict between Hamilton and Jef 
ferson was not one of theories but of actualities, and in the fullness 
of time these same elemental actualities are confronting us again 
to-day. 

Shall this Nation be a democracy in fact as well as in name? Shall 
we govern ourselves or shall we be governed? Shall democracy be 


a vital, working political actuality or shall it be merely an academic 


theory ? 
Let the people but realize that we are met at Armageddon to settle 
that issue and our party will win, as it has always won whenever the 


issue has been raised. 
Jefferson's fighting faith in democracy and Jackson's in the next 
great crisis of our political development may well be regarded as the 


two most important factors in our political history. ‘Their faith is still 
the only fighting faith our party has, 

Does anyone believe that given the power this faith will not trans 
late itself into works? Then let him remember the eight years of 
Grover Cleveland, who did not bend before the sterm. ‘“ Men 
times,” he said, ‘‘ may differ, but principles never,” and him 
go a full of credit for making this a sound money 
and laying the foundations of our financial integrity and prosperity. 

Or let such a one contrast the spirit and the accomplishments ot 
eight of Democratic rule under Woodrow Wilson with the eight 
years under Republican Presidents since then. 

Time does not permit a review of the Wilson administration, either 
its accomplishments in peace, culminating in the Federal reserve act, 


and 
to should 
measure country 
the 


years 
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to which Senator Cartrr GLass gave so freely of his talent and energy, 
or its amazing contribution to the winning of a mighty war. 

Nor does time permit the record of Republican mistakes of omission 
and commission during the years which followed, except, perhaps, to 
say that the most conspicuous two were disclosed to a startled country 
by the almost unaided efforts of two great Democrats. 

That the business of government will not again be defiled and ex- 
ploited by political brigands is due more than anything else to the 
matchless energy of Senator Tuomas J. WALSH, of Montana; and that 
the election machinery will not again be debauched in this country 
is due more than anything else to the matchless energy of Senator 
JamMeS A. Reep, of Missouri, 

Ififferences in principles seldom make much of an appeal until they 
translate themselves into results which the people can see and feel. 
These results are around us now. The masses are becoming conscious 
of the appalling growth of the Federal Government and of its over- 
centralization, They are beginning to see the danger to their 
ndividual liberty from the decay and apathy of the States and from 
the encroachments on the right of self-government. They are coming 
to realize the extent to which some of our liberties have been abridged 
and others are jeopardized, 

n the presence of a government with a big business complex, with 
its functions highly concentrated and with power feeding on power, 
the ordinary man feels helpless and grows politically apathetic. He 
loses interest in his local government because its functions are diverted. 


riding 


ile loses Interest in bis national government because it is too remote 
and far away. He lets rights guaranteed to him and to his State 
sink into innocuous desuetude. He falls an easy victim to the propa- 


ganda and the programs of energetic minorities and to the extragovern- 
mental groups and hierarchies which know what they want and descend 
upon the central government for it. 

here is only ene way to get the people back into their government, 
to get them to use it and not permit it any longer to be abused. That 
way is to give them the largest possible measure of self-government, 
individually, in their business ‘and in their political state, 

To those who doubt that, or who would limit the application of it, 
I summon again the memory of Grover Cleveland, who believed in a 
maximum of self-government, and held that the true ideals of liberty 
and democracy can be attained only under a government which grants 
the utmost autonomy to local political units. This, he thought, would 
mean cleaner polities, fewer bitter conflicts, less corruption, less bu- 
reaucracy, less centralization, less abuse of power, and less tyranny. 
Volitical claimed, rests with the individual and must be 
self-achieved; “an enlightened people can be trusted to govern them- 
selves.” He believed in the supremacy of the law and in its honest 
enforcement with equal justice to all, rich and poor; but held that 
all laws should be kept down to an irreducible minimum, and that both 
men and nations bave the inalienable right “ to choose their own ways 
of life and obedience,” 


progress, he 


To-day we are face to face with the modern application of that 
problem. Once the absorbing question was whether Federal powers 


were to be supreme within the Federal sphere, or whether the States 
could nullify them. Now, the question is whether State powers shall be 
supreme in the State sphere, or whether the Federal] Government ghall 
nullify them. 

It is upon considerations such as these that I believe the hope of 
temperance and of respect for law in this country rests. I have pro- 
found regard for those who sincerely differ with me on this subject. 
I ask only that, whether we agree or differ about it, we have the courage 
to face it. Im no other way can conflicting views ever become 
reconcilable. 

To me the question is not at all one of wet or dry, to use the inept 
phrase of the hour. It involves the basic principle of American Govern- 
ment in all matters restrictive of personal liberty. 

That basic principle is that those communities which want prohibitory 
legislation of this kind are entitled to have it. They are entitled, too, 
to be protected by effective regulations against shipments from other 
States which contravene their laws. But those communities which do 
net want this legislation should not be foreed by other States into 
taking it anyhow. They should be free to promote temperance within 
their borders by such means and measures as suit their needs, as their 
people sanction and as command that degree of respect which will 
assure enforcement. 

So I favor settling this problem by the traditional doctrine of 
American democracy—self-determination and home rule. 

For like reasons I do not want to see the Federal Government begin 
the job of nationalizing the education of the young through a Federal 
department of education, or of controlling child labor throughout the 
land, but had rather trust the people of the States to enact humane and 
effective laws on both these subjects which will meet their diversified 
needs 

Nor do I want to see the industry of the Nation become the victim 
of standardized bureaucracy, with all that means in cost and incom- 
petence, or constantly look to Washington for aid and subsidies, and 
thus become not only over-favored, but also over-regulated and badgered 
by job-creating and jurisdiction-grabbing commissions and bureaus, 
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The Democratic Party is not hostile to business or to big business, 
All we ask is that business look not to Government for special favors 
and privileges, that it leave the door of opportunity open for others 
to enter, and that the economies and efficiencies of big business inure in 
air measure to the benefit of the consumer. Those things granted, 
business is as much entitled to grow big as it is to stay small, and 
government should keep its hands off it and out of it as far as possible. 

I refuse to believe that the intelligence of the country can not see that 
business prosperity must rest on a sounder basis than political favoritism 
or inspired guidance from Washington. Business should look to and 
trust the States and their people, as the sources from which its strength 
and safety spring and as the arch and security of our governmental 
structure, 

So I would keep the democratic units of our Government—State, city, 
and county—strong, and thus keep the spirit of democracy alive. And 
I know of no way of doing this except by protecting the rights of the 
individual as he has defined them in his various charters of liberty and 
as he guarded them by his system of constitutional limitations. If I 
read the history of the Democratic Party aright, these were the prin- 
ciples it first laid down and which gave force and vitality to our history; 
and ours is the party that must defend them now. 

They say we can not win because of personal and territorial differences 
and discords. But on fundamental principles we are a united party. 
As I have said, it is in their application that we differ. Let’s settle 
these differences locally as the fathers of the Nation planned. And let 
us not only be a party of opposition but a party of affirmation and 
leadership. 

But they say we have no leaders to lead. I deny it. I see plenty of 
them around me to-night, loyal Democrats and competent. And, after 
all, in the case of any real leader fit to sit in high position, the ulti- 
mate test is not what may be his views on this or that current question. 
Most certainly it is not what may be his religious creed. 

The ultimate test is simpler than that. It is whether he is sound and 
courageous, honest and understanding. As Grover Cleveland intimates 
in one of his letters, the whole art of government is simply applied 
common sense and common honesty, with reason, justice, and tolerance 
as handmaids. If one lacks those qualities, then he lacks leadership, no 
matter what his views on current questions may be. 

That leadership of this sort strikes a responsive note is seen in the 
way the name of Gov. Alfred BE. Smith, of New York, is received. He 
has proved himself, of course, the great governor of a great State, and 
an honest, fearless, and efficient administrator, But more than that, 
the masses sense that here is an authentic voice not only of the 
Democratic Party but of the democracy of the Nation, too. 

He justifies the people’s faith in democracy. They fecl that Wall 
Street and Main Street look the same to him. They note that his idea 
seems to be the simple one of giving an honest and pracfical people as 
honest and practical government as he knows how. That is precisely 
the simple every-day creed of every honest Democrat, and it may 
become the simple creed on which the Democratic Party will march 
to victory. 

So far as I can see, the Republican Party has but one issue. It 
claims our national prosperity as a party asset, and they tell us that 
so long as this prosperity continues there is no hope for the Demo- 
cratic Party. 

I have no fears about our continuing prosperity, although I would 
like to see it less spotty, and with less concentrated power to make it 
or break it. But if our prosperity is to continue, this will not be 
because of burdensome or discriminatory tariffs, or multibillion dollar 
budgets, or governmental benedictions or all the inspired wisdom which 
is now being handed out by some four million office holders. 

We are prosperous in spite of all this. With our unlimited natural 
resources, a hundred million workers filled with the spirit of enter- 
prise and initiative will assure prosperity, if you but make them feel 
that they have equality of opportunity and free play for their free 
energies in a free country. 

That is what Woodrow Wilson meant by his fight for the “new 
freedom,” and it is what is meant to-day by the fight for the old and 
traditional democracy of Jefferson and Jackson and Cleveland. It is 
indeed the only medium through which democracy can thrive—freedom 
from excessive taxation, from excessive regulation, from excessive inter- 
ference with the free play of human effort and aspiration. It is for 
these things our party stands, and they are the very essence of abiding 
prosperity. 

And so I close with a plea for Democratic unity and leadership in 
Democratic essentials. I piead for faith in the processes of liberty and 
in those underlying principles of the Republic which have been bam- 
mered out in the forge of experience and tested out in the furnace of 
time. Above all, I plead for faith in the right, and for courage to 
fight for that faith. 


TENNESSEE'S WATER POWER—ADDRESS BY SENATOR M’KELLAR 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have inserted in the Recorp an address delivered by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. McKeE Liar] at Clarksville, Tenn., June 21, 
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1927, before the Kiwanis Club of that place, relative to the 
wuter power of Tennessee. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be | 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


McKeLLarR Discusses StTAare’s Water Powrer—Gives His Views oN 
SITUATION BrrokE CLARKSVILLE Kiwanis CLUB—REGRETS TENNES- 
see's RIGHTS REMAIN UNDETERMINED 
CLARKSVILLE, TENN., June 21 (Special.)—Senator K. D. McKetrnar 

reviewed the water-power situation in Tennessee in an address before 

the Kiwanis Club to-day. 

The taik was made at the weekly luncheon of the Kiwanis Club in 
the Woman's Club Building, the luncheon being attended by the 
Kiwanis and a number of guests. R. H. Pickering presided at the 
luncheon and a delightful repast was spread. 

The talk by Senator McKeiiar to-day follows one made recently by 
Gus Newbern, director of the Tennessee Public Service Informatioa 
Bureau, in which development of water power by private ownership 
was advocated. Senator McKeELuLAR to-day gave an elaborate discus 
sion of the water-power situation in the Siate. 

The Senator was introduced by Jack Selsemeyer, county engineer, who 
was responsible for the invitation being extended him. Mr. Selse 
meyer stated that the importance of the water-power subject was so 
great that the club membership would not be content to hear just one 
side of it discussed. 

The reception to Senator McKeLLar was very cordial. At the con 
clusion of his talk he asked those present who approved of his posi- 
tion to hold up their hands. Nearly every hand went up. 

Ilis address was in part as follows: 

“Mr, Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I greatly appreciate the invi- 
tation of the members of the Kiwanis Club of Clarksville to appear be- 
fore them to-day for the purpose of giving my views about the water- 
power situation in Tennessee. Coming as the invitation did, entirely 
unsolicited, I am constrained to believe that the members of your club 
desire to have information upon this all-important question, and I am 


going to violate one of my usual rules. I think on only one or two other ! — : ; : a : : . 
. a . | York and the American Cyanamid Co., the location of which I do not 
occasions in my life have I read a speech, but there has been so much | 


misrepresentation of my views on the water-power question that I feel I 
want to have these views placed accurately before the people of Ten- 
nessee, and so I am going to take the liberty of reading these views to 
you, though I would much prefer talking to you without notes, and I 
am sure you would much prefer listening to me without notes. 
MUSCLE SHOALS 

“Before discussing the Tennessee water-power situation I desire to 
have a word to say about Muscle Shoals. As you all know, I was in 
tensely interested and in favor of the proposal of Mr. Ford to take over 
Muscle Shoals, because I thought he could probably do more with it than 
anyone else, but for some reason Mr. Ford withdrew his bid, and I have 
since reached the conclusion that the Government should retain Muscle 
Sheals, use all necessary power generated there for ti® purpose of ex- 
perimentation with fertilizers and the manufacture of fertilizers, and 
then sell the surplus power to the users of same, living within economic 
transmission distance of the plant. To illustrate what I desire to state 
is that I think that the municipalities should be given the preference 
and that any municipality should have the right to build transmission 
lines to the plant and receive current at a reasonable price. In this way 
only will the Muscle Sheals plant ever be of any actual value to the 
people. If it is transferred to any private company whatsoever, only the 
stockholders of that private company will ever benefit by the building 
of the plant. This plant was built with the people’s money. It should 
be used for the benefit of all the people, as far as that can be done. 

“You hear it frequently stated that the Congress should do some- 
thing with the Muscle Shoals; that it should not lie idle. Well, of 
course, it is not lying idle! The Government has leased it to the 
Alabama Power Co. in violation of law, and it is paying an income to 
the Government greater than it would pay if any of the bids that 
have been made for it were accepted. In other werds, it is ridiculous 
to talk about the Government losing money by not accepting one of 
the bids. The Government is selling this power to the Alabama 
Power Co. at one-fifth of a cent per kilowatt, and even at that price 
it is bringing the Government larger returns than it would if the 
Government had accepted the Alabama Power Co.'s and its associates’ 
offer for a 50-year lease on the property. In other words, the Govern- 
ment is losing nothing even by its present handling of the property. 
Again, if Congress should enter into a proposed lease with the Alabama 
Power Co. the people would not be benefited, and more particularly 
the people of Tennessee would be deprived of any interest in the 
power, and would get none of the current except such as the Alabama 
Power Co. might see fit to give to us in this State. It is using none 
of it in this State now. 

VIOLATION OF LAW 


“The statute under which this plant was built specifically provides 
that the Government shall not transfer this plant or lease this plant 
to any private company or to use it jointly with any private company, 
and yet the present administration, in absolute and perfect violation 


of this law, has turned this ‘plant over to the Alabama Power Co. It is 
a gross and inexcusable violation of law 

“And I want to call your speciai attention to the fact that though 
the Alabama Power Co. gets this power from the Government at one 
fifth of a cent per kilowatt, it is selling it to the people of Alabama 
at a maximum price, I am informed, of 12% cents per kilowatt. The 
profit that the AJabama Power Co. is making, therefore, is easy to be 
seen. I want every corporation .t<o prosper. I want every power com 
pany to prosper, but it strikes me, and I believe it will strike vou 
that the spread between one-fifth of a cent and 12144 cents is a very 
large spread, about 6,250 per cent But the power company claims 
that they sell to some consumers as low as 1 cent a kilowatt Eveu 
if that is true, that is because those large users have potential com 
petition. In other words, they can build a steam plant and generate 
power for that price. Therefore the Alabama Power Co. has to sell it 
on a competitive basis; but the small consumer has no such potential 
competition, and if he does not pay the 10 cents per kilowatt or 1244 
cents per kilowatt, as the case may be, his current is turned off 

*‘T am not going to discuss the Muscle Shoals question any further 
and shall now discuss the Tennessee situation. 

EAST TENNESSEE SITES 

“There are, perbaps, on the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers and 
their tributaries 1,500,000 horsepower of undeveloped electrical energy 
It is, perhaps, that most important natural resource the State has left 
Its early and wise development along lines that will mean the greatest 
good to the greatest number of onr citizens is one of the most im 
portant and difficult of all our State problems, and I-am glad to see 
that your club is going into the matter thoroughly 

“The first, and, perhaps, the most important power problem is the 
question of the 11 dam sites on the Tennessee River, and its tribu 
taries, all of which have been applied for by the East Tennessee De 
velopment Co. ‘The principal and most desirable of all of these sites 
is at Cove Creek. 

“I believe that five of these sites, including the Cove Creek site, 
have also been jointly applied for by the Union Carbide Co. of New 


recall. All of these applications are now pending before the Federal 
Power Commission.” They have been pending there for some time 
without action by that commission. 

“With the respect to the Union Carbide Co. bid, I might say that 
this company is a giant corporation of New York City, manufacturing 
a very great number of different articles, and using much power Its 
associate is a fertilizer company with important connections. Should 
these two companies get these sites, or the five of them for which they 
have applied, the use of the power would, no doubt, be limited to the 
uses of these two companies and their subsidiaries, and I doubt ex 
ceedingly if the State or our citizens would be much benefited. These 
two companies also have an application in for Muscle Shoals, and, if 
they get the Shoals plant, as well as the pick of the East Tennessee 
sites, they might establish their principal business in Alabama, and 
take the Tennessee power down there. Frankly, I don't think much 
of their bids. 

“Of course, I realize the great importance to our State and to all 
our southern country of cheap fertilizers I have always contended 
that after its war uses the first and most meritorious use of the 
water power at Muscle Shoals was its use for fertilizers. I have not 
changed my view on that subject, but I do not believe that turning the 
power over to the fertilizer trust, as represented by the American 
Cyanamid Co., would have the effect of securing cheaper fertilizer for 
the farmer. ‘The Government itself must retain and exercise such 
power as might be necessary for the manufacture of fertilizer until it 
can be determined whether or not cheaper fertilizers can be manufac 
tured at Muscle Shoals. 

“Returning to the east Tennessee developments, some years ago, 
as I recall, Senator Shields first introduced a bill or an amendment to 
appropriate $200,000 to be used by the Chief of Engineers in making 
a survey of the water power in the Tennessee River and its tribu 
taries. In subsequent years other amounts were added until more than 
half a million was appropriated for these surveys. So great was my 
interest that as a member of the Appropriations Committee I gave 
them my unremitting support. Under the direction thus obtained 
from Congress, the Chief of Engineers was to make his report to 
Congress. More than a year ago it seems that he made a partial re- 
port through Maj. Harold Fiske, not to the Congress at all, but to 
the water-power companies, who were at the time seeking this power 
at the hands of the Federal Power Commission; but so far as I know, 
and I have inquired many times, no report has ever been made to 
the Congress. In the report of the Chief of Engineers it is said that 
a partial report was made, perhaps, several times; but my personal 
attempts to get such reports were always met by the statement that 
no reports had been made. Apparently the Engineering Department at 
that time seemed to think that they were representing the power com 
panies and not the Government, and that all the information taus 
obtained was to go to the power companies. After his report to the 
power companies, and after these companies had made application for 
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these sites, hearlngs were held in Chattanooga by Major Fiske and 
he recommended, and afterwards the Chief of Engineers joined in that 
recommendation, that all of the 11 sites be given by the Federal Power 
Commission to the East Tennessee Development Co., which company 
was organized to represent the combined water-power companies com- 
monly known as the Associated Water Power Cos. There the matter 
remains, 
SUGGESTIONS TO ENGINEERS 

“ The vice president and engineer of this company, Mr. M. O. Leighton, 
of Washington, D. C., a very accomplished and delightful gentleman, 
came to see me and asked me to urge the early granting of the permits, 
and after going into the matter at some length I made the following 
suggestions to him: 

“1. That the preliminary permit period of three years be reduced by 
agreement, and placed in the temporary license from three years to one 
year. My view was that, inasmuch as the Government had spent this 
more than one-half million dollars in making these surveys without any 
expense to the power companies, three years was too long for a tem- 
porary permit, 

‘2. That the period for building all the plants be reduced from 23 
years, as suggested by Major Fiske, to a period of 7 years, and the agree- 
ment placed tn the permanent license. 

“3. That his company agree in advance for the Comptroller General 
of the United States to be authorized, in connection with the State 
commission, to examine the company’s books from time to time, in order 
to see that the company was not making more than a reasonable 
return, and especially to see that stock and bond issues were properly 
limited to moneys actually put into the venture, or to earnings actually 
put back into the business, and that this agreement be put in the per- 
manent license. 

“4. That the company should also agree in advance and put in the 
license that a maximum rate of not more than 5 cents a kilowatt should 
be charged, and that within this limit the State utilities commission 
should regulate the rates to be charged by the company. 

“5, That it be agreed in advance and put in the license that trans- 
mission lines be built from the several plants to all three of the great 
divisions of Tennessee to the end that it could be practically guaranteed 
that this power should be used within the State of Tennessee, and not 
carried, except in certain emergencies and in case of a surplus, to other 
States. 

REASONS FOR SUGGESTIONS 

‘My reason for presenting these suggestions was in the public inter 
est, which I conceive it always my duty as a Senator to attempt to 
protect. Manifestly, when so many in my State want these develop- 
ments made immediately, and especially in view of the propaganda 
going out from the company that all of these plants would be built 
immediately if the permits were immediately granted, I could not con- 
sent when my advice was asked to agree to tying up all 11 of the 
plants for three years just to see whether the company wanted them 
or not, nor could I consent to tying up some of the plants for this 
company fer 23 years more, the period recommended by Major Fiske 
for the completion of all. 

“In a personal interview Mr. Leighton very readily consented to 
the reduction of the time to one year for the temporary permit and 
to a period of eight years within which all were to be completed, I 
did not consider the difference between seven and eight years very 
material, so there would have been little trouble, in my judgment, about 
agreeing upon my first two suggestions. 

“As to the third suggestion, the supervision in conjunction with the 
State commission of the books and accounts by the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the United States, Mr. Leighton would not agree at all, He 
claimed the power act governed this, and he would make no agree- 
ment outside the act. The law allows public utilities a reasonable 
return, but when such utilities are allowed to issue stocks and bonds, 
virtually without limit, in this particular the Federal water power 
act falls far short of protecting the public interests, In this manner 
a grasping company might oftentimes be thus aided powerfully in 
taxing the people in rates far greater than enough to make reasonable 
returns. Of course, this question was of vital importance, because in 
the cranting of such vast resources, in value even in their undeveloped 
state of, perhaps, $50,000,000, every safeguard should be thrown about 
the issuance of stocks and bonds and the basis upon which reasonable 
returns shall be earned, 

“Nor would Mr. Leighton agree to the fourth suggeston of 5 cents 
as the maximum rates, nor, as I understand him, to any fixed maxi- 
mum. tle did net even suggest a maximum to which he would agree. 
He stated the water power act put the regulation of rates in the 
hands of the State utilities commission primarily and he would agree 
to nothing else. 

THE SMALL CONSUMER 


“As IT understand it, the small eonsumer in the several large cities 
in Tennessee is paying on the average of 10 cents a kilowatt, their 
maximum rate, and in the smaller towns, I am advised, that the price 
is sometimes 12'4 cents, maximum. These prices are extortionate. 
The prices at which current is sold to large consumers by these com- 
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panies are, perhaps, not greatiy out of line. The large consumer 
has the protection of a potential competition. In other words, should 
the distributing company charge the large consumers too much, the 
large consumed can always establish his own individual plant and 
manufacture his current at a reasonable cost. The small consumer, 
however, has no such protection. When the rates charged him are 
tremendously high he has no protection against them. He must pay 
them or his current will be cut off, and of course, he is not in a 
position to establish a plant of his own. Under these circumstances 
I felt it my duty, when asked for help in getting the permits allowed 
to aid in helping the small consumer, to ask in return a reasonable 
price, so my suggestion was a maximum rate to the small consun 
of 5 cents. My reason for making this suggestion was not arbitrary 
If that is not fair, another maximum should have been offered. 

“T had looked into prices and conditions in many cities and States 
In Los Angeles, where they have a State plant in competition with t! 
old company, they have a maximum rate of 5% cents; in Portland 
they have a maximum rate of 5 cents; in Seattle the maximum rat; 
is 5 cents, and in many other cities the maximum rate is 5 cents 
In Cleveland, Ohio, where they have a city-owned steam plant, my 
recollection is the price is 3 cents, 

“To illustrate what I am trying to convey to you, I saw in Wash- 
ington some time ago two electric-light bills, one a Washington, D. ©., 
bill, where there is a private company, and the other a Hamilton, 
Ontario, bill, where they have a public company. Both of these bills 
were for exactly the same amount of current. The Washington, D. | 
bill was $33.33; the Hamilton bill, where they had the State-developed 
current, was $3.33. The Washington, D. C., bill, as I recall, was ten 
times as great as the Hamilton, Ontario, bill. Again, the Government 
sells to the Alabama Power Co. its current at Muscle Shoals for 2 mills 
in other words, one-fifth of a cent. The Alabama Power Co. has bee) 
getting this current from the Government at this figure since the water 
was turned on down there; and yet the Alabama Power Co. has not 
lowered its rate to the small consumer one particle. All this current 
that is costing the Alabama Power Co. one-fifth of a cent, that sam: 
current is being sold to the consumer at a maximum of 12% cents. |! 
am inclined to think that most people will agree that this is more than 
a reasonable profit, and yet, that is precisely what will happen if th. 
power companies develop this enormous resource in east Tennessee with 
out proper safeguards. The current will cost the company not exceeding 
one-fifth of a cent and they will be privileged to resell it to the small 
consumer at a maximum price of 12% cents, because we all know that 
unless an agreement is made in advance, the ordinary consumer will vet 
no reduction, just as is illustrated in the Alabama Power Co. case. 

VALUABLE SITES 


“With knowledge of these facts, I am wondering if the people of 
Tennessee will blame me for saying a good word for the small consumer 
of the current? And especially, when I was asked to recommend that 
the 11 sites, belonging to all the people of my beloved State, and wort! 
in their natur® condition, as estimated by Mr. Ford, perhaps $50.- 
G00,000 be delivered over to one company to be developed by that com 
pany virtually at will, because many of us will be gone when 26 years 
have passed away. If I am wrong in thus endeavoring to protect th 
public interests, I would like to know it. Surely, I have nothing again-~i 
this company, many of its agents and attorneys and representatives 
are among my very best friends in the State. One of these companies 
is in my home city. Its officers and agents are splendid men. I would 
rather help them than hurt them. I would do these friends any favoi 
Sa the wovld that I could conscientiously do them. Anyway, I would 
far rath * do a man a favor than to do him an injury, but who wil! 
say in the light of these facts that my suggestions in all of these mat 
ters weve unreasonable? Think it over calmly, my fellow citizens. | 
am your agent and representative in Washington. What position would 
you have me take in reference to these matters, and especially in the 
vital matter of a maximum rate for the small consumer? 

“My fifth suggestion should have been agreed to, but it was not. 
Surely no Tennesseean would want this, their power, developed and 
then transmitted out of their own State, would you? Would any man 
in Tennessee say that they thought this power ought to be developed 
and sent to other States, if it was in the interest of this company to 
send it to other States? Do you think the permit should be granted 
without some safeguard protecting the interest of our own State’ 
Now, the company says it will not send this power outside of the State, 
then if it is not going to do it anyway, why not put it into the con 
tract? As is well known, the people in west Tennessee have no wate! 
power. Surely some provision of this kind should go into a contract 
and some guarantee should be had that this God-given, people-owned 
power should first be used in the various parts of our State before it 
is transmitted out of the State. Of course, the surplus should be used 
in other States if needed. 

“T am not enamoured of public ownership of public utilities. It hes 
its disadvantages. Under proper and effective regulations and 
under contractual relations, it would be better to have private owner- 
ship of public utilities; but when I see that because of conflict between 
State and National jurisdictions there is to be no substantial regula- 











tions; when the company asking for this almost priceless public prop- 
erty, belonging to all of the people of my State, refusing any diminu- 
tion of price to the small consumer; refuses to permit its stock and 
bond issues and its earnings and outlays to be supervised by a just, 
honest, and fair governmental agency; refuses to use Tennessee power 
on Tennessee soil, I am not only constrained to go slow on agreeing to 
its requests, but am also constrained to believe that it may be better 
for Tennessee to develop these resources herself, to the end that they, 
owned now by the people, may be used by the greatest nunrber of our 
people. x 

“And the East Tennessee Development Co., being backed by all of 
the other companies, is, of course, amply able to make the develop 
ments and is very desirous of making them under the Federal power 
act. Under the terms of that act the Federal Power Commission may 
grant a three-year temporary permit or option upon all these sites 
to this concern. During this period of three years this one company 
would have all 11 sites tied up, and at the end of this three-year period 
could accept or refuse any or all of the sites under the law. If it 
accepted them, Major Fiske told me that they would probably be given 
23 years more in which to develop all of the plants. In other words, 
they would simply be permitted within such period of 26 years to 
develop these plants as and when they desired to develop then. I 
am frank to say to the people of Tennessee that the tying up of all 
11 of these great plants did not appeal to me, and when a representative 
of the company called to get me to urge the commission to give them 
the permits I very frankly stated my views to this representative.” 

STATE CORPORATION 


“Tf the State organized a corporation and authorized it to issue bonds 
and proceed to develop this power on the Tennessee and its tributaries 
and on the Cumberland and its tributaries, in my judgment, if properly 
and honestly managed, it could sell the current thus generated at a maxi- 
mum not exceeding 5 cents per kilowatt, pay its cost of building the 
dam, and probably earn enough perhaps to pay all of the expenses of the 
State government, thus doing away with State taxation. I suggest that 
you, gentlemen of the committee, think carefully over these suggestions 
and examine the question somewhat carefully and painstakingly. In 
this connection I desire to urge the great body of our citizens to begin a 
careful study of the problem involved in these water-power properties 
and to acquaint themselves so thoroughly with the details of this most 
important subject, so that they will be able to aid both State and Na- 
tional Governments in their solution of the questions. Only licenses 
and contracts which fully protect the public interest should be granted 
or entered into. 

“It has been said that I am standing in the way of the early develop- 
ment of these plants. Quite to the contrary, I am sure that the fore- 
going facts conclusively prove that such is not the fact. Indeed, so 
anxious was I to have the power developed at the earliest possible mo- 
ment that I offered an amendment to the last deficiency appropriation 
bill, which was unhappily lost in the last Republican filibuster in the 
Senate, providing that the Chief of Engineers should use $200,000 to 
make the borings at Cove Creek, with the further proviso that should 
this site be granted to a private company by the Federal Power Com- 
mission, such company should repay to the Government the cost of these 
borings. These borings have to be made as the initial step, and it seems 
to me that while the Federal Power Commission is deciding what it is 
going to do with this power, that the borings could be made, and I am 
inclined to believe that if the deficiency appropriation bill had passed it 
would have contained such a provision. 


CUMBERLAND RIVER SITES 


“As to the sites on the Cumberland and its tributaries, I have been 
told that Samuel Insull, the Chicago utility magnate, of senatorship- 
buying and utility commissionership-owning fame, has applied directly 
or indirectly through subsidiary companies for these Cumberland 
River sites. If this is true, his application should be denied. We 
do not want Mr. Insull in Tennessee. If Illinois likes him and his 
methods, it should keep him. There are men in Tennessee who do not 
like him and his methods, and I am one of them. The Federal Power 
Commission should not force him upon us. A recommendation was in- 
cluded in a recent report of the Chief of Engineers that the Government 
go into partnership with some water-power pirate—presumably Insull's 
company—and build these dams on the Cumberland River and then 
turn these plants over to the promoter. The Congress did not agree 
to the recommendation, It was a scheme worthy of Insull. As a piece 
of consummate nerve on the part of the promoter and upon the 
Government engineer the proposal was hard to beat. Think of it! 
The Government to go into partnership with some water-power pirate— 
presumably Insull’s company—and build these same on the Cumber- 
land River and then turn these plants over to the promoter. The 
Congress did not agree to the recommendations, It was a scheme 
worthy of Insull. As a piece of consummate nerve on the part of the 
promoter and upon the Government engineer the proposal was hard to 
beat. Think of it! The Goyernment to build the power dams in part 
and then turn them over to the promoter! Such proposals as this 
should make us very carefully watch all proposals for developing our 
great power resources. 
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NONNAVIGABLE STREAMS 

“The Federal water power act does not give the Federal Government 
power and jurisdiction over nonnavigable streams and streams which 
can not be made navigable. Congress never attempted to do such a 
thing in the law that was passed. If it had attempted to do it such 


} grant of power would have, of course, been unconstitutional, Its only 


authority is to regulate commerce, and as nonnavigable streams have 
nothing to do with commerce it is perfectly plain to anyone that the 


| Federal Water Power Commission can not have jurisdiction over non- 


navigable streams, Yet, remarkable to say, ever since the passage of 
the Federal water power act the Federal Power Commission, wholly 
without authority, has claimed and exercised jurisdiction over ali non- 
navigable streams. It has no such power. It was never intended to 
give the commission any such power, and any licenses so granted are, 
in my judgment, both null and void. In view, however, of the claim 
of the commission and in order to settle the question thus raised by 
the commission, Congressman Finis J. Garrett in the House and I in 
the Senate have both introduced bills to amend the act by specifically 
excluding nonnavigable streams from the jurisdiction of the Federal 
Power Commission. As I stated before, any licenses granted by the 
Federal Power Commission for power sites on such nonnavigable 
streams are wholly null and void. Only the State has jurisdiction over 
such streams and such sites. This is an important question in Ten- 
nessee because there are Many such streams in our State, and I am 
informed that the horsepower which might be developed on these non- 
navigable streams will run into the hundreds of thousands of horse- 
power. Confusion has arisen between rival applicants in east Ten- 
nessee as to some of these sites, and the Water Power Commission has 
not yet acted with reference to it. I have been charged with having 
held up action of the commission. Of course, this charge is fallacious. 
I have no doubt in my own mind that the reason the Federal Power 
Commission has not acted is because they know that any action on 
their part in granting licenses in such cases would be null and void, and 
I do not believe that the commission itself is willing to take the 
responsibility of making a test case. Where the cases are uncontested 
they act, but where there is a contest they do not act. 


CONCLUSION 


“These, my friends, are my views on the water-power situation. I 
have no earthly interest in the matter except to do the right thing. 
I have no friends to reward, nor enemies to punish. I have but one 
desire, and that is, that this power matter be used for the benefit of 
the people of Tennessee. This power ought to be developed—it ought 
to be developed at the earliest possible moment. I will do everything 
humanly possible to get it developed at the earliest possible moment, 
provided only that when developed, it will be in the interest of the 
people of my beloved State and not solely and alone in the interest 
of those who develop it. I say again, that I want those who develop 
it, if it is developed by a private company, to make not only a reason- 
able profit, but an ample profit out of it. But I would be untrue to the 
people I represent in part, if I gave my sanction for any private concern 
to take over those enormous properties belonging to the people of 
all the State, without restriction as to price to be charged on the 
current to be sold, without restriction as to the limitation of bond, and 
with no restriction against the power being taken out of the State of 
Tennessee, In this particular, it is very different from the Muscle 
Shoals proposition. There, the plant was developed with the money 
of all the people. The State did not develop it. If Alabama had 
developed it, it should be used all of it in Alabama, and so, if the State 
of Tennessee, itself, or any corporation authorized by the State of 
Tennessee, develops this power, it should be used permanently in the 
State of Tennessee. 

“It is a great misfortune that the rights of the State have not been 
judicially determined, and this should be done as soon as possible.” 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, [ desire to give 
notice to the Senate that on to-morrow the report of the special 
committee will be filed on what we call the Smith case from 
Illinois. I understand from the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
DENEEN] that Mr. Ssrru will not desire to be heard in person, 
but that the Senator from Illinois himself will present his own 
views and observations in favor of the seating of Mr. Sra. 
As to whether any others desire to be heard on that side of the 
case, of course, I am not advised. 

I do not know whether any person will speak in support of 
the committee. There may be a number who desire to do so, 
but so far as I am concerned I shall not desire to take more 
than 10 or 15 minutes. The Senator from Illinois tells me that 
his remarks will be short also. I thought that I ought to make 
this statement in order that the Senate might be advised of the 
situation and its business regulated accordingly. 

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I desire to supplement the 
statement of the Senator from Missouri by saying that on this 
side there will be only one other short speech on the subject, so 
far as I have been able to learn. 
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EIGHTH PROMIBITION ANNIVERSARY 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, nation-wide prohibition on 
this, the eighth anniversary of the ratification of the eighteenth 
amendment by the thirty-sixth State, is stronger in the United 
States than ever before. 

Let us examine briefly certain phases of our history since 
nation-wide prohibition was adopted. 

An important criterion by which to judge prohibition may be 
found in the economic status of the Nation. 
point, as well as many others, prohibition has justified itself. 


Our standards of living have reached the highest peak in his- | 


tory. The productivity of American industry is the greatest 
ever known. It has been well said that prohibition is putting 
more money in the American family pocketbook than it ever 
had before. 

Mr. President, it is well known that blue Mondays, due to 
Saturday and Sunday dissipation in the days before prohibi- 
tion, have virtually vanished from American industry; that the 
afternoon drag in preduction caused by noontime beer in the 
wet era is a thing of the past. The workers of the Nation, as a 
result of prohibition, possess clearer minds, steadier nerves, and 
sounder muscles, 

Roger Babson, one of the foremost economic experts in this 
Nation, received so many inquiries as to the effect of prohibi- 
tion that recently he sent out a questionnaire to a large number 
of employers representing many thousand workers. It was 
stated in 75 per cent of the replies that the economic results of 
prohibition had been beneficial both to the companies from their 
standpoint and to the employees from their standpoint—that 
prohibition had caused a general increase in production effi- 
ciency, accompanied by an increased production per hour per 
man; that less absenteeism, tardiness, loafing on the job, fewer 
industrial accidents, increased earnings, more continuous em- 
ployment, a general improvement in living conditions had been 
noted as accompaniments of prohibition. 

Henry Ford tells us that in his vast workshops there were 
before prohibition in each group of 5,000 men about 100 who 
gave trouble because of indulgence in liquor, that after prohi- 
bition the number in each group of 5,000 giving trouble on 
account of drink was less than 10. He says that before prohi- 
bition it was necessary to investigate absences from work to 
ascertain whether the men had been or were drunk or whether 
good reasons existed for laying off; that in a large proportion of 
such cases drink was found to be the cause; that after prohibi- 
tion such investigation had become unnecessary, because it had 
been learned from observation that liquor was no longer the 
trouble; that as a result of prohibition the men in his factories 
were working more, working better, wasting less and saving 
more; that now when a man’s pay is raised the increase goes to 
the wife or to a savings account instead of the saloon keeper. 

It should be said to Mr, Ford’s eternal credit that when a 
bootlegger begins operation near his plants he never rests until 
the bootlegger is apprehended, removed, and punished. He says 
that in this work he gets the cooperation of local, State, and 
Federal authorities. 

Mr. Ford has announced his opposition to the repeal or 
modification of the Volstead Act, 

Mr. R. H. Scott, another prominent auto manufacturer, presi- 
dent of the Reo Motor Co., states that during the days before 
prohibition his company made a very careful check of lost time 
by employees following pay day; that the larger number failed 
to report for work the first day following pay day, a less num- 
ber the second, still less the third, while practically all came 
back on the fourth; that this meant a serious financial loss to 
the employees as well as the company, machines standing idle 
while employees were away; that since prohibition there has 
been no difference between the day after pay day and the day 
before; that the company is no longer troubled with absences 
due to drink. 

Irving Fisher, the noted Yale economist, states that with the 
coming of prohibition wages suddenly rose from their old level, 
which they had kept without much change for a quarter of a 
century, to a new level where it is now a third higher than the 
old. He says that statistics of various types of personal sav- 
ings Such as the assets of building and loan associations and 
life insurance companies show a substantially greater rate of 
growth during the period from 1920 to 1925, the first five years 
of prohibition, than the period from 1915 to 1920, and that 
this increased rate is particularly marked if those assets are 
expressed in terms of purchasing power—that is, in 1915 dollars. 

With the transfer of the billions expended for beverage 
alcohol to channels of useful commerce, a transfer made pos- 
sible in 1920, the year of the advent of nation-wide prohibition, 
there began among the American people an expansion of per- 
sonal credit and of commodity consumption unequaled in any 
other age or by any other people. 
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That expansion has been marked by a growth fn sayings, jy 
life insurance, in the possession of facilities and comforts so 
astounding as to constitute the economic miracle of the ages. 

But for certain political handicaps the human imagination 
would be powerless to measure what more the country might 
have accomplished since 1920, 

In 1920 about 2,200,000 auto cars and trucks were sold in 
the United States, with a wholesale value of about $2,200,- 


From this view- | 000,000. 


In 1926 we produced about 4,400,000 cars and trucks, with 9 
wholesale value of about $3,100.000,000, 

In this period the National Automobile Chamber of Cvom- 
merece tells us that the number of employees in affiliated 
branches of the automobile industry increased from about a 
million five hundred thousand to nearly three and a )juaif 
millions, 

In 1920 deposits in savings banks were about $15,300,000,000, 
the number of savings-bank depositors nearly twenty-two and 
a half millions. 

In 1926 these savings deposits had grown to more than 
twenty-four and a half billions, the number of savings-bank 
depositors to more than forty-six and a half millions. 

The assets of the life insurance companies grew from about 
seven billion three hundred million in 1920 to eleven and a hati 
billions in 1925. 

In 1920 we had 8,525 building and loan associations for tle 
encouragement of home building, with about 5,000,000 members, 
and assets of a little more than two and a half billions. 

In 1926 we had 12,403 building and loan associations, wir), 
nearly 10,000,000 members and assets of a little more thin 
five and a half billions. 

They tell us that the young men and women of the country 
are drinking generally. Of course, such statements violently 
misrepresent almost the entire body of the young manhood 
and womanhood of prohibition America, a manhood and womai- 
hood pure, clean, wholesome, and strong. A member of the 
faculty of a Pennsylvania institution of learning testified before 
a committee of the Senate last year that drinking was rife 
among the students. A committee of these students met hiin 
at the train on his return, conducted him to a hall, where the 
student body had gathered to take him to task, and there he 
publicly retracted his unfounded statements about student 
drinking. A national periodical, well known in every part of 
the country, recently canvassed hundreds of colleges and uni- 
versities, sending questionnaires to student leaders and faculty 
members in regard to the prevalence of drinking among stu- 
dents. Its compilation of the replies showed that they were 
practically unanimous to the effect that there was less drinking 
among students to-day than before prohibition and that drink- 
ing was no longer a general college problem. Practically the 
only college men assailed for drinking were the alumni of! 
the pre-prohibition era, who attended college functions. with 
bottles of liquor in their pockets or in their cars. 

America is a Christian Nation, and one of its most gratifying 
characteristics is the fact that millions on millions of its young 
people are affiliated with Christian societies of both national 
and international scope. The thirty-first international conven- 
tion of the Christian Endeavor Society recently met at Clevo- 
land. It adopted resolutions stating, in substance, that the 
Christian Hndeavor Society, representing 4,000,000 young people, 
with an annual growth of tens of thousands, placed itself on 
record as favoring the strict enforcement of all law and as 
especially in favor of the maintenance and support of the 
Constitution, inciuding the eighteenth amendment; that its 
members resented the attitude of older people in attempting 
to foist upon the younger generation responsibility for the 
violation of the prohibition laws; that the unchallenged records 
of many of our educational institutions showed steady diminu- 
tion in the amount of drinking on the campus and that, al- 
though a selfish and noisy minority still persisted in violating 
the law of the land as well as their own best interests, the 
overwhelming proportion of the student body is not engaged 
in lawbreaking; that the convention called upon the alumni 
of our various colleges and universities to rise above the prac- 
tices in which too many of them have engaged in bringing back 
to the campus the outworn and now illegal habits of the 
past generation; that the members of the Christian Endeavor 
Society not alone avowed themselves in hearty sympathy with 
the eighteenth amendment because it is law, but because they 
believed it the best law yet framed. Add to the great army 
of Christian Endeavor the other great Christian bodies of 
young people in prohibition America and you will not find 
many left to wear the hip-pocket costume, to make a market 
for the criminal and outlawed callings of the rum pirate and 
the bootlegger. 
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Prohibition United States is the richest country in the world. 
The total income of its people amounted in 1926 to ninety bil- 
lions, a sum never before equaled in this or any other land. 

With but little more than 5 per cent of the world’s popula- 
tion prohibition United States preduces 43 per cent of the world’s 
coal and consumes 42 per cent; it produces 54 per cent of the 
world’s iron and consumes 53 per cent; it produces 64 per cent 
of the world’s steel and consumes 57 per cent; it produces 49 
per cent of the world’s copper and consumes 44 per cent; it 
produces 64 per cent of the world’s petroleum and consumes 72 
per cent; it produces 69 per cent of the world’s cotton and con- 
sumes 37 per cent; it produces 52 per cent of the world’s timber 
and consumes 51 per cent; it produces 41 per cent of the world’s 
shoes and consumes 89 per cent; it produces 43 per cent of the 
world’s print paper and consumes 50 per cent; it produces 90 
per cent of the world’s automobiles and consumes 80 per cent. 

Prohibition United States-has five-eighths of the bank de- 
posits of the world—or $52,000,000,000 out of $84,000,000,000. 

Prohibition United States has 61 per cent of the telephones 
of the world—nearly 17,000,000—over which 50,000 calls per 
minute are handled every 24 hours. 

Prohibition United States has 62 per cent of the world’s radio 
broadcasting stations. 

Prohibition United States produces no raw rubber, but con- 
sumes hearly three-fourths of the world’s output. It produces 
no hatural raw silk, but consumes 72 per cent of the earth's 
production, 

Naturally prohibition United States leads the world in the use 
of water power, its plants for this purpose nearly equaling those 
of all of Europe. 

Prohibition United States has the largest per capita wealth 
of all the countries of the world. 

Prohibition United States has a national wealth of three hun- 
dred and twenty billions, more than half of the wealth of all 


the remainder of the earth, and two hundred billions in excess | 


of the next wealthiest country, Great Britain, whose wealth is 
rated at one hundred and twenty billions. 

The number of students attending all kinds of schools in the 
world outside the United States is roughly estimated, according 
to the United States Commissioner of Education, to be about 
104,500,000. In prohibition United States we have nearly 
28,000,000 in school—a number equivalent to more than a fourth 
of that of the rest of the world combined. According to the 
same authority, there are between $00,000 and 950,000 students 
in colleges and universities outside of the United States. In 
prohibition United States we have about 910,000, or almost as 
many as in all other countries of the earth put together. 

I do not contend that prohibition is the sole cause of all this 
progress. The wets, however, have painted such woeful pictures 
of a land debauched and a people wrecked by prohibition that 
it is but just and fair to put into the foreground to-day the 
real United States, the United States of the eighteenth amend- 
ment an® the Volstead Act. 

Clearly the United States under prohibition is making the 
greatest economic progress in its Own annals or in the annals of 
the world. E 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, all of us who are acquainted 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Sueprarp], for whom, in 
many respects, I entertain the very highest regard, know that 
he has the same unquestioning faith in the efficacy of prohibi- 
tion that a very young, unsophisticated child has in the omnipo- 
tence of his father. This is not the time nor the place to enter 
into any extended refutation of the statements that have just 
been made by him. The answer to all of them, so far as they 
bear upon the industrial situation, is that the condition of pros- 
perity which he portrayed in such vivid colors can not be due 
to prohibition, because there is no such thing as prohibition. 
That is my answer. 

Year by year the Moderation League of New York, an asso- 
ciation whose directorate is composed of men of the highest 
standing, such as Elihu Root, Bishop Fiske, and others whose 
names I might mention, has collected statistics from the chiefs 
of police of some 500 cities and towns in the United States as 
to arrests for drunkenness, and year by year the reports of 
the league have shown that arrests for drunkenness in those 
cities and towns have steadily mounted. 

The same condition was shown to exist by the reports ob- 
tained by me in 1926 from the chiefs of police of 36 of the 
leading cities of this country—North, South, East, and West— 
and brought by me to the attention of the Senate. Those 
reports, too, demonstrate that ever since the first year after 
the enactment of the Volstead Act arrests for drunkenness in 
those cities have been increasing. 

It was only yesterday—and this is but one out of hundreds 
of items of similar evidence that I could bring forward—there 
Was placed in my hands a statement showing that in the city 
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| every kind in that city were for drunkenness, 


| is no prohibition in New Brunswick. 
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last year, one-third of all the arrests of 
Almost every 
year since I have been a Member of this body I have been at 
pains to ask the chief of police of the city of Washington for 


8. C., 


the figures covering arrests for drunkenness in Washington. 
and just as I have obtained them I have read them to the 
Senate. The tabulation of these figures proves that beginning 


, or 


with 6,375 arrests in 1921, arrests for drunkenness in Washing- 
ton increased until they totaled 13,588 in 1927. 

In the great city in which I live. the city of Baltimore, last 
year there were more deaths from acute alcoholism than in 
1926; and the reports of the New York State Hospital Commis- 
sion authorities, which I have brought to the attention of this 
body, show that in the State of New York aleoholie insanity has 
trebled during the existence of national prohibition, 


That being so—and, of course, my figures can not be gain 
said, because they are figures that have been derived from 


chiefs of police throughout the country and the Hospital Com- 
of the State of New York—how can any favorable 
industrial results of any sort be fairly attributable to prohibi- 
tion? We have 


can not at once increasing drunkenness and 
the increasing material prosperity which attends diminishing 
drunkenness. Everyone knows that the extraordinary pros- 


perity that this country has enjoyed since the enactment of the 
Volstead Act, with a brief interval of depression in 1921, has 
not been referable in any respect to prohibition, but to economic 
causes of a general nature with which prohibition has no 
connection, 

When the end of the World War came there was a tremen- 
dous industrial slack to be caught up in the United States. 
It would have been well for the farmer if there had been an 
agricultural slack, too, for him to catch up; but there was 
none, Domestic industrial work of all sorts, constructive and 
otherwise, was laid aside during the World War, because the 
industrial demands of the war itself absorbed all our industrial 
energy. The consequence was that when the war was over 


| there was, as I have said, an enormous industrial slack to be 
| made good; and the industrial establishments of this land have 


ever since been making that slack good. Now, it has almost 
been made good; and that is the explanation of the growing 
unemployment that is springing up throughout the country 
and is likely to become still more pronounced. 

In other words, our savings-banks deposits have been swollen, 
industry in every form has been active, the country has been 
uncommonly prosperous, simply because there were economic 
forces at work entirely independent of prohibition. If this is 
not so, why, I ask the Senator from Texas, is it that in 
Canada—where prohibition does not prevail, except in several 
small Provinces—there has been a similar era of general indus- 
trial prosperity? There is no prohibition in Vancouver: there 
is no prohibition in Saskatchewan; there is no prohibition in 
Manitoba; there is no prohibition in Alberta; there is no pro- 
hibition in Ontario; there is no prohibition in Quebec; there 
All of those Provinces have 
had the good sense to repeal their prohibitory legislation: and 
yet such has been the remarkable industrial prosperity of the 
Dominion of Canada that at times the Canadian dollar has 
actually been at a premium over the American dollar. 

Was that prosperity due to prohibition? Manifestly, it could 
not be: and if prohibition is such a beneficent thing in an 
economic sense, why was it that in 1921, when prohibition 
prevailed in this country. we found ourselves on the very eve 
of a fearful panic? Prohibition had nothing to do with that 
panic, and it had nothing to do with the revival of industry 
which followed it. 

In some respects I do not doubt that there is not as much 
drinking of hard liquor among the industrial workers in this 
country as there was formerly. A man in an industrial estab- 
lishment can no longer, as he could formerly, at lunch time 
walk right across the street and get a drink. 

Drink can not be obtained “quite so conveniently, quite so 
readity, as formerly by a worker engaged in his tasks from the 
time he takes up his work in the morning until the time he lays 
it down at night. But when I came to inquire into the real 
significance of that by questioning employers of labor in the 
city of Baltimore, I found that while workers were not drinking 
so much at saloons as in the past, they were far more than in 
the past fermenting and brewing in their own homes. 

In other words, an industrial worker who formerly went to 
the corner saloon and got his drink now makes it to no small 
extent in his own house; and it is gratifying to say that in 
consequence now, to a far greater degree than before, instead 
of drinking distilled liquor, he is drinking fermented wine and 
home-brew, which is just the beneficient change that we are 
seeking to bring about and that was one of the cherished idev!s 
of Thomas Jefferson. One of the things upon which the heart 
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of that great man was set was not prohibition—he was too wise, 
and had too true a philosophy of life, to subscribe to that— 
but the substituted use of wine instead of ardent spirits. What 
he aimed at was the very change that has been brought about 
in Canada by the operation of the Quebec system of liquor 
control. 

That system went into effect some years ago in the Province 
of Quebec: and the number of arrests for drunkenness in the 
city of Montreal, for instance, has been cut down one-half as 
the result of its working. And it, in my judgment, should be 
the model for our adoption in this land; and, in addition to 
diminished drunkenness—I know it because I read the reports 
of the Quebec liquor commission year by year—the use of wine, 
beer, and other malt liquors in the Province of Quebec is rapidly 
displacing the use of ardent spirits. 

Under the Quebec system of liquor control, the Government 
takes over altogether the sale of hard liquor. It is sold from 
Government warehouses, and Government-regulated dispensaries 
dispense wine, beer, and other malt liquors. I am glad to be able 
to say that I have introduced into the Senate at this session a 
proposed amendment to the Federal Constitution which contem- 
plates clothing Congress with the power to establish the Quebec 
system of liquor control in this country, subject, of course, to 
any prohibitory provisions in State constitutions and to any pro- 
hibitory State laws that may now exist, and subject also to the 
right of any city or county at any time, with the authority of 
the State legislature, to submit to the inhabitants of that city or 
county the question as to whether they will or will not, within 
the limits of the city or county, have prohibition. 

I shall not stop to refute what the Senator has said about 
drinking by women and youths. We do not have to resort to 
any books or pamphlets or police statistics on that subject. 
Anyone who comes into contact with the secial world, at least 
of any large city in the Union, knows that to-day women and 
young people are drinking to an extent that they have never 
done before in the history of this country. 

Why, only two or three years ago Bishop Nicholson, the 
president of the Anti-Saloon League, seii in a public address 
in this city— 


that all must admit that women are drinking more than in the past. 


Mind you, that was the president of the Anti-Saloon League. 
Ernest W. Mandeville, a writer in the Outlook, has said, 
after traversing a large part of the United States: 


Women and young boys and girls of social classes, that never took a 
drink before prohibition, are now indulging in liquors which are a 
menace both to their morals and their health. 


So the Senator from Texas is mistaken. These “ benefits” 
that he supposes to have resulted from prohibition are simply 
the figments of his own enthusiastic imagination. 

1 might add that year by year the Metropolitan Life Imsur- 
ance Co.—an insurance company which insures no less than 
17,000,000 industrial workers—that is to say, some of the very 
workers to whom the Senator from Texas referred—has come 
eut in periodical reports showing that deaths from alcohol have 
been steadily increasing among its industrial policyholders ever 
since the enactment of the Volstead Act. Mind you, I am not 
speaking now of the general policyholders of the Metropolitan 
Life Insurance Co.; I am speaking of its 17,000,000 industrial 
policyholders. I am speaking, in other words, of the very in- 
dustrial workers whose sobriety is supposed by the Senator to 
be so much superior to that of the industrial workers of the 
pre-Volstead Act era. 

Prohibition is a subject that it is hard for me to deal 
with briefly, because, if I can not speak fluently upon any other 
subject, I can, to use the expression of the poet, at least speak 
“with full-throated ease” on that subject. 

In conclusion let me say that I think that the most lamentable 
thing about prohibition is the way in which it is building up in 
this country a tremendous organized criminal class. : 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] in my judgment was 
absolutely right when he said the other day in the New York 
Times that by far the most important question to be considered 
by the people of the United States at the present time is the 
question as to whether something can not be done to check the 
rising flow of crime in this country. Not only does the volume 
of crime seem to be larger than it ever was before, but its 
nature seems to be more aggravated, more flagitious, than ever 
was before. When I was a boy I used to read about those rob- 
beries on Hounslow Heath, near London, where bandits would 
hold up coaches at the point of the pistol and rob their pas- 
sengers. What is the banditry of that day compared with 
the banditry of ours, when in great cities like New York and 
Chicago there seem to be criminals—bloodthirsty, blood-guilty 
criminals—who think no more of taking human life than a 
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beast of the jungle does of pouncing upon some poor, helpless, 
innocent deer. The very slightest opposition to the will of one 
of these bandits leads apparently, without the least faltering, 
to a shot and death. Frequently they even lock up their yic- 
tims in bank vaults. to live or die as chance may have it. 
Only a short time ago the chief of police of Chicago put himself 
on record as saying that in his judgment the fearful criminality 
that exists in parts of Illinois were due to the unenforceability 
of prohibition. I tremble for the future when I think of the 
powerful, organized, widespread class of criminals that is being 
built up in this country by the operation of the Volstead Act 
and the eighteenth amendment. 

I live in a community where prohibition is believed to be 
detested by the mass of the people. At the same time, nowhere 
in this country is a more faithful effort made by the Federal 
judges to enforce the Volstead Act than in that community, 
Never have I heard a citizen of Baltimore, even the humblest, 
find any fault with the Federal judges of Baltimore because of 
the scrupulous fidelity with which they apply that law. Our 
people are too conservative and law-abiding, they prize too 
highly the judicial foundations on which all public peace and 
security rest, lightly to do that, but day by day we have a 
perpetual file of bootleggers of high and low degree streaming 
through the corridors of our Federal court in Baltimore, to be 
fined, to be jailed, or to be imprisoned in the penitentiary, 
and in many instances to swell the whole humber of those who 
in one form or another prey criminally upon human socicty. 

Does any man suppose that the peace, the integrity, and the 
purity of this country will not be profoundly prejudiced as 
time goes on by the great body of more or less artificially 
created malefactors which the Volstead Act produces? Send 
a man to jail as a bootlegger once, send him again as a boot- 
legger, and ean you believe that in process of time the transi- 
tion will not be easy for that man, from bootlegging to larceny, 
to highway robbery, to murder? In other words, this one law, 
the Volstead Act, has created in the very bosom of American 
society such a reckless, such a lawless body of men as no other 
agency has ever before created on such a lavish scale in the 
history of the country. 

Does the Senator know that in the portion of the country 
which he supposes to be the driest there are more stills seized 
and destroyed than in any other part of the land? Is he 
aware of the fact that in 1925, 70 per cent of all the illicit 
plants and agencies that were seized by prohibition agents 
were seized in the 11 Confederate States of the United States of 
America? Is he aware of the fact that more of these lawless 
plants and agencies were seized in the State of Georgia than in 
any other State of the Union? 

The Senator has wandered far afield. He has gone off into 
the realm of glowing fancies instead of confining himself to drab 
commonplace facts. 

Now, for the first time we have an opportunity really to do 
away with, or at least modify, the conditions which are re- 
sponsible for so much general disrespect for law, for so much 
political corruption, for so much bloodshed. Everything indi- 
cates that at least one of the two great national parties of our 
country will at its next national convention nominate a man 
pledged, at any rate by his personal convictions, to a modifica- 
tien of the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amendment. 

I see that the Senator from Kansas is growing impatient, but 
I will have to ask him to let me complete what I am saying 
before he requests an adjournment, because I have but little 
more to say. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to have an executive session, 
and I understand the Senator from New Jersey wants a 
moment. I hope the Senator will make his remarks as short 
as he can, as it is getting late. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator from New Jersey seems s0 
anxious to get the floor that I think I will have to yield to him, 
though I did want to say something about the recent exami- 
nation in which 75 per cent of the present prohibition agents 
whom I voted to keep outside of the civil service law have 
just flunked. But I will take that subject up later, should 
the Senator from Texas make it necessary. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator placed in the Recorp a few 
days ago “The memorial of a bottle of old Madeira.” He 
opened the discussion in this Congress. ° 

Mr. BRUCE. That was just a little jeu d’esprit. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But it contained the whole philosophy of 
the Senator’s side of the question. 

Mr. BRUCE. I think I have reason to congratulate myself 
upon my ability, even in a little jocose trifle like that, to sum up 
the whole philosophy of the subject. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator’s recent speech against probi- 
bition was placed in the Recorp a day or two ago. 

Mr. BRUCE. That was at the University of Virginia. 








Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Maryland 
will permit me, he placed the speech of Governor Ritchie, 
made at the Jackson Day banquet, in the Recorp just before 
the Senator from Texas got the floor. 

Mr. BRUCE. I know, but that was the most temperate kind 
of speech. : 

Mr. HEFLIN. It was dripping wet. 

Mr. BRUCE. That was not strong enough to serve my pres- 
ent purpose. I was trying to enter into a bargain with the 
Senator from Texas that if he would not say anything more 
on the subject of prohibition I would not say anything more; 
but I see he is unwilling to enter into such an agreement. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator started the discussion. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I want to make just one more 
statement in connection with the views of industrial em 
ployers with respect to prohibition as brought out by the Sena- 
tor from ‘Texas. 

The Senator will, I am sure, recollect that only a short time 
ago Mr. Schwab, one of the great industrialists of the United 
Stutes, and, about the same time, Mr. Gary, of the Steel Co., 
who is now dead, both expressed the opinion, when speaking 
primarily as employers of labor, that there should be a refer- 
endum throughout the United States on the prohibition question. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, the hour is late and Sena- 
tors desire to have an executive session, so I will take another 
time to answer in detail the speech of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

I am very glad to know that at least some Democrats have 
been responsible for the wonderful prosperity in this country. 
This is the first time I ever heard we were responsible for it. 
I thank the Senator for drawing my attention to the fact. 

Inasmuch as there was a very fine compilation in the New 
York Times yesterday morning, designating and tabulating the 
actual expense of this remarkable prohibition amendment and 
the Volstead Act, and which I think will be very enlightening 
to the public, I ask unanimous consent to have it printed in 
the Recorp at this point as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Back in the chair). 
there objection? . 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Sunday, January 15, 1928] 
PROHIBITION Cost NATION $177,716,860—EXPENSES UNDER THE VOLSTEAD 

Act, Now 8 YEARS OLD, Have STeapILy INCREASED—Dry UNIT 

SPENT $75,716,860-—Coast GUARD EXPENDED AN EQuaL SUM, BESIDES 
CAPITAL CHARGE OF 25 DESTROYERS—OTHER OUTLAYS RUN HIGH— 
Drys ASSERT THAT REVENUE LOSS AND SO: ON IS OFFSET BY FINES 
AND INDUSTRIAL GAINS 


Is 


(Special to the New York Times) 

WASHINGTON, January 14.—National prohibition, with a total cost for 
enforcement of more than $170,000,000 to the Federal Treasury alone, 
will round out the eighth year of its existence to-morrow. The Vol- 
stead law went into force January 16, 1920. 

Starting with apprepriations for the Prohibition Unit of $2,200,000 
for the first six months, or from January 17 until June 30, 1920, and 
then with $6,350,000 for the fiscal year 1921, the annual charge has 
now increased from $30,000,000 to $35,000,000, which covers the outlay 
in all Federal branches. The duties of enforcement are divided between 
the Bureau of Prohibition and the Coast Guard, which are branches of 
the Treasury Department, and the Department of Justice, all of which 
have expanded proportionately to their appropriations. 

Those who have followed this growth are agreed that in States, 
municipalities and other subdivisions the prohibition law has called for 
a similar great expansion of local police activities and expenditures. 
The Prohibition Unit, the Anti-Saloon League, and the Association 
Against the Prohibition Amendment assert that no one knows what 
that side of the cost has been. Only a few States issue information 
separated from the cost of other police functions and court proceedings. 
In many instances Federal officers have followed their cases into local 
courts, so that prohibition enforcement as such has been mingled with 


enforcement of other laws. 
OTHER COSTS INCREASE TOTAL 


There have been costs of another kind, not actually identified as 
charges for enforcement. They are results of prohibition, however, such 
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as Federal revenue lost that would have come otherwise from taxes on | 


distilled spirits and fermented liquors; discontinued use of farm prod- 
ucts, especially the cereals that went into beverages; expenditures in 


politics and propaganda; expenditures for illicit beverages, and funds 


assembled by law violators for rum smuggling, automobiles, and other 
means for circumventing the Volstead Act. 

Against such enforcement expenditures and economic the 
drys place fines collected and improved man power, industrial power, 
and general economic proauctivity, asserting that all such benefits 


losses, 
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more than offset the even the lives of dry agents, 
suspected violators, and innocent civilians lost in the warfare against 
demon rum. 

Briefly, the financial outlay by the Federal Government 


money cost; or 


for enforce- 

ment in eight years was as follows: 
Preetentee Wee; GCtNGl nd. ccstiencounnsone io $75. 716, 860 
Coast Guard, approximate =a mated ; 70, 000, O00 
Department of Justice, estimated... a a alla dl 32, 000, 000 
EG siiasoces eeendehaaad a a 177. 716, 860 
The figures for the Prohibition Unit are for a little more than eight 
years, since they cover the actual appropriations to June 50, 1928; 
those for the Coast Guard can net be fixed to the last dollar because 


that branch of the Government performs other than prohibition duties ; 


those for the Department of Justice are the very minimum estimate of 
the extent to which legal cases have had to do with enforcing cases 
arising under the Volstead Act. 
PROHIBITION UNIT'S RECORD 

Appropriations for the Prohibition Unit have been: 
1920 (Jan. 17 to June 30) a i ee _ $2, 200, 000 
EE ROE IED aici as sarencinnearelttnaainitaenslahumetdlinabiclenuenaia anda 7. 100, 000 
1922 (fiscal year)... . ShedinasPrieepiiceienbatciteaiiah tetilataraamnrettitaatidiatal Aiea 7. 500, O00 
RE SEP cecilia iateisjntetasiminbaninicheemintiin eat . 9, 250, OOO 
gk Os ae ie ras 9, GOO, O00 
Bs CD OF ia cctines cpcerchun.cidktcbdicinenlenaen thhiealrmesstiiieiilenepisagaaleiice - 11, 341, T70 
1926 (fiscal year). ~~ al al ia . 11, 000, O00 
I, a ecaeens Ady ae 440 

The Coast Guard had $13,000,000 for reconditioning destroyers and 


patrol boats and $5,000,000 for additional boats, or a‘total of $18,000,- 
000 at the outset to equip it to start its warfare in 1924 against rum 
row, which the service recently asserted had been abolished, except 
spasmodic instances. 


in 


In the fiseal year 1925, the Coast Guard received $8,000,000 in appro- 
priations for operating expenses. 
$12,000,000, 


This sum each year since has averaged 
To the end of the fiscal year 1928, this gives a total of 
$44,000,000 for its share of prohibition enforcement. These have 
the minimum sums estimated for the Coast Guard. It is believed 
the total cost to that branch may have goneé as high as $80,000,000. 

Not included in the Coast Guard total is the capital charge 
destroyers, Which has been estimated as $1,500,000 each, or $ 


been 
that 


for 25 
500.000, 





which would bring the total Federal enforcement outlay close to 
$215,000,000, 
COST TO DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


The difficulty of segregating the money required by the Department 
of Justice for prohibition cases has been suggested. When the subcom- 
mittee of the Senate Judiciary Committee investigated prohibition en- 
forcement, Representative Vare, of Pennsylvania, now Senator elect, 
inserted a note in his testimony which stated that Department of Jus- 
tice officials estimated approximately one-third of the total funds appro- 
priated for the department and the courts was for that work. Out of 
total appropriations each year in 1925 and 1926 of $24,000,000 this 
would be $8,000,000 a year. Figuring an average of $4,000,000 a year 
as the share of the department over the eight-year period gives the 
roughly estimated total of $32,000,000. 

The only definite figures of cost available as to the States themselves 
are but illustrative. These are furnished in partial reports obtained by 
the Anti-Saloon League. 

Wisconsin has expended for enforcement $60,000 a year since 1922, or 
$360,000. Fines collected in that State are put at $2,048,563, 

Ohio, in 1926, appropriated $105,702, and it is believed the amounts 
since then would bring the total to well over $200,000. Dry leaders 
point to fines and penalties of $2,202,764 collected there as a result of 
the activities in 1926 and 1927. 

California is believed to have spent for enforcement close to $1,000,000 
since prohibition was started, with receipts from fines, ete., of about 
$2,000,000. 

Most of the other States attempting to enforce the law have had 
their costs all lumped with general police charges. 


FINES IN FEDERAL COURTS ; 

Against the appropriations for Federal enforcement by the Prohibition 
Unit, officials place the fines and penalties collected through Federal 
courts as aggregating $38,390,889.36 to June 30, 1927, as follows: 


1920 









rane casein tin ane epiiblliinan abana lane etimseipislaslicarily asain imipaatpat tthe tain $1, 148, 512. 04 
I hi ci crcsiesith nen speech en tn ow deinen inn tips cite tinea init 4, 570, 505. 00 
esas cccrcvupueta ceediailiinticin a: cmtielnnsasaimmpunemnaitenatlinps: wyiminennainntaidetlians 4, », 892. 14 
Fis kin cencpstninen tpt npen mnapenten ed inapiianananemnengee scum atuiiebghanmnaiane 5, 300, 23 
a ercech omnia we nimigehimeattinlndits <li dlnddtgelsis tenia 6 , 115. 24 
SI ss i cvcencasiitincinivemtneava sin eine Tiniticin ins a tininaie aot nim inasan eimnamninli dienimuaiiaalticaia 5, 873, 226. 45 
9 OG iti nett tsb eciiiti cbleimnihincintniinnstih adminis 5, 647, 328. 53 
BODE cee ere epee sivc cre eniensnatnenrniin sistent elspa asians 5, 162, 009. 73 

The drys point further to estimates of such economists as Prof. 
Irving Fisher, of Yale, and Roger Babson for benefits financially to the 


United States from prohibition. 
They point to the following passage in Professor Fisher’s statement 
before the Senate subcommittee in 1926: 
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*“ Personally, I am inelined to believe that prohibition has saved and 
added much more than the $6,000,000,000 that I have estimated as a 
safe minimum.” 

Professor Fisher quoted Herbert Hoover as confirming his conctu- 
sions, Mr, Hoover having stated in a speech to the United States Cham- 
ber of Commerce that since the war productivity had increased about 
15 per cent, due to increase in population, while efficiency had increased 
from 10 to 15 per cent, 

“In addition to elimination of waster,” Mr. Hoover was quoted as 
saying, “we have had the benefit of notable advances in science, im- 
provements in methods of management, and prohibition,” 

LOSS IN REVENUE SUMMED UP 


has been a definite ascertainable loss in revenues from dis- 
tilled spirits and fermented liquors. These amounted to $483,050,- 
854.47 in 1919 and $443,5839,544.98 in 1918, but the drys say they 
were abnormal years, 

In the eight years before 


There 


1918 the internal-revenue receipts from 


these sources were: 

DUI a. scistitnasteacds dimmunaitecdieddaaseitlaadasenuiiaig ane eens $201, 008, 670. 88 
LTTIn ID ccstiirus Bicektict cansis aeeiinahieteainiesianceaniahintetiasabeenttieadiediin tiaras ies aa 211, 804, 579. 55 
BED da Whtacitiionsas saan i ceeamat cael at nt Tea 212, 042, 339. 92 
IIR TD circ si cedtseosncahahati ieee ecaiadi aka eal daar oe a 223, 314, 452. 21 
TUITE cists scien bnscen thas aaa dnbete edited dodanaiatdseaianananichlieaiannaielaidamalias 226, 179, 689. 76 
IPI <a iss Kidhciosais'dinncsbiniesinin nascianianedasaidhnascsatdieadinesieentaaantaimatimsanadaiiemmaaaiaaial 223, 948, 646. 09 
SPITE dels: nsceleuls i ttiheaeiesiscie sleet tiieeniaiaaanasaimanianaieiaaiatatiaeiaaiiadie 247, 453, 545, 52 
1917 - os ccapnie acide ncaa dats unl chaieadtaiiteikeconisiea sei aa 


This was an increase from 1910 to 1917 of more than $80,000,000 
in annual receipts. Discounting the two abnormal years of taxes col- 
lected and assuming that the eight years from 1920 to 1928 would have 
seen a like increase in these revenues, the total that might now be 
expected if prohibition had not come would be close to $350,000,000 
or more a year, 

The wets assert that the possible taxes would be much greater than 
this, or at least $1,000,000,000 a year. They contend that {f alcoholic- 
beverage taxes had increased on the same scale as in other countries, 
especially beers, the total in the United States would be $1,320,000,000 
compared with the sum of about $1,800,000,000 collected now from 
individual and cerporation income taxes, 


178 PERSONS KILLED IN 7 YEARS 


Forty-seven prohibition officers were killed from January 16, 1920, to 
October 31, 1927, and 126 civilians during the same period. 

In contrast to these casualties, the drys pointed to the record which, 
they think, is now being made in enforcement. The report of Doctor 
Doran, the Commissioner of Prohibition, for the fiscal year 1927 indi- 
cates the rate at which this is proceeding. 

“ Prohibition agents,” he said, “ made 64,986 arrests during the year 
ended June 30, 1927, and seized 7,137 automobiles valued at $3,529,- 
206.70 and 353 boats valued at $816,323. As a result of the work of 
such agents, 51,945 prohibition cases against individuals were handled 
in Federal courts and 36,546 persons were convicted, of which num- 
ber 11,818 were given jail sentences. The courts imposed sentences ag- 
gregating 4,477 years and fines amounting to $5,775,225.48.” 

Prohibition and attempts at enforcement have been attended by 
prolonged debates in Congress, long hearings before committees, and 
constant attempts to find loopholes in the Volstead Act. National and 
State campaigns have been marked by bitter contests. Both dry and 
wet organizations have spent, and are still spending, millions on their 
respective sides of the prohibition question. 

Prehibition looms also as a possible issue in the coming election cam- 
paign, and regardless of what its results may be, the fact stands out 
boldly that prohibition—eight years after its début—is more in politics 
than ever, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr, CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
(at 5 o'clock p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Jan- 
uary 17, 1928, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS 
Reecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 16 
(legislative day of January 14), 1928 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 


Harvey P. Bissell to be collector of customs, district No. 6, 
headquarters at Bridgeport, Conn. 


Unitep Srates District Jupncres 
George T. McDermott to be United States district judge, 
district of Kansas, 


Simon L. Adler to be United States district judge, western 
district of New York, 
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Unirep States MARSHALS 

James A. Stafford to be United States marshal, southern dis- 
trict of Alabama. 

George W. Collier to be United States marshal, distri; of 
Maryland. 

Reesé Q. Lillard to be United States marshal, middle ci-trict 
of Tennessee, 

POSTMASTERS 
NEW YORK 

Henry B. Mulford, Binghamton. 

Clayton A. Musser, Boonville. 

William G. Fisher, Chadwicks. 

Robert D. Southward, Congers. 

Katherine A. Slattery, Maryknoll. 

Ambrose D. Eldred, New Hartford. 

Edward R. Harms, Pearl River. 

Giles C. deGroot, Ronkonkoma. 

John W. Bellis, Tappan. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Waulla E. Westbrook, Blacksburg. 

Dora C. Folk, Brunson. 

David H. Taylor, Cameron. 

Samuel L. Myers, Chester. 

Carl M. Norton, Estill. 

Helen F. Shuler, Eutawville. 

Fred L. Timmerman, Graniteville. 

James H. Bodie, Leesville. 

Julian R. Corley, Lexington. 

Thomas J. Bolin, Neeses. 

Lottie G. Myers, Pamlico. 

Jefferson M. Davis, jr., Pinewood. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, January 16, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Rev. William A, Lambeth, D, D., pastor of the Mount Vernon 
Place Methodist Episcopal Church South, offered the following 
prayer: 


Holy Father, permit us to come now into intimate touch with 
Thee, the ultimate source of all inspiration for human service. 
Communicate unto us now Thy divine energy. May there come 
to be a holy passion within us for human service—personal, 
national, and international. Because we have come into touch 
with Thee, may there be an increasing yearning in our hearts 
to serve, in our day and generation, to the limits of our ability 
and opportunity. Give to us to see the duties of this day with 
the eyes of to-morrow. 'These things we pray in the name and, 
we trust, in the spirit of Thy Son, Jesus of Nazareth. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 13, 1928, 
was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested : 

S.19. An act for the relief of Frank Topping and others; 

8.341. An act for the refund of estate tax erroneously col- 
lected ; 

S. 457. An act to carry into effect the finding of the Court of 
Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy; 

8.472. An act for the relief of Tampico Marine Iron Works; 

S$. 496. An act for the relief of M. Zingarell and wife, Mary 
Alice Zingarell ; 

.516. An act for the relief of Minta Goike; 

593. An act for the relief of W. H. Presleigh; 

.601. An act for the relief of James E. Van Horne; 

. 904, An act for the relief of Rosa E. Plummer ; 

.1113. An act for the relief of O. H. Chrisp; 

.1114. An act for the relief of James B. Fitzgerald ; 

.1120. An act for the relief of Ella H. Smith; 

.1121. An act for the relief of Grover Ashley ; 

. 1133. An act for the relief of John F. White and Mary L. 
White ; 

S$. 1193. An act granting certain rocks or islands to the State 
of Oregon for park purposes ; 

S$. 1279. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to compromise and settle certain suits at law re- 
sulting from the subsidence of First Street east, in the District 
of Columbia, occasioned by the construction of a railroad tunnel 
under said street; 
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S.1284. An act amending the act approved April 30, 1926, 
entitled “An act amending the act entitled ‘An act providing 
for a comprehensive development of the park and playground 
system of the National Capital,’ approved June 6, 1924”; 

S$. 1288. An act to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William W. Danenhower : 

8.1812. An act to change the name of the Utah National 
Park, the establishment of which is provided for by the act of 
Congress approved June 7, 1924 (48d Stat. p. 593), to the 
“ Bryce Canyon National Park,” and for other purposes; 

8.1336. An act for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates; 

5S. 1358. An act for the relief of the heirs of George E. Taylor, 
deceased ; 

S. 1862. An 
pensation act 

S. 1442, .n 

S. 1542. An 

S$. 1548. An 

S. 1622. An 
deceased ; 

8. 1766. An 


act to extend the benefits of the employees’ com- 
of September 7, 1916, to Harry Simpson; 

act for the relief of Brewster Agee; 

act for the relief of Josephene M. Scott ; 

act for the relief of Kate Canniff; 

act for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 


act for the relief of R. H. King: 

8.1795. An act for the relief of Fannie M. Hollingsworth ; 

8.1798. An act concerning actions on account of death or 
persobpal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; 

8.1801. An act in reference to writs of error; 

S. 1856. An act for the relief of Gunnison-Mayfield Land & 
Grazing Co.; 

S. 1959. An act to transfer to the Secretary of the Navy juris- 
diction over oil and gas leases issued by the Secretary of the 
Interior on lands in naval petroleum reserves; 

$.1981. An act for the relief of the owner of Dry 
No. 6; 

S. 2005. An act for the relief of W. P. Dalton; 


Dock 


S$. 2082. An act for the relief of certain officers and former 
officers of the Army of the United States, and for other 


purposes ; 
S. 23638. 


8. 2365. 


An act for the relief of Richard Riggles; and 
An act for the relief of G. W. Rogers. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
the constitutional privileges of the House. I send to the 
Clerk’s desk a resolution and ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER 
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 92 

Resolved, That Senate Concurrent Resolution 4 in the opinion of 
this Hlouse contravenes the first clause of the seventh section of the 
first article of the Constitution of the United States, and is an infringe- 
ment of the privileges of this House, and that the said resolution be 
respectfully returned to the Senate with a message communicating this 
resolution. 


Mr. GREEN of Jowa. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk's 
desk Senate Concurrent Resolution 4, to be read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represeniatives concurring), 
That for the purpose of interpreting the meaning of the tariff act of 
1922, with respect to imported broken rice, “ broken rice” shall in- 
clude only rice which falls within the class “ brewers’ milled rice” 
as defined in the United States standards for milled rice as promul- 
gated by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this Senate concurrent 
resolution, if it became a law and had any effect whatever— 
which, perhaps, may be doubted, as it is merely a resolution 
and not an amendment, in form, of the tariff law—would have 
the effect of changing the ciassification of broken rice, and, con- 
sequently, change the tariff rate upon it. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Is it a joint or concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It is a concurrent resolution. I may 
have referred to it as a joint resolution, but if I did that was 
an error. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. No; I did not hear whether the gentleman 
referred to it as a joint resolution or a concurrent resolution, 
and that is the reason for my question. A joint resolution 
would have to be signed by the President, while a concurrent 
resolution would never leave the Capitol. That is the difference, 
as I understand it, 
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Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And it does not have to be signed by the 
President. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Wel!, let us concede that, and that 


|} iakes the adoption of this resolution by the Senate all the 


more strange. 

Mr. BLANTON. Do not our brothers at the other end of the 
Capitol know that to change a law the President has to sign 
the resolution, and it would have to be a joint resolution rather 
than a concurrent resclution? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Apparently not. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. My colleague has been here quite 
a long time and he ought not to take up the time of the House 
in asking questions about the methods adopted on the part 
of the Senate and as to what is necessery to carry into force 
and effect their ideas. The idea of passing a concurrent reso- 
lution to change a law is like the expression of Congress that 
it ought to be done but will not be done. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. If this is not going to have the effect of 
law, of course, it would not change the revenne act. If it is 
not a resolution affecting the revenue act, the question that 
arises in my mind is whether the Senate has undertaken to 
violate that provision of the constitution requiring that all 
bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of lowa. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to direct the gentleman's atten- 
tiou to the fact that it is not an attempt to change the law 
but it is an attempt to construe the law. If it were passed anil 
it presented a proper construction of that law, according to the 


| understanding of Congress, then they would go to the Supreme 


The gentleman from Iowa offers a resolu- | 


Court on the proposition that Congress had already interpreted 
it. That is the object of this resolution. It is not to change 
the law. 

Mr. BLANTON. In sending it back to the Senate should 
we not amend it and provide the Senate with a parliamen- 
tarian? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Well, that does not seem to me to be a 
question that it is necessary to answer. 

Mr. MARTIN of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Louisiana. I wish to state that I have 
introduced a House joint resolution covering the same subject 
which, I think, will be effective if it is passed and becomes a 


| law. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have no doubt about that. The gen- 
tleman is well versed in parliamentary practice and can do the 
right thing with reference to form, at least, even though it may 


| be wrong in other directions. 


But, Mr. Speaker, there is no need for me to spend much 
time on this resolution. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. 

Mr. GREEN of Lowa. ; 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. ‘The question has been raised as to 
whether this concurrent resolution would have the effect of 
law. In Volume IV of Hinds’ Precedents, paragraph 34584, on 
November 24, 1903, in the Senate, the President pro tempore, 
the distinguished Senator from Maine, Mr. Frye, referring to 
a question which had arisen as to practice there, said the fol- 
lowing: 

The Chair desires to call the attention of the Senate to a matter 
which came up in the Senate yesterday. A coneurrent resolution was 
under consideration and passed. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Teller] asked the Chair if it went to the President and required his 
signature. The Chair replied, No. The Chair finds this article in the 
Constitution of the United States: 

“ Every order, resolution, or vote, to which the concurrence of the 
Senate and House of Representatives may be necessary (except on a 
question of adjournment) shall be presented to the President of the 
United States; and before the same shali take effect, shal! be approved 
by him, or, being disapproved by him, shall be repassed by two-thirds 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, according to the rules and 
limitations prescribed in the case of a Dill.” 


Then (he distinguished President pro tempore of the Senate 
said: 
a the experience of the Chair in the Senate no concurrent 
resolution has ever been sent to the President of the United States, nor 
has he ever signed one. The Chair has endeavored faithfully to find 
out how concurrent resolutions escape the provision of the Constitution. 
He has not been able to succeed. 


Therefore, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield for an- 
other moment, the Constitution does require that concurrent 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Yes, 
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resolutions shall be signed by the President, but a custom has 
grown up under which, for some reason, they have not been 
sent to the President. Anybody might claim that a concurrent 
resolution should be.sent to the President and might try to 
compel such a resolution being sent to the President for his 
action. 

Mr. BLANTON. But they would fail. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Whether they would fail or not is a 
different question. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is neces- 
sary to take up very much time with this matter. As the 
geitieman from South Carolina [Mr. Stevenson] has very well 
said, if this resolution was passed by this House it would be a 
construction of the law referred to by the two bodies of Con- 
gress and it would appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States in case the matter was taken up there, as it may even 
yet be, for a proper construction of the law. If it had any 
effect whatever it would have the effect desired by the party 
who introduced it to change the classification of rice, and a 
change of classification would change the duty and this would 
change the revenue, 

How such a proposition ever got through the Senate is more 
than I can imagine. I can not. understand how that body for 
a moment could think the House would receive such a reso- 
lution, 

I do not care to discuss the merits of the question at all. 
The gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. Marvin] says he has a 
proper resolution which will be submitted to the committee. 
Unless someone else desires time on the matter, I shall move the 
previous question. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want to talk about 
15 minutes on the tax question. I can take the time if the 
gentleman desires on this resolution or I will ask unanimous 
consent to address the House when this is over. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have no objection to the gentleman 
having the time, but, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman can 
minutes now, and I can speak on the tax bill. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion to the gentleman getting time. 

I move the previous question on the resolution, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr, GREEN of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tible. 


LAW ENFORCEMENT 


Mr. MILLER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I am sure every Member of 
this House recognizes the prevalence of crime throughout the 
country, particularly that class of crime involving violence— 
violence of the most shocking character. This condition is not 
limited to any particular locality but is existent throughout 
the entire country. 

In this connection and with this condition I wonder how 
many of us appreciate the enormous burden thrown upon the 
civilian police and peace officers throughout the country, not 
only in the protection of life and property but the apprehension 
of and running to the earth the perpetrators of crime. 

In the commission of these crimes of violence the favorite 
and common weapon used by the criminal is the revolyer— 
pistol. I sincerely hope I may have been of some assistance 
to the law officers throughout the country in lessening the 
indiscriminate use of this weapon by the enactment at the last 
session of this Congress of a bill introduced by me prohibiting 
transportation through the mails of this class of deadly weap- 
ens. The law went into effect July 1 last, and it is now too 
soon to appreciate the effect. 

I know we all appreciate the services of the police of our 
various States, cities, and counties. With the purpose of 
stimulating and encouraging this great body of men in the 
performance of their duty and in recognition of their service, 
I ask unanimous consent to print in the Recorp an address 
delivered by Vice President Dawes at Chicago before the 
police chiefs of the United States and Canada. : 

- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

There wag no objection. 

The matter referred to follows: 


yield me 15 
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ADDRESS BY THE Hon. CHARLes G. Dawks Berorp THE Powice Cuirrs 
Or UNITED STATES AND CANADA ASSEMBLED aT CHICAGO, JULY, 1926 


It is an honor to be called to address this gathering composed of men 
peculiarly responsible for the preservation of individual and community 
welfare in this and other countries. People are so habituated to life 
under police protection that they seldom stop to think what their 
lives would be without it, and what their individual and collective debt 
is to the brave men who occupy the front rank in the unending warfare 
waged for law and order. In the large cities of our country, wherein 
live the greatest number of our people, if we had no police we would 
not be safe in going from our homes to our business. Our children 
could not safely go.to and return from their schools. Upon ug as in- 
dividuals would devolve the necessity of the protection of our persons 
and property; business would be paralyzed and life a daily apprehen- 
sion for us and our families. The well-to-do portion of our population 
would be especially harassed. The portions of a city in which they 
dwell, from being the safest, would become the most dangerous, sineo 
their possessions would attract the special attention of the criminal 
class. 

The policeman on the corner protecting individual and property rights 
is a visible representation of the Constitution of the United States; of 
the government of the State; of the government of the city, and of 
law and order. This may not all be theoretically so, but practically it 
is the fact. He is recognized and hated by the criminal class because 
this is so. He is one of the most important factors in our daily lives, 
though in the comparative security in which we live and for which 
he is chiefly responsible we have forgotten it. 

When something happens in the community which annoys us in our 
daily routine the quick and unjust way in which we often condemn 
him, unheard, is the unconscious evidence of the general recognition 
of his indispensabilty to our welfare and happiness. His is a difficult 
task. He must be ready at an instant’s notice to lay down his life for 
the protection, often, of his critics. From necessity he must mect the 
greatest emergencies by himself. When in the emergency of war the 
protection of government calls for national action the forces of govern- 
ment move, as a rule, in masses. The fight is a collective one. When 
the soldier faces fire, as a rule, he faces it with his comrades—he moves 
assisted by the influence of mass psychology. If he weakens, there is 
an instant penalty for cowardice. The minute he shows cowardice bis 
comrades become his enemies—his life is forfeit. 

Far be it from me to disparage the magnificent record of the Ameri- 
can soldier. His courage and splendid achievements are justly the pride 
of the Nation, and reverently each year for all time the American people 
will spread over his grave the flowers which symbolize a loving memory. 

But the policeman, fighting for the same things, generally goes to his 
conflict as one man, all alone. When he sees a felony being committed 
by an armed bandit he knows that the performance of his duty means 
an immediate contest to the death. If he is a coward he can slip away, 
and in many instances avoid it without personal consequences. If the 
bandit runs he can fail to properly pursue him ‘There are a hundred 
ways in which a cowardly policeman can avoid dangerous duty, but, my 
friends, the last thing we have come to expect in a policeman fs 
cowardice. That, again, is the best evidence of our underlying faith in 
his courage and loyalty and our sense of dependence upon him. 

Among the reasons why the policeman does not receive his deserved 
public acclaim and sympathy is because he is always at work and the 
record of his heroism is a contiruous one, and therefore attracts less 
attention. 


FAMILIARITY ALWAYS BREEDS INATTENTION AT LEAST 


In the second place, every homicide, however unpremeditated and un- 
associated with the continual attack upon law and order by the criminal 
class, is charged up by the unthinking as an evidence of the lack of 
efficient police supervision. Aggregate statistics are often misleading 
In appraising the actions and conduct of its police the public does not 
carry in its mind the marked and clear distinction which should ‘° 
accorded those crimes which, in any community, will be committed en- 
tirely irrespective of the efficiency of the police system, The effective- 
ness of any police system is, therefore, liable to be judged not by its 
actual work but as good or bad in accordance with the character ot 
the population in which it works. 

My interest in the police force here and everywhere dates from the 
adoption of the new method of impanelling of grand juries in Covk 
County, which has been in operation for some 20 years. I was tle 
foreman of the first grand jury assembled under the new law. [i 
connection with its consideration of cases I personally questioned oy r 
500 policemen as witnesses, Their intelligent attitude and their fair- 
ness and equipose made a deep impression upon me, especially since 
it was my first personal contact with the crime situation in a great 
city. For the first time I then realized the desperate nature of their 
eternal warfare with the criminal classes, the difficulties, dangers, and 
perplexities of their position, and the frequent unfairness of the public 
attitude toward them. Since that time the difficulties and dangers 
of their work, not only in Chicago but everywhere, have been multi- 
plied many times, ; 
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We respect the record of law enforcement in England, and particu- 
larly in London. ‘Their different method of judicial procedure con- 
tributes chiefly to their low crime record. Somebody else is to blame 
besides policemen for crime in our great cities; it is our method of 
judicial procedure—shyster lawyers. 

But I call attention to a fact which is often overlooked, that while 
there is 1 policeman in London for every 356 people we have in Chicago 
only 1 policeman for every 544 people, Chicago ought to haye at least 
3,000 more policemen. 

I just want to say something about the police of Chicago, and that 
is the obscurity in which they must do their work. It is compara- 
tively easy to be a hero in time of danger in a crowd. Do you ever 
think of how difficalt it is to be a hero all by yourself in the pursn- 
ance of duty when there is no penalty attached to you for the 
lack of it? 

Since the month of April, 1923, in the police warfare on banditry in 
Chicago, 112 bandits have been killed by police officers in the act of 
committing a crime with a revolver in their hand. Thirty-one police 
officers in the same time have been killed in the discharge of duty by 
bandits, and of that number seven police officers after being mortally 
wounded themselves shot and killed their assailants. Why don’t we 
think more of what is going on in our behalf so that we may live in 
quiet? 

On the 10th of this month, in this city, a bandit, after an attempted 
holdup ran up a flight of stairs in the darkness and was known to be in 
the dark hallway armed. A Chicago policeman, Kasimer Wistert, im- 
mediately went up the stairs after him, was shot, and to-day lies 
perhaps mortally wounded in the Ravenswood Hospital. If he lives 
again, it will be because two of his brave comrades have given him their 
blood in transfusion, 

This sublime act of courage, like so many others of these, our most 
important, yet most misunderstood public servants, is to-day almost 
forgotten except by the bereaved family. And yet in Revolutionary 
times because Israel Putnam, stepping forward, crawled in the dark into 
a wolf's den and mastered him, bis heroic act has been heralded from 
that day to this. What is the reason they are forgotten? Simply be 
cause these men, these misunderstood public servants, perform their 
sublime acts of heroism all the time, continuously, and it makes little 
impression on our careless people. 

You, gentlemen, in your position have many and great responsibilities, 
you have met them well. In spite of the everlasting cry of superficial 
criticism, I assure that so far as the intelligent portion of our popula- 
tion at least is concerned, they recognize and appreciate your great 
work at its real worth and stand solidly behind you and your comrades. 


CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MR. HUDDLESTON AND MR. COLE 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may extend in the Recorp letters exchanged between 
myself and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Corr]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man- 
ner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. In exercise of the leave to extend my 
remarks, I include correspondence between the gentleman from 
Iowa [Hon. Cyrrenus Corte] and myself on the subject of an 
article written by him and published in the Cedar Rapids Eve- 
ning Gazette and Republican on January 7, 1928: 


LETTER FROM MR. HUDDLESTON 
JANUARY 138, 1928. 
Hion. CyrENuS COLE, 
House of Representatives. 

Dean Str: I have received clipping from Cedar Rapids Gazette of 
7th instant, carrying an article credited to you, as author, in which, 
speaking of myself, you say, “ Mr. HuppLESTON is an extremist, and he 
leans to socialism, tinctured with sovietism.” 

The statement is libelous, but had it come from an outsider I should 
probably ignore it. As it is credited to a Member of Congress, 1 must 
call on you to withdraw it and to apologize in writing, not merely for 
the gross breach of courtesy due a fellow Member but for the libelous 
statement. Kindly let me have your prompt reply. 

Yours truly, 
GEORGE HUDDLESTON, 





REPLY FROM MR. COLE 
JANUARY 14, 1928. 
llon. Grorge HUDDLESTON, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. Huppieston: Let me assure you that it was not my 
intention to violate even the courtesies that should be extended by 
one Member to another, and I regret very much that the words I used 
in my newspaper letter have in any way offended you. I assure you 
that it was not my intention so to offend you, for as you know I hold 
you in very high regard. I regret that I used the language to which 
you object, 
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In my next letter to the same newspapers, which will be printed a 
week from to-day, I will correct the impression which you think I have 
conveyed to my readers. I will be glad to submit the statement to you 
before [ transmit it so that it may be satisfactory to you. In the 
meantime I will talk it over with you personally. 

Let me assure you that I want to do no injury to a fellow Member, 
and any injury which I may have done unintentionally or in your 
viewpoint I will be more than glad to undo to the extent that I can, 
and more than unde, for I can say, as I have often said, that though 
we do not agree in our views I hold you personally and as a fellow 
Member in the highest regard. 

Sincerely, 
CYRENUS COLRK, 


rAX REDUCTION 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, I have asked the indulgence of the House for this short 
time to refer to the situation with reference to tax reduction. 

Early in November the Ways and Means Committee met, un- 
officially, and had hearings on a tax bill, as you will recall. 
The Secretary of the Treasury appeared before the committee 
and recommended a reduction of taxes to the extent of 
$225,000,000. The committee, after two weeks or more of 
hearings and then two weeks or more of consideration of the 
various items in the bill, reported a bill to the House carrying 
a reduction, as I recall, of around $232,000,000. The provisions 
of this bill had the approval of the Treasury Department and 
of the administration, if we may judge by a statement of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as well as a semiofficial statement 
miade at the White House. 

The bill was taken up in the House of Representatives and 
was amended. After certain amendments were placed on the 
bill it went to the Senate with a reduction in taxes estimated 
at $290,000,000. This estimate, however, was not made by the 
Treasury Department. So far as I recall at the moment, there 
has been no official estimate made of the amount of tax redue- 
tion under this bill for the calendar year 1929 by the Treasury 
Department. So I want to refer to the bill with particular 
reference to the calendar year 1929. 

Section 141 does not apply to the calendar year 1928, and 
you will recall that when I refer to section 141—it is the sec- 
tion that repeals the consolidated or affiliated returns of cor- 
porations. This provision was inserted so as to permit the year 
1928 to intervene from the time we drew the bill until the 
time that portion of it would go into effect, so as to give the 
corporations ample opportunity to adjust their affairs to a 
separate rendition. It went to the Senate. The Senator who 
is chairman of the Finance Committee of the Senate—I am 
speaking of matters cutside of the Senate—is a member of the 
joint committee of the House and Senate with reference to tax- 
ation, and early in October at a meeting of that committee, as 
I recall the 16th day of October, the Senator in charge of the 
bill in the Senate announced that taxes could be reduced 
$350,000,000, 

About two weeks later, in a final meeting of the joint com- 
mittee, the same Senator said it could be reduced $300,000,000 
at least, and a little later when the Treasury became alarmed 
that the House of Representatives would not curry out its 
mandate the same Senator announced at the White House that 
it could not exceed $225,000,000. 

I give you that as a background that you may see some 
reason why the tax bill has not been brought up for considera- 
tion in the Senate. 

The bill is not being considered because it contains provi- 
sions which the Treasury dees not want in there. 

If you have section 13 in the propesed bill, and if you have 
section 141 in the proposed law, and you have the automobile 
tax repealed in there, he would ask the President to veto it, 
although it would be a reduction of $85,000,000 for the calendar 
year 1928 but would be comparatively no reduction for the calen- 
dar year 1929. It is not on account of the amount of the tax 
reduction that caused the Treasury Department to object. It 
is the provisions in the bill that do not suit the administra- 
tion—I ought not to say “ administration,’ but does not suit 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is the administration so far as it applies to tax matters. 

No one will gainsay that Mr. Mellon is absolutely the boss as 
fur as the finances, the economic policy. of the administration is 
concerned. 

If section 141 remains in this bill it will never become a law. 
It means increased taxes for Mr. Mellon. It is not tax reduc- 
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tion according to his viewpoint. It may have $290,000,000 tax 
reduction for 1929, but it will mean more taxes to him and his 
companies, and I challenge him to deny it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. What is section 141? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas, Section 141 is where you repeal the 
consolidated return and ask every corporation to stand on its 
own footing. While the bill as it passed the House will reduce 
the taxes $290,000,000, it would increase the taxes of Mr. Mellon 
over a million dollars for the year 1929. You are not going te 
pnt on the statute books any law that increases the taxes of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and reduces other people’s taxes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. We could pass a bill over his veto, if Meim- 
bers of both Houses would vote to do it. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. My colleague knows that as long as 
Mr. Mellon is Secretary of the Treasury and Mr. Coolidge is 
in the White House it could not be done. 

Mr. BLANTON. We have passed laws over a veto by the 
President in a Democratic administration. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Not when their vital interests are 
involved. 

Now, I do not want you to be misled and I do not want the 
country to be misled. It is the repeal of the consolidated re- 
turn and the consumption tax on automobiles and the principle 
of graduated taxes on small corporations, and not the amount 
of the reduction, that is the reason for the delay. It is not the 
amount, 

I suy to this House, and I stake my reputation upon it as a 
forecaster of revenue, that for the calendar year 1929 the tax 
reduction in the bill that passed the House will not exceed 
$200,000,000, You ask how I bring that about. The repeal of 
the provisions of section 141 will give you over $50,000,000 in 
tuxes. The twenty-odd thousand corporations in this country 
that now have the advantage provided for under that section of 
a joint return will turn into the Treasury for the year 1929 
$50,000,000 more than they will for 1928. So the reduction of 
that tax would bring it to $240,000,000 and the increase by the 
year 1929 over the commercial production of the country for 
1928 will reduce the amount still further to $200,000,000. So 
I say that the taxes in the present bill, if put into law now, 
for the calendar year 1929 would not exceed in reduction more 
than $200,000,000. The Secretary of the Treasury in the begin- 
ning said that he could not tell how much to take off because of 
the appropriations and he wanted it to go over until after 
March 15. Then he went to New York the other night and 
made a speech for the Women’s Club, and he said that one of 
the reasons why he could not tell it was because the taxes that 
we were now levying and the ones that we were repealing made 
it so uncertain that he could not tell how much revenue there 
would be from the taxes, That is to say, we had repealed the 
automobile tax, which is a certainty, and we had repealed a tax 
that he did not mention, which was also a certainty, which was 
the stamp tax, and which amounted to $9,000,000, which had his 
approval, although the repeal of the automobile tax did not 
have his approval. The income tax of individuals and the 
estate taxes are more or less uncertain, and he wanted to have 
some permanent, definite taxes which were repealed in the bill 
in order to be able to make an estimate. It was amusing to me 
to see the Secretary of the Treasury teach one thing one week 
and another thing another week, because it is not usual with 
him, but he was finessing. He was trying to camouflage the 
real reason for his opposition to this bill. Have you heard him 
say one word about section 141? I know that that is the thing 
that hurts him. I know how much loss a certain few companies 
took advantage of in the last year. Let somebody in the Treas- 
ury Department deny it. I do not imagine they will. They 
may not think that what I say is of sufticient importance to 
take notice of it: but nevertheless I make the statement to the 
country that if you will take out the graduated-tax principle, 
applying to small corporations and section 141, you will find 
that that is all that he is afraid of. He does not care for the 
$25,000,000 reduction. 

It is not a $25.000,0000 reduction, I overestimate it—I always 
try to estimate against myself when I am trying to make an 
argument, because I want to be fair. It is not $20,000,000 
reduction, and the gain, because of the repeal of the consoli- 
dated return, will be more than $50,000,000. I estimated that 
one offset the other, if you will remember, in order to be fair, but 
it will not be $20,000,000; but the principle of it is what 
hurts, and the Secretary of the Treasury never wants to see 
the Congress adopt ‘that principle. That is what he is afraid 
of, because he does not come within the little brackets. The 
consolidated return does help him, and he does not want that 
provision knocked out; but you take those two provisions out 
of the bill, and I venture the assertion—I will stake my repu- 
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tation upon it—that with those two provisions ont, if you wil! 
pass the bill with the reduction up to within $10,000,000 o¢ 
$300,000,000 reduction, the President will sign it. I made that 
statement down at the other end of the Avenue to some gentle- 
men when I was talking to them, and I said that I would make 
them a little bet that he would sign it, but they did not take 
it. He will sign it, but he will not sign it if the repeal of 
section 141 is left in the bill. But you take that out and 
take out the graduated tax and reduce taxes to the amon; 
of $300,000,000, and Mr. Mellon will write an approval of it 
and the President will sign it; but you leave that in there an: 
reduce it to $100,000,000, and the President will veto jf. 
because, I repeat, it will increase the taxes of Mr. Mellon and 
his associates, and that is not tax reduction according to Secre. 
tary Mellon’s viewpoint. Whenever you pass any kind of ty 
reduction bill and it does not reduce the taxes of Mr. Mellon and 
his associates in big business, it is not tax reduction. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I think the gentleman is over 
modest in making this statement, as he always is clearly 
inside the facts, giving the benefit always to the other fellow, 
I want to revise his estimate of the amount of taxes which the 
Mellon group of corporations will be compelled to pay if 141 
shall remain in the bill. Instead of being $1,000,000 of benefi 
to the Mellons, my figures show that it will be nearer $3,000,000 
of value to the Mellons and the Mellon group of corporations. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. All that I can do is to get statistics 
the best I can from Mr. Mellon’s companies, and those associ- 
ated with him. I can not go into the Treasury Department tv 
find out how much losses they have had, which could not be 
charged against them if they had each one to make an indi- 
vidual return. But 1 do know this: I do know that one gentle- 
man atone, whom many men in this House know, whom you 
all know and love and have confidence in, told me that the 
companies that he was associated with alone would pay nearly 
$5,000,000 more of taxes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Is he in one of the Mellon companies? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I think he is associated with the 
Mellon companies; I do not say he is with all the Mellon con:- 
panies. I know that the largest coal company in the United 
States, or in the world, a company that has 30 subsidiaries, is 
very much concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas }i1s 
expired. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I will ask for one minute more in 
which to finish this. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
genHeman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. It is very much concerned, and the 
secretary and the vice president told me—when I gave them 
an interview—they had to organize separate companies in viri- 
ous States—Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio, Illinois, West Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, Oklahoma, and other States. They all had dif- 
ferent companies, you know, doing business in those States, 
and if we compel them to make a separate rendition it will 
cost them a great many dollars a year more taxes. 

Why not? Not one single iota of argument has ever been 
given showing that it is not equitable and just, showing that 
it is not a simpler way of administering the law, and showins 
that it is not economical. He said to me it is not sound ev 
nomically. He meant, “ You make me pay more taxes.” Of 
course, if you are going to make anybody pay taxes, that is not 
sound economics to him. It is sound economics. No one can 
say that it is not sound in economies, just and equitable in prii- 
ciple, or simpler of administration. If these things are true, 
why should not section 141 remain in the bill? It will be a 
cowardly act of a Congress that strikes that provision from the 
bill. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the Consent Calendar. 


COOPERATIVE EXPERIMENT IN AGRICULTURDP 


The first business in order on the Consent Calendar was 
the resolution (H. J. Res. 81) for the amendment of the act 
of March 8, 1927, by authorizing an annual appropriation te 
carry out the cooperative experiments contemplated by the act. 

The title of the resolution was read. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report ‘it. 


Resolved, ctc., That the act of March 3, 1927 (44 Stat, L. 1597), 
entitled “An act authorizing an appropriation to enable the Secretary 
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of Agriculture to cooperate with the Sonth Carolina Agricultural 
Experiment Station” be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
the following: 

“See. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated each 
fiseal year thereafter necessary appropriations to enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to carry on the cooperative experiments contemplated by 
this act.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the House joint resolution. 

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the joint resolution 
Was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next one, 


PERSONAL PHYSICIAN TO THE PRESIDENT 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H.R. 5658) allowing the rank, pay, and allowances of a colonel. 
Medical Corps, United States Army, to the medical officer 
assigned to duty as personal physician to the President. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? ; 

Mr. BLANTON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. REECE. Will the gentleman withhold his objectioi 
There is an umendment that will be offered. 


Mr. BLANTON. I will say to the gentleman from Teinessee, | 


Mr. Speaker, that every time we change a President if we 
are going to create a colobel out of some doctor or surgeon 
simply because the President chooses him as his family phy 
sician with the pay of his rank for life we are embarking on 
a bad precedent, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. The Clerk will report 
the next bill. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALLEGHENY RIVER 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6041) granting the consent of Congress to the Pennsy!- 
vania Railroad Co, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
railroad bridge across the Allegheny River. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
TI want to call the attention of the House to section 2 of this 
bill. There is a similar section in four or five bills giving the 
authority of Congress for a railroad to construct a bridge. See- 
tion 2 reads: 


eS 


The right te sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights, powers, | 


and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, and any corporation t« 
which such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or 


transferred, or which shail acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or | 
otherwise is hereby authorized to exercise the same as fully as though | 


conferred herein directly upon such corporation, 


What does that mean? That means that after the right to 
build a bridge is given a bridge corporation is organized, and it 


builds the bridge, and charges the railroad a toll or rates for | 


the use of the bridge, and that is reflected in your freight rates. 
There is no reason why, when we grant permission to build a 
bridge to a railroad, we should grant them the authority to pass 
it on to a subsidiary or independent company which can charge 
rates that in turn will be reflected back on your freight rates. 
I do not see the purpose of section 2. If any gentleman con- 
nected with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
meree can enlighten us on that TI shall be glad. 

Mr. DENISON. I can answer that, Mr. Speaker. The Attor- 
ney General made a ruling construing a law similar to this, and 
held that when a franchise to construct a bridge is granted to 
anyone it can not be transferred or assigned without special 
permission. 

Mr. BLANTON. We can not hear a word that the gentleman 
Says. : 

Mr. DENISON. I will repeat it. The Attorney General has 
ruled that where a franchise to construct a bridge is granted by 
Congress it can not be transferred or assigned to any one uniess 
permission is given by the granting power in granting the fran- 
chise, so that a railroad could not mortgage the franchise or 
issne bonds, or legally mortgage it, without this clause going into 
the bill. It is to meet that legal question that we put this pro- 
vision in. It is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The gentleman knows that bridge cor- 
porations are organized in many of these instances. They can 
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charge into the rate even the grant we give to construct a 
bridge, and that is reflected in the freight rates. 

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman can not point out a single 
instance in the United States where any railroad has trans- 
ferred its franchise to construct a bridge to another corpora- 
tion for the purpose mentioned by the gentleman from New 
York. There is no such case in the United States. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then why the necessity of incorporating 
this language in the bill? 

Mr. DENISON. If the railroad company should be consoli- 
dated or should transfer all of its property to some other com- 
pany without rhis language, it could not transfer the bridge. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We should meet that situation when the 
time arrives. 

Mr. DENISON. No: we shonld meet it right now and that 
is the reason why we have put this language in the franchise. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I suggest that the gentleman allow these 
five railroad bridge bills to go over. é 

Mr. DENISON. You will have to let the others go over, too. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No: the others are all right. I have 
gone into the matter and there are about five of them in this 
class. If the gentleman will not agree to let these five go over, 
T shall object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MAHONING RIVER 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(Il. R. 6045) granting the consent of Congress to the commis- 
sioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to reconstruct, maintain, 
and operate the existing bridge across the Mahoning River at 
South Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio. 

The Clerk read the tit!e of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress be, and it is hereby, 
granted to the commissioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to replace 
and repair a bridge, together with the necessary approaches thereto, 
across the Mahoning River at a point suitable to the interests of navi- 
gation at or near South Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio, 
in accordanee with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the construction of bridges and other structures over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


With the following committee amendments: 


On page 1, line 3, strike out the words “ be, and it is hereby,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ is hereby.” 

On page 2, in line 2, strike out the words “replace and repair a” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ reconstruct, maintain, and 
operate the existing.” 

In line 8, on page 2, strike out the words “and other structures.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was rend the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The title was amended. 


NATIONAL MILITARY PARK AT THE BATTLE FIELD OF FORT DONELSON, 
TENN. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5500) to establish a national military park at the battle 
field at Fort Donelson, Tenn, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, this is a bill similar to a bill that passed at the last session 
of Congress. 

Mr. BYRNS. It is. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. If any member of the Military Affairs 
Committee is present I would like to ask if it is the intention 
to bring in a string of these park bills at this session. It seems 
to me it is not a proper matter to bring up on the Consent 
Calendar. I do not mind a bili which simply provides for a 
survey and referring it to the War Department, and I shall 
not object to this bill, because it passed at the last session of 
Congress. However, I do not believe the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs ought to create a let of these parks, dump them 
here, and expect us to pass them on a moment's notice on the 
Consent Calendar. I shali not object to this bill. 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr, Speaker, this bill authorizes 
either the purchase by voluntary agreement or condemnation of 
certain lands to be used on this battle field national park. I 
notice that section 8 provides that after the Secretary of War 
purchases it be is authorized “to enter into agreements, upon 
such nominal terms as he may prescribe, with such present 
owners of the land as may desire to remain upon it, to occupy 
and cultivate their present holdings,” and so forth. Now, the 
point I make is that the Secretary of War in purchasing this 
land will doubtless pay the full value thereof, and then to turn 
around and authorize him to lease it to the owners for a 
nominal sum is not right. I shall not object to this bill if the 
gentleman will take out the word “nominal” and let the Sec- 
retary of War lease the lands upon such terms as he may see 


proper. Do not require him to necessarily lease it for a nominal 
stim. 
Mr. BYRNS. I will say to the gentleman that this bill is 


an exact copy of two other bills that passed by unanimous 
consent at the last session of Congress, no objection being 
raised upon either side of the Chamber. Those bills carried 
$100,000, whereas I voluntarily reduced the amount carried 
in this bill to $50,000. I hope the gentleman will let this bill 
go through. Since those bills went through without objection 
I trust he will let this bill go through just as those bills went 
through. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that if 
those bills carried this same language they ought not to have 
carried it. They ought not to have passed with that sort of 
language in them. It is impossible for any one Member of 
Congress to keep track of each and every bill. That is beyond 
the capacity of any one Member. 

Mr. BYRNS. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that would not be 
done, as a matter of fact, because it is not proposed to pur- 
chase much land. This was one of the most important battles 
of the Civil War. As the gentleman knows, if General Grant 
had not succeeded in capturing the 15,000 Confederate troops 
there, it is possible it would have been some time before he 
could have reached the great Southwest. This was the key 
that opened the Southwest, and if these Confederate soldiers 
had left Donelson and had gone on to Shiloh, it might have 
been a different tale. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. That goes to the merits of the bill. 
I shall not object te the bill, except I intend to offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. BYRNS. Of course, if the gentleman, who did not 
object to the other two bills which contained this language, 
insists upon it, I am at the gentleman’s mercy. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am not going to object to the 
present consideration of the bill, but I am going to offer the 
amendment. 

Mr. BYRNS. Of course, I will have to consent to the gen- 
tleman’s doing that if the gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am not going to do anything more 
than allow the bill to come up and then offer the amendment. 
I think the language ought not to be in the bill. I withdraw 
my reservation of objection to the consideration of the bill, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a commission is hereby created. to be com- 
posed of the following members, who shall be appointed by the Secretary 
of War: 

(1) A commissioned officer of the Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army; 

(2) A veteran of the Civil War who served honorably in the mili- 
tary forces of the United States; and 

(3) A veteran of the Civil War who served honorably in the military 
forces of the Confederate States of America. 

Spc, 2. In appointing the members of the commission created by 
section 1 of this act, the Secretary of War shall, as far as practicable, 
select persons familiar with the terrain of the battle field of Fort 
Donelson, Tenn., and the historical events associated therewith. 

See. 3. It shall be the duty of the commission, acting under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, to inspect the battle field of Fort Donelson, 
Tenn., and to carefully study the available records and historical data 
with respect to the location and movement of all troops which engaged 
in the Battle of Fort Donelson, and the important events connected 
therewith, with a view of preserving and marking such field for his- 
torical and professional military study. The commission shall submit a 
report of its findings and recommendations to the Secretary of War not 
later than December 1, 1927. Such report shall describe the portion 
or portions of land within the area of the battle field which the com- 
mission thinks should be acquired and embraced in a national park and 
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the price at which such land can be purchased and its reasonable market 
value; the report of the commission shail also embrace a map or maps 
showing the lines of battle and the locations of all troops engaged in 
the Battle of Fort Donelson and the location of the land which it reeom- 
mends be acquired for the national park; the report of the eommission 
shall contain recommendations for the location of historieal tablets at 
such points on the battle field, both within and without the land to be 
acquired for the park, as they may deem fitting and necessary to clearly 
designate positions and movements of troops and important 
connected with the Battle of Fort Donelson. 

Sec, 4. The Secretary of War is authorized to assign any officials of 
the War Department to the assistance of the commission if he deems it 
advisable. He is authorized to pay the reasonable expenses of the com- 
mission and their assistants incurred in the actual performance of the 
duties herein imposed upon ther. 

Sec. 5. That, upon receipt of the report of said commission, the Secre 
tary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to acquire. by 
purchase, when purchasable at prices deemed by him ressonable, other 
wise by condemnation, such tract or tracts of lands as are recommend™| 
by the commission as necessary and desirable for a national park; to 
establish and substantially mark the boundaries of the said park; to 
definitely mark all lines of battle and locations of troops within the 
boundaries of the park and erect substantial historical tablets at such 
points within the park and in the victnity of the park and its approaches 
as are recommended by the commission, together with such other points 
as the Secretary of War may deem appropriate: Prerided, That the 
entire cost of acquiring said land, including cost of condemnation pro- 
ceedings, if any, ascertainment of title, surveys, and compensation for 
the land, the cost of marking the battlefield, and the expenses of the 
commission, shall not exceed the sum of $100,000, 

Sec, 6. That, upon the ceding of jurisdiction by the Legislature of 
the State of Tennessee and the report of the Attorney General of the 
United States that a perfect title has been acquired. the lands acquired 
under the provisions of this act, together with the area already inclosed 
within the national cemetery at the battle field of Fort Donelson, are 
hereby declared to be a national park, to be knowa as the Fort Donelson 
Nationa! Park. 

Sec. 7. That the said Fort Donelson National Park sball be under the 
contro! of the Secretary of War, and he is hereby authorized to make 
all needed regulations for the care of the park. The superintendent of 
the Fort Donelson National Cemetery shall likewise be the superin- 
tendent of and have the custody and care of the Fort Donelson National 
Park, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter into 
agreements, upon such pominal terms as he may prescribe, with such 
present owners of the land as may desire to remain upon it, to occupy 
aud cultivate their present holdings, upon condition that they will 
preserve the present buildings and roads, and the present outlines of 
field and forest, and that they will only cut trees or underbrush under 
such regulations as the Secretary may prescribe, and that they will 
assist ir caring for and protecting all tablets, monuments, or such other 
artificial works as may from time to time be erected by proper authority. 

Sec. 9. That {t shall be lawful for the authorities of any State 
having troops enguged in the Battle of Fort Donelson to enter upon 
the lands and approaches of the Fort Donelson National Park for the 
purpose of ascertaining and marking the lines of battle of troops 
engaged therein: Provided, That before any such lines are permanently 
designated, the position of the lines and the proposed methods of 
marking them by monuments, tablets, or otherwise shall be submitted 
to the Secretary of War and shall first receive the written approval of 
the Secretary. 

Sec, 10. That if any person shall willfully destroy, mutilate, deface 
injure, or remove apy monument, column, statue, memorial structure 
or work of art that shall be erected or placed upon the grounds of thie 
park by lawful authority, or shall willfully destroy or remove any 
fence, railing, inclogure, or other work for the protection or ornament 
of said park, or any portion thereof, or shall willfully destroy, cut, back, 
bark, break down, or otherwise injure any tree, bush, or shrubbery 
that may be growing upon said park, or shall cut down or fell or re 
move any timber, battle relic, tree, or trees growing or being upon 
such park, except by permission of the Secretary of War, or slul! 
willfully remove or destroy any breastworks, earthworks, walls, or 
other defenses or shelter, or any part thereof, constracted by the armies 
formeriy engaged in the battle on the lands or approaches to the park, 
any person so offending shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction thereof before any court of competent jurisdiction shall for 
each and every such offense be fined not Iess than $5 nor more 
than $100. 

Sec. 11. That the sum of $100,000, or so mach thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any mourys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended for the 
purposes of this act. 


The bill was amended, on page 2, line 22, by changing “ 1927” 
to “ 1928.” 
The following committee amendment was agreed to: 


events 
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On page 4, line 7, strike out the figures “ $100,000” and tmsert In 
lieu thereof the figures “ $50,000.” 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
On page 5, line 4, after the word “such” I move to strike out 
the word “ nominal.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Biack of Texas: Page 5, line 4, after the 
word “such,” strike out the word “ nominal.” 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I understand negotiation® have heen 
entirely completed by the War Department to carry into effect 
the provisions of this bill and that this can be obtained on 
nominal terms. This is simply an invitation to set aside thé 
provisions with respect to nominal terms. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. No; the gentleman does not read the 
section correctly at all. Section 8 refers to the power of the Sec- 
retary of War to lease this land after it is acquired, and if the 
word “nonrinal” is stricken out then the Secretary of War 
will have the right to lease such land to the present owners upon 
such terms as he may deem equitable and right. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand that is a part of the negotia- 
tion. If the gentleman takes that out and if they are going to 
charge for the use of the land, then, of course, the price of the 
land will probably be increased. 

Mr. BLACK of TVexas. The Secretary of War is going to pur- 
chase the land. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Exactly. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Hither at a voluntary sale or by con- 
demnation, and then after he acquires it section 8 authorizes 
him to lease it back to the owners. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. At nominal terms. 

Mr, BLACK of Texas. At nominal terms, which may be $1 
a year for a lease worth $1,000 a year. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is my understanding—and perhaps the 
gentleman from ‘lennessee can enlighten us upon it—all of this 
has been negotiated and has been taken into consideration and 
is a part of the general scheme. 

Mr. BYRNS. I will say to the gentleman that this battle 
was fought on a pumber of ridges near Dover. Part of the land 
is not worth very much. There is some of it in cultivation, but 
I was told down there last summer that it could be bought for 
a very reasonable sum, and it is hoped that some of it will be 
donated. I submit if this amendment is adopted it is going to 
cost the Government more money for this reason. There are 
buildings upon the land that the Secretary of War would want 
to preserve if he should buy them. For instance, there is the 
old headquarters of General Grant there, If the Secretary can 
get somebody to go in there for a nominal sum and preserve 
that building and keep it in repair, then the National Govern- 
ment will be put to no expense in keeping it up. 

I do not question the purpose of the gentleman from Texas, 
but if the gentleman knew the territory down there as I assure 
him I know it, he would know that if his amendment were 
adopted, and if the Secretary of War were required to charge 
a heavy sum for a lease, he would be unable to lease one inch 
of that ground and procure the preservation of these buildings 
free of cost to the Government. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. The striking out of the word “ nomi- 
nal” does not compel the Secretary of War to make any ex- 
cessive charge at all. 

But to leave it in means that if you make any lease at all 
you must make it on nominal terms. 

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman now is taking another tack. 
What does “nominal” mean? That is up to the Secretary of 
War as to what he thinks is a nominal price. Take a large 
building in Washington; if you use the word nominal in refer- 
ence to a lease, no one would understand that the Secretary of 
War would charge 1 cent or $1, although it is true he would 
have that right. In sneha case $50,000 might bea nominal sum. 
What i want to do is to give the Secretary of War full dis- 
eretion and right to make a lease on such terms as he pleases; 
not necessarily a dollar a year, but if the Seeretary of War 
feels it is to the interest of the Government, then he has the 
right to do it. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Let us see how the section reads if 
the word “nominal” is stricken out. See if it does not read 
exactly as the gentleman wants the thing done, so he says. 
If the word “nominal” is stricken out, the section will read as 
follows : 


Sec. 8. That the Secretary of War Is hereby authorized to enter into 
agreements, upon such terms as he may prescribe, with such present 








owners of the land as may destre to rematn upen ft, to occupy and 
cultivate their present holdings, upon condition that they will pre- 
serve the present buildings and roads and the »resent outlines of field 
and forest, and that they will only cut trees or underbrush under such 
regulations as the Secretary may prescribe, and that they will assist 
im caring for and protecting all tabiets, monuments, or such other 
artificial works ss may from time to time be erected by proper 
authority. 


Now, if you do not take out the word “nominal” you are 
specifically directing the Secretary of War to make this leuse 
upon nominal terms. If the House wants to do that, all right. 
I am ovnposed to it. 

Mr. BYRNS. I will say that last year the committee re- 
ported out two bills where the land was much more valuable 
and they were passed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brack]. 

The question was taken, and the ameudment was rejected. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Page 4, line 11, strike out the figures “ $100,000" and insert the 
figures “ $50,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to con- 
gratniate my colleague [Mr. Pyrns], the Representative of the 
district in which Fort Donelson is located, upon the successful 
passage of this bill. As is very well known, Tennessee, next to 
Virginia, was the greatest battle ground of the Civil War. I 
am not quite sure but that there were as many major and minor 
engagements wpon Tennessee soil as upon Virginia soil. There 
are many of these battle fields that probably do not merit pres- 


| ervation in the way that is provided for as to this particular 


field, because of their lack of historical significance. They 
were merely fights, indecisive, and in some instances where they 
were decisive, as far as the battles themselves were concerned, 
they had no particular bearing upon the final resu!t. 

This particular battle did have a profound effect. It had a 
genuine significance in the history of the War of Secession. 
Following the fall of Fert Donelson the Federal troops occupied 
the State capital of Tennessee and the civil government under 
the Confederacy was driven out. 

Not long following that the military governor of Tennessee 
was appointed and continued in that service until practically 
the end of the war, or until he was elected Vice President with 
Lincoln in 1864. Never again was civil anthority under the 
Confederacy restored in Tennessee, a fact which, by the way, 
is frequently given as the reason why the State of Tennessee 
happened to be omitted from the Emancipation Proclamation 
in the first form in September, 1862, and later on in its final 
form in January, 1863. It had great significance, and it is 
peculiarly appropriate that the battle field of Fort Donelson 
should be marked, and I again congratulate my colleague. 
[ Applause, } 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Speaking of Tennessee being the battle ground, 
I ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that Tennessee fur- 
nished a larger percentage of her population as participants in 
the War between the States, counting those who went into both 
the Union and the Confederate Armies from that State, than 
any other State in the Union? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I can not speak from statistics 
upon that, but I have heard that frequently stated of our State 
and have reason to think that it is true. I have not examined 
the statistics. 

Mr. DAVIS. My information is that it is trne. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and pussed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


NEW CONSTRUCTION AT PACIFIC BRANCH, SOLDIERS’ HOME, CALIF. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6990) to authorize appropriations for construction at 
the Pacific Branch, Soldiers’ Home, Los Angeles County, Calif., 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object. We have a Board of Managers of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and I note that Gen. George H. 
Wood is the president of that board. While the report of the 
committee on this bill contains an approval of this project by 
John A. Hadley, the governor of the Pacifie Branch, there is 
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no approval in the report from the president of the Board of 
Miunagers. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, last 
spring, after Congress adjourned, I told the Director of the 
Budget that I was going to take a trip to look over the Army 
posts. He asked me if I would not go to Sawtell and look over 
ihe new mess hall, where they were asking $200,000, and also 
the barracks, I also had a letter from General Wood asking 
me if I would not go there. General Wood made arrangements 
with the director at Los Angeles and also Governor Hadley to 
show me around. I have seen General Wood three or four 
times since that time and he is very strongly in favor of the 
entire amount being authorized, but states that in his opinion 
it could not be expended all in one year because the board 
would have to meet und see whether they would put the build- 
ings on the present site, and if so, they could use only $350,000 
to $400,000 a year. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Can the gentleman explain why it is 
that there is no statement in the committee’s report showing 
that this project is favored by General Wood, who is the presi- 
dent of the Board of Managers of this home for disadled yolun- 
teer soldiers? 

Mr. JAMES. General Wood came to see me three or four 
times and stated that he heartily, approved the entire amount 
being authorized, but I did not have him put that in writing. 

Mr. SWING. He testified before the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee last year as to the urgent need of the money to replace 
those fire traps with fireproof buildings. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, 
up here under unanimous consent, without the opportunity of 
Members to read the hearings. It is an unusual procedure to 
authorize a large expenditure of this kind without the definite, 
affirmative approval of the president of the Board of Managers, 
and I can see no reason why the Committee on Military Affairs 
should not incorporate a definite, affirmative approval of that 
kind in the report of the committee to the House, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. This bill, as the gentleman knows, embraces 
an authorization for $2,100,000. The second bill down on the 
calendar from that, which will be called in a moment, appro- 
priates $1,500,000. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA, Four million dollars, 
Mr. BLANTON. No; $1,500,000 for a new hospital at Day- 
ton. These are bills of sufficient importance, I take it, not to 


be passed under unanimous consent. We are going to have 
left over from the Veterans’ Bureau within a few years many 
more hospitais than we may have need for. Gradually we 
are going to rehabilitate our men, and we are going to have 
a lot of fine, first-class hospitals scattered over the land with 
no patients to go into them. I agree with my friend that we 
ought to go slow on these Army bills. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, If the Committee on Military Affairs 
could now read a statement from the president of the Board 
of Managers stating that this construction is needed, and that 
it has the approval of the Board of Managers, I would not take 
the responsibility of objecting, but there is no such report, and 
so I shall object. 

Mr. CRAIL. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman objects, will 
he yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. CRAIL. Mr. Speaker, this soldiers’ home is in the tenth 
congressional district of California, which I have the honor 
to represent in Congress. It is the largest soldiers’ home in the 
United States. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James] 
lives in Michigan and General Wood lives in Ohio. Neither is 
within 2,500 miles of this home. Governor Hadley is on the 
ground all of the time and he knows the situation. Of course, 
General Wood knows it in a generul way, but he does not 
know the needs of this particular home as Goy. J. H. Hadley 
of the home does, Governor Hadley furnished the infercmation 
on which the report of the Commitiee on Military Affairs is 
based. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. But is not it rather unusual for 
Congress to authorize an appropriation of this king without 
its having the approval of the president of the Roard of Man- 
agers of these homes? Ido not recall its ever being done before. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. I state on my responsibility as a Member of 
Congress that I have in my possession letters from General 
Wood—lI am sorry that I have not them with me, but I can 
put them into the Recorp to-morrow 

Mr, BLACK of Texas. That do definitely approve the bill 
that is now before us? 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. 
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Mr. Speaker, these bills are brought | 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. Upon a statement of the gentleman 
from Michigan {|Mr. James] that the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers approves 
this bill. I shall not object. Of course the gentleman's word 
is good for me. I do suggest, however, that in the future the 
Committee on Military Affairs should incorporate these ap- 
provals in their reports so that we will not have to Act upon 
matters of that kind without proper information. 

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the right to object. I commend 
our new young colleague from the Pacific coast for his very 
active interest in this bill and for his effort “to bring home 
the bacon” to his tenth district. But this big piece of * bacon” 
is not expected of him by his constituents in so short a time. 
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He will have plenty of time later on to get such matters 
through. This is too big a bill to pass under unanimous con- 
sent. 


Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from California did not know 
I was going to California. I went out and inspected this home 
because the Director of the Budget asked me to go there. 

Mr. BLANTON. The Committee on Military Affairs will 
have its duy here, when it can bring up these important bills 
and have them passed under circumstances where we may give 
them proper and due consideration. That day will soon come. 
This is the kind of a biil that ought not to be brought up by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and also the next one, pro- 
viding a million and a half dollars for a hospital building at 
Dayton, Ohio. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. CRALL. Wili the gentleman yield to me for a moment 
before he finally objects? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have no objection to the gentleman speak- 
ing on the bill, but IT shall object. 

Mr. CRALL. I was going to say aiso that General Wood told 
me personally that he was very much in favor of this bill. 

I want to say now that these barracks are overcrowded. 
‘They are fire traps. They were built 40 years ago. They ought 
to be torn down. ‘They were built 25 years after the Civil War 
and only meant to be temporary quarters for a group of vet- 
erans whose days were already numbered and whose ranks 
were already rapidly thinning. 

Ten years later the Spanish War came on. A new group of 
patriots volunteered and fought for their country. They too 
were and are entitled te be domiciled in the national homes 
for disabled volunteer soldiers. By 1915, these barracks, which 
were erected for the Civil War heroes, were about one-half 
oecupied by Spanish War veterans, and now the Spanish War 
veterans outnumber the Civil War members of the home. 

Then the great World War came upon us. Four million 
five hundred thousand American boys, the flower of the youth 
and manhood of our country, took up arms in defense of our 
country’s cause. Through their valor and their heroic sacri- 
fices the world was “ kept safe for democracy.” Great numbers 
of these brave lads lost their lives in battle, and hundreds of 
thousands more of them were wounded, shell shocked, gassed, 
smitten with disease, overtaken by the dreaded white scourge 
of tuberculosis. Thousands were blinded and thousands more 
were mentally unbalanced, 

It is now only 10 years since America entered the World 
War. Already more than half of the members of this home are 
World War men. This home, which 10 years ago was over- 
crowded with veterans of the Civil War, Indian wars, and the 
Spanish War, is now predominated by World War boys. States- 
men look into the future. It is the duty of this Congress to 
look into the future. It does not take a prophet to foretell 
what the demands for soldiers’ homes will be in the near future. 
A study of the statistics of the survivors of the Civil War and 
of the Spanish War will quickly convince any fair-minded 
patriot that these 4,500,000 veterans of the World War are 
going to require many more soldiers’ homes than this country 
now has. The disabled veterans of the late war are entitled 
to the same loving care and ministration that our country hus 
tried to give to the disabled heroes of its other wars. But 
this bill is not offered or urged in anticipation of future needs. 
It provides merely for the replacement of insanitary and unsiufe 
barracks, which are already overcrowded and for which there 
is now a long waiting list. with much-needed fireproof and 
sanitary barracks. I urge the gentleman from Texas to with- 
draw his objection before it is too late, 

Let me say this: These frame barracks were built to house 
2.000 men. They were two-story frame structures. Because 
of the demand for more room the attics have been made into 
dormitories. There are now more than 3,400 men crowded into 
these barracks. More than 800 of them are survivors of the 
Civil War, the youngest of whom are over 80 years of age, 
and most of whom are over 90 years of age. The Spanish War 
men ure all more than 50 years old. Great numbers of these 
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men are bedridden, helpless in mind and body—many should 
have the constant care and attention of loving friends. Some 
are in wheel chairs, others are led from place to place or feel 
their way because they can not see. 

Many are sick and discouraged and depressed. All are in 
some way disabled. They are the charges of this Government, 
our Government, which is the richest Nation on earth aud which 
ean be and which wants to be the most generous and the most 
grateful Nation on earth. 

These barracks, which this bill would replace, are as dry as 
powder. They are lined up close together in rows, so that 
if one should catch on fire the whole row would burn down. 
The mess hall caught fire last summer. Fortunateiy, it was 
detached. In 15 minutes it was a roaring inferno and in less 
than an hour it was burned to the ground. The stairways 
are narrow and winding. There are no elevators, no adequate 
fire prevention possible, no safety. Many of these helpless but 
gallant men are in the third stories of these fire traps. I tell 
the gentlcman from Texas and I tell this Congress that if one 
of those tinder-box barracks catches on fire it will be a na- 
tional calamity and a national disgrace. 

I plead with the gentleman from Texas to withdraw his 
objection. With ail the earnestness at my command, I beseech 
him to withdraw his objection before it is too late. I under- 
stand that under the rules of this body the objection of one 
Member can prevent the passage of this laudable, this noble 
effort on the part of a grateful people to care for those who 
bore the brunt of battle in the hour of our country’s direst need. 
In the name of my country, your country, our country, I beg 
the gentleman from Texas to reconsider his objection and do 
the big thing, the generous thing, the unselfish thing, the pa- 
triotic thing, the noble thing, and join with those of this Con- 
gress who know the necessities and the dangers which demand 
the enactment of this legislation at the eariiest possible 
moment. 

It is not a matter of economy. It should not be a matter of 
dollars and cents. It is a matter of duty. It is an obligation 
we owe these boys. With a surplus of $60°000,000 in the 
Treasury last .year, surely this great Nation can afford to be 
just and fair to those who saved it from defeat and destruction. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. CRAIL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am getting some telegrams and letters 
now from towns and chambers of commerce in the Southwest 
urging that new hospitals be placed in their vicinity by the 
Veterans’ Bureau. ‘They are not so much interested in the 
hospitals for those who need them; they are interested in them 
from the commercial! standpoint, wanting this much money to 
be expended in their districts. When hospitals are built I am 
interested in the men who are going to occupy them and need 
them most, aside from this question of the commercial interest 
in these matters. When its time comes on Calendar Wednesday, 
the Committee on Military Affairs will pick ont its most im- 
portant bills and may then pass them. It will have two whole 
days in this Congress in which to pass its bills. 

Mr. CRAIL. The gentleman wholly misconceives the nature 
of this bill. It is not for a hospital at all. It is to replace old 
tinder-box, fire-trap barracks, now filled to overflowing, with 
modern, fireproof sanitary barracks. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is a barracks. 

Mr. CRAIL. Yes; it is a menace to life, to the sacred lives 
of the survivors of our Nation’s wars. In humility I ask the 
gentleman to reconsider. 

Mr. BLANTON. I understand; but I would like to see it 
brought up in its regular order by the Committee on Military 
Affairs on one of its two days and given consideration on its 
merits. But to having it considered by unanimous consent I 
am constrained to object. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will report the next bill. 


THE ARMY BATION 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7007) prescribing the Army ration. 

Tae title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, this is 
partly covered in last year’s appropriation bill? 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. This ‘s in accordance with the Executive 
order of the President. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, If this is made permanent, we will not 
have any trouble any more? 

Mr. JAMES. No. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after July 1, 1928S, the kinds and 
quantities of the ut f 


] +? 


compon articles of the Army ration shall be as 
follows : 
1. Garrison ration (for all persons entitled to a ration except under 
specific conditions for which other rations are prescribed) : 
Meat—-Beef, fresh or frozen, 18 ounces ; bacon, @ ounces; flour, wheat, 


18 ounces; baking powder, 0.08 ounce. 
Dry vegetables—Beans, 1.3 ounces; rice, 0.8 ounce. 


Fresh 


vegetables—Potatoes, 17 ounces; onions, 5 ounces; tomatoes, 
eanned, 2 ounces 
Fruit—Prunes, 0.584 ounce; Jam, 0.064 ounce; apples, evaporated, 


0.128 ounce; peaches, evaporated, 0.128 ounce. 
Macaroni, 0.5712 ounce; 
ounce. 


cheese, 0.5712 ounce; flavoring extract, 0.014 

Beverages—Coffee, roasted, or roasted 
0.05 ounce; cocoa, 0.3 ounce. 

Sugar, 4 ounces; milk, evaporated, unsweetened, 1 ounce. 

Butter— Butter, 1.75 ounces; cleomargarine, 0.25 ounce. 

Vinegar, 0.08 gill; pickles, cucumber, 0.08 gill; salt, 0.5712 ounce; 
pepper, black, 0.04 ounce. 

Lard—Lard, 0.32 ounce; lard substitute, 0.32 ounce, 

Sirup, 0.1427 gill; einnamon, 0.014 ounce. 

In Alaska the beef component will be increased by 10 per cent, the 
bacon component by 33% per cent, and the vegetable component by 20 
per cent. 

On Thanksgiving 
will be as follows: 

Turkey, drawn, 25 ounces; turkey, undrawn, 28 ounces. 

When it is impracticable to bake soft bread, or if for any reason 
it is mere economical to purchase than to bake it, soft bread wil] be 
a component in lieu of an equal quantity of flour. 

The following additions and deductions will be made on the rations 


and ground, 1.5 ounces; tea, 


Day and on Christmas Day the meat component 


due : 
a. For organizations averaging 2% men per day or less, add 10 per 
eent. 


b. For organizations averaging 26 to 75 men per day, add 5 per cent. 

e. For organizations averaging 76 to 150 men per day, make ne 
change. 

d. For organizations averaging more than 150 men per day, deduct 
5 per cent. 

e. For individual men authorized by the commanding officer of the 
post, camp, or station to mess separately, add 10 per cent 

f. For enlisted men serving and messing on Army w 
add 50 per cent. 

g. The amount of ration credit due an organization maintaining 
separate messes for detachments will be computed by applying the 
foregoing provisions for organizations to each mess so maintained, 

In special cases where, due to local eonditions, the unusually small 
size of the detachment or the character of the work upon which 
the enlisted men are engaged, the additions authorized above are 
insufficient for the proper subsistence of the men, the Secretary of War 
is authorized to make such additional increase as may be necessary, 
provided the total allowance thus authorized shall be less than the 
monetary allowance prescribed for subsistence for enlisted men when 
rations in kind are not furnished and Government messing facilities 
are provided, 

2. Travel rations (for troops traveling otherwise than by marching, 
and separated from cooking facilities) : 

Bread, soft, 18 ounces; or bread, hard, 16 ounces; beef, corned or 
hash, corned beef, 12 ounces; beans baked, 4 ounces; tomatoes, canned, 
8 ounces; jam, 1.4 ounces; coffee, roasted and ground, 2 ounces; sugar, 
4 ounces; milk, evaporated, unsweetened, 1 ounce. 

3. Reserve ration (for use in campaign when the field ration is not 
available) : 

Beef, corned, 7 ounces; beans, with pork and plain sauce, 8.5 ounces; 
bread, hard, 6.6 ounces; chocolate, vanilla, sweetened, 3 ounces; coffee, 
saluble, 0.6 ounce; sugar, granulated, 2.4 ounces. 

4. Field ration: The field ration is that prescribed for all persons 
entitled to a ration in time of war and whenever the ration-savings 
privilege is suspended. Its components will be prescribed by the War 
Department or the commander of the field forces and will correspond 
as nearly as practicable with the components of the garrison ration. 

>. Troops traveling on transports: Food for troops traveling on 
United States Army transports will be prepared from the articles of 
subsistence stores which compose the ration for troops in garrison, 
varied by the substitution of other articles of authorized subsistence 
stores, the total daily cost per man of the food consumed not to exceed 
20 per cent more than the current cost of the garrison ration, except 
on Thanksgiving Day and Christmas, when 60 per cent increase over 
the same current cost is authorized. 

6. Ration and savings accounts: Credit will be given organizations on 
ration and savings accounts for the money value of the garrison of 
travel ration computed at the current prices of their component articles, 
and the finance officer will pay as savings to the organization com- 
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mander any excess in value of these articles over the value of the 
subsistence stores purchased by the organization. 

The ration to be issued to troops on the march in time of peace will 
be prescribed by the commander, will not exceed the allowances pre- 
scribed for the garrison ration, and the ration-savings privilege will be 
suspended except that when so ordered by such commander the savings 
privilege on certain spectfied articles of the ration will be allowed. 

Sec, 2. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are 
repealed as of July 1, 1928. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wis laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


The question is on 


The Clerk will report the 1ext 


HOSPITAL AT DAYTON SOLDIERS’ HOME, OHIO 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 182) authorizing the erection of a sanitary fireproof 
hospital at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
at Dayton, Ohio. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. 1 reserve the right to object, in order to 
get some information. This bill is to authorize an appropria- 
tion of $1,500,000 for a new hospital at Dayton, Ohio. I am 
wondering whether the same rule and regulation governs the 
Committee on Military Affairs that I find existent in the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. It is a knowledge of that rule that 
makes me watch bills carefully coming from either of those two 
departments. 

You will remember that at the beginning of this session our 
colleague from Oklahoma [Mr. McCiintric] denied authorship 
of a bill that had been put into the basket with his name on it, 
a bill providing a five limousine for every officer in the Navy. 

I found out that the bill came from the Navy Department, if 
you please. It sends up here all the bills that it wants passed, 
changing the law in this respect or in that respect, and turns 
them over to the clerk of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
the clerk can not get any one map to introduce them all, so 
he parcels them out among the membership of the committee. 
lie distributes and parcels them out among the membership of 
the committee, and puts the name of some member on them and 
gets them in the basket. He puts the name of CARL VINSON 
on some of them; he puts the name of Jim McCLinric on some 
of them; and it was the clerk of that committee, 1 am informed, 
who placed Mr. McCrintic’s name on that bill. 

If that is the way the War Department has of getting its 
bills and special pet measures before Congress, it is high time 
that more than two or three of us were giving careful study to 
these propositions. I shall not object when the regular day 
for the Committee on Military Affairs comes for this bill to be 
considered, but this is not the time to bring up these two bills 
of major importance, one to spend $2,100,000 and this one to 
epend $1,500,000. Let us bring them up in the proper way and 
give (hem due consideration, and if they are just let us pass 
them and authorize the money to be spent, but to bring them up 
in this way, on the Unanimous Consent Calendar, is wrong, and 
I shall object, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Some of us work very hard on this Con- 
sent Calendar, and my colleagues know that I do. It may as 
well be understood by all the committees now that any bill 
which carries with it an authorization for the appropriation of 
any large sum of money will be objected to on the Consent 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
Wednesday days. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am not now discussing the merits of 
the bill, but we should not pass such bills unless we know what 
we are talking about. It is not fair to the House or to the 
country. So that any bill which carries any large appropriation 
with it is going to be objected to on this calendar. Such bills 
should stand on their merit on Calendar Wednesday, when the 
committee has its day. 

Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentlemen from New York will 
stand pat on that proposition. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Qf course, I will. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from Texas asked me a ques- 
tion, and I would like to answer it. 


Is there objection to the present 


Let them bring them up on their Calendar 
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Mr. BLANTON. I did not ask the gentleman a question. My 
interrogatory was propounded to the membership of the House. 

Mr. JAMES. I want to say that does not apply to the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee. I have a three-page report on this 
proposition from Hon. George H. Wood, chairman of the soldiers’ 
homes. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman would have strengthened it if 
he had printed that report in the committee's report reporting 
that bill. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to speak for five minutes and explain the circumstances 
under which this bill was introduced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent to speak for five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject—ind I shall not object—on consent day, when a bill is 
objected to, if the Members who are interested will let their 
remarks go until the bill comes up in the regular way, it will 
help us get through with this calendar. I shall not object to 
the gentleman having his time, but I hope the membership will 
bear that in mind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, I am not a member of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee, so of course this soldiers’ home hospital bill could not 
have been introduced by me in the way which was suggested by 
the gentleman from Texas. The circumstances are these: Some 
years ago there was a special committee appointed to investigate 
the hospitals at the soldiers’ homes. That committee was ap- 
pointed by this House, and I served on that committee with the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE], now a mem- 
ber of the Commitiee on World War Legislation. We were 
shocked at the condition of this hospital. It was a firetrap and 
had been built in the sixties, Seven hundred major operations 
a year were performed in this hospital. So crowded was this 
hospital and in so bad a condition was it that there were cases 
where they had operated on the wrong man before they found 
it out. Mr. BULWINKLE and myself went through that hos- 
pital. We found it had had no electric wires provided in the 
early days but that they had been put in during later years. In 
the basement there were places near the wiring where the plas- 
tering had broken through and lath exposed so that if any fire 
should come about by reason of crossed wires the whole building 
would soon go up in flames. We found paints, oils, and supplies 
and repair work in the basement. There were men in this hos- 
pital so helpless that they could not be moved except with great 
difficulty. There was a sort of fire escape where one could slide 
down on an incline, but in some cases the entrance to the fire 
escape was blocked by furniture placed before it, due to the 
crowded condition of the hospital. There were no elevators 
placed in the hospital in the early days. An elevator was put in 
later, but there was no shaft for it, nothing to inclose it. The 
floors were of wood and all of the inside of the building was of 
wood, It was brick on the outside, but it was not fireproof. 
The wooden floors were oiled for the purpose of keeping down 
the dust. 

The hospital was so overcrowded and the conditions were such 
that we were immediately fearful of a catastrophe, so we sent 
for the inspectors of the fire department and had them test the 
hose. They found the hose would not hold water properly, but 
that water would break through the hose. They went through 
the hospital and found defects in the wiring, defects in the fix- 
tures, and they denounced the building as a fire trap. 

This report having been made to Congress, the president of 
the Board of Managers asked me to introduce the bill. I intro- 
duced the bill in the last Congress, and the witnesses were 
brought here from different parts of the country, including the 
president of the Board of Managers. The bill first introduced 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and a very complete hearing was had, and the chief 
surgeon, the president of the Board of Managers, and others 
testified. The report of the special investigating committee of 
this House was presented and the matter was examined with 
great care. The bill was favorably reported and put on the 
Consent Calendar. 

When the matter came on the floor of the House my good 
friend here from New York [Mr. LaGuaArpia] denounced the 
man who made an objection. He denounced that man, and 


Is there objection? 


now the gentleman is here applauding the objection which he 
denounced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Ohio has expired. 


The time of the gentieman 
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Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for one minute more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I want to explain that I do 
not object to the gentleman's action. It was a sign of a very 
good heart, but the circumstances were these: The bill had 
been referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. The Military Affairs Committee was jealous of 
this bill. They felt their jurisdiction was being interfered 
with, and they demanded that the bill be rereferred to the 
Military Affairs Committee. My good friend from New York 
said: 

Let them object to a bill of this character under these circumstances 
and take the responsibility of a thing like this. (See CONGRESSIONAL 
ReEcorRD, February 2, 1927.) 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. We were at the end of the session then. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. At the request of a member of 
the Military Affairs Committee the bill was reintroduced and 
referred to the Military Affairs Committee and reported at 
once. This House passed not only one bill but passed both 
bills, and at the last moment I took it over to the Senate to 
get it passed by that body, but in the trouble they were having 
over there the bill could not be passed. I wanted the Members 
of the House to understand the circumstances. [Applause. ] 

FORT M'HENRY, MD. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 204) to authorize an additional appropriation for Fort 
McHeury, Md. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and I do not intend to object, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Maryland, what does the word “restoration” mean 
here? Is there anything of the original Fort McHenry re- 
maining? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes; a very large part of the old fort 
remains, and this is to restore the fort to the condition it was 
in during the War of 1812. 

Mr. HOOPER. It is quite a Mecea for visitors, I presume? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. It is not very presentable at this time, 
but after we get this appropriation, and the work is finished, 
it will be one of the finest historic shrines in the country. 

Mr. HOOPER. I have no objection. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to ob- 
ject, and in all likelihood shall object. When this bill was 
originally passed, the act of March 3, 1925, provided “ That 
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to dis- 
pose of the useless, temporary buildings and contents, con- 
structed during the recent war, and from the proceeds thereof 
there is hereby authorized to be appropriated such sum as 
may be necessary, not exeeeding $50,000, to be used by the 
Secretary of War in the restoration of said Fort McHenry.” 

Now comes in a bill authorizing $81,000 over and above the 
proceeds of sale of surplus property. 

Gentlemen of the House, the Committee on Military Affairs 
originally got its program through on the ground it would 
sell surplus property and would be able to construct the new 
buildings out of such a fund. Some of us recommended that 
the Committee on Military Affairs come in here and say what 
they needed and to turn over the surplus property to the 
Treasury Department and let that department sell it and have 
the proceeds go into the Treasury. 

In this instance the bill passed the House on the assurance 
that there wes substantial property left over from the recent 
war to be disposed of, which would be sufficient to complete 
the restoration. Now we find the property did not bring as 
much as they expected, and not only the $50,000 was not suffi- 
cient, but here is an appropriation of $81,900. 

Let me also call the gentleman's attention to the fact that 
the bill is very poorly drawn. The gentleman refers, at line 
6, to an act which repeals another act and he does not properly 
cite the act. It should read, “An act approved March 3, 1925, 
Public, No. 543.” Then we would know what we are talking 
about. I spent a great deal of time in running down this 
repeal of a former act. 

This bill calls for an appropriation and takes the place of 
a former bill authorizing expenditures out of a specific fund. 
I believe this should be brought up when the Military Affairs 
Committee has its day, and for the present I object, Mr. 
Speaker, 
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FORT MONMOUTH MILITARY RESERVATION, N. J. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 233) to provide for the purchase of land in connection 
with the Fort Monmouth Military Reservation, N. J. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
and empowered to acquire a strip of land lying along the easterly side 
of the Red Bank-Eatontown Highway, bordering en and for use of 
Fort Monmouth Military Reservation, N. J., and there is hereby 
authorized to be appropriated for such purpose a sum not to exceed 
$1,000 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


FORT BAKER MILITARY RESERVATION, CALIF. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4588) authorizing an appropriation for the repair and 
resurfacing of roads ou the Fort Baker Military Reservation, 
Calif. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as fellows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby authorized to be appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $35,000 for the repair and resurfacing of the roads on the Fort 
Saker Military Reservation, Calif. 


. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


MOUNT M’KINLEY NATIONAL PARK, ALASKA 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R, 8126) to repeal the sixty-tirst proviso of section 6 and 
the last proviso of section 7 of “An act to establish the Mount 
McKinley National Park, in the Terditory of Alaska,” approved 
February 26, 1917. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this is a bill with which I have a great deal of sympathy, for 
the reason that I realize that the present limitation of $10,000 
a year for an expenditure fund for that national park sets a 
limit that is entirely impossible and inadequate. 

In that connection, as soon as there is water transportation 
availuble so that tourists desiring to go to Alaska may have an 
opportunity of doing so, with the growth of that business, it is 
to be expected that this park will be developed materially, espe- 
cially in the way of roads and transportation facilities. I say 
this so it will be understood that I have no feeling against the 
program the gentleman suggests. 

But I do feel that some legislation is very much needed. 
There are two matters in connection with that park that need 
correction if it is to stand as a national park. First, there 
should be no prospecting permitted in the park. It is permitted 
under a reservation in the existing law. Further, if there is 
prospecting, the prospector should not be permitted to kill game. 
It is made a gume preserve. Under the organic act they are 
permitted to kill game for their use. There is no prospecting 
at the present time in the park area, but anyone who is caught 
killing game, of course, is a “ prospector.” 

I placed in my speech on the Interior bill a statement setting 
forth examples of abuse of that privilege. 

The purpose of this statement is to urge upon the gentleman 
from Alaska, the Delegate [Mr. SurHerLanp], the desirability 
of accepting an amendment to his bill to take care of the killing 
of game by prospectors. I will not urge on him at this time the 
other matter, although I think in the near future it ought te 
have attention. But certainly if the gentleman wants that park 
developed we should stop the killing of game. There was a time 
when there was some excuse for that, for the prospectors needed 
fresh meat and there were no transportation facilities. 

But now that roads are developed, they do not need this 
permission any more. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON., I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is it true that when our friend from Mich- 
igan goes on his annual inspection of some of these parks they 
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give him quail on toast for breakfast, venison steak for lunch, 
and bear roast for dinner? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. They give hii the roast, but 
not the other luxuries. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAMTON, On my trip last fall the only wild game I 
had was a dinner of wild turkey on an Indian reservation, and 
that served ‘to benefit one Indian. On that Apache reservation 
they do not permit the killing of turkeys except by the Indians, 
and when the superintendent wanted to get a turkey for Mr. 
Haypen und myself he inquired for the best turkey hunter on 
the reservation and found that they had him locked up, but they 
let him out | Laughter. } 

Mr. BLANTON. He was a prospector. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I have discussed this with 
the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND], and I under- 
stund his feelings, his reluctance about making a change in 
the status quo up there. However, I feel I shall have to urge 
his acceptance of the amendment that I have suggested. It is 
no more than to repeal the old authorization for prospectors to 
kill game in the park, and if the gentleman feels that he can 
accept this, I shall have no objection to the present considera- 
tion of the Dill 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I have to yield 
to the inevitable, to the onward trend of conservation, which is 
extending all over the Territory, and I shall accept the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the lasg proviso of section 7 of an act en- 
tifled “An act to establish the Mount McKinley National Park, in the 
Territory of Alaska,” approved February 26, 1917, which is in the 
words and figures following: “Provided, That no appropriation for the 
maintenance of said park in excess of $10,000 annually shall be made, 
unless the same shall have first been expressly authorized by law,” be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. CRAMTON: Page 1, after line 10, insert a new 
section, to read as fellows: 

“Sec. 2. The proviso of section 6 of an act entitled ‘An act to estab- 
lish the Mount McKinley National Park, in the Territory of Alaska,’ 
approved February 26, 1917, which is in the words and figures following : 
‘Provided, That prospectors and miners engaged in prospecting or mining 
in said park may take and kill therein so much game or birds as may 
be needed for their actual necessities when short of food; but in no 
case shall animals or birds be kiiled in said park for sale for remoyal 
therefrom, or wantonly,’ be, and the same is hereby, repealed.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read. tie 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


CARETAKERS FOR NATIONAL GUARD ORGANIZATIONS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (TH. R. 
242) to amend section 90 of the national defense act, as 
amended, so as to authorize employment of additional civilian 
euretakers for National Guard organizations, under certain 
circumstances, in lieu of enlisted caretakers heretofore author- 
ized. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Speaker, in New York City, for in- 
stance, the city government appropriates for the armories, and 
sO many men sre assigned, according to the floor space, and 
the city pays for it. The organization takes care of the build- 
ings and the equipment. Artillery regiments are motorized, 
and they take care of the motors, and with Cavalry regiments 
they take care of the horses. Do other cities and States do 
the sume, or do they make no allowance for the care of equip- 
ment and property? 

Mr. JAMES. I could not answer. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Here we authorize civilians where we 
have National Guard air squadrons, 

Mr. JAMES. That is only for the National Guard, and only 
when they can not use the men already in the service, 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. That is only heavier-than-air squadrons 

Mr. JAMES. Yes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I withdraw the objection. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second proviso of section 90 of the 
national defense act, as amended by the act approved May 28. 1926 
(44 Stat. 673-0674), be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read: ° 

“Provided further, That in each heavier-than-air squadron one care- 
taker may be a commissioned officer not above the grade of first lieu- 
tenant, and that in any organization whenever ft shall be found imprac- 
ticable to secure the necessary competent caretakers for the materials, 
animals, armament, or equipment thereof from the personnel of such 
organization, the organization commander may employ civilians for any 
or all except one of the caretakers authorized for the organization, and 
such civilians shall be entitled to such compensations as may be fixed 
by tbe Secretary of War.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 


AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT BOARD 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
471) to provide for an aireraft procurement board, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, is the gentleman going to insist upon the amendment to 
strike out the Postmaster General? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The commiitee has recommended 
that. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. T am opposed to it. There is no reason 
why the Postmaster General should go off this board. It is 
true that the Post Office is now contracting for the carrying of 
the mail with private companies, but it is quite important that 
the Post Office Department keep abreast of the improvements 
and development in aircraft and motors. We do not know at 
what time it may have to reestablish its own flying corps. I 
have talked with the Assistant Postmaster General about that, 
and he said that all it would cost would be one chair at that 
tuble, and I do not see Why we want to put him off the board. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It was placed in there at the 
request of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. He surely can not do any harm on that 
board. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. If the gentleman proposes that 
as an amendment on the floor I shall not object to it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is the other way around. It would 
take an amendment to take it out. It is in the bill now. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It is done by the committee 
amendment? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. If we can agree to leave the Post- 
master General on the board, I shall not object. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am sure the gentleman from New York, 
who watches these things closely, agrees that this is one of the 
most valuable, constructive measures on this calendar? The 
Postmaster General does not now purchase airplanes or air- 
eraft. All his business is concerned with leasing to private 
operators from a commercial standpoint, and the Secretary of 
Commerce does that for him. If he operated that air service 
under the direct supervision of the department, of course, he 
ought to be on this board. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas 
that the information contained in the report of the procurement 
board is very valuable. 

Mr. BLANTON. He will have the benefit of every bit of 
the board’s action. I do not believe he ought to be on the 
board. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to concur very heartily 
with the sentiment expressed parenthetically by the gentleman 
from Texas, to the effect that this is a highly progressive and 
constructive measure, in that it locks to a closer cooperation 
and coilaboration between those departments of the Govern- 
ment that are engaged in the purchiuse and use of aircraft, so 
that they will bring about a combination of the buying forces 
and thereby produce economy in the use of money and accom- 
plish a higher degree of efficiency in the aircraft purchased. In 
that connection I desire to commend the services of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Vinson], who was on the com- 
mittee when that bill was originally introduced, and who has 
now gone to another committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. And it is a step in the right direction, in 
that it may make possible a united air service under a depart- 
ment of national defense. 
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Mr. McSWAIN. I think it will be valuable to help bring 
about a single department of aviation in the future. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, It will net cost any more money. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The print that I have 
does not provide for the Assistant Postmaster General. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The print I have does. When section 
is reached I will offer an amendment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a single agency for the coordination of the 
plans for the procurement of aircraft for the Federal Government is 
hereby created established to be known as the Aircraft Procur: 
ment Board, hereafter referred to as the board. 





here 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


and 


Sec. 2, That the board shall consist of an Assistant Secretary of 
War, an Assistant Secretary of the Navy, an Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce, to be designated by the heads of their respective depart 


ments, and the Chief of the Air Corps of the 
the Bureau of Acronautics of the Navy. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the board to consider and coor 
dinate all plans for the procurement of aircraft, aircraft engines, 
aircraft accessories, or equipment required by any Federal executive 
department or independent agency, and make recommendations thereon 
to the head of the executive department or independent agency con- 
cerned: Provided, That all such plans originating in any department 
shall be submitted to the board by the head of the executive department 
or independent agency concerned for review and recommendation prior 
to their approval. 

Sec. 4. That the board, subject to the approval of the Secretaries of 
War, Navy, and Commerce, shall be organized with such 
committees, or subordinate agencies as, in the opinion of the board, may 
be necessary and advisable in order to efficiently perform its duties: 
Provided, That the personnel required for such assistants, committees, 
or subordinate agencies shall perform their duties under the control of 
the board and shall serve under their several permanent appointments 
in their respective executive departments and witbout increased 
remuneration theftefor. 

SEc. That the board shall adopt rules and regulations for the 
conduct of its work and for the work of its assistants, committees, or 
subordinate agencies, which rules and regulations shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce. 

Sec. 6. That the board shall submit annually to the President, 
through the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce, a report of its 
activities showing the status of the plans of all Federal departments 
or independent agencies, for the procurement of aircraft, aircraft 
engines, aircraft accessories or equipment, together with recommenda- 
tions for a continuous and definite policy of aireraft procurement by 
the Federal Government so as to promote and develop the aircraft 
production capacity of the Nation in the interest of national defense, 

Sec. 7. That all acts or parts of acts contrary to the provisions of 
this act or inconsistent therewith be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment on 
page 2, line 3. After the word “Commerce,” insert “and 
Assistant Postmaster General.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: On page 2, line 3, after the 
word “Commerce,” insert the words “and Assistant LDostmaster 
General.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it would be bad taste for the 
gentleman from Texas to make a point of order against the 
amendment. We were following the gentleman’s agreement. 
When the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James] offered an 
amendment I did not object to that. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I do not like the idea 
of the gentleman from New York calling my attention to what 
he says is bad taste. I entered into no agreement. I have a 
right to make a point of order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I said I would not object if this amend- 
ment should go in. 

Mr. BLANTON. That did not assume that we were all going 
to accept the amendment. 


Army and the Chief of 


assistants, 


eo. 


The question is on ugreeing to 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. It was a definite understanding, us I 
understood, 
Mr. BLANTON. My colleague from Texas [Mr. Brack] 


offered an amendmeut a while ago under identical circumstances 
and the House voted it down, 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. I make the point of order, 
Speaker, that the amendment is out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman want to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I do. It is not germane. Section 2 
provides that the board shall consist of an Assistant Secretary 
of War, an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. and an Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce. It has been brought out in the debate 
that the Postmaster General does not purchase aircraft, but lets 
out the mail routes by contract. It seems to me that the amend- 
ment is not germane, and I make a point of order against it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman can not make a point of order at this time because the 
Speaker submitted the bill to the House with the specific reser- 
vation of an amendment by name. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the 
point of order, to save a controversy about it, if it will please 
the gentleman any better. I am willing that the House yote 
on the amendment. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, certainly I did 
not understand that we were all binding the House to acquiesce 
in the amendment that would be proposed by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LaGuarprta]. He made a _ statement 
a while ago. I am opposed to the amendment. I do not think 
the amendment ought to prevail. I do not think the Post Office 
Department has any place in a military bill. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Department of Commerce is included 
here, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The relation of the Post Office 
Department to the activities contemplated in this bill is not 
such as it seems to me makes it desirable that a representative 
of that department should be included in the bill. I certainly 
hope that the gentleman from New York wil! not feel that his 
statement binds us to accept that amendment. I shall certainly 
vote against it. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I object to the amendment and will 
vote against it, but I do not object to its being voted on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in the bill that 
was originally introduced the Assistant Postmaster General 
was not included in the procurement board. In the hearing 
before the Committee on Military Affairs the Secretary of 
War suggested or requested that he be made a member of the 
board. At that time they were engaged in the purchase of 
airplanes, and there might have been some reason for his ine 
clusion at that time. Since that time they have had a change 
of policy in the Post Office Department, and upon this bill the 
Secretary of War requests that the Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral be dropped. I just wanted to make that statement so the 
matter would be clear. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. 
amendment? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


1541 


Mr. 


But the gentleman is not opposing my 


Not at all. 
The question is on agreeing to 


| the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 


The question was taken; and on a division 
Mr. LAGuARDIA) there were—ayes 28, noes 26. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the board to consider and 
coordinate all plans for the procurement of aireraft, aircraft engines, 
aircraft accessories, or equipment required by any Federal executive 
department or independent agency, and make recommendations thereon 
to the head of the executive department or independent ageney con- 
cerned: Provided, That all such plans originating in any department 
shall be submitted to the board by the head of the executive depart- 
ment or independent agency concerned for review and recommendation 
prior to their approval. 

Sec, 4. That the board, subject to the approval of the Secretaries 
of War, Navy, and Commerce, shall be organized with such assistants, 
committees, or subordinate agencies in the opinion of the board, 
may be necessary and advisable in order to efficiently perform its 
duties: Provided, That the personnel required for such assistants, 
committees, or subordinate agencies shall perform their duties under 
the control of the board and shall serve nnder their several permanent 
appointments in their respective executive departments and withont 
increased remuneration therefor. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to con- 
form to the amendment just adopted. On page 2, line 18, after 
the word “ Commerce,” insert “and the Postmaster General.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 


(demanded by 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

offered by Mr. 
“Commerce,” insert the 
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Amendment 
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LAGUARDIA: 
words “and 


line 18, after the 
Postmaster General.” 


l’age 


the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That the board shall adopt rules and regulations for the 
conduct of its work and for the work of its assistants, committees, 
or subordinate agencies, which rules and regulations shall be subject 


to the approval of the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, on page 3, line 5, after the 
word “Commerce” I move to strike out the period and insert 


the words “and the Postmaster General.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 


ment will be agreed to. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right to object, but I shall not object. Because the Military 


Affairs Committee evidently is unwilling to defend its own bill 
and its own action, | do not know that it is up to any of us 
to try to do it. I understand the Committee on Military Af- 
fuirs itself suggested the bill in the form in which it stands, 
but I do not find any of them defending their own action in 
committee, so I do not suppose it is°up to any of us to do it. 
However, I think the action of the committee was right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn, 
and, without objection, the amendment will be agreed to. 

ihe amendment wus agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
That the board shall submit annually to the President, 
through the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce, a report of its 
showing the status of the plans of all Federal departments 
or independent agencies, for the procurement of aircraft, aircraft en- 
gines, aircraft accessories or equipment, together with recommendations 
for a continuous and definite policy of aircraft procurement by the 
Federal so as to promote and develop the aircraft pro- 
duction capacity the Nation in the interest of national defense. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, on page 3, line 8, after the 
word “Commerce,” I move to add the words “and the Post- 
master General.” I am reading from a printed bill reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
That all acts or parts 
this act or inconsistent therewith 


Sic 6 


activities 


Government 
of 


Sec. 7 of acts contrary to the provisions of 


be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks on the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp on the bill just passed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this measure (H. R. 
471), as originally introduced by me, is the same measure which 
I introduced in the last Congress as H. R. 11284. This last- 
numbered bill was discussed by me on the floor, at which time 
I called attention to the fact that it had received considerable 
inspection by the House muchinery to permit of its being con- 
sidered. 

As stated at that time, it had been approved by the Military 
Affairs Committee of the House, after hearings at which Mr. 
Secretary Davis and General Patrick, then Chief of the Air 
Service, were present. Upon its being reported to the House, 
it was presented before the Rules Committee for a rule, which 
request was granted. It was made the order of the House in 
connection with two other aircraft measures—the McSwain 
bill and the Vinson bill—but, due to the subject matter of the 
measure, it could not be tacked on the five-year air program 
bill, either of the Army or the Navy, then pending in confer- 
ence, Subsequently to the date of the speech above referred 
to, the Speaker of the House, Mr, LonGwortn, recognized the 
distinguished gentleman of Michigan [Mr. JAmgEs], chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, for the purpose of moving 
to suspend the rules and pass this measure. The measure 
passed the House on the 2d day of July, 1926, next to the last 
day of the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress, 

On October 6, 1926, the three new Assistant Secretaries of War, 
Navy, and Commerce were named as the head of their re- 
spective departments to compose a committee known as the 
advisory Air Corps coordination cominittee. The duty of this 
committee was— 
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To recommend to the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce gen- 
eral policies relating to coordination of the of 
Government, 
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the air activities the 

At this time the bill was pending in the Senate, and on 
January 19, 1927, Hon. Dwight F. Davis, Secretary of War. 
addressed Senator Wadsworth, chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the Senate, that he was “in sympathy with 
the principles incorporated in this measure,” but suggested 
that the ends sought would be substantially obtained through 
administrative action, 

However, on February 15, 1927, after the Executive order of 
October 6, 1926, had been in operation for more than four 
months, the Secretary of War addressed the following letter to 
Senator Wadsworth: 


Hon. JAMES W. Wapsworrn, Jr., 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Senator Wapswortn: On January 19 I wrote to you 
concerning the War Department's dttitude in regard to H. R. 11284, 


which provides for the creation of an aircraft procurement board. 

In my letter I stated I was in sympathy with the principles in- 
corporated in this measure, and pointed out that the ends sought to 
be obtained by the bill had already been substantially put into opera 
tion through adiministrative action. 

As a result of this experience, gained during the past few months, 
I feel confident that the proposed procedure is sound, and I, therefore 
recommend that this be at the present 
that is possible. 

I do feel, 


measure passed session, if 


however, that it is not necessary to have an Assistant Post- 


master General as a member of the board, for the reasons as stated 
in my letter of January 19. 
Sincerely yours, 
Dwicur F. Davis, 
Secretary of War. 
At this date, the Senate was locked in mortal combat vir 


filibuster, which prevented any further consideration of this 
measure by that body. 

On the first day of the present session I reintroduced the 
measure. The committee has given it favorable report, includ- 
ing as a part thereof, its report rendered in the Sixty-ninth 
Congress. With your permission, we will quote from the last 
mentioned report: 


The President's Aircraft Board among its recommendations included 
one for the creation of Assistant Secretaries of War, Navy, and Com- 
merce, who, among other things, could be especially useful in matters 
of aircraft procurement. In making this recommendation the report 
states that these Assistant Sceretaries acting together can perform in a 
continuous way from year to year by investigation and recommendation 
a substantial service to aviation. 

The Lampert committee among its recommendations included 
for the establishment of a single civil governmental agency to be given 
sole charge of procurement of aircraft, engines, equipment, ete. In 
making this recommendation the committee pointed out that such an 
agency would avoid duplication in expense, would promote the develop 
ment of uniform equipment, and would carry out a definite and con 
tinuous policy of procurement, thereby strengthening the of 
supply and promoting aircraft production. 

The bill herewith has been drawn with a view of accomplishing the 
results contemplated in the recommendations of both the Morrow Board 
and the Lampert committee. The actual machinery set up in this bill 


one 


sources 


is different, perhaps, from that contemplated either by the Morrow 
Board or the Lampert committee. It consists of the Assistant Secre- 
taries of War, Navy, Commerce, and Assistant Postmaster General, 
the Chief of Air Service of the Army, and the Chief of Bureau of 
Aeronautics of the Navy. In its composition, advantage is taken of the 
Assistant Secretaries recommended by the Morrow Board and of the 
idea of the Lampert committee that such an agency should have 4 


predominating civilian point of view. The chiefs of the air branches 
of the Army and Navy have been included as members of this board in 
order that it may be furnished necessary technical information and 
counsel. The duties of the board will govern general procurement 
policies and will not be concerned with the determination of types of 
planes. 


The main principle which has been adhered to in the composition of 
this Aircraft Procurement Board and in the definition of its duties 


is that coordination of effort will be obtained without interfering in 
any way with the present procurement responsibilities of the existing 
departments of the Government. The full responsibility for actual 
procurement is left with the heads of the present executive depart 
ments, but the plans along which their procurement programs must b 
developed will be coordinated by the Aircraft Procurement Board so as 
to accomplish a common objective. This is believed to be an important 
principle and one which should not be violated. The Secretaries 
War and Navy have responsibilities in time of war of such tremendous 


of 
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importance that their freedom of action in meeting these responsibilities 
must not be curtailed. The purpose of this board is to assist them in 
mecting these responsibilities, 

At the time when the Federal Government is embarking upon five-year 
programs of aircraft development for the Army and Navy which in 
volve expenditures of approximately $200,000,000, it is especially im- 
portant that a body of this character be in existence from the very 
outset. The laws authorizing these development programs are general 
character, apd in order that the Government may carry them out 
with definite objectives and a continuity of policy in procurement, the 
actual plans for carrying them into effect for the Army and Navy should 
be very carefully coordinated by a single body, thereby insuring maxi- 
mum efficiency with minimura of duplication of effort. Economy, which 
should be ever present in governmental activities, should be one ef the 
eontrolling factors in guiding this procurement board. With a board 
of this character it is the opinion of the Committee on Military Affairs 
that maximum results can be obtained in developing the five-year pro- 
gram ata minimum of cost. ‘ 

Attention is directed to the fact that this board is not to be an ad 
ministrative agency. Its work will be of an executive character, The 
necessary information, data, ete., which the board will need in order to 
make correct decisions will be collected and furnished hy the depart 
ments concerned, Whatever personnel the board requires in its work 
must be obtained from the existing executive departments so that the 
expenses incurred by the operation of the board itself will be minimum, 

Section 6 of the bill requires an annual report to be made by the 
board to the President showing the status of plans of all Federal depart- 
ments and independent agencies, the procurement of aircraft and aircraft 
accessories, together with recommendations for the carrying out of a 
continuous and definite policy of aircraft procurement. This will in- 
sure efficiency in the procurement of aircraft by the departments of the 
Federal Government, but this report also has another purpose, that of 
promoting and developing the aircraft production capacity of the Na- 
tion in the interest of national defense, This is an especially important 
feature of the board's work, for it is after an upon 
that air equipment in great quantities must be obtained. The 
time organization must provide the nucleus of a military fighting force 
properly balanced in all types of planes and equipment with a civilian 
industry sufficiently organized and developed in all of 
expand readily to meet war-time requirements. 


in 


emergency is us 


pe ace- 


its phases to 

With your permission, I will quote from the report on this 
bill by the Secretary of War, dated December 19, 1927, to 
Hon. Joun M. Morin, chairman Military Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives: 


Dear Mr. Morin: You have asked me in your letter of December 9 
to submit a report on H. R. 471, a bill “To provide for an aircraft 
procurement board and for other purposes.” 

Existing law contains no provisions applicable to this subject. 

In brief, the enactment into law of the proposed bill would provide 
for an aircraft procurement board which would study and coordinate 
plans for the procurement of aircraft for the various Federal agencies 


and make recommendations to the heads of the departments. The 
result should be better teamwork on the part of the Government as 
a whole. It is important to note that the proposed bill does not 


take away from the beads of the departments their present authority 
to meet their responsibilities in the matter of the procurement of air 
craft, and this principle is believed to be sound. 

The proposed bil! seems to be in full accord with the recommenda- 
tions of the President's Aircraft Board which recommendations the 
War Department fully indorse. I am in hearty accord with the 
fundamental idea contained in this bill and believe that efforts should 
be made to apply it. 


I take it that it is unnecessary for me to go further into 
the discussion of the measure as my speech on June 18, 1926, 
volume 67, part 10, CoNGRESSIONAL REcorRD, at pages 11576 et 
seq. expresses my views of its virtues and its purpose. 

I feel that this bill will, undoubtedly, assist in the coordina- 
tion of plans of procurement; it will assist in avoiding duplica- 
tion; it will permit of economies in various manners; it will 
be a means of having a continuous and definite policy of pro- 
curement—not only available for their superiors at the time, 
but for their successors. 


PURCHASE OF HORSES AND MULES FOR THE MILITARY 
ESTABLISH MENT 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 7195) to provide for the purchase of horses and mules 
for the Military Establishment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether this 
is identical with the bill that was passed in the Sixty-ninth 
Congress, 
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Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. My recollection is that this bill 
did not puss, 

Mr. HOOPER. I mean is this bill identical with the bill 
that came before the Sixty-ninth Congress? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It is the same bill that came 


before the House at that time, but did not pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ol jection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the number of horses purchased for remounts 
for officers entitled to public mounts, for the United Military 
Academy, and for and members military 
service as may be required to be mounted (including the purchase of 
animals for breeding shall be limited to the actual needs 
of the mounted including reasonable provision remounts, 
When practicable, and sball in th 
market at all military or stations, when needed, ~ithin a 
mum price to he tixed by the Secretary of War 
the standard sei 


States 


such organizations of the 
purposes), 
service for 
horses 


mules be purchased e epen 


posts matt 
No horse purchased 
Army regulations for Cavalry and 
Artillery horses, except when purchased as remounts or for instruetion 
of at the United States Military Academy, 
otherwise specifically authorized by the act making appropriations for 
In no case shall any polo ponies be purchased except 
the United States Military Academy, and such 
used at any other place 


shall be below by 


cadets or except when 


such 


purpost Ss 


ponies shall not be 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pussed 
was laid on the table, 

MOUNT M’KINLEY NATIONAL PARK 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, with reference to H. R. 8126, 
passed a short while ago, and to which a section was added, if 
it is necessury to do so, I ask nnanimous consent that the title 
be amended to conform to the act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ordered, 

There was no objection. 


Without objection, it is so 


OKANOGAN IRRIGATION DISTRICT 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (TH. R. 
7203) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to transfer the 
Okanogan project, in the State of Washington, to the Okanogan 
irrigation district upon payment of charges stated. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this bill is of a good deal of interest. It touches in an impor- 
tant way on the matter of reclamation and in a region of the 
country where reclamation is a matter mach discussed. 

In the State of Washington they now propose the Columbia 
Basin project to cost a great many million dollars; to cost so 
much, it is known it ean not come out of the reclamation fund 
as other irrigation projects. Hence this Congress will be asked 
to appropriate a great many million dollars for reclamation in 
the State of Washington, and Cengress should be studying the 
history of reclamation. 

The report on this bill is interesting but not at all complete, 
and I think before the House acts on the bill, in very condensed 
form, some information might be interesting. In connection 
with what I have been saying about reclamation in Washington, 
let me observe that the great Yakima project, that ought to be 
one of the most complete successes in reclamation work, is not 
able to pay its obligations, at least does not pay them. The 
Interior Department, under date of December 1, put out this 
press release: 

Statements have been current in the press abont the failure of the 
reclamation fund to revolve. The impression widely prevails that the 
construction obligations of the water users of the Federal irrigation 
projects are not being met. Wherever this impression is held, it ts 
erroneous. Since the pussage of the adjustment act payments in the 
full amount due to the Government are the rule and delinquencies are 
the exceptions. 


I am one who has said frequently that the reclamation fund 
that originally was to revolve every 10 years, now has got to 
the point where it is to revolve once in 40 years, and has al- 
most become stationary because of the failure to pay the obit- 
gations. It is the West that suffers by this and not the State 
of Michigan or the East. Hence I have tried to preach pay- 
ment of obligations instead of continually wiping them off the 
slate or postponing them indefinitely. 

This Yakima project, a splendid project in the State of 
Washington, has due and unpaid, by the last report made to the 
committee in charge of the Interior Department bill, construc- 
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tion charges to the amount of $245,258 and unpaid O. and M. 
the amount of $161,985 

The project before us is a conerete example of the failure of 
the reclamation fund to revolve. The Government spent, accord- 
ing to the report made to our committee, $1,431,157.63. We 
passed the Smith adjustment act and we were told that was the 
last time they were going to ask us to wipe anything off the 
slate. This act wiped off the slate for the Okanogan $820,000, 
leaving $610,000, But this $1,451,000 was spent over 10 years 
If there had been an interest charge on the money the 
amount would have been way above $1,431,000. We wiped off 
all but $610,000, and now comes this bill which says we are to 
Wipe off $300,000 more. Do we get the cash? Do we get a bill 
that guarantees payment of even the $310,000? No; they are to 
pay $10,000 a year for 31 years, and I contend there is nothing 
in the bill before us that gives us adequate power to force the 
payment even of the $10,000 a year. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman going to stop it or is the 
gentleman just speaking generally? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to get this information before the 
Ilouse, I think the gentlemen will be interested in one or two 
further observations. 

Mr. BLANTON. I just want to interject this statement. The 
gentleman has had enough dealings with our friend, the gentle- 
man from Idaho |Mr. Smiri] to know that he is still going to 


charges to 


have to give the gentleman a handout every once in a while 
when he asks us 

Mir, CRAMTON. Let us not get our field too broad, 

The value of the total crops fer this project for the year 


1926, by the information given us by the Reclamation Service, 
Was $512,000. The average crop yield per acre was $133.35. 
The average from 1917 to 1926 was $215. And still we are told 
they must repudiate practically all of their obligations. They 
get S200 an acre in crops and can not pay $5 or $6 an acre per 
yeur the Government. It does not come in under an “ad- 
justinent,” but we are to adopt a new system of wiping these 
obligations off the slate. While they have been getting $215 an 
acre from their crops, they have unpaid O, and M, charges to 
the amount of $166,000, 

I agree that stringent action ought to be taken with reference 
to this project. It appears, if the statement of the department 
is correct—the department throws up its hands about it—but if 
their statement is correct, then the Okanogan project is to take 
its place alongside of the Williston and another one down in 


to 


KKansas, and perhaps one or two others, as stark, outstanding 
examples of failure of reclametion through the use of Federal 
funds 


1 wanted to challenge the attention of the House to this par- 
ticular example. They are going to wipe off the slate all but 
$310,000 of this obligution, and as to that amount they are to 
pay $10,000 a vear for 31 years without interest. I do not be- 
lieve the financial interests of the Government have been suffi- 
ciertly safeguarded to warrant such action. I believe, even to 
whatever extent it may be warranted in this distressing case, 
it is unwise to create this example because I know if we do 
this as to the Okanogan, other Members from the West will 
have similar bills to compromise with the Government on the 
obligations of their projects. Therefore I am obliged to object, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HILL, 
objection ? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will reserve it, certainly. 

Mr, HILL of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the Okanogan proj- 
ect was authorized in 1905 on data that unquestionably was 
insufficient as the basis upon which to warrant the taking in of 


of Washington. Will the gentleman reserve his 


such a large acreage. The fact is that there is not enough 
water to carry the project with the acreage it now includes. 


You can not get away from that fact. The land is fertile, the 
climate is propitious, but the water is lacking. 

From a period extending from 1911, the second year that 
water was placed on the land, down to the present time the 
report from the investigators from the Bureau of Reclamation 
suy that in only five of those years has the supply of water 
approached the mark necessary for the production of profitable 
crops 

There has been a large gross yield on those lands, but that 
does not mean a net yield. The fact is that a very small por- 
tion of the land is receiving water sufficient to yield crops and 
the people on the project, aside from the burden of repaying 
to the Government the annual amount for construction and the 
operation and maintenance charges, have had to go into their 
pockets to pay for water outside of the Government supply. 
They have been compelled to pay 


over $500,000, or more than $110 per acre of the land under i 
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water, to get outside water in order to produce any crops 
They must have relief. 

In 1926 there was not a drep of water in the Government 


canal on that project. We have in that project some 1,175 acres 
which have prior rights. That. is, rights existed at the 
time the Government adopted this project, and the rights were 
recognized and were secured in an agreement between the 
original water users and the Government, so that they have the 
first call on the water, 

In 1926 there was not sufficient water supply over and above 
what the Government must allow to these prior right users to 
permit a drop to the project users. In fact, there was only 
about SO per cent of the water necessary to supply the prior 
rights, 

Now, that is the condition. It is not simply a 
would like to puy up all the indebtedness and would do it 
Without difficulty if we had the water, but the water is not 
there and it is a question of salvaging what we can out of a 


those 


theory: we 


| bankrupt and intolerable condition. 


since 1918, including 1926, | 


i 


The people have done their best to meet the conditions. They 
can do no more. They paid out in 1926 $188,000 for outside 
water. Neither the Government nor the water users are to 
blame for the conditions that exist; but it is impossible to 
continue the project under such conditions. There are 3,800 
acres of land under the preject now, producing fruit. The 


balance of the lands on which trees were planted and brought 
to a bearing stage have died for want of water. A committee 
appointed by the Secretary of the Interior wert out last sum- 
mer and investigated the project and wrote a report. They 
found that there are 3,800 acres of fund that might reasonably 
be expected to be supplied with an adequate amount of water. 
The object of this bill is to turn the project over to the Okano- 
gan irrigation district and let that district run it and reduce 
it to 8,800 acres so that it can have water. a reasonable amount, 
for the acreage retained and repay the Government the money 
due on the acreage reclaimed in the project, every dollar of it, 


and the Government take the loss for the acreage that is 
eliminated, 

That is all there is to this bill. It is simply a proposition 
to reduce the project to an acreage where it can pay out on 
the basis of the reclaimed area. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I will. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman's contention is that there 
will be 3.500 acres watered. What does the gentleman sa) 
about the production on the land on the facts as given by the 


that it earns $200 an 
they pay more than 


gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramton], 
acre? With such earnings, why can not 
$10,000 annually to the Government? 

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will yield, T did not have 
reference to the 3,800 acres; [ had reference to the 6,800 acres. 

Mr. BLANTON. If I understood the genticman from Michi- 
gan, his objection wus really a live objection and not one that 
he is going to withdraw, so what is the use of taking up further 
time? 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I wish to express my very great surprise that the chairman of 
the subcommittee on appropriations in charge of apprepriations 
for the Interior Department, including the Reclamation Bureau, 
would make the statement that he has made on this floor that 
reclamation is a failure. Everybody that has been familiar 
with the activities of the gentleman knows that he has actually 
been the best friend during the last 10 years that reclamation 
has had in this House. 

He has taken the trouble year after year to travel over the 
western country and visit all of these projects, and he has talked 
with the settlers and has cooperated with them. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Nothing is gained by putting in my mouth 
words that I did not utter. I do not say that reclamation has 
been a failure. It has not been the success it should have been 
for the simple reason that in these western sections the feeling 
has grown that their obligations to the Government do not have 
to be paid, and I say that if this bill goes through it will be at 
least the third outstanding failure of reclamation. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes: but these outstanding failures to which the 
gentleman refers are three of the most insignificant projects 
that have been taken up. Unfortunately, when these projects 
were taken up there was no soil survey made as is required 
under the act of December 1, 1924. When these projects were 
taken up they measured the water not as they are doing now, 
by engineers, but simply by conversing with the old settlers to 
ascertain how much rainfall there had been in the previous 
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years. It fs trne that the Garden City project In Kansas was 
a complete failure because the farmers would not eontract for 
water. It is true that this project has been a partial failure 
because of shortage of water and also because of the fact that 
the soil is so shallow that it is impossible to raise crops upon it. 
This bill is simply in line with the act of March 5, 1926, which 
was based on an examination made by the advisors of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, who visited all of these projects and segre- 
gated the land that could not be cultivated because of shallow 
soil, or water shortage and the rough land that could not be 
economically reclaimed. 

When this project was examined, 2,440 acres were charged 
off because of the lack of soil fertility, and if they bad been 
able to conclude their investigations regarding the supply of 
water at that time, they would have discovered then that addi- 
tional water is not available, and would have charged off the 
very land we are charging off at this time. It is impossible to 
get blood out of a turnip. These farmers now pay $118 an acre 
for water for land for which there is sufficient water, and in 
order to make this project a success, it is necessary to afford 
this relief. The farmers who have been excluded from this 
land for which water is not available, are losing all of the time 
and the money that they have spent in trying to establish them- 
selves on this land. This legislation provides for placing the 
project on a paying basis, and the Government will get back 
every dollar that has been expended on the land for which 
water is available. The Government will have to lose what 
has been spent on land for which there is no water. It seems 
to me that common sense dictates that the thing to do is to pass 
this bill and impose this obligation only upon the farmers who 
have sufficient waiter to reclaim their lands, and then let the 
balance of the expenditure be charged off. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman vield? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. But there is pending now before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs a proposition to place $61 an acre 
charge on the Indian lands in New Mexico, and the first ques- 
tion I asked was whether the Indians were demanding this, 
and they said no, and I find it is a white man’s project. 

Mr. SMITH. I am not on the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and am not advised about Indian projects, but I do believe this 
is a meritorious bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. We ought first to be careful about putting 
these charges on the land, and then after we do it and spend 
public money, we ought to be careful abont it being paid back. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I feel that this is a very impor- 
tant matter and very likely ought not to be on the Consent 
Calendar. But I think we have had sufficient discussion, and I 
feel impelled to call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can demand 
the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, if 
the matter goes over, as I presume it will, we will be very 
glad if the gentleman from Michigan [|Mr. CramTon] will sug- 
gest some sensible, practical way to adjust this situation. It 
must be settled, because the Government is now paying much 
more in operation and maintenance than it is getting back. 
It is a losing proposition. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Idaho 
asks me to perform a herculean task. Perhaps I might ask 
him to perform one and ask whether, if I accept this proposi- 
tion, the gentleman from Idaho will guarantee to the Con- 
gress that his committee will not 
more bills to wipe several hundred thousand dollars off the 
slate? , 

Mr. SMITH. 
where relief is necessary. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I do know of other projects where 
they can make as good a showing as they have on this one. 

Mr. SMITH. They have not been presented to the atteution 
of our committee. 

Mr. CRAMTON. They will just as soon as this becomes law 
and they know that the way is open for them. 

Mr. SMITH. Even that would be no excuse for not doing 
the sensible thing by these settlers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Michigan is going to lie down. 

Mr. CRAMTON, I object. 

DISBURSEMENT AND ACCOUNTING IN THE ARMY 


The aext business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7753) to authorize the disbursement of and accounting for the 
appropriation, “ Pay, ete. of the Army,” as one fund, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 
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bring to the House any | 


I will say this, that I know of no other project | 


EAR: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. ITs there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
reserves the right to object. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is not often that they get anything as 
bad as this bill by my friend from South Carolina [Mr. Me- 
Swain]. He must have been looking at something somewhere 
else when they got this bill over on him. If this bill is passed 
it will permit the War Department to treat all its appropriations 
as one lump sum. That would be a bad precedent and a bad 
practice, and I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will report the next bill. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman reserve his 
objection for a moment, so that I can make an explanation? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will reserve it for a moment, but I will 
object if no one else does. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I heartily agree with the gentleman in his 
general sentiment in connection with the matter, but I think he 
will find that section 2 really ought to be the law in order that 
there will not be an indirect transfer of funds. 

Mr. BLANTON. The War Department would let you pass 
16 sections like section 2 if you put this section 1 into the law 
for them. I objeet, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. The gen- 
tleman from Idaho [Mr. Smrr”a]| asks unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 7208 retain its place on the ealendar. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Does that mean, Mr. Speaker, that 
when this bill is again called up on the calendar it will require 
only one objection or three objections? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will require three objections 
next time. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


Objection is heard. The Clerk 


PREPARATION OF MILITARY MAPS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7937) to authorize mapping agencies of the Government 
to assist in preparation of military maps. 

The tithe of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKDR pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the execution of topographic and other 
surveys the securing of extra topographic data, the preparation and 
printing of maps required for military purposes, in the research and 
development of surveying by means of aerial photography, and in field 
reproduction methods, the Secretary of War is authorized to secure the 
assistance, whenever practicable, of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey, the Coast and Geodetic Survey, or other mapping agencies of the 
Government. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


AMENDMENT OF THE HAWAIIAN HOMES COMMISSION ACT, 1920 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The Clerk will report the bill 


The Clerk will report the next 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6989) to amend the Hawaiian Homes Commission act, 
1920, approved July 9, 1921, as amended by act of February 3, 
1923. 

The title of the bill was read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


| ent consideration of the bill 


Mr. LaGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, 1 would like to ask the gentleman from Hawaii the 
reason for the limitation on page 3, which reads: 

The commission shall not lease, use, nor dispose of more than 
20,000 acres of the area of Hawaiian home lands, for settlement by 
native Hawaiians, in any calendar five-year period. 


If this is as good as the report indicates—and I think it is— 
why retard the benefit of the bill? 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Because the amount of money 
available from the revolving fund is not sufficient to put in 
more than 20,000 acres in a five-year period. That matter was 
diseussed in the Legislature of Hawaii. Although the revolving 
fund is increased to a certain amount, there is ofly a certain 
amount available every year, and you would go beyond the 
available fund if you allowed it every year. 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA, 

Mr. HOUSTON of 
they can go. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I thank the gentleman, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I would like the gentleman to tell us on 
what terms this land is offered to the natives of Hawaii. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. On a 99-year lease. The title 
remains in the Territory, 

Mr. CRAMTON. What is the rate they pay? 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. One dollar on a nominal lease, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I visited the region in question in Molokai 
and was very much impressed by it. 


That is the reason? 
Hawaii. Yes. That Is about as fast as 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 204 of the Hawaiian Homes Com- 
mission act, 1920, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec, 204. Upon the passage of this act all available lands shall 
immediately assume the status of Hawaiian home lands and be under 
the control of the commission, to be used and disposed of in. accord- 
ance with the provisions of this title, except that: 

“(1) In case any available land is under lease by the Territory of 
Hawail, by virtue of section 73 of the Hawaiian organic act, at fhe 
time of the passage of this act, such land shall not assume the status 
of Haw in home lands until the lease expires or the commissioner 
of public lands withdraws the lands from the operation of the lease. 
If the land is covered by a lease containing a withdrawal clause, as 
provided in subdivision (d) of section 73 of the Hawaiian organic act, 
the Commissioner of Public Lands shall withdraw such lands from the 
operation of the lease whenever the commission, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, gives notice to him that the commission 
is of the opinion that the lands are required by it for the purposes of 
this title; and such withdrawal shall be held to be for a public pur 
pose within the meaning that term as used in subdivision (d) of 
section 73 of the Hawaltian organic act: 

“(2) Any available land, including land selected by the commission 
out of a larger area, as provided by this act, as may not be imme- 
diately needed for the purposes of this act may be returned to the 
Commissioner of Public Lands and may be leased by him as provided 


in subdivision (d) of section 73 of the Hawatian organic act; any lease 
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of Uawaiian home lands hereafter entered into shall contain a with- 
drawal clause, and the lands so leased shall be withdrawn by the 
Commissioner of Public Lands, for the purposes of this title, upon the | 


commission giving five years’ notice of such withdrawal; 


“(3) The commission shall not lease, use, nor dispose of more than 
20,000 acres of the area of Hawaiian home lands for settlement by 
native Ilawaiians in any calendar five-year period.” 

Sec, 2. Section 213 of the Hawaiian Homes Commission act, 1920, 


as amended by act of Vebruary 38, 1923, is hereby further amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec, 213. There is hereby established in the treasury of the Ter- 
ritory a revolving fund to be known as the Hawaiian home ioan fund. 


The entire receipts derived from any leasing of the ‘available lands’ 


defined in section 2038, these receipts including proportionate shares 
of the receipts from the lands of Humuula Mauka, Piihonua, and 
Kaohe Hakuu, of which lands portions are yet to be selected and 30 
per cent of the Territorial receipts derived from the leasing of culti- 
vated sugar-cane lands under any other provision of law, or from 
water Ifeenses, shall be covered into the fund until the amount of 
moneys paid therein from those three sources alone shall equal | 


£2. 000,000 In addition to these moneys and the moneys covered into 
the revolving fund as installments paid by lessees upon loans made to 
them as provided in paragraph 2 of section 215 there shall be covered 
into the revolving fund all other moneys received by the commission 
from any whatsoever.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 


source 


rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | current for light and power within Hanapepe, in the district of Waimea, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro 
next bill. 
NONSECTARIAN 


tempore. The Clerk will report the 


CHAPEL AT ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 


next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(HI. R. 6991) authorizing the erection of a nonsectarian chapel 
at the Army medical center in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes. 
The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection, 


The 


Is there objection to the present 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 
grant, under such conditions as he shall determine, permission for the 
erection of a building for a nonsectarian chapel upon the grounds of 
the Army medical center in the District of Columbia, at the cost of 
funds raised and donated by the Gray Ladies of the Red Cross and 
without cost to the United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
next bill. 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 


(H. R. 83) to approve Act No. 24 of the Session Laws of 1927 
of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An‘act to authorize and 
provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and 
supply of electric current for light and power within Hanapepe, 
in the district of Waimea. island and county of Kauai.” 

The Clerk read the titie of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the biil? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to call the Deiegate’s attention to the fact 
that here we are asked to approve an act. The title of the act 
is given in the bill, but the act itself does not appear in the bill 
and it does not appear in the report. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. I will say to the gentleman 
froin New York that the act follows exactly the same wording 
that has been used in previous Congresses with respect to the 
same matters, and the report is exactly the same as has been 
used in previous reports out of committees on bills of the same 
nature, Both of these bills, 83 and 84, are to approve, as is 
required by the organic act that was granted to the Territory 
of Hawaii, a license that is issued to a certain company for 
providing light and power. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand that, but I think when the 
House is asked to approve an act of the Legislature of Hawaii 
the report ought to contain the text of the act. I do not think 
that is an unreasonable request. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I might suggest to the gentleman from 
New York and to the gentleman from Hawaii that I think I 
have some responsibility for the failure of this bill to carry the 
Hawaiian act, because on a previous occasion I made a protest 
against encumbering our statutes with those very long acts, 
but it would seem that the report itself might very well con- 
tain it. The reason the former report did not was because in 
the former case the bill did carry the act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Let me suggest that the 
committee held hearings, which are on file in the committee. 
The committee went into it very carefully, and we are satisfied 
that the franchises to be granted are proper. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. The gentleman and his committee have 
made an examination of this? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I shall not object now, but I think it is 
only reasonable to request that the act itself be printed in the 


| bill or in the report. 


Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. I will note that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That act No. 24 of the Session Laws of 1927 
of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to authorize and provide 
for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and supply of electric 


island and county of Kauai,” passed by the Legislature of the Territory 
of Hawaii and approved by the Governor of the Territory ef Hawaii on 
March 26, 1927, is hereby approved: Provided, That the authority in 
section 16 of said act for the amending, or repeal of said act shall not 
be held to authorize such action by the Legislature of Hawaii except 
upon approval by Congress in accordance with the organic act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R, 84) to approve act 25 of the Session Laws of 1927 of the 








1928 


Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to authorize and provide 
for the manufacture, maintenanee, distribution, and supply of 
electric current for light and power within Waimea and Kekaha, 
in the district of Waimea, on the island and in the county of 
Kauai, Territory of Hawaii.” 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows, 


Be it enacted, etc., That act No. 25 of the Session Laws of 1927 of 
the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to authorize and provide for 
the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and supply of electric cur 
rent for light and power within Waimea and Kekaba, in the district 
of Waimea, on the island and in the county of Kauai, Territory of 
Hawaii,” passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii and 
approved by the Governor of the Territory of Hawaii on March 26, 
1927, is hereby approved: Provided, That the authority in section 15 
of said act for the amending or repeal of said act shall not be held to 
authorize such action by the Legislature of Hawaii except upon approval 
by Congress in accordance with the organic act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 


ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 340) to authorize the ineorporated town of Anchorage, 
Alaska, to issue bonds for the construction and equipment of 
an additional school building, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, 
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per cent per annum, payable semiannually, and shall not be sold for less 
than their par value with accrued interest and shall be in such denomi- 
nations as the common council of said town may designate, but not 
exceeding $1,000 each, the principal to be due in 10 years from date 
thereof: Provided, however, That the common council of the said town 
of Anchorage may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their 
numerical order at the rate of $10,000 or less thereof per annum from 
and after the expiration of four years from their date. Principal and 
interest shall be payable in lawful money of the United States of Amer- 
ica at the office of the town treasurer, town of Anchorage, Alaska, or 
at such other place as may be designated by the common council of the 
town of Anchorage, the place of payment to be mentioned in said bonds: 
And provided further, That each and every such bond shall have the 
written signature of the mayor and clerk of said town of Anchorage 
and also bear the seal of said town. 

Sec. 5. That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said bonds 
shall be used for any purpose other than that specified in this act, 


Said bonds shall be sold only in such amounts as the common council 


for the purpose of asking the gentleman from Alaska a ques- | 


tion. I notice that this town has a population of only 1,856 


people. This is to provide a bond issue of $100,000, with which | 


to build an additional school building. About how many chil- 
dren are there in this town of 1,856 people? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My impression is that to-day there are 
about 400 school children. 


Mr. BLANTON. They already have some building, because | 


this bill provides for an additional building. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. ‘The present building is a dilapidated 
building. The people there do not think it is all that is required 
for the present attendance, and they have an overflow of 
scholars, 

Mr. BLANTON. TI shall not object to them bonding them- 
selves, but it occurs to me they are going pretty rapidly out 
there for a small town. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Let me inform the gentle 
man that the people of the little city of Anchorage are trying 
to catch up with the enormous program laid out by the Federal 
Government when they sought to make it a Federal city there 
about 10 or 15 years ago. 

Mr. BLANTON. Due to the fact that if I should get to go 
out there some day in the far future with my friend from Michi- 


shall direct, and the proceeds thereof shall be disbursed by the treasurer 
of said town under the limitations hereinbefore imposed and under the 
direction of said common council from time to time as the same may be 
required for the purposes aforesaid. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alaska 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendmeni offered by Mr. SCTHERLAND: On page 1, line 6, after the 
word “town,” insert: “ Provided, however, That no issne of bonds or 
other instruments of any such indebtedness shall be made, other than 
such bonds or other instruments of indebtedness in serial form, matur- 
ing in substantially equa) annual installments, the first installment to 
mature not later than 5 years from the date of the issue of such series, 
and the last installment not later than 30 years from the date of such 


issue.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENT OF HAWAIIAN ORGANIC ACT 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (FH. 
R. 5575) to amend the Hawaiian organic act, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 83 of the Hawaiian organic act, as 


| amended, is amended by adding at the end thereof a new paragraph to 


read as follows: 
“ Hereafter no person shall be disqualified for service as a juror or 
grand juror by reason of sex, but the provisions of the law relating to 


| the qualifications of jurors and grand jurors and exemptions from jury 


gan [Mr. Cramron], I shall expect my friend from Aliuska to | 
serve us with the same wild turkey, venison steak, and bear 


meat that our friend from Michigan gets elsewhere, we will let 
it go by. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the incorporated town of Anchorage, Alaska, 
is hereby authorized and empowered to issue bonds in any sum not to 
exceed $100,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping an addi 
tional school building in said town. 

Sec. 2. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election shall 
be ordered by the common council of the town of Anchorage, at which 
election the question whether such bonds shall be issued shall be sub- 
mitted to the qualified electors of said town of Anchorage. Thirty days’ 
notice of any such election shall be given by publication thereof in a 
newspaper printed and published and of general circulation in said town 
before the day fixed for such election. 

Sec. 3. That the registration for such election, the manner of con- 
ducting the same, and the canvass of the returns of said election shall 
be, as nearly as practicable, in accordance with the requirements of law 
in general or special elections in said municipality, and said bonds shall 
be issued only upon the condition that a majority of 65 per cent of the 
votes cast at such election in said town shall be in favor of issuing said 
bonds, 

Sc. 4. That the bonds above specified, when authorized to be issued 
as hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 6 


duty shall in all cases apply to women as well as to men, but such 
service shall not be compulsory upon any woman.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the bill by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


SCHOOL BONDS OF SEWARD, ALASKA 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (HL. 
R. 7367) to authorize the incorporated town of Seward, Alaska, 
to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding $50,000 for the purpose 
of constructing and equipping a public-school building in the 
town of Seward, Alaska. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I will explain that these 
two amendments simply provide a uniform system of redemp- 
tion of the bonds. It is the phraseology that was placed in 
the bonding bills of last session while they were in the Senate. 

Mr. BLANTON. The particular point I want to eall the 
gentleman’s attention to is that this is a village of only 850 
people. How many school children are in it? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not know just the number of 
school children, but this is a town of considerable importance. 
I have given the census of 1920, but there is a larger popula- 
tion in Seward than that. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not stand in the gentleman’s way, 
but it does look as if they are bonding themselves pretty fast 
up there. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. 


“ase for school buildings. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete.,, That the incorporated town of Seward, Alaska, 
is hereby authorized and empowered to issue bonds in any sum not 
exceeding $50,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a 
publi hool ding in the town of Seward, Alaska. 

Sec. 2. That before said bonds shall be issued a special election 

li be ordered by the common council of the said town of Seward, 
at which election the question of whether such bonds shall be issued 
8 bmitted to the qualified electors of said town of Seward 
wh nar pear on the last assessment roll of said town for 
I | t rhirty days’ notice of such election shall be given 
by p i ion thereof In a newspaper printed and published and of 
general circulation in said town before the day fixed for such election. 

St ‘I t the registration for such election, the manner of con- 
duc gx the me, and the canvass of the returns of said election shall 
by i ‘ as practicable, in accordance with the requirements of 
law in general or special elections In said municipality, and said bonds 

ei d only upon condition that a majority of 65 per cent of 
the votes cast at such election in said town shall be in favor of issuing 
said bonds 

s 9 the bonds above specified, when authorized to be 
Issued as hereinbefore provided, shall bear interest at a rate to be 
fixed by the common council of Seward, not to exceed 7 per cent per 
annum, payable semiannually, and shall not be sold for less than their 
par value, with accrued interest, and shall be in denominitions not 
exceeding $1,000 each, the principal to be due in 20 years from date 
thereof Provided, however, That the common council of the said 
town of Seward may reserve the right to pay off such bonds in their 
numerical order at the rate of $4,000 thereof per annum from and 
ft the expiration of five years from their date. Principal and inter 
est shall be payable in lawful money of the United States of America 
at the offi of the town treasurer or at snch bank in the city of 
New York, in the State of New York, or such place as may be desig- 
nated by the common council of the town of Seward, the place of pay- 
ment t mentioned in the bonds: Provided further, ‘That each and 
every nd shall have the written signature of the mayor and clerk 
of said town of Seward and also bear the seal of said town. 

Sec. 5. That no part of the funds arising from the sale of said 
bonds shall be used for any purpose other than specified in this act. 
Said bonds shall be sold only ia such amounts as the common council 
shall direct, and t proceeds chereof shall be disbursed for the pur- 
poses hereinbefore mentioned and under the order and direction of 
said common council from time to time as the same may be required for 
said pu poses 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SuTHERLAND: On page 1, line 6, after 
the word “Alaska insert “Provided, however, That no issue of bonds 
or other instruments of any such indebtedness shall be made, other 
than such bonds or other instruments of indebtedness in serial form, 
maturing in substantially equal annual installments, the first install 
ment to mature not liter than 5 years from the date of the issue of 
such series and the last installment not Inter than 30 years from the 
date of such Issue.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table, 
CONSTRUCTION AT FORT BENNING, 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 


GA, 


7478) to authorize appropriations for construction at military 
posts, and for other purposes. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKDR pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA and Mr. BLANTON reserved the right to 
obje t. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to ask if the $200,000 is over and 
above the $180,000 carried in the deficiency bill? 

Mr. JAMES. We authorized $180,000 last year, which was 


earried in the deficiency bill. We authorized a total of about 
$700,000 for barracks and afier the contract was let there was 
a surplus of $200,000, They need $200,000 more for an addition 
to the hospital and this simply authorizes a transfer of appro- 
oriations from the appropriation for barracks so that the money 
can be used for hospital purposes. There is no money involved 
at all. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is what I thought. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
It has not been long since we passed legislation at the instance 
of the War Department which turned over to it, it 
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as iid, 
$20,000,000 for new construction. I predicted then they would 
be coming back here with bill after bill for exira money. You 


will remember that just a few days ago, comparatively, Genera} 


Summerall said they needed new barracks in the United State 


for the Army, and he was summoned across the United Stat: 
as a punishment by the President of the United States f 
making that statement. I do not think this bill ought to con 
up under unanimous consent under such circumstances. W 
ought to wait and see what the President is going to do with 
General Summerall before we pass it, and I object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman withhold his objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. If my friend wants to defend the President 


in punishing General Summerall, I will reserve my objection 
for that purpose. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I want to state to the gentleman that t 
bill has nothing to do with the President or with General S 
merall. There was an appropriation heretofore made for the 
construction of barracks at Fort Benning. Only $300,000 of the 
amount was actually used fer barracks, and the purpose of this 
bill is simply to transfer it from the barracks fund in order to 
construct additional wings to the hospital, which construction is 
very badly needed there. There is no additional charge on the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BLANTON. 


AMENDING 


his 


um 


For the present, Mr. Speaker, I object. 


SECTION 7 OF PUBLIC ACT NO. 45 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R 
6094) to amend section 7 of public act No. 45, entitled “An act 
authorizing the use for permanent construction at military posts 
of the proceeds from the sale of surplus War Department real 
property, and authorizing the sale of certain military reserva 
tions, and for other purposes.” 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the second proviso of section 7 of public act 
No, 45 entitled “An act authorizing the use ent 
at military posts of the proceeds from the sale of surpius War Depart 
ment real property, and authorizing the saie of certain military reserva 
tions, and for other purposes,” be, and the same hereby, 
as to authorize the Secretary of War to grant to the 
Louisiana a period of four years for the purpose of exercising the State's 
the purchase of Jackson Barracks. 


for perman construction 


amended 


State of 


is 


£0 


option in 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend section 7 of publ 
act No. 45, Sixty-ninth Congress, entitled ‘An act authorizing the use 
for permanent construction at military posts of the proceeds from the 


sale of surplus War Department rea! property, and authorizing the 
sale of certain military reservations, and for other purposes.’’ 

With the following committee amendmenis: 

Page 1, line 3, strike out “ Public Act No. 45” and insert in lieu 


thereof “An act”; on page 2, line 4, after the word “ purposes,” insert 


in parentheses the words “ Forty-fourth United States Statutes, page 
203”; and after the parenthesis “approved March 12, 1926"; and in 
line 7 strike out the word “ four” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“six”; and amend the title. 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The title was amended. 


TRANSFER OF THE TESTING PLANT OF THE AIR CORPS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill CH. R. 
7008) to authorize appropriations for the completion of the 
transfer of the experimental and testing plant of the Air Corps 
to a permanent site at Wright Field, Dayton, Ohio, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there object 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, this bill ap- 
propriates $1,200,000 and it ought to come up with the regular 
Military Affaits Committee bills on its Calendar Wednesday. I 


object. 


ion? 


BOARD OF VISITORS UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill CH. R. 
8105) to provide for the membership of the Board of Visitors 
United States Military Academy, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 








1928 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
There was no objection 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re 


Is there objection? 


it enacted, etc., That hereafter the Board of Visitors to the Ut 1 


States Military Academy shall consist of five members of the Committ 
on Miltary Affairs of Senate, seven members of the Commit 
Military Affairs of the He » of Represer 3 d @ members 
the Committe n Aj tions of the House of R ives, t 
be appointed by the r tive Lair n th he n s 8 
appointed shall visit the United States Military Academy at on 
annually at such time times as the chairmen of 1 cou t 
shall appoint, and t members from each of said n ees s 
said academy together o1 patately as the respective chairmen of sa 
committees may elect; and the superintendent of th idemy and th 
members of the Board of Visitors shall be notified of such date t 
chairmen of the said committees: Provided, That members chosen by 
the respective chairmen of the said committees who have been ré ed 
to the Senate or House of Representatives may continue to ser as 
members of the Board of Visitors and visit the United States Mili y 


Academy, notwithstanding the expiration of Congress 


I of 


the members the board shall be their act ! expenses W e engaged 
upon their duties as members of said board 1 their tual ex SCS « 
travel, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT 


OF IOWA 


COURT OF SOUTHERN DISTRICT 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (1H. R 
6057) to authorize the President of the Unf#ted States to appoin 
an additional judge of the District Court of the United States 
for the Southern District of the State of Iowa. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, we have a 
law whereby one Federal district judge may be transferred to 
another district, even if another State, and if you will get tl 
record which, shows the condition of the docket in different 
States—for instance, in New Mexico and several other States I 
could name you will find some Federal judges with very little 
to do, very little business to transact, and they could be trans 
ferred to this district in Iowa and help clean up the docket 

Mr. DYER. Let me say to the gentleman the district jude 
from New Mexico to whom he has referred sitting in thé 
United States court of appeals and giving his whole time to that 
court 

Mr. BLANTON. In the last session of Congre 
whole bunch of new judges. If the gentleman 


i¢ 


Is 


3S we created a 
will investigs 


is 
and see how high the sun is when they open court and how 
high it still is when they close it he will see that they could get 


busier and do more work. 


Mr. DYER. This bill was reported to the last House in the 


last session of Congress. 
Mr. BLANTON. I hate to object to a bill introduced by the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, but I have to 


do it. However, I will reserve the objection for the 
if he wants to make a statement. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Surely 
does not want the conditions to 
Iowa. If anybody wants to get a case put over he has not th 
slightest trouble in getting it done, for the judge comes there, 
has only a short time, and gets away as soon as he can, so that 
there is a practical denial of justice. Cases run along th 
for a couple of years. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is the fault of the judge. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If there was a judge that belonged 
in the district, there would be no trouble in getting cases tried. 

Mr. BLANTON. I notice a short time ago where a 
judge, and he is a fine one, although he is a Republican, Wil- 
liam H. Atwell, went all the way across the continent to New 
York to hold court, and he held it for quite a while. It 
that the condition of his docket was such that he could cross 
the United States at the expense of the people, because his 
expenses were paid, and help clean up the docket in another 


present 


the gentleman from Texa 


prevail that now prevail in 
ca 


e 


‘re 


Texas 


shows 


State. He also gets a per diem when absent from home. 
Now, the Judiciary Committee will have a day pretty soon, 
and the gentleman can bring up his bill at that time. 


This condition has been in existence 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 


for over two years. 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to say to my friend that in my 
district, where I held court for eight years, there are ‘now 


six judges doing the work that I used to do there. The legis- 


LXIX——98 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


} lature and Congress can Keep on 


time, 


| 


1549 


judges because 
sition. 


. =! v } , 
creating thes 


here is always some fellow that wants the px 


Mr. DYER. If the gentleman will permit me, there is no 
judge in that district now whe is able to hold court. The sitting 
judge is absolutely incapacitated on a int of physical con 
itions 

Mr. BLANTON. Why doesn’t he ret 

Mr. DYER. He will as soon as ! He h rot reached 
the age of retirement yet 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennesse And t is \ t om- 
el him to retire 

Mr. DYER. This does not provide for an iditi il judg 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I am always willins to hear 
from my party leader, the gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. Ga 
ET He | is 1 me to withdraw my obj ion, and if he is 
willing to take that responsibility I shall withdraw my ob 

ection 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
is the congestion in this district due to the excessive number 
of cases with reference to violations of the prohibition act 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh, there are ea of that kind; but 
there are also cases against railroad ce nies and corpora- 

ms that we can not get tried. 

Mr. DYER. There is no judge in the district who can hold 
court, because he is ill This is to provide a judge for that 
district to take his place. He will retire as soon as he reaches 
the age limit and there will be no additional judge appointed. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Taking into consideration the present con- 
dition of the calendar, if a man should be arrested for violating 


the national prohibition act to-day. how long would it be before 

s cuse would be reached for consideration ? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I can not inform the gentleman about 
ihat. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I would like to know in what shape that 
calendar is 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There is a large number of cases on 


and some of them have been the 
ind they can not be disposed of. 


the docket now, for two years, 


Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that I 
believe in the enforcement of all laws, and also that a strict 
enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead 
Act will bring about a change of opinion in Iowa asking for a 
modification of it, I shall withdraw my objection 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute for the House bill the Senate bill 773, of similar title 
ind text, and to pass the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to substitute the Senate bill and consider it in 
lieu of the House bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Is that identical with the House bill? 

Mr. DYER. It is identical. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, is hereby authorized to 
ppoint an additional judge of the District Court of the United States 
for the Southern District of Iowa, who shall reside in said district and 
hall possess the same qualifications and have the same powers and 
jurisdiction and receive the same compensation and allowances as the 
present judge of said district 

Sec. 2. When a vacancy shall occur in the office of the existing dis- 
trict judge for said district such vacancy shall not be filled unless au- 
thorized by the Congress. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect upon its approval by the 
President. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 


third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
A similar House bill (i 
CONSTRUCTION 


The business the Calendar was the 
(H. R. to authorize appropriations for construction 
military posts, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. 
this bill authorizes an 


6057) was laid on the table. 


R 


AT MILITARY 


POSTS 
Consent 


bill 
at 


next on 


709 ) 


Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
appropriation of $4,283,716. All of its 








1550 


items are probably meritorious, but I think such a bill of such 
treat importance should come up on the regular Military Affairs 
Committee day, on its Calendar Wednesday, and I object. 

The SPEAKNR. ‘The gentieman from Texas objects. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE CHAMPLAIN 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was House joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 104) granting consent of Congress to an 
agreement or compact entered into between the State of New 
York and the State of Vermont for the creation of the Lak« 
Champlain Bridge Commission, and to construct, maintain, and 
operate a highway bridge across Lake Champlain. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a unanimous-con- 
sent request with respect to the reading of the joint resolution. 
The only part that is up for consideration by the House is that 
2, which gives au- 


purt on page 1 and down to line 12 on page 2, 
thority to the States ef New York and Vermont to construct 


this bridge. 

The remainder of the resolution consists of articles of agree- 
ment between the States of Vermont and New York. I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of the agreement may be 
dispensed with, though printed in the REecorp, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentieman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous copsent that the reading of the joint resolution may be 
confined to the portion he refers to, and that the whole of it 
mimay be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the portion referred to, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a question of the 
gentleman from New York. Is it customary in granting such 
approval as this to print the full text of the agreement, thus 
lumbering up our statutes with 10 pages of small detail? 

Mr. SNELL. I think the gentieman from Illinois [Mr, DrEnt- 
is more able to answer that question than anyone else. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan 
is of course familiar with the provision in our Constitution 
which expressly prohibits aby contract or covenant being en- 
tered into between two States without the consent of Congress. 
When we grant our consent we have to set out the agreement 
agreed to, 

Mr. CRAMTON. That answers the question. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I have looked up the prece 
dents in this matter and I find that in some cases we have 
printed the agreement and in some cases we have not. 

Mr. BLANTON. But is not the best practice usually 
print the agreement in full? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes. 


RON 


to 


The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the consent of the Congress of the United 
States be, and it is hereby, given to the States of New York and Ver 
mont to enter Into the agreement or compact executed by the commis- 


sioners duly appointed on the part of the State of New York and com- 
miss ippointed on the part of the State of Vermont for the 
creation of the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission, pursuant to author- 
ity of chapter 321 of the Laws of 1927 of the State of New York, and 
the authority of Act No. 139 of the acts and resolutions passed by the 
General Assembly of the State of Vermont at the biennial session, 1927, 
and each and every part and article thereof be, and the same ts hereby, 
ratified, approved, and confirmed: Provided, That nothing therein con- 
tained shall be construed as impairing or in any manner affecting any 
right or jurisdiction of the United States im and over the region which 
forms the subject of said agreement; which agreement is in words and 
figures as follows: 

Now, therefore, the said States of New York and Vermont do hereby 


ioners duly 


moter into the following agreement, to wit: 
ARTICLE I 
The two States do agree that there shall be created the Lake Cham- 


plain Bridge Commission, which shall be a body corporate and politic, 
having the powers and jurisdiction hereinafter enumerated, and such 
other and additional powers as shall be conferred upon it by the legisla- 
ture of either State, concurred in by the legislature of the other State, 
er by act or acts of Congress, as hereinafter provided, 


ARTICLE II 


The Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shal) consist of six commis- 
@ioners, three of whom shall be resident voters from the State of New 
York and residents of a county of New York adjoining Lake Champlain, 
and three of whom shall be residents of the State of Vermont. The New 
York members shall be chosen by the State of New York and the Ver- 
mont members shall be chosen by the State of Vermont, in the manner 
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and for the terms fixed and determined from time te time by the legisia- 
ture of each State, respectively. Each may be removed 
or suspended from office as provided by the law of the State for which 
he shall be appointed. 


commissioner 


ARTICLE ITT 

The said commissioners shall, for the purpose of doing business, con« 

stitute a board and may adopt suitable by-laws for its management, 
ARTICLE IV 

The Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall constitute a body, both 
corporate and politic, with full power and authority to purchase, con- 
struct, own, maintain, and operate a highway bridge, including ap- 
proaches, across Lake Champlain between the State of New York and the 
State of Vermont, and to make charges for the use thereof, and for any 
of such purposes to purchase, take, own, hold, and operate real or per- 
sonal property, to borrow money, and secure the same by bonds or by 
mortgages upon any property held or acquired by it. 

The members of the commission shail each receive as compensation for 
their services the sum of $10 a day for each day's service performed 
and in addition, all necessary expenses incurred in the performance of 
their duties, to be paid from the funds of the said Lake Champlain 
Bridge Commission. 

ARTICLE V 

The Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall have such additional 
powers and duties ag may hereafter be delegated to or imposed upon it 
from time to time by the action of the legislature of either State, 
curred in by the legislature of the other. Unless and until otherwise pro- 
vided, it shall make an annual report to the governor of each State, 
setting forth in detail the operations and transactions conducted by it 
pursuant to this agreement, and any legislation thereunder, and which 
said report shali be submitted by the governor to the respective legis- 
latures. 

The J.akée Champlain Bridge Commission shall not pledge the credit of 
either State, except by and with the authority of the legishature thereof. 


cCon- 


ARTICLE YI 

Bach member of the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission, before enter- 
ing upon his duties, shall take and subscribe the constitutional oath of 
office, which oath shall be filed in the office of the secretary of state of 
the State from which said commissioner is appointed. 

The Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall elect from its number a 
chairman and a vice chairman, and may appoint a secretary and treas- 
urer, who need not be members of the commission, and such employees 
as it may require in the performance of its duties, and shall fix and 
determine their qualifications, duties, and compensation. 

It shall adopt a scal and keep in well-bound books a record of ail its 
meetings and proceedings, certificates, contracts, surety bonds, and cor- 
porate accounts, and shall maintain a suitable office where its maps, 
plans, documents, records, and accounts shall be kept, subject to publie 
inspection at such times and under such regulations as the commission 
shall determine. 

ARTICLE VII 


Unless and until the revenues from operations conducted by the Lake 
Champlain Bridge Commission are adequate to meet all expenditures, 
the legislatures of the two States shall appropriate for the administra- 
tive expenses such sum or sums as shail be necessary and shall be recom- 
mended by the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission and approved by the 
governors of the two States in the following ratio, to wit: The State 
of New York shall appropriate 60 per cent thereof and the State of 
Vermont shall appropriate 40 per cent thereof. And unless and until 
otherwise determined by the action of the legislatures of the two States, 
the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall not incur any obligations 
for salaries, office, and other administrative expenses within the provi- 
sions of this article prior to the making of the appropriations by both 
States adequate to meet the same, 

ARTICLE VII 

Unless and until otherwise determined by the action of the legisla- 
tures of the two States, no action of the Lake Champlain Bridge Com- 
mission shali be binding unless taken at a meeting at which at least 
two members of each State are present, and unless four yotes are cast 
therefor, two from each State, 

ARTICLE Ix 


The Lake Champlain Bridge Commission is hereby authorized to make 
suitable rules and regulations for the control of traffic across the bridge 
herein provided for, not inconsistent with the Constitution of the United 
States or of either State, and subject to the exercise of the power of 
Congress which, when concurred in or authorized by the legislatures of 
both States, shall be binding and effective upon all persons and corpora- 
tions affected thereby. 

ARTICLE xX 

The two States shall provide penalties for violation of any order, 
rule, or regulation of the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission and for 
the manner of enforcing the same, 








- 1928 
ARTICLE XI 

The commissioners of the two States shall have the power to apply to 
the of the United department United 
States for consent and approval of this agreement, and the bridge to be 
constructed thereunder by the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission pur- 


Congress States or any of the 



























suant to law or in the absence of such consent of Congress or of such 
department of the Federal Government, and until the same shall have 
been secured, this agreement shall be binding upon the State of New 
York, when ratified by it id upon the State of Vermont, when ratified 
by it: Provided, how That such consent shall be obtained within 
three years from the date hereof 
ARTICLE XII 

The two States hereby agree that there shall be constructed a hig 
way bridge between the State of New York and the State of Vermont 
as speedily as possible between a point heretofore selected by the afore 
said joint legislative mmittee and commission at Crown Point, in the 
county of Essex, and in the State of New York, and a point so selected 
rear Chimney Point, in the town of Addison, in the State of Vermont 
Such bridge shall be built according to the plans and specifications of 
the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission, as approved by such duly con 
stituted Federal authority as by law may be required. The State of 
New York agrees to pay the entire cost of all highway approaches to 
said bridge in the State of New York, and the State of Vermont agrees 
to pay the entire cost of all highway approaches to said bridge in the 
State of Vermont. 

ARTICLE XIII 

If, for the construction of said | including approaches, it shall 
become necessary to acquire lands, or property, and the Lake 
Champlain Bridge Commission shall be unal to purchase the san 
upon terms which they dcem reasonable, then, and in such case, the 
Lake Champlain Bridge Commission may take, by right of eminent do 
main, lands, rights, property necessary for the proper construction 
of said bridge and approaches thereto. In the State of Vermont, for 
the taking of such lands, rights, and property, the said commission shall 
have the same rights, powers, and duties as are vested in the selectmen 
of towns for the taking of land for highway purposes, and the pro 
visions of chapter 191 of the General Laws of the State of Vermont 
with amendments thereto, are hereby made applicable to all proceedings 


hereunder, 

In the State of New York, if, 
the Lake Champlain Bridge 
venient to any real 
Champlain Bridge Commission 


for any of the purposes provided herelir 
Commission shall find it necessary or con- 

property in this State, then such Lake 
find determine that such real 
property is required for a public use, and upon such due determinat 
the said property sball be and shall be deemed to be required for such 
public use. Such real property may be acquired by 
gift or purchase or, in the event that such real property can not be 





acquire 
may and 


on 


such commission by 


acquired, it may be acquired under the provisions of the condemna 
tion law. 
If it shall be necessary fer the commission to set apart, out of any 


funds available therefor, any sum or sums to create a fund to be used 
for making compensation to owners of real property, or of any interest 
therein to be acquired for the purposes of this agreement, such fund 
shall be created within the State where such real property or interest 
therein is located, and shall not be used for any other purpose until 
such compensation bas been duly made according to the law of the State 
wherein such real property or interest therein is located. 
created shall be deposited with the custedian authorized by law to re- 
ceive and hold the same, 
ARTICLE XIV 

The State of New York agrees to provide and make available in the 
year 1927 the sum of $120,000 toward the cost of the construction of 
such bridge, aud the State of Vermont agrees to provide and make 
available in the year 1927 the sum of $80,000 toward the cost of the 
construction of such bridge. Such funds shall be available for all costs 
incidental to the construction of the said bridge, but no part of such 
fund shail be used by the commission except for expenses of preparing 
specifications until this agreement also be ratified by the Congress of 
the United States. 

No part of the said sum mentioned in this article shall be payable by 
either State unless the other State shall have made available to the 


Lake Champlain Bridge Commission the sum herein agreed to be made | 


payable, the intent hercof being that each State shall cause to be paid 
over or made available to the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission, at 
such time as may be necessary, the sum herein set forth as an advance 
to the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission by the respective States for 
use in the construction of said bridge. 

ARTICLE XV 


Upon the completion of the bridge, pursuant to this agreement, the 
Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall eause the boundary line be- 
tween the two States on said bridge to be appropriately marked and 
indicated. 
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ARTICLE X1 

All accounts of the Lake (C1! iin Bridge Commission shall be 
audited jointly by the comptroller of the Stat ff New York and the 
auditor of accounts of the Sta tf Veru i < of such 
audit shall accompany the ual rey 3 of said \ n I 
Commission 

ARTICI t 

The balance of the money r df t he nstruction. of the said 
bridge shall raised by the Lake Champlain I ve ¢ mtniss 1 oF i 
own obligations secured by the p u t yrop vy owned anid 
ommission and the revenues an ising out f ti is of the 
said bridge. As security for obligations so issued, and the moneys so 
ippropriated, such property and such reventies and tolls arising out of 
the use of the said bridge shall be pledged as h inaft provides ) 
he repayment of the entire issi of bonds and othe rities for the 

ustruction thereof, together with the interest and the repayment of 
the moneys paid over by the States, i ig the declared | of th 
States that the bridge, so far as the payment of bonds ther securities 
issued for the construction thereof, together with the repayment of th 
moneys advanced by the St shall in all S| ts be s wtaining 
ind the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall cha nid iintain 
revenues and tolls for the use of the said ge until all bonds and 
other securities issued for the construction thereof shall | ‘ vet 
ind until the moneys so as aforesaid advaneed by the States of New 
York and Vermont shall have been repaid, with interest at the rate of 
# per cent per annum, 

The obligation for moneys so raised by tl! Lake Champlain Br e 
Commission on its own obligations fo the constrt » of the rid 
bridge and purposes incidentai thereto shall constitute n on the 
roperty owned by tid commissior ma the eV ur 1 tolls the 
from, in a rdar with the terms upon which such mone er d 

ii any right claim of the States luding that a gz ‘ this 
g ment, shall be subordinated to such lier The Lake Champlain 
Bridge Commission shall, however, pay into the State treasury of each 
State annually out of the revenues and tolis from the bridge a sum 
equal to 4 per cent upon the unpaid balance of the amount actually 
advanced to the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission by each State 
hereunder as interest for that year, together with at least 2 per eent 
of the pr ipal of such advance, until the whole sum so advanced is 
repaid to the States, with accrued interest: Provided, That the Lake 
Champlain Bridge Commission shall not make such payments until it 
shall have accumulated a reserve fund, and only so long as and for the 
years in which it maintains such reserve fund equal to 10 per cent of 
its own obligations tssued in relation to or for the construction of suck 
bridge, over and above the sums required by the terms of such oblig 
tions to be set aside for amortization or a sinking fund, and unless in 
said year the tolls or revenues from the said bridge after the payment 
of all expenses for operation and maintenance are sufficient to satisfy 


the interest and other contractual requirements of said obligations: And 


provided further, That such payments shall not be made into the State 


treasury of either State unless there shall be available under the same 
conditions sufficient money to make payment on similar terms to the 
other State, and that if there exists such surplus revenue, but insuffi 
cient to make complete payment on such terms or conditions both to 
the States of New York and Vermont, then such surplus revenue shall 
be prorated in accordance with the respective unpaid balances of the 


advances made under the acts of the two States and such prorated sum 
shall be paid into the State treasury of each State in place and stead 
of the amount above provided, to be applied, first, upon interest accrued 
and unpaid, if any; second, upon the interest for the current year and 
the balance, if any, in reduction of the principal. 
ARTICLE XVIII 
The 
and it 


States of New York and Vermont do hereby pledge themselves, 
is hereby agreed with those subscribing to the obligations issued 
by the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission for the construction of such 
bridge and incidental purposes, that the States will not authorize the 
construction or maintenance of any other highway crossing for vehicular 
traffic over Lake Champlain between the two States in competition 
with the said bridge, nor will it limit or alter the rights vested in the 
Lake Champlain Bridge Commission to establish and levy such charges 
and tolls it may deem convenient and necessary to produce sufficient 
reyenue to meet the expenses of maintenance and operation and to ful 
fill the terms of the obligations assumed by ft in relation to such bridge 
until the said obligations, together with interest thereon, are fully met 
and discharged: Provided, That such crossings shati be considered as 
competitive with such bridge only if they shali form a highway con- 
nection for vehicular traffic between the two States across Lake Cham- 
plain within a distance of 25 miles from such bridge. The provisions 
ot this article, when approved by the two States, shall constitute an 
agreement between the two States for the benefit of 


those lending 


money to the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission for the construction 
of such bridge, and the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission may include 
in the bonds or other evidences of its obligations issued by it for the 
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the {4 bridge, or incidental such part of 


il seem proper as evidence of the foregoing agree- 
States with the of the sald bonds or 


purposes 
this 


ment 


agreement @€8 sh 


made by the two holders 


other obligations 
ARTICLE XIX 
State agree that the 
rized be by contract to 
The La 


the 


construction of the said bridge herein 
be executed as follows: 

ke Champlain Bridge Commission shall advertise for proposals 
for construction of such bridge ac to the plans, ifica- 


ording spe: 


tions, and estimate approved by it therefor. 
limited description of the done, 
stating where the specifications, 
the terms and conditions under which proposals 
time and place where the same shall be opened, 


Lake ¢ 


to a brief work proposed to be 


“an announcement maps, plans, 


esiimate Inay be seen, 


will } eceived, the 
rs as the 
therein, 
lished at lea n each week 
Champlain 


the 


and such other matte 


Such be 


in 


advertisement shall 
for two successive weeks 
Bridge 
sum for which the work will 
include to be charged for each 
The Lake Champlain Commis- 
forms for such 
sealed, and may 
ich shall not be inconsistent 
there shall be a draft certified 


nt f the g 


deem advisabl include pub- 
such 
bewspapers ¢ sake 


Kach proposal all 
performer 


specily gross 


be shall also the amount 
the ¢ 
be and 


which shall be 


item Bp Bridge 
the submission of 
the manner 

herewith. 


check 


Stimate, 


si0n May preser furnish pro- 


posal of sub- 
Accom 


for 3 


prescribe 


mitting the same, wi 


panying ea roposal or 


per cen ross 


The advertisement shall be | 
with | 
and | 


‘hamplain Bridge Commission may | 


Commission may designate. | 


num bid, which check, in case such | 


pro os act d, shall be retained by the Lake Champlain Bridge | 


Commissio: » contraet and the bond hereinafter provided for 
executed, whereupon such check shall be returned 
the bidder to whom the contract shall be awarded 
such 
check 
orfeited to the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission. 
shall be subject at all reasonable 
the time of opening shall 
such a manner as to 


rt ed 


proposal nen 
publi 


opened, times to 


inspection, and at 
and 


items of the 


conspicuously posted in indicate the srveral 


proposal 
The contract for the construction of such bridge shall be awarded to 
lowest responsi except 


required 


the ble bidder, 


at a greater sum than that in the estimate made for such 


construction in accordance with the plans and specifications as approved. | 


The lowest bid shall be deemed to be that which specifically states the 
lowest gross sum for which the entire work will be performed, including 
all the items specified in the estimate therefor. 

If no proposal otherwise acceptable is made within the esttmate ac- 
companying the plans and specifications, the Lake Champlain Bridge 
Commission may cause the estimate to be amended, 

The Lake Champlain Bridge Commission may reject any or al! pro- 
posals, and may advertise for new proposals ag above provided, if, in 
their opinion, the best interests of the States will thereby be promoted. 

rhe Lake Champlain Bridge Commission shall prescribe the form 
of contracts and may tinciude therein such matters as they may deem 
advantageous to the States, 

The contractor, before entering into a contract for such construction, 
shall execute a bond in the form prescribed by the Lake Champlain 
Bridge Commission, with sufficient to be approved by. the 
Lake Champlain Bridge Commission, conditioned that he will perform 
the work accordance with the terms the contract and with the 
plans and specifications, and that he will commence and complete the 
work within the time prescribed in the contract. 

The bond shall also provide against any direct or indirect damages 
that shall be suff claimed on account of such construction during 
the time thereof and until such bridge is accepted. 

rhe may provide for partial payment to an amount not ex- 
ceeding 90 per cent of the vaiue of the work done, Ten per cent of the 
bond approved by the Lake Champlain Bridge 
given, sball be retained until the entire work been 
pted. 
contingencies arising during the prosecution of the work shall 
for to the 
mission as pray be agreed upon in the original or by 4 supple- 
mental contract executed by the commission; the amount to be 
expended shall not exceed the original estimate, unless such estimate 
shall have been duly amended by the commission. If a supplemental 
contract be executed by the Lake Champlain Bridge Commission for the 
performance ef work or furnishing of material not provided for in the 
original contract, the amount to be charged thereunder for any such 
1 shall net exceed the rate fer which similar work or 
was agreed to be performed or furnished under the original 
bid upon which the eontract was awarded. 


sureties, 


in 
in 


of 


ed o1 
contract 


eontract price, where a 


Commission i has 
completed and ac 

All 
be provided 


and 


work or materia 
material 


ARTICLE XX 


The conetruction, maintenance, and operation of said bridge is in all 
respects for the benefit of the people of the two States, for the increase 
of their and prosperity, and for the improvement of their 
health and Nving conditions, and the Lake Champlain Bridge Commis- 


commerce 


contract and bond, the money represented by | 
shall be regarded as liquidated damages, | 
The | 


be publicly read | 


that no contract shall be awarded | 
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sion shall be regarded as performing a governmental function in under- 
taking the said construction, maintenance, and operation, and in carry- 
ing out the provisions of law relating to the said bridge, and shall be 
required taxes or upon any of the property 
acquired by it for the construction, operation, and maintenance of such 
bridge, and the interest of either State in any tolls collected under this 
article shall be free from any State, county, municipal, or local taxation 
whatsoever in the other 
The obligations which may be issued by 
Commission for the construction of the bridge mentioned herein, 
idental theret all b from taxation and are to be legal 
rities in which all public officers and bodies of each State and of 
all ns, al 
savings 


to pay no assessments 


State. 


the Lake Champlain Bridge 


i exempt 


municipal subdivisions, insurance associatic ] 


savings banks 
tions, exect administrators, 
fiduciaries in each State 
within their control. 


and 
savings 


companies 
loan ass« 
and all 
invest the fur 


including 
guardians, 
may properly and 


and institutions, 


1tors, trustees, ott 


legally 
ARTICLE xXI 
It is the declared purpose of each of the 
bridge will eventually free bridge, 
that after the payment of all the obl 
against the bridge and the tolls and revenues thereof, and the State of 
New York and the State of Vermont shall have been fully repaid for 
any and all moneys that may have been advanced by them, together 
with all interest the Legislatures of the State of New York 
and the State of Vermont, subject to the approval of the governor of 
State, by concurrent legislation, shall provide the method 
procedure for the future operation, maintenance, and control of s: 
bridge. 

In witness whereof we have signed this compact or agreement by and 
under the authority of chapter S321 of the Laws of 1927 of the State 
of New York, and by and under the authority of Act 139 of the 
and resolutions passed by the General Assembly of the State of Vermont 
at the twenty-ninth biennial session, 1927, this 1lth day of May, 1927. 

As commissioners upon part of the State of New York: 

MORTIMER Y. FERRIS. 

HarkY E. OWEN. 

Roy Lockwoop, 

ALBERT OTTINGER, 
Attorney General of the State of New York, 


contracting parties that this 
and to that end it agreed 
gations which may be issued 


be a is 


thereon, 
each and 


id 


acts 


tha 
ual 


As commissioners upon the part of the State of Vermont: 
GEorGE Z. THOMPSON. 
WILLIAM R. WARNER, 
Cuas. HE. SCHOFF. 
J. WARD CARVER, 
Attorney General of the State of Vermont. 
In the presence of: 
ALFRED E. SMITH. 
Suc, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this resolution is hereby 
expressly reserved, 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed was laid on the table. 

COUNTY EXTENSION AGENTS IN FLOOD-STRICKEN FARM AREAS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the resolution 
(H. J. Res. 99) for the relief of flood-stricken farm areas in the 
United States, with special reference to aid in the employment of 
county extension agents. 

The title of the resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


| tion of the resolution? 


satisfaction of the Lake Champlain Bridge Com- | 


Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the right to object. The main, 
big question of flood relief is now before our special committee 
on that subject. I take it that they are going to cover this 
whole question from the national standpoint. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. They would not cover the ques- 
tion involved in this proposed measure. The Commitiee on 
Flood Control will, of course, deal only with preventives of 
floods. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee be- 
lieve that it will be better for the people of the United States 
generally and for the committee to consider all the question, 
the whole question, and not bring in these measures by piece- 
meal? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That committee would not 
have any jurisdiction of the matter involved here. There is no 
change of principle involved in any way in this measure. In 
other words, the Government is now doing what is proposed to 
be done in this bill except that it is not contributing in as 
great degree as it will, for a year’s time under this bill, to the 
work being done in the counties that were wholly or in part 
affected by the flood. It would apply only to the flooded region, 
and it is a rehabilitation measure pure and simple. Many 
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of the counties—fortunatel) 
but in many of the counties the entire county was flooded. 
local authorities have had to defer the taxes. 
unable to pay salaries that were due. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want the minority leader to remembe 
that I am in sympathy with flood relief, but my idea was that | 
the whole question ought to be determined and brought in in 


that was not true in my district— | 
The 
They have been | 


one piece of legislation. But in view of the gentleman's posi 
tion on the matter I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. They could not possibly in 
clude this. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The opportunity will be given for a scrutiny 
of the items when they come in if the gentleman will accept an 
amendment inserting the words “not more than.” 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that Senate bill 672 be substituted for the House reso 
Intion. It is in identical language with the House resolution 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani 


mous consent that the Senate bill 672 be substituted for the 
House resolution. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. G72) for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in the 
flood areas 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman | 
from New Jersey [Mr. Forr]| directs my attention to the fact 
that the Senate bill is not identical with the resolution as 
reported from the House. I thought it was. It is identical | 


with the print of the bill which I have, but the gentleman from | 
New Jersey directs my attention to the fact that the bill 
reported from the Committee on Agriculture broader than 
the Senate bill. I wonder if we could withdraw that bill for a 
moment and go ahead with the calendar while I confer further 
with the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. DENISON. It can be passed over. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. I ask unanimous con 
sent. Mr. Speaker, that it be passed over in its present stage 


as 


is 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the | 
gentleman from Tennessee ? ° 
There was no objection. | 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiil report the next bill. 
LIVE POULTRY | 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the resolution | 
(H. J. Res. 112) to amend the act of May 29, 1884, as amended, 
the act of February 2, 1903, and the act of March 3, 1905, as 
amended, to include poultry within their provisions. 

The title of the resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I 
at this time. 


ask unanimous consent that it 
I shall not object. 

Mr. LEA. Will the gentleman consent to passing it ovei 
temporarily to-day? There is an important reason why we 
should procure prompt action on this matter, I can assure the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution be passed over temporarily. | 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next one. 


APPEALS FROM 


zo over 


The next business on the Consent Calendar wus the bil! 
(H. R. 348) to amend section 128, subdivision (b), paragraph 1, 
of the Judicial Code, as amended February 13, 1925, relating to | 
appeals from district courts, 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| 
| 
DISTRICT COURTS | 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 128, subdivision (b), paragraph 1, of 
the Judicial Code, as amended February 138, 1925, be amended to read 


as follows: 

“ First. To review the interlocutory orders or decrees of the district 
courts, including the district courts of Alaska, Hawaii, V 
and Canal Zone, which are specified in section 129." 

Sec. 2. Section 1359 of the Compiled Laws of Alaska, 1915, 
repealed. 


irgin Islands, 


is hereby 
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The SPEAKER. The 


questo i Zrossil ind 
third reading of the bill 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed und read a tird time, 
was read the third time, and passed 
A motion to reconsider the vote wh lw passed 
was laid on the table 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill 
INDIANS ON THE WALKER RIVER RESERVATION, NEV 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. S281) to previde for the withdrawal of certain described 
lands in the State of Nevada for the use aud benetit of ft! 
Indians of the Walker River Reservation. 
The title of the bill was read 
The SPEAKERe® Is there objection’? 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this is another departmeu 
bill. It is prepared in the Indian Bureau and is sent to a con 


hi 


mittee member to be introduced and passed. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs will have two days on some Calendar Wednesda. 


soon, and then it can decide which of its bills it will take up 
and pass, and which is the most important For the present | 
shall object to the consideration of this bill 
Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman withhold his objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. Some others might object 


Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman withhold his objection 
just for this suggestion: In this cause the department in ques 
tion has the responsibility of administering public lands and 
also administering Indian affairs. ‘There is very little involved 


in value and it is not a bill of such great importance as some 
of the others. 
Mr. BLANTON. I will state that without my knowledge or 


consent I was drafted and placed on this Committee on 
Affairs. 
Mr. CRAMTON 


Indian 


I had overlooked that 


fact for the moment, 

Mr. BLANTON From the communications I have been re- 
ceiving for the last two weeks, I have not increased my conti 
dence in the administration bureau, and it has incited me to 


look into a good many of this department's affairs. To enable 
me to finish a survey I am making before these bills are passed, 
I want to hold them back for a little while 

Mr. CRAMTON. Of course, the gentleman understands, I 
think, that none of the protests he has received, however mis- 
guided those protests might have been, are against giving some 
thing to the Indians 


Mr. BLANTON. They have come, I think, from about a 
dozen States already, and whenever you see so much smoke 
there must be some fire somewhere, and the smoke is coming 
from various quarters, : 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield 

Mr. LEAVITT. The gentleman knows that in the Sixty- 
ninth Congress 5 per cent of the bills that were enacted into 
law came out of the Committee on Indian Affairs 

Mr. BLANTON. I know it is a very active committee and 
that it has a very active chairman and a very influential 


chairman, 

Mr. LEAVITT. It will not be able to do the things that are 
necessary for the protection of the Indians in two days on 
Calendar Wednesday. This is a bill that is intended entirely 
for the protection of the Indians, and the gentlemau from 
Michigan and myself have both visited that section. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to state to my friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that there is a band of 
Alabama Indians in Texas that have been hounded and starved 
from one State to another until they finally landed in my) 
years ago, and Sam Houston, the President of the first Republic 
of Texas. caused two sections of lind to be given to them by 
my State, and they have been starving to death ever since, 
and we have never been able to get this Indian Bureau to 
even recommend a thing for them except one little schoolhouse 


state 


Mr. CRAMTON In making that statement the gentlemin 
is in error, because each year the Indian Bureau has recom- 
mended: an appropriation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Of how much? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Of $8,000 or $10,000 annually, gut they 
are not wards of the Government. 

Mr. BLANTON. Why are they not wards of the Govern- 


ment? They are American Indians, and their ancestors were 
here before Columbus discovered America. 

Mr. CRAMTON. They are not restricted Indians 

Mr. BLANTON. Why are they not wards of this Govern- 
ment? Is it because Sam Houston felt sorry for them and 
gave them two sections of land in Texas? My friend onght 
to withdraw the statement that they are not wards of the 
Government. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 


Which statement? 
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not being wards of 


[554 


Mr. BLANTON 
the Government 

Mr. CRAMTON 
ment I have made 
trie 

Mr. BLANTON, If 
the time has 
that they be 
are American Indians, 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I must object. 
COUNTY EXTENSION AGENTS IN FLOOD-STRICKEN 

AREAS 


Indians 


About these 
Even if I withdrew the statement the state- 
represents the facts, and it would still be 


they are not wards of the Government 
come when the Indian Bureau ought to ask 
made wards of the Government, because they 


EMPLOYMENT Of 


M GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speake’, I ask that we 
may now return to the bill with respect to the rehabilitation of 
farm lands in the flood areas. IT have prepared certain amend- 
ments which will make the two bills conform. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That due to the emergency existing in the lower 
Mississippi Valley as a result of the flood of 1927, county funds avail- 


' 
able from 


xation are so impaired throughout the flood area that a 
ipport ef the normal constructive activities of these counties, 


‘employment of county extension agents in agriculture and 


continued 


including t! 


home economics, will be impossible. The Secretary of Agriculture ifs 
hereby authorized, in cooperation with the several States and local 
agencles within these States, to employ such county extension agents 
necessary to aid in quickly and adequately rehabilitating these flood- 


devastated farm areas. 


Sec. 2. That for the purpose of this act there Is hereby authorized to 
be appropriated, out of any money In the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum ef $500,000 for the employment of county extension 
agents, traveling, subsistence, and other necessary expenses, to be ex- 


Secretary of Agriculture under such rules and regulations 


pended by the 
as | the proper carrying out of the purposes of this 


as he may prescribe for 
act 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend- 
ment, in line 3, after the word “ existing,” strike out the words 
“in the lower Mississippi Valley” and insert the words “in 
various States.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Garnerr of Tennessee: On line 3, page 1 
of the Senate bill, strike out the words “in the lewer Mississippi Val- 

y”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “in various States.” 


offers an 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I offer a further 
amendment, in line 4 make the word “ flood” plural, so that it 
will read a result of the floods of 1927.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment Mr. 


“os 


offered by Garretr of Tennessee: In line 4 strike 


out the word “ flood” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ floods.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And on page 2, line 1, before 
the word “to,” insert the words “ continue or.” 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Garrett of Tennessee: Page 2, line 1, 
after the word “to,” insert the words “continue or,” so that the 
lipe will read “ with the several States and local agencies within these 


The Clerk 


Siates, to continue or employ.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And in line 6, page 1, the word 
“area” should be “ areas.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Garrerr of Tennessee: On page 1, line 6, 
strike out the word “ area” and insert the word “ areas.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, on page 2, line 3, after the 
word “appropriated,” I move to insert the words “not more 
than,” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan’ offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Cramron: Page 2, line 3, after the word 
“ appropriated,” insert the words “ not more than.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered te be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 
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A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


AMENDMENT OF CERTAIN ACTS TO INCLUDE POULTRY WITHIN THEIR 
PROVISIONS 

Mr. LEA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to Calendar No. 49, resolution (H. J. Res. 112) to amend the 
act of May 29, 1884, as amended, the act of February 2, 1903, 
and the act of March 3, 1905, as amended, to include poultry 
within their provisions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of ¢) 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Under an understanding had with the 
gentleman from California I shall not object to the considera- 
tion of this joint resolution at this time, pending a report 
from the Department of Agriculture of the State of New York. 
If this report should be adverse, then I shall present it to the 
Senate committee together with the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LEA. That is entirely agreeable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the act entitled “An act for the establishment of 
a Bureau of Animal Industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased 
cattle, and to provide means for the suppression and extirpation 
pleuropneumonia and other contagious among domestic ani 
mals,” approved May 29, 1884, as amended, the act entitled “An a 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to more effectually suppress and 
prevent the spread of contagious and infectious diseases of livestock, and 
for other purposes,” approved February 2, 1903, and the act entitled “An 
act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain 
quarantine districts, to permit and reguiate the movement of cattle 
and other livestock therefrom, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1905, as amended, are hereby further amended to include 
within their provisions live poultry, and wherever im the said act the 
term “ livestock ” is used it shall be followed by the words “ and/or live 
poultry”; and all the penalties, terms, and provisions in said acts, as 
amended, are hereby made applicable to live poultry. 


diseases 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
passed was laid on the table., 


WITHDRAWAL PAIUTE INDIANS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8282) to provide for the permanent withdrawal of certain lands 
bordering on and adjacent to Summit Lake, Nevy., for the Paiute, 
Shoshone, and other Indians. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conside1 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

TO RESERVE 120 ACRES FOR) KOOSHAREM BAND OF INDIANS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8292) to reserve 120 acres on the public domain for the use 
and benefit of the Koosharem Band of Indians residing in the 
vicinity of Keosharem, Utah. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BETWEEN GRAND FORKS, 
N. DAK., AND EAST GRAND FORKS, MINN. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
108) granting the consent of Congress to the States of North 
Dakota and Minnesota to construct, maintain, and Operate a 
bridge across the Red River of the North. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
in order to ask unanimous consent to speak for three minutes 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
gentleman from Montana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, three bills on the calendar 
having to do with Indian matters have just been objected to 
by a member of the committee who was not present at the con- 
sideration of these bills in the committee. 

The gentleman from Texas |Mr. BLanron], a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, has stated that he has heard 
from people in 12 States that they have found some wrong 
things being done by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and evi- 


OF CERTAIN LANDS FOR AND OTHER 


the request of the 
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dently is objecting to these bills because they are proposed by 
the bureau and the Secretary of the Interior. I will say to 
the gentleman from Texas that if he has made himself the 
willing recipient of all the ojections and complaints that are 
going to come from people pretending to speak for the dis- 
satisfied Indians, he has quite a job on his hands. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin |Mr. Frear| honestly undertook that rdéle 
in the last Congress and voluntarily resigned from the com- 
mittee, I think largely because he was deluged with so many 
letters and petitions that he wished to leave the committee. 

These three bills the gentleman from Texas opposes, in behalf 
of the committee it should be said, propose only to give the 
Indians protection necessary to enable them to establish and 
maintain their own homes. The white people have taken from 
the Indians practically the entire country, and it is here pro- 
posed through Congress to restore certain small areas for the 
development of agricultural activities. The gentleman from 
Texas objects because these bills come from the bureau. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs listened to the cause of the Indians 
in connection with these three bills, and we moved to report 
them out favorably with recommendation that they pass. I am 
taking the floor to make it plain that these bills, I know. are 
in the best interest of the Indians and can not be objected to 
consistently by anyone calling himself a friend of the Indians. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may have five minutes to answer the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I did not seek a place on the 
Indian Committee; I was put there. These bills to which I 
have objected were voted out by the committee on the first 
day the committee met, on its very first meeting. The com- 
mittee members were notified to be there at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
It so happened that on that particular day I had an important 
meeting of another subcommittee, embracing important  busi- 
ness to the people of the United States. I went to the first 
one ahd attended there for 30 minutes, until I could get things 
urranged where there would be nothing done that would 
menace the rights of the people of the United States. 

1 then went to my friend’s Indian Committee about 11 o'clock 
or shortly after, within 35 minutes after the committee was 
supposed to have met, and was told by him and also by his 
secretary that three bills had been ‘reported out favorably, and 
the committee had adjourned. I asked permission to be per- 
mitted if I saw fit to file minority reports after I examined 
them. The chairman said I would have the right in case I 
desired it. The committee could not have been together long 
enough to give very careful consideration of the three bills, 
because they were all reported in that short length of time. 

I want to tell my friend that I went to the next meeting 
of his Indian Committee, and there was a bill considered by the 
committee at that meeting to place a charge of $61 an acre on 
lands of the Indians in the State of New Mexico. My friend 
will remember that I asked the representative of the Indian 
Bureau, who was trying to push the matter through if the 
Indians had requested that this be done, and he said “ no.” 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yicld? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. The gentleman from Texas left the meeting 
before it concluded, and the gentleman evidently is not aware 
that that measure went over to the next meeting for further 
information. 

Mr. BLANTON. I left 15 minutes before the committee ad- 
journed, to come to the House to be present at its opening. I 
stayed there long enough to bring out the fact that the Indians 
had not asked for this bill that was to hamper their lands 
$61 per acre. It was white men who asked for it “in behalf 
of the Indians.” These white men were seeking to place a 
charge of $61 an acre on the poor Indians’ land when these 
Indians had not asked for it. 

I want to say that as long as I am on the gentleman’s 
Indian Committee when his bills are good he will find me with 
him, but when his bills are bad he is going to find me object- 
ing to them, and not in any superficial way but in a way that 
will stop them, if I can. These castigations which the gentle- 
man may seek to give me on the floor are not going to run me 
off the committee, as he indicated it did the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, because I am one fellow who does not run. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr.. LEAVITT. The’ gentleman from Texas does not call 
these three bills on the calendar bad bills? 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not yet finished my survey that the 
people have asked me to make, and as yet I can not tell. I 
have not reached a conclusion about them, but when I do, 
if I decide that they are bad, I am going to fight them. 


1555 


Mr. LEAVITT. This is not the Indian Bureau—— 

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman is here sponsoring it 
now. All three of these are department bills, prepared in the 
Indian Bureau. They were sent in by the Indian Bureau to 
members of the gentleman’s committee, to be introduced. The 
members did not prepare them. They are departmental bills 

Mr. LEAVITT. And is it not the duty of the Indian Bureau 
when it sees something that needs to be done to prepare the 
matter and send it to the Congress? 

Mr. BLANTON. If they should be good bills for the Indians: 
yes. The Indian Committee has its right to bring them up on 
Indian Committee day, on Calendar Wednesday. The gentle- 
man will find me probably then helping him to pass all good 
bills, but this is unanimous-consent day, when it is the duty 
of every Member of Congress, when he thinks a bill ought to 
be considered somewhere else, to get up in his representative 
capacity and object to it. This is where a man ought to fune- 


tion when he thinks a bill ought not to be passed at this time 
|} under unanimous consent. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the States of North Dakota and Minnesota to construct, maintain 
ind operate a bridge across the Red River of the North at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation between Grand Forks 
N. Dak., and East Grand Forks, Minn., in accordance with the pro 


| visions of an Act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 





bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906; and subject 
to the conditions and limitations contained in this act 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


With the following committee amendments: 

Page 1, line 5, after the article “a,” insert “ free.” 

Page 2, lines 1 and 2, strike out the semicolon and the words “and 
ubject to the conditions and limitations contained in this act.” 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY POSTS 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill 7009, to authorize appropriations for comstruc- 
tion at military posts, and for other purposes, with the amend- 
ments which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
not. to exceed $4,283,716, to be expended for the construction and 
installation at military posts of such technical buildings and utilities 
and appurtenances thereto as, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, 
may be necessary, as follows: 

Bolling Field, D. C., supply warehouse, $58,000; administration build 
ing, $42,000; Chanute Field, IIL, heating system in hangars, $5,620; 
Fort Crockett, Tex., machine shop and aero repair building, $19,860; 
dope and paint house and lean-to for boiler room, $10,775; Fort Sam 
Houston, Tex., macadamizing hangar line and construction of storm 
sewer and surface drainage for hangars, $5,858; Hawaiian Department 
(for the Air Corps). steel hangar, $59,500; addition to radio hut, 
$6,979 ; new primary flying field, San Antonio, Tex., hangars, $316,000 ; 


| hangars for airdrome gunnery and bombing range, $79,000; fleld shop, 


$81,000; field warehouse, $58,000; headquarters and operations build 
ings, $40,000; radio, parachute, and photographic buildings, $56,000; 
New Primary Flying School, San Antonio, Tes., barracks, $700,000; 
noncommissioned officers’ quarters, $156,000; and officers’ quarters, 
$1,020,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, 
when directed by the President, to accept on behalf of the United 
States, free from incumbrances and without cost to the United States, 
the title in fee simple, to such lands as he may deem necessary 

desirable, in the vicinity of San Antonio, Tex., approximately 2,400 
acres, as a site for an Army primary flying school and flying fleki: 
Provided further, That upon the acceptance of the lands as herein 
appropriated for the construction thereon of barracks and officers’ quar- 
ters and utilities and appurtenances thereto, such amounts as may 
have been appropriated or authorized for appropriation for barracks and 
officers’ quarters and utilities and appurtenances at Brooks Field and 
Kelly Field, Tex., pursuant to the authority contained in the acts 
approved February 25, 1927 (44 Stat. L. 1235), and March 3, 1927 
(44 Stat. L. 1390): Provided further, That upon the acceptance of 
the lands as herein provided the Secretary of War is hereby autkor- 
ized to prepare the ground and construct the necessary roadways 
and utilities at said primary flying school and flying field and to 
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to and reestablish thereon such buildings, utilities, and 
located at Brooks Field and Kelly Field, Tex., as 
to be necessary and desirable: And provided further, 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to sell, or 
under the provisions of the act of March 12, 1926, 

ts or parcels of comprising Brooks Field and 
Field, Tex., or any portion thereof, upon determination by him 
aid tracts or parcels are no longer needed for military purposes, 
and deliver in the name of the United States and in its 
other instruments neces 


then 
he may determine 
Phat the 

» be gold, 
real property 
Kelly 
hat 
nd to execute 
behalf any and all contracts, 


ary to effectuate 


conveyances, or 
such sale 
ing plant for hangar, $6,068; 
ncrete floors in 
Antonio, Tex., 
and engine 
hydrogen 


Middletown Air Depot, Middletown, Pa., 
warehouse, $58,597; San Antonio, 
rock asphalt apron for hangars, $7,316; 
repair and cleaning building, $6,861; 
gas holder, $49,500; Fairfield Air Depot, 
and oll tanks, $36,000; March Field, Calif., 
, photographic, and school buildings, $86,000; night-flying lighting 
Maxwell Field, Ala., hangar, $39,500; field shop, 
and operations buildings, $40,000; radio, para- 
buildings, $56,000; night-flying lighting system, 
Long Island, N. Y., hangars, $79,000; field 
eld warehouse, $38,000; beadquarters and operations 
$40,000 - and photographic buildings, 
$237,000; field shop, $81,000; 
headquarters $40,000; radio and parachute 
building ceiling and walling hangars, $3,264; Albrook Field, 
| Zone, construction of landing field, $400,000, 


Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BLANTON. I demand a second. I am against taking 
this bill up under suspension of the rules. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
‘ aL « tion y 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. JAmegs] 
is recognized for 20 minutes and the gentleman from Texas 
|Mr. BLANTON] will be recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina |[Mr. McSwarn]}. 

Mr. MCSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, this is the execution, so far as 
the personnel and equipment is concerned, of the five-year 
program that was entered into a little more than a vear ago 
for the Air Corps of the Anny. 
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The SPEAKER. 


personnel necessary to handle it, but incident to flying machines 
and the personnel comes the question of housing, housing for 
the personnel and housing for the machines. Therefore it was 
necessary that we should provide officers’ quarters for the 
officers of the Air Corps and barracks for the enlisted personne! 
of the Air Corps, and hangars in which to house the flying 
machines, and machine shops in which to repair them. There- 
fore, upon review of this entire building program contemplated 
here by this bill, the Members of the House will observe that 
nothing is undertaken to be taken care of here except as it is 
auxiliary te the Air Corps program that has already been 
deliberately outlined by the Congress, so that we are asking here 
for a total of about $4,200,000 with which to provide the quar- 
ters for the Air Corps and the equipment of the Air Corps. 
it is necessary if we are to have an Air Corps that this be pro- 
vided. It follows as certainly as that the stable follows the 
horse, that there must be a place to keep the equipment and 
the men. There is also in this bill the item of consolidating the 
primary tlying school at San Antonio, Tex. This is the largest 
single item in the bill. The climatic conditions there are 
peculiar for the learning of the art of aviation, and Kelly Field 
2nd Brooks Field are ultimately to be consolidated into one 
primary flying field. There is authorization in the amendment 
which was read by the reading clerk for the sale after the new 
buildings have been acquired and equipped of the two existing 
tielis under general law providing for the disposition of real 
estate belonging to the War Department, so that this is but 
carrying out a policy and program already definitely and pre- 
cisely outlined by the Congress. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. There is one amendment here that 
proposes $1,000,000 for officers’ quarters. Is that for the flying 
field ? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes: at the new primary flying school at 
San Antonio, Tex., the consolidated field. There will be 
$1,000,000 worth of quarters there, because the two fields are 
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to be consolidated, and the largest aggregation of teaching and 
student foree for this most powerful agency of modern science 
will all be assembled there near San Antonio, Tex. So that 
that item, like the other item—— 

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. WURZBACH. It is a fact, is it not, that the item pro- 
viding for a primary flying field at San Antonio not only 
passed the last Congress but passed the House of Representa- 


| tives without a dissenting vote and was reported by this com- 
and conveyance; Langley Field, Va., heat- | 


mittee at this session by a full committee, I think 17 members 
being present, and was unanimously reported by the committee? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. In other words, that amendment just 
offered here, having been reported twice by the committee, was 
passed by this House at the last session. It would 
passed the Senate but for the squeeze and jam which 
place in the Senate in the dying days of the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was first intro- 
ducéd by the War Department, by our friend from Michigan 
[Mr. JAMES], on December 12, 1927, it carried an authorization 
of $2,407,716. It is presumed that our friend introduced the 
bill just as the department wanted it at that time. setween 
that day, December 12, 1927, and the day that the committe: 
met, on December 21, 1927, something happened that caused 
our friend and his committee to raise this authorization by) 
about $2,000,000; because, instead of the bill now carrying 
$2,407,716, by amendment of the committee it now 
$4,283,716. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I understood that the gentleman’s criti- 
cism of the committee a little while ago was because they were 
following the recommendations of the department. Now, I 
understand that the gentleman is criticizing them because they 
are not following the recommendation of the department. 

Mr. BLANTON. They are. If the gentleman will look over 
this carefully he will see a good deal of sop in it, a good many 
handouts in it, a good many parcels of bacon in it. It 
been moved to suspend the rules and pass this bill. It can 
be amended in no particular. It must be accepted just as it is 
I am against passing important bills in this manner when we 
can not amend them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment. 
tleman later if he wants to speak. In the main, I am for the 
bill. But we should not pass it under suspension of rules, 
with only 20 minutes’ debate, and when we can not amend it in 
any particular. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does not the gentleman re- 
alize that aviation is a very fast matter and even the depart 
ment can not keep up with it? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I realize that aviation is the strong- 
est arm of our national defense. I am one of those who 
would give everything reasonable and necessary to equip our 
Nation with the strongest possible Air Corps that is necessary. 
But I was very much impressed with the testimony which Col 
Billy Mitchell gave before the President’s special aircraft 
committee, whose sessions I attended regularly, because they 
met in vacation and I was able to attend. I was convinced 
that Billy Mitchell was right when he contended for a unified 
air service; when he contended that all of our air forces 
should be coordinated under one department; when he con- 
tended we would get a better one for every single branch of 
our service, with all waste, extravagance, and duplication 
eliminated. But as it is, you have a special Air Corps in the 
Army, and another special Air Corps in the Navy, another one 
for the marines, one for the Coast Guard, and another special 
air corps in the Department of Commerce, and another special 
commercial air corps which is employed to carry our United 
States mail. 

Oh, this House took a step in the right direction to-day when 
it passed a bill without anybody objecting to it, when it pro- 
vided for a coordinate committee to be composed of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of Commerce and the Postmaster General as a purchasing 
committee to buy all of our air equipment. That was a proper 
step—a step in the right direction; and I was hopeful then that 
it might lead to one department of national defense, with an 
Army corps and a Navy branch and an.air corps; where there 
might be one head; where duplication could be eliminated ; 
where waste and expense and extravagance would be avoided. 

But we are to go on and on. What is a double raise in this 
bill to the Military Committee or to the Army? Nothing; a 
mere bagatelle. They first come in and ask for $2,000,000; 
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and now we give them $4,000,000, because we have got to put 
enough in this bill to make it attractive to everybody 

You have got to spend much money down in San Antonio to 
get Harry in line, and if there is anything on earth that will get 
HArky in line it will be for you to spend money around San 
Antonio. I am for those buildings and expenditures down there, 
Harry, just as you are. They are just as much my fields as they 


are yours. I want to see them developed just as you do. But 
if it is necessary to spend only $2,000,000 to do it, it is a waste 
of public money when you spend $4,000,000 to do it, and if by 


having one department of national defense, with a united air 
we could save half of all the money were are now spend- 
ing in the four different air services: 
in behalf the taxpayers, 
and quit wasting this money. 

I went down there at Christmas time to my friend's district. 


) 





corps, 


STess, of to consolidate these forces 


I went out to these fields. I saw some awfully nice, attractive 
homes out there already, Harry, for our officers in the Air 
Service; atiractive homes, with modern conyeniences, if you 
please. 

Mr. JAMES. There is not a permanent building out there. 


Mr. BLANTON. They are not built out of vitrified brick, but 
they are better homes than half the people in San Antonio live 


in. Harry will not deny that. They are better than half the 
people in San Antonio live in, and San Antonio is one of the 
splendid cities of this country. It is one of the leading cities 
of my State. If I had to pick a new home in Texas, I do not 
know of a place to which I would rather go than San Antoni 
Why, at Christmas, during the hclidays, when I was there, I 
saw all of the finest vegetables in the land on that market 
Sut what are we going to do, I ask my colleagues in conclu 
sion? Are we just going to keep on and on and not take a 


stand? I hope that before this Congress adjourns there 


Will 
be passed a constructive measure that will create one depart- 
ment of national defense, and it will save us $100,000,000 a year, 


in my judgment. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 


gentleman from Texas [Mr. Wurzseacu]. 
Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker, I am tempted to follow the 
example of the gentleman from Texas {Mr. BLANTON] and sub 


mit this case withont argument. I listened very attentively 
to the remarks of the gentleman, and I did not find a single 


reason given why this legislation should not pass. He does not 
seem to attack any part of this bill except the amendment pro- 
vidiig for the primary flying field at San Antonio. 

With reference to the amendment about which the gentleman 


it is our duty in this Con- 


from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] complains—that is, the primary 
flying field—let me state that that legislation passed this House 
in the last Congress. It failed in the Senate Military Affairs | 


Committee, because at that time San Antonio did not have the 
land upon which the improvements were to be erected. Since 
then the city of San Antonio has donated and has now in the 
bank $500,000, which will be given to the Government for this 
new fiying field. Options have been delivered and deeds will 
be executed just as soon as this legislation passes. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Is it a condition for the location 
of this flying field there that the locality shall donate the land? 

Mr. WURZBACH. That the understanding. The condi 
tion is that the money is to be raised and placed on deposit in 


Is 


San Antonio banks for the purchase of this flying field of 2,460 | 


acres of land. 
complied with. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. 
mate to be the reasonable 
to be sold? 

Mr. WURZBACH. I know, as a matter of fact, that they 
are paying from $200 to $250 an acre for the land; and I have 
heard it stated by officers in the Air Service that it is the most 
ideal location for such a flying school and field as is contem- 
plated by the pending bill that could be found in the entire 
United States. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman three 
minutes so that he may answer a question. When this 
was introduced on December 7 it carried $2,400,000? 

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. That embraced 
man’s services at San Antonio? 

Mr. WURZBACH. Oh, no. 

Mr, BLANTON. 


As stated before, that condition has been fully 
Will the gentleman yield? 


What does the gentleman esti- 
value of the land which is authorized 


Will the gentleman yield? 
The time of the gentleman from Texas has 


the items for the gentle- 


Except what? 
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Mr. WURZBACH. 


Iixeept the flying fielk Itc did not in- 
clude the very items the gentleman is complaining about. They 
were not included in H. R. Tow rhe amendment which was 
offered by myself provides tf I new primary fiying school 
and field and is in the exact langung he bill | had intro- 
duced in this Cor ess and the identical lane the bill 
that passed this House in the last Congre known as the Army 
housing bill 

Mr. BLANTON. It carried how much 

Mr. WURZBACH It carried exactly the mu un provided 
for in this bill, $1,876,000. 

Mr. BLANTON Has the gentleman checked bill up to 
see Whether or not there is any waste in it; that is, a » the 
other iten itside of San Antonio?’ 

Mr. WURZBACH. Oh, yes. I have given it the usual inves- 
tigation 

Mr. BLANTON. The usual investigation is just the once 
over and just glancing «t the bill tor the purpose of getting 
some idea about if 

Mr. WURZBACH. I am very glad to say that the Military 
Affairs Committee of this House is beginning to exercise some 
of its constitutional powers. It is authorizing legislation and 
not leaving that entirely to the Appropriations Committee 

Mr. BLANTON I want to say to my friend from San An- 
tonio that in his remarks a while ago he said something about 


how the people of San Antonio voted. 


Mr. WURZBACH. I did not say anything about how they 
voted. 

Mr. BLANTON, Some of the biggest taxpayers in the United 
States live in San Antonio, and they want their Congress to be 
cureful about their expenditures, because they know that every 


million dollars we expend is going to have to be raised in taxa 

tion out of the pockets of the people. 
Mr. WURZBACH. I understand 

depend on me to look out for that. 
Mr. BLANTON. And usually 


that, and they generally 


their confidence is not mis- 


placed. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself three minutes 
Gentlemen, the Committee on Military Affairs is not inter- 


ested in politics in Texas, and we do not have on our committee 
any Democrats or any Republicans. We are not interested in 
partisanship. 

There is not a single item in this bill that has not been sub 
mitted by the Air Service to the War Department and by the 
War Department submitted to the Director of the Budget. ‘The 
Director of the Budget has sent up the exact amount to the 
Committee on Appropriations to be reported out by that Com- 
mittee. General Fechet has stated: 

The items of technical « tructi ned in H. R. T7009 rre 

id, with the exception of the Middletowr ir depot and Maxwell 
Field, Ala., to the item pertaining to the various air corps stations 
now carried in the 1929 estim 

The reason the Wurzbach amendment, so-called, was put in, 
was because last year we had in the housing bill recommended 
by the Director of the Budget, $1,876,000 for a new primary 
field at San Antonio. I talked with the Director of the Budget 
about it. It passed the House unanimously. It went over to 
the Senate and they found we did not own the land at San 
Antonio and it was stricken out of the bill, When I was down 
there in September I teld the people down there that the 
chances were the House would not authorize $300,000 to pur- 
chase any land down there, and that even if the House did, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen}] would not let it get 
out of the Committee on Appropriations, and told them the best 
thing they could do was to raise the money to buy the land. 

A delegation came up to Washington and saw the Secretary 
of War, saw the gentleman from Texas {Mr. Garner|—lI do 
not know whether they saw the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
WvRzBACH] or not—and they said that if we would put that 
$1,876,000 in the bill, they would go back home and ruise the 
money. <A day or so after we reported out the bill [ had a 


telegram to the effect that they had raised $500,000 to buy the 
land. Thereupon I talked with the Director of the Budget 
with General Vechet and the amendments offered here 
to-day, selling the other two fields and accepting the land, were 
worked out by the Director of the Budget 

So there is not a single item here that bas not been approved 


by the Director of the Budget 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker. how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has eight min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. BLANTON. I only care to use three minutes of that 


time and I yield back the balance of my time. 
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I have not said one single word here against a single item 
in this bill; not one, and my colleague knows it. Every item 
may be just and proper. My whole argument was against 
passing bills under suspension of the rules when we can not 
umend them, and for the establishing of one department of na- 
tional defense, and my colleague knows that, 

Mr. CRAMTON and Mr, WURZBACH rose. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is my colleague, since he has asked 
some questions, against a department of national defense? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, BLANTON. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas if 
the gentleman wants to answer me. 

Mr. WURZPACH. I do not think that is really the matter 
that is wor the gentleman, 
Mr. bLANTON Yes; it is. 

worrying the gentleman, 

Mr. WURZBACH.. 1 will make the statement I will not in- 
corporate the remarks I made about the gentleman. I will keep 
them out of my remarks. 

Mr. BLANTON. Usually my friend 

but I want to Say that my whole purpose here was to 
try to get the Congress to take some action in bebalf of a de- 
partinent of national defense and coordinate all of our military 
activities and avoid waste and extravagance. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I hope the genticman will not let what has 
been said al the senatorship cause him to shift his position. 

Mr. BLANTON. Not u bit in the world. If I go to San 
Antonio, I will my friend, on the hustings I will do 
there just like 1 do here and everywhere else—I will meet all 
comers 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I am in sympathy with the posi- 
tion that the gentleman not only now takes but has taken so 
frequently, to hold down expenditures; and at San Antonio 


ine 


ving 


That is the sole matter that is 


not straddle the 


does 


fence 


t 
out 


state to 


Will the gentleman yield? 


there has been one unwise expenditure which even the gentle- | 


will admit. 


the San Antonio district 

Mr. BLANTON, I doubt it. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And that is the building of a 
hangar there that stands out now, perhaps, as a monument to 
extravagance. It may never be used. I understand it cost 
about $1,000,000, 

Mr. WURZBACH. I think 
Member of the Congress. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Nevertheless, it shows a very 
reckless expenditure of money; and I understand it may never 
be used, 

Mr. BLANTON. My colleague (Mr, Worzsacnu) will not ad- 
mit it was unnecessary; however much it may have cost, or 
however little it may be used. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes. 

Mr. JAMES I want to 
I was 1 of 
of a department of national defense at the 
matter was up. We were defeated by 11 to 10, 
time to get the bill out. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then my argument has not been in vain. 
If we ean create in this Congress one department of national 
defense, and abolish the War Department and the Navy De- 
partment, and coordinate all of our forces under one head, we 
will save a hundred million dollars each year for the people. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. JAMeEs] to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill 

The question was taken ; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were saspended and the bill was passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT OR NEAR LITTLE FALLS, MINN. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 194) granting the consent of Congress to the county 
of Morrison, State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near the southeast corner of lot 3, 
section 34, township 41 north, range 32 west. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the county of Morrison, State of Minnesota, its successors and 
to construct, maintdin, and operate a free highway bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Mississippi River at a point suitable to 
the interests of navigation between a point near the southeast corner of 
lot 3, section 34, township 41 north, range 32 west, in the county of 
Morrison, in the State of Minnesota, and a point opposite, in accordance 


man who represents 


that was built before I was a 


say to my friend from Texas that 
last time the 


We hope this 


assigns, 
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| rights, powers, and privileges conferred by 


10 in the committee who was strongly in favor | 
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with the provisions of an act entitled “An act te 
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
and subject to the conditions and 
The construction of such bridge shall net b« nor shall any 
alteration in the plans for the same be mae before or after its 
completion, until the plans and specifications for the bridge or for the 
alteration in the plans thereof have becn submitted to the 
War and the Chief of Engineers and approved by 


regulate the 
approved March 23. 1906, 
this act. 


on- 
limitations contained in 
commenced, 
either 


Secretary of 


them as being ade- 


| quate for the volume and weight of traffic that will pass over it. 


Sec, 2. The right to sell, transfer, 


this 


assign, and mertgage all the 
act is hereby granted 
to the county of Morrison, its successors and assigns, and any party 
to whom such rights, powers, and privileges may be assigned, or 
transferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure, or 
otherwise, is hereby authorized to exercise the same as fully as though 
conferred herein directly upon such party. 

Sec. 3. The right to alter, 
expressly reserved. 


sold, 


amend, or repeal this act is here) 


With the following committee amendments: 

Strike out all after the 
lieu: thereof : 

“That the consent 
Morrison, State of Minnesota, its successors and 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Mississippi River at a point suitable to the interests of navyi- 
gation at or near Little Falls, Minn., in accordance with the provisions 


enacting clause and insert the feNowing in 


the 


to construct, 


of Congress is hereby granted to county of 


assigns, 


| of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of bridges oy 


navigable waters,’ approved March 23, 1906, 

“Sec.2. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all thx 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to 
the county of Morrison, its successors and assigns, and any party 
whom such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or trar 
ferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or oth: 
wise, is hereby authorized to exercise the same as fully as though « 
ferred herein directly upon such party. 

“Spee. 8. The act of Congress approved May 18, 1926, entitled ‘An 
act granting the consent of Congress to the city of Little Falls, Minn., 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the sout! 
east corner of lot 3, section 34, township 41 north, range 32 west,’ 
hereby repealed. 

“Spc. 4. The right to 
expressly reserved,” 


, 


alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting the consent of 
Congress to the county of Morrison, State of Minnesota, to con- 


| struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi 


River at or near Little Falls, Minn.” 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MONTICELLO 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 199) granting the consent of Congress to the State oi 
Minnesota to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River 


| at Monticello, on Trunk Highway No. 25. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate a bridg: 
and approaches thereto across the Mississippi River, at a point suitabl 
to the interests of navigation, near the town of Monticello, on Trunk 
Highway No. 25, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges’over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations 
contained in this act. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, 
expressly reserved, 


amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


With the following committee amendments: 

Line 4, before the word “ bridge,” insert the word “ free, 

Line 6, after the word “ navigation,” insert a comma and the words 
“at or near.” 

Line 7, strike out the words “on Trunk Highway No. 25” 
the word “ Minnesota” in lieu thereof. 

Line 10, after the figures “ 1906,” insert a period and strike out the 
remainder of the section. 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read as follows: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the State of Minnesota to construct, 


and insert 
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maintain, and 
4 or near Monticello, 
4 A motion to re¢ 


bridge across the Mississip 


Wright County, Minn.’ 
was laid on the table. 


operate i River at } 


SWS 


‘onsiader 


BRIDGE ACROSS SNAKE RIVER 


business on Consent Calendar was the bill (H 


The next 


R. 319) granting the consent of Congress to the State of Idaho 
7 to construct, maintain d operate a bridge across the Snake 
River. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection 

The Clerk read the ill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., Tha msent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge at 
approaches thereto across the Snake River within the city limits of 
Idaho Falls., [dah at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, 
in accordan wi tl | visions of an entitled “An act to regu 
late the construct ot idges over navigable waters approved 
March 23, 1806, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained | 
in this act | 

s 2. The ght to a I m 1, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 

With the following committee amendments: 

Strike out ali after the enacting clause and insert the followin 
lieu thereof 

“That the bridge now ing constructed across the Snake River a 
Idaho Falls, Idaho the State of Idaho, if completed in cordan 

“a with plans accepte xy the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of 

4 War, as providing suitable facilities for navigation, and operated as a 

5 free bridge, shall be a lawful structure, and shall be subject to t 

conditions and limitations of th entitled An act to regulate the 

, construction of bridges over navigable waters approved March 2% 
1906, other than those’ requiring the pproval of plans by the Secre 
tary of War and the Chief of Engineers before the bridge is commenced 

Sec. 2. The rigl to alter imend, or repeal this act is hereby 

; expressly reserved.” | 

4 

The committee amendments were agreed to. | 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


Amend the title so to read: “A bill to legalize a bridge 
across the Snake River at Idaho Falls, Idaho.” 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
THE ALLEGHENY RIVER KITTANNING 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 
195) granting the consent of Congress to the county of Arm- | 
strong, a county of the State of Pennsylvania, to construct, | 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny River at 
Kittanning, in the county of Armstrong, in the State of Penn 
Sylvania. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

| 


as 


BRIDGE ACROSS AT 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the 
to the Armstrong, a 
and and 
bridge and approaches 
suitable to the interests of navigation, at or 
borough of Kittanning, county of Armstrong. 
vania, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
regulate the bridges 
March 1906. 

Sec, The right 
expressly reserved. 


enacted, consent of 


county 


Congress is hereby granted 
the 
construct, 


State of Pennsylvania, 
maintain, and 
the Allegheny River, at a point 
near Market Street, in the 
in the State of Pennsyl- 
“An act to 


waters,’ approved 


of county of 


its successors assigns, to operate a 


thereto across 


construction of over navigable 


23, 
» 


to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


With the following committee amendment: 


Page 1, line 5, after the words “ operate a” insert the werd “ free.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE THE DULUTH SHIP 


ACROSS CANAL 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (FH. R. 


5510) granting the consent of Congress to the city of Duluth, 
Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Duluth Ship Canal. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the city of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Duluth Ship Canal at the site of the 
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xisting suspended car tra ror a ] vy cons ted under an act 
of Congress dated F¢ a rpos ] t 
towers and approaches of said sti i ‘ t uds of » United 
States pertaining to t tid inal, as 1 ccul 1 und a rtain 
revoc le licen ss i s iry W t Duluth 
Minn nder dat tf septel 6G. 1901 Ow on t Wa Depart 
P ded, T l 1 M k 

i rid st nil V i i 

’ 1 on id lands of tl { Ss \ t War 

vy trom time to time | I i witl @ provis 

[ t entitled in } g 1 of Iges I 

gabl waters,” yroved M ~ Lt ls t ) t i 

s and limitations n iin? t 

Ss 2. The right t nd 3 \ 

res reserved 

With the following committee amendment 

Page 1, line 5. aft the word “a insert the word f 6 
ifter the word “at ns t “ i line 8 . 
ix s “1902 insert t low u ina ith pr ) 
f the act entitled ‘An aet > regi t n I 
laviga waters appr iM 2 190 

Page 2, line 7, insert i aft t W ay I i strike 


out the ren 


ainder of the sectior 


nm 


he committee amendments greed to 
The as amended was ordered to 
third time, was read the third ime, and 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


were a 


bill 


be engrossed a d 


read a 
passed, 


table 
BRIDGE AC 


The next business on the Cons 


5583) granting the consent of Con: to the Kansas City 
Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of Texas and t] Nansas ¢ y, 
Mexico & Orient Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 


the Rio Grand 
Clerk read the title to the bill 
The SPEAKER 


ross 


a railroad bridge as 
rh 


sik. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete That th onsent of Congress is hereby inted to 
the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of Texas, a ration 
organized under the laws of the State of Texas, and Kansas City, 
Mexico & Orient Railway ¢ a corporation organized under the lows 

f the State of Kansas, their s essors and assigns, to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto across the 
Rio Grande River, at a ‘int suitable to the interests of waviga- 
tion between Ojinaga (form vy known as Presid Del Norte”), on 
the Rio Grande, on the Mexican side thereof, aud a point in the Stat 
of Texas, in the county of Presidio, at near the town called “ Pre 
sidio" in the State of Tex in accordance with the provisions of 
an act eutitled “An act to regulate the construciion of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906 

Sec. 2. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all tl ghts 
powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to the 
Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of Texas and the Kansas 





City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co., their successoi ind assigns, and 
any corporation to which such rights, powers, and privileges may be 
sold, assigned, or transferred, or which shall acquire the same by 


mortgage foreclosure or otherwise is hereby authorized to the 
same as fully as though conferred herein directly upon such corporation. 
Sec, 3. The right 


reserved 


exercise 


to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


ex- 
press |) 


With the following committee amendments: 


Page 2, line 3, after the word “ River,’ insert the 


words “so far as 

the United States has jurisdiction over the waters of such river,” 
Line 10, after the figures “ 1906 change the period to a comma and 
add the following: “and subject to the approval of the proper authori- 


ties in Mexico.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read the third time and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting the consent of 
Congress to the Kansus City. Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of 
Texas and the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the 
Rio Grande River at or near Presidio, Tex.” 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TOMBIGBEE RIVER AT EPES, ALA. 


The next business the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 5638) granting the consent of Congress to rebuild and 
reconstruct and maintain and operate the existing railroad 
bridge across the Tombigbee River, at Epes, in the State of 
Alabama. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 


on 
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The SPEAKER I< there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, c., That the 


the Alaban reat Southern 


’ 
ite 


onsent of Congress is 


Railroad Co., corporation 


hereby granted 


the 


vot 


of 
iccessors and assigns, to rebuild, reconst: 


f the said with 


’ 
ridge o company the 
the Tombigbes 
Alabama, to a 
» County, in the 
navigation, in 

act to 


appre ved 


neces 
River 
point 
State 


approaches across 


accord 
regulate the 


March 23, 


mortgage all the 
act is hereby granted 
corporation of the 
any corporation 
assigned, 


tore- 


fer, and 


ivileges conferred by this 


reat Southern 


Buc 


Railroad Co, a 
assigns; and 

may be 
sam 


essors and 
and 


acquire the 


powers, 
shall mortgage 
‘eby authorized to exercise the same as fully 
rein directly 
aiter, 


privileges sold, 


or which 


by 


ferred le upon such corporation, 


this act is 


t t aibend, or repeal hereby ex 


With following committee amendments: 


the * the 
railroad bridge ” 


the 


bridge of the said” and 
in lieu thereof. 
with the necessary piers, 


‘approaches,” insert the word 


trike ont words 
existing 
words 


the 


out the “ company 


after word 


word 


j : ‘ike out the 
strike out the 


Line 
Vigatior 


The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TOMBIGBEE RIVER, MONROE COUNTY, MISS. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
0657) granting the consent of Congress to the board of super- 
visors of Monroe County, Miss., to construct a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. J 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the board of supervisors of Monroe County, Miss., and their 
and to construct, maintain, and operate a free bridge and ap- 
thereto across the Tombigbee River at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation, at or near Aberdeen, in the county of Monroe, 
in the State of Mississippi, in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or 
reserved, 


words “points suitable to the interest of 


comilnittes 


successors 
assigns, 


proa he . 


repeal this act is bereby 


ex] ressly 
With the following committee amendments: 


Line 6, after the first word “a” insert the word “ free.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting the consent 
of Congress to the board of supervisors of Monroe County, Miss., 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across Tombigbee 
River, at or near Aberdeen, Monroe County, Miss.” 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OUACHITA RIVER, MONROE, LA, 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5725) granting the consent of Congress to the Louisiana High- 
way Commission to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Ouachita River at or near Monroe, La. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amended bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the times for commencing and completing the construction of 

bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved January 26, 1925, 
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to be built by the State Highway Commission of Louisiana across the 
Ouachita River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or 
near Monroe, La., are hereby extended one and three years, respectively 
from the date of approval hereof. 

“Sec. 2. The right to amend, or 
pressly reserved.” 


JANUARY 


alter, repeal this 


The committee amendment was agreed to and the bill 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, y 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill to extend 
the times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Monroe, La.” 

BRIDGE ACROSS BLACK RIVER, JONESVILLE, 


as 


LA, 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5726) granting the consent of Congress to Louisiana Highway 
Commission to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Black River at or near Jonesville, La. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as amended by 
the comunittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“ That the times for commencing and completing the construction of q 
bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved March 10, 1926, to be 
built by the State Highway Commission of Louisiana across the Black 
River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near Jones- 
ville, La., are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from 
the date of approval hereof. 

“Src. 2. The right to alter, amend, or 
pressly reserved.” 


repeal this act is hereby ex- 


The committee amendment was agreed to and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title Was amended to read as follows: “A bill to extend 
the times for commencing and completing of a bridge across 
the Black River at or near Jonesville, La.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW, MOREHOUSE PARISH, LA. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5728) granting the consent of Congress to the police jury of 
Morehouse Parish, La., or the State Highway Commission of 
Louisiana to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Point Pleasant, in More- 
house Parish. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the times for commencing and completing the construction of 
a bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved March 10, 1926, to 
be built by the State Highway Commission of Louisiana across the 
Black River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near 
Jonesville, La., are hereby extended one and three years, respectively, 
from the date of approval hereof. 

‘Sec, 2. The right to alter, 
expressly reserved.” 


amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill to extend 
the times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Black River at or near Jonesville, La.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS GRAND CALUMET RIVER, EAST CHICAGO, IND. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5744) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Grand 
Calumet River at East Chicago, Ind. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as amended 
by the committee. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the board 
commissioners of the county of Lake, State of Indiana, to reconstruc 
maintain, and operate a free bridge ross the Grand Calumet River 
aut a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near Forsythe 
Avenue in the city of East Chicago, Lake County, Ind., in accordance 
with the provisions of the a entitled An act to regulate the con 
struction of bridges over navigable waters approved March 25, 1906 

“Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, | 
was read the third time, and passed 

The title was amended to read: “A bill granting the consent 


of Congress for the reconstruction of a bridge across the Grand 
Calumet River at East Chieago, Ind.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. | 
BRIDGE ACROSS MAHONING RIVER, OHIO 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R 
6046) granting the consent of Congress to the city of Youngs 
town, Ohio, to construct a bridge across the Mahoning River at 

West Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio. 
The Cler! read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conusidera- | 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 


YOUNGSTOWN, 


The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress be. and it is hereby 
granted to the city of Youngstown, Ohio, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge, together with the necessary approaches thereto, across 


the Mahoning River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
at or near West Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio, in 
accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate 


the construction of bridges and other structures over navigable waters 


approved March 23, 1906 
Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


With the following committee amendment: 


Page 1, line 5, after “a” insert “ free.” 
- Page 2, line 1, after the word “ bridges, strike out and other 
structures.” 
The committee amendments were agreed fo. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 


third time, was read the third time. and passed 
The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the city of Youngstown, Ohio, to con- 


struct a bridge across the Mahoning River at or near West | 
Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pussed | 
was laid on the table. 

HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE CHAMPLAIN 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill | 
(H. R. 6099) granting the consent of Congress to the States of | 
New York and Vermont to construct, maintain, and operate a 
toll highway bridge across Lake Champlain. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk 
by the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


will report the bill as amended 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the granted 
New York and Vermont, their and 
maintain, and operate a bridge approaches 
Champlain at a point suitable 
Crown Point, N. Y., and Chimney 


consent of Congress is of 


construct, | 
Lake 
between 


the 
to 


across 


Siates 


to 


assigns, 


hereby 

successors 

and 
the 


thereto 
interests of navigation, 
Point, Vt., in accordance with the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act reguiate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject 
to the conditions and limitations contained in this act 

‘Sec. 2, There the States New Y 
and Vermont, all such and 
to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and ust 
real and other property needed for 
operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches, are 
railroad for railroad purposes or by bridg 
corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate | 


to 


to 


is ork 


of 


rights 


hereby conferred upon 


their successors and assigns, pow? 


estate the location, construction 


is 
possessed by corporations 


or other property is locatet, upon making just compensation therefor 


to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the } 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE 


pr ings the , shal san ! ' 1 ana 
xpropriation of property in such Stat 
SEt The said States of New York iv t rs sx0 
ind assigns, are hereby authori to c i ns 
; over such bridge, and the rates of toll ced I t gal ra 
until changed by the Secretary of W ho ' { 
1 the act of March 2 1O06, 
“SI 4. In fixing tl tes t 1 r 
ih bridge the sam i . >» adjusted rov i suit 
nt to pay for the st m tain pair ind ‘ 
bridge and its approaches, and to provid i iking nd iff ) 
umoerti the co { ich ig l its ik sass 1 as pos 
de reasonable charges ut within a i not » eX 1 ’ 
yeirs from the completion thereot A r a sinking fund suffi 
to pay the cost of constructing th ridge and its approa s shal! ha 
n provided, such bridge shall thereafter muintained and operated 
tr of tolls, of the rates of roll shall th fter be so adjusted 
o provide a fund of not to ex d the amount necessary for the 
proper care, repai naintenance, and operation of the ridge and 
its approaches An accurate record of the cost of the bridge and 
its approaches, the expenditures for operating, repairing nd main 
taining the same, and of tl daily tolls collected shall be kept and 
hall be available for information of all persons ted 
* SEC 5. The rig ilte imend, penal h i ber 
expressly reserved 
The committee amendment was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time. and passed 

The title was amended to read: 
of Congress to the States New York and Vermont 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge Lake Champlain, 
between Crown Point, N. Y.. and Chimney Point, Vt.” 


“A bill granting the consent 
of to con- 


“across 


A mofion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ROCK RIVER, ILI 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bil! 
(H. R. 6483) granting the consent of Congress to the State of 


Illinois to construct, maintein, 
Rock River. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to th 
tion of the bill’ 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as 


Be 


and operate a bridge across the 
considera- 


present 


follows: 


if enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby cranted 
to the State of Illinois ysunty of Lee, and the city of Dixon, to con 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Rock River at the city of Dixon, at a point suitable to the interests 
of navigation, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled 
‘An act to regulate the construction of bridg over navigable waters 
approved March 25, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations 
contained in this act. 

Sec, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal th ict is hereb x 
pressly reserved 

With the following committee amendments: 

Page 1, line 4, after the word “ Illinois,” insert the word “ the 
and after the word Dixon insert ‘“‘or to any or either of them, 
jointly or severally,” and in line 6, after the article “a insert the 
word “ free,” and in line 7, after the word * Dixon,” insert “ Illinois,” 
and on page 2, line 1, after the figures 19065,” strike out the comma, 
and the language “and subject to the mditions and limitations con 
tained in this act.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 


time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
wis laid on the table. 

The title was amended so to read: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the State of Illinois, the county of Lee, 
and the.city of Dixon. or any or either of them, jointly or 


us 


severally, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Rock River at Dixon, Il.” 
BRIDGE ACROSS LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, ILL, 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 


(H. R. 6512) granting the consent of Congress to the county 
of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook County, State 
of Illinois. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to 
the county of Cook, State of Uinois, to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a highway bridge and approaches thereto across Little Calumet 
River at Wentworth Avenue extended within section 20, 
township 15 east, in said county and State, in accord- 
the entitled “An act to regulate the 
navigable ” approved March 23, 


it enacted, 


the line of 


36 north, range 
ance with the 


provisions of act 


construction of bridges 


1906. 


over waters, 


Se 2. The right to 


expressly re 


alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


erved, 
Vith the following committee amendments: 
Pag 1, line 3 
ling after ths 
the at.” 


at Ol hear, 


insert “ granted,” and in 
insert the word “ free,” and in line 6, after 
‘a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
line 8 strike out “ within 20, township 


after the word “ given,” 


article “ a,” 
word * insert 
and in section 


north, range 15 east.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The titie was as to read: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the county of Cook, State of Hlinois, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Little 
Calumet River at or near Wentworth Avenue, in Cook County, 
State of Illinois.” 


amended 


so 


BRIDGE 
The 


ACROSS LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, COOK COUNTY, ILL. 


next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(LI. Rt. 6513) granting the consent of Congress to the county of 
Cook, State of HIlinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook County, State 
of Illinois, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKBR. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., 
the of Cook, 


That the consent of Congress is hereby given to 
State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a highway and thereto across Little Calumet 
River at Ashland Avenue within section 6, township 36 north, range 14 
east, in said county and State, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2 right to alter, amend, or 
expressly reserved, 


country 


bridge approaches 


The repeal this act is hereby 


With the following committee amendments: 


Page 1, line 3, after 
and in line 5, after 


’ 


the word “given” insert the word “ granted,” 
the article “a” insert “ free,” and in line 6, after 
the word “at” insert “a point suitable to the interests of navigation 
and after the word “avenue” strike out “ within section 
6, township 86 north, range 14 east.” 


at or near,” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A metion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. , 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the 
it of Congress to the county of Cook, State of Illinois, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Little 
Calumet River at or near Ashland Avenue, in Cook County, 
State of Illinois.” 


consetl 


BRIDGE ACROSS LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, COOK COUNTY, ILL. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6514) granting the consent of Congress to the county of 
Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook County, IL 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to 
the county of Cook, State of Ilinois, to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a highway bridge and approaches thereto across Little Calumet 
River at Indiana Avenue just nerth of the line of One hundred and 
fifty-fourth Street in said county and State, in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 
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The right 
expressly reserved. 
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Sze. 2. to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


With the following committee amendments: 
Page 1, line 3, after the word “ given,” insert “ granted,” and in lina 
5, after the article “a,” insert the word “ free,’ and in line 6, 


the word “at,” insert “a point suitable to the interests of navi¢: 
at or near.” 


aiter 
tion 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. ; 

The title was amended to read: “A bill granting the consent 
of Congress to the county of Cook, State of Minois, to construc t, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River 
at or near Indiana Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MAHONING RIVER, YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6958) granting the consent of Congress to the city of 
Youngstown to construct a bridge across the Mahoning River 
at Division Street, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress be, and it is hereby, 
granted to the city of Youngstown, Ohio, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge, together with the necessary approaches thereto, 
across the Mahoning River at a point suitable to the interests ot 
navigation at or near Division Strect, Youngstown, Mahoning County, 
Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
regulate the construction of bridges and other structures over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906, 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or 
expressly reserved, 


repeal this act is hereby 


With the following comniittee amendments: 


Page 1, line 3, after the word “ Congress,” strike out “ be, and it is 
hereby,” and insert “is hereby,” and in line 5, after the article “a,” 
insert “‘free’’; and on page 2, after the word “ bridges,” 


“and other structures.” 


strike out 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill granting 
the consent of Congress to the city of Youngstown to construct 
a bridge-across the Mahoning River at Youngstown, Mahoning 
County, Ohio.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CANEY FORK RIVER, TENN. 


on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
granting the consent of Congress for the con- 
bridge across the Caney Fork River, in 


The next business 
(H. R. 6959) 
struction of a 
Tennessee. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as amende:l 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
bridge now being constructed by the county of De Kalb, State of 
Tennessee, across the Caney Fork River at the head of Hurricane 
Island, in said State, if completed in aecordance with plans accepted 
by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War as providing 
suitable facilities for navigation, shall be a lawful structure, and shall 
be subject to the conditions and limitations of the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906, other than those requiring the approval of 
plans by the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers before the 
bridge is commenced. 

“Szc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act ig hereby 
expressly reserved.” 


Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the committee I 
offer an amendment to the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9 of the committee amendment, before the word “ bridge,” 
insert the word “ free,” 


“That tho 








1928 


The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to, 
and the committee amendment as amended was agreed to. The 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table 


The title was amended to read: “A bill to legalize a bridge 
across the Caney Fork River in De Kalb County, Tenn.” 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7192) to amend an act, as amended, entitled “An act 


authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
between the municipalities of Rochester and Monwea, 
County, Pa,” 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


River 
Beaver 


objection to the present considera 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill as amended 
by the committee 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following 

“That the times for commencing and completing the construction of 
the bridge to be built by the county of Beaver, Pa., across the Ohio 
tiver between th municipalities of Rochester and Monaca, Beaver 
County, Pa inthorized by the act of Congress approved February 26, 
1926 ntitled ‘An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Ohio River between the municipalities of Rochester and Monaca, 
Beaver County, Da and amended by the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1827, hereby extended one and three years, respectively, 
irom ie dat ot reval ereol! 

* Sec . 3 ; te ilfer, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
express \ reset 

The SPEAKER The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee ainendment 

The committce amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question 
third reading the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill to 
extend the times for commencing and completing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Ohio River between the municipali- 
ties of Rochester and Monaca, Beaver County, Pa.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill 


is on the engrossment and 


of 


BRIDGE ACROSS HILLSBOROUGH BAY, TAMPA, FLA. 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was -the bill 
(H. R. 7218) to legalize a bridge across Hillsborough Bay at 


T'wenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte That the bridge now being constructed over 
Hillsborough Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla., by the county 
of Hillsborough, Fla.. if completed in accordance with plans approved 
by the Chief of Engineers, and the Secretary of War, as providing 
suitable facilities for navigation, shall be a lawful structure, and shall 
be subject to t! nditions and limitations of the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the: construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
ipproved March 23, 1906, other than those requiring the approval of 
plans by the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers before the bridge 
is commenced 

With a committee amendment as follows: 

age 1, line 6, strike out the word “approved” and insert the word 

rccepted,”’ and on line 8, after the word “ navigation,” insert the words 

ind operated as a free bridge,’ and after line 4 insert as a new section 
the following 

‘Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


“xpressly reserved.’ 
The SPEAKER. 
ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 
third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


the and 


engrossment 
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A motion to reconsider the vote wher the bill was passed 


“i> 


was laid on the table 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE SNAKE RIVER, IDAHO 


7370) granting the « 


next business on the Consent Calendar was the bil H. RR. 


onsent of Congress to tl State of Idaho to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across Snake River 
near Indian Cove Ferry, Idaho. 

The title of the bill was read 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectiv to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Co s is hereby granted to 
the State of Idaho to « struct iintuin, and operate a ridge and 
approaches thereto across the Snake River Indias: Cove Ferry, 
Idaho, in section 32, township 5 south, range 8S east, ise meridian, at 
a point suitable to the interests of navigation, i iccordance with the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject 
to the conditions and limitations contained in this 

Sec, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is her ex 
pressly reserved 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, after the words “ operate a,” insert the word “ free,” 
and on line 6, after the word ‘* Cove strike out the w ! Ferry,” 
and on line 7, after the word “ east strike out the word ise” 
and insert the word “ Boise.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The SPHAKER. The question is 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the con- 
sent of Congress to the State of Idaho to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Snake River near Indian Cove, 
Idaho.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE SNAKE RIVER 


on the and 


engrossmentt 


NEAR SWAN VALLEY, IDAHO 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (HL. R. 
7374) granting the consent of Congress to the State of Idaho 
to construct, maintaif, and operate a bridge across the Snake 
River near Swan Vulley, Idaho. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the biil. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Snake River near Swan Valley, Idaho, 
in section 4, township 1 north, range 43 east, base meridian, at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation, in accordance with the 
provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1996, and subject to 
the conditions and limitations contained in this act 

Suc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex 

essly reserved. 

With a committee amendment follow 

Page 1, line 4, after the words “ o ite a” insert the word “ free,” 
and on line 7, strike out the word “ base 2nd insert the word “ Boise,” 
and on page 2, line 1, strike out the words “and subject » the yndi 
tions and limitations contained this a 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the epgrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended wus ordered to be engrossed and read 


a third time, was read the third time, and passed 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
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rhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
. 7449) graniing the consent of Congress to the Big Sandy & 
Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 
two bridges ueross the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River near 
Devon, Mingo County, W. Va. 

The tithe of the bill was read. 

Phe SPEAKER Is there objection to the present considera- 
t n of the bill? 

There was no objection 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
t I Sondy & Cumberland Railroad Co., a corporation organized 
nder the of the State of Virginia, and authorized to do business 

Stat f West Virginia, and operate railways in Kentucky, its 
iccessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate two 
ridges and proaches thereto across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy 
iver at a point iitable to the interests of navigation near Devon 
Mingo ¢ nty, W. Va., where the said Tug Fork forms the boundary 
ine between the States of West Virginia and Kentucky, in accordance 
v I ! ions of the act to regulate the construction of bridges 
ove n able \ ‘ . proved March 23, 1906. 
I right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all th 
now ind privilege onferred by this act is hereby granted 

t Bb ndy & Cumberland Railroad Co., ita suecessors and 
assign nd any corperation to which sueh rights, powers, and privi 

u ! sold sicned, or transferred, or which shall acquire 
the san 5 rtguge fereclosure or otherwise is hereby authorized 

Oxe 1 nm fully as though conferred herein directly 

on such cor} ition 

Ser . The right t alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 

‘ l res¢ ed 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 

Page 1 & f the word “two,” insert the word “ railroad,” 
and on page 2, Ii ifter the word “act” on line 4, insert th 
word d ‘An act 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 









































ment 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

rhe SPEAKER The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

\ motion to reconsider the vete whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SVEAKER rhe Clerk will report the next bill. 

HPGH ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, MONT. 

Phe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7466) granting the consent of Congress to the State of Montana, 
or Valley County, in the State of Montana, to construct, main- 
tuin, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Clasgow, Mont 

rhe title of the bill was read. 

rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

on of the bill? 

rhere was no ebjection. 

‘he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete, That the eensent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Strate of Montana, or Valley County, in the State of Montana, to 

! re intain, and operate a free bridge and approaches thereto 

he Missouri River, at a point suitable to the interests of naviga- 
them at or near Glasgow, Mont,, in township 25 north, range 40 east of 
he Ma principal meridian, in accordance with the provisions of 

entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 25, 1906, 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, after the word “ Montana” strike out the words “or 
Valley County, in the State of Montana” and insert the words “ Valley 
( ty, Mont., and MeCone, Mont., or to any or either of them, jointly 
or severally 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 


mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The SPBAKER. The question is on the engrossment 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was erdered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


and 
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The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the State of Montana, Valley 
County, Ment., and McCone County, Mont., or to any or either of 
them, jointly or severally, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Glasgow, Mont.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ROCK RIVER, ILL. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
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y 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill (H. R. 7745). 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby grant ) 
| the Chicago & North Western Railway Co., a corporation of the § 
| of Illinois, its suecessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
| erate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto across the Rock Ri t 
a point suitable to the interests of navigation in section 19, tow 
21 north, range 8 east of the fourth principal meridian, the same g 
in Palmyra and Nelson Townships, Lee County, Ill., in accordance 1 


the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An act to regulat 
construction of bridges waters,” approved March 
1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this 
Src The right to sell, assign, transfer 
powers, and privileges conferred by this act 
Chicago & North Western Railway its 
any corporsticn to rights, and 
sold, assigned, or transfer which shall aequire the same by m 


over navigable a 


mortgage all the right 
to 


assigns 


and 
is hereby granted 


Co s ‘ssors and 


"ue 
such privileges may 


red, 


or otherwise 


which powers, 
or 


is hereby authorized to exercise the 


gage foreclosure 
as fully as though conferred herein directly upon sueh corporation 

Sec. 3. Th right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex 
pressly reserved. 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 

Page 2, line 5, after the figures “1906” strike out the words 
subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this act.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and pussed: 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co., a corporation, its suecessors and assigns, to con 
struct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the Rock 
River.” 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ELK RIVER, ALA. 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7913) granting the consent of Congress to the Highway Depart 
ment of the State of Alabama to construct a bridge across Eli 
River on the Athens-Florence road between Lauderdale and 
Limestone Counties, Ala. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ebjection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby 
the highway department of the State of Alabama and its successors and 
assigns to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approach 
thereto across the Elk River at a point suitable to the interests of navi- 
gation, on the Athens-Florence road between Lauderdale and Limestone 
Counties, in the State of Alabama, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the condi- 
tions and limitations contained in this act. 


granted to 


3 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this aet is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 

Page 2, line 3, after the figures “1906,” strike out the words “ and 


subject to the conditions and limitations contaiued in this act,” and on 
line 5, insert as a new section the following: 

2. The act of Congress approved March 
act granting the consent of Congress to the highway department of t 


“ Src 29 1926, entitled 
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State of Alat At netrnuct bridge across Elk River on the Athens 
rres toad bet en Lauderdale and Limestone Counties, Ala is 
ereby repealed 1 on lir 11, strike out the figure “2” and insert 

I re 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the committ 
nimnendments. 

{ rhe committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER The question is on the engrossment aryl 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed 

¢ A mi tion to reconsider the vote whe reby the bill wa pa ed 
oe was laid on the table. 
; BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALLEGHENY RIVER, PA, 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re 
turn to No, 18 on the calendar, bill H. R. 6041. The gentleman 
from New York | Mr. LAGuARDIA] has withdrawn his ol ion, 

Mr. BLANTON What is that? 

Mr. DENISON \ bridge bill, No. H. R. 6041 

Phe SPHAKER. Is there objection’? 

rhere was no objection 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Ch rk rend as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., its suc ssors ahd assigns, to con 
struct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches theret 
across the Allegheny River at a point suitable to the interests of nav 
gation, at Oil City, county of Venango, State of Pennsylvania, in 
ccordance with tl provisions of an act entitled An act to regulate 
the constriuctic f bridges over navigabie water ipproved Marct 
ye | LOO 

Sre 2. The rigl o sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby anted to 
t! Pennsylvania Railroad Co., its snecessors and assigns, and any 
corporation to which such rights, powers, and privileges may sold, 
assigned, or transferred, or which shall acquire the same by mortgage 
foreclosure or otherwise ; hereby authorized to exercise the same as 
fully as though conferred herein directly upon such corporation. 

Sr The rigl to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Clerk be authorized to make corrections in the text. The 
word “the” before the word “ Pennsylvania,’ should begin 
with a capital letter. I ask that the Clerk be authorized to 
mike this change also in the title. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

SPANISH WAR ENCAMPMENT MONUMENT 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 

(H. R. 229) to anthorize the erection of monuments or memo- 


rials to commemorate the encampments of Spanish War organi- 
zations at Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military 
Park. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
eration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That 


to the present consid- 


notwithstanding the restrictive provisions of 


the act approved February 26, 1896 (29 Stat. p. 21), the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized, in his discretion to permit without cost 
to the United States the erection of monuments or memorials to 
commemorate encampments of Spanish War organizations which were 
encamped in said park during the period of the Spanish-American War 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered io be engrossed and read a 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motien to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was pa 
wis laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
RHCOVERY OF BODIES OF OFFICERS, SOLDIERS, AND CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES 


third time, 


ed 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H.R. 230) to autherize an appropriation for the recovery of 
bodies of officers, soldiers, and civilian employees. 
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The Clerk read the title of the 
The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 


bin. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 





There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows 
Be it enacted, ete., That t s hereby autt I l, 
t of any money in the Ti sury itherw pri ? t 
War Department annual appropriation acts under e sub 5 *] 
osition of remains of offi s, sold s nd ‘ nh employ 1 
u as may be necessary | xpenses incident to the 1 
f bodies of officers; cadets, I d States Military Acader tir 
ssis I gveon pembers « t Army Nurse Corps, warrant off 3 
nl 1 men, 1 ilian em yees nd gul i 8 
s tary f War mi pres 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker. | offer an amendment rhe 
form of the bill seems hardly correct It specifies that these 
uppropriations must be curried in the annual Army bill, and so 
forth. There might be a time when money for this fund might 
be suggested for a deficieney bill I suggest the striking ont 
of certain language 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentieman from Michigan offers an 
} amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as fellows: 
Amendment offered Mr. CkAMTON ; Beginning in line 4, after the 
word “appropriated strike out the werds in the W Departu 
nual appropriation a ler the title * Disposition of remains of 
flicers, soldi and civilian employees 
The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


of the 





Was read the third time, and passed 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table 
NATIONAL MILITARY PARK AT THE BATTLE FIELD OF GUILFORD 


COURTHOUSE 


rhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
245) to continue the establishment of a national military park 
at the battle field of Guilford Courthouse 


The Clerk read the tithe of the bill. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, et« That section 4 of the act entitled “Ar et te estab 
ish a national military park at the battle field of Guilford Courthouse,” 
approved Mareh 2, 1917, is hereby amended se as to provide that here- 
after vacancies occurring by death or resignation in the membership 
of the commission in charge of the Guilford Courthouse National Mili 
tary Park shall not be filled, and the duties of the offices thus vacated 
shall devolve upon the remaining commissioner or commissioners for 
said park: Provided, That when all the offices of commissioner in the 
Guilford Courthouse National Military Park are thus vacated the duties 


of s shall xrmed under t direction 


War 


ich commissione 
ofr 


thereafter be perf 


Secret iry 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table 
CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no 
quorum. 

Mr. TILSON, Mr. Speaker, 1 hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his point of no quorum, 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, we will have a roll call and get a 
quorum. <A few of us have worked hard te-cday. 

Mr. TILSON. There are a number of bills on this calendar 


which should be considered to-day. 


Mr. BLANTON But this is only January There is plenty 
of time. 
Mr. TILSON. If the gentleman wishes to take the respon- 


sibility for taking the time and causing the ine 
Members 
Mr. BLANTON (interposing). I 
I work as hard as anybody here, 
Mr. TILSON. It is not half past 4 as yet, 
Mr. BLANTON. How much does it lack 
past 4? 
Mr. TILSON. It is not half past 4 as yet. 
Mr. BLANTON. 1lt lacks one minute of being half past 4, 
and it will be dark in 30 minutes, and we yet have all of our 
office mail to sign. 


olvenience to the 


will take the responsibility. 


of being baif } 


: 
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Mr. TILSON If the gentieman will let us run until 5 
o'clock, as we usually do, he will save himself and others a 
good deal of time I hope the gentleman will be reasonable, 
because we lust go further with this calendar before we 
adjourn 

Mr. BLANTON The floor leader is responsible if he has a 
roll call, but he should not want a few of us to stay here and 
york ourselves to death. 

Mr. TILSON, The gentleman can be excused any time he 
wishe 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the point of order 
and let us have a roll call 

Mr. TILSON The gentleman has that right; but he will 
accomplish nothing by it except to cause inconvenience to many 
Members and waste time 

Mir. BLANTON I work here on the floor as hard as any- 
body, and a lot of times I am on the floor when the floor leader 
is in his office or somewhere else. The floor leader knows how 
hard a few of us work on these bills, and I am not going to 
work myself down on them. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the point 
of order 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 
to alswer to their names: 

[Roll No, 12] 


Almon Dempsey Kiess Palmer 
Andrew Douglas, Ariz Kindred Parker 
Anthony Douglass, Mass King Porter 
Arent Doutrich Knutson Pou 

Aswell Drane Kopp Prall 

Bacon Drewry Koreli Quayle 
Bankhead Eaton Kunz Rainey 

Beck, Pa. Estep Kurtz Robsion, Ky. 
Beedy Evans, Calif. Lampert Rubey 

Begy Faust Langley Sabath 
Rerger litzgerald Roy (;. Leatherwood Sanders, N. Y, 
Black, N. Y, Foss Leech Sears, Fla 
Boies Freeman Letts Sege 

sow le Frothingham Lindsay Selvig 

tow ling Fulmer Linthicum Sirovich 
toyvlan Gallivan Lozier Sproul, Kans 
Rrand, Ohio Garrett, Tex Luce Stedman 
Britten Gifford Lyon Strother 
Bulwinkl Golder Mec lintic Sullivan 


Lushong Goldsborough McFadden Sweet 


Byrns Graham McReynolds Taylor, Colo 
Campbell Hadley Madden Thompson 
Canfield Hall, Ind Magrady Timberlake 
Carew Hlaugen Manlove Tinkham 
Carles Hawley Mead Treadway 
Carter Hersey Merritt Tucker 
Casey Holaday Milligan Underhill 
Celler Hope Monast Updike 
Chase Houston Montague Welch, Calif 
Cohen Hughes Mooney Weller 

Cole, lowa Hull, Venn Moore,N. J Welsh, Pa. 
Connally, Tex Igoe Moore, Va. Williams, Tex. 
Cooper, Ohio Irwin Morin Wilson, Miss 
Crail Johnson, 8. Dak. Murphy Wingo 
Crisp Kahn Nelson, Me Winter 
Crowther Kelly Nelson, Wis Wood 
Cullen Kendall Newton Woodrum 
Davenport Kent o'Connell Wyent 
Davey Kerr O'Connor, N.Y. Zihiman 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and seventy-seven Members 
have answered present; a quorum 

On motion of Mr. Titson, further proceedings under the call 
were dispensed with. 
DISPOSITION OF REMAINS OF MILITARY PERSONNEL AND CIVILIAN 

EMPLOYEES OF THE ARMY 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
248) to authorize appropriations to be made for the disposition 
of remains of military personnel and civilian employees of the 
Army 

The Cierk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


BATTLE FIELDS OF BRICES CROSS ROADS AND TUPELO, IN MISS, 


The next business on the consent calendar was the bill (H. R. 
S736) to provide for the inspection of the battle field of Brices 
Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, or Harris- 
burg. Miss, 

The clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a commission is hereby created, to be com- 
posed of the following members, who shall be appointed by the Secre- 
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tary of War: (1) A commissioned officer of the Corps of Engineer 
United States Army: (2) a veteran of the Civil War, who served 


JANUARY 16 


honorably in the military forces of the United States; and (3) a 
veteran of the Civil War, who served honorably in the military forces 
of the Confederate States of Ameri 
Sec. 2. In appointing the members of the commission created 

section 1 of this act the Secretary of War shail, as far as practicable, 
select persons familiar with the terrain of the battle field of Brice: 
Cross Roads, Miss and the battle field of Tupelo ” Harris 
Miss., and the historical events associated therewith 


Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the commission, acting under th 
direction of the Secretary of War, to inspect the battle field of Brice 
Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, or Harrisbure 
Miss., in order to ascertain the feasibility of preserving and mark 
for historical and professional military study such fields. The com 


|} mission shall submit a report of its findings and an itemized statems 


of its expenses to the Secretary of War not later than December 1 
1928. 


Sec. 4. There is authorized to be appropriated, out of any mon 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $38,000, or sii 


part thereof as may be necessary, in order to carry out the provisi 
of this act 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motiou to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

MARKERS FOR BATTLE FIELDS OF EASTPORT AND IUKA, MISS 


The next business on the consent calendar was the bill (H.R 
8737) providing for markers for the battle fields of Eastport, 
Miss., and Iuka, Miss. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob 
ject, is there any limit to the amount that may be spent? 

Mr. RANKIN. I do not know. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The bill does not provide any limit. I 
am simply inquiring for information. 

Mr. RANKIN. I will accept any amendment the gentlema 
wants to offer. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have not the faintest idea what 
ought to be, but it seems to me that good legislation would «di 
tate some limit. 

Mr. RANKIN. A similar provision has been passed with re 
spect to all of these markers. 

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, I think it is just as well not 
to have a limit. If a limit is stated, then they think they are 
entitled to have the full amount. If there is no amount stated 
the Committee on Appropriations will try to hold them down 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is agreeable to me. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to obtain and place in the Civil War battle 
fields of Eastport, Miss., and Luka, Miss., located in Tishomingo County 
of said State, appropriate markers, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of properly preserving these 
historic landmarks. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment, As 
the bill now reads it would sound as if the department were 
authorized to take the money directly out of the Treasury 
I therefore move to amend by striking out those words. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Cramron;: Beginning in line 7, strike out 
the language “out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated.” 


Mr. CRAMTON., 
merely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time. and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

TO REGULATE SALES BY UTILITIES IN THE ARMY 

The next business on. the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 7988) to regulate sales by utilities in the Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 


The bill will then stand as an authorization 


Mr. Speaker, I object. 
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HIGHWAY ACROSS VANCOTVER BARRACKS MILITARY RESERVATION 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 

(H. R. to authorize the Secretary of War to grant and 
convey to the city of Vanconver a perpetual easement for public 
highway purposes over and upon a portion of the Vancouver 
turracks Military Reservation in the State of Washingtun 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

ihe SPEAKER. Is there objecti« n to the present usid- 
eration of the bill’? 

There was he iectic 





The Clerk read the bill, as follows 

Be it ena d, ¢ ; at Seer i of W e, and he s hereby 
ithe g I ity Vai : 
orpora r tl = f Washington. a perpetual easement for 
construction and maintenance of a public highway, Dot exceeding 6 
feet in width, paralie g the Columbia Rit on the Vancouver Barracks 
Military Reservation t State « Washington, at such loca n and 
inder such conditions as may be approved by the Secretary « \W 
with the right to grade, fill, or otherwise build said highway above 
the danger of overflow of the Coelumbia River, to surface, pave iiumi 
ate, lay mall auit nd j iri mak other im . 
necessary tor public-highway | poses: Provided, Th f ity of 


Vancouver shall perform at its own ost and expense such wo 


Secretary of War may require for the protection of or t prevent 
interference with the use of any underground or other improvements 
on said reservation which may e affected by the const ion and 
maintenance of said } way 

Sec, 2. No part of the property granted and conveyed by the Secre 


tary of War for the purposes uferesaid shall be used for any other than 
highway purposes, and when said property shall cease to be so sed it 
shall revert to the United States of America: Provided, That the 


United States at all times sball have the right te pass over or across 





said highway for gaining access to the Columbia River er for any other 
purpose and, in case of a mergency, ma s ! of, b . 
and occupy, temporarily or otherwise without consent r leave from 
the city of Vancouver, any « li of said property and hig y ul 
governmMeltal purposes And the United States shall m e Ol I 
liable for any damages or compensation whatever to e city « Val 


couver for any futur se by the United States for the aforesaid 


purposes of any or all of said property and highway. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passe 
was laid on the table 


SUPERINTENDENT OF ANTIETAM BATTLE FIELD 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 227) to regulate the appointment and duties of the super 
intendent of the Antietam battle field. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the superintendent of the Antietaun 
field, near Sharpsburg, Md., shall perform his duties under the direction 
of the Quartermaster Corps and shall be selected and appointed by tl 
Secretary of War, at his discretion, the person selected for this ] on 
to have been either a commissioned officer or enlisted man who has been 
honorably discharged or mustered out of the military service of the 
United States and who may have been disabled for active field service: 
in line of duty. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 232) to amend the act of June 7, 1924, prescribing the 
persons entitled to the benefits of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers and the method of their admission 
thereto. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved June 7, 1924, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“The following persons shall be entitled to the benefits of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunte Soldiers, and may be admitted 


thereto upon the order of a member of the Board of Managers, namely 
Honorably discharged officers, soldiers, sailors, or marines, including 
women commissioned or enlisted, and male and female Army and Navy 
hurses under commission, enlistment, or contract since April 21, 1898, 
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who sel 1 in the regular, volunteer, or other forces of the I ed 
States, or in the Organised Militia or N Guard wher tilled into 
Federal service, and who are disabled by d r wounds and whe 
have no adequate means of support, and by reavon of h dis lit . 
ither temporarily or | n y incapacit ed f i yal ~ Ry 

With the following committee amendments: 

Page 2, lin , strike it the words “ male and f ] 

Page 2, line 4, insert r the word “ enlistment tt wor ‘ ~ 
I it 

ommittee amend: its were agreed 
: bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and rea: l 





third time, was read the third time, and passed 


r 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
AMENDING THE NATIONAL DEFENSE A¢ 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
S500), to amend the national defense ac 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER Is there obie on? 

There was bo objection 

The clerk read as follows 





it Lor i < . 

1 ki Ss e national tel d f t I of f ! 
nat i ophy dal nd other pr s, to be | ded ] I 

ted for. whicl ti 1 shall be held annually, und 8 I 

lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, said compet DB 
open to the Army, Na Marine Corps, and the National Guard, 
r Organized Militia, of the several States, Territories, and the Dist t 
ff Columbia, members of rifle clubs and civilians, and for the « t of 
trophy, prizes, medal and all other expenditures requisite for and 

neident to the conduct of the annual competition and the maintenar 
nd operation of the Small Arms Firing School connected therewith, 
id a sum necessary for the above-named purposes is hereby authorized 
to be appropriated annually as a part of the total sum appropriated 
for national defense; and for the promotion of rifle practice through- 


the United States, including the reimbursement of necessary ex 
pense of members of the National Board for the Promotion of Rifle 
Practice to be expended for the purpose hereinbefore prescribed, 
inder the direction of the Secretary of War, the sum of $7,500 is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated annually: Provided, That no 
ompetitor shall be entitled to commutation of rations in excess of 
$1.50 per day, and when meals are furnished no greater expense than 


that sum per man per day for the period the contest is In progress.” 


With the following committee amendment: 


age 1, line 2, after the word issembled,” insert the following: 
“That the act entitled ‘An act for the promotion of rifle practice 
throughout the United States, approved February, 14, 1927 (1 Ss. 
Stat. 44-1095),’ which adds an additional paragraph to section 113 


of the national defense act, is hereby amended to read as follows 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the folowing amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


» , 


Page 2, line 17, before the figures “$ 


500,” insert the words “ not 
more than.” 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


TRANSFER OF OKANOGAN IRBIGATION PROJECT, STATE OF 
WASHINGTON 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(S. 1661) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to transfer 
the Okanogan project, in the State of Washington, to the 
Okanogan irrigation district upon payment of charges stated. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion. of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


CHINESE SUBJECTS AT WEST POINT 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was House 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to receive, for instruction at the United States Military 
Academy at West Point, two Chinese subjects, to be designated 
hereafter by the Government of China. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I object. 
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rWO SIAMESE SUBJECTS AT WEST POINT 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was House 
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) authorizing the Secretary of 


War to receive, for instruction at the United States Military 
Academy at West Point, two Siamese subjects, to be designated 
hereafter. by the Government of Siam. 

rhe Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 

fhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution 7 

Mr. BLANTON I object. 

Mr. SCHAFER. 1 object 

ADDITIONAL CIRCTIT JUDGE, SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

fhe next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(Hi. R. S220) for the appointment of an additional circuit judge 
for the sixth judictal circuit 

hhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill 

Mr. PLANTON. T object. 

Mr. DYER \ir. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold his 


objection ? 


Mr. BLANTON, It is rather late, and possibly the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Tmson] may have a_ dinner 
engagement 

Mr. DYER I wanted to state that this legislation is recom- 
mended not only by the Attorney General but by the judges 


who have to do with making recommendatious as provided by 


law for additional judges. 

Mr. BLANTON. Was it Attorney General Daugherty who 
made the recommendation? 

Mr. DYER. No: it was made by the present Attorney Gen- 


eral and approved by the commission of judges headed by the 
Chief Justice, Mr. Taft 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the objection. 


AMENDING LAW, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—CLERK’S FEES 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(Hi. R. #020) to amend an uct entitled “An act to establish a 
code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 
1, and the amendatory thereof and supplementary 
thereto 

The Clerk read the tithe of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


CODE OF 


“acs 


Mr. BLANTON. I object. 
STENOGRAPHERS IN UNITED STATES COURTS 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9024) to authorize the appointment of stenographers 


in the courts of the United States and to fix their duties and 
compensation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. DYER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill may be passed over without objection. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I have no objection to its retaining 
its place on the calendar. 

Mr. DYER, Mr. Speaker, I make the same request 
respect to the two previous bills that were objected to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the two bills just objected to and the one 
now under consideration be passed over and retain their place 
on the calendar, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

MARSHAL’S FEE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


with 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. BR. 9026) to amend section 1112 of the Code of Law for 
the District of Columbia. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill. as fellows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the first paragraph of section 1112 of the act 
of March 3, 1901, chapter 854, entitled “An act to establish a code of 
law for the District of Columbia,” be, and it is hereby, amended to 
read as follows: 

‘Si 1112. Marshal's fees: For each return on any warrant, at- 
tachment, summons, capjas, or other writ (except execution, venire, or 


or subpeena for a witness), whether or not service has been 


a summons 


made, $1 for each person: Provided, however, That for the return on 
iny citation, summons, notice, or rule issued by the probate court the 
fee shall be 50 cents for each person.” 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

PUNISHMENT OF ESCAPING CRIMINALS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9021) providing for the punishment of persons escaping 
from Federal penal or correctional institutions, and for other 
purposes, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That if any person convicted of an offense agaiust 
Federal statutes, committed to any Federal penal or correctional insti 
tution, or any State, county, or other institution, designated as a place 
for ‘the incarceration of Federal prisoners or being conveyed to or from 
such institution, shall break such prison and escape therefrom or shal! 
from the custody of any official or employee conveying 
person to or from such institution or shall escape from or leave without 
due authority any building, camp, farm, garden, city, town, road, street, 
any place whatsoever in which such person is placed or to which 
such person is directed or permitted to go or in which such person is 
allowed to be by the warden or any other officer or employee of the 
prison, whether inside or outside of the prison walls or grounds, such 
person shall be deemed guilty of an escape and shall, upon conviction 
be punished by imprisonment for a term not to exceed five years, to 
commence from and after the expiration of the term of previous sen 
tence: Provided, That in order to constitute an escape under the pro 
visions of this act it is not necessary that the prisoner be within any 
walls or inclosure nor that there shall be any actual breaking nor that 
such prisoner be in the or custody of any officer or 
other person. 
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escape such 


or 


presence actual 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


| was read the third time, and passed. 


A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


APPROVAL OF MARSHALS’ VOUCHERS 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 9051) to amend section 1 of the act of February 22, 


1875, entitled 
purposes,” 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. 

Mr. DYER. This bill is asked especially by the Comptroller 
General in order to facilitate the keeping straight of the mar- 
shals’ accounts. 

Mr. BLANTON. What good reason is there for not render- 
ing all accounts monthly, instead of quarterly? 


“An act regulating fees and costs, and for other 


Mr. DYER. They render their accounts to the Attorney 
General. 
Mr. BLANTON. Why do they not want to render them 


monthly as the law requires? Why do they want to render 
them quarterly ? 

Mr. DYER. This is recommended by the Attorney General. 
It passed the House at the last session without objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
the next bill. 


The Clerk will report 


AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 234) to amend section 47d of the national defense act as 
amended, so as to authorize an allowance of 1 cent a mile for 
subsistence of candidates in going to and returning from camp. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ACT 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 47d of the national defense act, 
amended by the act approved June 4, 1920 (41 Stat. p. 779), be 
and the same is, further amended by inserting between the 
“mile” and “for” in the fourteenth line of said section 47d 
following language, to wit: 

“Or, at the option of the Secretary of War, transportation 
kind may be furnished, and in addition thereto candidates may 


is 
words 


the 


in 
be 


paid a subsistence allowance at the rate of 1 cent a mile within such 
limits as to territory as the Secretary of War may prescribe,” 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
wus laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRAINING CORPS 

it ilendar was the bill 


The next business on the Conse Cs 
he Reserve Officers’ Train 


(H. R. 244) te enable memb rs of t 
ng Corps who have interrupted the course of training pre 
seribed in the act of June 4, 1920, to resume such, training and 
amended accordingly section 47 of that act. 

rhe title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


objectic« n to the present c nsider 


L 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 47c of the national defense act of 
June 3, 1916, as amended, be, and the same is hereby, amended by 
adding thereto the following additional proviso: 


‘Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
require that the advanced training provided for herein shall follow 
without interruption upon the completion of the two years’ elective o1 
compulsory course of military training prescribed in section 40 of 
this act or to require that such advanced training be pursued without 
interruption after it bas been commenced in those cases where the 
person selected for advanced training at any institution will, under the 
rules and regulations thereof, normally require in order to be gradu 
ated therefrom a period of sufficient duration after any interruption 
to complete the advanced course without curtailment.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid.on the table. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, the remaining bills have not 
been on the calendar here the requisite number of days. There 
fore the calendar having been completed, unless there is a 
unanimous-consent request I shall move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

PERMISSION FOR A COMMITTFE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on the Judiciary or its subcommittees during 
the present session of Congress may hold hearings at any 
time that will not interfere with the meetings of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on the Judiciary and its 
subcommittees may hold public hearings during the sessions of 
the House. 

Mr. DYER. Public hearings only during the time when the 
House is in session. We have several public hearings set for 
to-morrow, and there are a number of gentlemen who are 
coming here from out of town. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Is it for the next few days 
only ? 

Mr. DYER. I make it as a general request. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I shall not object to limiting 
it; I shall not object at all if the gentleman is making this 
request at the order of the committee; but unless it is at the 
order of the committee, I am not sure. Some members of 
some of the committees have spoken to me and objected to 
certain committees holding sessions during the sittings of the 
House. 

Mr. DYER. I will limit it to the present week. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani 
mous consent that during the present week the Committee on 
the Jndiciary or any subcommittee thereof may have permission 
to sit during the sessions of the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
January 17, 1928, at 12 o'clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com 
mittee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, January 17, 1928, as re 
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 
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COM MITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a, m.) 
Independent offices appropriation bill, 
(2 p. m.) 
War Department appropriation bill. 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a, m.) 
To amend section 15a of the interstate commerce act as 
amended (H R. 5819 and H, R. S49). 
ro repeal section 15a of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” as amended February 28, 1920, and to enuct in lieu 


| thereof provisions for meeting the transportation needs of the 


country (H. R. 8833). 
COMMITTEE OF FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m.—eaucus room) 

To hear Representative Dentson, of Illinois, and Mr. Frank 
Freeden, of Chicago, discuss projects to control the tlood waters 
of the Mississippi River. 

(2 p. m.—eaucus room) 

To hear Senators Sackerr and Barktey, of Kentucky; Gov- 
ernor Fields, of Kentucky: Representatives KINcuEeLop and 
Greoory, of Kentucky; and Representative McCiintic, of Okla- 
homa; and a delegation from Kentucky discuss projects to 
control the flood waters of the Mississippi River 

(S p. m.—caucus room) 
A meeting for the discussion of projects to control the flood 
waters of the Mississippi River. 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
To hear Admiral Hughes discuss the building program. 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To prohibit the exportation of arms, munitions, or implements 

of war to certain foreign countries (H. J. Res. 1). 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 
(10.30 a. m.) 

For the adoption of the Columbia Basin reclamation project, 

and for other purposes (H. R. 7029). 
COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS 
(10.50 a. m.) 

To provide for the fifteenth and subsequent fecennial censuses 
(H. R. 393). 

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 2 
(10 a. m.) 

Whereas it is charged that JAMes M. Beck, a Representative 
elect to the Seventieth Congress from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, is ineligible to a seat in the House of Representatives 
for the reason that he was not at the time of his election an 
inhabitant of the State of Pennsylvania in the sense of the 
provision of the Constitution of the United States (par. 5 of 
sec. 2, Art. 1) prescribing the qualifications for Members 
thereof; and 

Whereas such charge is made through a Member of the 
House and on his responsibility as such Member, upon the basis, 
as he asserts, of records and papers evidencing such ineligi- 
bility (H. Res. 1). 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 

To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 
agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce 
(H. R. 7940), 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
(10 a. m.) 

To facilitate disposition of the business of United States dis- 
trict courts, and for other purposes (H. R. 8556). 

To authorize district courts of the United States to provide 
for reports of misdemeanor cases by United States commis- 
sioners, and for other purposes (H. R. 8555). 

To provide for the procedure in the trial of certain criminal 
cases by the district courts of the United States (H. I 230). 

To authorize the appointment of special United States com- 
missioners, and for other purposes (H. R. 5608). 

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
(7.30 p. m.) 

Authorizing acquisition of a site for the farmers’ produce 

market (H. R. 9206, 8836, and 8298). 


: 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

203. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
draft bill to amend section 10 of an act entitled “An act 
to provide more effectively for the national defense by increas- 
ing the efficiency of the Air Corps of the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved July 2, 1926; to the 
on Military Affairs 


clause 2 


of a 


Committers 





204. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
draft of a bill providing for sundry matters affecting the 
laval service; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

205. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Parker Head Harbor and Channel, Kennebec River, Me.; to the | 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

206. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Broad Sound, Mass., with a view to the construction of a 
breakwater in the vicinity of Winthrop; to the Committee on 
River nd Harbor 

207. A fer from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
survey of channel from Redwood City, Calif., to the main 
channel in San Francisco Bay, with a view to securing a depth 
of 30 feet and width of 300 feet (H. Doc. No. 142) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustration. 

208. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
survey of Norfolk Harbor, Va., with a view to providing an 
anchorage basin in the vicinity of Craney Island (H. Doc. No. 
143) : to the Committce on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustration. 


299. A communication from the President of the United States, 
transinitting proposed #2mendments to estimates for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture contained in the Budget for the fiscal year 
1929 (H. Doe. No, 144) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 482. A bill 


to provide relief for the victims of the airplane accident at 


Langin Field, Moundsville, W. Va.:; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 284). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6106, <A 
bill to amend section 3702, Revised Statutes: with amendment 
(Rept. No, 285). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 9285. <A 


bill to provide for the settlement of claims against the United 
States account of property damage, personal injury, or 
death; without amendment (Rept. No. 286). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. LEHLBACH: Committee on the Civil Service. H. R. 
5608, <A bill to authorize members of the Civil Service Com- 
mission and its duly authorized representatives to administer 
oaths of office; without amendment (Rept. No. 287). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONTAGUE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
A bill to amend the Judicial Code by adding a 


on 


H. R. 5623. 
new section, to 


be numbered 274D; without amendment (Rept. No. 288). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 
7011. A bill to detach Okfuskee County from the northern 


judicial district of the State of Oklahoma and attach the same 
to the eastern judicial district of the said State: without amend- 


ment (Rept. No, 291). Referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. LEHLBACH: Committee on the Civil Service. H. R. 
7908. <A bill to authorize the granting of leave to ex-service men 
and women to attend the annual convention of the United 
Spanish War Veterans and auxiliary in Habana, Cuba, in 
1928: without amendment (Rept. No. 292). Referred to the 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


of Rule XIIT, 


» 


- 


Under clause 


Mr. BOX: Committee on Claims. H. R. 4127. A bill for 
the relief of Joel T. Smith; without amendment (Rept. No. 
278). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
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Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
for the relief of the Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland 
amendment (Rept. No. 279). 
Whole House. 

Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. 


A bill 
; with 
Referred to the Committee of the 


H. R. S808. 


A bill for the relief of Charles R. Wareham; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 280). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Committee on Claims. 


H. R. 8886. A bill for the relief of 
ment (Rept. No, 281). 


Luc Mathias; with amend 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 


Mr. 


S887. 


ROY G. 
A bill for 


FITZGERALD: 
the relief of Victorina 
with amendment (Rept. No, 282). 
of the Whole House. 

MONTAGUE: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 8216 
A bill to confer authority on the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Virginia to yx rmit J. L. Sink, a 
bankrupt, to file his application for discharge and to authorize 
and empower the judge of said court to hear and determine the 


Committee Claims, 
Me Sa, of Cav 
Referred 


on . mM. 
Po a. 


to the Committee 


ite, 


Tr 
aval. 


same; without amendment (Rept. No. 288). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. GARRETT of Texas: Committee on Military Affairs. 


A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to award a 


Nicaraguan campaign badge to Capt. James P. Williams, in 
recognition of his services to the United States in the Nicara 


guan campaign of 1912 and 
No. 289). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee on Military Affairs 
H. R. 8987. A bill for the relief of John R. Butler: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 290). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


1913: without amendment (Rept. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1510) granting a pension to Nannie Austin; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4448) granting a pension to Mary M. Goodwin: 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5402) for the relief of Joske Bros. Co. ; Commit- 
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

A bill (H. R. 9303) for the relief of Dent. Allcroft & Co.: 
A. J. Baker Co. (Inc.) ; Horwitz & Arbib (Inc.) ; and Richard 
Evans & Sons Co.; Committee on Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (H. R. 5950) for the relief of Alice Sarrazin; Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

A bill (H. R. 9152) for the relief of the heirs of John B. 
Johnson; Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 7767) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
A. Fortney ; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Commtitee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9154) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Wells; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9160) for the relief of F. M. Rose; Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

A bill (H. R. 9210) for the relief of Lieut. George H. Hauge; 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9227) granting relief to the trustees of Allegheny 
College, Blue Sulphur, Greenbrier County, W. Vu.; Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9249) granting retirement pay to Christ Roesch: 
Committee.on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8961) for the relief of Daniel S. Schaffer Co. 
(Ine.) ; Committee on Claims discharged; and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9339) granting the 
consent of Congress to the Board of County Commissioners of 


resolutions 











ebm: 


(ais. 
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Trumbull! County, Ohio, to construct a free highway bridge 
across the Mahoning River at Warren, Trumbull County, Obio; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 9340) providing for the pur 
chase of a suitable site and the erection of a public building 
at Culver City, Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 9341) to receive rank and pay 
for certain officers of the Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 9542) relating to length 
of service of professors of mathematics in the United States 
Nuvy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (EL R. 9343) to provide for dispensing 
with oath or affirmation as a method of verifying certain written 
instruments: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9344) to authorize the Secre 
tary of the Interior to contract with irrigation districts and 
others for the acceleration of the payment of certain sums upon 
water churges under Federal irrigation projects; to the Com 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. YON: A bill (H. R. 9345) adopting and authorizing 
the improvement of a waterway connecting Pensacola Bay in 
Florida with Mobile Buy in Alabama; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9346) to fix the salaries of 
officers and members of the metropolitan police force and the 
fire department of the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9347) to regulate the practice of natur 
opathy in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma; A bill (H. R. 


9548) to 


restrict the inheritance of Quapaw lands, money, or mineral | 


interests to heirs of Indian blood; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 9349) for the relief of 
enlisted men of the United States military forces who served 
in Porto.Rico from May 26, 1900, to April 23, 1904; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

3vy Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 9350) granting the con 
sent of Congress to Frank E. Merrill, carrying on business 
under the name and style of Frank FE. Merrill & Co.’s Algonquin 
Shores Realty Trust, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
footbridge across the Fox River; to the Committee on Inter 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 9351) granting allowance 
for rent, fuel, light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth 
class, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R, 9352) providing for sundry 
matters affecting the naval service; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLADAY: A bill (H. R. 9353) to amend the act of 
June 7, 1924, prescribing the persons entitled to the benefits of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and the 
method of their admission thereto; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KEMP: A bill (H. R. 9354) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a bee laboratory at Baton Rouge, La.; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 9355) to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of certain property in the District of Columbia for the 
Library of Congress, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Library, 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9356) to amend section 2 
of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1913, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SELVIG: A bill (H. R. 9357) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign 
countries, to encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purpgses ”; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill CH. R. 9358) amending the statutes 
of the United States with reference to copyright registration of 
designs; to the Committee on Patents. 

3y Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill. (H. R. 9359) to amend 
section 10 of an act entitled “An act to provide more effectively 
fer the national defense by increasing the efficiency of the Air 
Corps of the Army of the United States, and for other pur 
poses,” approved July 2, 1926; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FURLOW: A bill (H. R. 9360) for the construction 
of rural post roads, exclusive of those now included in the 
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system of Federal aid for con roads; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. REID of Illinsis: A bill (HL. R. 9861) granting the 
consent of Congress to the city of St. Charles, State of Illinois, 
to widen a bridge across the Fox River within the city of St 
Charles, State of Dlinois; te the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZLDHLMAN: A bill (HH. R. 9862) to change the name 
of St. Vincent's Orphan Asylum, and amend the act entitled 
‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to incorporate St. Vin 
cent’s Orphan Asylum, in the District of Columbia, approved 
February 25, 1831°"; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 9868) to provide for the com- 
pletion and repair of customs buildings in Porto Rico; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. 2. 9804) to remit the duty on a 
carillon of bells which was imported for the Church of Good 
Counsel, Borough of Brooklyn, State of New York; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 9365) granting the consent of 
Congress to the Arkansas Highway Commission to construct, 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the St. 
Francis River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce 

By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 9366) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Air Corps, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (A 


truction of post 


R. 9367) to increase the ap- 
for post-office building at Putnam, Conn.; to the 
Commiitee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BECK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R, 9868) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to exchange with the Pennsyl- 
vinia Railroad Co. certain tracts of land situate in the city of 
Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9369) to recognize 
ihe military war services of adjutants general and Uhited 
States property and disbursing officers as Federal military war 
duty during war period April 6, 1917, to November 11, 1918; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (7. R. 98370) to amend 
the Federal reserve act, as amended, by granting to the Federal 
Reserve Board authority to increase reserve balances of certain 
banks; to the Committee on Banking and Curreney. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 9371) to place agricultural 
products upon a price equality with other commodities: to the 
Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 9372) authorizing the 
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a national home 
for soldiers and sailors of all wars; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (A. R. 9873) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act for making further and more effectual pro- 
vision for the national defense, and for other purposes, . ap- 
proved June 3, 1916, as amended, and for other purposes”; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 9374) to extend the limitations. of time 
upon the issuance of medals of honor. distinguished-service 
crosses, and distinguished-service medals to persons who served 
in the Army of the United States during the World War; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Louisiana: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
164) interpreting the meaning of the tariff act of 1922, with 
respect to imported broken rice; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CASEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 165) authorizing 
the erection on public grounds in the District of Columbia of a 
stone monument as a memorial to Samuel Gompers; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. VESTAL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 166) consenting 
that certain States may sue the United States, and providing for 
trial on the merits in any suit brought hereunder by a State to 
recover direct taxes alleged to have been illegally collected by 
the United States during the years 1866, 1867, and 1868, and 
vesting the right in each State to sue in its own name: to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. SCHAFER: Resolution (H. Res. 93) authorizing the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive Departments to 
investigate the acts of the Alien Property Custodian’s office, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows» 
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By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 9375) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret A. Walters; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9376) granting 
Nancy A, Cook; to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9377) granting 
Nancy Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Fannie A. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. 9379) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane Tilly; to the Committee on Pensions. 


an increase of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 
an increase of pension to 


$ 


by Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9380) for the 
relief of Frank E. Shults; to the Cominittee on Claims 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 9381) granting a pension to 
Minnie Rushton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 9382) for the relief of Flora 
Yost (Klinawski); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9383) granting an in- 
crease Of pension to Lizzie Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9384) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9385) 
for the relief of the estate of L. Gordon Leech, bankrupt; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (HL. R. 9386) for the relief of Leo 
C. Vollinger: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 9387) for the relief of George 
Woulsey ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (HL. R. 98388) for the relief of Albert 
Von Hoffman; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (HL. R. 9389) grant- 


ing a pension to June Harvie; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9390) granting a pension to Mark T. 
Sinith; to the Committee on Pensions. 


by Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 9391) granting a pension 
to Catharine 8S. Beagle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLOSON: A bill (H. R. 9392) granting a pension to 
Alice B. Putnam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. GLYNN: A bill (HL. R. 9393) granting an increase of 
pension to Caroline Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 
crease of pension to Martha J. Hite; 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9895) granting an increase of pension to 
Miury Couch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (Hi. R, 9896) to compensate Eugenia 
Edwards, of Saluda, 8S. C., for allowances due and unpaid 
during the World War; to the Committee on War Claims. 


9394) granting an in- 
to the Committee on 


By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. $897) to allow the dis- 
tinzuished-service medal for service in the World War to be 
uwarded Capt. W. E. Corkill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 9398) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Rambo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9399) granting a 
pension to Mary M. Mehaffey; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, 


Kv Mr. HOLADAY: A bill (HL. R. 9400) granting a pension to 
John S. Ashworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9401) for the 


relief of Clyde Blakley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill CH. R. $402) granting a pension to J. R. Westfall; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9408) granting a pension to Rosetta 
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IRVIN: A bill (HL. R. 9404) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R, 9405) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary C. Parsons; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 9406) granting an increase 


of pension Eliza A. 
Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9407) granting an increase of pension to 
Killen R. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 9408) granting a pension to Allie Crabb; 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to Diveley ; to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 9409) to reimburse the City 
Flouring Mills (Inec.), of Muncy, Pa., for losses amounting to 


$2,079.50 sustained by them in 1918 and 1919 in the handling 
or dealing in or with wheat-flour substitutes; to the Committee 
on Claims, 





| of pension to Margaret 


. 
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By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 9410) granting an increase 
of pension to Marion Holvenstot; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 9411) for the relief of 
Maurice P. Dunlap; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAPHS: A bill (H. R. 9412) for the relief of Frank 
D. Peck; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 9413) granting a pension to 
Annie C. Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9414) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Glackin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9415) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Gallagher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9416) granting 
an increase of pension to James Bartram; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 9417) for 
Harry C. Bradley; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 9418) granting an increase 
R. Humphrey; to the Committee 


JANUARY 


the relief of 


on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9419) granting a pension to William Clark; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8420) granting an increase of pension to 
Lutie Hannah; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9421) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Katie B. Meister; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9422) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen J. Strain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRALL: A bill (H. R. 9423) for the relief of the de- 
positors of the Mariner Harbor National Bank, Mariners Har- 
bor, in the county of Richmond, in the State of New York; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, PRATT: A bill (H. R. 9424) granting an increase of 
pension to Jane A. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 9425) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet B. Gros; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. QUAYLE: A bill (H. R. 9426) granting a pension to 
Edward Roediger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (CH. R. 9427) for the relief of 
Glen D. Tolman; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 9428) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Bales; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9429) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Duffield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID of Tilinois: A bill (H. R. 9480) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Radford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9481) granting a pension to Ruth H. 
Wight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 9432) granting a pen- 
sion to Phebe Clark Defendall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 9483) authorizing the 
payment to William P. Flood of $5,000 as reward for valuable 
services rendered the Government during his service in the 
Naval Gun Factory; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9434) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay the claim of Mitchell Oshkenaniew, a member of 
the Menominee Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SEGER: A bill (H. R. 9435) granting an increase of 
pension to Jennie Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9486) granting an increase of pension 
Bessie M. Trenor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9437) granting an increase of pension t 
Catherine Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9488) granting an increase of pension 
Rachel Masker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9489) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9440) granting an increase of pension 
Christina Nauman: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $441) granting an increase of pension 
Elizabeth Brady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9442) granting an increase of pension 
Susie T. Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9443) granting an increase of pension 
Martha Bogert; to the Committeé on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9444) granting an increase of pension 
Rebecca Ettinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 9445) granting an increase of pension 
Dora Emmens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (TT. R. 9446) granting an increase of pension ft 
Elizabeth Clark: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $447) granting an increase of pension to 
E:mma Miller: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9448) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9449) granting an increase of pension [to 
Ruchel]l Mickler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 9450) granting an increase of | 


pension to Martha Vroman; to the Committee on Invalid Pet 
sions. 

ty Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9451) for the re 
lief of Adam R. Hartzell; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill CH. R. 9452) for the relief of Justin W. Chamber 
lain: to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 9453) for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9454) grant 
ing a pension to Susan Rettinger; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. $9455) granting a 
pension to Mary J. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9456) granting a pension to Mattie Fergu 
son: to the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9457) granting a pension to Charley L 
Roach ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9458) granting a pension to Lucinda J 
Mayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9459) granting a pension to Isabell Ken- 
nedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (If. R. 9460) granting a pension to John T. Ey- 
erett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 9461) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper O, Craig; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9462) granting a pension to Mary E. Col- 
linus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9468) granting a pension to Rachel M 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9464) granting an inerease of pension to 
Arthur Gray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9465) granting a pension to Martha Hut- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9466) granting a pension to Luchen N. 
Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9467) granting a pension to Frederick 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $468) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 9469) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Guy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9470) granting a pension to Jane Miller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ‘TEMPLE: A bill (H. R. 9471) granting an increase 
of pension to Catharine Cocain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9472) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Helphenstine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9473) granting a pension 
to Venia Hines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 9474) granting an increase 
of pension to Ruth L. Terrill; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. $475) granting a pension to Mary F. Giv- 
ens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9476) granting 
a pension to Mary Middaugh; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9477) granting 
a pension to James J. Potvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9478) granting 
a pension to Willie BE. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9479) granting an increase of pension to 
Lissetta Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 9480) for the relief of 
Russell & Tucker, and certain other citizens of the States 
of Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas; to the Committee on Claims 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

1646. Petition of sundry citizens of the District of Columbia, 
opposing the passage of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill, or any other legislation of this kind; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1647. By Mr. BARBOUR: Resoluti 
Commerce, Selma, Calif., and Porterville Chamber of Commerce, 
Porterville, Calif., protesting against the placing of immigration 
from Mexico upon a quota basis; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

1648, Also, letter in opposition to Curtis-Reed education bill, 
signed by residents of Livingston, Calif.; to the Committee on 
Education. 

1649. Also, petition of residents of the seventh congressional 
district, California, against the Lankford Sunday bill (H. R, 
78): to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1650. By Mr. BOHN: Petitions from citizens of the city of 
Petoskey, Mich., opposing House bill 78; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1651. By Mr. BOLES: Petition signed by citizens of Turin and 
Onawa, Monona County, Iowa, protesting against the compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


of Selma Chamber of 


1652. Also, petition signed by citizens of Castana, Ute, and 
Soldier, Monona County, Lowa, protesting against the compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee onthe District of 
Columbia. 

1653. By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition against the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) by Mrs. Thomas 
Cc. Jensen, 918 Congress Avenue, Anstin, Tex., and others; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1654. By Mr. BURDICK: Petition of 10 groups of residents 
of Rhode Island, against compulsory Sunday observance; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1655. By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of Baltimore quarterly 
meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, representing con- 
gregations in Pennsylvania, Maryland, the District of Columbia, 
and Virginia, assembled in session at Washington, January ?4, 
1928, indorsing House joint resolution 1, preventing the ship- 
ment of arms, etec., to countries engaged in aggressive warfare; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1656. Also, resolution of board of directors of the Toledo 
(Ohio) Young Women’s Christian Association, indorsing the 
Capper resolution (S. J. Res. 14) providing for the outlawry of 
war. and the Burton resolution (H. J. Res. 1) preventing the 
shipment of arms, etc. to countries engaging in aggressive 
warfare; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1657. Also, resolution No. 81835, adepted by the council of 
the city of Cleveland, Ohio, January 9, 1928, approving the 
resolution introduced by Congressman Samuel Arentz, of 
Nevada, to provide « special congressional medal in memory of 
the air-mail pilots who lost their lives in service during the 
period when the air mail was operated by the United States 
Government; to the Committee on the Library. 

1658. Also, resolution adopted by the Pythian Association of 
Cuyahoga County, Ohio, approving liberalization of the retire- 
ment laws for postal and other civil service employees, and 
indorsing Senate bill 1727 and House bill 25; to the Committee 
on the Civil Service. 

1659. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of Mr, M. Morehouse and 
many others, of Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage 
of louse bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1660. Also, petition of Mr. 8. D. Thomas and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1661. Also, petition of Miss Anna M. Thomas and many 
others, of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of 
Hfouse bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1662. Also, petition of Mr. D. Braco and many others, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78; to the Committce on 
the District of Columbia, 

1663. Also, petition of Mr. F. A. Lacey and many others, pro- 
testing against the passuge of House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1664. Also, petition of Mr. Eugene R. Smith and many others, 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1665. Also, petition of Mrs. George W. Crosley and many 
others, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1666. Also, petition of Miss Portia BE. Warren and many 
others, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1667. Also, petition of Mrs. T. L. Dunn and many others, 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


1668. Also, petition of Mrs. Charles M. Robinson and many 
others, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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, petition of Mrs. L. Gagnon and many others, pro- 
t the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee 
District of Columbia. 
Also, petition of Mr. George Bowman and many others, 
sting against the passage of House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee 6n the District of Columbia. 

1671, Also, petition of Mr. M. Eakins and many others, pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee 


- -_ 
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on the District of Columbia. 

1672. Also, petition of Mrs. Hl. Mitchell and many others, of 
Makland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
75: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1673, Also, petition of Mr. B,. Mitchels and many others, of | 


Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78: 
to the Comuuittee on the District of Columbia. 

1674. Also, petition of Mr, Robert Smith and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1675. Also, petition of Mr, Henry L. Corson and many others, 
of California. protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1676. Also, petition of Mr. W. B. Hammer and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
TS; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

petition of Mr. H. Herman and many others, of 


1677. Also, 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 


7S: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1678. Also, petition of Mr. O. E, Balden and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

167), Also, petition of Mr. E. B. Jordan and many others, 


of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 


7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1680, Also, petition of Mr. Hyrum H. Beck and many others, 


of Albany, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

IGS1. Also, petition of Miss Clara FE, Courtney and many 
others, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, known 
the Sunday bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

1682. Also, petition of Mr, Milton A. Nathan and many others, 
of California, protesting against the passage of House bill 783 
to the Committee on the District cf Columbia. 

1688. Also, petition of Mr, S. E, Withrow and many others, 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

N64. Also, petition of Mrs. E. L. Hazelton and many others, 
of Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1685. Also, petition of Mr. John Stack and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1686. Also, petition of Benjamin H. Jacobs and many others, 
of Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1687. Also, petition of Alex S, Kaul and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1688. Also, petition of J. T. Harris and many others, of Berke- 
ley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

i689. Also, petition of L, A. Haas and many others, of Cali- 
fornia, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1690. Also, petition of H. C. Keeley and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

1691. Also, petition of Byron A. Terrill and many others, of 
Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1692, Also, petition of G. A. Missen and many others, of Ala- 
meda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1693. Also, petition of Mrs, Augusta Hall and many others, of 
California, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1694. Also, petition of Mrs. S. Abbott and many others, of 
Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1695. Also, petition of Mr. A. Binneeveg and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1696. Also, petition of Mrs. M, L. Graham and many others, 
of Hayward, Calif.. protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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1697, Also, petition of Mr 


of Hayward, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Mr. S. Marin and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting Against the passage of House bill 


78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1699. Also, petition of Mr. C. L. Middaugh and many others 
of Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bil! 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1700. Also, petition of Mr. A. B. Rosenyong and many others, 
| of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
| 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1701. Also, petition of Mr. Weston Curtz and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House Dill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1702. Also, petition of C, F. Myers and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1703. Also, petition of L. C. Robertson and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1704. Also, petition of Mrs. V. Redersen and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 

1705. Also, petition of L. Poitz and many others, of Oakland, 


Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1706. Also, petition of W. S. Daniels and many others, of 


Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1707. By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Petition of Harriet F. 
Bryan and others, of Youngstown, Ohio, to the Congress of the 
United States to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill carry- 
ing increased rates, as proposed by the National Tribune, for 
Civil War survivors and Civil War widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

1708. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of 
Racine, Wis., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or 
any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Commiitee on the District of Columbia. 

1709. Also, petition of citizens of Franksville, Racine County, 
Wis., and vicinity, protesting against the passage of House bill 








78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1710. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of approximately 300 citizens 
of Los Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or any other legislation for compulsory observance 
or in any way giving preference to one religion over another ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1711. Also, petition of H. B. Wright and approximately 600 
other citizens of Los Angeles County, Calif., protesting against 
Congress enacting any law requiring the observance of any day 
or establishing any religious observances by legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1712. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition signed by W. J. Webber 
and 106 other residents of Reese, Mich., and vicinity, protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday 
cbseryance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1713. Also, resolution adopted by a recent union meeting of va- 
rious churches in Cass City, Mich., protesting against the passage 
of a large and competitive Navy building program; urging the 
drafting of a series of treaties between our Government and 
other great powers outlawing war as a national policy, and 
urging our Government, through the Pan American Congress 
at Havana, to renounce the policy of military intervention on 
the American continents and substitute a policy of friendly 
cooperation; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1714. By Mr. DE ROUEN (By request): Petition of the 
citizens of Jennings, La., requesting that immediate steps be 
taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the 
rates proposed by the National Tribune in order that relief may 
be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1715. Also, petition of the Acadia Post, No. 15, American 
Legion, Crowley, La., requesting that the Congress of the 
United States provide the necessary legislation to allow the 
United States Government to assume the entire cost of flood 
control of the Mississippi River, such costs to be assumed as 2 
national obligation and on no other assumption or understand- 
ing: to the Committee on Flood Control. 

1716. By Mr. DAVEY: Petition signed by citizens of Summit 
| County, Ohio, protesting against passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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1717. Also, petition signed by citizens of Portage County 
Ohio, protesting against passage of House bill 78; to the com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1718. a petition signed by citizens of Kent, Portage ¢ “Our 
ty. Ohio, favoring passage of House bill 7206; to the Cor 
on the District of Columbia. 

1719. Also, petition signed by citizens ef Sum 
Ohio, protesting against passage of House bill 78; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1720. Also, petition signed by citizens of Lorain Coens Ohi¢ 
in protest of passage of House bill 7S; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1721. Also, petition signed by citizens of Summit Connty, 
Ohio, protesting against passage of House bill 78! to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1722. Also, petition signed by citizens of Medina County, 
Ohio, in protest against passage of House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1725. By Mr. DEAL: Petition of citizens of Portsmouth, V 
protesting ugainst the passage of the Lankford Sunday ck 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1724. Also, petition of citizens of Norfolk, Va., protesting 
against the passage of the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1725. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Lockport, 
N. Y., protesting against the Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1726. Also, telegram of F. J. Roloss, Niagara Falls, N. Y., 
protesting against Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columb‘a 

1727. Also, telegram from Mrs. John H. Deurkin 
N. Y., favoring Sunday observance bill (H. R 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1728. By Mr. DENISON: Petition of various citizens of 
Alexander County, protesting against the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1729. Also, petition of various eitizens of Randolph County, 
Ill., urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a 
Civil War pension bill in order that relief may be accorded 
to needy and suffering yeterans of the Civil War and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1730. By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Petition protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78, or any compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation, by 28 citizens of St. Clair County; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1731. By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: Petition of citizens of 
Boone and Clinton Connties, Iowa, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1732. By Mr. DRIVER: Petition signed by citizens of Weiner 
and Poinsett Counties, Ark., urging passage of House bill 315; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1733. Also, petition signed by citizens of Leachville, Ark., 
urging passage of legislation granting additional relief to our 
Civil War veterans, their widows, and dependents; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

1734. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of T. H. Howell and 
various other citizens of Mount Shasta City, Calif., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1735. Also, petition of Mary A. Chamberlain and other citizens 
of Taylorsville, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill for the district of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1736. Also, petition of Andrew C. Battenberg and other citi- 
zens of Los Molinos, Calif., protesting against the Lankford 
Sunday closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

1737. Also, petition of Mr. and Mrs. F. H. Thiele and various 
other citizens of Placerville, Calif., protesting against the 
Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1738. Also, petition of Elmer Cluff and various other citizens 
of Los Molinos, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1739. Also petition of Mrs. Otto L. Fox and other citizens of 
Corning, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing 
bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

1740. Also, petition of citizens of Corning, Calif., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

1742. By Mr. EVANS ef Montana: Petition of Hilda Lund 
and other residents of Missoula, Mont., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1743. Also, petition of W. H. Rafferty and other residents of 
Missoula, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1744. Also, ogee n of Norma 
Missoula, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
the Lar kfor ! emia bservance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia 

1745. Also, petition of Reger M. Cummings and other residents 
of Missoula, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S: to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia 

1746. Also, petition of Charles D. Alkire and other residents 
against the passage of House bill 
7S; to the Cidumibeen on the District of Columbia 

1747. Also, petition of Mrs. W. A. Woehler and other residents 
of Missoula, Mont.,*pretesting agaiust the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1748. Also, petition of M. J. Barrett and other residents of 
Hangen, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1749. By Mr. FAUST: Petition signed by students of the 
botanical department of Junior College of St. Joseph, Mo., pro- 
testing against the sale of any part of our national parks: to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

1750. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 62 citizens of Weiser, 
Idaho, protesting against enactment of House bill 78, or any 
other compulsory Sunday observance law: to the Committee ou 
the District of Columbia 

1751. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition from residents of West 
Halifax, Vft., opposing proposed legislation to compel Sunday 
observance in the District of Columbia; te the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1752. Also, petition of citizens of Brattleboro, Vt., in opposi- 
tion to proposed legislation for compulsery Sunday observance 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Distriet 
of Columbia. 

1753. By Mr. GUYER: Petition of citizens of Allen County, 
Kans., protesting the enactment of compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance legislation, and perticularly House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1754. Also, petition of citizens of Douglas and Franklin Coun- 
ties, Kans., protesting the enactment of Sunday observance 
legislation, and particularly House bill 78: to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1755. By Mr. HALE: Petition of 64 citizens of Manchester, 
Candia, and Chester, N. H., protesting against the passage of 
the compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78): to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1756. ByeMr. HADLEY: Petition of a number of residents of 
East Stanwood, Wash.. and vicinity. protesting against the 
Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1757. Also, petition of a number of residents of Jefferson 
County, Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday elosing 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1758. Also, petition of residents of Snohomish, Wash., protest- 
ing against the Lankford Sunday closing bill: to the Committee 
va the District of Columbia. 

759. Also, petition of residents of Marysville, Wash., protest- 
ai against the Lankford Sunday closing bill: to the Committee 
on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1760. By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of residents of Dallas 
County, Jackson County, Medford, Oregon, Bandon, Medford 
Valley, Forest Grove, Washington County. Corvallis, Falls City, 
Roseburg, Clatsop County, and Grants Pass, all in the State of 
Oregon, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1761. By Mr. HERSEY: Petition from residents of Presque 
Isle and Crouseville, Me., against Sunday legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1762. By Mr. HOCH: Petition of Jennie 
voters of Elmdale. Kans., urging further liberalization of the 
pension laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1763. Also, petition of George Regenold and other citizens of 
Osage City, Kans., fer further liberalization of the pension 
laws: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1764. Also, petition of J. B. Smith and other citizens of 
Cottonwood Falls, Kans., for further liberalization of the pen- 
sion laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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1765. By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: Petition signed by 
Mrs. Frank Gray, of Bloomfield, Nebr... and other citizens of 
Bloomfield, protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
bill (H. R. 78) in behalf of compulsory observance of the 


Sabbath und any other proposed legislation providing for com- 


pulsory Sunday observance in the District of Columbia: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
1766. Also, petition signed by Henry F. Tiede, Loretto, 


Nebr., and 62 other citizens, protesting against the passage 


if the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) and all other proposed legis- 
lation to provide compulsory observance of the Sabbath in 
the District of Columbia: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbian 

1767. Also, petition signed by Roy G. Stretter, Petersburg, 
Neb and other citizens of Albion, Nebr., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78, the Lankford bill, and all other pro- 


posed legislation to provide compulsory observance of the Sab- 
bath in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia 
1768. Also, petition signed by J. W. Anderson, of Peters- 
burg, Nebr.. and 48 other citizens of Petersburg, protesting 
iinst the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) and all 


other proposed legislation to provide for the compulory observ- 


ance of Sunday in the District of Columbia: to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia 
i769. Also, petition signed by J. A. Jones, of Bloomfield, Nebr., 


and other citizens of Kuox County, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 78, the Lankford bill, and all other proposed 
legislation to provide for compulsory Sunday observance in the 


District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

i770. Also, petition signed by Eugene P. Weeks, of Peters- 
burg, Nebr., and 56 other citizens, protesting against the 


passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) and all other proposed 
legislation to provide for compulsory Sunday observance in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1771. By Mr. JAMES: Petition of 130 citizeus of the State 
of Michigan, opposiig the passage of House bill 78, the Sunday 
observance bill, or any other bill that will give preference to 
the principles of one religion above the other: to the Com- 
inittee on the District of Columbia. 

1772. By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by about 200 citizens 
of Jackson County, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the 
Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the District 
of Coiumbia. 

1778. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of 3,667 
citizens of Clarke, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Lewis, Mason, and 
Pierce Counties, State of Washington, opposing compulsory 
Sunday observance legishition ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1774. By Mr. KING: Petition against compulsory Sunday 
observance signed by Mrs. Swaynie and 20 other citizens of 
Quiney, Ill.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

(775. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition signed by E. Thompson, of 
Hewitt, Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sun- 
day observance legislation: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1776. Also, petition signed by W. C. Newman, of Cushing, 
Minn., and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1777. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of members of Brage Lodge, 
No. 75, Sons of Norway, Fertile, Minn., asking that the national 
origins section of the immigration act of 1924 be repealed and 
that the present basis of immigration be permanently retained ; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1778. Also, petition of S. A. Berger, commander, and members 
of John Schisler Post, American Legion, Weiner, Ark., request- 
ing enactment of House bill 315; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

1779. Also, petition of E. L. Johnson, secretary, on behalf of 
Branch 1117, National Association Letter farriers, Willmar, 
Minn., asking enactment of House bills 25 and 89; to the Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service. 

1780, Also, petition of Mrs. C. O. Jacobson and 25 other resi- 
dents of Alexandria, Minn., remonstrating against enactment 
of House bill 7S or any other Sunday legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1781. Also, petition of members of Ortonville (Minn.) Rifle 
Club, asking for appropriations for national matches at Camp 
Perry in the summer of 1928; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, 

1782. By Mr. LEA: Petitions of 3,012 citizens of Butte, Glenn, 
Humboldt, Marin, Mendocino, Sonoma, Sutter, and Yuba Coun- 
ties, Calif., protesting against the passage of the Lankford bill 
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(H. R. 78) and other compulsory Sunday legislation: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1783. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of D. B. Rineley and other 


citizens of Fruitland and Muscatine, Iowa, protesting against 
the passage of House bill 78 or any other bill enforcing the 
observance of the Sabbath; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

1784. Also, petition of J. H. Bielenberg and other citizens of 
Toronto, Iowa, protesting against the passage of House bill 78 


or any other bill enforcing the observance of the Sabbath: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1785. Also, petition of Mary Groth and other citizens of 


Muscatine, Iowa, protesting against the passage of House bili 
78 or any other bill enforcing the observance of the Sabbath: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1756. Also, petition of Edna Barko and other citizens of 
Muscatine, Lowa, protesting against the passage of House bill 
bill enforcing the observance of the Sabbath: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

17S7. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of Staunley C, Babcock, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for the relief of the disabled emergency officers 
of the World War; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 


178s. By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: Petition of Eliza 
beth EK. Young and 44 other residents of Attleboro and North 
Attleboro, Mass., protesting against the enactment of the so 


called compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Conmittee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1789. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of numerous residents of 
Hudsonville, Mich., and vicinity against the passuge of House 
bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1700. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Seattle and 


vicinity, protesting House bill 78, the District of Columbix 
Sunday closing law; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1791. Also, petition of residents of Seattle, Wash., for in- 


ereased pensions to veterans and widows of Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

1792. By Mr. MOONEY: Resolution of Cleveland City Coun- 
cil, indorsing House Joint Resolution 138, to provide for recog 
nition in the shape of a memorial in the form of a monument 
and medal for airplane pilots in the Postal Service, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

1793. By Mr. MOORE of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of 
Bayonne, N. J., in favor of an increase in pension to Civil War 
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

1794. By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: Petition signed by D. W. 
Eubank, M. H. Glover, O, T, Pulliam, and 22 other citizens of 
Metcalfe County, Ky., against the Lankford Sunday biil (H, R. 
78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1795. By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition signed by Mr. 
Donald Bellard and others, of Platteville, Wis., urging Con- 
gress to afford relie? to Civil War survivors; to the Committce 
on Invalid Pensions. 

1796. Also, petition signed by Mrs. E. M. Keyes and others, of 
Madison, Wis., protesting against compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance legislation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1797. By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of Mrs. V. Miles and others, 
of Minneapolis, against compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

1798. By Mr. OCONNELL: Petition of the Columbia Phono- 
graph Co. (Ine.), of New York City, favoring flood control 
legislation as a national problem in its economic as well as in its 
humanitarian aspect; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

1799. Also, petition of the Talking Machine and Radio Men 
(Inc.), of New York, favoring the passage of the Kelly-Capper 
fair trade bill:.to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

1800. Also, petition of the Cattaraugus Tannery, Olean, N. Y., 
favoring the elimination of the provision for consolidated re- 
turns of affiliated corporations in the new reyenue act now 
before Congress ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1801. By Mr. PRATT: Petition of citizens of Greenville, 
Greene County, N. Y.. urging further increases in the pensions 
of Civil War veteraus and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

1802. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition of residents of Monroe 
County, Iowa, protesting against any Sunday observance legis- 
lation: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1803. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Charles 
L. Herbert and 40 citizens of Batavia, N. Y., protesting against 
the passage of the Lankford bill, compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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1804. Also, petition of Mrs. Rhea M. Farnsworth and 52 other 
citizens of Batavia, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the 
Lankford bill (H. R. 78), compulsory Sunday observance; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1805, Also, petition of Mrs. Mattie Voorhees and 12 other citi- 
yvens of Batavia, N. Y., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1806. Also, petition of Mrs. Alice Case and 38 other citizens 
of Livonia, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
bill, compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

1807. Also. petition of Malcolm Bennett and 48 citizens of 
Nunda and Dalton, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday cbservance bill: to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1808. Also, petition of Elizabeth Bennett and 57 citizens of 
Nunda, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1809. Also, petition of Harry C. Scharnweber and 102 citizens 
of Castile and Pike, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill: to the Committee 
on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1810, Also, petition of 139 citizens of Rochester, N. Y., and 
nearby villages, protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1811. Also, petition of Mrs. Rosa Converse and 11 citizens of 
Rochester, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1812. Also, petition of Mrs. Emily Gardner and 17 citizens 
of Perry, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1813. Also, petition of Miss Marjorie J. E. Newman and 56 
citizens of Rochester, N. Y., protesting against the passage of 
the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

isi4. Also, petition of Mrs. R. E. Newman and 107 citizens 
of Rochester, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the Lank- 
ford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1815. Also, petition of Mrs. William York and 36 citizens of 
Scottsville, N. Y., and near-by villages, protesting the passage of 
the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; te the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1816. By Mr. SCHNEIDER: Petition of numerous citizens 
of Appleton, Wis., protesting against the enactment of House 
bill 78, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance laws: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1817. Also, petition of citizens of Brown County. State of 
Wisconsin, protesting against enactment of House bill 78, the 
Lankford bill, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance 
jaws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1818. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Underhill, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, or any similar 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Commftttee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1819. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Brown County, 
State of Wisconsin, protesting against the enactment of House 
bill 78, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1820. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Israel Lindberg and 55 
adult residents of Roseau County, Minn., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78, or any other national religious legis- 
lation which may be pending; to the Committee on the Distgict 
of Columbia. 

1821. Also, petition of 53 adult residents of Becker County, 
Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or of 
any other bill previding for compulsory Sunday observance; 
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1822. Also, petition of nine adult residents of Warroad, Minn., 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or of any other 
bill providing for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1823. By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Elmer Bennett and other 
residents of New Haven, Conn., opposing the passage of House 
bill 78, for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1824. Also, petition of Miss Mary Woods and other residents 
of New Haven, Conn., opposing passage of House bill 78, for 
compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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1825. By Mr. SMITH: Petition signed by TJ. R. Masters and 
19 other residents of Idaho Falls, Idaho, protesting against the 
enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1826. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petitions in favor 
of legislation removing the time limit for the reinstatement 
and conversion of war-risk insurance; for increased liberaliza- 
tion of the desirability provisions of Government life insurance 
at adequate increased rates; for the reinstatement of the ex- 
amining and rating boards of the United States Veterans’ 
Bareau at Harrisburg, Pa.; to restore the parity pay provisions 
for warrant and chief warrant officers of the United States 
Navy: for the retirement of emergency Army oftlicers perma- 
nently disabled in line of duty in the World War; and for an 
appropriation for a hospital to be erected at or near Phila- 
delphia for disabled veterans; to the Committee on World War 
Veterans’ Legislation. 

1827. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by 
H. H. Marshall and others, of Walla Walla County, Wash., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1828. Also, petition signed by W. F. Mack and 32 others, of 
Yakima County, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
compulsory Sunday observauce legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1829. Also, petition signed by Isom Lamb and 17 others, of 
Yakima County, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
compulsory Sunday observance legislaion; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1830. Also, petition signed by D. W. Chubb and 35 others, of 
Yakima County, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1831. By Mr. SWEET: Evidence in support of House bill 
9327, granting an increase of pension to Nettie C. Talbott; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1832. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of Elsinore, Calif., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1833. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside and vicinity, Calif., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1834. Also, petition of citizens of Beaumont, Calif., and other 
communities, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 
laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1835. Also, petition of citizens of Encinitas, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1836. Also, petition of citizens of Beaumont, Calif., and other 
communities, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 
laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1837. Also, petition of citizens of Lakeview, Calif., and other 
communities, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 
laws: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1838. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Louisville, Ky., protesting against the enactment of compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation, and particularly against House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1839. By Mr. THURSTON: Petition of 30 citizens of Gravity, 
lowa, protesting against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1840. Also, petition of 68 citizens of Union County, Iowa, pro- 
testing against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1841. Also, petition of 136 citizens of Union County, Iowa, pro- 
testing against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1842. Also, petition of 40 citizens of Union County, Iowa, 
protesting against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday 
observanee bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1848. Also, petition of 37 citizens of Creston, Union County, 
Iowa, protesting against House bill 78, or the compulsory 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1844. Also, petition of 28 citizens of Corydon, Wayne County, 
State of Iowa, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
or the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1845. By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Mrs. Homer Allen and 
other residents of New Haven, Conn., opposing the passage of 
House bill 78, for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1846. By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution of the staff of the 
Greater Boston Chapter of the Military Order of the World 
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War, favoring the holding annually of the national rifle 
matches ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
1847. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of 171 resi- 


dents of the eighth congressional district of Michigan, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78, or any other bill pro- 
viding for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia 

i848. By Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Petition of certain citizens of 


Port Chester, N. Y., protesting against the passage of any bill 
making the observance of the Sabbath or Lord’s Day com- 
pulsory under civil penalty; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia 

i849. Also, petition of certain citizens of Armonk, West- 
chester County, N. Y., urging the passage of the Civil War 
pension bill proposed by the Nationai Tribune; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

ISO. By Mr.. WASON: Petition of 20 residents of Amherst, 
N. IL., protesting against the Sunday closing bill (H. R. 78); to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

ol. By Mr. WARE: Petition signed by BK. G. Rairden and 
othe of Covington, Ky., protesting against House bill 78; 
to the Commitiee on the District of Columbia. 

[S52. Also, petition of Mrs. W. D. Boyer and others of Silver 
Grove, Ky., protesting against House bill 78; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1853. By Mr. White of Colorado: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Denver, Colo., protesting the enactment of Lankford bill, 
providing compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

ISS4. By Mr. WLLLIAMSON: Petition signed by Mark Spot- 
ted Horse, of Kyle, S. Dak., and others, protesting against com- 
pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, 


SENATE 
Turspay, January 17, 1928 


The Chaplain, Rev, Z&Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 


following prayer: 


O God, who knowest our downsittings and our uprisings, who 
understandest our thoughts long before, send us forth to our 
labor with the panoply of Thy love. Make us to be like unto 
Him who came not to be ministered unto but to minister and 
to ¢ His life for the world. Imbue us each day with a 
deeper sense of obligation, a tender pity for those who toil and 
weep, a noble impatience with the wrong, a reverent approval 


ive 


o 
= 


of the right. Reveal Thyself in every duty of the day and 
make every common task to glow with the beauty of Thy 
touch. For the sake of Him who loves us to the uttermost, 
our Saviour, Jesus Christ. Amen, 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of the legislative day of Saturday last, when, on 
request of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the further 
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS. President, I 
quorum 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk ealled the roll, and the following Sena- 


Mr. the absence of a 


suggest 





tors answered to their names: 

Ashurst Ferris La Follette Shipstead 
Barkley less McKellar Shortridge 
Bayard Fletcher Mc Master Simmons 
Bingham Irazier McNary Smith 
Black George Mayfield Smoot 
Blain Gerry Metcalf Steck 
Blease Gillett Moses Steiwer 
Borah Glass Norbeck Stephens 
Bration Gould Norris Swanson 
Brookhar Greene Nye Thomas 
Broussard Hale Oddie Trammell 
truce liarris Overman Tydings 
Cappet Harrison Phipps Tyson 
Caraway Hlawes Pine Wagner 
Copeland Hayden Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Heflin Reed, Mo. Walsh, Mont. 
Curti Howell Reed, Pa. Warren 
Cuttir Jobnson Robinson, Ark. Waterman 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ind. Watson 
Deneen Kendrick Sackett Willis 

Dill Keyes Schall 

Edwards King Sheppard 


The VICE PRESIDENT. FEighty-six Senators having 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 


an- 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Mr. WARREN presented a resolution adopted by the Lions’ 
Club of Torrington, Wyo., protesting against the passage of 
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legislation tending further to restrict the immigration of Mexi- | Cook (with accompanying papers) ; and 
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ean citizens into the United States, which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 
He also presented a resolution adopted at the annual meeting 


of chairmen of boards of county commissioners and county 
assessors of the State of Wyoming, favoring amendment of sec- 
tion 5219 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to taxation of national banks, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAPPER presenied a resolution adopted by the Swedish 
Evangelical Mission Church, at McPherson, Kans., protesting 
against the quota provision of the existing immigration law 
and also against the passage of legislation decreasing the immi- 
gration quotas of Sweden, Denmark, France, Germany, Norway, 
and Switzerland, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. FESS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cincin 
nati and vicinity in the State of Ohio praying for the passage of 
legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans 
and their widows, which was referred to the Committee 
Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ham 
ilton County, Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation grant- 
ing increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COPELAND presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 


on 


State of New York praying for the passage of legislation grant- 
ing increase in pensions to Civil War veterans and their 


widows, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Flushing (New 
York) Unit of the League of Nations Non-Partisan Association 
in annual meeting assembled, indorsing the Capper and Burton 
resolutions and the Briand proposal relative to the promotion 
of world peace, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1094) to amend the practice and 
procedure in Federal courts, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 93) thereon. 

Mr. TYDINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1655) granting six months’ pay 
to Maria J. McShane, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 94) thereon, 

USE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was requested by the Finance 
Committee to ask that that committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution (S. Res. 31), submitted 
by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, BLEAsE], and that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


LIQUORS BY FOREIGN 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, rend the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A bill (S. 2605) for the relief of John Edward Flowers; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to John L. Collins; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 2607) granting an increase of pension to Bila H. 
Libby (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 

A bill (S. 2608) for the relief of Calvary Cemetery, Littie 
Rock, Ark.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2699) to provide for the construction of a swim- 
ming pool at the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs 
National Park, Ark.: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 2610) granting an increase of pension to Amanda J, 
McAlister; to the Committee on Pensions 

A bill (S. 2611) to authorize the Secretary of War to loan 
aeronautical equipment and material for purposes of research 
and experimentation; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2612) for the relief of Mary Ellen Tiefenthaler ; 
and 

A bill (S. 2613) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Henry A. Laughlin and others; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2614) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
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A bill (S. 2615) granting an increase of pension to Louisa FE 
Kelley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of Missouri: 

A bill (S. 2616) for the relief of Fred P. Steiger (with accom 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2617) for the relief of Minor H. Moore (wit! 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2618) for the relief of Frank Merritt (with accom 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2619) granting a pension to Joshuo F. Hamiltor 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2620) granting an inerease of pension to James 
Hogan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2621) granting a pension to John Shuler (with | 
accominpabyving papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2622) granting a pension to Martha Hasty (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2623) granting a pension to J. R. Colville (with | 
accompanying papers) ; | 

A bill (S. 2624) granting a pension to Nellie Wilson (with | 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2625) granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Wiszneanckas (with aecompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to William R. Humphries | 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 2627) granting a pension to William P. Moore 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2628) granting an increase of pension to Arthur 
Plank (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2629) granting a pension to Ella H. Litton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2680) granting an increase of pension to Pauline C. 
Hazelrigg (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2631) granting a pension to Libbie H. Power (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2632) granting a pension to Mary E. Jamison (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2633) granting a pension to Nancy J. MeHargue 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2634) granting a pension to Carlos G. Bostwick 
(with.accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S, 2635) granting a pension to Joseph Burris; 

A bill (S. 2686) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Ebbert (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2687) granting a pension to Lucinda A. Smalley 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2638) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Winters (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Atison L. Southard 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2640) granting a pension to Mary E. Rogers (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2641) to provide for the election of the Board of 
Education of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 2642) granting a pension to Rachel C, Dalrymple; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 2643) for the adjudication and determination of 
the claims arising under the extension by the Commissioner of 
Patents of the patent granted to Frederick G. Ransford and 
Peter Low as assignees of Marcus P. Norton, No. 25036, 
August 9, 1859; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post | 
Roads. 

A bill (S. 2644) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the P. L. Andrews Corporation ; and 

A bill (S. 2645) for the relief of the owners of the barge Con- 
solidation Coastwise No. 24; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Abbie M. McKenzie; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: 

A bill (S. 2647) granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 
Labarron ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: 

A bill (S. 2648) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Asbell; and 

A bill (S. 2649) granting a pension to Ellis East (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2650) for the relief of John H. Addleman (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. NORRIS: / ‘ 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 76) providing for a rennion of 
the surviving veterans of both sides of the War of 1861 to 1865, 
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in the city of Washington. in the year 1928: and anthorizing an 
appropriation to pay the expenses of such joint reunion; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE 


Mr. COPELAND submitted five amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 744) to further develop an 
American merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the 
transportation of the foreign trade of the United States, and for 
other purposes, which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE 


On motion of Mr. Watson, and by unanimous consent, it 
was 


Ordered, That Mr. EpGe be excused from further service as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Commerce; that Mr. WarerMaAn be excused 


from further service as a member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia; and that Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania be excused from 
further service as a member of the Committee on Territories and 


Insular Possessions 


aoe 


Ordered, That Mr. CutTine be assigned to service on the foregoing 


mmittees, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 773) to authorize the President of the United States to 
appoint an additional judge of the District Court of the United 
States for the Southern District of Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 672) for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in the 
flood areas, with amendments, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 83. An act to approve Act No. 24 of the Session Laws 
of 1927 of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, 
and supply of electric current for light and power within 
Hanapepe, in the district of Waimea, island and county of 
Kauai ” ; 

H.R. 84. An act to approve Act No. 25 of the Session Laws of 
1927 of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “ An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, 
and supply of electric current for light and power within 
Waimea and Kekaha, in the district of Waimea, on the island 
and in the county of Kauai, Territory of Hawaii”; 

H. R.108. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of North Dakota and Minnesota to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Red River of the North; 

H. R.172. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant 
and convey to the city of Vancouver a perpetual easement for 
public-highway purposes over and upon a portion of the Van- 
eouver Barracks Military Reservation in the State of Wash- 
ington; 

H. R.194. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Morrison, State of Minnesota, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or bear 
Little Falls, Minn. ; 

H. R.199. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Monticello, Wright 
County, Minn. ; 

H. R. 227. An act to regulate the appointment and duties of 
the superintendent of the Antietam battle field ; 

H. R. 229. An act to authorize the erection of monuments or 
memorials to commemorate the encampments of Spanish War 
organizations at Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Mili- 
tary Park; 

H. R. 230. An act to authorize an appropriation for the recov- 
ery of bodies of officers, soldiers, and civilian employees ; 

H. R. 232. An act to amend the act of June 7, 1924, prescrib- 
ing the persons entitled to the benefits of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and the method of their admis- 
sion thereto; 

H. R. 233. An act to provide for the purchase of land in con- 
nection with the Fort Monmouth Military Reservation, N. J.: 

H. R. 234. An act to amend section 47d of the national de- 
fense act, as amended, so as to authorize an allowance of 1 
cent a mile for subsistence of candidates in going to and re- 
turning from camp; 

H. R. 242. An act to amend section 90 of the national defense 
act, as amended, so as to authorize employment of additional 
civilian caretakers for National Guard organizations, under 
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certain circumstances, in lieu of enlisted caretakers heretofore 
authorized; 

H. R. 244. An act to enable members of the Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps who have interrupted the course of training pre- 
scribed in the act of June 4, 1920, to resume such training and 
amending accordingly section 47¢ of that act; 

Hi. R. 245. An act to continue the establishment of a national 
military park at the battle field of Guilford Courthouse; 

It. R. 319. An act to legalize a bridge across the Snake River 
at Idaho Falls, Idaho; 

H.R. 340. An act to authorize the incorporated town of An- 
Alaska, to issue bonds for the construction and equip- 
ment of an additional school building, and for other purposes ; 

H. R.343. An act to amend section 128, subdivision 
pairagraph 1, of the Judicial Code as amended 
i925, relating to appeals from district courts; 

Il. R. 471. An act to provide for an aircraft 
board, and for other purposes; 

li. R. 405. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
eounty of Armstrong, a county of the State of Pennsylvania, to 
iruct, maintuin, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
at Kittanning, in the county of Armstrong, in the State 
of Vennsvivania; 

H.R. 4588S. An act 
pair and resurfacing ol 
Reservation, Calif 

H.R. 5500. An act to 
the battle field of Fort Donelson, Tenn. ; 

H. R. 5510. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
city of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and 
bridge across the Duluth Ship Canal; 

H. R.5575. An act to amend the Hawaiian 
umended : 


1. R 


} 
enorave 


February 18, 


procurement 


Col 


River, 


the re- 
Military 


for 
Baker 


authorizing an appropriation 


rouds on the Fort 


establish a national military park at 


the 
operate a 
organie act, as 
An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of Texas and the 
Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a railroad bridge across the Rio Grande River, 
at or near Presidio, Tex. ; 

H.R. 5688. An act granting the consent of Congress to re- 
build and reconstruct and to maintain and operate the existing 
railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River, at Epes, in the 
State of Alabama; 

H. R. 5657. An act 
board of supervisors of 


~- > 
‘ 
ede dosed, 


of Congress to the 
Miss., to construct, 


consent 
County, 


granting the 
Monroe 


maintain, and operate a bridge across Tombigbee River, at or | 


near Aberdeen, Miss. ; 

H. R. 5725. An act 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ouachita 
River at or near Monroe, La.; 

Hi. R. 5726. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Black River 
at or near Jonesville, La.: 

H.R. 5728. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Morehouse Parish, La., or the State highway 
commission of Louisiana, to construct, maintain, and operate a 


Monroe County, 


bridge across the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Point Pleas- | 


ant, La.; 

H. R. 5744. An act 
reconstruction of a bridge across the Grand Calumet 
East Chicago, Ind.; 

Ht. R. 6041. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 
a railroad bridge across the Allegheny River; 

Hl. R. 6045. An act granting the consent of Congress to 


River at 


the 


commissioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to reconstruct, main- | 


tain, and operate the existing bridge across the Mahoning River 
at South Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio; 

Hl. R. 6046. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio, to construct a bridge across the 
Mahoning River at or near West Avenue, Youngstown, Mahon- 
ing County, Ohio; 

H. R. 6094. An act to amend section 7 of public act No, 45, 
entitled “An act authorizing the use for permanent construction 
at military posts of the proceeds from the sale of surplus War 
Department real property, and authorizing the sale of certain 
military reservations, and for other purposes ” ; 

H. R. GOO9. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of New York and Vermont to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across Lake Champlain between Crown Point, 
N. Y., and Chimney Point, Vt.; 

H. R. 6483. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois, the county of Lee, and the city of Dixon, or to 
ally or either of them, jointly or severally, te construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Rock River at Dixon, IIl.; 

H. R.6512. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
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(b), | 


|} completing the construction of 
| between the municipalities of Rochester and Monaca, 


to extend the times for commencing and | 
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operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or 
Wentworth Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 6513. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or near 
Ashland Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 6514. An act granting the consent of 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or near 
Indiana Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 6958. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Youngstown to construct a bridge across the Mahoning 
River at Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio: 

H. R. 6959. An act to legalize a bridge across the Caney Fork 
River in De Kalb County, Tenn.;: 

H. R. 6989. An act to amend the 


Congress to the 


fawaiian Homes Commission 


| act, 1920, approved July 9, 1921, as amended by act of Febru 
| ary 3, 1923; 


H. R. 6991. An act authorizing the erection of a nonsectarian 
chapel at the Army medical center in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes ; 

H.R. 7007. An act prescribing the Army ration; 

H. R. 7009. An act to authorize appropriations for 
tion at military posts, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 7192. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
a bridge across the Ohio River 
Beaver 


construc- 


County, Pa.; 

H.R. 7195. An act to provide for the purchase of horses and 
mules for the Military Establishment: 

H. R. 7218. An act to legalize a bridge across 
Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla.; 

H. R. 7367. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 
Seward, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$50,000 for the purpose of constructing and equipping a public- 
school building in the town of Seward, Alaska: 

H. R. 73870. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Snake River near Indian Cove, Idaho; 

H. R. 7874. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a_ bridge 
across Snake River near Swan Valley, Idaho; 

H. R. 7449. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Big Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, 
and operate two bridges across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy 
River near Devon, Mingo County, W. Va.: 

IH. R. 7466. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Montana, Valley County, Mont., and MceCone County, 
Mont., or to any or either of them, jointly or severally, to con- 
maintain, and oper:te a_ bridge the Missouri 
River at or near Glasgow, Mont.; 

H. R. 7745. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Chicago & North Western Railway Co., a corporation, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a rail- 
road bridge across the Rock River; 

H. R. 7913. An act granting the 


Hillsborough 


across 


consent of Congress to the 


| highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a 
granting the consent of Congress for the | pridge across 


Lauderdale and Limestone Counties, Ala. ;: 


Elk River on the Athens-Florence road between 

H. R. 7937. An act to authorize mapping agencies of the Gov- 
ernment to assist in preparation of military maps; 

H. R. 8105. An act to provide for the membership of the Board 
of Visitors, United States Military Academy, and for other 
purposes ; 

H. R. 8126. An act to repeal the sixty-first proviso of section 
6 and the last proviso of section 7 of “An act to establish the 
Mount McKinley National Park, in the Territory of Alaska,” 
approved February 26, 1917; 

H. R. 8550. An act to amend the national defense act; 

H. R. 8736. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle 
field of Brices Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, 
or Harrisburg, Miss. ; 

H. R. 8737. An act providing for markers 
of Eastport, Miss., and Iuka, Miss. ; 

H. R. 9021. An act providing for the punishment of persons 
escaping from Federal penal or correctional institutions, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 9026. An act to amend section 1112 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia ; 

H. J. Res. 81. Joint resolution for the amendment of the act 
of March 38, 1927, by authorizing an annual appropriation to 
carry out the cooperative experiments contemplated by the act; 

H. J. Res. 104. Joint resolution granting consent of Congress 
to an agreement or compact entered into between the State 
of New York and the State of Vermont for the creation of the 


for battle fields 








1928 


jsak and to maint: 


construct, 


mm 


Lake Champlain bridge ¢ 


and operate a highway bridge across Lake Champlain; and 

H. J. Res. 112. Joint resolution to amend the act of May 29 
1884, as amended, the act of February 2, 1903. and the a of 
March 3, 1905, as amended, to include poultry within their 
provisions. 

TAX REFUNDS 

Mr. HEFLIN Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent fo 
the present considerati the 1 lution (S. Res. 110) which I 
introduced on last Sat iay f it lead > any debate I shall 
not press it 

The VICE PRESIDENT The 1 ution will be read f in 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 110) submitted 
by Mr. HEFLIN on t l4th instant, a low 

} solve That th me V ot ireasury t ind | i I \ 
requested to fur 1 to tl Senat | St s, of t I 
peo 0 Wwoaom t i i led at I i ’ 
In each St i 1 st a tax id y the Ss ‘ {f th 
Treasury 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objeciion to the present 


consideration of the resolution’ 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator let the matter 
go over? I thought I had brought from my office a letter from 
the department with reference to it, but I find that I do not 
have it here. I have no desire to delay the resolution but 
would like to have the letter here when it is considered 


Mr. HEFLIN. Very well: I am willing that it shall go over 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

FROM 
Mr 


nT 


ive. 


ILLINOIS 





Mr. REED of Miseouri. 
cial committee appointed 
und subsequently directed 
of Illinois, I present at th 


President, in behalf of the spe 
tigate campa expenditures 
to grant hearings to FRANK L. SMITH, 
is time, aS a matter of high privilege, 
the report of the committee (No. 92), together with a resolution 
(S. 112) touching the matter in controversy. The report 
proper—that is, the report as to the facts—is concurred in by 
ull the members of the committee who were present at the hear- 
ing. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], being ill and 
unable to be present, is still unable to take part in any matter 
concerning the resolution. 

The resolution which is attached to and is made a part of the 
report is offered by myself, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mc- 
Nary |], and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoiLierre}. I 
ask that the report may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report (No. 92), as follows: 






to 


‘ 


Res. 








SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES 

Mr. Reep of Missouri, from the Special Committee Investigating Ex 
penditures in Senatorial Primary and General Elections, submitted the 
following report (No, 92) pursuant to Senate Resolution 1: 

THE CASE OF FRANK L. SMITH 

The special committee appointed pursuant to Senate Resolution 195, 
Sixty-ninth Congress, and the various resolutions supplementary thereto, 
to whom Senate Resolution 1, Seventieth Congress, first session, was 
referred, respectfully ports on the case of FRANK L, Smita, as follows: 

That heretofore, to wit, on the 16th day of December, 1926, said 
committee reported its proceedings t« hing the primary in Illinois at 
which the said Frank L. SMItH was nominated as a candidate of the 


Republican the United States Senate. Said 

incorporated by 
Your committee begs to r 

lution 1, th 

had: 

On the 15th day of De 


L. SmitH the following 


Party for report is hereby 
reference 


Reso- 


eecings 


port that after the passage of Senate 


Seventi Congress, first session, the following 


pro 
were 
1927 


telegram : 


mber, the committee sent to Mr. Frank 





“The special committee at its meeting this morning agreed to take 
up and consider your case at the earliest possible time in which you 
are prepared to proceed. The committee suggests and would like to 
hold its meeting beginning Friday, December 16. If you can be ready 
on that date, please wire immediately to that effect If this is not 





possible, then indicate at once the earliest possible date when you can 
be in readiness. In this connection the committee will accord you ev 
privilege to submit such evidence, produce such witnesses as you desire 
and will be pleased to hear any statement which you may care to make 
either in The committee will also 
the full privilege of representation by counsel. Your earliest possible 
reply is solicited.” 

On December 14 
to the foregoing telegr 

“T have for acknowledgment 


ery 


person or by counsel accord you 


the committee received from Mr. Smita his reply 
im, said reply being as follows: 
vour telegram of vesterday indicating 


right 


the special committee of the United States Senate to which my 


LXIX———100 


ct A ON I 
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- 
lost 
to take the oath of o s Se I ’ ed would ' 
side my case tirst and sugeestir 1 i . k or an early 
venient date thereafter It will not be pos f i make a ‘ 
ance the 16th, as tin is too sl I ere nderstood that 
} ¢ y vill recess ¢ x ‘ kf iw in 
w iay I suewest i b I a t ny 
ypearance inime i ss i is 1 
{ the day ppointed with thes ges ! \ | 
I’) nswer Dwight, I 
| Ll’ por recelj < Mi S HW ] t t 
ting nd ji rrdal with tl I ~ t i 
t ’ dated Decemlx 17. 1927, was t t 
ri nittee Mr. Smiru. wh reads + vs 
in lat with the decision il i I 
t ifv vou t t a lar v h your s if e fix 
niter t holiday ne ! ia 0 o clo J ry 7, 1928 
order that may be } the u er stat { i 1 
te ’ ’ 
\ ! J u é s 1¢ } t 
‘ nittee assem d to « luct t) i} 
eecings were had id evidence ke l w n ext oO 
the « ument | it hed, markes ey \ l vd t 
P< imittee’s ort 
At said hearing of littee follow ip ' vere 
} de 
Mr. Fran«x L. S Hi red in | 1 ] lion 
‘ I. Doy!l 
Attorney Gen 1 oO I Carlstrom ppeared for the State of 
| Lilinois 
A delegation on the constitutional rights of Hlinois also appeared 
nd was represented by State Senator John Dailey chairman rhe 
president f tt lilinois Senate, Hon. Richard T. Barr; Hon. Robert 
Scholes, speakel f the House of Representatives Illinois: R sen 
tatives Reed F. Cutler and Gus J. Johnson of the House of Represent 
| ves o Ilinoi memb 
These gentlemen were also accompanied | United State Senator 
| CHARLES F, DENEEN 
| Hon. C. J. Doyle stated to the committee the order of procedure 
| which it was desired should be followed, and in accordance with his 
suggestion the proceedings were so condneted 
Mr. Samuel Insull and his counsel, Mr. Daniel J. Schuyler, appeared 
and gave testimony, which in general was confined to those phases of 
| their former examination in which they had declined to answer the 
questions of the committec The testimony of these witnesses will be 
detailed more fully in a separate report. For the present it is thought 
sufficient to state that their evidence, so far as direcly pertinent to this 
report, was to the effect that Mr. Insull had by the hand of Mr 
Schuyler delivered to Mr. Charles F. Francis for the Small-Lundin 
| organization $20,000 in cash; that Francis had of the publicity 
|} work of the Small-Lundin faction That faction was understood to 
be supporting Senator Smirn, but that they also had a eandidate for 
sheriff, and that the candidate for sheriff was running with a group of 
other men that the same organization was supporting 
Mr. Insull also contributed $20,000 to Mr. George F. Harding for the 
so-called Harding organization. This was paid in cash by hand of Mr. 
| Schuyler; that Mr. Harding was an important man in certain wards in 
|} Chicago, particularly the first. s« 1 hird. fourth, fiftt xt ind 
seventh wards; that | understood to | supporting Smiryw and 
group of candid: it the m was turned over to Harding 
to help him in his fight for his group of candidates; that the reason 
|} the witnoesse had refused in their previous examinations before the 
committee to disclose the persons to whom these moneys were paid 
| was because Francis and Harding had told Schuyler that they did not 
| want him to mention their names and did not want Mr. Insull to 
mention their names, because they were not in the senator campaign 
ind had not been interested in it and did not want to be mixed uw it. 
Nevertheless Witness Schuyler stated that he understood that they 
; Were supporting a group or groups of candidates which embraced Mr. 
| SMITH as 4 candidate for nomination to the S 
At the conclusion of the testimony of Mr. Schuy! the attorney 
general of Illinois, the representatives of the general assembly, Senator 


ge 


Mr. 
was 


SMITH addressed the No 
The protest of the General Assembly 
of ind 
to the committee 

Dailey, and Mr, 
SMITH Was sworn 
committee any 
power 
to take 


John Dailey, and 
evidence whatever 
of Illinois, which has already rs 
been printed in the record, was 
The attorney ral of Illinois, 
MITH all took the position that until and unless Mr 
in United States Senator, neither the special nor 
regular committee of the Senate, nor the Senate itself, had the 
jurisdiction to pass upon the qualifications of Mr. Smrrn, or 
any action whatsoever in relation to his claim to a seat. 

The arguments presented by these gentlemen all appear in the tran- 
script of the proceedings, which is herewith filed. 

It will be observed that nothing was presented by Mr 
his behalf which has not in substance been heretofore presented upon 


in person committer 


furnished. 
ceived the attention the Senate 


pre 


State 


formally ented 


gene Senator 
Ss 


as a 


or 


SMITu or on 










































































the floor of the Senate. He offered no new evidence; he presented no 
pew argument: he simply stood upon the claim that the committee and 
were alike without jurisdiction to consider and pass upon 
s right to a seat in the Senate until it shal) have first seated him as a 
Senator. 
Your committee, having complied with 


the Senate 


the instructions contained in 


Sonate Resolution 1, Seventieth Congress, first session, respectfully | 
presents and recommends the passage of the attached resolution, being | 
n substance and effect the resolution offered by the senior Senator from | 
Nebraska, Mr. Norris, on the 5th day of December, 1927, and incorpo- | 
rated in and being a part of Senate Resolution 1, which said resolution 


There 


was by the Senate approved on the 7th day of December, 1927. 
id resolution the clause instructing this committee to 


| 
further 


is omitted trom 


grant further hearings, and there is added to the resolution a 
clause relating to the right of the said FraNK L. SmitH to membership 
the Senate, all of which appears from the text of said resolution 
which is by your committee respectfully recommended for passage: 
RESOLUTION 
W eas on the 17th day of May, 1926, the Senate passed a resolu 
tion creating a special committee to investigate and determine the im 
proper use of money to promote the nomination or election of persons 
to the 1 i States Senate, and the employment of certain other cor 
rupt and unlawful means to secure such nomination or election 
Wher fd committee in the discharge of its duties notified FRANK 
I SM I Illinois, then a candidate for the United States Senate 
from that State, of its proceeding, and the said Frank L. SMITH ap 


peared in person and was permitted to counsel with and be represented 
by | attorney ind 
Whereas the said committee has reported 
That the evidence without substantial dispute shows that there was 
expended directly or indirectly for and on behalf of the candidacy of the 
Smirn for the United States Senate the sum of $458,782; 
ve sum except $171,500 was contributed directly to and 


agents, 


said FRANK L 
that all of 


received y 


the al 
the personal agent and representative of the said Frank L. 
his full knowledge and consent; and that of the total sum | 
iid there was contributed by officers of large public-service institu- | 
tions di business in the State of Illinois or by said institutions the 

m of $203,000, a substantial part of which sum was contributed by 
nonresidents of Illinois, but who were officers of Dlinois 


SMuirTH witl 
nle 


ing 





men who were 
public service corporations. 

hat at all of the times aforesaid the said Frank L. SmitH was chair- 
man of the Illinois Commerce Commission, and that said public-service 


commonly and generally bad business before said com- 
mission, and said commission was, among other things, empowered to 


col porat ioODR 


regulate the rates, charges, and business of said corporations. 

rhat by the statutes of Illinois it is made a misdemeanor for any 
officer or agent of such public-service corporations to contribute any 
money to any member of said commission, or for any member of said 


commission to accept such moneys upon penalty of removal from office. 
rhat said SMriru has in no manner controverted the truth of the fore- 
although full and complete opportunity was given to him, 
not only to present evidence but arguments in his behalf; and 
Whereas the said official report of said committee and the sworn evi- 
and for many months has been on file with the Senate, 
Now there- 


going facts 


dence is pow 
and all of the said facts appear without substantial dispute : 
fore be it 

Resolved, That the acceptance and expenditure of the various sums 
aforesaid in behalf of the candidacy of the said Frank L. 
is contrary to sound public policy, harmful to the dignity and 
honor of the Senate, dangerous to the perpetuity of free government, 
and taints with fraud and corruption the credentials for a seat in the 
Senate presented by the said Frank L. SMirH; and be it further 

Phat the said Frank L. SMITH is not entitled to take the 

oath of office and is not entitled to membership in the Senate of the 
that a vaecaney exists in the representation of the 
the United States Senate. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


ot money 


SMITH 


Resolved, 


States, and 


United 


State of Iilinois in 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
resolutior 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I presume that members of the 
committee and those who are more familiar with the facts and 
arguments, and so forth, are ready to proceed with the discus- 
but I shonld like to know whether it is the purpose of 
those having in charge the resolution to have a vote on it to-day? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I have had some talk 
with the Senator from Illineis [Mr. DenEEN], who tells me that 
he is ready to proceed on behalf of Mr. SmiruH, and I under- 
stand that Mr. Smita has been notified and that he is 
ngzreeable to having this matter proceed at once. I should like 


sion: 


also 


to know if that is certainly the case. I make that inquiry of 
the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. DENEEN. That is the case, as I understand. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I want to be particular about it, 
because the Senate has accorded Mr, Smirn the right to be 
present on the floor and to say whatever he may see fit to 
present to the Senate; but if it is clearly understood that he 
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| statement of Mr. SmirH. 


| effect of it. 


JANUARY 17 


does not desire to be present, then we are ready, so far as the 
committee is concerned, to proceed at once. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I should like to have sufficient 
time to examine the hearings and the arguments at the last 
hearings, and it is impossible to do that without some little 
time. I should not want to postpone the resolution over to- 
morrow, but I should like to have it go over to-day after those 
who are prepared to speak have spoken. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the report is printed; 


| and in so far as the evidence is concerned, as is stated in the 


report, Mr. Smirn declined to produce any evidence, and no 
evidence was produced. The committee received the testimony 
of Mr. Insull and his attorney, Mr. Schuyler, in answer to cer. 
tain questions that they had previously declined to answer. 
The substance of their testimony is reported. It simply was to 
the effect that Mr. Insull had given two sums of $20,000 each to 
two gentlemen who were concerned in the political campaign 
at the time as managers or members of organizations, and that 


| this money had been expended in the interest of a group of 
candidates of whom Mr. SmIrH was one, 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I know in a general way about 


that, and I am not particnlarly concerned about it. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Let me proceed. That brings us 
back to the question, then, of what was presented on behalf of 
Mr. Smirs. That is contained in the arguments of the gentle- 
men mentioned in the report—the attorney general of Illinois, 
a representative of the General Assembly of Illinois, and the 
It is all set out in the report, and I 
think all together embraces five pages. The Senator can read it 
in a few minutes, 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; perhaps I can read it in a few minutes, 
but I should like to have a little more time to consider the 
Of course, if the committee insists on proceeding, 
I can only acquiesce in the program; but I should like it very 
much if the matter would not be voted on until to-morrow. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator from 
Idaho that what he says is wholly beside the mark. The 
tumbrel is at the door; the guillotine has been greased for use. 
Why delay the execution? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there one feature of this 
matter in which I am very deeply interested; and in the light 
of the present situation, and as the matter is now presented, 
I should like indeed to have an opportunity to examine it a 
little further before I make up my mind what I shall do. I 
say, however, that I am at the disposal of the committee. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I do not want to be 
understood as trying to foree any proposition connected with 
this case to a vote at any inopportune time. The fact is that 
it has been generally regarded that the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. DENEEN] in a way was the spokesman for Mr. Smirn, 
and for several days this evidence has been presented and 
been in the hands of the Senate, and Senator DENEEN several 
times has expressed a desire to dispose of the matter. Action 
was delayed for two or three days, I presume I might say, 
beeause I was partially ill and unable to be at the Senate. 

I want to accommodate the Senator from Idaho, of course, 
I want, however, to have in consideration the desire of the 
Senate and also the desire of Senator DENEEN, and I do not 
want to be in the position of forcing action; but I had as- 
sumed that it was rather generally understood that this matter 
would be taken up to-day, and I announced on yesterday that 
it would be called up this morning. 

I do not know what I can say further in regard to the 
matter; but 1 do not want to be in the position of forcing a 
vote at any time when the Members are not ready to vote. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am interested in this matter 
wholly aside from Mr. Smirn. So far as the first part of 
the resolution is concerned, I am entirely in accord with the 
committee. It is the second paragraph of the resolution in 
which I am interested. I am not interested because of Mr. 
Smiru's interest in this seat, but for a wholly different reason. 
I do not think anything will be lost by having the matter go 
over a day, but I shall try to be prepared when the time comes. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I am not interested at 
all in the personality of Mr. Smrru, of Illinois, but I am very 
profoundly and deeply interested in the rights of States. I 
think that this subject should be further considered, and I 
should be very glad to listen to the views of the Senator from 
Idaho, and it may be that I shall be moved to add a word or 
two. I am deeply interested, not in personalities, but in the 
right of Illinois to be represented by two Senators chosen 
by the free men and women of that State. I am interested in 
the right of every State in this Union to have Senators seated 
here, sworn in here when they come with credentials which 
upon their face speak verity. Therefore I do hope that while 


is 











we may procecd to-day with some arguments on the matter, 
the vote shall not be pressed until to-morrow. 

Mr. KING obtained the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield until 
I make a suggestion‘ 

Mr. KING. I yield 

Mr. CURTIS I suggest that we proceed with this matter 
until the speeches which are ready to be delivered to~lay have 
been made, and that at the conclusion of the business to-day 
we take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow. Then we can 
finish up the matter very easily, and save two hours for 
debate in the morning 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I have no objection 
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to any method that will allow every Member of the Senate the | 
fullest opportunity to speak—a right which they, of course, | 
always have at all times except when cloture is applied, and 
that is net going to be applied to this resolution. I am also 
Willing that they shall have time to read the evidence if they 
have not read it; and I think the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kansas is a very satisfactory one, so far as I am concerned 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, under the provisions of Senate 
Resolution No. 195, agreed to May 17, calendar day May 19 
1926, a special committee was appointed to consider and investi 
gate expenses in primary and senatorial elections. The com 
mittee has submitted several reports and is now submitting, as 
I understand, its tinal report in the case of Franx L. SMITH, 
Senator elect from Tllinoi 

The committee was not directed or required to make find 
ings or submit conclusions, but to ascertain the facts in con 
nection with expenditures in primary and senatorial clections. 
That interpretation, as I understand, was placed upon the 
resolution by the committee at its hearings on Saturday, Jan- 
uary 7, 1928. 


special and final report herewith submitted 
the committee, except that part which 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. Norris] and also t final resolution contained in the 
report. I did not sign the report, Mr. President, and am not 
in accord with the parts of it to which I have just referred 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
when the Senate concludes its business to-day it take a 
until 12 o'clock to-morrow. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, at the 
special committee of the Senate on January 7, 
SMITH, Senator elect from Illinois, said: 


the 
of 


resolution 


I subscribe to 
by the majority 
refers to the 


? 
uc 


that 
recess 
Is there objection? The Chair 
hearing before the 
1928, FRANK L. 


I can at 
sovereign 


the 


is 


this time do neither more less than to insist upon 
rights of t State I bear. That right 


to have the candidate of her choice, who possesses all the constitutional 


nor 
he whose credentials 
qualifications, admitted to membership in this body, thereby according 
to my State the equal representation to which she is constitutionall 
entitled. When that right granted, then I shall freely, gladly, and 
unafraid meet any and all charges respecting my moral or other fitness 
to continue a Member of this distinguished body. 3ut unless and until 
the right of my State to such full, equal, and continuous representation 
is first accorded, I can not become a party to an unwarranted precedent 
nor to any pretended inquiry as to my personal fitness for association 


is 


with the distinguished men now composing the Senate of the United 
States. 
The attorney general of Illinois, the Hon. Oscar E. Carl- 


strom, the official spokesman of the State, said: 

We feel that we can not submit the rights of sovereignty of the State 
of Lllinois at the moment committee and 
jurisdiction until this Senator [Senator SmMirH] has been fully accorded 
his rights before the bar of the Senate. 


The Hon, John Dailey. member of the Illinois State Senate, 
presented on behalf of the commiitee on constitutional rights 
appointed by the General Assembly of Lllinois in this matter 
resolutions in part as follows: 





present to this recognize its 


Resolved, That a delegation on the constitutional rights of the Stat 
of Illinois be, and the same is hereby, created, the said delegation to 
consist of the speaker of the house of representatives, the president of 
the and members of the of representatives to be 
appointed by the speaker thereof and two members of the senate to 
be appointed by the president of the senate on the nomination of th 
executive committee, and it shall be the duty of said delegation on the 
constitutional rights of the State of IMlinois to appear before the Senate 
of the United States, of committees subcommittees 
the convening of said Senate and at any time thereafter, and to present 
to said Senate and its committees a consideration of the 
rights of this State, and on behalf of the people of this State respect 
fully to insist the Senate of the United States 


senate, two house 


or any its or upon 


upon the recognition by 


of the constitutional right of this State to be represented in the Senate 


constitutional | 





NATE 


two Senat 


1583 
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onstitut 


Ilon 


f the United States by rs, and onal 
cognized by t administration of the 


SMitH as United States Senator from t! 


that said 


ue math to the 


pe rt 


is Stat 


The issue presented by the State of Illinois and by Senator 


elect FRANK L. Smuru is, therefore, his right to take the oath 
of office before a trial upon any objections to his right to retain 
his seat in the Senate. 

Mr. President, on January 19, 1927, and again on December 
6, 1927, I discussed the precedents in the Senate regarding the 
administering of the oath of office to Mr. Smira as Senator 


f 
designate and Senator elect from Illinois, and on December 6, 


1927, I discussed the qualifications prescribed by the Constitu 
tion for a Senator elect, and the resolution of the senior Senator 
from Nebraska, the concluding puragraph of which was 

Resolved, That the said FrRaNK L. SMiTHA is not titled to tak 

of office and is not entitled to membership in t) S of tl 

United State 

1 shall not occupy the time or the attention of the Senate in 
resiating matters submitted in the speeches to which I have 
referred. But in view of the importance of this ease to the 


State of Illinois in the matter of its full representation in the 


United States Senate and of the precedent which will be estab 
lished by the decision of the Senate in this matter, I wish to 
state briefly the contentions of my State on the facts and tl 
law in this case: 

First, at the Republican primaries for the nomination of 
United States Senator in Illinois, on April 13, 1926, FRANK L. 
SMITH received 642,023 votes and William B. McKinley received 
522.771 votes. In the Democratic primaries, George BE. Brennan 
received 201,851 votes. Mr. Brennan was unopposed. At the 
jection of United States Senator on November 2, 1926, FRANK 
lL. Smits (Republican) received 842,273 votes; George EF. Bret 
nan (Democrat), 774,948 votes; Hugh S. Magill (independent 
Republican), 156,245 votes No contest has been filed against 


FRANK L. SMitrit on his nomination or election 

The hearings of the special committee were heid in Chicago 
from July 26 to August 5, inclusive, 1926. The testimony wus 
given wide publicity and the independent Republican candidate 
at the election based his candidacy and made his campaign on 
the testimony submitted. The testimony which the Senate has 
was submitted to the people of Illinois in the campaign pre- 
ceding Mr. Smitrnu’s election and was a matter of general dis 
cussion and the people passed upon it. 


Will it be contended that the people of Tilinois had not the 
legal right to elect Mr. Smrrua United States Senator? 
The Senate has no legal power to elect a United States Sen 


ator for Illinois. Its legal powers are limited to determining 
whether in fact Mr. Smrra was elected United States Senator 
and whether he has the qualifications prescribed in the Consti- 
tution. The Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Sen- 


ate passed upon the credentials of Senator-elect Swirn on 
March 4, 1927, and reported that the certificate of his clection 


“jis in due and correct form.” 

There is no dispute about the legality of the election or that 
Mr. Smiru has the qualifications prescribed in the Federal Con- 
stitution, which are: 

No shall attained to 
age of 30 years and been nine years a citizen of the United States, 
who shall not when elected inhabitant of that State from 
he (Art. 3 


the 
and 
which 


person be a Senator who shall not have 
be an 


par. 3.) 


State of Dllinois takes is that the 
can not create any additional qualifica 
tions for a United States Senator or limit further the power 
of a State to elect him; that neither the Senate nor the Con- 
gress nor the States can add to the qualifications of a Senator 
as expressed in the Constitution of the United States; and that 
neither the Senate nor the Congress nor the State of Llinois, 
nor any other State, has prescribed any additional qualifi- 
tions for United States Senator: that the pending motion at- 
tempts to add additional qualifications and by the Senate alone. 

On this matter I wish to quote from the decision of the Su- 


shall be chosen. I, sec. 3, 


The position which the 


United States Senate 


preme Court of Lilinois in the case of People v. McCormick 
(vol. 261, p. 423), as follows: 
It may be true that many persons having the constitutional quali 


fications are wholly unfit to discharge the duties of many offices within 
the State, but if the legislature possesses the power to vary th« 
stitutional qualifications for by adding new requirements or 
imposing additional limitations, then eligibility to office and freedor 
of elections depend not upon constituitonal guaranties but 
lative forebearance. If the legislature may alter the 
quirements, its power is unlimited, and only such 
elected to office as the legislature may permit. 
the undertakes to 
de conclusive of the whole matter, 


con 


office 


legix 
egi 


upon 
constitutional re- 


persons may be 
when 
its 


In our judgment, 
constitution office, 


laration is 


prescribe qualifications for 


whether in affirmativ 
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jn negative 
constitution no other 
the « laration that 


In our 
form of stating eligibility to office is found than 
person shall be eligible who does not possess 
certain qualifications. The Censtitution of the United States is in the 
form in this particular, and are the constitutions of other 
States. The éxpression of the disabilities specified excludes others. 
The ration in the constitution that certain persons are not cligible 
to office implies that all other persons are eligible. 


form. Eligthility to office belongs to all persons. 
no 


same so 


1 } 
aecia 


tut it was urged in the previous debates in this case that 
the Senate has the inherent power of self-defense; that other- 
wise a State might send to the Senate an idiot, an 
person, a leper, a man with an incurable, contagious disease, 
a man without moral character, or a criminal. The Senate 
is hot without power under the Constitution to protect 
in self-defe or otherwise. Senator Philander C, Knox, on 
February 14, 1907, expressed the law very clearly, as follows: 


if I asked concisely true Constitution 
vupen this important 

First. That the ¢ 
mental qualification 
prese the 


ach case, 


were to state the theory of the 
point [I would unhesitatingly 
‘onstitution undert: to 
and in to 
by a majority vote 


the question 


say : 
prescribe 


kes moral 
it does 


existence 


no or 
qualifications as 


of 
after the Senator 


such 


shall 


respect 


ibe Senate jud se their 


in « whether $s raised before or 


has taken his seat. 
Second. That as 

fit the State 

however, 


mental 
subject, 


moral or 


instance, 


man's 
rst 


affecting a 
in the f 
power of Senate to reverse their judgment 
expulsion when an offense or an offensive 
extends into the period of senatorial service, and such a question can 
made after the Senator has taken his seat. 

If to this it that it contemplates admitting a man who 
may immediately expelled, I reply that it is hardly proper to adopt 

ru of constitutional construction aud senatorial action based upon 
that the States will send criminals or idiots to the Senate. 
not seem to me to be conceding much to a State after 
itely and elected a Senator after the fullest 
consideration of bis merits to concede on the first blush of the business 
the intelligent and by allowing its chosen 
representative admission to the body to which he is accredited. 


If, therefore, Mr. Smut took the oath of office as United 
States Senator and objection were made that he was disquali- 
tied, he could be expelled, but not until he had had the right to 
be heard as a Senator. (Art. I, sec. 5, par. 2.) 

lt ought to establish a new precedent here. What will be 
the limitations of the power of the Senate to deny a man, by 
a majority vote, the right to take the oath of office as a Senator 
elect or designate if Mr. Smiru denied the oath of office? 
Suppose the offense charged were a viclation of the Volstead 
Act; suppose it were failing to pay taxes; or suppose the ob- 
jections were directed to the question of politics or religion or 
race or occupation or social status of the Senator elect or 
designate, What are to be the limitations sect to the power of 
the United States Senate by a mere majority vote to deny § 
sovereign State the right to elect its own United States Senator? 

Suppose a political party or a coalition of minorities in the 
Senate should refuse to admit from a State a Senator who had 
been elected by than a majority of its electors on the 
theory that the election did not represent ihe views of the 
State or that the State tolerated or approved minority govern- 
ment. I ask those who support the motion fo refuse the oath 
of office to Mr. Smrra to define the limitations of the power 
they seek to have exerted in his case. 

The procedure sought here is in fact to expel Mr. SmirH 

from the Senate by a majority vote before he has become a 
Member of this body. This is an indirect, an improper, and 
an unprecedented procedure. 
To refuse him the oath of office means to ignore the election 
lilinois. It means that a State can not elect a United States 
without the consent and approval of the Senate. It 
means to subtract from the sovereignty of the State and to 
make the United States Senate sovereign in the matter of 
choosing United States Senators. 

Mr. Smiru stated before the special committee that he will 
defend himself after taking the oath of office, should objection 
be made to his right to a seat in this body. He said: 


to all 


are t« 


matters 


be the judges 


to the the by a 


two-thirds vote of 
only be 


is objected 


the theory 


besides, it does 


it has deliber solemnly 


State's honorable conduct 


is 


is 


le aS 


in 
Senator 


I shall freely, gladly, and unafraid, meet any ecbarges regarding my 
morel or other fitness to continue a Member of this distinguished body. 


Mr. President, the oath of office should be administered to 
Senator-elect SmMrru. The sovereign right of the State of Hli- 
nois to elect its United States Senator should be respected. 
Should objections be made in the Senate against him there- 
after, let him then meet them in bis own defense and in his 
own proper person, 


itself | 
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| he is a Senator designate, he should be seated without ques 


insane | 





JANUARY 17 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Lli- 
nois yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. DENEEN. I vield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Is it the Senator's view that ff one should 
come to the Senate with a certificate from a State showing that 
tion? 

Mr. DENEEN. Yes; if he has the qualifications prescribed 
in the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CARAWAY. How we to know 
qualitications? 

Mr. DENEEN. There is no question about that in this case, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no: but the Senator was discussing the 
theory. Does the Senator concede that the Senate has the right 
to decline let him be sworn in until it investigates whether 
he has the requisite qualifications? 

Mr. DENEEN. If he has the qualifications prescribed by the 


that he has those 


are 


tr 


| Constitution—— 


Mr. CARAWAY. Yes; how would the Senate go about 
ascertaining that fact? 

Mr. DENEEN. There is no objection on my part to any 
quiry into those matters. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am talking about the theory of it. I am 
trying to find out what the Senator's theory is. Does the Sen- 


ator concede that the Senate has the right to refuse to admin- 


but 


| ister the oath until it shall make inquiry to ascertain whether 
| he has certain qualifications? 


status | 


| cate of election to ascertai: 


Mr. DENEEN. 
Mr. CARAWAY. 


Certain constitutional qualifications. 

It hasthe right then to go back of the certifi- 
whether he is a citizen of the State, 
whether he has attained legal age, whether he is not tainted by 
trevson ? 

Mr. DENEEN. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. ‘The Senate has a perfect right to deny him 
the right to be sworn in until it has made an investigation of 
those facts? 

Mr. DENEEN. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 


And whether he is an inhabitant of the State. 

The Senator concedes that? 

Mr. DENEEN. Yes: there is no dispute about that. 

Mr. CARAWAY. In other words, the right is not absolute 
to be sworn in, but it depends upon whether a certain number 
of facts back of it entitle a man to a seat? 

Mr. DENEEN. The administering of the oath of office is an 
administrative act. The President of the Senate has no dis- 
cretion in the matter. If the Senator elect or designate bas 
the qualifications prescribed in the Constitution and his State 
has elected him, he is entitled to take the oath as a matter of 
course. 

Mr. CARAWAY. He is entitled to take the oath regardless 
of whether he is a citizen of that State at all or not? 

Mr. DENEEN. No. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am trying to get the Senator's position. 
The Senator dees concede that the Senate has the right to stand 
the Senator designate aside and make an independent inquiry 
as to certain qualifications, does he not? 

Mr. DENEEN. There is no question about it. I cited pree- 
edents on that point in a former speech on January 19. 1927. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. I am trying to get the Senator's view. The 
Senate has a perfect right, then, to make inquiry as to whether 
he is a citizen of the State, whether he has attained legal age, 
whether he is a citizen of the United States, and whether he 
has not been convicted of treason? It has a perfect right to go 
back into those questions? 

Mr. DENEEN. There is no question about that. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then, if the Senate has the right to go 
back of the certificate of election for any purpose, it has a 
right to inquire into other matters, has it not? 

Mr. DENEEN. Not beyond the qualifications preseribed by 
the Constitution. It can not make new rules as new Senators 
come to the body. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator's position resolves itself into 
the question of what the Senate’s constitutional right is, does 
it not? 

Mr, DENEEN. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 
question ? 

Mr. DENEEN. May I answer the question in my own way? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. DENEEN. The State of Illinois has a sovereign right 
to elect a Senator. No other State has that right as to the 
State of Illinois. The Senate has a right to pass on his con- 
stitutional qualifications. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then the question is what the constitu- 
tional qualifications are? 


‘The State of Ilinois—— 


No, no. Will the Senator answer my 








[92s CON 
lispute about that 
no dispute abou 

nator think that 


Mr. DENEEN. There is no 
Mr. CARAWAY There is 
being qualilications, 


certain thing 


but does the S no kina of 


immorality is pertinent to be inquired into by the Senate? 
Mr. DENKHEN. Not on his mere right to take the oath—— 
Mr. CARAWAY. Where does the difference arise? Where 


does the Senator ascertain that the Senate’s right to inquire 
into his qualifications cease On what authority does he limit 
the Senate? 

Mr. DENEEN. Its power is limited to an inquiry into his 
constitutional qualifications 

Mr. CARAWAY. Has it any more right deal w him 
ufter he comes into the Seuate than had be re he got into the 
Senate? 

Mr. DENEEN lt has a right to expel him for disorderly 
behavior or, as stated by former Senator Knox, for an offense 
or an offensive siatus extending inte the period of senatorial 
Service, 

Mr. CARRAWAY The Senator denies the right t ‘xclud 

man, Ho matter how corruptly he came here, for acts that 
transpired before he was sworn in by the Senate 

Mr. DENEEN. The Senate can make that inquiry on a 
motion to expel 

Mr. CARAWAY But it has no right to expel him for acts 
which transpired before he became a Membet has it 

Mr. DENEEN The State passed on that question 

Mr. CARAWAY That is what I said. The Senntor thet 
does not believe it nakes any difference how a mun comes here. 
if he is ever sworn in then he is entitled to stay‘ 

Mr. DENEEN. I do not. He may be expelled for certai 
offenses, 

Mr. CARAWAY But that is for conduct after he comes 
into the Senate. 

Mr. DENEEN. The Senate can not expel him before he 
arrives, 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know: but he has a perfect right to stay 
here if he gets in, unless he does something after he takes 
the oath of office. Is that the Senator's view ? 

Mr. DENEEN. I will not sav as to that. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I um trying to ascertain the Senator's 
position. 

Mr. DENEEN. The authority is not clearly defined. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What is the Senator’s view about it? 

Mr. DENEEN. I think former Senator Knox stated it 
clearly, 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator’s position is that it makes 


no difference how a man gets here, if there is nothing against 


his conduct after he becomes a Member he is entitled to stay? 
Mr. DENEEN. Yes. He would be entitled to stay unless 
found to be disqualified 
Mr. CARAWAY. He is legally entitied to stay? 
Mr. DENEEN. If he is legally admitted, he is legally en 


titled to stay, unless he is expelled 
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Mr. CARAWAY. But for acts committed after he becomes 
a Member‘? 

Mr. DENEEN. That is not the subject matter of dis- 
cussion, 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know: but I am trying to find out the 
Senator’s position 

Mr. DENEEN. Many men have differed about that The 
record is filled with opinions of distinguished Senators on the | 
subject 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am trying to get the opinion of the Sena 


tor from Illinois, 
Mr, DENEEN. I am trying to first bridge before 
T come to the second one. The only issue is whether Mr. Smiru 
is qualified under the Constitution to take the oath of office 
Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no; that is not the issue here at all, 
and anybody that.drags that in is trying to evade the real issue. 
The real issue is whether a man may corruptly come here and 


eross the 


retain his seat, or corruptly obtain it and retain it. That is 
the issue, and there is no use talking about whether he is a 
citizen of Illinois, because nobody questions that. 

Mr. DENEEN. On that matter, Senator-elect Smira says he 


will meet the issue and meet it fully. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes; I remember he said that to a com- 
mittee of which I was a member: and then he did not do it. 

Mr. DENEEN. That is a matter of conduct and not a matte 
of constitutional right. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The thing we are dealing with here, and 
the Senator from Ullinois is well aware of it, is conduct pre- 
ceding the election. If the Senator contends that the Senate 
has no right to inquire into what happens before a man becomes 
a Senator, he concedes that Insull can buy beth seats in Ilineis 


and the men for whom he purchases the seats have a perfect 
right to be sworn in and retain their sea Is that so? 

Mr. DENEEN. May I answet Senators question in 
Yankee fashion? Will the Senator say that a man who has 
committed any offense or violated any law, no matier how 
petty. may be thrown out by the Senate when it has the votes 

Mr. CARAWAY. No: I am talking about corruption i 
ay the Senate has a perfect right to see that a man does not 
purchase a seat for somebody else and put him in the Senate 
tnsull has no more right to buy a seat in Illinois than he 
has right to buy one in Nebraska. I am asking the Senator 
from Illinois if he believes Insull has the right buy both 

‘ats in Ilinois and whether he would have the right to have 
both men seated to represent Insull through being tilled 
Senators from Illinois” 

Mr. DENEEN. That matter would have to depend upen a 


hearing aud not upon supposititious facts 


Mr. CARAWAY, The Senate has a right to inquire into that 
has it not? 

Mr. DENEEN I think the only issu s as to the constitu 
ional qualifications in reference taking the oath of office 
Chat is the contention of Senator-elect Ssrra and it is the con- 
tention of the Illinois Legislatur nd of the attorney general 
of Illinois 

Mr. CARRAWAY Lt must admit that [ can not follow that 
ine of reasoning 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempor Don th Senat from 
[ilineis yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. DENEEN. I vield 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator's study of this mat 
ter will, of course, have apprised him of the fact that following 
the Civil War quite a large number of Members elect of the 
House of Representatives and some Members elect of the Senate 
had participated in the war against the Union and were, of 
course, guilty technically of treason. Had the Senator been a 


Member of this body at that time would he have voted to admit 


those men? 


Mr. DENEEN. My answer was made on January 19, 1927. 
I reviewed about 40 cases and drew this conclusion: 
It will ly served that in the foregoin 16 cases the grounds for 
yntest in 6 related to the loyalty of the Senator elect: in 7 the qu 
tion rel d to irregularity of elections; in the ease of Adelbert Ames 
of Mississin, in 1870, the contest “related to inhabitancy: and in 
the case of Shields in Minnesota and in the Louisiana cases the objec 
on was that there was no constitutionally organized State government 
I ippears therefore that in these 16 ises where the oath was 
denied until charges were heard by committees, the grounds of contest 
wet the lack of the qualifications defined in section 3 of Article I 
of the Constitution—relating to age, citizenship in the United States, 
nd inhabitancy and the inhibitions under the fourteenth amendment 
fo sum up, then, the precedents establish that since the case o 
General Shields in 1849 the Senate has in no case denied the right 

Senator elect or designate to take the oath of office before the hearing 
of his case, except where the qualifications specifically defined in tiou 
>} of Article I of the Constitution itself were involved 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator mean by that to 
ay that the House did not exciude Members upon the sole 
ground that they had participated in the rebellion’? 

Mr. DENEEN. There were some cases after the Civil War 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is what I am asking about. 

Mr. DENEEN. They exerted that power without constitu- 
tional right. On another occasion I reviewed about 40 cases 
and expressed my views. I did not deem it necessary at this 
time te review the cases which were reviewed in a former 


‘quali 
December 


speech, nor have I discussed the law regarding the term 
fications” in the Constitution, having 
6, 1927. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I put what I thought was quite a 
direct question to the Senator, namely, had he been a Member 


done so on 


of the Senate at that time when a man appeared here asking 
the right to take the qualifying oath and it was undisputed 
that he had participated in the rebellion, would the Senator 


have voted to have the qualifying oath administered to him? 

Mr. DENEEN. I do not intend to be led away from the 
issue in this case by creating supposititious cases and then 
arguing them. The facts here are plain, and the law relating to 
them is plain enough. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois yield te the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. DENEEN. I yield. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not desire to enter into a con 
troversy with the Senator. He has expressed his views. and I 
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shall later express mine; but, so that I may be certain I under- 
stund his position, I want to ask him if it is the Senator's 
position that if an election is tainted with fraud and corruption 
of such a character and gravity as to determine the result, the 
Senate can not at some time exclude the Member? 

Mr. DENEEN. There is no doubt that the Senate could on 
4 motion to expel 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. Now, suppose that these 
facts of fraud and corruption were well known to the people 
of the State and discussed during the election, and that, never- 
theless, the applicant for a seat obtained a majority, would it 
till be within the power of the Senate at some time to exclude 


the applicant? 


Mr. DENEEN. As I stated, in my opinion the Senate would 
have the power to exclude him on a motion to expel; but if he 
comes With the constitutional qualifications, he has the right 
to take the oath and then meet objections which may be raised. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. So if I understand the Senator, his 
position is this: If there be fraud and corruption materially 
affecting an election, even though that fraud and corruption 


he people of the State during the 
the man in, has the 


may have been discussed by t 
campaign, the Senate, after having sworn 


right then to try the case, and if it determines there was mate- 
rial fraud and corruption, it has the right to exclude him? 

Mr, DENEEN. I have replied to that question in discussing 
the case before u 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator thinks he has done 
that? 

Mr. DENEEN I think so. 

Mr. REED of Missouri, So that the real questions, as I un- 


derstand, that we have here to settle are, first, was there cor 
ruption or misconduct of such character as to affect materially 
the election and the right of the applicant to retain a seat; and, 
secondly, when does the Senate come into possession of the 
power to pass upon that question? The contention of the Sena- 
tor from Ulinois in this case is limited to the one matter, 
namely, that the Senate can not at this time and prior to swear- 
ing in Mr. Smirn act on his case in any particular. That, I 
think, is the position the Senator from Illinois takes. 

Mr. DENEEN, 
Constitution. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Exactly. May I ask another ques- 
tion’ Does the Senator think that if a man comes here with a 


certificate reciting that he possesses the qualifications named in | 
the Constitution expressly the Senate must receive him and | 


swear him in, or can the Senate stop him at the threshold and 
inquire whether he possesses the particular qualifications named 
in the Constitution ? 

Mr. DENEEN. I think I have answered that question. The 
Senate can inguire into the qualifications as outlined in the 
Constitution, —. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Then the Senator concedes that 
the certificate of election is not conclusive or binding upon the 
Senate in the matter of originally acting upon the right of 
the applicant to be sworn in; that the Senate can go back of 
the certificate in so far as the constitutional qualifications are 
concerned and can inquire into them? 

Mr. DENEEN. I think so. For instance, if the matter 
related to the organization of a State, it certainly could. It 
would seem to me that the Senate could inquire into whether 
or not the Senator elect or Senator designate had the qualifi- 
eations prescribed in the Constitution. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. So that the proposition, then, nar- 
rows itself to this: The Senate is not bound absolutely by the 


terms of the certificate of election, but may inquire into the 
recitations of fact contained in the certificate in so far as the 


facts being inquired into relate solely to the specific qualifica- 


tions mentioned in the Constitution; but the Senator takes the 
further position that we can not inquire as an initial step into 


any other matter but must swear the Senator in? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. 
proceed, 
of the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. DENEEN. 


Just one moment, please. Let 


Mr. REED of Missouri. I understand the Senator to admit 
that if a man comes here with a certificate regular in férm 
and embracing the statement that he possesses the constitu- 


tional qualifications, the Senate can hold him up at the door 
and make a preliminary inquiry as to whether he possesses the 


particular qualifications named in the Constitution? 


Mr. DENEEN. I think the Senate has the power to do so, 
und has exercised it many times, as stated by me heretofore 
in a review of the precedents. 
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If he has the qualifications prescribed by the | 


Mr. President, will the Senator 


me 
What I have stated I understand to be the position 


I could not hear quite all of the question of 
the Senator; IT think I apprehended it; but I am not quite sure. 
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Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Will not the Senator from Mis 
souri permit a question there? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I should like to continue on this 
line of thought. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator from Missouri 


will permit some questions after a while, then? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes; I will permit all the questions 
the Senator from Pennsylvania may desire to ask me. 

The Senator from Illinois states that after a man is sworn 
in the Senate can then inquire into frauds or irregularities or 
of improper conduct tainting the election. 

Mr. DENEEN. I have so stated in my remarks, in 
quoted the speech of former Senator Knox, which, 
expresses the correct procedure more clearly than 
that I could find by my examination. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That being true, will the Senator 
tell me where be finds in the Constitution any statement to the 
effect that the right of the Senate to inquire into the qualifica- 
tions of its Members as to acts which transpired before the el 
tion is any greater after the oath has been administered than 
ts before the oath is administered? There is, of course, no such 
clause. I now yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the 
a question? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Reep| had enlisted my attention, 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not know whether I a: 
the subject or the object of this Socratic method of bringing 
out the truth, but I want to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. What was the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania’? 

Mr. REED of Peunsylvania. I stated that I 
whether I was the examined or the examiner. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator trom Pennsylvania rose 
examine me. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 
able to do now. 

| Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well; proceed 

Mr. REED of Pennsylyania. Does the Senator from Missouri 
| find any significance in the use of the word “ member” in that 
| sentence of the Constitution which gives the Senate the power 
| to upon the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
| Members? The Senator from Missouri is asking to have pointed 
| out some place in the Constitution which indicates that the 
inquiry must be made after the individual becomes a Member. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas rose, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Rosrnson] desires to answer that question, and I yield to him. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I claim the same privilege that 
the Senator from Missouri claimed a few minutes ago. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. Then, I will say I think 
there is no peculiar, hidden, or mysterious meaning about the 
word “member” at all as used in the Constitution. It applies 
to a man who comes here and asserts his right to a seat in the 
Senate as a Member. I think the refinements that have been 
indulged in along that line if they came from any other source 
than the very high and distinguished places they do come from 
would be utterly puerile. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Then the Senator thinks that 
the word “ qualifications” should be carefully scanned and 
should be widened to allow any matter of mental, moral, or 
physical capacity to be brought in within that scope, but that 
the word “members” which immediately follows the word 
“ qualifications” in that sentence of the Constitution is to be 
given bo particular significance? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator from Arkansas desires 
to read an authority on that question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania permit me to read it now? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I beg the Senator to postpone 
that treat for a few minutes because I have not reached the 
subject about which I wanted to interrogate the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Well, will the Senator from 
Missouri permit me to make a brief statement? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly. 


which I 
I think, 
anything 


penator 


did not know 


to 
Yes; 


that is what I hope to be 


Pass 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I beg the Senator to let me 
finish. I will not take more than five minutes. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Pennsyl- 


vania has asked a question as to the trne construction of the 
word “member” in this connection, and I wanted to point out 
to him the fact that the courts have defined the word “ mem- 
ber” in a similar connection to mean a person who has been 
chosen to serve in a political convention or a legislative body. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Very good. Just a little while 
ago I rose to answer a question propounded by the Senator 
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from Missouri and he objected to allowing me ti 
interjecting a single st 


Mr. REED of 


) do sO OF to hy 


igeestion, 


Missouri I wanted to stick to the theme, but 


I am perfectly willing now to answer any questions. Cau the 
Senator repeat his question * 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am going on with my nex 
question, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I have not answered the question 
the Senator just asked. 

Mr. REED cf Pennsylvania. The Senator has not answered 
any question that I have asked, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is merely a matter of under- 
stunding; that is all. 

Mr. REED of Penusylvania. Verhaps that is it When the 


Senator from Missouri began to investigate in his incomparable 


way the primary in Illinois in the spring of 1926 he brought 
out all the facts regarding the contribution by Insull for | 
Smiru’s benefit; he reported them to the Senate, and they 
were known to the entire country. Now, it is the Senator's 


view, is it not, that those facts then disclosed made Mr. 
incapable of election to the United States Senate’ 
correct ? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. They did not make him incapable of 
election to the United States Senate, but they made it improper 
for him to sit in the United States Senate, because one of the 
steps by which he secured his election was through the im 
proper methods used to get on the ticket. 


SMITH 
Is that 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And that was the Senator's 
view in the spring of 1926, was it not’? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes; it was my view and has been 
the view of almost everybody who knew the facts ever since. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Very good. It seems not to 
have been the view of some 800,000 citizens of Lilinois who con- 
stituted a majority of the voters at the general election in the 


following November. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Now, what significance, if any 
and I ask the question in all sincerity to inform myself and 


others—what significance, if any, does the Senator attach to 
that general election and to that action of the voters of Illi 
nois? Does he think that their action in November was a com 


plete nullity? 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Now let me ask the Senator what 
he has to say to this—— 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No. I should like to get the 


Senator’s opinion, and then I will tell him mine. 
Mr. RUED of Missouri. I am going to give the Senato: 
opinion and give it to him very plainly. 


m) 
Does the Senator mean 
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vho knew all about this election, just as much as the Senator 
from Missouri Knows, and nevertheless chose to wt FRANK 
SMITH to the Senate’ 

Mr. REED of Missouri Ll would not attach zhtest im 
portance to the fact that 1 a party-ridden State a politica 
machine was able to put over a ndidate, even though he was 
covered all over with the leprosy of crim f when he came 
here one of he steps that he took was in the teeth i ti law 
in the teeth of morals, and in violation of the statute f his 
wh State. which is the case her 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania Would the Senator extend tha 
to 2 person who was nominated in a Southern State which ex 
cluded all negroes from the right to vote? 
Mr. REED of Missouri 1 will extend it to any State where 
fraud and corruption and villainy have tainted the election; and 
i will say this: I have heard a good deal about Southern 
States and I am not going toe go into a discussion of that ques 
| tion; but I will say that there was such a spectacle presented 
in the Senator's own State, where the white people of the State 
were debauched, as ought to chain his attention and all his 
| moral risibilities and energies within the confines of his own 
Commonwealth. He need not look beyond. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, my moral risi 


to say that if a man by any kind of fraud or corruption can | 


get his hame upon a ticket, and if thereafter he is elected, he 
is entitled to take his seat, although he never could have been 
upon the ticket except for that fraud and corruption, and that 
the vote of the people is final and conclusive regardless of any 


fraud, chicanery, or corruption which may have been com- 
mitted? Does the Senator take that position? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator wants me to an 
swer his question before he answers mine? Is that right’? 


Mr. REED of Missouri. I am asking the Senator that ques- 
tion. I can answer the Senator, however. I hold to the view 
that whenever any material step which a candidate for office 
takes in order to secure a seat in this body is a corrupt step 
materially affecting the result, and the Senate is apprised of 
that corruption, and the man wouid never have been here except 
for the corruption, it is the duty of the Senate in the protec- 
tion of the country to say that that kind of fraud and corrup- 
tion vitiates the election. That is my view. To take the view 
that if a man can by bribery, by fraud, by corruption, by any 
kind of villainy get his name printed upon a party ticket so 
that, although there may be great numbers of people who vote 
their protests, yet in the general sweep of the election he is 
earried over with the tide, he must thereafter be seated, is to 
open the door to every kind of fraud and iniquity; it is to say 
to every scoundrel who is at large, “Ail you have to do is by 
some means to get upon a ticket in a State that is largel) 
Democratic or largely Republican, and then by virtue of the 
very fraud which gave you that position you can finally land 
here and there is no power to prevent it.” If that is the case, 
then the Senate is defenseless, and rogues may as well begin 
their nefarious business in the open. 

Mr. REED of Peunsylvania. Now, will the Senator tell us 
whether he thinks it is significant that full knowledge of this 
so-called fraud was enjoyed by the people of [llinois before their 
election? Would that change his conclusion at all? 

Mr, REED of Missouri. Not a particle—not a particle 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator would not atiach 


any importance, then, to the action of the people of Lilinois, 


bilities—whatever those articles may be—will be devoted to the 


election in Pennsylvania when we get to that subject: but what 
I am trying to get the Senator to answer is—— 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator need not try He hus 
been getting answers. Just let him keep right on. He will get 


ull he is entitled to, and get them very directly. 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That is encouraging, because [ 
should like this one answered directly: Does the Senator con- 
sider it to be corrupt and improper to suppress the vote of the 
entire negro population in each of the Southern States? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I should like to ask the Senator 
What that hus to do with the question of FRANK Smita in 
Lllinois? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We have just been answering 


hypothetical questions from the Senator from Missouri and the 
Senator from Arkansas {Mr. CAraway]: and the first time we 
begin to apply the doctrine to that side of the aisle the Senator 


asks what that has to do with FRANK Smit 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. Now I understand the 
Senator's position, 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I want te know whether, in 
the next Congress, the Senator, if he is here—and I hope he 
will be—will join with us in applying this principle to men 

| nominated in primaries from which all colored voters are 
| excluded? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator asks four or five 
questions, and does not wait to be answered. The Senator's 
position now seems to be this: “It is true that we have here 
a case of corruption “—— 

Mr. REED of Pennsyivania. I am instancing another case 
of corruption, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. “Our defense is that there was cor- 
ruption somewhere else. Ergo, there being corruption in more 


than one place, we must admit all.” 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am trying to find out whether 
the Senator is consistent in his statements of constitutional law 
or whether he not: and all [ can get argumentum jd 
hominem, which means vilification of me. 


is ix 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Why, I have not vilified the Senator 
from Pennsylvania I have simply stated his position li 
he is vilified, sir, he is vilified by his own language, for ! 


have simply called attention to what his position is—thaf his 
defense is not the defense of Mr, Smira; it is not the assertion 
that Mr, SMITH comes here with clean hands; but that some 
where seme hundreds of miles away. in other States, 
there have been things which the Senator regards as improper. 
That has nothing to do with this case, unless the Senator pro- 
ceeds further and says that because there wickedness in 
other States this particular wickedness must be palliated and 
excused. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I never expected to hear such 
an argument from the Senator who stood and questioned the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Deneen] about hypothetical cases 
of constitutional law. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Now, let me answer 
directly. The Senator, I presume, thinks he is 
constitutional question now; does he? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am surprised to know that 
it has not occurred to the Senator from Missouri that the action 
he proposes here is a serious invasion of the constitutional 
rights of the States 

Mr. REED of Missouri 


else, 


IS 


the Senator 
discussing a 


Very well. 





sites 
LOSS 

Mr. REED of P 
idustrations fron 
realize it 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator need not worry at all 
ibout my views on the Constitution. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I 
them 

Mr. REED of Missouri. They have been taken with reference 
to this and the same views will stand with reference to 
every State of this Union when the case is presented. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am encouraged to hear that. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. 
from the discussion of this case into the discussion of problems 
in other States until we come to them. If, however, the Sena- 
tor will stand with me and try to do what can be done to see 
that men who come to the doers of the Senate come here prop- 
erly elected by the people of their States and with clean hands, 
then we will be in agreement for once or twice in our lives: 
for I think we did agree once before, when I was quite certain I 
must be mistaken. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am trying to get the Senator 
now to realize that my position applies as well to these South- 
ern States as to the Northern States. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not believe that the Senate 
hus any right to pass on the primaries in the Southern States, 
either. TI say, that when the Southern States elect their repre- 
sentatives here in the general election that is binding on us. 
und we are no court of appeal from them, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator will, of course, note 
that if he can establish that doctrine, Pennsylvania can con- 
tinue to hold the same kind of elections she has been holding. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; and Kansas City: but I 
2m going to respond to the Senator’s appeal and stick to Illinois 
for a minute. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator seems to think I am 
taking my position in one way in Pennsylvania and that I would 
not take the same position with reference to other States. That 
may be the Senator’s viewpoint; it may be the point from which 
he reasons: but 1 beg to assure him that at any time while I] 
am a Member of this body, if a case comes here showing fraud 
and corruption I shall be ready to vote to exclude the applicant 
for a seat if the evidence is before the Senate. 
ix not before the Senate when be makes his application, in 
ordinary cases he would be sworn in and the evidence would 
then be taken, and then 1 would vote to exclude him. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That is all I am asking the 
Senator. I did not mean to imply the contrary at all. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator need not spend a 
moment about that. He must not draw the conclusion—I hope 
he does not draw the conclusion—that any action I have taken 
in this matter has been taken on any other ground as to Penn- 


nnsylvania. And I hoped that by giving him 
among his friends he might be brought to 


am gravely worried about 


Case, 


ylvania or as to Illinois than the ground I would occupy in any | 


Hie has no right to draw that inference. 

Mr. REED of VPeinsylvania. I have not drawn the inference. 
I am merely asking the Senator to establish that fact. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator ought to assume it. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have been very glad to have 
it jut beyond the reach of assumption, because the time will 
come, if this principle is established now against the State of 
Iiniois when most of the Senators who yote for it will live to 
rue the day. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr, President, when a man in the 
course of a colloquy gets to the point of making threats against 
Senators from other States, practically telling them that they 
nave hereafter going to be excluded, it rather seems (> me we 
have reached a point where it is useless to proceed any further. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I beg the Senator to listen to 
me, and not to imagine innuendos that I never intended myself. 


cause 


I want to ask the Senator whether the fraud of which he com- | 


plains in the Illinois primary was a fraud committed on the 
people of Illinois which they themselves fully understood be- 
fore they acted in November, 1926. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is the same question that has 
been asked three times in at least that many different ways. 

The fraud that was perpetrated, the wrong that was done, 
obtained a position upon a ballot. There was discussion in the 
State of Illinois. Nevertheless, whether the people of the State 
of Illinois still continued to yote for this man or not, if this 
was a substantial step taken by him to gain a seat in this body, 
the action of the people of Tilinois can not ratify that kind of 
wrong. In other words, it takes more than a vote of the peo- 
ple of a State to wipe out a fraud, to extinguish an iniquity. 
If that be not true, then this body and this country are power- 
less to preserve free government, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


But 1 do not propose to be led aside | 


| time sinee these debates began 
| statement of 
If the evidence | 
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The Senator seems to think that if a majority of people vote 
for the ratification of any kind of iniquity, that purges the act 
of its iniquity, and that the people of the United States have no 
right to protect themselves against men who come here by 
those methods. I have this to say to the Senator on that point: 
A Senator who is sent here by the State of Illinois must have 
been elected by the people of Illinois in accordance with law; 
and any man who commits frauds in an election taints and de- 
stroys his election just as fraud taints and destroys any con- 
tract or any act—— 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 
this election? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Plenty of fraud in the primary; and 
that no vote thereafter taken by a people can cleanse the act 
of its fraud and its iniquity if it be an act which contributed 
to the bringing of the individual here to the Senate. 

More than that, there are other States in the Union that have 
some rights; for when a Senator comes here from I!linois he 
becomes a Senator of the United States, and he is as much a 
Senator for each of the 48 States as he is for the State that 
sent him here, and his vote binds all of the States. 

Therefore these other States have the right to say that, no 
matter what the vote may have been in a particular State, if 
the individual coming here does not come along the road of 
the law, walking it straight, and coming here without taint 
upon his office, they will refuse to allow him to sit here and 
bind the sovereign people of this Republic. 

Any other view than that means that fraud can walk in the 
noonday, that corrupt organizations can defeat any chance at 
fair elections, and that every kind of iniquity and every sort of 
villainy will triumph, provided by some means a majority of 
votes can be gotten into a ballot box. That is not good morals; 
it is not good law. 

This body does have the right to protect itself, and protect the 
country by protecting itself, and when men stand here as the 


Is there any fraud claimed in 


| special pleaders for fraud, as the defenders of iniquity, as the 
| partners in crime, making themselves partners by ratifying a 
| crime, when they get into that sort of mental frame there is no 


use carrying on debates with them. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, for the first 
we have arrived at a concise 
the law which our adversaries believe governs 


this case. For the first time they have frankly thrown to the 


| four winds the doctrine that the States have left any rights in 


such a matter and have taken the position that the voters in 


| the States, with full knowledge of the facts, are nevertheless 


to be treated like little children, subject to our guardianship. 
1 do not. believe that my distinguished colleague from Mis- 


| souri has any monopoly in being an opponent of corruption and 


of fraud and of other villainies of which he bas talked to us 
so often, but I do believe, sir, that he confuses his thought and 
ours when he claims that the successful candidate in an election 
should not be seated because of some supposed corruption in a 
primary election committed back in the spring of 1926, against 
the people of Illinois, if you please, for they were the victims 
of that corruption if it existed; they knew all about it. They 
knew as much about that so-called corruption by the time No- 
vember brought its election as does the Senator from Missouri 
at this minute. Yet he would set himself up as a divinity 
above the people of IWinois to say that they were so feeble- 
minded in condoning that, as they appeared to have done in 
the general election, that although they know FRANK SMITH 
better than he does, although they may have reasons for elect- 
ing FRANK Smita” that we can not know, reasons that to them 
outweigh this irregularity in the primaries many months before, 
yet nevertheless the State of Illinois is so far gone in subjec- 
tion to this little group of us who sit here that we can override 
the judgment of nearly a million voters who cast their votes for 
FRANK SMITH; a majority of 96 of us stands so supreme in in- 
tegrity and in intelligence that we can say to that great mass 
of people in Illinois, “ You are moralless, if you will, or imbe- 


| ciles, and your judgment deserves no respect.” 


I say, Mr. President, there never would have been any Con- 
stitution of the United States had it ever been supposed that 
this little group of Senators here would arrogate to themselves 
a power like that. There never would have been any compro- 
mise in the Philadelphia Convention, there never would have 
been any agreement that the States should have equal repre- 
sentation in this body, had it been so much as suspected that 
the Senate would gather to itself so extravagant a power as 
that, 

We talk of State rights. For a long time, for many decades, 
the declaration for State rights was the foundation stone in 
the platform of the Democratic Party. You have thrown it 
to the winds. I put to you as an illustration the well-known 
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evasion of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments throughout 
the primaries in the Democratic South. I do not believe that 
is any of our business. I believe in the rights of those South- 
ern States. I believe that the men they elect to represent them 
should be received here, as they come as the ambassadors of 
those Southern States. But you are destroying that principle. 

I always had thought, and I believe my colleagues joined 
with me, that if those primaries you have down there were un- 
constitutional, it was up to the citizens in your States to cor- 
rect them, and beyond our power and beyond the scope of our 
uuthority. You are destroying that principle. 

You have never yet, in your consideration of these so-called 
corruption cases in the North, had the courage to consider the 
vast numbers of people on which those campaign funds were 
spent. You have never yet treated VAreE fairly in the recitals 
of your resolutions. You have ascribed to him expenditures 
made long before he knew it, for the benefit of other men, with- 
out his knowledge, and without his getting one penny’s worth 
of benefit. One hundred and five thousand dollars in Beidle- 
man’s fund was spent before Beidleman ever became an ally 
of VAkE, and yet in the resolution which you passed here last 
month you ascribed that to Vare, and put it in your preamble 
as if it were proof of villainy. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator 
Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. REED Missouri. I ask the Senator to yield for a 
correction, 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not care to enter into a discus- 
sion of the minutiw of the resolution which was offered here 
The Senator says we have never yet given VARE an opportunity 
to be heard. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I did not say that. I 
such statement. The Senator must have misheard me. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Then I certainly misunderstood the 
Senator. He said that VARE never had an opportunity to 
present his case. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I did net say that. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator did not say that, I 
have nothing to say; but I certainly misheard him if he did 
not. I understood his statement to amount to this, that we 
had never yet had the courage to inquire into the number of 
voters; that we never yet had had the courage to give Mr. 
VARE an opportunity to explain anything. 

Mr. REED of Pensylvania. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well; if the Senator did not 
say it, I have no complaint. I want to say that Mr. VARE was 
welcomed to the committee; he was given every opportunity 
he asked for; he gave his own testimony; the testimony that 
was produced was practically undisputed; the matter has gone 
back to the committee, and just as soon as Mr. Vare is able 
and if he is able now, we are ready to proceed now—we are 
going to give him an opportunity to put in whatever evidence 
he wants to put in. It is perhaps unfortunate that we have 
been discussing the Pennsylvania case here this morning, but 
it has been dragged into this controversy by the ears. as it were. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Not by me, Mr. President. So, 
because of the facts I was recounting when the Senator inter- 
rupted me, I wonder at the corréctness of some of these state- 
ments in the preamble here. I am sorry the Senator from 
Illinois has not seen fit to discuss them. 

That is not the question on which I have risen, however. 
This is what I want to say, and to say it with every particle of 
sincerity of which I am capable, that in the second paragraph 
of this resolution we are pretending to assert a power the Con- 
stitution never gave us, a power no one who helped to frame 
the Constitution meant to give us. 

I do not need to go back and quote to the Senate those sen- 
tences with which we are all so familiar. Obviously it is true 
that in this resolution, and particularly in the second para- 
graph of it, in declaring Smitn’s seat vacant we are not passing 
on the election of one of our Members, because it is admitted 
that there is no charge of fraud in that election, that the 
people of Illinois knew all the facts that we knew before they 
went into that election, and therefore the adoption of this 
resolution is not an assertion of that power in the Constitution. 

There is no question of the returns of this particular Member 
of the Senate. I will not stop to quibble about the word “ mem- 
ber.” We will assume that Smiru is a Member. 

We do not pretend by this resolution as reporied from the 
committee to be passing on the qualifications of a Member of 
the Senate. If the wording of this resolution now reported to 
us were that “the Senate finds that Frank L. Smitu has not the 
qualifications to be a Member of the Senate,” I should quarrel 
with the extension of the word “ qualifications” to cover such 





from 


made no 
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broad power, but I should, nevertheless, admit that the reso- 
lution showed a definite intent on the part of the to 
exercise that particular constitutional power. But not 
do that. 

It is perfectly obvious, from a reading of the proposed reso- 
lution, that it is not to be adopted in the exercise of that power 
which the Constitution gives us, to judge “of the 
returns, and qualifications’ of our Members. 

It is equally obvious that it is not intended to be an asser- 
tion of our disciplinary power to expel by a two-thirds vote. 
It is quite obvious that it is not an assertion of that power. 
‘hose are the only two powers the Senate has over its 
iuembership. 

We look to the Constitution for some authority in ourselves 
to adopt this resolution now presented, and we find that under 
neither of the two clauses referred to is the Senate authorized, 
and apparently the resolution drawn with no regard for 
either of those two clauses. If I am wrong in that, I hope the 
author of the resolution will point out which of the powers 
given in the Constitution is attempted to be asserted by this 
resolution, and particularly by the second paragraph of it. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, there is no use arguing against 
the adoption of this resolution. As the Senator from New 
Hiampshire {Mr. Moses] said a short time ago, “ The tumbrel 


Senate 
does 


it 


elections, 


is 


is at the door, the guillotine is greased for use.” But I do 
not believe that anyone who is a sincere believer in the sev- 
ereignty of the separate States, as I claim to be, ought to 


let this resolution pass without some such word of protest as I 
myself have freely tried to utter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, Senate bill 744. 

In this connection the Chair wishes to state that his personal 
op'nion is that the question already before the Senate is one of 
the highest personal privilege and should be continued with, 
but the precedents of the Senate are uniformly in opposition 
to the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 


” 
~ 


the unfinished 


there objection? The 


| Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have not been hastily com- 
initted to the view which I have expressed by my vote in the 
Vare and the Smith cases. But I have reached my conclusions 
ufter the most mature deliberation I have been able to give to 
this important question. My conclusion briefly is that the 
power of the Senate in the premises can not be denied, that it 
is only a question of the rightful exercise of that power. I base 
the conclusion entirely upon the Constitution. I shall read but 
briefly and speak briefly. 

The Constitution provides that no person shall be a Senator 
who shall not have attained the age of 30 years and been nine 
years a citizen of the United States, and who shall not, when 
elected, be an inhabitant of the State from which he shall be 
chosen. It will be observed that the Constitution does not lay 


down positive qualifications. It simply specifies disqualifica- 
tions. 

Another provision of the Constitution : 

And no person holding any office under the United States shall be 


a Member of either House during his continuance in office. 


Again there is no attempt to prescribe a positive qualifica- 
tion, but the Constitution merely asserts a disqualifying fact. 

Then, when we go to the fourteenth amendment we find in 
section 3 that no person shall be a Senator so far as this matter 
is concerned— 


who, having previously taken an oath as a Member of Congress or as 
an officer of the United States or as a member of any State legislature 
or as an executive or judicial officer of any State, to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, shall have engaged in insurrection or 
rebellion against the same, or given aid or comfort to the enemies 
thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each House 


remove such disability. 


Wherever the question is dealt with in the Constitution it is 
stated in the negative. There is no positive qualification laid 
down in the instrument. Mere disqualifying facts are noted, 

I am quite familiar with the doctrine that where a constitu- 
tion prescribes certain disqualifications, the disqualifications 
enumerated are exhaustive of all others. That view may be sup- 
ported upon a highly technical process of reasoning. It does 
not in fact or in practice contro! either in the construction of 
ciatutes or constitutions. Some authorities follow it, but I can 
not subscribe to that view. I have reached the conclusion, as 


I have said, net hastily, but cautiously and deliberately, that 
the Constitution merely prescribes certain disqualifications and 
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says to the Senate, “ You shall not admit a man under 30 
years of age and who is not a citizen of the United States and 
who is not an inhabitant of the State from which he was 
elected.” It says to the Senate, * You shall not permit one to 
sit 
the United States.” 

That that is the correct view of it seems to me to be beyond 
the peradventure of a doubt when one considers those cireum- 
tances which occurred prior to and during and immediately 
following the War between the States. The fourteenth amend- 
ment prescribed an additional disqualification. Those who 
framed and submitted the amendment never doubted that the 
Senate had the power to exclude a Member who had previously 
taken an oath to support the Constitution and yet had engaged 
im any of the several things enumerated and prohibited in 
the amendment; buat they were anxious to make that disquali- 
fication absolute, and so they said that no one who had pre. 
viously taken the oath of office and who had subsequently 
engaged in any of the several acts enumerated in the amend- 
ment should be eligible to membership in the Senate. Prior to 
the submission and ratification of the amendment the power to 
exclude a Senator elect had been exercised by the Senate, com 
posed in large part of the same Senators who framed and 
submitted the amendment. Throughout its history the Senate 
had in fact excluded Senators elect for reasons other than 
{hose specifically set forth in the Constitution. 

But the Congress submitting the amendment and the States 
ratifying it went one step further. They said that while no one 
enn be a Member who, having taken the oath and thereafter 
has engaged in any one of the several things enumerated in the 
amendment, yet by a two-thirds vote of both Houses the dis- 
qualification might be relieved, showing beyond all reasonable 
doubt the intent and purpose to further limit a general power. 
We construe the Constitution for its intent and meaning and not 
by highly technical rules which would destroy it. Looking to the 
real meaning of the instrument, it always was the concept that 
either Hotse of the Congress had certain powers, entirely un- 
limited, save and except by the Constitution itself. With re- 
spect to the power to judge of the election returns and qualifi- 
cations of its Members, the Constitution is at pains to declare 
that the Senate had not the power to admit and to recognize the 
right of one to sit who was under a certain age and who was 
not an inhabitant of the State at the time of his election and 
who had not been a citizen of the United States for a certain 
number of vears, and who fell under the condemnation of cer- 
tain other disqualifying facts in the instrument enumerated. 

It has been said that at the time of election the people of 
Illinois knew all of the facts which the Senate now knows. 
There is a confusion in the thought. The right of a State is 
one thing, but the right of the Congress of the United States 
is another thing. Every right that the Congress has has been 
viven it by the States themselves, including the State of Llinois. 
The States have given to the Congress, and each House of it, 
the power under which we act, and the granting of the power 
is a direct command to the Senate to exercise that power on 
proper occasion, 

The Senate acts under the provision that each House shall be 
the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own Members. The narrow argument is here made that one 
is not a Member until be has actually taken his seat, though 
he may have been elected for that purpose, and is appearing 
here and demanding the right to take his seat. Why “ judge 
of the election” if there can be no inquiry until the man has 
taken his seat? J grant that in the majority of cases it is con- 
templated that the Senator elect will be admitted to the Senate, 
and I grant that in the vast majority of cases the Senator elect 
should be admitted to a seat in the Senate. But the conclusion 
to which I come is that the naked power of the Senate can not 
be questioned ; that it is in every instance only a questien of the 
rightful exercise of the power. 

The assertion that when the people of the State of Illinois, 
with full knowledge of all the facts, have elected Mr. Smiru 
to represent the State in this body, that then this body has no 
power to make inquiry concerning those same facts at least, 
overlooks the controlling fact that the people of the United 
States and the several States thereof, including the State of 
Illinois, have conferred the broad power upon the Senate to do 
the very thing that the Senate is proceeding to do in this in- 
We not here judge an offense committed against 
the people of a State. We assert our right to protect the Senate 
in the exercise of a power expressly granted and conferred by 
the States themselves upon the Senate. 

The doctrine has here been invoked that, perchance, some 
Southern States have discriminated in their primary or election 
laws against a certain class of our citizens, that in some way 
we on this side of the aisle are estopped, especially those of us 


one 


stance do 
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here who is at the same time the holder of an office under | 


17 


from the Southern States, to raise any question touching the 
qualification, election, or returns of any man who comes here 
from any State. I have no desire to get into two controversies 
at once, but that argument has about as much logic in it, of 
common sense in it, and of fairness in it, as the urgument 
frequently advanced that because one comes from the South 
where certain amendments are alleged to have been nullified, 
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| he is estopped from saying that other amendments shall not be 


nullified. In my place I say now that whenever any Southern 
State, my own included, goes beyond the limitations of the 
Constitution, any person at interest is invited to take an appeal 
through ali of the courts to the Supreme Court of the United 
States to determine the question. There is no such thing as 
violating the Constitution by legislative action when a State 
asserts its power within the limits of the Federal Constitution. 

It is said we violate the spirit of the Constitution. I am not 
concerned with that. The Supreme Court of the United States 


| has not hesitated to strike down State law, and State primary 
| law at that, whenever the law has been found to be unconsti- 


| tutional. 


As late as March last the Supreme Court of the 
United States declared unconstitutional a provision of the pri- 
nary or election law of the State of Texas. I believe it was 
a provision of the primary law of the State of Texas. 

Why this effort to invoke this doctrine here? Why should 
Senators persist in the effort to frighten by threat the South 
every time they wish us to do wrong? Why do they not under- 
take to scare us when they wish us to do right? 

I have said before and I repeat—and this by way of answer 
to the ridiculously extreme argument that has been sub- 
mitted—that whenever this body exercises the right to exclude 


| a Member because of a State policy which the Supreme Court 
| of the United States, specially charged with the construction of 





| 


the Constitution, has held to be a valid exercise of State power, 
then a seat in this body will not be worth retaining. That is 
my answer to it. That is the only answer that I desire to 
make to it. 

On the facts I might answer that in my State we 
not integrated the primary law into the election law. The 
primary is purely a party regulation. In my State and in 
every Southern State so far as 1 know the members of the 
Negro race may qualify and may vote. Approximately 3,000 of 
them in the last election for President in one city in my State 
did qualify and vote for the present Chief Executive of the 
United States. 

That was not a primary, but, as I have said, we have not 
integrated our primary laws into our general election laws. 
We have not sought to control the Republican primary or con- 
vention. The Republican Party generally conducts its affairs in 
my State through conventions, though it may make use of the 
primary system, the choice being absolutely within its discre- 
tion. But the point, Mr. President, is that when my State 
violates the Federal Constitution an open invitation is issued 
to every man or woman in interest to test the validity of that 
law, and when it is stricken down by the Supreme Court we 
will acquiesce in the decision. 

More than that, I have not the slightest hesitancy in saying 
that when-the time comes, as happily it will come, I believe, 
when every line of our law which seemingly gives offense to any 
right-thinking man or woman in this country may be written 
out of it, no section of this Nation will be happier than will the 
South itself. But are we to be forbidden to take a position upon 
a highly moral question because perchance somebody thinks that 
we have overridden some provision of the Constitution? We 
have made our fight within the Constitution. We do not seek 
to go beyond the Constitution, and within the Constitution we 
have a perfect right to make our fight. Furthermore—and the 
argument is applicable to this issue and to another to which I 
have advyerted—whatever the South may have done, she has 
acted in the honest and abiding conviction that it was necessary 
for her so to act in order to preserve her own civilization for 
the protection and welfare of every race within her borders. 
That is to say, Mr. President, the South has done what men and 
nations have ever done, and, I undertake to say, will ever do; 
she has responded to what she sincerely believed to be the 
supreme law—the law of self-preservation. Whether she was 
always right, whether she was sometimes wrong, is not now 
the question; but honest men are not estopped from casting 
their votes upon great moral questions simply and solely be- 
cause their people, actuated by high and controlling motive, may 
on occasions have been mistaken. 

It might have been the wiser course to have permitted Mr. 
SmirH to have taken his seat, to have received the oath of 
office, and then to have proceeded, without further business 
intervening, to determine his final right to a seat in the 
Senate; but that time has passed; the case is now here, and 
Mr. Suiru has declined to go forward with his case. He has 


have 
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right, a right supported by the view of many able men from 
the beginning of the Government, but to which we who are in 
favor of this resolution do not agree. 
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seen fit to stand on what he deems to be his constitutional | exercise of the power. 


What are we going to do? The facts are undisputed; the 
material facts have never been at issue. They are recited in 


the resolution. They are known of all men. 
to repeat them here, If a case ever called for the exercise of 
the power which I think the Senate undoubtedly possesses, it 
is the case at bar. Irrespective of whether the Illinois primary 
law hus been integrated into the general election law of that 
State, waiving that question aside, it is a fact that Mr. Smirn 
entered the Republican primary; it is a fact that an enormous 
sum of money, more than $400,000, I believe, was expended in 
that primary, partly at least, to secure his nomination. 

It is also a fact that a large sum of money, more than 
$200,000, was contributed by Mr. Insull, and the connections of 
My. Insull in this case are not disputed. Whether the primary 
law of Illinois was and is a part of the election machinery of 


It is unnecessary | 


Y mY ~~. 
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We are fortified by the uncontroverted 
facts. No one has and no one will justify, excuse, or eon- 


done the things that have transpired in this case. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I have listened with great in- 


| terest to the distinguished constitutional lawyers who have 
| argued this case from the beginning. I have the very highest 
regard for the Senator from ‘Missouri |Mr. Reep}| as a consti- 


| a lawyer of any kind. 
| of us are, 


that State, as a matter of fact Mr. Smiru elected to go into the | 


Illinois primary ; result of that 


as the contest his name was 
placed on his party’s ticket in the general election, and the 
general election resuited in his coming to the Senate. So that 


the facts which the Senate is called upon to consider are facts 
related directly 
stances disclose fraud in the actual step which, whether he was 


to his election, and if the facts and circum- | 


obliged to take or not, he elected to take and did take, then the | 


Senate has the right to say to Mr. Smira, “In the examination 
of your election and your qualifications, in view of the undis- 
puted facts and circumstances, we will exercise our power to 
prevent your coming into this body.” 

Mr. President, the power may have been as well exercised 
after Mr. Smita had taken the oath of office; I grant that, 
because the question of exclusion or expulsion does not so much 
depend upon the time when the motion is made, but, in fact, 
upon the character of the motion and the grounds upon which 
the motion proceeds. When a fact vital to the election and 
directly connected with and related to the election is the subject 


of the inquiry, the proper motion, in my judgment, whenever | 
The motion to expel is against a sit- | 


made, is Gne to exclude. 


ting Member and on account of an act which has occurred or | 


transpired after he has qualified as a Member of the body, 

The Senate has no quarrel with the people of Illinois; it does 
not take issue with the State of Illinois; it answers to Illinois 
and the 47 other States to which it is directly responsible in 
the language of the Constitution; in the exercise of the power 
to judge of the election, returns, and qualifications of Mr. 
SmrrH it is found that he is not entitled to a seat here. 

The offense committed by Mr. SmirH against 
Illinois is and must remain a question between Mr. Smiru and 
the people of his State; but whatever, in the light of the un- 
disputed and uncontroverted evidence, it is the duty, under the 


Constitution, of the Senate to do, the Senate must do regard- | 


less of other considerations, not as a challenge to the great 
State of Illinois but because Illinois and all other American 


States expect the Senate of the United States to exercise the | 
power which was given to it in the Constitution for the protec- | 


tion of the Senate and the people of the United States. 
My vote here may determine no less an issue than the issue 


of peace or war; ald my State alone, regardless of my election 


and qualifications, can not insist that that great power shall 
be exercised by one who. in the deliberate opinion of the 
majority of the Senate, has no rightful place to a seat in the 
body. 

I am not much concerned whether Mr. SmirH knew at the 
time that contributions to his campaign were being made by 
one who, under the law and in all good morals, had no right 
to make the contributions, or whether he knew at the time the 
amount of money expended for and on his behalf. To quibble 
over these questions is to permit the ultimate corruption of the 
legislative branch of the Government by a Senate too timorous to 
exercise its plain right under the Constitution. 

One thing, Mr. President, is certain—long before the election, 
even while the primaries were in progress, the facts were dis- 
closed. They were brought to the attention of Mr. Smirn as 
well as to the attention of every man in the Republic. When 
those facts eame to Mr. SMITH, one course, and one course 
only, was open to him: To surrender to the people of his State 
the nomination which his party had given him, and, if he then 
desired, to go before his party and the peopie of the State 
and ask for their confidence. That way, and that way only, 


the path of duty lay; that way, and that way only, henor 
pointed. 

To those Senators who believe that power exists under the 
Constitution in this instance to preserve public and political 
morality, but one course is open—the calm and dispassionate 


the people of | 








tutional lawyer, and for the Senator from Georgia | Mr. Gores}, 
who has so ably presented the case against the Senator elect 
from Illinois. 

I have not the good fortune to be a constitutional lawyer or 
I am merely a student of history, as all 
I speak merely as one who is interested in preserving 
that form of government which the fathers gave and which 
has made our land more prosperous and given us a better Gov- 


us, 


ernment than any constitution has ever given to any other 
country. 
The Senator from Missouri has charged—unfortunately. it 


seems to me—that those who are opposed to this 
partners in crime. He said: 
When the special pleaders for fraud, as the de- 


fenders of iniquity, as the partners 


resolution are 


men stand here as 


in crime, making themsel part 

ners by ratifying a crime, when they get into that sort of mental frame 
there is no use carrying on debates with them 

His zeal has affected his judgment in this matter, Mr. Presi- 


reflection on 


may be permitted to one 


dent, it seems to me, if I may say so without any 
the distinguished Senator. It surely 


to take a view contrary to that taken by the majority of this 
body without being accused of being a partner in crime 
As a matter of fact, the Senator from Missouri and his 


friends are arguing this case from the point of view of those 
who believe in a strongly centralized government rather than 
from the point of view of those who believe in the rights of the 
States. 

It is, of course, obvious that the great Democratie Party, 
which for many years has expressed in its platforms a belief 
in State rights, finds itself in an embarrassing position at the 
present time. The Democratic Party has no monopoly of a 
belief in State rights. Many of us who sit on this side of the 
aisle are earnest followers of the doctrines of local self-govern- 
ment and of State rights as laid down by Thomas Jefferson and 
the fathers. To us these doctrines still have a certain vitality, 
even though they lead us into embarrassing situations. I sub- 


| mit that it is an extremely embarrassing situation with which 


we are faced at the present time, when, if we speak against this 
resolution, we are accused of being partners in crime; when 
those who venture to differ with this distinguished special com- 
mittee are accused of condoning fraud and corruption, while 
they, standing on a high moral plane, and with earnest empha- 
sis and magnificent oratory, look upon those of us who venture 
to disagree with them as condoning crime, as coudoning cor- 
ruption. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this situation calls 
vividly to mind the fact that in this country we are drifting 
more and more away from the views of the fathers, more and 
more awny from that doctrine of the rights of the sovereign 
States on which the Constitution was founded, more and more 
toward the benefits of a benevolent despotism. 

There is no question that a benevolent despotism can secure 
more efficient government, more moral government, more imme- 
diate righteousness than a free, popular government. One has 
only to read history, to read the debates about the establish- 
ment of popular government, to realize that the founders of 
our Constitution and those who preceded them, who were inter- 
ested in this subject, were afraid of popular government, were 
afraid to trust the judgment of the people. Muny preferred a 
benevolent autocracy. Many of them preferred a monarchy. 
Many of them would have preferred to see George Washing- 
ton—whom they worshiped, and whom we still revere—raised 
to the position of a constitutional monarch, It has been 
said that that was the view of Alexander Hamilton and others. 

There is no question, Mr, President, that a benevolent des- 
potism secures more right  usness, more morality, than a popu- 
lar government where pe.jle may act as they choose to act, 

Mr. REED of Missouri and Mr. WALSH of Montana aid- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Missouri or to the Senator 
from Montana? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the Senators will not interrupt 
for just a moment. I shall not be very long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut declines to yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have in this case the extraordinary fact, 
as presented to us by the Senator from Missouri, of a State 


me 








1592 


which, having full knowledge of certain circumstances, unfor- 
tunate to say the least, has proceeded by a very large majority 
fo elect to membership in this body one of its citizens who 
fulfills the qualifications as laid down in the Constitution, but 
who does not suit the committee. The 800,000 people who voted 
for FRANK L. SmirH knew that there had been certain irregu- 
larities at the primary. Nevertheless they chose Mr. Smrrua. 
Furthermore, it is stated by the committee in one of the para- 
graphs preceding their resolution, one of the whereases— 

That by the statutes of made a misdemeanor for any 
ent of corporations to contribute any 
member of said commission, or for any member of said 
upon penalty of removal from office. 


Illinois it its 


officer or ag such public-service 
money to any 


commission to accept such moneys, 


Mr. President, this special committee tells us that that law of 
IWinois has broken. Before it tells us this, it is in evi- 
in the hearings that three members of that committee had 
ulready gone on record as being opposed to any claim of 
innocence On the part of Mr. Smirxa. 

No court in Lilinois has ever passed on this case. 
of Illinois their district 
officers of 


Deen 


dence 


The 
attorneys or through 


people 
through their 
bringing criminals to the bar of justice, have not proceeded 
against Mr. SmirH. He has had no fair trial in a court of law 
not he broke the law. We have in this case 
merely the decision of this committee that he broke the law. 
That is not our usual way, under the principles of justice 
which we have inherited from our ancestors, of trying these 
who break the law in this country. It has been our practice 
from time immemorial to assume that a man was innocent and 
to consider him innocent until he had been proven guilty in a 
court of law; but this case evidently is not regarded in Illinois 
as of sufficient importance for any district attorney or any spe- 
cinl attorney to bring any case in any criminal court against 
Mr. SMirH, and so he has not been convicted of any fraud or 
corruption, Under our practice, then, he is innocent, 

Notwithstanding that fact, the Senate by a large vote has 
denied him the privilege of taking his oath as a Senator from 
Iiinois, although it seemed to the minority at that time, and 
to me, that we had no right so to deny him. 

Mr. President, I can only read the Constitution as a plain 
man, not as a lawyer; but the way the Constituiion reads and 
ihe way the rules of the Senate read, I do not see how the 
Senate was justified at all in voting as it did. In view of the 
fact that the credentials arrived in due form, and that the com- 
mittee had said that the credentials were correct, were signed 
by the proper authorities, and that the credentials were pre- 
sented at the desk, and the man to whose election they certi- 
fied presented himself and asked to be sworn in, I confess that 
I ean not see by what right he was denied that right which he 
had under the Constitution and under our own rules. However, 
that right was denied him. Now we are asked to pass this 
extraordinary resolution. It is, in effect, an act of despotism. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut vield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BINGHAM. TI yield. 

Mr. BORAH, Since this morning session IT have had an 
opportunity to go through this record, and since that time I am 
also informed that some Senators desire to get away to-morrow. 
If there is no one who desires to continue the debate, I am 
willing to vote this afternoon. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have some convictions in this 
matter which I desire to submit, and I will not be able to 
present them to-day. I should like to have the matter go over, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I have no more authority to speak 
than any other Senator, except that I happen to be chairman 
of the committee. I repeat that, as far as the committee is 
coneerned, we are ready to proceed with the debate until it is 
finished. At the same time, we do not want to be understood 
as taking any action which will bar any Senator from a rea- 
sonable opportunity to present his views. It seems to me that 
under all the conditions we might let the debate proceed as 
long as Senators desire to speak this afternoon, which will 
probably consume the afternoon, and then we can make proper 
arrangements. I thank the Senator for yielding. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, there are certain advantages 
to be gained from a popular government which are not to be 


as to whether or 


still seems so 


President, will the Senator 


I yield. 
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gained from a benevolent despotism. Let us take a very small 
and insignificant instance—that of the matter of schools. There 
are many people in the United States who would like to see a 
department of education established in Washington, with power 
greatly to increase the amount of money spent in our various 
schools, and with power to direct examinations, and to deter- 
mine what kind of teachers and school boards there should be 
for those schools. There are some States where the State 
board of education follows a policy of directing, through the 
locals boards, how schools should be run, how they should be 


| built, the qualifications of teachers, and so on. 


There is no question, I think, that by central direction one 
could secure better schoolhouses, perhaps more highly trained 
teachers, perhaps a more uniform curriculum, and so forth, 
than by the method followed of having the local school boards 
choose their own teachers, set their own standards, and discover 
whether the teachers are adequate and whether the pupils are 
receiving a real education or only a make-believe education. 

Nevertheless, I am one of those who believe that the local 
school boards should have that power, even though the results 
produced are not so good as might be expected from a great 
centralized educational authority. I believe it, because it gives 
to the members of the local school boards that practice in self- 
government which is necessary for the development of citizen- 
ship; that useful practice in making mistakes—mistakes which 
they can see immediately after they have been made. It gives 
them the opportunity to learn from these mistakes, and there- 
fore the use of local school boards is beneficial to citizenship, 
even though the schools which are created under their control 
may not be as good as those which might be created under cen- 
tral control. 1 have brought up that instance, Mr. President, 
merely to show one small way in which local self-government 
works for the benefit of citizenship, even though it results in 
standards not satisfactory to the majority of people in the 
United States. 

Now, to come to the question before us, the State of Illinois 
has been accused before the Senate of deliberately and by a 
large majority selecting a man who was not suited to sit in this 
body. I can find no justification in the Constitution for our 
acting as an advisory body to the State of Illinois. The Con- 
stitution provides that the President of the United States may 
not appoint a Federal officer except by the advice and consent 
of the Senate. Judges, United States marshals, even postmas- 
ters, throughout the United States, are appointed by the Presi- 
dent, but only by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
No man can become a second lieutenant in the Army, or a post- 
master at the “four-corners,” unless the Senate advises and 
consents. But there is nothing said in the Constitution about 
the Senate having to advise and consent regarding the quali- 
fications of a candidate for membership in this body. Of 
course, it seems to me that such an idea was furthest from 
the minds of the founding fathers. Had they intended that the 
Senate should be the judge of the qualifications of candidates 
for membership, and that the States could not be trusted to 
elect to this body any one whom the Senate decided was not fit 
for a seat in it, the Constitution would have -stated so. It 
would have been quite easy to have put in a clause providing 
that the States might select two Senators who could have their 
seats “by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” But 
such a thing was furthest from their thoughts. The Constitu- 
tion never would have been adopted by the States had it been 
supposed that the Senate was going to set itself up as the judge 
of the morals and conduct and the quatifications, apart from the 
qualifications mentioned in the Constitution, of those who were 
to be elected to office. 

Of course, I realize that there is distinguished opinion on 
both sides of this question, and that the majority of the Senate 
does not agree with this position. But, in view of the fact that 
those of us who vote against this resolution have already been 
aecused of being “ partners in crime” for so doing, and will be 
aceused in the future from time to time, as we have so fre- 
quently seen in other cases, of condoning corruption, it seems to 
me only fair to state once more our reasons for voting against 
the resolution, without condoning in any way any actions that 
Mr. Smirna may or may net have performed. 

We are not interested at all in the personal case of Mr. 
Suirn. We are deeply interested in the rights of the people of 
the sovereign State of Illinois. We desire to preserve their 
right to elect to membership in this body anyone who is a citi- 
zen in good and regular standing, and who is not disqualified by 
the disqualifications mentioned in the Constitution. We are 
opposed to this resolution because we do not wish to see set up 
here a select committee of what has been called the most ex- 
clusive and distinguished club in the world, a select member- 
ship committee, that shall say whether or not we wish to have 
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come and sit with us some one of whose habits or whose past 
performances we do not approve. 

I agree that the membership of the Senate being what it is 
at present, we might pick out a better set of candidates than is 
picked out in the hurlyburly of politics, and by popular gov- 
ernment. Beneyolent despotism always does things better and 
more efficiently than does popular government. But I do not 
ugree for a moment that in the future it would be better fot 
this country if we were to set up an omniscient despotism. 

It seems to me that it is far more important that we should 
permit the people of the United States to select bad men to 
represent them in the Senate, as was stated in Philadelphia in 
the Constitutional Convention would be the case, that the people 
would from time to time elect bad men; I repeat, it is far better 
for us to permit the people of the States to elect bad men to 
seats in the Senate than it is for us to destroy our form of 
government, to destroy State sovereignty, to deny the right of 
the people to elect whom they choose, and thereby to take away 
from them one of the most precious duties and responsibilities 


of their citizenship. In the future if we keep on doing things | 


of this kind we shall remove so many of the responsibilities of 
citizenship from the citizens of the United States that they 
will be not citizens but subjects; they will be not fit to be 
citizens, not fit to exercise the duties of citizenship, but only 


fit to be faithful subjects, paying their taxes and accepting | 


words of wisdom that may roll down on their heads from the 
moral heights of Capitol Hill. 

Mr. President, I should like to ecall to the attention of the 
Senate a statement of the attorney general of Illinois, as made 
in the hearings, part 7, January 7, 1928, before the special com- 
mittee. I ask that the clerk at the desk read the first paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the clerk 
will read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

STATEMENT OF OSCAR EL. CARLSTROM, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATH# 
Or ILLINOIS 


Mr. Car~strom. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I shall speak very 
briefly, merely announcing the position and attitude of the State of 


Illinois with: reference to this inquiry from a legal and constitutional | 


standpoint. I speak with hesitancy because of the gravity of the 
situation, and the fact that I speak extemporaneously. I shall make 
only a most careful statement of the position of the State, which is 
the same that I announced when I appeared before the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections when they were considering the case of the 
Senator from Illinois, where one member at least of this committee was 
present as a member of that committee at the last session. We there 
maintained consistently the position that until the right of the Senator 
from Illinois to sit as a Member of the Senate had been recognized to 
the extent of giving him the oath, he was not a Member of this body, 
and until that was done he was not subject to the Senate or to the 
jurisdiction of this committee on the question of facts, persisting only 
in his right to sit as the duly elected. duly constituted representative 
in the United States Senate according to the constitutional rights to 
which we hold him to be entitled, We respectfully adhere to that 
position. I could not do otherwise, speaking for the sovereignty of 
the State of Illinois, under the Constitution of the United States as 
we understand it; and my view, as shown by the records of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, is fully stated and I need not re- 
peat it. : 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, we have here the appeal 
from the State of Illinois, through her properly elected attorney 
general, that we grant Senator-elect Smita the rights to which 
he is entitled under the Constitution. 

One other point, Mr. President, and I shall be done. 

Mr. FESS. Before the Senator euters upon that point, will 
he yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. FESS. While this report specifies upon what basis the 
action is taken, which might be regarded as broader than the 
mere character that goes to the qualifications and elections, we 
did take action before this in the case of the appointment of 
Mr. Smiru, where there could not be any question as to an 
election, The inquiry must be confined purely to the matter of 
qualifications, and the qualifications there must be personal, 
must go to his character, a very broad term, it would seem to 
me, for no one questioned that the Governor of Illinois had 
the right to appoint Mr. Smrra to fill a vacancy created by the 
death of Senator McKinley. That question was not raised. 
There was no doubt about the accuracy or the completeness 
of the credentials which he presented, Yet this body refused 
to recognize that appointment, on the theory that he was per 
sonally not acceptable to sit in this body. So far as I can see, 
that is all there is to it. If we act on that theory, where is the 
limit? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no limit. 


I thank the Senator for his interruption. He will remember 
that we debated the matter at that time, and we expressed the 
opinion that if the Senate really wanted to know the opinion of 
the people of the United States it might submit to them a con- 
stitutional amendment stating that States shall be permitted 
to elect two Senators to this body “by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate” and see how far it got with any such 
amendment. The people of the United States have no desire 
whatsoever to see the Senate of the United States act in the 
same capacity toward the ambassadors from the various States 
in which we act toward postmasters, members of the Army. 
members of the Diplomatic Service, and other appointees of 
the President. The appointment of an official by the President, 
by a single official, is one thing. The expressed opinion and 
choice of the people of the sovereign States is another thing 
And, as the Senator from Ohio has pointed out, the choice of 
the Governor of the State of LUllinois, when he was by the 
people of Illinois given the privilege of making that choice, is 
an act of high privilege under the Constitution, which he had 
every right to exercise and which, I believe, we had no right 
to nullify. Yet a majority of the Senate, acting under a wave 
of popular dislike for what has happened in these elections, « 
popular fear of the use of money, a popular distrust of popular 
government, acted to nullify the action of the Governor of 
Illinois, 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. It was said to-day that there were instances 
immediately following the Civil War where the prima facie 
eases presented by the credentials were not sufficient and the 
Senators elect were denied the right to take the oath. Those 
cases, as the Senator will recall, grew out of a very deep bitter- 
ness which was the inevitable result of the Civil War. The 
fourteenth amendment was the basis of reconstruction. It was 
adopted and ratified in 1868. Reconstruction was completed 
along about 1870. The cases which came up, where the party 
was denied the right to be sworn in, went to the question of 
loyalty and that was specified in the Constitution. It was in 
the fourteenth amendment. There may be cases which came 
up before the fourteenth amendment had been ratified, but up 
to that time all of those matters were in qnestion as to recon- 
struction. 

This bedy, dominated by a bitter spirit in the North against 
a certain section of the country growing out of the Civil War. 
could easily deny the right of the one applying to be sworn in, 
even in case that were done outside of the fourteenth amend- 
ment. Is it a safe rule to follow, considering the intensity of 
feeling following the Civil War, to say that what took place 
then should be the practice of this body, which was at that time 
different from what it had ever been before or has been since? 
Would that be safe us a precedent for us to foilow? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It certainly would not. Furthermore, it 
would also be true, would it not. that if in times of peace and 
quiet like the present, without any great issue like slavery or 
a recent conflict between the States upsetting the country, we 
proceed without haste to establish a precedent of this kind it 
is worse. If in quiet days we say deliberately to the State 
which appears here through its only Senator now on the floor, 
and through its attorney general and through the members of 
its legislature, to our Committee, asking us to give the oath to 
the man they selected, that we deny their claim, what does the 
Senator think will happen when this country is excited? Sup- 
posing the country is divided over a matter which arouses the 
greatest amount of national passion, and certain Senators elect 
come here who disagree with the majority in the United States? 
Does the Senator think they will be seated? Will not a prece- 
dent established in quiet times have an even worse effect in 
unquiet times? 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio thinks it a very dan- 
gerous precedent. If the Senator from Connecticut will per- 
mit, I would like to put a specific question. The fourteenth 
amendment very specifically says that whenever the right to 
vote of any male citizen of 21 years of age is denied, that the 
basis of representation—I am quoting as it is—in the Congress 
from that State shall be reduced in the ratio that that right 
is denied to the voting population of 21 years of age and over. 
Suppose that a Senator elect presents himself from a State 
where the population which is denied that right to vote is equal 
to the population that votes, then the basis of representation 
in the other body would be cut in half. But it is not: it never 
has been. Suppose that we in this body should say. “ You have 
been elected in a State where the fourteenth amendment to ibe 
Constitution has been violated. Stand aside upon that basis.” 
If this is a precedent to be set on the question of character, 
where half the population is denied, in violation of the spirit 
of the Constitution, the right to vote, would not we be justi- 








1594 


fied in giving that as a reason for saying, “ Stand aside; we do 
not intend to let you take the oath”? If we have the votes to 
do it, can we not do it on this precedent? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly; on the precedent which is 
aimed to be established in this case we would have that right; 
but I do not think, believing as I do in State rights, that we 
ought to do it. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator knows I 
either, but I am asking the question. Is not this a precedent 
which would fit that case, and would not that be a condition 
which we could allege with as much force as this one? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Undoubtedly this would be such a prece- 
dent that might go to almost any extreme in denying a 
Senator elect the right to take the oath. Anyone who came 
here with a different religious belief from the majority, with 
a different attitude toward the eighteenth amendment, with a 
different kind of education, speaking a different language, 
could be denied the oath. All sorts of things one might easily 
imagine happening, and being used as an excuse to deny the 
Senator elect the right to his seat just as much as those 
Senator from Ohio just mentioned. 


do not believe in that 


we 


it seems to me it is a most dangerous precedent we are estab- 


lishing, and without any real national necessity for doing so, be- 
cause this is a time of peace, when the Nation is not in danger, 
and when we ought to consider these things calmly and dispas- 
sionately. We can well afford to say, as I should like to say, 
as I would like to have the Senate say to the State of Illinois, 
“you elected by a big majority a man who does not measure 
up to the standards which the majority of the people in the 
United States would like to see as Members of this body; but 
you elected him, and, of course, if that is the kind of man you 
want to have represent you, that is your business and not ours.” 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WarerMAn in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Montana? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator permit me to 
address an inquiry to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, The Senator from Ohio referred 
in a disparaging way to precedents set by both Houses of 
Congress with reference to Members elect who had participated 
in the Civil War on the part of the Confederate States. I 
would like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio, were he a 
Member of either House at that time, would he have voted 
that way? 

Mr. FESS. Wherever the point of difference was a matter 
of violation of the fourteenth amendment 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; my question has no relation 
to the fourteenth amendment. I want the Senator to assume 
the man coming here with a certificate of election, 
who confessedly had participated in the Civil War upon the 
part of the Confederate States. Would the Senator, were he 
a Member of this bedy at that time, vote to admit him? 

Mr. FESS. No; because the fourteenth amendment would 
forbid it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want the Senator to assume the 
ease of a man who was not under the fourteenth amendment. 
The Senator will remember that that applied only to a man 
who had tuken an oath to support the Constitution. 

Mr. FESS. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want the Senator to assume the 
ease of a man coming here who had not taken the oath to sup- 
port the Constitution and had as a matter of fact participated 
in the rebellion. Would the Senator have voted to seat him? 

Mr. FESS. Most likely I would if he had not originally 
taken the oath of office. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The fourteenth amendment pro- 
vides that whenever one had taken the oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States and had subsequently par- 
ticipated in the rebellion he became ineligible. 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want the Senator to suppose 
the case of a man who never did hold publie office, never took 
any oath to support the Constitution of the United States, as 
millions of our citizens have not, but who came here with a 
certificate of election and who was actually a general in the 
Civil War. 

Mr. FESS. Had been, but not at that time? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. He had been, of course. The waz 
Was over and he came here with a certificate of election. 

Mr. FESS. That would not disqualify him. 

Mr. WALSII of Montana. Would the Senator vote to seat 
him? 

Mr. 


case of a 


FESS. 


Most likely I would, 
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well. Suppose the same 
thing occurred again and there were rebellion in this country 
that was eventually suppressed, and one or more of those who 
participated in it, never having taken an oath to support the 
Constitution and thus pot falling under the fourteenth amend. 
ment, should present themselves as Senators elect, would the 
Senator vote to seat them? 

Mr. FESS. That is the same question. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course it is the same question, 

Mr. FESS. I have a concrete example that will enlighten 
the Senator from Montana. A man who had been elected ta 
Congress, although under indictment and afterwards convicted 
of disleyalty, applied for entrance to the other body while I 
was a Member of it. It was a case of clear disloyalty. [I 
voted to refuse to let him take the oath because he was not 
capable of taking the oath. He wis disloyal and had been 
convicted of that crime. 

Mr. NORRIS. Was not his certificate regular? 

Mr. FESS. That particular thing was not under the 
teenth amendment. That will answer the Senator from 
tana. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
ask the question again? Did the man whom the Senator voted 
to keep out have a certificate that was reguiar and signed by 
the Governor of the State? 

Mr. FESS. He had a certificate of his election, but the dis- 
qualification was constitutional. 

Mr. NORRIS. Exactly, but 


four- 
Mon- 


the certificate of election did! 


| not show that he was disloyal or that he had been indicted or 


that he had been convicted, did it? 
first? 

Mr. FESS. The certificate of election is not sufficient to vali- 
date either the fourteenth amendment or criminality. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; but according to the argument the Sena- 
tor makes and which the Senator from Connecticut likewise: 
makes, the certificate of election is sufficient to let him be sworn! 
in. Was that man sworn in? 

Mr. FESS. No. 

Mr, NORRIS. Then the Senator must go back and apologize 
for his vote or apologize for the position he takes here. He cer- 
tainly is in a joint debate with himself. 

Mr. FESS. Does the Senator believe that a man who is dis- 
loyal to the Constitution, who has already been convicted of 
disloyalty, should be admitted to take the oath? 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course not; I never would take the posi- 
tion taken by the Senator from Ohio and the Senator fron: 
Connecticut about the certificate being something that was more 
holy than the holy of holies. I concede that it does not cover 
up crime, that it is not inviolate, and that we can go behind 
it, and that the Senator was justified in voting as he did when 
a Member of the House. But now he is condemning us because 
we will not vote to give a man the right to take the oath of 
office when he did the same thing himself in another instance. 
I am surprised! 

Mr. FESS. The Senator may be surprised, but the two Cases 
are not at all paral'el. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; it is like the lawyer who—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I must decline to yield 
further, I desire to get through with my speech. I am per- 
fectly willing to allow the Senators to continue their colloquy 
in their own time, but I must decline to yield further at this 
time. 

Mr. President, there have been a great many cases where 
Senators elect have come to this body with their election in 
doubt. We had one within the last three or four years. The 
junior Senator from ftowa |Mr. Brooxwarr] came here with 
his election in doubt. As a matter of fact, the Senate later 
decided that he had not been elected by a majority of the 
electorate. I did not so vote but, as usual, I was in the mi- 
nority. The Senate decided that he had not been elected by a 
majority of the electorate but only by a mimority; and yet 
that gentleman had been allowed to vote here on various ques- 
tions, to take full part in representing his State, as he had a 
constitutional right to do, until the question had been settled, 
even though he had not been elected by a majority of the voters 
of his State, at least in the opinion of a majority of the Senate. 
I still think that he had been so elected, but that is neither 
here nor there. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. President, will 
Connecticut yield to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not wish to be interrupted. The point 
is that we have repeatedly allowed Senators to take the oath 
because their certificate stated they had been elected, and 
after they had taken the outh we permitted them to represent 
their States until we could look into the matter, as we are 


Why was he not sworn in 


the Senator from 
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given the right to do under the Constitution, and determine | 


whether or not they hud been properly elected. It was found 
in that case after the Senator had been sitting here for over 
an year that he had not been properly elected, at least so a 
majority of the Senate said He was then deprived of his 
seat: but in the menntime Iowa had had her full -representa- 


tion in the Senate It seems to me that the same thing applies | 


in this case. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now. Mr. President, will not the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am not going to speak much further 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to make a suggestion af that 
point. I do not think the Senator is quite fair in asking us 
to consider the Brookhart case as similar to the pending case. 
Of course, I will not submit my question without his consent, 
but I should like to submit it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. TI should like very much to conclude my 
remarks. It is not only in the Brookhart case that thet was 


done but the same was true as to many other cases. It has | 
been the almost universal practice in the Senate where there | 


wis doubt about the election to permit the Senator elect bring 
ing credentials to present his credentials, to be sworn in, and 
then to have his case tried. 

In section 5, the Constitution provides : 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica 
tions of its own Members. and a majority of each shall constitute a 
quorum to do business 


That section follows section 4 in which the times, places, and 
manner of holding elections for Senators and Representatives 
are considered. I should like to call the attention of Senators, 
and especially of those Senators who claim that our right to 
be the judge of the qualifications of our own Members is quite 
a different thing from our right to be the judge of the election 


of Members, to this fact: In section 4 the manner of holding | 


elections is to be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof, but the Constitution reserves to Congress the right— 


that is, to both Houses—at any time by law to “make or alter | 


such regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators.” 

The places of choosing Senators can not be determined by the 
Congress, but only by the people of the States. The times and 
manner of holding elections may be determined by the Congress, 
but not by the body concerned. That is quite clear from section 
4; yet in section 5 it is provided that each House shail be the 
judge of the elections of its Members, 

Mr. President. I submit that if the Constitution means that 
we can really provide any qualifications we like, that we can 
say that a man must be so tall and so broad and shall weigh so 
much and that he must have a certain color.of hair or that he 
must subseribe to a certain religion or that he must be moral, 
or one thing or another—if the clause which provides that we 
shall be the judge of the qualifications gives us plenary power, 
as many Senators claim, to decide the nature of the man who is 
to be permitted to take his seat here, then why does not the 


Constitution give us the right to say that the times and manner | 


of holding elections might also be determined by the Scnate? 


Why, Mr. President, the idea is preposterous. It was never | 


intended by the 15 sovereign States which surrendered part of 
their sovereignty “in order to form a mere perfect union” that 
the Senate should have the right to dictate to them with re- 


gard to the way they should hoid their elections or as to the | 


qualifications of the persons they were to choose: but it was in- 
tended merely that the Senate was to decide as a judge whether 
those elections had been properly conducted, whether the returns 
had been properly counted, whether the qualifications of the 
Member were such that he was not disqualified by the clause in 
the Constitution prescribing disqualifications. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to interrogate the Sena- 
tor with respect to the remarks he was just making to the ef- 
fect that the Senate may exclude a man for slight and trivial 
causes of no consequence at all; that it might exclude him for 
any cause. The same provision of the Constitution gives to the 
Senate the right to expel a Member. Has it occurred to the 
Senator that the Senate may expel a Member for exactly the 
same trivial causes, the color of his hair. the kind of clothes he 
wears, or any other trivial cause that the Senate might think 
sufficient ? 


——_, 


for which a man may be expelled auy more than it has at 
tempted to define the causes for which he muy be excluded 


i 
Mr. BINGHAM Phe Coustitution provides 


Each House may determir the rules of its ro ing unish its 
Members for disorderly behavior, and, w he cou 
thirds, expel a Member, 


Mr. WALSH of Mottana. For what causes? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, of course, I am at a great 
disadvantage in arguing with the Senator from Montana, for 
he is one of the most distinguished constitutional lawyers in 
the United States, and, as I have repeatedly stated, I am not 
a lawyer of any kind; I am merely trying to find out what 
the Constitution means according to an ordinary common 
sense interpretation—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. And I am trying to help the 
Senator 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the Senator; his help is greatly 
appreciated. 

In this particular clause of the Constitution it is stated that 
“each House may determine the rules of its proceedings “— 
it gives each House the right to make rules—* punish its 
Members for disorderly behavior,’ or infringement of the rules, 
in other words. Now, to what extent may that punishment go* 
How far can we go in punishing a Member? The Constitution 
then goes on to say, “and, with the concurrence of two-thirds.” 
it may even go so far as to expel a Member. Personally, I 
do not think that the right to expel a Member could properly 
come from any other cause than the disorderly behavior here 
referred to or a breaking of the rules, but still by that clause 
two-thirds of the Senate undoubtedly are given the right te 
expel. As my able colleague, the distinguished senior Senator 
from Connecticut |Mr. McLean], said in discussing this ques- 
tion a few weeks ago that the fathers evidently felt that they 
could always trust two-thirds of the Senate to see that justice 
was done to a Member. They could not trust a mere majority. 
Now, in the case of being the judge of the elections, the judge 
of the returns, and judge of the qualifications, only a quorum 
is required to do business. Mr. President, I desire to ask the 
Senator from Montana, does he not think that if the fathers, 
who in writing the Constitution gave two-thirds of the Members 
of the Senate the right to expel. had supposed for a moment that 
the judgment of the qualifications which they reposed in the 
Senate gave to the Senate the right to determine those quali- 
fications, they would have permitted these most important 
matters to be decided by a simple majority vote? Would they 
not have required a two-thirds vote? If not, why require a 
two-thirds vote for expulsion? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is an entirely different 
matter. There is no reason for making any distinction between 


| the qualifications and the elections. The qualifications are 


‘oupled up with the elections and returns: they are all deter- 
mined by a majority vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Exactly; that is the point which I am trying 
to make, and then I am through. 

As the Senator has said, the questions are coupled with the 
elections and returns; the Senate acts as a judge as to whether 
the election has been properly carried out; the Senate does not 
decide where or when or in what manner the election shall take 
place. It judges whether the elections have been properly 
curried out; it judges whether the returns have been properly 
counted; it judges whether the man who presents himself with 
credentials for a seat is disqualified under the Constitution or 
whether his qualifications are such as to entitle him to his seat 
here. There is no question whatever that if the sovereign 
States which gave up a part of their sovereignty in order to 
form this Union had supposed that we were going to tell them 
what kind of a man they could elect, and had put it in the 
Constitution, the Constitution would never have been adopted. 
As the distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Grorce] said 
a few moments ago, there are no affirmative qualifications; the 


people of the Stutes are to determine those for themselves. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President. there is a very interesting | 


difference there, and I am glad that the Senator has brought 
out that point. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, yes: there is an interesting 
difference as to the number of votes required: that is all. 
But I want to invite the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the Constitution has not endeavored to define the causes 


There are disquaiifications, and the Senate is the judge as to 
whether or not the man is disqualified to take his seat under 
the Constitution. 

I hope very sincerely, Mr. President, that the future will not 
be so dark as it looks to those of us who still believe in the 
rights of the States and in the importance of that doctrine. 
The action of the Senate in this case is foreordained, for the 
Senate has already gone on record two or three times. As meii- 
tioned by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess}. it denied Mr. 
Situ, coming here with the unquestioned certificate of the gov- 
ernor of his State, the right to take the oath. I most sincerely 
hope that the actions which the Senate has taken and the one 
which it is about to take will not result as badly ac it seems to 
some of us is likely to be the case; I am more interested in 
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preseryviy 
t was founded and which | believe will lead to happiness in 
the future than I am in any individual case that may arise. 
Were I net so deeply interested in preserving to the States the 


mek 


rights guaranteed them under the Constitution, rights which 
they never surrendered when they adopted the Constitution, I 
would not place myself in the unfortunate position of being 
ccused by the Senator from Missouri of being one of those who 
re “ partners In crime.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a few days ago the Senator 
elect from Illinois, Mr. Smiru, made this statement to the Asso- 
ciated Press: 

Not unless and until the right of my State to such full, equal, and 
continus presentation is first accorded, I can not become a party 

an unwarranted precedent, ner to any pretended inquiry as to my 
] ‘ 1 filme for association with the distinguished men now com- 
posing the Senate of the United States. 

Mir. President, for a very few moments I wish to address 
myself to that statement. I think that there bas been some 
misapprehension both in the Senate and out of it as to the 


clause of the Constitution upon which that statement is based. 

in disenssing the Smith and Vare cases, it has frequently 
been said that the constitutional provision “that no State with- 
out its consent shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the 
Senate” has some bearing upon this case, 

Inside and outside of the Senate those who have favored the 
seating of Mr. VARE and Mr. Smit have treated this particu- 
lar provision of the Constitution just as if the Constitution, in 
Article I, section 5, provided as follows: 


Mach House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifi- 
eations of its own Members— 
But 


without its consent shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in 


Senate 


no State 


the 


I wish to point out that there is no such connection between 
the two provisions of the Constitution. It is true that it 
provided in section 3 as follows: 


is 


No person shall be a Senator who shall] not have attained to the age 
of 30 years, and been aine years a citizen of the United States, and who 
Shall when elected, an inhabitant of that State for which he 
shall chosen. 


not, be 


be 


These are purely disqualifications. 

However, the Constitution makers in section 5 yvave plenary 
power to both Houses to pass upon the elections, qualifications, 
and returns of its Members by providing: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifi- 


of its own Members, 


cations 


There is no limitation and there is no qualification of this 
plenary power, The provision about the States being deprived 
of their representation comes long afterwards in Article V. 
That article has nothing to do with the question of qualifica- 
tions at all. It has nothing to do with elections at all; it has 
nothing to do with returns at all; indeed, it refers to but one 
contingent possibility, and that contingent possibility an 
nuinendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McKBLLAR. I will yield to the Senator in a little 
while. It dees not deal with those things which are prohibited 
or those things which are required. It deals only with the 
contingent case of when amendments shall be made to the 
Constitution when it points out how those amendments shall be 
made. 

Article V 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it neces 
sary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the applica- 
tion of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, shall call a 
convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall be 
valid to all intents and purposes as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by 
convent in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of 
ratification may be proposed by the Congress: Provided, That no amend 
ment which may be made prior to the year 1808 shall in any manner 
affect the first and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first 
article; and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its 
in the Senate. 


is 


is as follows: 


ons 


equal suffrage 


Mr. President, words in a written instrument must be taken 
in connection with the whole instrument, it is true; but also 
they must be taken in connection with their usual and ordinary 
meaning in connection with the result sought to be obtained. 
The Constitution was divided into articles dealing with par- 
By no construction could this proyisioa be 


ticular subjects. 
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the qualifications of its Members as provided in Article LI. 
had no connection with the qualifications of any person ¢) 


it 


ing to be elected to the Senate. These words— 

that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suf- 
frage in the Senate— 

merely refer to the system provided for in the Constitution 
of two Senators from each State, however large or however 


small the State might be. If that provision had referred to the 
question of qualifications, it would have been put back in Ar 
ticle I, section 5. 

As we all know, there had been a great fight in the Constitu- 
tional Convention over how the Senate should be 
There were some who believed that the States oughi 
Senators according to population, just as they elect Members 
of the House. Others thought that the larger States should be 
given a certain number of Senators and the smaller States a 
smaller number of Senators. There were many plans 
gested; but finally, in a compromise, it was determined to give 
each State two Senators, regardless of the size of the State. 
This provision in Article V had only to do with that question, 
and then only in case of amendments to the Consfitution. I 
doubt if a single person in the convention ever dreamed that the 
provision in Article V— 


created, 


to ele 


sucg- 


that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suf- 
frage in the Senate 


would ever be used as an argument to limit the Senate’s abso- 


lute and plenary power to pass upon the qualifications of its 
Members in such way as it might see fit. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will yield to the Senator in just a 


moment, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. In connection with the words “ plenary 
power,” I wanted to invite the Senator’s attention—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator can invite my attention to 
the matter in just a minute, when I have finished what 1 have 
to say on this particular matter. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I will not trouble the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In all the discussion about equal State 
representation in the Constitutional Convention—and there was 
a large amount of discussion about it—the question of quali- 
fications of Senators did not arise in that connection. The 
question of qualifications arose in an entirely different way. 

That the provision in Article 5 “that no State, without its 
consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate” 
has no bearing on this question is perfectly apparent from our 
history, for many times since our Government was founded 
has a State been deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate. 

For instance, the State of Wyoming from 1891 to 1893 had 
only one Senator here. The Legislature of Wyoming was not 
able to agree; and that splendid Senator who had formerly 
represented it, our beloved colleague, Senator FrRANcIs E. Wak- 
REN, and who has represented it ever since 1893, was hot bere. 
The failure of the Wyoming Legislature to elect a Senator dur- 
ing those two years did not have the slightest connection with 
the provision in Article V providing for amendments to the 
Constitution. I recall also that Tennessee, Delaware, Pennsyl- 
vania, and a great number of other States in the not far distant 
past had only one Senator here because of the failure of legis- 
latures to elect. In the one case the legislature failed to elect. 
In this case the two States in question elected men whose 
qualifications the Senate, under its plenary power, was unwill- 
ing to aecept. In neither case does the provision of Article VY 
apply. If that article applied in the way that is now argued, 
the two Senators must always be here to represent that State. 
If a Senator should die, the State must have another man right 
here at the instant to take his place. If one were ill, the State 
would have to have an alternate Senator to put in his place, It 
would be not only a difficult but practically an impossible pro- 
vision, if the rule were laid down that every State must have 
two Senators here always representing it, or otherwise such 
State would be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate. 
Of course, the Constitution makers had po such situation in 
their minds. The provision that “no State, without its consent, 
shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate,” had solely 
and alone to do with the enactment of amendments to the 
Constitution, and constituted no kind of limitation, express or 
implied, on the Senate's plenary power, given by the Constitu- 
tion in terms, to judge of the qualifications of its Members. 

Mr. President, I may add that I think the power that is going 
to be exercised in this case and in the Vare case is a very large 
power and ought not to be exercised except under the most cer- 
tain conditions and when there can be no reasonable doubt 
about the facts justifying the exercise of the power. The facts 
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in the case of Mr. Surrm are perfectly certain. His disquali 
fications are net only shown by the proof, but he himself admit 
hy his pesition in the case that those disqualifications exist 
Under those circumstances, believing as 1 do that the Constitu 
tion gives this body absolute and plenary power over the quali- 
fications of its Members, and it not being disputed as a matter 
of fact that Mr. Smiru has been guilty of violating the I!linoi 
law in securing very large contributions from those concerns 
which it was his duty as commerce commissioner to regulate, 
and that his nomination and consequent election were obtained 
by corrupt means, with which wrong-doing he has been charged 
here, there is, as it seems to me, but one thing for a Senator 
under his oath to do, and that is to vote for this resolution 
denying to Mr. SMiruH a seat in the Senate. I shall so vote. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I regard the presence of a cor- 
rupt Senator in this body as a real menace to the Republic. 
Had the Committee on Privileges and Elections—or, for that 
mutter, any other committee duly appointed to act by the Sen- 
ate—made the report that this committee has made, and had 
the facts contained in that report been uncontroverted, I should 
have voted, after the Senator had been allowed to take his 
seat, to declare the Illinois seat vacant. I can not, however, 
subscribe to the procedure that is now being followed, which 
prevents a Senator who comes to us with properly attested 
credentials under the Constitution from tuking his seat in the 
Senate; and I therefore must vote against this resolution. 


TAX REDUCTION 


Mr. HARRISON Mr. President, if any other Senators 
desire to discuss the pending resolution, I shall not occupy the 
time of the Senute. Otherwise, I wish to discuss another 
mutter. 

For the past two years there has been much talk in the 
country about tax reduction. We have seen surpluses piled 
up in the Treasury, but the Congress has been derelict in 
absorbing these surpluses by releasing the taxpayers from the 
burdens, 

During the last Congress we attempted to pass some tax- 
reduction legislation, but we were thwarted in our attempt by 
the majority of this body. No one dreamed, however, that this 
Congress would convene without the immediate consideration of 
real tax-reduction legislation. It is quite true that that im- 
pression gathered some force because of the utterances of the 
distinguished Senator from Utah [|Mr. Smoot]. the chairman of 
the Finance Committee of the Senate. From his home out in 
Utah, following the adjournment of Congress, when he had 
joined others in the defeat of a tax reduction bill, evidently 
after hearing from his constituents he gave out statements 
from Salt Lake City stating that he favored this Congress tak- 
ing up the question and settling it immediately, 

I have before me some newspaper clippings of what the 
Senator from Utah said on various occasions with reference to 
tax reduction. 

On July 10 of last year, from Salt Lake City, he gave out a 
statement carried in the New York Times, headed “ Smoor for 
tax cut of $300,000,000.” This item reads: 


SALT LaKe Ciry, UrTan, July 6.—Senator Rrep Smoor, chairman of 


| 
| 
| 
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and from Rapid City, S. Dak.. is tl tem carried in the New 
York Times, headed: 


SmooT again asks Coolidge t ill a special sess 


Where that newspaper correspondent got the information I do 
not know 

Mr. SMOOT. Neither do I, 

Mr. HARRISON. The correspondent was at Rapid City. 8S. 
Dak Senator Smoor had made a hurried social eall out to see 
the President in the Black Hills, and this paper makes what 
it alleges to be a quotation from Senator SMoor.. The article 


states: 





Senator Smoor, of Utah, chairman ef the Senate Finance Com 
mittee, arrived at President Coolidge’s lodge to-day and, after a brief 
onference with the Pr dent, reiterated his demand for a especial 
session of Congress and outlined his taxation-revision program 

“Tn my opinion an extra session of Congress n later than November 
1 is absolutely necessary if the flood sufferers are to obtain prompt and 
adequate relief at a time when they hould have it,” Senator SMoor 
said “Sinee reading what Secretary Hoover said about the needs of 
the farmers in the South after November 1, there seems to me pressing 
need for calling Congress into special session long in advance o he 


the Senate Finance Committee, fixes at $300,000,000 the reduction in | 


the Nation’s annual revenue that should be permitted by decrease in 
tax levies. 


The Senator is inclined to “ point with pride” to a Treasury surplus | 


at the close of the fiscal year of about $600,000,000, but any reduction 
in taxes, he insists, must be made in the light of knowledge of what 
that surplus consists. 

He points to various elements going into the Nation’s revenu 
7 am wo 

He urges that there should be some margin of safety since lean 
years may follow fat years in business, 


Then, on July 22 the New York Times carried an article 
under the headline: 


Smoor again asks Coolidge to call a special session. 


Mr. SMOOT. I did not ask the President for an extra 
session, 

Mr. HARRISON. I am only quoting from the New York 
Times, which is a very reputable newspaper. 

Mr. SMOOT. I never asked President Coolidge for an extra 
session, never had it in my mind, and therefore the statement 
is not correct. 

Mr. HARRISON. This article states that the Senator was 
invited down to Black Hills, and was going to confer with the 
President, aud might talk about tax reduction at that time, 
although it says that he thinks it is only a social call. He went, 
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regular session in December.” 
The Senator's taxation-revision plan provides for a cut of $500,000,000, 


including the following reductions 


. * * ” 2 » . 
**It will be physically impossible for Congress to enact a tax revision 
bill in time to make the reduetions effective March 15, when the first 
payments are required, unless there is a special session. I foresee some 


difficulties in getting a tax bill through even by that time, should Con 
gress convene in special session a month or six weeks before the regular 
December session. 

‘I feel that the minority Members will not prevent the enactment 
of the deficiency bill and flood relief by dilatory methods, but after 
these are out of the way partisan polities over the seating of the two 
Senators from Illinois and Pennsylvania is sure to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate for a very long time.” 


Further on he reiterates those views, and on August 27, in 
an article dated Salt Lake City, the Senator said: 

All parties agree that the corporations should have this delayed 
relief, but we may expect, of course, some political vaporizing when the 
question comes up for action. 


Everything the Senator said last summer, while he was in 
close touch with the people, was to the effect that tax reduction 
should come quickly and speedily, and, as suggested in these 
news items, that the Congress should be convened at least 
November 1, so that the tax bill could be taken up and passe]. 

Well, the Secretary of the Treasury expressed the opinion 
that there should not be any tax reduction until after March 15. 
The Senator had a talk with lim, I presume, if the newspapers 
carry the truth, and he has changed his opinion about the 
$300,000,000 tax reduction, and now, I believe, he says that the 
papers quote him correctly that it ought net to be as large as 
the bill that passed the House, which carried some $290,000,000. 

Mr. President, I have read these quotations to show, I will 
not say hypocrisy, because that is too strong a word, but to 
show how quickly the Senator from Utah can change his mind. 
We got an inkling last week of what might happen in the 
Finance Committee, because the Senator said that the Repub- 
licans on the committee would line up against reporting ont 
this tax reduction bill. This morning we met and had a vote. 
Nine Democratic members of the Finance Committee voted for 
the immediate consideration of that bill. Eleven Republican 
members of the committee, all of them, voted against the con- 
sideration of the tax reduetion bill. 

I am wondering what has come over the vision and the dreams 
of the distinguished Senator from Utah. When are we to have 
tax reduction? The Senator in the summer said it must puss 
before March 15 in order to give the relief. Now, he wants to 
wait until after Mereh 15, and perbaps then there will be some 
other excuse offered to prevent any tax reduction at all. 

Mr. President, I want to read, merely for the Recorp, some 
figures as to the condition of the Treasury, because no doubt the 
Senator will rise in his august majesty and say that we wiil 
know more about the condition of the Treasury March 15 than 
we know now. I want to read a statement of the estimates of 
the Treasury Department of the surpluses for the past seven 
years or more, and then the figures of the actual revenue that 
came in, to show the great difference between the estimates of 
the Treasury Department and the real facts. 

In 1922 the estimate of the surplus was $24,468,000. The 
actual surplus was $313,000,000, nearly $300,000,000 more than 
the estimated surplus. 
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In 1928 the estimate of the surplus was $273,000,000. The 
uctual surplus was $309,000,000. 

In 1924 the estimate of the surplus was 4$329,000,000. The 
actual surplus was $505,000,000 

In 1925 the estimate of the surplus was $67,000,000. The 
actual surplus was $250,000,000. 

In 1926 the estimate of the surplus was $262,000,000. The 


actual surplus turned out to be 3377,000,000 


In 1927 the estimate was $383.000,000, The actual surplus 
Was S$635,000,000. 

This vear the estimate is $454,000.000. The tax reduction 
bill as it passed the House carried only ubout $294,000,000, 
and I submit we have enough fucts to show that the American 


people are entitled to a reduction of taxes, with the surplus 


accumulations as large as they are now, and I submit that the 
country will not indorse what the distinguished Senator and 
his colleagues have done, and that we will be justified in going 


to extreme methods bere to try to put this bill through. 

The Senator's colleagues in the House thought this was of 
such tremendous importance that they agreed that the tax 
reduction bill which is before the Senate Finance Committee 
wis to be called “ House Bill No. 1,” so that it should go to 
the country that the first legislation considered by this Con- 


gress was a tax reduction measure. Now they have sidestepped 
and have gone back on the proposition, 


MEMORIAI 


Mi Mr. President, at the last of Congress 
an appropriation Was authorized in the amount of $150,000 for 
the building by the Red Cross of a war memorial to the women 
of the United States who participated in the World War. 
The condition was that no appropriation was to be made until 
$300,000 had been raised. Already $480,000 has been raised, 
which about $170,000 more than hud been agreed upon. 
However, the lowest bid for the memorial is $530,000. This 
means that about $90,000 must be made up yet; $150,000 more 
than the women have agreed upon has already been con- 
tributed. 

In view of what I have stated, I report from the Committee 
on the Library Senate Joint Resolution 66, authorizing an uddi- 
tional appropriation of $50,000, and [ ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate receive the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent to submit a report from the Committee on 
the Library. Is there objection? 

Mr. GERRY. Reserving the right to object. I would like to 
ask ihe Senator from Ohio how much of an increase this would 
involve 

Mr. FESS. The original appropriation was $150,000. The 
Red Cross made collections to that umount, making the total 
fund $300,000. There was to be no payment of any money 
until $800,000 was raised. That hus been raised and $150,000, 


tO THE WOMEN OF THE WORLD WAR 


FSS. session 


is 


in addition, by the Red Cross. They have $480,000. The low- 
est bid for the memorial is $530,000. the highest bid being 
something over $600,000. The women agreed to proceed to 
raise the $90,000 additional if we would make up $50,000, They 
have already raised $170,000 more than was agreed upon. 

Mir. GERRY. Has the joint resolution been agreed upen by 
th ommittee? 

Mr. FESS. Yes; unanimously. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 


Senate receiving the report? The Chair hears and the 
report is received. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 66) 
authorizing an additional appropriation to be used for the 
memorial building previded for by a joint resolution entitled 

Joint resolution in relation to a monument to commemorate 
the services and sacrifices of the women of the United States 
of America, its insular possessions, and the District of Columbia 


none, 


for the 


in the World War,” approved June 7, 1924, which was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That there is authorized te be appropriated, in addi- 
tion to the sum authorized to be appropriated by a joint resolution 
entitied “Joint resolution in relation to a monument to commemorate 
the serviees and snerifices of the women of the United States of 
America, its insular possessions, and the District of Columbia in the 
World War,” approved June 7, 1924, the sum of $50,000 to be used 
for the erection and equipment of the memorial building provided for 
by such joint resolution. Such sum sball be expended under the 
direction of the commission, consisting of the chairman of the Senate 
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Committee 


JANUARY 
Committee on the Library and the chairman of the House 
on the Library, created by such joint resolution, and 
shall not be contingent upen any private subscription 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


its disbursement 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED 

The following bills and joint resolutions were severalk 
twice by their titles and referred as indicated below: 

H. R. 83. An uct to approve Act No. 24 of the Session Laws 
of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to authorize and 
provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution. and 
supply of electric current for light and power within Hanapepe. 
in the district of Waimea, island and county of Kauai” 

H. R. 84. An act to approve Act No, 25 of the Session Luws of 
1927 of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled “An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, 
and supply of electric current for light and power within 
Waimea and Kekaha, in the district of Waimea, on the island 
and in the county of Kanai, Territory of Hawaii” 

H. R. 340. An act to authorize the incorporated town of An- 
chorage, Alaska, to issue bonds for the construction and equip- 
ment of an additional school building, and for other purposes ; 

H.R. 5575. An aet amend the Hawaiian organic act, 
amended : 


H. R. 6989. An act to amend the Hawaiian homes commission 


read 


to as 


act, 1920, approved July 9, 1921, as amended by act of Feb- 
ruary 3, 1923: 
H.R. 7367. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 


Seward, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding $50,000 
for the purpose of constructing and equipping a public-school 
building in the town of Seward, Alaska: and 

H. R. 8126. An act to repeal the sixty-first proviso of section 
6 and the last proviso of section 7 of “An act to establish the 
Mount McKinley National Park, in the Territory of Alaska,” 
approved February 26, 1917; the Committee on Territories 
and Insular Possessions. 

H.R. 172. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant 
and convey to the city of Vancouver a perpetual easement for 
public highway purposes over and upon a portion of the Van 
couver Barracks Military Reservation, in the State of Wash 
ington: 

H.R. An act to regulate the appointment and duties of 
the superintendent of the Antietam battle field; 

H. R. 229. An act to anthorize the erection of monuments or 
memorials to commemorate the encampments of Spanish War 
organizations at Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Mili 
tary Park; 

HI. R. 230. An uet to authorize an appropriation for the re 
covery of bodies of officers, soldiers, and civilian employees : 

H. R. 232. An net to amend the act of June 7, 1924, prescrib 
ing the persons entitled to the benefits of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and the method of their admis- 
sion thereto ; 

H.R. An act to provide for the purchase of land in con- 
nection with the Fort Monmouth Military Reservation, N. J.; 

H. R. 234. An act amend section 47d of the national de- 
fense act. as amended, as to authorize an allowance of 1 
cent a mile for subsistence of candidates in going to and 
returning from camp; 

H, R. 242. An act to amend section 90 of the national defense 
act, as amended, so as to authorize employment of additional 
civilian caretakers for National Guard organizations, under 
certain Circumstances, in lieu of enlisted caretakers heretofore 
authorized : 

H. R. 244. An act to enable members of the Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps who have interrupted the course of training pre- 
seribed in the act of June 4, 1920, to resume such training and 
iumended accordingly section 47c¢ of that act; 

H. R. 245. An act to continue the establishment of a national 
military park at the battie field of Guilford Courthouse ; 

H. R.471. An act to provide for an aircraft procurement 
board, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 4588. An act authorizing an appropriation for the re- 
pair and resurfacing of roads on the Fort Baker Military 
Reservation, Calif, ; 

H. R. 5500. An act to establish a national military park at 
the battle field of Fort Donelson, Tenn. : 

H. R. 6094. An act to amend section 7 of public act No. 45, 
entitled “An act authorizing the use for permanent construction 
at military posts of the proceeds from the sale of surplus War 
Department real property, and authorizing the sale of certain 
military reservations, aad for other purposes ” ; 
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H. R. 6991. An act authorizing the erection of a nonsectarian 
chapel at the Army medical center in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; 

H.R. 7007. An act prescribing the Army ration; 

H. R. 7009. An act to authorize appropriations for construc- 
tion at military posts, and for other purposes; 

H, R. 7195, An act to provide for the purchase of horses and 
mules for the Military Establishment; 

H. R. 7937. An act to authorize mapping agencies of the Gov- 
ernment to assist in preparation of military maps; 

H.R.S8105, An act to previde for the membership of the 
Board of Visitors, United States Military Academy, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 8550. An act to amend the national defense act; and 

H. R. 8737. An act providing for markers for battle fields of 
Eastport, Miss., and Luka, Miss.; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

H. R. 343. An act to amend section 128, subdivision (b), para- 
graph 1, of the Judicial Code as amended February 18, 1925, 
relating to appeals from district courts; 

H. R. 9021, An act providing for the punishment of persons 
escaping from Federal penal or correctional institutions, and 
for other purposes; and 

H. R. 9026. An set to amend section 1112 of the Code of Law 
for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

H.R. 108. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of North Dakota and Minnesota to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Red River of the North; 

H. R.194. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Morrison, State of Minnesota, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Little Falls, Minn. ; 

H. R.199. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Monticello, Wright 
County. Minn. ; 

It. R. 319. An act to legalize a bridge across the Snake River 
at Idaho Falls, Idaho; 

H.R. 495. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Armstrong, a county of the State of Pennsylvania, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River, at Kittanning, in the county of Armstrong, in the 
State of Pennsylvania ; 

H. R. 5510. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Duluth Ship Canal; 

H.R. 5583. Granting the consent of Congress to the Kansas 
City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of Texas and the Kansas 
City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge across the Rio Grande River, at or 
near Presidio, Texas; 

H. R. 5638. An act granting the consent of Congress to rebuild 
and reconstruct and to maintain and operate the existing rail- 
road bridge across the Tombigbee River, at Epes, in the State 
of Alabama ; 

Ii. R. 5657. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
board of supervisors of Monroe County, Miss., to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across Tombigbee River, at or 
near Aberdeen, Munroe County, Miss. ; 

H. R. 5725. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ouachita 
River at or near Monroe, La. ; 

H. R. 5726. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing a bridge across the Black River at or near Jones- 
ville, La. ; 

H. R. 5728. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Morehouse Parish, La., or the State Highway 
Commission of Louisiana, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Point Pleasant, 
La.; 

H. R. 5744. An act granting the consent of Congress for the 
reconstruction of a bridge across the Grand Calument River 
at East Chicago, Ind.; 

H. R. 6041. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a railroad bridge across the Allegheny River; 

H. R. 6045. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
commissioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to reconstruct, main- 
tain, and operate the existing bridge across the Mahoning 
River at South Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio; 

H. R. 6046. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio, to construct a bridge across the Ma- 
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honing River at or near West Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning 
County, Ohio ; 

H. R. 6099. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of New York and Vermont te construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across Lake Champlain between Crown Point, 
N. Y., and Chimney Point, Vt.; 

H.R. 6488. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois, the county of Lee, and the city of Dixon, or 
to any or either of them, jointly or severally, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Rock River at Dixon, 
Ill. ; 

H. R. 6512. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and © 
erate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or near Went 
worth Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois: 

H. R. 6515. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Wlinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or near 
Ashland Avenne, in Cook County, State of Mlinois: 

H. R. 6514. An aet granting the consent of.Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Tlinois, to construct, maintain, ond 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or near 
Indiana Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

Hi. R. 6958. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Youngstown to construct a bridge across the Mahoning 
River at Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio; 

H. R. 6969. An act to legalize a bridge across the Caney Fork 
River in De Kalb County, Tenn.: 

H. R. 7192. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River 
between the municipalities of Rochester and Monaca, Beaver 
County, Pa.; 

H. R. 7218. An act to legalize a bridge across Hillsborough 
Bay at Twenty-secopd Street, Tampa, Fla.; 

H.R. 7370. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Snake River near Indian Cove, Idaho; 

H. R. 7374. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across Snake River near Swan Valley, Idaho; 

H. R. 7449. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Big Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, 
and operate two bridges across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy 
River near Devon, Mingo County, W. Va.: 

H. R. 7466. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Montana, Valley County,*Mont., and MeCone County, 
Mont., or to any or either of them, jointly or severally, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Glasgow, Mont. ; 

H. R. 7745. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Chicago & North Western Railway Co., a corporation, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a rail- 
road bridge across the Rock River; 

H. R. 7915. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
highway department of the State of Alabama to construct a 
bridge across Elk River on the Athens-Florence roud between 
Lauderdale and Limestone Counties, Ala. ; 

H. R. 8736. An act to provide for the inspection of the battle 
field of Brices Cross Roads, Miss., and the battle field of Tupelo, 
or Harrisburg, Miss.; and 

H. J. Res. 104. Joint resolution granting consent of Congress 
to an agreement or compact entered into between the State of 
New York and the State of Vermont for the creation of the Lake 
Champlain bridge commission and to construct, maintain, and 
operate a highway bridge across Lake Champlain: to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

H. J. Res. 81. Joint resolution for the amendment of the 
act of March 3, 1927, by authorizing an annual appropriation 
to carry out the cooperative experiments contemplated by the 
act; and 

H. J. Res. 112. Joint resolution to amend the act of May 29, 
1884, as amended, the act of Febrnary 2, 1903, and the act of 
March 3, 1905, as amended, to include poultry within their pro- 
visions; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
(at 4 o'clock p. m.), under the order previously entered, took 
a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 18, 1928, at iz 
o'clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 
Evccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 17, 1928 
COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE 
Oliver G. Addleman to be collector of internal revenue for the 
eighth district of Illinois. 
Louis J. Huwe to be collector of internal revenue for the first 
district of Ohio. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

lo be captains 
Nelson H. Goss. 
Stanford CC, Hooper. 
William O. Spears. 
George V. Stewart. 


Bruce L 
Water B. 
Lonis P. 
Harold G 
Kdgar G. 


Cunaga 
Woodson. 
Davis 
jowen 
Obertin. 
To be commanders 
Roland M. Comfort. 
James 8S. Spore. 
Bowman, Percy T. Wright. 
Oldendorf. Ernest L. Gunther. 
To be lieutenant commanders 
Sallada. Gilbert C. Hoover. 
B. Stump. Francis C. Denebrink. 
licutenants 
Richard R. Dennett. 
Hal ©. Jones. 
Jetterson D. 


Ward W, 
Henry G 
Mark 4 


Jesse Bb. 


Waddell 
Cooper, jr. 


Harold B. 
Felix 
To we 


Roland R. Killian. 
Artyn L. Main. 
Wilbur F. Broun, 


Lucius K. Scott. 


Beard. 


To be licutenants (junior grade) 
hdward L. Woodyard. Murray J. Tichenor. 
Allen P. Calvert. Edward KE. Gminder. 
Roy W. Lajeunexse 

To be surgeon 
Fetherston. 

To be 
Arra B. Chesser. 
John QQ. Owsley, jr. 
John F. Luten. 


James E 
passed assistant surgeons 


Vo be chaplains 


Earl M 
John P. 


Criger. 
Forsander. 
T'o be thief gunners 
Charles A. Strumsky. 
John Nicol, 
To be chief pay clerk 
Writner Hostetter. 
POSTM ASTERS 
CALIFORNIA 
Taft. 
DELAW ARE 


Miller. Camden. 
Iiudson, Georgetown. 


Charles Z. Irvine, 


Stephen W 
Jehu F, 
NEW JERSEY 
Rollin A, Cale, Pleasantville. 
Velma M. Kitchell, Whippany. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Turspay, January 17, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Rev. William S. Abernethy, D. D., pastor of the Calvary 
aptist Church, offered the following prayer: 


Qur Father above, we bow in gratitude before Thee this 
morning. Thou art the giver of every good and perfect gift. 
All that we have and are we owe to Thee. The gold and the 
are Thine, the cattle upon the hills are Thine, and we 
but stewards from whom an accounting will be asked. 
Grant that we may be good stewards. We ask that wisdom 
may be granted so that the various questions that may arise 
this day may be successfully dealt with. May we be patient, 
courngeous, just, brotherly, and so may we to-day do honor to 
Thee, our Maker, our Preseryver, our Friend: and all this we 
humbly ask in Christ’s:name. Amen, 


suver 


are 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
appreved. 
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OF PRESLDENT COOLIDGE BEFORE THE PAN 


CON FEREN CE 


Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speuker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing an address by 
the President of the United States, delivered before the Pan 
American Conference at Habana, Cuba, on January 16, 1928. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing an 
address recently delivered by the President. Is there objection ? 

There wus no objection. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp, [ include the following address of 
President Coolidge before the Pan American Conference, Ha- 
bana, Cuba, January 16, 1928: 


Mr. President and members of the Pan American 
citizen of any of the Americas could come to the queen of the islands 
of the West Indies without experiencing an emotion of gratitude and 
reverence. These are the outposts of the new civilization of the 
Western Hemisphere It was among them that the three small ships 
of the heroic admiral came when, with the assistance and support of 
Spain, Columbus presented to Europe the first widespread, public, and 
authoritative knowledge of the New World. Other points may have 
been previously visited, but for these was reserved the final revelation. 
The great discoverer brought with him the seed of more republics, the 
promise of greater human freedom, than ever crossed the seas on 
any other voyage. With him sailed immortal declarations of independ- 
ence and great charters of self-government. He laid out a course that 
led from despotism to democracy, Edward Everett Hale, a seer of New 
England, tells us that this gallant seaman who the storms 
to become the forerunner of an age of pioneers, 


Conference, no 


rose above 


“Left blood and guilt and tyranny behind, 
Sailing still west the hidden shore to find; 
Vor all mankind that unstained scroll unfurled, 
Where God might write anew the story of the world.” 


In the spirit of Christopher Columbus all of the Americas bavye an 
eternal bond of unity, a common heritage bequeathed to us alone. 
Unless we together redeem the promise which his voyage held for 
humanity, it must remain forever void. This is the destiny which 
Pan America has been chosen to fulfill. 

As we look back over the accomplishments of the past four centuries 
we can see that we are warranted in asserting that the Western Hemi- 
sphere has not failed in the service that it seemed destined to render 
to humanity. Progress does not go forward in a straight line, It is a 
succession of waves. We can not always ride on their crest, but among 
our republics the main tide of human advancement has been steadily 
rising. The people have taken charge of their own affairs. In spite 
of some temporary discouragements, they have on the whole been suc- 
cessful. The fertility of a virgin soil, a wealth of mineral deposits, 
an abundance of water power, a multitude of navigable rivers, all at 
the command of a resourceful people, have produced a material pros- 
perity greater in amount and more widely distributed than ever before 
fell to the lot of the human race. The arts and sciences have flourished, 
the advantages of education are widespread, devotion to religion is 
marked by its sincerity. The spirit of liberty is universal. An atti- 
tude of peace and good will prevails among our nations. A determina- 
tion to adjust differences among ourselves, not by a resort to force, but 
by the application of the principles of justice and equity, is one of our 
strongest characteristics, The sovereignty of small nations is respected. 
It is for the purpose of giving stronger guaranties to these principles, 
of increasing the amount and extending the breadth of these blessings, 
that this conference has been assembled. 

The very place where we are meeting is a complete demronstration 
of the progress we are making. Thirty years ago Cuba ranked as a 
foreign possession, torn by revolution and devastated by hostile forces. 
Such government as existed rested on military force. To-day Cuba is 
her own sovereign. Her people are independent, free, prosperous, 
peaceful, and enjoying the advantages of self-government. The last 
important area has taken her place among the republics of the New 
World. Our fair hostess has raised herself to a bigh and honorable 
position among the nations of the earth. The intellectual qualities 
of the Cuban people have won for them a permanent place in science, 
art, and literature, and their production of staple commodities has 
made them an important factor in the economic structure of the world, 
They have reached a position in the stability of their government, in 
the genuine expression of their public opinion at the ballot box, and 
in the recognized soundness of their public credit that has commanded 
universal respect and admiration, What Cuba has done, others have 
dene and are doing. 

It is a heavy responsibility which rests upon the people and the 
governments represented at this conference. Unto them has been 
given a new land, free from the traditional jealousies and hatreds of 
the Old World, where the people might come into the fullest state of 
development. It is among the republics of this hemisphere that the 
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principle of human rights has had its broadest application; where 
political freedom and equality and economic opportunity have made 
their greatest advance. Our mosf sacred trust has been, and is, the 
establishment and expansion of the spirit of democracy. No doubt we 
shall make some false starts and experience some disappointing reac- 
tions. Rut we have put our confidence in the ultimate wisdom 
of the people. We believe we can rely on their intelligence, their 
honesty, and their character. We are thoroughly committed to the 
principle that they are better fitted to govern themselves than any- 
one else is to govern them. We do not claim immediate perfaction. 
Rut we do expect continual progress. Our history reveals that in 
such expectation we have not been disappointed. It is better for the 
people to make their own mistakes than to have some one else make 
their mistakes for them, 

Next to our attachment to the principle of self-government has 
been our attachment to the policy of peace. When the Republics of 
the Western Hemisphere gained their independence, they were com- 
pelled to fight for it. They have always been a brave, resolute, and 
determined people, willing to make any sacrifices to defend what 
they believed to be their rights. But when onte their rights have 
been secured, they have been almost equally solicitous to respect the 
rights of others. Their chief efforts have been devoted to the arts 
of peace, They have never come under the @delusion of military 
grandeur. Nowhere among these Republics have greater military estab- 
lishments ever been maintained for the purpose of overawing or sub- 
jugating other nations. We have all nourished a commendable sentiment 
of moderate preparation for national defense, believing that for a 
nation to be unreasonably neglectful of the military art, even if it did 
not invite and cause such aggression as to result either in war or in 
abject humiliation, it must finally lead to a disastrous disintegration 
of the very moral fiber of the nation. But it is one thing to be pre- 
pared to defend our rights as a last extremity and quite another to 
rely on force where reason ought to prevail. The form of our govern- 
ments guarantees us against the Okd World dynastic wars. It is 
searcely too much to say that the conflicts which have been waged 
by our Republics for 150 years have been almost entirely for the pur- 
pose of securing independence and extending the domain of human 
freedom. When these have been accomplished, we have not failed to 
heed the admonition to beat our swords into plowshares. 

We have kept the peace so largely among our Republics because 
democracies are peace loving. They are founded on the desire to pro- 
mote the general welfare of the people, which is seldom accomplished by 
warfare. In addition to this, we have adopted a spirit of accommoda 
tion, good will, confidence, and mutual helpfulness. We have been slow 
te anger and plenteous in mercy. When this attitude prevails it is not 
difficult to find practical means of adjusting differences. The statesman- 
ship of the southern American Republics has shown a peculiar skill and 
aptitude in this field. It began with mutual consultation. The first 
Fan American Congress assembled at Panama City about 100 years ago. 
The purpose of that gathering has never been forgotten, and it may be 
said to have marked the beginning of a permanent institution. The 
Republics south of the Rio Grande have produced a most impressive rec- 
ord of a resort to mediation, arbitration, and other peaceful methods of 
the adjustment and adjudication of their international differences. A 
study of their treaties will disclose some of the finest examples of 
mutual covenants for the limitation of armaments and the avoidance of 
hostile conflict. In the discovery of the true principles of international 
relations, and in the practical ability of putting them into effect, they 
have demonstrated a moral power and strength of character for which 
the whole world should be profoundly grateful. 

The Pan American conferences meet for the purpose of maintaining 
and extending these important principles. It is impossible to conceive 
of a more inspiring motive which men could entertain in dealing with 
the affairs of this world. You have convened to take counsel together 
for increasing the domestic welfare of the free people of our independent 
Republics and promoting international peace. No other part of the 
world could provide constituencies which all have such a unity of pur- 
pose. The whole atmosphere of the conference is animated with the 
spirit of democracy and good will. This is the fundamental concept of 
your organization. All nations here represented stand on an exact foot- 
ing of equality. The smallest and the weakest speaks here with the 
same authority as the largest and the most powerful. You come to- 
gether under the present condition, and the future expectation, of 
profound peace. You are continuing to strike a new note in inter- 
National gatherings by maintaining a forum in which not the selfish 
interests of a few but the general welfare of all will be considered, 

If you are to approximate your past successes, it will be because you 
do not hesitate to meet facts squarely. We mrust consider not only 
our strength but our weaknesses. We must give thought not only to 
our excellence but to our defects. The attitude of the open mind must 
prevail. Most of all, you must be guided by patience, tolerance, and 
charity, judging your sister nations net only by their accomplishments, 
but also by their aspirations. A Divine Providence has made us a 
neighborhood of Republics. It is impossible to suppose that it was for 
the purpose of making us hostile to each other, but from time to time 
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to reveal to us the metheds by which we micht secure the advantages 
and blessings of enduring friendships , 

Like the subjects which have occupied the attention of your prede- 
cessors, the topics contained in the agenda of the present conference 
call for cooperative internativnal action. ‘They belong to the class of 
inquiries that produce closer international relations, promoting the 
good of all in the political, economic, social, and cultural spheres. Your 
predecessors have shown great wisdom in directing their attention to 
the matters that unite and strengthen us in friendly collaboration— 
subjects that develop an inter-American unity of sentiment which alone 
can make our common endeavors fruitful. 

fhe existence of this conference, held for the consideration of 
measures of purely American concern, involves no antagonism toward 
any other section of the world or any other organization. It means 
that the independent Republics of the Western Hemisphere, animated 
by the same ideals, enjoying the common blessings of freedom and 
peace, realize that there are many matters of mutual interest and 
importance which can best be investigated and resolved through the 
medium of such friendly contact and negotiation as is necessary for 
cooperative action. We realize that one of the most important services 
which we can render to humanity, the one for which we are peculiarly 
responsible, is to maintain the ideals of our Western World. That is 
our obligation No one else can discharge it for us. If it is to he 
met, we must meet it ourselves. We must join together in assuring 
conditions under which onr Republics will have the freedom and the 
responsibility of working out their own destiny in their own way. 

The proceedings of the successive Pan American conferences reveal 
a record of achievement which, without attempting the spectacular, 
constantly builds on the solid foundation of the tmmediately attain- 
able. With each succeeding conference the agreements for the orderly 
settlement of such differences as may arise between the American Re- 
publics have been extended and strengthened, thus making their rela- 
tionship more certain and more secure. Each conference has contributed 
its share toward developing more inttmate cultural ties among the 
nations of this hemisphere, and establishing new currents of mutual 
understanding. 
moved, thus clearing the pathways of commercial intercourse. 

Of scarcely less importance have been the many special conferences 
which from time to time have assembled for the purpose of dealing 
with the more technical questions In the relations between the Repub 
lics of America. The meetings of the International Commission of 
Jurists, the Pan American Highway Conferences, the Child Welfare 
Conferences, the Sanitary Conferences, the Conference on Consular 
Procedure, the Scientific Congresses, the Financial Conferences, the 
Red Cross Conferences, and the highly important and_ significant 
Congress of Journalists have all served to strengthen that spirit of 
Pan American solidarity which, in the last analysis, represents one 
of the greatest achievements of our American civilization and one 
which, in the future, is destined to play so important a part in the 
fulfillment of the high mission intrusted to the Republies of this 
hemisphere. 

It has been most gratifying to witness the increasing interchange 
of university professors and the constantly growing stream of student 
migration from one country to another. No other influence can be 
more potent and effective in promoting mutual comprehension of 
national aims and ideals. It is sincerely to be hoped that this cultural 
interchange will with each year assume larger proportions. 

It is not desirable that we should attempt to be all alike. Progress 
is not secured through uniformity and similarity but rather through 
multiplicity and diversity. We should all he intent on maintaining 
our own institutions and customs, preserving the purity of our own 
language and literature, fostering the ideals of our own culture and 


Obstacles to closer economic relations have been re- 


| society. In a territory reaching from the north temperate zone 


through the Tropics to the South Pole, there is room enough for every 
worthy activity which is profitable and every ideal which is good. 
Our geographical location, as well as our political ideals, has endowed 
us with a self-contained unity and independence. Instead of considering 
our variations as an obstacle, we ought to realize that they are a 
contribution to harmonious political and economic relations. 

In this great work of furthering inter-American understanding, a 
large responsibility rests upon the press of all countries. In our present 
stage of civilization, knowledge of foreign people is almost wholly 
supplied from that source. By misinterpreting facts, or by carelessness 
in presenting them in their true light, much damage can be done. 
While great progress has been made toward the publication of fuller 
information and unbiased views, a better exchange of news service 
would do much to promote mutual knowledge and understanding. 
What happens in this hemisphere is of more vital interest to all of us 
than what happens across any of the oceans. 

An increase of information depends largely on an Increase in the 
means of communication, During the entire nineteenth century inter- 
course between the American Republics was exceedingly difficult, and 
this isolation proved a serious obstacle to closer understanding. The 
twentieth century, however, and especially the last 10 years, have wit- 
nessed astonishing changes in this respect. Transportation by water 
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has become rapid, comfortable, and relatively inexpensive. Shipping 
facilities from the United States have been largely improved. Our 
Government is greatly interested in increasing their efficiency. Rail- 


way lines have been extended so that it will soon be possible to travel 


with practically no interruption from the northern border of the 
United States to the southern border of El Salvador, and in South 
America from Peru to Patagonia. During very recent years every 


government of this hemisphere has been giving special attention to the 
building of highways, partly with a view establishing feeders to 
the railway lines, but also to provide great arteries of inter-American 
communication for motor transport. On the wall of my oilice 
a map showing proposed highways connecting the principal points of 
our 


to 
haugs 


two continents, 
I am asking the United States Congress to authorize sending engi- 
advisers, the we military and naval advisers, 
by other countries, assist in road building. These 
gratifving changes are about to be supplemented by the establishment 
aviation primarily for the transportation of mails, which 
will afford to our Republics a channel of interchange which will find 
ultimate expression in cultural and commercial and in 
better mutual comprehension, Our Congress also has under considera- 
tion Citizens of the United 


neering same as send 


when requested to 


of routes, 


its closer ties 
proposals for supporting such air routes. 
installing them. 
cultural, and educational character 
opportunity to help in the development of a closer 
the nations of America. The fine cooperation 
of the Red Cross Societies of the American Continents is an outstanding 
instance the field for service open to the civie and philanthropic 
organizations of this hemisphere. 

In the domain of 
witnessed an extraordinary 


States are considering 
Private 
also 


organizations of a civic, 


have a great 
understanding amongst 
ol 


relations the last few 
strengthening of the economic 


commercial years have 
ties binding 
In both agricultural and industrial production 
America are now complementing one another to 
resulting in an increasing exchange of commodities. 
recent have witnessed a most gratifying rise in 
of living of the wage earners throughout the Americas, 
greater productive and earning capacity, with a conse- 
in their purchasing power which has been reflected in 
the growing volume of inter-American commerce, destined to become 
more and important it combines a_ scientific utilization of 
natural resources with an increasing economic power of the masses of 
the people. The greater a nation in wealth and production 
the more it has for the service of its neighbors, the larger its markets 
for the The operation of natural forces, supple- 
mented purpose of the governments and of 
the increased their mutual interest in each and 
strengthened the commercial ties among them, 

In work of inter-American cooperation an 


together our Republics. 
countries of 
unusual 
lurthermore, 
the standards 
They 


the an 
degree, 


years 


enjoy a 
quent increase 


more as 


becomes 


goods of others. 
the 


Americas, 


by conscious peoples 


has other 


this important part has 


been played by the Pan American Union. It stands as the permanent 
organ of these conferences. This international organization has labored 
unceasingly to give effect to the treaties and resolutions adopted by 


the successive conferences. Its seope of usefulness is constantly being 
enlarged and its ability to serve the American Republics is strengthened 
with each 

In the 


gratifying 


that passes, 

of political relations 
even more significant. It almost 
to appreciate the remarkable record achieved by the Republics of 
America in the settlement of the differences that have arisen among 
them. Because of ill-defined boundaries of the sparsely settled political 
subdivisions of the old Spanish colonial empire, the independent States 
of America carved out of it fell heir to a large number of territorial 
disputes which, in many cases, were of an exceedingly delicate and diffi- 
cult nature. It is a tribute to the spirit of good will and mutual 
accommodation which has dominated the relations among the nations 
of the Western World that most of these disputes have been settled 
by the orderly process of negotiation, mediation, and arbitration. 
The adjustment of international differences on the American Continents 
happily advanced to a stage at which but few questions remain 
unsolved, This extraordinary record of achievement places heavy 
responsibility upon the present generation to advance the great work 
that has been so auspiciously begun. 

It is a high example that we have set for the world in resolving 
international differences without resort to force. If these conferences 
mean anything, they mean the bringing of all our people more defi- 
nitely and more completely under the reign of law. After all, it is in 
that direction that we must look with the greatest assurance for human 
We can make no advance in the realm of economics, we can 


year 
area 
and 


been less 


impossible fully 


the results have no 


is 


has 


progress, 


do nothing for education, we can accomplish but little even in the 
sphere of religion until human affairs are brought within the orderly 
rule of law. The surest refuge of the weak and the oppressed is in the 
law. It is preeminently the shield of small nations. This is neces- 


sarily a long, laborious process, which must broaden out from precedent 
to precedent, from the general acceptance of principle to principle. New 
activities require new laws. 
are only beginning to be considered. 
the end if we proceed with deliberation, 


The rules for the governing of aviation 
We shall make more progress in 
No doubt you will find in your ° 
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discussions many principles that you are ready to announce as sound and 
settled rules of action. But there a certain 
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re to be other questions 


concerning which it is not possible at the present time to lay down a 
specific rule of law. This need not discourage anyone, It is rather 
the most conclusive evidence that the results which have been secured 


are not of a temporary and ill-considered nature, but a mature state- 
ment of sound and conclusive principles, 
The 


founders of our Republics sought no peculiar preferment for 
themselves. That same disinterested spirit which has animated the 
conduct of our past conferences has given the American family of 


nations a high place in the opinion of the world. Our Republics seek 
no special privileges for themselves, nor are they moved by any of those 
purposes of domination and restraints upon liberty of action which in 
other times and places have been fatal to peace and progress In 
international system which you represent the rights of each nation carry 
with them corresponding obligations, defined by laws which we recog: 
nize binding upon all of us. It through the careful observance 
of these laws which define our rights and impose our duties that inter- 
national cooperation possible. This lays on us all a continental 
responsibility which of us wish to avoid and the fulfillment of 
which is one of the most important guaranties of international friend- 
ship. 


the 


as is 
is 


none 


While the law is necessary for the proper guidance of human action, 
and will always remain the of freedom and liberty and the 


ultimate guaranty of all our rights, there is another element in our 


source 


experience which must always be taken into consideration, We read 
that “ The letter killeth but the spirit giveth life.’ Oftentimes in 
our international relationship we shall have to look to the spirit 
rather than to the letter of the law. We shall have to realize that 


the highest law is consideration, cooperation, friendship, and charity. 


Without the application of these there can be no peace and no 
progress, no liberty, and no republic. These are the attributes that 
raise human relationships out of the realm of the mechanical, above 
the realm of animal existence, into the loftier sphere that borders on 
the divine. If we are to experience a new era in our affairs, it will 
be because the world recognizes and lives in accordance with this 
spirit. Its most complete expression is the golden rule. 

The light which Columbus followed has not failed. The courage 
that carried him on still lives. They are the heritage of the people 


of Bolivar and of Washington. We must lay our voyage of explora- 
tion toward complete understanding and friendship. Having taken 
that course, we must not be turned aside by the fears of the timid, 
the counsels of the ignorant, or the designs of the malevolent With 
law and charity as our guides, with that ancient faith which is only 
strengthened when it requires sacrifices, we shall anchor at last in 
the harbor of justice and truth. The same Pilot which stood by the 
side of the great discoverer, and the same Wisdom which instructed 
the founding fathers of our Republics, will continue to abide with us. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the joint resolu- 
tion (S. J. Res. 38) giving and granting consent to an amend- 
ment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico, providing 
a method for executing leases and other contracts for the de- 
velopment and production of any and all minerals on lands 
granted or confirmed to said State by the act of Congress ap 
proved June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of such laws and 
regulations as may be necessary to carry said amendment into 
effect if it is adopted, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


52 


Senate Resolution 


Resolved, That many of the rates in existing tariff schedules are 
excessive, and that the Senate favors an immediate revision down- 
ward of such excessive rates, establishing a closer parity between agri- 
culture and industry, believing it will result to the general benefit of all; 

Resolved further, That such tariff revision should be considered and 
enacted during the present session of Congress; and 

Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to 
the House of Representatives. 


SENATE TARIFF RESOLUTION 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, may I ask what 
reference it is proposed to make of the message from the Senate 
urging tariff reduction? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it does not require 
any action in the House or any reference. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that it 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that motion is 
in order. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. May I suggest that nobody has 
made a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair himself makes the point of order. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, seriously, what 
becomes of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is merely a noti- 
fication from the Senate and requires no reference at all. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. May we have it read? 

The SPEAKER. It has been read. 

Mr. TILSON. It was read in full. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; it was read by title. 

The SPEAKER. The entire resolution was read, so the Chair 
understands, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the matter lie on the 
Speaker's table? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands there is no need 
for any reference whatever. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. It is in mid-air, then? 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. The document 
is in the possession of the Clerk and therefore of the House, and 
it is spread upon the Journal. 

Mr. BLANTON. It will remain in the hip pocket of the 
Speaker, technically. 

Mr. TILSON. It is the same as though the Speaker were 
absent and we elected a Speaker pro tempore while he was 
away. We would notify the Senate, and so they have notified 
us. by a message, of some action they have taken. 

Mr. KING. Mr, Speaker, I move that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the international bankers of New York who want to 
open up the markets of America to foreign goods. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that motion is in 
order. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Then the Chair takes the position 
that this resolution can not be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union or to the Ways and 
Means Committee or to any other body and that the House bas 
no control over it whatever? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can not be referred to 
any committee under the rules. Only such messages and por: 
tions of messages as require action by the House can be referred 
to committees under the precedents. There is no rule of the 
House under which this document may be referred to a com- 


mittee. The Chair thinks that it comes to the House in the | 


same manner and subject to the same disposition as messages 
relating to the organization of the Senate, which are merely 
received and spread upon the Journal. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. This is the first time in the history 
of my service here or in any other body where a matter came 
into the House of Representatives and it was held that the 
House did not have some control over it; that it is a sacred 
document which can not be reached by the House of Representa- 
tives in any way whatever. I do not understand the philosophy 
of such a rule. If the Senate sends a piece of paper to this 
House or if the Legislature of the State of Texas or the people 
of the city of Cincinnati send a petition to this House, the posi- 
tion taken by the Chair is that if the House itself desires to 
take such petitions and refer them to a committee of the House, 
that the House itself has no right to do it under the rules of 
the House of Representatives. I do not understand the phi- 
losophy of that. 

Mr, CAREW. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. What is the trouble? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the 
point of no quorum, 

Mr. CAREW. I withdraw the point, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in order that we 
may have a parliamentary precedent here I renew my- motion 
that this resolution be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee is not in order. It 
is simply a Senate resolution not requiring or even requesting 
the concurrence of the House. It states in the resolution that 
a copy of it shall be sent to the House of Representatives. It 
is not a joint resolution er a concurrent resolution and certainly 
it is not a House resolution. These three are the only kinds 
of resolutions known in the practice of this House. 

The SPEAKER. In order that there may be no doubt as to 
what the resolution provides, the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 
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ture and industry, believing it will result to the general benefit of all 


Resolved further, That such tariff revision should be 
enacted during the 


Resolved further, That a copy 
the House of Representatives. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 


present session of Congress ; 


Chair will sustain the point of order. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 


Mr. TILSON. 
this motion is not 


lution. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
in order in connection 


appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. TILSON., 


table. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut 
to lay the appeal on the table. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on the 


of the gentleman from Connecticut. 


The question was taken, and the Chair announced he was 


in doubt. 


Mr. TILSON, 
yeas and nays at the start. 


Speaker. 


Mr. Speaker, we may just as well have the 
I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 185, nays 164, 


not yoting 87, as follows: 
{Roll No. 13] 
YEAS—183 


Ackerman 
Adkins 
Aldrich 
Allen 
Andresen 
Andrew 
Arentz 
Bacharach 
Pachmann 
Barbour 
Reedy 
Bobn 
Bowles 
Bowman 
Brand, Ohio 
Brigham 
Buckbee 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burton 
Bushong 
Butler 
Campbell 
Carter 
Casey 
Chalmers 
Chindblom 
Clancy 

Clarke 
Cochran, Pa. 
Cole, lowa 
Colton 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crail 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Denison 

De Rouen 
Dickinson, lowa 
Dowell 

Dyer 

Elliott 
England 


Abernethy 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Auf der Heide 
Ayres 
Bankhead 
Beck, Wis. 
Bell 

Black, Tex. 
Bland 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Bowling 
Box 
Boylan 


Englebright 
Kivans, Calif, 
Faust 

Fenn 

Fish 
Fitzgerald, W. T. 
Fort 
Freeman 
I'rench 
Frothingham 
Furlow 
Garber 
Gibson 
Gifford 
Glynn 
Goodwin 
Green, lowa 
Griest 

Guyer 
Hadley 

Hale 

Hall, Ind. 
Hall, N. Dak. 
Hancock 
Hardy 
Hangen 
Hiawley 
Hersey 
Hickey 

Hoch 
Hoffman 
Hogg 
Holaday 
Hooper 
Houston, DeL 
Hughes 
Hull, Morton D. 
Jenkins 
Jobnson, IM. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kearns 
Kemp 
Ketcham 
King 
Knutson 
Kopp 


Korell 
LaGuardia 
Langley 
Leavitt 
Leech 
Lehlibach 
Letts 

Luce 
McLaughlin 
McLeod 
Maas 
Madden 
Mapes 
Martin, La. 
Martin, Mass. 
Menges 
Merritt 
Michaelson 
Michener 
Miller 
Monast 
Moore, Ohio 
Morgan 
Morin 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me. 
Newton 
Niedringhaus 
O'Connor, La, 
Parker 
Perkins 
Porter 
Pratt 
Purnell 
Ramseyer 
Ransley 
Rathbone 
Reece 

Reed, N. Y. 
Reid, U1. 
Robinson, Iowa 
Rogers 
Rowbottom 
Sears, Nebr. 
Seger 
Selvig 


NAYS—164 


Browning 
Buehanan 
Bulwinkle 
Busby 

Byrnes 
Cannon 
Carew 

Caress 
Cartwright 
Chapman 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cochran, Mo, 


Cohen 

Collier 

Combs 

Connery 
Corning 

Cox 

Crisp 

Crosser 

Cullen 

Davey 

Davis 

Deal 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Douglass, Mass, 


and 
of this resolution 


be transmitted to 


Mr. Speaker, I presume the 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Then, Mr. Speaker, I move 


with a Senate reso- 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I respectfully 


Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinnott 
Smith 

Snell 

Speaks 
Spearing 
Sproul, Ill. 
Sproul, Kans, 
Stalker 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Summers, Wash, 
Sweet 

Swick 

Swing 
Tatgenhorst 
Temple 
Thatcher 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
‘Treadway 
Underhill 
Vestal 
Vincent, Mich. 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watres 
Watron 
Welch, Calif. 
Welsh, Pa, 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams, I. 
Williamson 
Wilson, La. 
Winter 
Wolverton 
Wood 
Woodruff 
Wurzbach 
Wyant 


Doyle 

Driver 
Fdwards 
Falick 
Evans, Mont. 
Fisher 
Fitzpatrick 
Wietcher 


Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gasque 


schedules are 
revision downward 
tween agricul- 


considered and 


moves 
The question is on the motion 
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Gilbert 
(;regory 
Green, Fla. 
Greenwood 
Griffin 
Hammer 
liare 
Harrison 
Hastings 
Hiili, Ala 
Hill, Wash. 


Howard, Nebr. 
lluddileston 
Hiudspeth 
Hull, Tenn 
Jacobsteir 
Jeffers 
Johnson, Okla 
Johuson, Tex 
Tor 

Kadin 


iInincheloe 
Kvak 
Lampert 
Lanham 


Anthony 
Aswell 
Bacon 

Beck, Pa 
Beers 

Begg 

Berger 
Black, N.Y 
foi0es 
Britten 
Canfield 
Crrley 
Celler 
Chase 
Colias 
Connally, Tex. 
Connolly, Va 
Curry 
Davenport 
Dempsey 
Dickstein 
Douglas, Ariz 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 


Lankford 
Larsen 
Lindsay 
Lowrey 
Lozier 
Lyon 
MeClintic 
McDuffie 
McKeown 
MeMillan 
McReynolds 
MeSwein 
McSweeney 
Major, Ill. 
Major, Mo 
Mansfield 
Milligan 
Montague 
Moore, Ky. 
Moore, Va. 
Moorman 
Morehead 
Morrow 
Nelson, Mo. 
Nelson, Wis 
NOT 
Doutrich 
Drane 
brewry 
heaton 
step 


Fitzgerald, Roy G. 


Foss 

Free 
Callivan 
Gambrill 
Golder 
Goldsborough 
Graham 

Iiall, 111, 
THlope 


Howard, Okla, 


Lludson 

Iiull, Wm. E. 
Igoe 

Irwin 

James 
Johnson, Ind. 
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Norton, Nebr. 
O'Brien 
O'Connell 
Oldfield 
Oliver, Ala. 
Oliver, N. Y. 
Palmisano 
Parks 
Peavey 

Pes ry 

Pou 

Quin 

Ragon 
Kainey 
Rankin 
Rayburn 
teed, Ark. 
Romjue 
Rutherford 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Schneider 
Sears, Fla, 
Shallenberger 
Sinclair 


VOTING—87 
Johnson, S. Dak. 


Kahn 

Ike lly 
Kendall 
Kent 

Kerr 

Liess 
Kindred 
Kunz 

Kurtz 

Lea 
Leatherwood 
Lintbicum 
McFadden 
Mactiregor 
Magrady 
Manlove 
Mead 
Mooney 
Moore, N. J. 
Norton, N..J. 
O'Connor, N. Y. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


On the vote: 


Somers, N. Y. 
Steagall 
Steele 
Stevenson 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Tarver 
Taylor, Colo. 
Tillman 
Underwood 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Ware 

Warren 
Weaver 
White, Colo, 
Whitehead 
Whittington 
Williams, Mo. 
Williams, Tex, 
W ilson, Miss. 
Wingo 
Woodrum 
Wright 

Yon 


Palmer 

Prall 

Quayle 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rubey 
Sabath 
Sanders, N. Y, 
Sanders, Tex, 
Sirovitch 
Stedman 
Strother 
Sullivan 
Taber 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Tinkham 
Tucker 
Updike 
Weller 

Yates 
Zihiman 


Mr. Graham (for) with Mr. Gallivan (against). 

Mr. Yates (for) with Mr. Canfield (against). 

Mr, Connolly of Pennsylvania (for) with Mrs, Norton of New Jersey 
(against). 

Mr. Begg (for) with Mr. Kunz (against). 

Mr. McFadden (for) with Mr, Sabath (against). 

Mr. Taber (for) with Mr. Celler (against). 

Mr. Maton (for) with Mr. Douglas of Arizona (against). 

Mr. Foss (for) with Mr. Kent (against). 

Mr. Hudson (for) with Mr. Mead (against). 

Mr. Updike (for) with Mr. Tucker (against). 

Mr. Magrady (for) with Mr. Stedman (against). 

Mr. Bacon (for) with Mr. Aswell (against). 

Mr. Dempsey (for) with Mr. Connally of Texas (against). 

Mr. Beck of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. Igoe (against). 

Mr. Zihlman (for) with Mr. Goldsborough (against). 

Mr. ree (for) with Mr. Weller (against). 

Mr. Johnson of South Dakota (for) with Mr. Mooney 

Mr. Palmer (for) with Mr. Prall (against). 

Mr. Manlove (for) with Mr. Collins (against). 

Mr. Kiess (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against). 

Mr. Britten (for) with Mr. Drane (against). 

Mr. Kendall (for) with Mr. Kindred (against). 

Mr. MacGregor (for) with Mr. Moore of New Jersey (against). 

Mr. Hstep (for) with Mr. Gambrill (against). 

Mrs. Kahn (for) with Mr, O'Connor of New York (against). 

Mr. Kurtz (for) with Mr. Rubey (against). 

Mr. Curry (for) with Mr. Quayle (against). 

Mr. Golder (for) with Mr. Drewry (against). 

Mr. Chase (for) with Mr. Black of New York (against). 

Mr. Davenport (for) with Mr. Kerr (against). 

Mr. Roy G. Fitzgerald (for) with Mr. Sirovich (against). 

Mr. Johnson of Indiana (for) with Mr. Lea (against). 

Mr. Kelly (for) with Mr. Dickstein (against). 

Mr. Tinkham (fer) with Mr. Sanders of Texas (against). 

Mir. Sanders of New York (for) with Mr. Linthicum (against). 

Mr. Robsion of Kentucky (for) with Mr. Carley (against), 

Mr. Beers (for) with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma (against). 

Mr. James (for) with Mr. Berger (against). 


Mr. BEERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. BEERS. I was not present when my name was called. 
I was present during a part of the roll call, but not when my 
name was reached, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 

Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, my col- 
league the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GaLiivan] is 
unavoidably absent; if present, he would vote “ no.” 

Mr. UPDIKE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “ yea.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr, UPDIKE. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify. 

Mr. DEMPSBEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “ yea.” 


(against). 


ec 


JANUARY 17 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I was not present when my name 
ealled. I was here during the calling of part of the roll. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentieman does not qualify. 

The result of the vote Was announced as above recorded. 


was 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Appropriations, presented 
a privileged report on the bill (H. R. 9481) making appropria- 
tions for the Executive Office and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CULLEN reserved all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whble House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill just reported, and pend- 
ing that motion I would like to make a suggestion to the gentle- 
man from New York with respect to time. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, I have requests for several 
hours’ time, and I was wondering if it wouid be satisfactory to 
the chairman if we could run along in general debate and then 
probably later fix a time? 

Mr. WOOD. That is the very suggestion I was going to make 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the two gentlemen agree as to division of 
time and the control of time? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; I would suggest that the time be equally 
divided, one half to be controlled by myself and the other by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr, CULLEN |. 

The SPPAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the inde- 
pendent offices appropriation bill, and pending that motion 
asks unanimous consent that general debate be equally divided 
between himself and the gentleman from New York. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9481) making appropriations for the Execu- 
tive Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, 
commissions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1929, and for other purposes, with Mr. Dower tt in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 


TAX REDUCTION 


Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that I be not inter- 
rupted until I have concluded my statement; then if I have 
any time I shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. Chairman, in the course of the few years it has been 
my privilege to be a Member of this House I have heard 
numerous speeches, many of them to my mind very laudible 
in their purpose, many of them absolutely truthful and correct, 
but some of them containing misstatements, 

There was a speech made on this floor yesterday which it 
seems to me outranks anything I have known to take place 
here for absolute misstatements of fact. I refer to the speech 
made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] in relation 
to tax matters. In the course of that speech he sets down a 
very distinct defy, but before I touch on that I want to make 
this statement: 

I realize the long and faithful service of the gentleman from 
Texas. I realize the rank he holds both in the House and on 
the important Ways and Means Committee, but I do not hesi- 
tate to say that I think the gentleman abuses his position in the 
House when he comes upon this floor and makes such state- 
ments as he did yesterday and expects the membership of the 
House to accept his statements as accurate, realizing that he 
is a man of great judgment and ability and of very high stand- 
ing in the House. 


He says he does not want to mislead anybody. “I do not 


want you [referring to the membership of the House] to be 
misled and I do not want the country to be misled.” 
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Why, Mr. Chairman, that is the whole purpose of his speech. 
endeavoring to mislead the House and mislead the country. The 
papers of yesterday afternoon throughout the country bore in 
headlines the speech of the gentleman from Texas. That is 
exactly what he was endeavoring to do, to mislead the House 
and mislead the country. But he states in his plausible way 
that he has no intention of misleading anybody. I substitute 
“everybody,” for that was his object, to mislead everybody. 

What does he say about certain sections? He refers to sec- 
tion 141 and makes a prophecy that if section 141 of the 
revenue bill as passed by the House remains in the bill it will 
not be signed: then he goes on to say that the reason it will 
not be signed is because the Secretary of the Treasury happens 
to be interested in corporations, and that this is an anticor- 
poration section, 

Permit me to explain the situation briefly. Under the present 
law (section 240) corporations which are affiliated are per- 
mitted to file consolidated returns. The bill as reported by the 
Committee on Ways and Means contained two sections on this 
subject. Section 141 retains the provisions of the present law 
for the taxable years 1927 and 1928. The other section (sec- 
tion 118) contained a substitute for the consolidated-return 
provisions, to become effective after 1928. I assume that the 
gentleman from Texas is presenting the broad question as to 
whether or not consolidated corporations should be treated for 
tax purposes as separate entities and is not raising the issue 
hetween the provisions of the existing law and the provisions 
of the proposed substitute. Although his references to the sec- 
tions of the bill are rather confusing aud inaccurate, I assume 
that the gentleman from Texas has taken the position that all 
corporations should be treated as separate taxable entities. I 
am very glad indeed of the opportunity of meeting, the gentle- 
man upon this issue. 

The gentleman from Texas was particularly anxious to bring 
abont the elimination of section 118. He now goes so far as to 
say that the receipts of the Government will be increased by at 
least $50,000,000 in 1929 as the result of his amendment striking 
out section 118. 

I want to predict—ond my prediction is just as good as is 
that of thé gentleman from Texas; you might say neither is 
worth a hurrah—I am not quite so conceited, as is the gentle 
man from Texas, as to claim that I can put up the financial 
argument to prove the mistakes he has used to mislead—but 
I make the prediction that the receipts with consolidated re- 
turns in the law will be exactly as large as they are if the 
privilege to file consolidated returns is repealed. That is my 
prediction. 

The gentleman from Texas may have been trying to cut out 
what he considers the evils of consolidated returns, but let me 
predict, just as the gentleman did yesterday—only from a dif- 
ferent angle—that if there is a reason for corporations to en- 
deavor to make consolidated returns, they will so set up their 
business transactions in some way or other as to absolutely 
nullify the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARNER] eliminating section 118. That is going to be the re- 
sult, and you can not stop them from doing it, and I put my 
prophecy against his, that the revenue will not be increased 
by striking out section 118. On the contrary, there is danger 
of material loss in revenue by new methods of evasion. 

Let me for a moment analyze the acenracy of the gentle- 
man’s statement that the elimination of the consolidated re- 
turns provisions will increase the revenues for 1929 by $50,- 
000,000—and, My. Chairman, I invite attention to the fact 
that the gentleman from Texas has willingly risked his reputa- 
tion upon the accuracy of his statement. The actual fact is 
that the effect of the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 
striking section 118 from the bill, can not possibly be reflected 
in the revenues received until the fiscal year 1930, and the 
full effect will not be felt until the fiscal year 1931. The entire 
argument of the gentleman from Texas is based upon his state- 
ment that his amendment will produce $50,000,000 more revenue 
for 1929; that accordingly the bill as it passed the House re 
duced the taxes by $240,000,000 rather than by $290,000,000; 
and that consequently the slight increase in the reduction from 
the amount placed as the maximum by the Secretary of the 
Treasury can not possibly justify holding the tax bill up until 
March 15. Upon this reasoning the gentleman from Texas 
searches for some other cause for the delay. The provisions 
of section 141 will permit corporations paying taxes in the fiscal 
year 1929 to pay them upon the basis of consolidated returns. 
The gentleman from Texas must admit that his amendment can 
have no-effect upon the 1929 revenues, 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not the worst indictment that I 
bring against the gentleman from Texas. The greater part of 
the speech of the gentleman yesterday was a personal attack 
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* upon the Secretary of the Treasury. It is a favorite theme of 
the gentleman from Texas. At every opportunity he seems to 
think a great benefit will come to the Democratic Party by call- 
ing attention to the fact that undoubted!y the Secretary of the 
Treasury pays a rather large income tax. He says in the 
eourse of his remarks that the reason that this bill will not 
become law is that it will add to Mr. Mellon's taxes. He does 
not want to mislead anybody. No, no! Give him credit for 
not trying to mislead—of course. But if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the honorable Seeretary of the Treasury, is as 
wealthy as the gentleman from Texas makes him out to be— 
and I do not know the first thing about it, but I assume that 
the gentleman from Texas for once has made a correct state- 
ment, and that the Secretary of the Treasury is a wealthy 
man—he can afford to pay more taxes, and there will be no 
citizen more willing to do it than the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. [Applause on the Republican side.}] Oh, this effort on the 
part of some people to act as demagogues and make cut that 
becanse a few people group themselves together and do business 
as a corporation and have a large capitalization, it is the ruin- 
ation of the American people, and to endeavor to mislead the 
people into thinking that is true, is very, very irritating, and 
that is the situation we find curselves in to-day. That is the 
situation that has brought about such an attack as the gentle- 
man from Texas made yesterday. He says he would bank his 
reputation—I think that is his language somewhere—on the 
accuracy of the statements that he makes. I am not going into 
details, but I want the House to know that one of the items in 
the tax bill as it came to the House reduced the tax on 
transfers of stock by 50 per cent—an item of $9,000,000. The 
gentleman from Texas yesterday said that because probably 
the Secretary of the Treasury owned some shares of stock, he 
was in favor of that reduction. As a matter of fact he opposed 
it, and every statement that has come to us, either to our com- 
mittee or to the public in general, from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or anybody connected with the Treasury, has opposed 
the taking off of the excise tax on stock transfers. And still our 
great leader on the Democratic side of the great Ways and 
Means Committee does not want to mislead or to deceive anyone 
when he says that the Secretary of the Treasury favors making 
that reduction! The Secretary of the Treasury opposed it all 
of the way and all of the time. 

There is another reference that should not be passed over in 
the very eloquent address of the gentleman from Texas—:nd 
by the way, it is a very great pleasure, let me say to the gentle- 
man, to be fayored the next morning after he makes his speech 
with a copy of his remarks in the Recorp, because often we 
have noticed that his remarks remain in his pocket or in his 
office until the subject matter has passed out of the minds of 
the people, and I think there are times on record when his 
remarks have not even ever been printed. It is, therefore, very 
gratifying to see his address in the Recorp this morning. I 
shall read to you now a paragraph from the gentleman's speech, 
and I have no doubt that later the gentleman from Texas will 
explain its meaning. Here it is: 

I can not go into the Treasury Department to find out how much 
losses they have had, which could not be charged against them if 
they had each one to make an individual return. But I do know 
this: I do know that one gentleman alone, whom many men in this 
House know, whom you all know and love and have confidence in, 
told me that the companies that he was associated with alone would 
pay nearly $5,000,000 more of taxes. 


I have not the slightest idea whom the gentleman had in 
mind when he made that statement, but I do say this: The 
gentleman from Texas did want to carry the impression to the 
public, and particularly to the Members of this House, that 
that paragraph referred either to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Mellon, or to the Undersecretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Mills. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas rose. 

Mr. TREADWAY. It is so worded as to wish you gentlemen 
to infer 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GARNDR of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts announced in the beginning that he did not 
want to be interrupted. I have not sought to interrupt him, 
although he made one statement in the beginning that was not 
correct; but now he is making a statement that is wholly 
incorrect, and I desire to call his attention to it at this time 
so that he may know before he takes his seat that the statement 
is not correct. 

Mr. TREADWAY. That the gentieman made? I realize 
that, certainly. 
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Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman said the purpose I 
had in making that statement was to refer to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. TREADWAY. To draw the inference that you were 
referring either to Mr. Mellon or to Mr. Mills, and I repeat it. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. That is not correct. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Who was it? You did not say who it 
was, but you wanted us to think it was either Mr. Mellon or 
Mr. Mills. I defy you to say who it was, for the benefit of the 
Members of the House. I know it was not either one of those 
ventlemen, I know that if they were called upon to pay their 
tuxes they would not whine about it and they would not make a 
personal excuse for not paying them. 

What an absurd situation we are in. I said at first, I will 
say to the gentleman, when I referred to that paragraph, that 
I did not know who you meant; but I know who you wanted 
us to think you meant, and I[ repeat, you wanted us to think 
it was either Mr. Mellon or Mr. Mills who would be affected 
to the extent of $5,000,000 of taxes by this present law. 

Now there is another side to this corporation matter, and 
it will perhaps be time enough to discuss the merits of the 
question when we see whether the people are misled or not. 
tut the gentleman, during the time when the bill was up for 
consideration here, argued in effect and made a very compelling 
argument and got enough votes to put it across, that a company 
having a selling agency must report in one return the profits 
from the sale; the same stockholders owning the manufactur- 
ing coucern, and under the provision that the gentleman from 
Texas put into the bill by his leadership the group of men 
forming a selling company must report their profits as a sep- 
arate item and pay taxes on it. But you can pot put against 
those protits the cost of manufacturing. 

That is what the gentleman's amendment to the tax bill did. 
Why take a man doing business in his indtvidual capacity ; Jobn 
Smith does business in his own right, and in one place he 
manufactures, say, pocketknives. They make some up in our 
country. In one shop he manufactures pocketknives, and down 
the street he has a retail store where he sells them, and he 
has a wholesaie agent out on the road to sell them. Do you 
mean to tell me that it is not common sense to allow that man 
toa charge the cost of his production against the profits from 
his sales? 

Now that explains in plain English the effeet of depriving 
corporations of the right to make affiliated or joint consolidated 
returns. The gentleman does not refer now, and did not refer 
yesterday—and, of course, did not intend to mislead anybody— 
did not refer to the old law at all. Section 240 is the law to-day 
under which this consolidated return is permitted. He did not 
say that that was the present law. 

Section 240 has been on the statute books for some time, and 
you would think that he had discovered a new cure of the tax 
ills of corporations when he speaks of this great bugaboo of 
consolidated returns. 

Now, I want in closing to say just one further word, and that 
is with reference to the prophecy that the gentleman from 
‘Texas makes, that if section 141 remains in this bill, the bill 
will never become a law. It means increased taxes for Mr. 
Mellon; it is not tax revision, according to his viewpoint. 

Now, there are drawbacks to the public service, serious draw- 
backs to the public service, and that is one of them. When a 
man on this floor assumes the role of a demagogue—I use the 
word with its full meaning—and endeavors to have it appear 
to the American people that a man holding such a responsible 
position as that of the Necretary of the Treasury would stand 
in the way of legislation which the people have enacted because 
of its personal effect on him and his finances, the man who 
makes that statement is a demagogue of the very worst type. 
{ Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman two 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman 
recognized for two additional minutes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I hold no brief for the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I do not suppose I have spoken to him a dozen times 
in the period during which he has been Secretary. But it is 
fortunate that the opinion of the gentleman from Texas is not 
one that prevails among the public at large. The public knows 
that we are getting wonderful service, the very ablest of 
financial service, from the present Secretary of the Treasury. 
{[Applause.}] And when a gentleman like the gentleman from 
Texas comes on this floor and talks as a demagogue to this 
House and publishes in his speech the statement that such a 
man as Andrew W. Mellon would ailow his private interests to 
take the place of his public duty, oh, it is too low demagoguism 
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to bear. I get angry. But fortunate!y ihe Secretary of the 
Treasury has an even disposition, and he has stood that sort 
of abuse for a long time at the bands of certain gentiemen. 

I think it is time that some of us stood on this floor and 
thanked such a public official as Andrew W. Mellon for the 
service performed for this country during the past few years. 
{Applause.] He took tne Treasury at a time of great stress. 
He moved into that organization men that——— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has again expired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I intended to say a little more about Mr. 
Mellon. 

Mr, WASON, 
minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
recognized for three minutes more. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I thank the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire. This gentleman, Andrew W. Mellon, subordinated every 
bit of his personal wishes in accepting public office. What a 
retiring, reticent man he is! Until you know something about 
him you wonder as to his financial ability and acumen. But 
when you see the result of the way he has funded the debts of 
this country, and see the great service he has rendered to us 
all, you realize his greatness, you recognize his ability, and 
you know that he is too big a man to put any store whatsoever 
in such demagogic statements as were made about him on this 
floor yesterday by the gentleman from Texas. [Applause.] 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER. ] 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of 
the committee, when the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
TREADWAY] got up to speak he particularly asked that he be 
not interrupted during the 20 minutes he had. I do not blame 
him for making that request. I make no such request myself. 
His second statement was that he wanted to show that I had 
made a misstatement of fact on yesterday. I call to your at- 
tention that you can not find in his 25 or 26 minutes a single 
instance where he called your attention to any misstatement of 
fact I made. [Applause.] I wait for some gentleman in the 
audience to call attention to a single misstatement of fact I 
made and I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts, if he 
wants to do so, to call attention to a single misstatement of 
fact I made yesterday. He has challenged no missiatement of 
fact; but he has challenged a conclusion I came to. Then he 
wound up by saying I made a demagogic speech. This is not 
the first time I have been charged with making a demagogic 
speech, and probably it will not be the last time; but that is 
the only charge that can be made against me when gentlemen 
cal not answer the arguments I have made. [Applause.] 

He said I made a certain siatement about the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I have never yet made a statement that re- 
flected upon his honor, but I have drawn conclusions that bore 
out human nature and the action of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the last six or seven years, circumstantial evidence, 
human nature, which drove him to do certain things. That is 
the statement I made yesterday. I made the statement that An- 
drew Mellon, in the consideration of this bill, had a selfish in- 
terest and that that interest was being asserted to keep the 
tax bill from becoming a law. I repeat it to-day. [Applause.] 

I heard a gentleman, when he was passing through here a 
few moments ago, say that a friend of his had made a state- 
ment which reminded him somewhat of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and his action this morning. He said: 

“My friend TreApway,” to use an automobile expression, 
“has one of the largest hoods and the loudest horn with the 
least horsepower that I ever heard of in my life.” | Laughter 
and applause. | 

If the administration is to let the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts defend its position on the floor of this House, 1 sug- 
gest to you that you must teach him something more than the 
philosophy he used this morning. 

1 stated certain facts yesterday, and I came to certain con- 
clusions. He says the conclusions are erroneous. That is up 
to you to determine; but not a single fact that I stated yester- 
day has been contradicted. Some of them had to be drawn 
from conciusions. They could not be demonstrated entirely, but 
they are the best I could find. 

The estimates I make are like the estimates the Treasury 
Department makes; they may be erroneous, but they are the 
best I could do, and I made them in good faith. Those esti- 
mates go to the essence of the question of tax reduction for 
the calendar year 1929. I said then, and I repeat now, that 
if you will pass the bill that we passed here, and which is 
pending before the Senate, you will not have a reduction of 
$200,000,000 in the calendar year 1929. If that is true, then, 
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why do you not pass the bill? It is not the amount that pre- 
vents passage, I repeat, but it is the provisions in there that 
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affect, unfortunately, we will say, the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury and those associated with him. I estimated yesterday it 
would cost the Secretary of the Treasury $1,000,000 more if 


section 141 remained in this bill. The gentleman from Magssa- | 
chusetts does not even know that section 118 was stricken 


out. [Applause.] He was speaking about it a moment ago 
as being in the bill. He does not know we struck it out in 
the House of Representatives. That is just about the wey 
he is informed with respect to most subjects he discusses, and 
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I wanted some gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol to 
understand what was being done 

How many Members of this House, both Democrats and Re- 
publicans, have heard from the corporations who want to con- 
tinue double rendition? I would not be a bit surprised if out 
of the 455 Members at least 400 of you have been appealed to 
already to strike out the provisions of 141 from this bill. 

I know I have heard a lot of colleagues on this side, as well 
as a few on the other side, say that they are already bevinning 


| to hear from them because they are coming to me and asking me 


that is the reason my friend il!nstrated him as he did, because | 


he does not seem to know what he is talking about. 

Now, if that is true, if the total tax reduction for the eal- 
endar year 1929, when section 141 will go into force and effect, 
will be $200,000,000 or less, why do we not pass the bill? 
Secretary Mellon said it was all right to pass the bill we 
reported from the Ways and Means Committee with a reduc- 
tion of $252,000,000, did he not? But we put on three amend- 
ments distasteful to the Seeretary of the Treasury and dis- 
tasteful to some of his associates even on the Republican side. 
One was the elimination of the automobile tax. They object 
to that because they want the principles of the sales tax left 
in the law. It is not the little money they are going to get 
out of it, but they want to retain the principle so that some 
of these days they can go to the American people and ask 
them to change from this iniquitous tax, us they term it, the 
estate tax or the income tax, and go to the sales tax, as Mr. 
Mellon and a number of his associates would like to do, 
Therefore they want the automobile tax left in the bill—even 
if it were as low as one-fourth of 1 per cent—so that that 
principle will be in the law. 

Now, we permitted affiliated returns to be made when the 
excess-profits tax was in force and effect. It was right then. 
The excess-profits tax made it right and I can demonstrate it 
to anybody. The report that was made on it—and only one 
was made on it—was based on the excess-profits tax. But 
having got that favoritism and having got that advantage in 
paying taxes, Mr. Mellon and his associates, the large corpora- 
tions, considered that it became a vested right, although they 
have no right under the present system to have that provision 
in the law. 

We give them a discretion. They cam make separate returns 
for each of their corporations if that is the best for them or 
they can consolidate them if that is the best for them. I said 
when I offered that amendment that it would take $25,000,000 
more into the Treasury. 

I said yesterday $50,000,000. Why did you not deny that? 
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That was a statement of fact. You said you were going to | 


show I made misstatements of facts. Show a misstatement of 
fact I made yesterday. There was not a single one, and I bave 
yielded twice for the purpose of having one suggested. 

Why does he not say that is not the fact? I will tell you 


why he does not say it. It may not be the fact, but that is the | 


best I can estimate it, but Mr. Mellon does not want the subject 
investigated because he is afraid to agitate it. They do not 
want the American people to become advised about ij That 
is the reason he does not want it done. [Applause.] 

You are afraid to challenge the statement 1 made yesterday 
that section 141 would cost Mr. Mellon $1,000,000 more in 
money than permitting consolidated returns. Why? The Secre- 
tary will tell you to leave it alone. The Secretary does not want 
that question investigated. The Secretary does not care any- 


thing about any more information on that than he can help. | 


I will not say who it was told me that certain associated 
corporations would pay $5,000,000 more. It was not the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; it was not the Undersecretary of the 
Treasury, and I had no intention of conveying any such thought 
yesterday, and I say this as honestly as I ever spoke anything; 
but the gentleman who told me has the privileges of this House 
and he is identified with the Mellon interests. I will make it a 
little more specific, at least. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not care about having a personal con- 
troversy about this matter. I would rather take up and discuss 
the principles involved and what is for the best interests of the 
country, and in order to do this I thought the other end of the 
Capitol should know what, in my judgment, was holding up this 
bill, or at least some associates over there should know this who 
feel the same way about tax reduction that I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
minutes more. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I thank the gentleman, although I 
may not use that much time. 


about it. Pressure will be brought to bear upon you, the strong- 
est pressure you can think of. Already from my home State 
two men, who are among the best friends I have, have been to 
Washington to see me about this provision, and neither of them 
ever owned enough stock in any corporation to be complaining 
abont it: but they were good friends of mine and the corpora- 
tions knew they could see John and might have some influence 
with him, and they were concerned about 141. They will bring 
this pressure to bear on every Member here, whether Republican 
or Democrat, because they hope to strike it out in the Senate, 
and if they can strike it out in the Senate and bring it back 
here and have your conferees agree to it, they will be happy 
and the bill will become a law. The Secretary of the Treasury 
will be happy and be will have accomplished what his asse- .. 
ciates and his advisers have asked him to do and what they 
believe in. 

I have never atiacked the Secretary’s integrity. I have 
spoken of him in the highest terms, also of his human nature 
and the political thought that he his been preaching for 50 
vears, and have said that this has governed him in his office, 
Why should I not conclude this? For the last five or six years 
every circumstance has demonstrated it. 

Take his recommendations to the Ways and Means Committee 
this year, for instance, and what do we find? Repeal of the 
estate tax. Interested? No; he is not interested. Reduction 
of the surtax. Inierested? No; he is not interested; he pays 
no surtaxes. 

If you had carried out his rates, and he had the audacity— 
to write in his recommendations specific rates—the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Green] did not speak about if, but he ought to 
have done so. If I was chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury had the 
audacity in his report urging tax reduction to write in rates, [ 
think I would do like we did with respect to the Senate yester- 
day. I would send it back to him and tell him, “ You must come 
down here with a more respectful and decent message instead 
of undertaking to tell the Congress of the United States what the 
rates should be.” Go and get the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee and you will find that the Secretary of the 
Treasury not only suggested that the intermediate brackets be 
adjusted but he even had the audacity to send them down to the 
gentleman from Iowa |Mr. GREEN] and say, “Here are the 
rates you ought to put in,” something that was never done 
before, as I recall, 

If you had adopted these rates, how much in taxes would 
this have benefited Mr. Mellon? The estimate is that it would 
have benefited those paying in excess of $100,000, $30,000,000. 
Those paying taxes in excess of $100,000 would have been bene- 
fited to the extent of $30,000,000, and those paying between 
$18,000 and $100,000, $20,000,000. Se does Mr. Mellon pay 
below or above? Was it really to take the curve out of that 
line or was it for the benefit of the gentlemen who pay on 
above $100,000 of income? You can make your own deduction, 
and yet they say I charge him unjustly or in a demagogic way. 

I give you the facts and you may draw your own conclusion. 
I say, and I think the facts justify it, that in making this 
recommendation he had a selfish interest; that when he recom- 
mended the repeal of the estate tax he was looking forward a 
little bit further with an estate of $500,000,000, part of which 
may have to go to the Treasury. I have the right to draw this 
deduction. The country draws this deduction, and it has the 
right to, because I have never seen any Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and few Presidents even, that could disassociate from 
themselves either a lifetime of training or human nature. 
[Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
again expired. 

Mr. WASON, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Green] 15 minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, some of the statements 
made by the gentleman from Texas would be amusing if their 
effects on the House, judging by the vote taken at the time the 
bill was’ under discussion, were not so serious. The gentleman 
says that no one can call attention to any misstatement he has 
made. I will not talk about misstatements, but I will have 4 
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few words to say with regard to statements that are just as 
fur from what situations are as it is possible to get 
them 

i certainly have nothing personal to say with reference to the 
genlieman from Texas, but I do not know how in the world he 
can budiy mistaken as he is with reference to some 
miatiers he has been talking about. I simply can not understand 
it at all, and it is a little difficult for me to make an argument 
on the proposition for that reason. 

He tells you that the Secretary of the Treasury and the big 
corporations want section 141 out of the bill. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If the gentleman will pardon me, 
I did not say that, they want the provisions in section 141 
stricken from 141, If they strike out those provisions con- 
solidated returns will be permitted under the old law. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is badly mistaken on 
that. Consolidated returns will not be permitted at all. Here 
is what the gentleman said yesterday with reference to 
Secretary of the Treasury: 


i} rel 
ihe real 


get 80 


141? 
much 


I know that 
loss a certain few 
somebody in the 


word about 
I know how 
the last year. Lei 
I do not imagine they will. They may 
say is of sufficient importance to take notice 
make the statement to the country that if 
the graduated-tax principle, applying to small cor- 
141, you will find that that is all that he is 
care for the $25,000,000 reduction. 


iluve you heard 
that is 


companies 


him say 
hurts him. 


advaniage of in 


one section 
the thing that 
took 
Department deny it 
that what I 
nevertheless I 


Treasury 
not think 
of it; but 
you will take out 


porations and section 


afraid of Iie does not 


‘There is no one that I know of unless it ts the gentleman from 
Texas who wants section 141 taken out of the bill. In sub- 
stance it simply provides that consolidated returns shall go on 
for two years more, Why? 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If the Senate strikes out 
141, will the gentleman sustain the House position? 

Mr. GREEN of Lowa. I do not know just what the House 
position is. I think the House did something it did not intend 
to do when it struck out section 118. [ will not sustain striking 
out section 141, and that is what the gentleman is attacking 
the Secretary of the Treasury on. But the gentleman from 
Texas did not make such a motion in committee. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman in conference 
sustain the provisions of section 141 and seek to retain it in 
the bill? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
right as far as it goes, 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. And so will the gentleman from Texas 
when he gets around and thinks about it. 
section 141. 

Now, let us go into the substance, the meat of the matter. 
It is whether we will allow consolidated returns. Under sec- 
tion 141 they are permiiied for two years longer, and then 
they are obliged to cease. That is this year and next year, 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. No; January 1, 1929. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. But they will make the returns for 
this year and next year under it, and that is the reason that 
I say it will be for two vears more. I am absolutely accurate 
about this, and I will try to be accurate about everything I 
Sas 

Where do we get the provisions in reference to consolidated 
returns? The gentleman from Texas got to thinking about that 
matter to-day, and as he thought he got into a little different 
position than he had taken yesterday. The fact of the matter 
is the provision in relation to consolidated returns was put in 
ihe bill back in 1918. Who was Secretary of the Treasury at 
that time. Certainly it was not Andrew W. Mellon, for that was 
during Democratic days, and the Democrats put it in. It has 
been in the law ever since, and the gentleman from Texas voted 
for it in all the bills we have had passed since that time. He voted 
for it in different form—when we had the excess-profits tax and 
after we had the profit tax repealed nobody said a word against 
it. There was a good reason why they should not. Why was it put 
in? To prevent the evasion of taxes. So the Democratic leaders 
said at the time, and I agreed with them. It was absolutely 
necessary to prevent the evasion of taxes. If the Secretary of 
the Treasury can not require consolidated returns, it is the 
easiest thing in the world for corporations to evade the payment 
of taxes. Suppose we have two corporations, one of which made 
a large profit and holds it in the shape of physical property of 
some kind, it does not make any difference what it is, or even 
intangible property, for that matter. Suppose the corporation 
making the profit sells to one of its subsidiary corporations and 
makes a big loss on paper. If the Bureau of Internal Revenue 


section 


Certainly I will. Section 141 is all 
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can not require consolidated returns, that corporation can charge 
up that loss and the subsidiary company does not have to ac- 
count for the profit, That is only one of the many ways in 
which these provisions can be used for the purpose of evading 
taxes. That is the reason why a provision preventing the 
evasion of taxes in this way was kept in the bill. 

I think I may be permitted to state that I do not hold any 
brief for the Secretary of the Treasury. He has said nothing 
to me about this matter. In fact, he has said nothing to any 
body about the provision for consolidated returns. Who got up 
this provision in the pending bill with reference to consolidated 
returns contained in section 118? The present law has a gen 
eral provision in it with reference to consolidated returns. The 
the advisory committee 
which was appointed by me. I shall assume the responsibility 
for that; but I have the word of the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Garner} that I made geod appointments on that com- 
mitiee. I think he said that I could not have selected any 
better, and I presume that he would stick by his statement. 
advisory committee consisted of tax experts, men who 
were skilled in the business, men employed, of course, in some 
instances by big concerns and some not employed at all, like 
Mr. Thomas W. Page. who has a high reputation as an econ- 
omist and does not hire out to anybody, except, I suppose, he 
gets a salary as president of the Economic Association. Others 
were economists who did not get any salary, but all were men 
of the highest reputation. Incidentally I might say that Mr. 
Page is a Democrat. The polities of the others I do not know. 
They were selected on account of their ability, without regard to 
politics. They presented this plan with reference to consoli- 
dated returns to the committee, and why did they present if 
They said that we ought to have 
the returns made separately, because the present system was 
so complicated and made much trouble; that nothing came to 
the department about which they got into so many disputes as 
these consolidated returns. Of course, section 118 would impose 
a considerable burden on the corporations who were required to 
imake all these separate returns, and that is the reason why I 
said when the matter was before the House that the corpora- 
tions did not want this provision In the bill. They preferred 
the present law, instead of having to make returns for every 
separate corporation, which would make much more work. 
Well. as the bill originally read before section 118 was stricken 
out on the motion of the gentleman from Texas, they were 
opposed to it because it would make them a great deal more 
work. 

3ut this advisory committee and the joint committee agreed 
with them on that matter and felt that the best method was to 
require separate returns. It was an effort in the direction of 
simplification. That is all, and yet the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who did not propose it, is accused of favoring a plan for 
his own advantage. It allows corporations to offset the losses 
of companies in which they owned 95 per cent or more of the 
stock. At first blush that might look like a one-sided propo- 
sition, to allow the losses and make no provision with reference 
to the gains. but no provision with reference to gains was 
necessary, because the gains would be taxed anyway, and they 
would be taxed at exactly the same rates, because we have a 
flat corporation rate that would apply to them singly or taken 
together and in any event. This is the situation. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury never urged this. It is not his plan: he 
is not to be charged with it, whether it be good or bad. I think 
it is a good plan and ought to stay in the bill. 

As to section 141, nobody wants it repealed. 
is section 118 restored to the bill. Others want the provisions 
of the present law retained. I am not in favor of restoring the 
old provisions for consolidated returns which the gentleman 
from Texas voted for a number of times, but which I have con- 
cluded do not work well, and evidently the gentleman from 
Texas has come to the same conclusion. 

Now, this whole matter is simply one of fairness to the cor- 
porations. I do not believe I can be accused with being any 
special friend of the corporations, and I hope that I am not 
charged with being an enemy to them, because I am not. I 
want to treat them fairly and squarely. But if an individual 
is carrying on a business in one town, and also carries on a 
business in another town, he can offset the losses which he may 
sustain from either one of those businesses which he owns. He 
owns both of them, and there is not any question about it. 
Why should not a corporation be permitted the same thing? 
Why should we not deal fairly and squarely with corporations, 
the same as we do with individuals? 

I can see no reason why we should not. The gentleman from 
Texas says that the Secretary of the Treasury thinks the cor- 
porations will have to pay a great deal more taxes. Perhaps 
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they would {ff section 141 did not stay in the bill and they 
did not have two years in which to adjust themselves to the 
situation. And yet, the gentleman says the Secretary wants to 
strike out that section because of corporations in which he is 
personally interested ! 

I do not know of a tax expert anywhere, and 1 do not believe 
there is one who will claim that at the end of two years the 
corporations can not so adjust themselves that they will not 
have to pay more taxes to any considerable extent than they 
do now. I know that that is the view of Mr. McCoy, and I 
have heard the gentleman from Texas approve Mr. McCoy as 
being a highly competent expert. He is the Treasury Actuary 
as you know. He says that the result of this proposition, as it 
stands in the bill, will not be to bring the Treasury any more 
taxes whatever. 

I want to say just one word with reference to another pro 
visien that the gentleman got in the bill, and that is the 
graduated tax on corporations. 

Well, I do not know how it is with the gentleman from 
Texas, but I have viewed with considerable alarm the growth 
of chain stores in this country. I doubt whether they are a 
good thing for the people and for anybody. I know this, that 
if the amendment of the gentleman from Texas prevails with 
reference to the graduated tax on corporations, I can go to the 
Standard Oil Co., which has its filling stations all over this 
country, and I can go to any of these chain stores and show 
them how they can, by incorporating their particular business 
in each town, get their rates reduced, and thus beat the Gov- 
ernment out of a lot of money. That is the proposition that the 
gentleman claims is of such interest to the people generally. 
There is no question about that. No one can deny it. 

Now, I have endeavored, gentlemen, to put this matter before 
you in a plain way. 


about these tax matters at times, and I have endeavored to 
point out as well as I could the very serious errors into which 
he falls. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I am sure the gentleman has tried to make 
it plain, and has made it plain; but I do not believe that the 
centlemai from Texas differs with any of us about the consoli- 
dated returns. I think the gentleman from Texas differs as 
to the several methods mentioned in section 118, which provided 
three methods, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
expired, 

Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there cbjection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized 
for three minutes more, 

Mr. GIFFORD. Some of us Members recognize our responsi- 
bility for the vote cast. The gentleman speaks of affiliated 
corporations. Any two under section 118 could file affiliated 
returns. The speaker has not referred to that provision. I be- 
lieve the membership of this side of the House care little about 
the fortunes of Mr. Mellon. If the principle of the consolidated 
return is right, we want the consolidated return. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Let me understand the gentleman. Is 
the gentleman opposed to the consolidated returns or not? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I am in favor of consolidated returns. That 
is the trouble. When section 118 went out of the bill, the 
committee allowed section 141 to remain, providing for two 
years, and no attempt was made by the committee to amend 
and extend the privilege which has been allowed siace 1918. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Then the gentleman does not oppose 
that? 

Mr. GIFFORD. No; I have not opposed it. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts and myself disagree on any fundamental matter. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] and I differ abso- 
lutely. The gentleman from Massachusetts agrees that we 
ought to have consolidated returns in some form. Under the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas we would not haye 
them at all after the year 1928. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I understood the gentleman from Texas 
made the statement this morning, or before, that he believed 
in one method or the other. He sees danger in both consoli- 
dated and separate returns. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There is no question about what the 
gentleman from Texas wants, and the argument against the 
principle of the consolidated returns was the feature of his 
argument on the bill. 

Mr. GIFFORD. The gentleman from Texas got the bill in 
that shape, and all of us who voted against section 118 left it 
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in that shape: but I can not understand the attitude of the 
committee in not trying to correct seetions 141 and 240 after 
section 118 was siricken out. 

Mr. TREADWAY. My colleague means the committee as a 
whole. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARNER] argued that the consolidated-return provision enabled 
the big corporations to take advantage of the little ones, so 
hat the House struck out 118 and left in no provision by which 
such returns could be made. The committee could only as- 
sume that the majority agreed with the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CuINDBLOM ]}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I think it might be well 
to remind the House and the country that we have reached 
the open Season in the political jungle of 1928. I think the 
address of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] yesterday 
was entirely political, His purpose was, if possible, to charge 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Treasury Department, and 
the administration with postponement in the passage of the 
ax reduction bill or the tax revision bill upon selfish grounds, 
namely, that the Secretary of the Treasury and others associated 
with the administration are so interested in corporation taxes 
that because they disapprove of the elimination of consolidated 
returns for corporations they would prevent entirely the pas- 
sage of any tax reduction bill this year. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas is in the habit of charging 
certain things on the floor of the House, and then challenging 
somebody to deny it, and if no denial is made, if his challenge 
is not accepted, then he assumes that his charge must be taken 
as true and correct. So on the floor yesterday he made the 
charge that the Secretary of the Treasury is holding up the 
tax reduction bill because he does not like the elimination of 
the original section 118 in the committee bill or the limitation 
contained in section 141. 

Now, What grounds has the gentleman from Texas for that 
viewpoint? Is it not a fact that the Se@retary of the Treasury, 
the Undersecretary of the Treasury, and the President himself, 
ever since last fall, have insisted that the tax reduction could 
not go beyond $225,000.000 with safety to the United States 
And when the House did go 
beyond $225,000,000 to the extent of $67,000,000, of course, to be 
consistent—and they were consistent—they insisted that that 
reduction was too large. But the gentleman from Texas would 
try to make the country believe that it was because there were 
some other things in the bill which they did not like. For 
that view he submitted no proof or facts, but his own surmises 
and deductions. The fact is that the administration has become 
naturally apprehensive as to the final amount of tax redue- 
tion that may be contained in the revenue bill now pending in 
the Senate, and therefore believes it wise not to press the 
legislation until the tax income for 1927 may be quite accurately 
ascertained. The gentleman from Texas, however, is trying te 
make political capital out of this wise delay. 

I do not think the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] was 
in the confidence of the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
Undersecretary of the Treasury to the extent that they have 
told him that because they would suffer by reason of these 
provisions in the bill on the subject of consolidated returns they 
would oppose the passage of this bill. Does anybody believe, 
as a matter of fact, that the Secretary of the Treasury would 
do any such thing? Would the Secretary of the Treasury take 
the gentleman from Texas into his confidence or anybody else 
and say to him, “I am stopping this bill and I am going to 
prevent the passage of this bill because some of the corporations 
in which I am heavily interested are going to be compelled to 
pay larger taxes.” Oh, no; the gentleman from Texas did not 
mean to imply anything of the sort. He knows he has no such 
information in spite of his very great assurance when he ap- 
pears here and says, “I charge so-and-so and I challenge any- 
bedy to deny it.” He points at gentlemen in the House and 
says, “I challenge the gentieman from Iowa, I challenge the 
gentleman from Illinois, and I challenge the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania,” and if you do not get upon your feet immedi- 
ately and tell the gentleman from Texas that he is telling an 
ontruth or that he is mistaken in what he says, his state. 
ment must be taken as absolutely true and the country must 
believe it. 

Oh, pshaw; we have gotten into the quadrennial season of 
political debate and the gentleman from Texas thought he 
would start the political battle of 1928 by an attack upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury. But let us not be so serious 
about fit. It has not burt the Secretary of the Treasury; it 
has not hurt the President of the United States; it has not 
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hurt the administration or the Republican Party. When the 

returns come in even during this year, the confidence of the 

people in the party, in the administration, in the Secretary of 

the Treasury, and in the President of the United States will 
be amply demonstrated. [Applause.] 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr}. 
TARIFF REVISION 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I think 
be agreed that whatever the effect of the expressions 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] upon the feelings 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Undersecretary of the 
ury may have been, he at least did sueceed in flushing the covey 
in the House of Representatives. [Laughter and applause. } 


to the 


15 minutes 
[ Applause. ] 


it will 
of the 


I did not, however, arise, Mr. Chairman, to inject myself into | 


a discussion of that particular phase of taxation, but an occur- 
rence 
able in its character, both as to its parliamentary and its 
proper that a plain statement should be made of just what was 
involved. 


On yesterday the Senate of the United States did about the 


only thing the Senate could « nde » circ ances in re- | :  - ; 
a nate could do under the circumstan tenet re- | bound to know that this presented their first opportunity even 
itse'l 1O | to make a gesture toward bringing about that which they so 


gard to a tariff revision. All know, and the Senate 
longer than yesterday was reminded by the House of the fact, 
that revenue bills must originate in the House of Representa- 
tives; and the Senate, recognizing this fact and feeling that the 
time had come in the economic condition of the country when 
there should be a revision of certain of the tariff rates, took 
the only course that was open to it and passed the resolution I 
hold in my hand, which reads: 

Resolved, That 
excessive and that 


of such excessive 


many of the rates in 
the Senate favors an 


existing tariff schedules are 
immediate revision downward 
rates, establishing a closer parity between agriculture 
will result to the general benefit of all. 

such tariff revision should be considered and 


session of Congress; and 


and industry, believing it 
Resolved further, That 
enacted during the present 
Resolved further, That «a copy of 
the House of Representatives. 


this resolution be transmitted to 
It was duly transmitted and presented to the House imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal—a_ respectful 


the legislation it suggested because of constitutional limitations. 
After it had been read to the House the question arose as to 
what would be the reaction of the House to the suggestion of 
the Senate, and we began to try to find some method of ex- 
pression. I myself made a motion. The final motion made by 
me was that it be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House, the committee charged under the rules of 
the House, made in accordance with the Constitution, with the 
responsibility of formulating tariff legislation. The Speaker, 
first upon his own motion and later upon a point of order made 
by the floor leader of the majority |[Mr. TiLtson], held that 
such a motion was not in order. What a remarkable ruling 
that was. I realize the Speaker had to make that ruling with- 
out a chance to examine the precedents and without any par- 
ticular opportunity of reasoning out this proposition. I express 
the opinion here and now that it is very doubtful whether the 
Speaker, who I know wishes always to be parliamentarily cor- 
rect, will adhere to that opinion after he has had an opportunity 
of reasoning it out. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that unquestionably a resolution of 
this character coming to the House, being read to the House, 
and being physically here, the House had the right to refer it 
to some committee of the House for action, 

Mr. BLANTON. Would the gentleman mind an interruption 
right there? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to remind the gentleman that at 
first the Speaker refused to have it read to the House, when 
the gentleman from Tennessee asked that it be submitted, and 
it was only after the question of the point of order came up 
that the Speaker had it read from the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The Speaker, I believe, in 
response to my suggestion that it be read, stated that it had 
been read by a clerk of the Senate, but, of course, that is not 
the way the matter should come before the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. BLANTON. A matter can come before the House only 
when it is read at the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Unquestionably, so far as the 
matter of procedure is concerned, I think the gentleman from 
Texas is correct. Now, I do not insist it would have been the 
duty of the Speaker of his own motion to have made a refer- 
ence of this resolution. I am not prepared to speak upon that 


of the | 
Treas- | 


took place earlier in the day here in the House so remark- | they did not respond in an effort 
| >) 1S f fort, 


possible political and economic aspects, that I think it highly | cratic tariff but in an effort simply to so adjust rates—pro- 


and | 
meaning gesture on the part of a body which could not originate | 


| to the House of Representatives. 
| that the proper, final depository for that resolution is in the 
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point at this time. I do not know what his duty would prob- 
ably have been, and I shall not insist it was his duty to refer 
it. We sought to save the Speaker any responsibility in that 
connection by letting the House itself take action. I made a 
respectful appeal from the decision of the Chair; the gentleman 
from Connecticut moved to lay that appeal upon the table, and 
the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut prevailed. 

Now, let us see precisely what it meant. It meant—it could 
have meant nothing less—that gentlemen voting for the motion 
of the gentleman from Connecticut did not coneur in the 
thought that there should be a revision of any of the tariff 
schedules at this time. It is true that that direct question was 
not before the House, but gentlemen of long experience in this 
House, many of whom have raised their voices in the country, 
if they have been correctly reported by the press of the country, 
in favor of a revision of the tariff, who have threatened the 
stand-pat element of their own party with party revolution if 
not to bring about a Demo- 
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ceeding, if they desired, upon the protective principle—as that 


| there should be a greater equality between industry and agri- 


culture. Those gentlemen are chargeable with a knowledge of 
the rules of the House; they do know the rules and they are 


earnestly proclaim they desire. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Would this resolution have allowed a raising 
of the tariff rates on agricultural products? Did it not speak 
only of a reduction? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me say to the gentleman, 
the committee of course, when it had taken jurisdiction of the 
subject matter, would have brought in such bill as it saw 
proper to bring in. Of course, it would have lain within the 


[Applause. ] 


| power of the committee to have brought in a bill which would 


have been violative of this resolution. 
Mr. LEAVITT. Yes; and it would 
the resolution if it raised any of 


have to be violative of 
the tariffs on agricultural 


| products. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, that, of course, would 
be a question to be discussed at another day and at another 
time. The thing I am seeking to emphasize now is that gentle- 
men have cut themselves off—— 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The resolution of the Senate was directed 
Does not the gentleman think 


archives of the House rather than in the archives of a commit- 
tee, and is not the Committee on Ways and Means as well 
informed of the contents of that resolution, whether the reso- 
lution goes to them or not? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, I think it would help 
them to read it over again. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Fortunately, it will appear twice in the 
Recorp. The gentleman has put it in the Recorp again, and it 
will appear in the Recorp at the point where it was presented 
this morning. So the members of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee will have no trouble in reading the resolution. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Of course, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CaHrNpDBLOoM] quibbles. Action on the part of this 
House in referring this resolution to the Committee on Ways 
and Means would have indicated to that committee that action 
from that committee was desired. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me say to the gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Leavirr] that the resolution from the Senate declared 
that it was “to establish a closer parity between agriculture and 
industry ” and thus it was to bring about an adjustment of 
rates that would be fairer to agriculture. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Oh, the gentleman had better read the 
resolution again. 

Mr. LEAVITT. It states by “a reduction of tariffs,” and if 
we followed the spirit of it, would not allow any raising whatever 
of any tariffs on agricultural products, and that is the reason 
that many of us were opposed to it. 

Mr. BLANTON. But its purpose 
adjustment of rates in behalf of agriculture. 
tion carefully. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, let me say one 
word more on the parliamentary situation, because I am not 
so sure this thing is all over yet. If a petition from a single 
individual or a group of individuals, however small, shonld 
come to this body and any Member of the House were willing 


was to bring about an 
I read the resolu- 
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to assume the responsibility of presenting it by dropping it in 
the basket or presenting it from the floor, if he should have an 
opportunity to present it from the floor, that resolution would 
be taken and, under the rules of the House, referred to a 
committee, Here is a resolution of the Senate of the United 
States dealing with a profoundly serious subject, suggesting a 
revision of the tariff laws that affect industry and agriculture 
and every interest and activity of the citizens of the country 
It comes to the House in a regular and official way, and the 
House precludes itself from even having its committee consider it. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas, 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will tell my colleague why I voted not 
to sustain the Chair. I saw a statement where a certain gentle- 
man from Iowa had prepared a bill to place a duty on hides, 
which duty has not been placed upon them by the party in 
power, and every cattleman in my district—and I take it in the 
gentleman's district—wants a duty on hides; and how are we 
going to get it unless this matter is referred to the Ways and 
Means Committee? 

Mr. BLANTON. It is the only way to get it, and I am with 
my colleague on that proposition. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. That is why I voted not to sustain the 
Chair, 

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question on 
the parliamentary situation? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield. 

Mr. COLTON. Does the gentleman contend that every reso- 
Iution which is a Senate resolution purely that is passed by 
the Senate should be acted upon by the House? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I contend that if the House 
desires to act upon it and to send it to a committee, it has the 
right so to do, and that therefore the Speaker was in error in 
making his ruling and that a majority of the House was in 
error in sustaining the ruling of the Speaker. 

Mr. COLTON. If, for instance, the Senate should notify us 
of its appointment of a Secretary, for example, does the gentle- 
man feel that the parliamentary situation is such that there 
should be.action on the part of the House? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; I do not think there should 
be, but, of course, the House might refer even that resolution to 
a committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has again expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from 
Tennessee five more minutes, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the House chose to refer 
that to a committee, I think it would have a perfect right, as 
a parliamentary proposition, to do so, Of course, I do not think 
there would ever be any necessity for that. But this is a reso- 
Intion dealing with a matter of legislation, of legislation which 
must originate in the House, respectfully suggested by another 
body which is ready to act, but which can not act because of a 
constitutional limitation, and a majority of the House refuses 
to place it even at a point where there can be a beginning upon 
the subject matter, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin and Mr. MANSFIELD rose. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Would the gentleman permit an 


The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 


* interruption? 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
man from Wisconsin. 
probably. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Here is a question that occurs 
to me which might be relevant. The ordinary resolution in 
Congress is either joint or concurrent. A Senate joint resolu- 
tion requires the action of both the Senate and of the House 
and the signature of the President and then becomes law. 

A Senate concurrent resolution, in order to have any effect, 
requires the action of both the Senate and the House, but does 
not require the signature of the President. It does, however, 
bind the two bodies. Then there is a third kind of resolution, 
which is neither joint nor coneurrent, but is a purely House 
resolution or a purely Senate resolution. 

When a concurrent resolution comes here from the Senate 
and is reported by the Clerk, he always says, “In which the 
concurrence of the House is requested.” No such request was 
made on this resolution because it is purely a Senate resolu- 
tion, a mere expression of Senate opinion. Now, if a Senate 
concurrent resolution or a Senate joint resolution were referred 
to a House committee, the committee could bring in the reso- 
lution with an amendment or amendments; but had this mere 
Seuate resolution been referred to a House committee, how 
would such a committee bring back the resolution? It could 
neither deny nor amend the Senate’s expression of its own 
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opinion. What could the committee have reported under that 
resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It could have reported a bill 
[applause] and given the House an opportunity to act upon it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, It can do that at any time with- 
out the slightest reference to this resolution. But the com- 
mittee could not report this Senate resolution to the House, 
either with or without amendment, for legislative action. That 
is the difference between the two situations. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, let us get right down 
then to the very serious proposition, if my friend from Wis- 
consin does not object, would he like to see a bill reported? 
If my friend from Wisconsin does not object to answering the 
question, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is a very artful way to get 
away from what I was talking about. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Ah, Mr. Chairman, we need 
not quibble— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
defend myself. I did not at all. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
ment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
and the gentleman evaded it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
I did not mean to evade it. I understood the gentleman made 
a statement, as a fact, which might have au important bearing 
upon the parliamentary matter, but did not understand he was 
asking me a question. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman from Tennessee did 
ask a question of the gentleman from Wisconsin that the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin did not answer. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
is not in the habit of dodging, and he especially is not apt to 
dodge anything which comes from the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. GARNER]. The gentleman from Wisconsin has not evaded 
anything. It occurred to him as certainly a proper question on 
parliamentary procedure whether a Senate resolution which 
is neither joint nor concurrent, but merely expressive of Senate 
opinion, requires or is properly subject to action of any kind 
by the House. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will answer in this way: 
Under the gentleman's own reasoning he would have been at lib- 
erty to vote as he pleased under the reference of the resolution, 
but we never reached that point. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin and others who voted as he did precluded the House from 
voting as to whether they wanted it so referred or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has again expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Now, Mr. Chairman, we need 
not deceive ourselves, One of the very serious questions that 
confronts the Congress and the country is that of undertaking 
to formulate some character of legislation that will aid dis- 
tressed agriculture. We differ as to methods, but I take it 
there is no one here—and he does not have to be a Democrat 
to speak of it—that does not recognize the distress of 
agriculture. 

One of the strongest clubs which agriculture has to wield is 
the favoritism that has been shown other interests in this coun- 
try and which we know have been shown other interests; in my 
opinion more marked in favoritism that has been written in the 
tariff laws than in any other legislation which Congress has 
passed. 

The use of that argument causes every man giving thought 
to farm legislation and who stands under the pressure, political 
and otherwise, for agricultural legislation, causes every man 
to have to take a tight grip on his intellectual integrity lest 
he be led into the support of something which a number of 
farmers believe would help them, but which he dees not be- 
lieve would help them. 

I believe you will find in every substantial farmers’ organiza- 
tion in America which has given consideration to farm relief 
legislation seriously and without reference to its political 
aspects—those organizations who have not permitted themselves 
to come under the domination of partisan polities—I believe 
you will find in the expressions given out by everyone of them— 
one of the very first elements in it is the demand for the re- 
duction of the tariff duties upon things the farmer has to 
buy. [Applause.] 

This resolution of the Senate recognizes that condition and 
deals with it in express terms. This House, the majority party, 
under the leadership of the majority leader, cut itself off from 
even making a gesture toward bringing relief in the way of 
tariff revision, which is at least one aspect of the relief de- 
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manded by 
[| Applause. | 

Mr. GARBER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. GARBER. I will ask the gentleman if he considers the 
resolution, exactly fair in view of the universal sentiment 
throughout the West and of the demand from farm organiza- 
tions of the country for the increase of rates on farm products, 
in view of the existing imports amounting to at least a billion 
and a half dollars of competitive farm products in this country? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Personally I am satisfied with 
the resolution, but the gentleman must not lose sight of the 
fact that the Committee on Ways and Means does not have to 
go exactly by the resolution. It could make up a bill to suit 
itself, but the gentleman has voted against even that, has voted 
aguinst even saying we want them to make up anything. 
[| Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. 
see has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Srrone]. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker 
come from an agricultural State and district. I am in favor of 
revising the tariff on agricultural products upwards. [Ap- 
plause.] I want to increase the tariff on canned meats, on beef, 
corn, dairy products, hides, and I do not want any revision 
downwards. [Applause. ] 

I do not want any resolution to go through here and go to 
the Ways and Means Committee that says we want a revision 
downward. I believe in a protective tariff. I do not believe 
you can have the high standard of living that we have in this 
country, so much higher than the other nations of the earth. 
unless you have a tariff wall to keep out cheap foreign agricul- 
tural and manufactured products made with cheap labor. I 
want to protect American labor and the American farmer, and 
I want to do it by a tariff. 1 do not want to leave tariff laws to 
the Democratic Party. The inference to be drawn from the 
speeches we have heard to-day is that if they could get hold of 
the tariff, ob, my, how they would help the farmers of the 
country! They would like to go to the country now and say: 
“We, the Democratic Party, want to help the farmer.” I hold 
in my hand the record of the Democratic Party on what they did 
to my farmers when they were in power. 

Mr. RAYBURN, When did the farmer get the highest price 
for his products—under a Democratic or a Republican adminis- 
tration? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. During the war and at that time 
you set price on wheat and did not do so on cotton. 

Mr. RAYBURN. But the Republican candidate for President 
had more to do with it than anybody else. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. No; he did not. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Your next candidate 
more to do with it than anybody else. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Oh, the next 
President is coming from Kansas—Hon. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Oh, he will never get a smell. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. And the farmers will never get a 
smell, if the Democrats win on the tariff proposition. Here 
is what you did in 1913, here is your record for agriculture, and 
here is also the record of the Republican Party: 

Under the Republican tariff of 1922 the duty on wheat was 
first fixed at 30 cents a bushel and later we raised it to 42 
cents a bushel, and under the Democratic tariff of 1918 it was 
made tariff free. Corn in the Republican tariff was given 
1 eents a bushel protection, and under the Democratic tariff 
law it was free. Rye under the Republican tariff law was 
protected by 15 cents a bushel, while under the Democratic 
tariff it was free. 
15 cents a bushel, and under the Democratic law 6 cents. 
Lutter under the Republican law was 8 cents and later was 
increased to 12 cents a pound, while under the Democratic law 
it stood at 24% cents a pound, Eggs under the Republican 
law were protected by a tariff of 8 cents a dozen, and under 
the Democratic law they were free. Dressed poultry under 
the Republican tariff was 3 cents a pound, and under the 
Democratic law 1 cent a pound. Milk under the Republican 
tariff! was 24% cents a pound, while under the Democratic tariff 
it was free. Cream under the Republican tariff was taxed at 
20 cents a gallon, while under the Democratic law it was free. 
Honey, 3 cents a pound under the Republican tariff, and 10 
cents a gallon under the Democratic tariff. Alfalfa, 4 cents 
under the Republican tariff and free under the Democratic law. 
Clovers, millets, timothy, all protected under the Republican 
tariff and all free under the Democratic law. Fresh beef and 
veal, 3 cents a pound under the Republican tariff and free 
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under the Democratic tariff. Cattle of a thousand and fifty 
pounds and under, a cent and a half under the Republican law 
and free under the Democratic. Cattle of a thousand and fifty 
pounds and over, 2 cents a pound under the Republican tariff 
and free under the Democratic law. Meat, prepared or pre 
served, 20 per cent ad valorem under the Republican tariff and 
free under the Democratic law. Fresh iamb, 4 cents a pound 
under the Republican tariff and free under the Democratic 
law. Fresh mutton, 2% cents a pound under the Republican 
tariff and free under the Democratic tariff. Sheep, $2 a head 
under the Republican tariff and free under the Democratic 
law. Swine, half a cent a pound under the Republican tariff 
and free under the Democratic law. Bacon, 2 cents a pound 
under the Republican tariff and free under the Democratic 
tariff. Lard, 1 cent a pound under the Republican tariff and 
free under the Democratic law. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr, WASON, 
utes more, 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. In a moment. Lard compounds, 4 
cents under the Republican tariff and free under the Democratic 
law. Hay, $4 a ton under the Republican tariff and free under 
the Democratic law. 

That is the record of the two parties so far as a protection 
of agricultural products is concerned. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I yield to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman, like myself, represents a 
livestock district as well as a farming district. The gentleman's 
party has heen in power now for about seven years. Will the 
gentleman tel! me how much they hive given to the cowman as 
a duty on hides? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. They have not given him a duty 
on hides, and I have stood with the gentleman from Texas for 
such a duty; but they did give him a tariff of $20 on his steers, 
and the Democrats did not give him any protection at all. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman realizes that if we did put 
a tariff on hides we would not raise the price of a pair of 
shoes 10 cents. The gentleman further realizes that the tariff 
on hides would probably put into the pockets of the cattleman 
at least $5 a head on every cow that he owns, and he needs it. 
Most of them have gone into bankruptey. Some of them now 
are getting their feet on safe ground. When we are not putting 
an additional tax on the consumer who buys a pair of shoes by 
granting the cattleman a small ad valorem duty on hides, will 
the gentleman tell me how we cun relieve the cattleman, when 
he voted against referring this resolution? I do not understand 
that it was revising the tariff downward on agricultural prod- 
ucts, but it was a question of referring it to a committee that 
has the right to report out a bill. Will the gentleman tell me 
how he can relieve the cattleman under those circumstances? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. You are trying to make the coun- 
try believe that if we had sent this resolution to the Committee 
on Ways and Means it would have forced out a resolution for 
tariff revision. It would not have resulted in any such thing. 
They would not have had to do anything with it that they did 
not want to do. The question was whether we would override 
a Republican Speaker and override a resolution of the Repub- 
lican leader and stay within our organization or not. I ama 
Republican, and I will stay with my organization when I 
think it is right, and I think it is right in this case. |[ Applause. ] 

Mr. BLANTON. Whatever the Senate resolution is and does, 
the gentleman and his party voted to throw it in the waste- 
basket. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. No. 

Mr. BLANTON. What did you do? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. We keep it in the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is in the wastebasket now. The people 
of the country will pass on what the resolution is and does and 
what the gentleman and his party have done with it. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. This resolution, containing the provision that 
the reduction be made downward, would necessarily mean a 
reduction on agricultural products downward, would it not? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes. I will answer that. My 
friend from Texas here [Mr. HupsprerH] and I agree concern- 
ing the tariff on hides. But to override our leader and our 
Committee on Ways and Means on this resolution to revise 
tariff rates downward would not give you any assurance that 
we were to get a duty on hides. 

You are trying to get credit from the farmers for doing 
something that you have not done. When you were in power 
and had the chance, why did you not put a tariff on hides? 
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You not only did not put a tariff on hides, but you did not put 
a duty on cattle or any other agricultural products. We have 
gi en vou a duty of $20 on cattle, and now you are blaming us 
for not also putting a duty on hides, when you know to have 
done so would have forced a duty on shoes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The reason I did not vote that way was 
that I was not a Member of Congress at that time. [Laughter.] 
If I had been here I would have voted to put a duty on hides 


so that they could not ship in those foreign hides here. With | 


those foreign hides coming here a duty on hides in this country 
would not affect the price of shoes to the extent of 10 cents 
a pair, 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I agree with you, but I am not 
going to vote for a resolution coming in here, supported by the 
Democratic Party, to revise the tariff downward. What I want 
to do is to get a tariff revision upward on agricultural products! 
[Applause. } 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will say to the gentleman as to that, 
that much as I regret to do so, I sometimes vote with the 
Republicans when I think they are right. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. And I will vote with you for a 
tariff on hides. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I think you are right. [Applause.] 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RaiNry]. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not an important matter 
as to where this resolution physically is at the present time; 
whether it is before the Committee on Ways and Means or is 
buried here in its grave; and that is what happened today. 
sut that is entirely immaterial. The question, the appealing 
question, before the country to-day is this: Which party in the 
Congress of the United States is in favor of a logical down- 
ward revision of the tariff and which party is against it? 

That is the question. Our tariff law is out of date. It is 
archaic. It was out of date 10 minutes after it was passed. 
It does not fit into modern conditions in this world. We have 
embarked on a new economic era. We are selling money abroad 
now ; We-have so much of it, concentrated in the hands of a few, 
that we are selling it abroad, and we are getting back under 
this plutocratic administration more money every year for the 
money We sell abroad than we are getting for the goods we sell 
abroad. Our balance of trade is two or three or four hundred 
million dollars less per year than the amount we get as in- 
terest from the funds we have loaned abroad. 

Now, every economist in the world of any standing at all 
knows that those conditions exist, and if the present tariff is to 
remain, that pushes us nearer and ever hearer to the precipice. 
Everybody seems to know that except certain leaders of the 
Republican Party. Everybody seems to know that except the 
Republican side of this House. It is behind the economists of 
the world. It is behind the conditions which confront us now; 
and the point about the whole thing is that, with the exception 
of 8 or 10 who sit on that side of the Chamber, to-day you 
have unanimously voted against a proposition which looked 
toward giving to this country a logical and a lower tariff, or 


take a step in the direction of giving to this country a tariff | 
which fits into the modern scheme of business on which we | 


have entered in this world. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. STRoNG] correctly analyzed 
the Underwood bill. It did not place any tariff on the things 
he has mentioned. It did not put a duty on them, because the 
kind of tariffs you impose on agricultural products are not 
effective, 

We knew it was not effective, and it did not go on. You had 
it in the laws which preceded the Underwood tariff, and you 
have put it in the present law; but the fact remains that under 
the Underwood tariff bill we got higher prices for the things 
we produce on our farms than we ever succeeded in getting 
before or since 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. If the Democrats were writing the next 
tariff bill, would they take the tariff off of agricultural prod- 
ucts again? 

Mr. RAINEY. If the Democrats were writing the next 
tariff law, they would give agricultural products effective rates. 
That is what they would do. 

Mr. LEAVITT. What would that do? Would that put them 
on or take them off the tariff list? 

Mr. RAINEY. An effective tariff on agricultural products 
would give the agricultural products a real tariff. It would 
restore the purchasing power of the farmer, and that is the 
proposition for which the farmers of this country stand. 
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Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. I do not understand, and IT am probably 
dense on that, but the gentleman has not yet said whether that 
would be a lower tariff, and whether the gentleman would take 
the rates off or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
additional minntes. 

Mr. RAINEY. Under the leadership of the Democratic 
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Party, in some instances it might mean lower and in other 
instances it might mean higher, but in every instance it would 
mean a logical tariff; and that is what we can not expect from 
your party. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. I am interested in products raised in Mon- 
tana, like sugar, wheat, wool, cattle, and things of that kind. 
What would the gentleman do with those things under his 
logical tariff? 

Mr. RAINEY. I will say this about wool and I will say this 
about sugar for the benefit of the gentleman from Montana: 
Those are two articles that this country must have. The higher 
you place the tariff on those two articles the bigger the price 
the consumer will pay for those two articles. We live in the 
north temperate zone, and we have got to wear woolen clothing. 
We produce only one-half of our supply of weol, and if you put 
a tariff en that wool we will try to keep warm, if we can, but. 
we will have to pay a higher price, and we will have to meet 
the rigors of our cold winters. Would the gentleman increase 
the tariff on wool? 

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes. I- would certainly not lower it. 

Mr. RAINEY. I thank the gentleman for his frankness. He 
would increase the tariff on wool until the people who must 
wear woolen clothing in this country or die must pay the price 
fixed by the greed of those who raise wool in Montana, where 
sheep roam over land that is not adapted to any other purpose. 

Mr. LEAVITT. And should therefore be used for the rais- 
ing of wool. 

Mr. RAINEY. That would result in raising the price of 
clothing to every working man who works in a factory; it 
would raise the price of clothing to every farmer who toils on 
his farm. That is the effect of that policy and I would be 
against it, I will say to the gentleman. A high tariff does not 
help the wool industry, because the number of sheep on our 
ranges is constantly decreasing. 

Mr. LEAVITT. That is not true of Montana. 

Mr. RAINEY. That is true through the country generally, 
I will say to the gentleman, that you have fewer sheep now 
than you ever had before. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Then we beed more of a tariff to protect 
the sheep industry and not less. 

Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman has been perfeetly frank and 
he emphasizes the protectionist idea of the tariff. No matter 
how many people in this country suffer he is perfectly willing 
to let them suffer provided the men who live in Montana can 
make more money out of it. In other words, his position is 
this: As to all of these other things he must buy, he is per- 
fectly willing to be robbed himself in order to enjoy the de- 
lightful privilege of robbing everybody else. The gentleman is 
an ideal protectionist and an ideal Republican. 

Mr. LEAVITT. 1 thank the gentleman for that compliment. 
Will the gentleman yield further’ : 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. My desire is not to rob anybody, but to pro- 
tect an American industry so that we can use our own lands to 
the best advantage. 

Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman has made bis selfish position 
so plain that it is unnecessary for me to comment upon it fur- 
ther. He is willing that everybody must pay twice as much as 
he pays now for clothing to shut out the blasts of winter in 
order that a few sheep barons in the wilds of his own State can 
make some more mouey. There is no trouble about the Repub- 
lican position. That is it, and the gentleman has made it per- 
fectly plain. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I will call attention to the fact that 
under the Underwood tariff law copra had a tariff on it of 1 
cent per pound. Under the present tariff law it is on the free 
list. Copra is the substance from which coconut oil is made, 
and millions of tons of coconut oil are now competing with hog 
lard in this country. 
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Mr. RAINEY. The gentleman from Texas is absolutely right. 
The Underwood law was logical in all particulars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 
Mr. CULLEN. 
additional minutes. 
Mr. LOZIER. Apropos of the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Montana with respect to the effectiveness of the present 
turiff on agricultural products, may I call the gentleman's 
uttention to the fact that according to the Chicago Tribune, a 
Republican newspaper, on last Saturday, cash wheat in 

Winnipeg sold at $1.87% t 

au difference of 14 cents in favor of the Winnipeg market. Also 
on the same day, the Chicago price of May wheat was $1.30, 
Minneapolis $1.27, and Winnipeg $1.36. On the same day the 
price in Chicago of July wheat was $1.26, Minneapolis $1.28, 
and Winnipeg $1.55. Further, during one-half of the period 
from the time of the passage of the Fordney-McCumber Tariff 
Act, the price of wheat in Winnipeg has been from 4 to 14 cents 
a bushel above the price of the same grade of wheat in Minne- 
upolis and in Chicago, which shows the wheat often commands 
a higher price in Canada than in the United States. 

Mr. RAINEY. That is true, of course, and that has always 
been true 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. I regret I can not yield again. 
T have time later I will yield. 

Mr. LEAVITT. The gentleman directed a question to me. 

Mr. RAINEY. Well, go ahead. I yield. 

Mr. LEAVITT. TI would like to ask the gentleman 
thinks that difference is because there is a tariff on wheat. 

Mr. RAINEY. TI will answer that. The difference is 
cause it is better wheat there. That is the difference. 

Mr. LEAVITT. If the gentleman will yield further, I will 
state that Montana went into the Chicago grain show this fall 
und took the sweepstakes over the rest of the world on its 
wheat, so there is no better wheat anywhere. 

Mr. RAINEY. Well, 
that would do that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEAVITT. We raised 76,000,000 bushels of wheat that 
will compete with the wheat of any country in the world and 
will take the prizes at any grain show. 

Mr. RAINEY. I congratulate the gentleman in Montana, who- 
ever he was, who had enough time to pick out enough good 
wheat to beat this wheat they sell up there in 
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grains of 
Winnipeg. 

Mr. LEAVITT. The show was in the gentleman’s own State 
and the gentleman's State took no prizes at that show. 

Mr. RAINEY. We do not raise hard wheat to any extent and 
we do not pretend to be a wheat State. If we did and if we 
tried, we would not stop for Montana, but would go right ahead 
and be the greatest wheat State in the Union. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY, I yield. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
Leavrrr!] further complicates the matter for me to understand. 
if Montana raises better wheat, why does it take a less price 
under protection in competition with a poorer grade of wheat in 
Canada where the tariff is not so high? 

Mr. RAINEY. Oh, the more the gentleman from Montana 
says, the more illogical his position becomes [laughter], and this 
is true of anybody who tries to defend a protective tariff in this 
world at the present time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEAVITT. ‘The gentleman and I were together on the 
McNary-laugen bill, were we not? And that was intended to 
make the wheat tariff effective. 

Mr. RAINEY. If we were, I 
For once the gentleman was right. 

Mr. LEAVITT. The gentleman from Montana was also right 
on that point when the gentleman from Illinois was wrong in 
a previous Congress, because the gentleman was then opposed 
to the first bill. 

Mr. RAINEY. Not at all. I opposed the first McNary- 
Haugen bill because it was utterly illogical and would not have 
worked, and the farm organizations themselves now admit it. 
Let me say to the gentleman, however, that illogical as the first 
MecNary-Haugen bill was, all that it attempted to do was to 


congratulate the gentleman. 


restore the purchasing power to the produce which the farmer | 


raised on his farm which that produce enjoyed in a Democratic 
year, 1913. If the gentleman is wedded to the first McNary- 
Haugen bill, that is all he tried to do—to get for the farmers 
a Democratic price for what they produced. The second 
MeNary-Hanugen bill contained an effort to make what tariff 
you give to the farmer effective, and this was not in the first 
bill; and the position taken by the gentleman now, if he sup- 
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a bushel and $1.23% in Minneapolis, | 


you might have had a bushel or two | 
| are demanding. 


| country, every day, 
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ported the second McNary-Haugen bill, and the position taken 
by him then are absolutely irreconcilable. 

Of course, we did not get during the Wilson administration 
the highest prices for farm products we ever got in the his- 
tory of the country, because they were on the free list. We 
got the highest prices for farm products the country ever knew 
because Our present system of tariffs has nothing to do with 
fixing those prices, except in a few instances, no matter how 
high you make it. 

The prices of farm products were brought about by the 
prosperity which prevailed during the Wilson administration 
[applause], and which has failed since then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 
Mr. CULLEN. 

ininutes more. 

Mr. RAINEY. A prosperity which we do not have to-day ex- 
cept in certain spots in this country. They call attention to 
the per capita wealth which the country enjoys at the present 
time; that is, they take the entire wealth of the United States 
and divide it by the number of people who live here, and 
eall that the per capita wealth of the country. This Repub- 
lican per capita method of doing things does not appeal to 
me. In order to illustrate what I mean—take Andrew W. Mel- 
lon, Henry Ford, and myself, just we three. Together we are 
worth $4,000,000,000. In order to tell how much we are worth 
per capita you divide that by three; and if you divide that by 
three you reach the conclusion at once that I am worth over 


Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 


| $1,000,000,000, and I want to deny it so far as I am concerned. 
if he 


They have still got the $4,000,000,000 when you make that kind 
of a division, and I have still got the per capita, and that is all 
I get out of it. [Laughter.] 

So we have to-day a prosperity which exists in spots, with 
money in the hands of a few people, an aristocracy of money; 


| so much money that they are hunting for new and ever new 
| fields of investment abroad at high rates of interest; so much 


money that they have got to send it away from the United 
States in order to invest it and to bring back the returns they 
At the present time throughout the New Eng- 
the very center of the protection field of this 
more and more spindles become silent; 
every day more and more men are out of employment; and it 


land States, 


| will not be long until you commence to hear from that sort 


of thing. This country can not exist with its wealth, with its 
income monopolized under the present fiscal policies of this 
administration in the hands of a few; and so this afternoon 
almost the solid vote on the Democratic side of the House 
stood in favor of a logical downward revision of the tariff, the 
kind of a revision which would increase the purchasing power 
of the farmers’ dollar; the kind of a revision which would 
increase the purchasing power of every man who toils, whether 
in field or factory or mine; the kind of purchasing power 
that the people of this country are demanding. We stood for 
that on this side, and with the exception of 8 or 10 courageous 
Republicans you registered this afternoon your opposition to 
that sort of a régime. 

You registered your approval of the present conditions which 
ereate millionaires in ever-increasing numbers, until to-day 
under your régime we have twice as Many as when you com- 
menced operations in 1921 and four times as many as we had 
when the war started in Europe. Why? Under your manipu- 
lation of the fiseal affairs of this country, headed by a muiti- 
millionaire of multimillionaires—because Mr. Mellon is the 
real head of this administration—you have consolidated the 
wealth of the country until just a comparatively few people 
have it. You now have, and can point with pride to the fact, 
I presume, that there are 208 men of the United States whose 
income is $1,000,000 a year; and more than that, quite a con- 
siderable number of them have incomes larger than $1,000,000 
a year. This is a Republican creation to which you can point 
with pride. We can not point with pride to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 
Mr. CULLEN. 

minutes more, 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAINEY. In a moment. We would prefer that that 
money by a sound fiscal system, a system of lower taxes and a 
proper adjustment of taxes, be distributed throughout the 
length and breadth of this land, to bring happiness and com- 
fort and higher standards of living and better standards of 
living into the homes of the poorer people. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Srrone] 
several years ago made a different kind of speech and then 


Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
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placed in the Conaressionat Recorp a table of 17 different farm 
implements, showing how much more they the farmers 
down in Kansas under the Fordney-McCumber Act than they 
did under the Underwood Tariff Act. I have that Recorp here, 
and I wonder if the gentleman would like to put that table of 
Mr. Srronc’s in his speech to offset the other table that the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. StroneG] read? 

Mr. RAINEY. If the gentleman from Kansas has anything 
of value, I would be glad to put it in, but so far he not 
presented anything of value. 

Mr. BLANTON. It shows 17 different farm implements upon 
which, he said, the farmers of Kansas had to pay much 
more under the Fordney-McCumber Act than they did under 
the Underwood Act. I have the table here, and I wish the 
gentleman would read it, 

Mr. RAINEY. It may be interesting. 


cost 


las 


so 


Have I lots of time? 


Mr. BLANTON, Go ahead and read it. 
Mr. RAINEY. Whenever you want me to quit, let me know. 
Mr. CULLEN. I would be glad to yield the gentleman fur- 


ther time, but there are quite 
ou this side. 


; When the gentleman called attention that machinery 


a number of requests for time | 


RECORD—HLOUSE 1615 


farm. What did you do? In 1913 vou passed a tariff law and 
put practically every agricultural product on the free list, so 
low that agricultural products came into this country from all 
over the world. Eggs came from China by the shipload: butter 
from Norway, Denmark, and Sweden: milk. cheese, and wheat 
from Canada; wool and sheep from Australia: corn, cattle, 
and meat products from Argentina. Aji tariff free. 


During the war, of course, prices went up, but we would have 
got much better prices if the Democratic Party had not declared 
that wheat could only go to $2.26 in Chicago. 


Mr. AYRES. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes. 
Mr. AYRES. How long had we been in the war in 1914 


was selling 
it is now selling? 

You had just got in 

into the war until 1917 

I meen you had just got into power, 


for one-third of the price for what 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. 
Mr. AYRES. We did not 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. 


get 


when you passed your tariff act. We were paying low 
prices - 

| Mr. AYRES. Oh, the gentleman ought to be fair. The Un 
| derwood tariff bill was in operation only until the Fordney 


McCumber bill was passed. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. It went into operation months 
before war broke out in Europe, and low prices on agricultural 


machinery and fair prices on agricultural products had been 
in existence for years, and my friend from Kansas knows it. 


You passed a tariff bill putting agricultural products on the 


| free list and agricultural products came in from all over the 


50 | 


world and down went prices of agricultural products. Wheat 
} went down to 65 cents in Marshall County, Kans., in the 


spring of 1914. 


Mr. AYRES. That must be the only county in the State. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. No, it was all over Kansas. 

Mr. AYRES. It was $1.10 in October, 1914. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes, after war started in Europe 


But in 1913 you passed your tariff law, and put agricultural 
products on the free list, and agricultural products fell in 
price. We could not meet the cheap foreign prices. Then came 


; on the war in Europe, in 1914, and then is when prices began 


Mr. RAINEY. I am not going to take the time to read it 
how, 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Read it. 

Mr. RAINEY. I will read it. 

Implements 1914 24 

Pe OR SD « inne nucnnitibdatesabanmaiaaballiiein $8. 00 $17 
Walking cultivator i atoueeen 18. 00 38.00 
Riding cultivator —.-_- . beShuuened aoe fan 25. 00 62.00 
1-row lister ‘ 36. OO 89.50 
_ 3 fo ef 40). 00 75.00 | 
3-section harrow 18. 00 41.00 
Corn planter in . eg et eee 50. 00 83.50 
Mowing machine PD helt te ale bee 45. 00 95.00 
TE DEO 6 cnn wenicrernganneweie 28. 00 5. 00 
Wagon box ; 4 16. 00 36.00 
aS be ecins dean dds ne cncdbbacdsndksuabls 85. OO 156. 00 
CORR GE xs adanilascititintegbcetne silt cell ancien ete &5. 00 165. 00 
2-row stalk cutter ae a scales aaaieandsdidaasiadlieinetabacinaraiiaia dead 15.00 | 110.00 
co re ee . , > 150. 00 | 125. 00 
2-row corn disk Sg SAE Dee ieeis kil dbididddialha palvadhkbddba= 38. 00 u5. 00 
eB DEI, «. » cnet nnsanrndennéteneesnsin code 14. 00 28.0 
EE Tt 0, eee wna ianemeeioumaktenmenndl 46. 00 00 


Of course, this list could be continued indefinitely. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘That is the gentleman from Kinsis’s own 
table, applicable to the State of Kansas. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I admit it. 

Mr. RAINEY. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will take 
time to explain it to the farmers in his State. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I am going to explain it in about 
a minute. 

Mr. RAINEY. After the gentleman has explained it, I hope 
he will call attention to the fact that under a Democratic 
administration the farmer paid the prices I named first for 
implements which he used in producing his foodstuffs, and 
under a Republican administration he paid the prices that I 
read second. And then let the farmers decide which they 
like the better. 

I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that he might con- 
tinue his explanation as to what happened to the farmers by 
calling attention to the prices they got for pigs and cattle and 
cereals of all kinds when they were produced under low Demo- 
cratic prices for farm implements with which they made their 
crops and then the comparatively small prices they get at the 
present time. The gentleman can explain also how the farm- 
ers have left the farms in the State of Kansas and how many 
more have left during the past year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr,. Srrone]. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I put that table in 


five minutes to the 


to up. You can not dodge by saying that 
in the war until 1917. 


@ 
go 


we did not get 


We had the benefit of war prices the fall 


of 1914 and in 1915 and 1916, before we got into the war, and 
everybody knows that. 

Mr. AYRES. I would like to hear the gentleman's explana- 
tion of the table that he put in the Recorp in 1924. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Then sit down and give me a 
chance to tell you. 

Mr. AYRES. I will be glad to do so if the gentleman will 


| give us that explanation. 


| a better price. 


the Recorp of what the farmers were paying for agricultural 


implements at the time we were trying to pass farm-relief 
legislation. 

The farmers of this country know that the Democratic Parts 
is not their friend. This talk of trying to make the farmers 


istration and went to the bad under the Republican Administra- 
tion is all camouflage. 

Here is what happened: When you took possession of the 
Government in 1912 we were paying low prices for agricultural 
implements; we were getting fair prices for products of the 


Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Oh, you gentlemen do not want 
information; you are trying to camouflage, and you do not 
want the facts. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. AYRES rose, 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Sit down a moment. I must re- 


fuse to yield. I want to tell you why that table was put in. 
I put that table in the Recorp when we were trying to pass 
farm relief legislation. I wanted agricultural products to have 
During and after the war you had held down 
the price on agricultural products—by your tariff bill which 
admitted foreign agricultural products free, and by your limi- 
tation on the price of wheat—and I wanted to show that every- 


thing the farmer had to buy had gone up; that he needed 
farm relief. 
Mr. AYRES. Will the gentleman please explain why the 


difference in the price of machinery in 1914 and in 1924. 
is what I want to know. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas 
war prices—— 


That 


I can explain it to you. We had 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 
Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes more to 


the. gentleman from Kansas 


Mr. STRONG of Kansas. We had war prices. The price of 


|} materials went up everywhere, and we had to pay more for 


labor in making agricultural implements and the farmer had 
to pay high prices for them, while he did not get a like high 


| price for what he had to sell, largely because the Democratic 
believe that they were prosperous under the Democratic admin- | 


| prices on the.farmer’s wheat and other products. 


administration had permitted foreign agricultural products to 
come in tariff free and flood our markets, while they limited 
We tepub 


licans had passed the farmers’ emergency tariff act and in 1924 
were trying to get additional farm relief legislation, and I intro- 
duced the comparative table of prices of agricultural implements 
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and after the war to show the need of agriculture for 
legislation. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 


hefors 
farm relief 


Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Not now. I note the Democrats 
do not like to have the truth told them. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentheman yield? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Is it not true that all of these agricultural | 


implements are on the free list under the Republican tariff? 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I shall come to that in a moment. 
When we came into power we found this condition. We found 
that everything that the farmer had to buy had gone up, while 
everything that he had to sell had gone down. Of course, dur- 


ing the war he got fair prices, but I am talking about conditions | 


after the war. I have just a few moments ago told you what 
the Republican Party did when it passed its tariff law for the 
relief of agriculture when we came into power after the war. 
Ilere is what the Republican Party put on the free list in 1922 
to reduce the high prices on what the farmers have to buy. 
We put on the free list “agricultural implements including 
picks, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, agricultural 
drills and planters, mowers (except lawn mowers), horse rakes, 
cultivators, threshing machines, cotton gins, wagons and carts; 
livestock imported for breeding purposes, antitoxins, vaccines, 
serums, and bacterines; binding twine, barbed wire, either plain 
or gaivanized, fertilizers, oil cake and oil-cake meal; building 
material, including shingles, pickets, palings, wood, logs, timber, 


cement; leather goods, including harness, boots and shoes, | 
gloves, and coul. 

Let me say that I own a 320-acre dairy and stock farm. 
Everything I buy on that farm is on the free list and every- 
thing that I sell is on a protected list, and that is under a 
Republican tariff law. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 15 minutes. 


Gentlemen of the committee, this bill which we now have under 
consideration carries an aggregate appropriation of $526,193,111 
for the Executive Office and sundry independent executive bu- 
reaus, boards, and commissions for the fiscal year of 1929, while 
in the fiscal year 1928 the sum of $533,908,414 was appropriated. 
The Budget estimate for 1929 is $527,553,802. 

There is, therefore, a decrease of $7,715,303 over the same 
appropriation bill of 1928 and a decrease of $1,360,691 as recom- 
mended by the Budget. 

The two largest amounts appropriated under this bill are 
those for the United States Veterans’ Bureau, totaling $485,560,- 
ooo, and the United States Shipping Board, which is $12,288,750. 

For the Executive Office the sum of $437,180 is appropriated ; 
Alien Property Custodian, American Battle Monuments Com- 
mission, and the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission, 
$2,300,000. 

Mr. BLANTON, 

Mr. CULLEN. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
Custodian, 

Mr. CULLEN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. What right has the gentleman’s Committee 
on Appropriations to pass legislation raising his salary? 

Mr. CULLEN. The Alien Property Custodian’s salary 
raised on the theory that he is an able man in the right place. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Yes. 
The gentleman mentions the Alien Property 


is 





Object 
| 


RXECUTIVE OFFICE 


President, salary of 
Vice President, salary ¢ 
Executive Office: 
Salaries 
Contingent expenses 
President, Sra Vee RUG URID isd acti s simi nsenpndssisibts cS pidibinebedesosivath 
Printing and binding. 
Executive Mansion and grounds, maintenance 
White House police: 
Salaries . 
Uniforms and equipment 
Cancellation of oi] leases 





Total, Executive Office_........... dpenscntet ébbtnibetebs~ teenie ocean 
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| Mr. BLANTON. But what authority has the Committee on 
Appropriations to pass such legislation? 

Mr. CULLEN. Oh, well, the committee recognizes worth and 
efficiency. 

Mr. BLANTON. They did not stop there. 
| other salary in the Shipping Board personnel. 
| Mr. CULLEN. 

Mr, BLANTON. 
authority. 

Mr. CULLEN. 
helped to raise it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Are all of our legislative committees going 
to stop functioning and go home? Is the one big Committee on 
Appropriations going to do all of the legislative work? 

Mr. CULLEN. Not necessarily. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is other legislation in the gentleman’s 
bill that I can mention. 

Mr. CULLEN. What is it? 

Mr. BLANTON. I hope that our friends on the Committee on 
Appropriations will stop legislating. I hate to make points of 
order. But when this bill is read under the five-minute rule, I 
shall be compelled to strike these legislative provisions out of 
this appropriation bill by making points of order against them. 
| Mr. CULLEN. Well, there will be time enough for that when 
the bill is being read under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BLANTON. The committee does put in legislation when- 
ever it wants to, when it thinks it can get by with it. 

Mr. CULLEN. I do not know about that, but I believe they 
should recognize efficiency in any department. I do not believe 
in cutting away salaries and decreasing efficiency. If we have 
a good man in the right place, keep him there. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am not talking about the merits. I am 
talking about the committee going beyond its power and trying 
to legislate instead of appropriating. 

Mr. CULLEN. Board of Mediation, $347,902; Board of Tax 
Appeals, $720,740; Bureau of Efficiency, $210,350; Civil Service 
Commission, $1,098,752; Commission of Fine Arts, $7,300; Em- 
ployees’ Compensation Commission, $3,675,000; Federal Board 
of Vocational Education, $853,000; Federal Power Commission, 
$112,640; Federal Radio Commission, $80,560; Federal Trade 
Commission, $963,000; General Accounting Office, $3,820,000; 
Housing Commission, $475,750; Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, $7,654,745; National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, 
$600,000 ; Smithsonian Institution, $944,162; Tariff Commission, 
$754,000 ; United States Geographic Board, $4,300; United States 
Shipping Board, $12,288,750; United States Veterans’ Bureau, 
$485,560,000 ; and in addition, the permanent annual appropria- 
tions for 1929 amount to $84,650,250. 

In order to have a permanent record and to call the attention 
of the Members generally to the objects and amounts for which 
these appropriations are made, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert herewith a prepared statement thereof. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to insert herewith a 
prepared statement concerning some of the details. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indi- 
eated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULLEN. The statements are as follows: 


They raised an- 


Yes. 


Why did they do that? They had no such 


Because he is a very efficient man, and I 





RIATION Bit, Fiscan YEAR 1929 


Comparative statement of the amounts appropriated for the fiscal year 1928, the Budget estimates for the fiscal year 1929, and the amounts recommended in the accompanying dill ror 1929 





Appropriations {| a Increase (+) Increase (+) 
for 1928 in the Estimates for Amount recom- ‘or decrease (—),/or decreas? (—) 
independent 1929, regular ee 1 "| : ’ 


mended in the 
bill for 1922 


| bill compared | bill compared 
with 1929 Bud- 
got estimates 


| annual and sup- 
plemental 


offices defi- 
ciency and 


with 1928 ap- 
propriation 








other acts 

$75, 000. 00 $75, 000. 00 $75, 000. 00 | sain cdepisighilthds waragiaphaiaintderiteaie dnbanibtnas 
15, 600. 00 15, 000. 00 BOO. OF F545. RO A Lcveee 
95, 260. 00 96, 480. 00 8 000. 00 1... AOR OO eae wimiones 
35, 500. 00 35, 000. 00 35, 000. 00 | ROS lL. cccceaapdeceuen 
25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 | BE, BOD becacinsctcccsescaleneddeusne seue 
2, 800. 00 | 2, 800. 00 | FN OO hot ecindte eee Lemended sith 7 
104, 000. 00 | 102, 000 00 102, G00. 00 | SAREE i scitcepntn seeders = 
83, 400. 00 | 83, 400. 00 WR MOOD fis ks 5 ec ah eels é 
2, 500. 00 | 2, 500. 00 SPRL) woptiiees = ¢seunnge ieniseamicanunill > 
CE GENTE Wnhcwbcscancwsencas a SEE OE Tniedaphpnndel-nanom 
alia: Latina cteliahiasiieltidinansileastvisiinin~aitestien-nenanien ensssen aaah Ae eeleled ais 

28, 460. 00 437, 180. 60 | 437, 180. 00 | owl, 900:60 $c .-2.- sindbis 
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American B tie ¢ ( I i expense 600. a + ? ” r ‘ 1; 
\ on Me Bridge re 0, 000. 00 a ‘ “ . ww OM 
BOARD Mr ‘ 
Sa 1 » 4) ta “ 4 y . 
(rene ” es wa Of 1k + 4) OS 
Arbitration board ©). 000. 00 SO, OOO. Or a0) OOO. Ox wo. Ok 
Emerge bo ; 4 O00. OO ( an . ‘ ye 
Vr g i binding 0. OO SOO. 00 o SiN " 
1 B i Me 0, O00. O { 2 OO iT. 40? O $2, OOS. OF 
4 
BOA ) AX A q 
salarie nd expense ts 740. 00 OR 0 ) we yo 
Printing and bindu », 40. 00 5, 000. 00 5 000. On 5 10. Of 
I B rd [ \ ek 0. 00 a | * 0.74 ”) 10 00 
RA F EPFICIENG 
Salaries and expense 000. 00 ©10, 000. OF wo OO 
Printing and bind 0, OO $50. 00 0 00 
Lota ! MI Kf t 4 oo a} >in : } “om 
M MISS ‘ 
Office force 600, SO). 00 rs. 160.00 57s. 180. 00 4). OO 
Field force ©), 000. 00 84, 000. 00 4. 000. 00 4000.00 
expert ev\aminer - 2, uO0, 00 2. 000. 00 000. 00 
Examination of presidential y ister ™®, 000. 00 26, 000. 00 OOO. 
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Contingent expenses : 12, 000,00 160, 000. 00 160, 000 10), OF 
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FEDERAL BOARD FOR V ATIONA DUCATION 
Vocational education, Hawa “ 40, 000. 00 1), 000. 00 1, OOO, Of 
Vocational rehabilitatio 00, 000. 00 750, 000. 00 TS). 000. 00 0. 000. 00 
Administrative expense 68, 230. 00 73, 000. 00 73. 000. 00 1. 770.00 
rotal, Federal Board for Vocational Education 708, 230. 00 853, 000. 00 ‘ 10. 00 4,770. 00 
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EDERAL RADIO COMMISSION 
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Total, Federal Radio Comn mn oe 52. 186. 00 80. 580. 00 mM). 560. 00 “ 4 
I KRAL TRADE »M MISSION 
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Total, Federal Trade Commission ‘ Hl 984, 350. 00 " 100. 00 3. OOK 2 » OO 
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I iting and binding 26, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 60 , 000. 00 
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INDEPENDENT Orrices APPROPRIATION Bit, Fiscarn Year 1929—Continued 


Comperatire stalement of the amounts appropriated for the fiscal year 1928, the Budget estimates for the fiscal year 1929, ele. —C ontinued 


ave - saattucesticabbtelitiedibidabaatamataebiigs een papqueuenaine — 
Appropriations | | 
for 1928 inthe | Est ates for A i ease I PASE 
' 4 t It t t oO ecrense 
independent | 1929, regular Se ae 
Object offices defi- | annual and su] m nded ji é bill compared | bill > pared 
ciency and pleme al sods ‘ — 2 Bud- 
other act get € ile 


HOUSING CORPORATION | 


Maintenanc insold property ae ‘ awd see weevils i 1, 000. 00 100. 00 


expen on property sold... — pada } 5, 000. 00 4, 000. 00 | 













using Corporation 








INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION j i | 
} . | s j 
slaric , : : a ; ‘itinecelinstte se 139, 500. 00 139, 500. 00 | RN a * 
General exper i: Ba ss a pk tached | 2, 460, 600. 00 | 2, 564, 500. 00 2 4, 500. OF I A ree J 
Regulating co e ae $ ; . : euik ] 000. 60 | $27, 745 ] 7, @45 i 
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Printing and bindir : a ss ahisipuptaiionil clibcsaattbals $45, VOU. 00 255, 000. 00 } 265, 000. OO | 80, 000. OO 10, OOM 










Petal, Interstate Commerce Commission 981, 314. 00 7, 642, 337 7 2. 000. 00 
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ommittee for Aeronautics snwanweceulaelios -| 550, 000. { 
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Salarl a eiahs ode ; Sella deities 1, 710, 560. 00 ] 530. 00 | 1, 724, 530. 00 3, 970 
General expen “ ” . . 6 adie Diet ea. 740, 460. 00 857, 000. 00 857, 000. 00 +116, 540. 00 “ 
Printing and binding aaa 5 ile diaieaaale aie iddieiei dada digi ncdciuitiitedly temaieas ath 3, 450. 00 3, 450. 00 | | 
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General administration isiiineniniehll pao ‘ ni a eh nce ae edie news 25, 000. 00 | 32, 500. 00 | +-32, 500. 00 00 
International eachange ‘ A Eee ee 46, 855. 00 47, 855. 00 | 48, 208. 00 +1, 353. 00 . OO 
American Ethnology \ : a 0 SS 58, 720, 00 5S, 720. 00 60, 300, 00 | +1, 580. 00 00 
International Catalogue of Scientific Literature CS. 2... es “| 7, 260. 00 7, 260.00 | 7, 460. 00 | 1200. 00 00 
Astrophysical Observatory : . Te ete | 32, 060. 00 82, 060. 00 33 1, 140. 00 00 
A tant secretary Ste ae See Nea Se 7, 500. 00 1 BOR OR Ris. Sveta ccd 7, 500. 00 00 
Natural History Building. ..........---.-- tea ake ae ee . Oe OO OP Ncwan ccs ae a | 80, 000. 00 4 

Nat Museum | | | 
ture, cases, et . a | 26, 500. 00 29, 500. 00 | 29, 560. 00 +3, 060. 00 60.00 
t 1, et 7 79, 500. 00 &3, 340. 00 84, 040. 00 | $, 540, 00 +700, 00 
ease of collection edna le ae eee oer -| 510. 00 483, 110. 00 | 502, 546. 00 +29, 036. 00 | +19, 436. 00 
rs to building, ete : acne 7 . As ya ees -} 13, 000, 00 17, 610. 00 | 17, 730, 00 4, 720. 00 120. 00 

hase of books, ete_........... ; ie “ Te eas 1, 500. 00 2, 000. 00 | 2, 000. 00 Gene OP Niassa 
t ps and foreign postage. _....._. ‘ ere te Mrecsckol 450. 00 ; 450, 00 | TE isscninginn'cies i sateen buastiieaitaiate " m 
Steel gallery—constructio: isdainlickeslitatcimecicitenamatac oaclnth | 12, 500. 00 }....- ~—12, 500. 00 |........ 
National Gallery of Art Jan SR edi totes ’ | 30, 356. 00 30, 356, 00 } 31, 168, 00 | +812. 00 +812. 00 
Pea oie Gee Look. ccc cesunewseek dhe ee ine tcattemdatans | 90, O00, OO | 40, OBO, OO | 95, 000, 00 } +5, VOO, OO | +-5, 000, 00 
Total, Smithsonian Institution | 959, 711. 00 914, 761. 00 | 044. 162. 00 | —15, 549. 00 +29, 401. 00 
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Einergen hipping fund........... tia ale ala a 12, 000, 000, 00 | 13, 400, 000, 00 | 12, 000, 000. 00 }.....-- as — 1, 400, 000. 00 
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U. 8. VETERANS’ BUREAU | | 
Salaries and expenses.. a ; See See alae 42, 500, 000. 00 40, 000, 000. 00 40, 000, 000, 00 | —2, 500, 000. 00 |..............-. 


























Printing and binding pulicaiiadele wien clcdia tien me 124, 000. 00 135, 000, 00 135, 000. 00 | oo 2 8 5 ee 
Military and naval compensation ........... a : dinneadoll . } 187, 900, 000. 00 195, 000, 000, 00 | 195, 000, 000. OO | 4-7, 100, 000. OO |. ............... 
Medical and hospital services... She able bs ek ere: ccnsenis mane ebackneresms tins eae eee aint cen | 35, 275, 000. 00 31, 675, 000. 00 31, 675, 000. OO | —3, 600, 000. OO {___............. 
er Se ania bain ee ee 112, 000, 000. 00 112, 000, 000. 00 112, 000, 000, 00 ons sithincielaiinitaivnihctede 
Military and naval insurance , jahlion itm natphwitewd ea jadatiendeaces 114, 000,000.00 |  106,750,000.00 | 106, 750, 000. 00 | —7, 250,000. 00 | 
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Grand total, Executive Office and independent offices appropriation act....-| 533, 908,414.00 | 527, 558, 802. 00 526, 193, 111. 00 | —7, 715, 303. 00 —1, 360, 691. 00 
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Permanent annual appropriations 





Object 1928 1929 
neal named a —— - Sa — 
Alaska, relief of indigent a sissgehedahing 4 $15, 000 $15, 000 
Federal Board for Vocational Education. -......... j 7, 367, 000 7, 367, 000 
Federal Power. Commission. ..............<2-------| 10, 000 8, 250 
Federal Reserve Board aie dekhgecieasadanatne | eee 2, 700, 000 
Smithsonian Institution....................... ; 60, 000 | 60, 000 


I ES oa: oat dincgemnbteraiienindiraingaghibipained sia a aeccnitt nahi Rakion | 74, 500, 000 


a £ bad abe dciedesdbans \ sonia 7, 452, 000 S4, 650, 250 


United STATES V&TERANS’ BUREAC, 
Orrice Or THE DIREecToR, 
Washington, January 16, 28. 
Hon. Tuomas IT. Ct 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CuLten: In reply to your verbal inquiry relative to 
the items making up the $3,507,385 under the caption “ Repairs and 
alterations,” appropriation *“ Medical and hospital services” requested 
by this bureau for 1929, there are listed below by purpose and amounts 
the items making up this amount: 


LLEN, 


Additions to buildings_-—- $1, 096, 735 


Heating plants—coal and ash bunkers va 147, 800 
NU ik acest ts en svctnem tba nok 458 18, OOU 
Deep well and water plants. ____-~ sed ds nei 104, 000 
inch zuenes Oe : wealidiasecaaianes i - s 9, 500 
Reroofing_ ~~ —~~- Siitead ain 11, 100 
Master-key systems___--____ eee te 7. 000 
EE EE EO OE TE 5. 000 
Water and sewer facilities__.-_._._._--_- 25, O00 
Trrigation —_- pi caiaakiedumbelae pst id a 17, 000 
Alterations to quarters....._.....+..... cnsahdite biress vo 16, 700 
Landscaping_- ; naiiaeies “ lia aaeitinalie ole . 10, 500 
Painting — : a EEE RR OE le, id 114, 450 
Sidewalks and roads__._._......~~-. idle tactical 333, 500 
Refrigeration systems _~-~ ~~~ Bice Satta deste i = 17, 100 
WI on eeceemenseinnibiait inane 2, 000 
Incinerator_— ho eagetca paenbeme alien aaemtaae ama aetna 8, 500 
Alterations and repairs... ~~ an celal a _ 1,141, 000 
Approach work. --~- ciahsiaietelpatciicatiien tsi ates dl a 224, 500 
Repairs to furniture and equipment .._-._--__~~ oa 198, 0O0U 

Teles: 5 eo lie idabieeactetceatobomers ge Rs cts obits etcrcetoncens” “9 ig a a 


For further information, at the time of the hearings there was left 
with the chairman of the Subcommittee on Appropriations a detailed 
itemization of my estimate, which would show by activity each individ- 
ual item. Should this information not prove sufficient, I will be 
pleased to have my budget officer call upon you and go into such 
detuil as might be considered necessary. 

Very truly yours, Frank T. HINES, Director. 


Mr, CULLEN. Our subcommittee has labored for the past 
few weeks in session with our esteemed chairman and colleague, 


Congressman Woop, and Congressmen Wason, SUMMERS of | 


Washington, and Vinson of Kentucky, and with the cooperation 
of that stalwart and distinguished gentleman from Illinois, Hon. 
Martin B. MApvEN, chairman of our Appropriations Committee, 
while conducting hearings with the representatives of the various 
independent offices before our committee. From a general résumé 
thereof, I believe that the employees of the Federal departments 
are rendering most efficient and capable service, worthy of much 


praise and recognition. But I warn the Congress not to reduce | 


too far the needed appropriations for the operation of our goy- 
ernmental agencies, and thus cripple and retard the progress 
that is being made in bringing about the greatest possible de- 


gree of efficiency compatible with the amount of money that is | 


appropriated annually. [Applause.] 

The men who left their jobs, their homes and relatives to 
enlist in defense of the lives and property of the American 
people in time of war, some of whom were crippled and maimed 
for life, while others paid the supreme sacrifice, must be well 
and properly cared for, and adequate and up-to-date hospital 
facilities provided. This bill seeks $485,560,000 for the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau, of which amount $31,675,000 is proposed for 
present hospital purposes, exclusive of personnel, and which 
amount does not include the appropriation to be reported in 
the hospital bill now pending before the Veterans’ Committee. 

I am for an American merchant marine, supported, main- 
tained, and developed along with the other big institutions of 
this great country. I believe in the principle of Federal aid. 
We must have a merchant marine capable of transporting our 
enormous overseas commerce and serving the American people 
in time of war and distress, when it is absolutely necessary that 
food and supplies be furnished our forces on land and sea, 
and act as an auxiliary to the Navy. 

Our country ranks about eighth in the shipping business, and 
although the early founders of this Government advocated and 
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encouraged the building of a large merchant marine, our present 
shipping business is at the lowest ebb, brought about more by 
the present prohibitive tariff than by any other cause Il know 
of. 

By the act of Congress of date July 4, 1789. a discount of 
10 per cent was allowed on all goods in ships owned by Ameri- 
can citizens, and a further rebate was allowed on tea imported 
from the East Indies in American vessels. With such aid and 
encouragement the tonnage carried in American bottoms in- 
creased from 123,893 in 1788, to something over four hundred 
thousund in 1792. In other words, the percentage of exports 
and imports increased from 25.6 to 2 per cent. As early as 
i540 the British Government adopted the policy of granting 
subsidies to certain steamship lines, and shortly Ltaly, France, 
and the other European countries followed. Presidents Washing- 
ton, Adams, Jefferson, and Madison strongly advocated relief 
to the shipping industry, and it was uo other than Thomas 
Jefferson who said: 

To force shipbuilding is to establish shipyanis: is to form maga 
zines; to multiply useful hands; to produce artists and workmen of 
every kind who may be found at once for the peaceful speculations of 
commerce and for the terrible wants of war 


From the year 1831 to 1841, the number of foreign ships in 
our ports increased over 400 per cent, while during the same 
period American ships only increased 40 per cent. The British 
Government in 1854 granted to certain lines a subsidy of $850,- 
000, and in a few years such subsidies were increased from three 
to four million dollars. It is very significant that those who 
advocated and initiated the movement to compete in the ship- 
ping business with the British lines by granting subsidies, were 
men of power, leadership, and national influence such as Presi- 
dents Jefferson and Polk, and Senator Thomas King of Georgia, 
and by the largest shipowner of more recent time. A. A. Low, 
Esq., father of Hon. Seth Low, former mayor of New York 
and president of Columbia College and of the New York Cham 
ber of Commerce. There was practically po increase in the 
amount of imports and exports carried in American ships up 
to the time of the great World War, with the proportion of 
tonnage transported in American vessels being 8.2 per cent 
in 1901, while in 1914 it was only 8.6 per cent. The Merchant 
Marine Commission, established by Congress in 1904, composed 
of five Senators and five Representatives, with Senator Gallinger 
of New Hampshire, as chairman, recommended tonnage subsi- 
dies on cargo vessels to certain steamship lines to the West 
Indies, South America, South Afriea, Australia, and the Orient, 
but this provision embodied in the measure that passed the 
Senate was eliminated in the House. 

The Italian Government alone has spent approximately 
| $4,600,000 annually in the construction and operation of their 
ships and mail lines to China, India, North and East Africa, 
| and Egypt. and France has expended about $15,000,000 a year 
in the equipment and operation of its various ship lines to 
Australia, eastern Mediterranean, Brazil, and other countries, 
while England is also appropriating between seven and eight 
million dollars every year in aiding and developing her mer- 
chant marine. 

During the past summer months I had the opportunity of 
securing first-hand information while in Europe studying the 
shipping industries of the foreign countries, particularly Ene- 
| land, Italy, France, and Germany. All of these countries are 
| now establishing additional shipyards, constructing and equip- 
| ping vessels to transport the commerce on the high seas. 

Italy is building two new ships of twenty-five to thirty thou 
sand tonnage, while France and Germany ure also forging 
ahead under a very large shipbuilding program, reconditioning 
|} and thoroughly equipping all their old ships on hand and 
| constructing additional ships. To-day our North American 
lines are badly in need of two modern vessels of 30,000 tonnage 
to supply the great demand for additional export passenger, 
| mail, and freight services, along with the Leviathan, George 
Washington, President Harding, America, President Roosevelt, 
and the Republic. Sailing of these ships should be made at 
least three times a week, and thus eliminate the great delay 
and congestion entailed by sailing only once every 10 days 
or two weeks. 

During the fiscal year 1927, shipments to Europe amounted 
| to the enormous value of $2,397,000,000, or 48 per cent of all 
| our exports, and our imports were $1,268.000,000. Great Britain 
and Ireland paid about one billion for our products: Italy, 
$142,000,000 ; France, $243,000,000; Germany, $443,000,000; and 
the Netherlands, $143,000,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLEN. Yes. 


Eee 
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Mr. BLANTON. T think the gentleman is making a most 
interesting speech and giving us some valuable information. 
I am sorry the membership are not giving him their full at- 
tentior 

Mr. CULLEN. It will all go into the Recorp. A chain is 
no stronger than its weakest link, and in order te maintain a 
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fecling of national security in future periods of distress and 
trouble, we must have a larger fleet of adequate and modern 
ships and improve our national defense. On November 30, 
1927, the United States Fleet Corporation had 266 cargo, 5 
passenger, and 9 tanker ships in operation, totaling a fleet of 
285 ships. In case of trouble the United States would be 
forced to spend nearly $3,000,000,000 for the construction of 


emergency ships, and in the meanwhile American lives would 
be sacrificed before the ships could be placed in operation. 
In order that we may balance the North American fleet, the 
two ships, Mount Vernon and the Monticello, now lying down 
t Chesapeake Bay, should be repaired, reconditioned, and put 
in operation, so that sailings could be had at least three times 
a week, 

it was very gratifying to me and to the other members of 
the committee to know that the Shipping Board and the Emer- 


gency Fleet Corporation are being managed and operated on 
a strictly business basis. They are cutting away expenses 
where not needed and not reducing in any way the efficiency 


of its operations. They have practiced for the last year the 
strictest kind of economy, and that is what the Congress of 
the United States expects, as well as the people of the country. 

I am fully convinced that the wisest and best policy is to 
have shipyards and train men to become proficient and ex- 
pericnced shipbuilders, as this feature of our ship program is 
just as important to the upbuilding of a merchant marine for 
reconditioning and repair in order that our ships ean be kept 
up to that high standard worthy of the merchant marine of a 
great country and place our business at least on a par with 
that of the foreign nations. [Applause.] 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Sexvie]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SELVIG. Mr. Chairman and Members of the House, 
we have listened to a very important discussion this afternoon 
in reference to the resolution that was read before the House 
referring to the tariff. I could not find myself in favor of 
that resolution, because it proposes to reduce the tariff. I come 
from an agricultural district in Minnesota. The need of the 
farmers there is to increase the tariff rate on a considerable 
number of competitive agricultural products. 


10 minutes to the 


Mr. KVALEF. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SELVIG. In a minute. In the year 1926 there were 


competitive agricultural imports shipped into this country ag- 
greynting in value one billion and a half dollars, and for the 
purpose of protecting our farmers against importations of this 
nature I am in favor of increasing the tariff rates on all such 
products at the present time. 

teference was ulso made in the debate this afternoon to the 
conditions which existed in the year 1914, at the time when 
the war in Europe began. At that time we were operating 
under the tariff act of 1913, and had that continued, without 
the increased demand for food and the higher prices realized 
during the war time, the situation we were left in in 1920, 
so far as the farmers were concerned, would have been much 
worse than it was. The emergency tariff act assisted the 
farmers in regaining their markets at the close of the war. 

It may be that there are some schedules in our present tariff 
act that are too high, so far as the industrial and manufac- 
turing schedules are concerned, and I hope this matter will be 


made a subject of investigation, and at the present Session 
of Congress, at the initiative of the Committee on Ways and 
Means 


Now there is one more point that I wish to bring up, and 
that is with reference to the cost of farm machinery. There 
is no doubt that at the present time the cost of farm machinery 


is higher than it was formerly. I had occasion not long ago 
to talk with a member of a very prominent manufacturing 
concern producing binders, and I asked him what the most 


important factor in the production of binders was, and he 
informed me that it was labor. 

I was informed that a binder involved in its total cost a 
labor item of between 82 and 84 per cent, which will account 
for the inereased price of binders to-day. According to the 
June, 1927, earnings of New York factory workers, labor has 
increased 135 per cent over the level of labor wages during the 
period before the war, that we have an explanation with 
reference to the increased labor cost of machinery. The in- 


so 
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creased cost is due to the labor that enters into the manu- 
facture of such machinery and the increased cost, therefore, ig 
not a tariff element. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
question? 

Mr. SELVIG. I yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Srrone] 
said that the farmers of the country knew who their friends 
were and indicated they are not complaining. If they are not 
complaining, and if there is not a general discontent on behalf 
of agriculture all over the country, I want to ask the gentle- 
man why did the President do his summering in South Dakota? 

Mr. SELVIG. He went there because he found that was a 
good place to go, and wished to spend the summer there. 

Mr. BLANTON. It was to alleviate this discontent as far 
as he could, was it not? 

Mr. SELVIG. I do not think so. 

Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentleman can square that with 
his conscience, 

Mr. SELVIG. I visited the President in South Dakota last 
summer, and found he had selected the most wonderful place 
for his summer residence, and I hope the President will come 
West next summer. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say to the gentleman that I heard 
the Governor of South Dakota here in Washington assert that, 
in his judgment, the tariff ought to be revised downward on 
things that the farmer uses. What has the gentleman to say 
about that? 

Mr. SELVIG. The great need at the present time, as far as 
the tariff is concerned, is to increase the schedules on competi- 
tive agricultural products. [Applause.| That is the first thing. 

Mr. BLANTON. tut how about revising it downward on all 
of the things the farmer must buy? That would help farmers. 

Mr. SELVIG. We have on the free list a very large propor- 
tion of the things the farmer purchases. [Applause.] In addi- 
tion to increasing the tariff on competitive agricultural sched- 
ules, we should also make the tariff effective on our surpius 
crops through the enactment of a bill similar to the one in- 
troduced at the last session by Chairman HavuaeEn, of our Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BLANTON. But wy friend heard that table of 17 differ- 
ent farm implements that my friend from Kansas testified as 
costing more down in Kansas, under the present tariff act, from 
one-third to double what they cost the farmer under the Under- 
wood tariff law. 

Mr. SELVIG. I pointed out a few moments ago that, as far 
as the cost of a binder is concerned, the labor element entering 
into the cost of the manufacture of a binder approximates be- 
tween 8&2 and 84 per cent, so that the increased cost of labor 
has therefore made the increased cost of farm machinery. 

Mr. BLANTON. But that does not reduce the amount 
farmer has to pay for it? 

Mr. SELVIG. No: it does not do that. However, we can not 
attribute that to the tariff. The inference this afternoon was 
that the tariff is the cause of that increase. 

Mr, BLANTON. ‘The farmer wants some relief himself. 

Mr. SELVIG. The farmer needs to get « better price fer kim- 
self, and if we have an increased tariff on competitive agticul- 
tural products, that will give him that increased price. So will 
the Federal farm board if that legislation is enacted, as I expect 
it to be during this Congress. 

Mr. KVALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SELVIG. Yes. 

Mr. KVALE. The gentleman stated a while ago that he voted 
to table the tariff resolution because of its demand for a revision 
downward, 

Mr. SELVIG. A revision downward, and the great need for 
competitive agricultural products is a revision upward. 

Mr. KVALE. As I recall, the resolution provided for a revi- 
sion downward of the excessive rates, and the Senator from 
South Dakota who introduced the resolution in the Senate is 
not in favor, so far as I know, of a revision downward on agri- 
cultural imports, nor are we of the West in favor of such a 
revision. We are in favor of a revision of the tariff on the im- 
Plements and the other things a farmer has to buy, and for 
which he pays an excessive price to-day. 

Mr. SELVIG. As far as I am concerned, the resolution that 
was passed by the Senate was unfortunate in its terminology, 
in that it states that the tariff schedules are to be revised down- 

rard, and I am against a revision of the agricultural schedules 
downward. 

Mr. KVALE. The Senator from South Dakota is not in favor 
of that, nor am I. 

Mr. NEWTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SELVIG. Yes. 


Would the gentleman mind yielding for a 


the 
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Mr. NEWTON. Does my colleague know of a single agri- 


cultural implement that is not on the free list? All agricul- | 


tural implenients are on the free list, are they not? 
Mr. SELVIG. Yes 


Mr. NEWTON. So that the statement just made, that the | 


farmer is paying a duty upon agricultural implements, is not 
justified ? 
Mr. KVALE. I will say to the gentleman from Minnesota 


that many of the things which enter into the manufacture of | 


these implements are not on the free list. 

Mr. NEWTON. I got the impression that the gentleman 
thought the farmer was paying a duty on agricultural imple- 
ments. 

Mr. KVALE. I am not speaking of agricultural implements 
only, but of these other things which enter into their manu- 
facture. 

Mr. NEWTON. However, the gentleman has not answered 
my question. Will not the gentleman state frankly to the 
House that under the tariff law as it now stands agricultural 
implements are on the free list? 

Mr. KVALE. But the gentleman knows that many of the 
things entering into the manufacture of those implements are 
not on the free list, which amounts to the same thing, 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I must suggest 
that the gentleman has asked for a very limited time, and that 
the older Members are taking most of his time from him. 

Mr. BLANTON. He is able to take care of himself. 

Mr. TILSON. He has taken care of himself very well so far 
as the gentleman from Texas is concerned. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. And he could do it as to the gentleman 
from Connecticut, and he does not need him. 

Mr. SELVIG. Mr. Chairman and Members of the House, 
to-day, January 17, 1928, is the two hundred and twenty-second 
anniversary of the birth of Benjamin Franklin. At least we 
are reasonably certain that he first saw light on the 17th of 
January, 1706, although strong claims are made that Janu- 
ary 6 is the correct date. Upon investigation I found that the 
weight of opinion favored January 17. 

This decision was probably influenced, in part, by the fact 
that January 6 is past and that to wait a whole year before 
delivering this speech would be too great a hardship to bear. 

Benjamin Franklin has fittingly been called the first typical 
American. He was born of an immigrant father but would be 
a typical American if he lived to-day. 

He is affectionately regarded as one of our greatest men. By 
many he is ranked as the greatest of all Americans. He is 
undoubtedly entitled to a place among the greatest men that 
have lived. 

His talents and interests were many. Great as a philosopher 
and scientist, successful as a publisher, capable as a politician 
and diplomatist, and renowned as a writer, he added glory to 
the name of America throughout the entire world. 

He is the father of the public library. He is the founder of 
the city police and fire department systems of American cities. 


His efforts led to the establishment of the first public hospital. 


He, in part, at least, may be said to be the leader in establishing | 


the State university as a part of America’s great contributions 
to education. 

These achievements, if there were no others, would entitle 
him not only to America’s gratitude but to the plaudits of 
humanity at large. 

But there is more to be added. He was successful in busi 
ness and attended strictly to it, but did not permit business to 
possess his soul, His humor has delighted millions. 

Benjamin Franklin’s crowning achievement, however, lies not 


in his business success nor in his writings. His was the oppor- | 


tunity to give service, unmatched in brilliancy, resourcefulness, 
and achievement, to his country in foreign courts. 


During those trying years when our country’s founders | 


struggled and fought to bring forth a new nation “ conceived in 
liberty and dedicated to the proposition that all men are created 
equal,” Franklin was in Europe, where, undismayed by in- 
numerable setbacks and disasters, he, smilingly and hopefully, 
day after day hung on. He won a place in the affections of all 
and secured the help without which all would have been lost. 

Franklin lived to see these thirteen Colonies “ hang together, 
and not separately,” as he at one time feared they would, and 
become a nation. 

On April 17, 1790, at the ripe old age of 84, he passed away, 
honored, respected, and loved by all the peoples of the civilized 
world. 

To-day I shall not attempt to portray his life nor to recount 
his great achievements. I merely desire to call to the attention 
of the Members of the House Benjamin Franklin’s devotion to 
truth, to facing the facts as they were, and to emphasize his 
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greatest service, which lay in his ability to meet the situations 
that arose during those critical years in our Nation's life and 
to solve the problems that confronted our country 

He had an unerring instinct for facts, and a guiding principle 
of his eventful life was to use facts upon which to base his 
conclusions. 

Facts and truth are not always easily found. <A great Ameri- 
can of our day, Mr. Owen D. Young, in characteristic form ex- 
pressed this in the following words: 


Facts can be applied in any field. Our curse is ignorance Facts are 
yur scarcest raw material rhis is shown by the economy with which 
we use them, because they are as difficult to get as they are preciou 
ave. 


Agriculture presents one of the most difficult fields in which 
to secure facts that may prove to be of value in analyzing th: 
problems confronting our farmers. But we must have them and 
they must be presented in order that our farming class mav be 
encouraged and aided in their great task, 

All are agreed that agriculture is one of our Nation's most 
fundamental interests. ‘he statesmen of every age have ever 
exalted the tillers of the soil, the producers of life’s necessities. 
who, year in and year out, through unremitting toil, plough, 
sow, and harvest that our people may be fed and clothed 

George Washington, in a letter to the Marquis de Lafayette, 
written at Mount Vernon January 29, 1789, emphasized the 
transcending importance of agriculture, and extolled its hand 
maid—industry. In this letter he expresses his conviction 
that both should go forward together, that industry should be 
encouraged, but with “no diminution in agriculture” and not 
“to the prejudice of agriculture.” 

In this letter he displayed the rare statesmanship that always 
characterized his views. Modern-day statesmen, grappling with 
the acute agricultural problems that were left us as a heritage 
of the World War, can well take note of his words. 

In his address to both Houses of Congress, January 8, 1790, 
George Washington indicates his interest in the country’s wel- 
fare when he said: 

The advancement of agriculture (which he placed first), commerce, 
iml manufactures, by all proper means, will not, I trust, need recom 
mendation, 


In all his writings and in his work George Washington, the 
father of our country, showed the keenest interest in xgri- 
culture, which he held was the foundation of our national weal 

George Washington, too, had a good word to say for the 
West. He early sensed the potential importance of that vust 
region, destined to become the world’s greatest food-producing 
region. 

In a letter to Richard Henderson, written from Mount Vernon, 
June 19, 1788, he wrote: 


If I was a young man, just preparing to begin the world, or if 
advanced in life and had a family to make a provision for, I know 
of no country where I should rather fix my habitation than in some 


part of that region. 

To-day, amidst the great wealth and prosperity of our indus- 
trial sections, his invitation to go West does not carry with it 
the appeal of those words spoken 140 years ago. His admoni 


| tion that agriculture, first, and commerce and industry should 


zo forward hand in hand has been neglected. 
Agriculture trails in the dust. Modern invention, organizing 


| genius, and an industrial-minded statesmanship have permitted 


agriculture to lag far, far behind. 

There is a suggestion in: Washington’s words that should be 
heeded in the United States to-day. To provide equal oppor 
tunity for the farmer is one of the great tasks that confront 
present-day statesmanship. 

In 1859, on September 20, at Milwaukee, Wis., another of the 
world’s great men spoke words of wisdom and truth with refer 
ence to agriculture. Te was none other than a tall, Linky 
Illinois lawyer, Abraham Lincoln, who had been invited to ad 
dress the members of the Wisconsin State Agriculturai Society 
at their annual meeting. 

In this address Lincoln coined a phrase which has gone uround 
the world, “ Every blade of grass is a study; and to produce 
two where there was but one is both a profit and a pleasure.” 

It should be so even to-day. But, alas, it is not. Overpro- 
duction and the surplus have become the bugbears of our agri- 
cultural economy. The law of supply and demand, twisted and 
torn through legislative enactments and the power of organiza- 
tion, has been set aside for all excepting the lene, unorganized, 
largely unaided, individualistic farmer. 

Millions for production, not one cent for control. Education 
to produce two blades of grass where but one grew before. but 
‘nary a gesture even to aid the farmer in stabilizing prices that 
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will enable him to meet the increasing costs, taxes, interest, and 
transportation charges. This is the condition in which the 
farmers find themselves to-day. 

Legislation involving indirect price fixing for labor, commerce, 
banking, industry, and transportation, but nothing to smoothen 
the path for the farmers. No one can successfully deny that 
this is the true situation to-day. 

Shades of Abe Lincoln! What an indictment against our en- 
lightened age! 

Lincoln’s conception of the dignity and worth of agriculture 
brought forth, upon this same occasion, these words: 


This leads me to the further reflection that no other human occupa- 
tion opens so wide a field for the profitable and agreeable combination 


of labor with cultivated thought, as agriculture. 


This should be as true to-day as when these memorable words 
were in 1859. sut the farmer ean not live on noble 
sentiment alone. He must secure a profit for his time and 
capital. He must be given the benefit of a favorable govern- 
mental policy. He, too, must be relieved of some of the crush- 
ing burdens that bear down on him so heavily. The discussions 
in this House bear abundant testimony to the handicaps under 
which our present-day agriculture suffers, 

Nearly GS years ago Lincoln made another statement in which 
there a prophetic note. This, too, was a part of his Madison 
address. He said: 

It also 
worthy of 
conflict be 


This 


Spoken 


that that 


cherished and cult 


follows interest [referring to egriculture] is most 
all to be ivated—that if there be inevitable 


tween that interest and any other, the other should yield. 


leads to 


up the situation to-day. Realizing that facts 
are our “ scarcest raw material” and that 
for them,’ I have been delving into agricultural 
the purpose of throwing a little light, if possible, on the problem. 
To-day, for agriculture’s sake, facts are “precious to have. 
‘They must be secured if we are to help solve the problem that 
coufronts us 

There have been many investigations of late to ascertain the 


6“ ” 


us a nation, we are going. 

These investigations have been, in the main, fruitful of re- 
sults. In considering the facts which have been disclosed, I 
would emphasize to-day Franklin’s devotion to truth, Washing- 
ton’s inherent conviction as to the importance of agriculture, 
and Lineoln’s declaration that the people of our country should 
put no other gods before them. 

I repeat his memorable words— 

That if there be 
ture) and any other, 

What is more fitting than on this birthday anniversary 
that practical man, that far-seeing statesman, that constructive 
politician, that searcher for truth, Benjamin Franklin, that we 


inevitable conflict between that interest 
that other should yield. 


(agricul- 


join in spending a few moments to consider our greatest and | 


most urgent national problem, the rehabilitation of agriculture. 

In this busy, hurry-scurry world of ours, with its “ madding 
crowd,” its noise and jazz, its political opportunism and hypo- 
eritical gestures, it is worth while to let the words of Washing- 
ton and Lincoln sink into our consciousness if only for a fleet- 
ing second. 

Statesmanship of the highest order must be focussed on the 
farmers’ problems. One objective should be held in view, that 
of establishing a forward-looking national policy for agricul- 
ture. This great task confronts the Nation to-day. Nineteen 
hundred and twenty-eight can be made an epochal year in our 
history if a beginning is made in solving this problem. 

There are only a few people who are willing to leave the solu- 
tion of the agricultural problem to natural laws. Supply and 
demand has been drastically disturbed by the industrial policy 
of the Government, 

It is well to be reminded that Washington believed the 
Nation’s policy should encourage agriculture, commerce, and 
industry to go forward together. Lincoln urged that in any 
conflict with any other interest agriculture should be given the 
right of way. Those words apply to-day with even greater 
emphasis than in 1788 and 1859, when they were spoken. 

We have witnessed since 1920 the transfer of thirteen billions 
of wealth from the country to the city. The farmers, unaided, 
were powerless to prevent this transfer of their capital wealth. 
They needed the strong arm of the Government to protect them 
from the increased burdens placed on them by restrictive tmmi- 
gration legislation, by. increased taxes, by greatly increased in- 
terest charges on a stupendous farm indebtedness, by the higher 
cost of commodities, by increased transportation costs, all of 
which they had to meet during a period when the decreased 
purchasing power of European countries was an additional 
handicap. 


| the discrepancy 
* one has to dig deep | 
statistics for | 


of | 
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Agriculture is carried on by six and one-half million inde 
pendent competing units, differing in kind of production, loca- 
tion, and always confronted with the ravages of flood, drought, 
frost, winds, insect, fungi, and animal diseases, and subject to 
the price-depressing effects of any surplus production that fair 
wind and weather bring. 

Statistical evidence— 


According to Dr. G. F. Warren, of Cornell University, ad- 
mitted to be one of our Nation’s soundest farm economists— 
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indicates that we are in the eighth year of the 
tural depression ever known in the United States. 
volves primarily the food producers of staple foods. 


In June, 1927, 


most serious agricul- 
The depression in- 


quoting from Government statistics, farm prices 


| were 149 per cent above the pre-war level, retail prices 172 per 


cent above, and the earnings of New York factory workers 255 
per cent above this same level. 

This is one of the “facts” referred to by Mr. Owen D. 
Young as “our searcest raw material.” It is a fact to which 
those who have been intrusted with the solemn duty of national 
lawmaking should give sympathetic and constructive consid- 
eration. 

Students of the agricultural situation have analyzed the fac- 
tors which enter into the dimunition of farm income which 
began in 1920 and continues to be with us. 

Again I quote from Doctor Warren’s clear and logical study. 
In two tables he has presented estimates of the proportion of 
the agricultural depression that was dne to (a) increased inter- 
est payments, (b) tax payments, (c) overproduction, and (d) 
between farm and retail prices. The years 
1921 and 1926 were used in this investigation. 

In 1921, according to these estimates, 52 per cent of the de- 
pression was due to the low prices received by the producers of 
36 food products in a comparison to the retail prices of the 


| same commodities, 34 per cent to overproduction, 10 per cent to 
| increased tax payments, and 4 per cent to increased interest 
payments. 


true status of agriculture and to determine in which direction, | qaprs 1 


Estimated relative importance of various factors in the agri- 
cultural depression of food producers for the year 1921 
[Based on prices for December 1] 


| Loss to food 
producers 


a 5 Per 
Factors cent 
' 
| ; 
1$145, 000, 000 | 

$53, 000, 000 1 
1, 170, 000, 000 
1, 760, 000, 000 hi 


Increased tax payments 
Overproduction 
3, 428, 000, 000 | 100 
1 Since food production represents about 75 per cent of the total output of agri- 
culture, this percentage of the total increase in interest and tax payments is used. 
In 1926, according to his estimates, 55 per cent of the depres- 
sion was due to low prices received by the farmers in compari- 
son with the retail prices, only 20 per cent was due to over- 


| production, the proportion of the depression that was due to 


inereased tax payments was 18 per cent and to increased inter- 
Lod 


est payments 7 per cent. 


Tasie I1.—Estimated relative importance of various factors in 
agricultural depression for the year 1926 


December 1] 


the 
{Based on prices for 


Loss to food | 
producers | 


Per 
cent 


Factors | 


$145, 000, 000 | 
353, 000, 000 | 
400, 000, 000 | 
1, 080, 000, 000 | 


7 
18 
20 


5 


55 


100 


Increased tax payments 
Overproduction . . . ...-~...-- 0. -2---2-202-seectesseenneee- 
Diserepancy between farm and retail prices 


| 1, 978, 000, 600 | 
| 


These very significant data are impressive. They refute the 
most commonly voiced expression that the farmers themselves 
are to blame; that all their woes have come as a result of over- 
production. 

Overproduction as a factor has been reduced from 34 per 
cent in 1921 to 20 per cent in 1926. Increased interest pay- 
ments continue to demand a heavy share, having increased from 
4 per cent in 1921 to 7 per cent in 1926 as a factor in farm 
depression. The farm tax burden increased as a factor from 
10 per cent in 1921 to 18 per cent in 1926. 

The crux of the entire situation is the continuance of the 
discrepancy between farm and retail prices as a factor. In 
1921 this discrepancy was responsible for 52 per cent of the 
agricultural depression, which increased to 55 per cent in 1926, 
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Present prices have resulted in a decline in food production, 


and an even greater decline looms large in the future. The 
present actute shortage of becf cattle is incontrovertible evi 


dence of effects of the low price level through which that indus 
try passed a few years ago. 

Constructive statesmanship requires a careful consideration 
of facts. It is not enough to let affairs drift along, leading t 
no one knows where. 

There has been so much said about overproduction that the 
general publie has been led to believe that it is the cause of 
all the farmers’ ills. 

I would not in this presence undertake to minimize any con 
structive effort which seeks to adjust production to effective 
consumptive demand. I would, however, point out the diffi 
culties that are in the way to bring this about when you con 


Ie 


sider that there are six and one-half millions of farm units, 
and that weather, season, and rainfall, if you please, are the 
most potent factors in production, overshadowing greatly the 


influence of acreage and even of price. 

There is one phase of this problem to which I would call the 
attention of the Members of tlhe House, because it involves the 
results of governmental policy. This the indirect effect on 
our domestic output and the price caused by the importation 
into the United States of a great volume of competitive agri- 
cultural products. The governmental tariff policy which per- 
mits the annual importation of $1,500,000,000 of competitive 
agricultural imports is directly inimical to the interests of our 
domestic producers of these products. 


is 


The tariff can be made to be of greater direct benefit to our 
farming class. I state this with a great appreciation of the 
benefits that accrue from the present tariff act, both directly) 


in the adequate duties on a few of our farm products, and th 
that come indirectly in assisting our consumers in maintaining 
the high standard of living that prevails in the United States 

I offer two suggestions at this time with respect to our tariff 
poliey that if adopted would be of assured benefit to the farmers 
of the Nation. 

In the first place, let us make it possible for our farmers to 
produce with profit here in our own land at least $1,000,000,000 
in valine of farm products which are now annually imported and 
which can be produced to advantage here. It will be necessary 
to rewrite a few of our agricultural tariff schedules in 
to assist the farmers in this undertaking. 

I do not intend to-day to go into detail regarding this pro 
posal. It requires. however, no argument to show that if our 
farmers receive protection which would be adequate and 
effective that they would then be in a position to produce those 
competitive imports which are sold here. The result would 


order 


be 


that a part at least of the overproduction factor with refer- 
ence to other crops or commodities would be removed. In 
other words, our farmers by tariff readjustment would then 


be enabled to dispose of these agricultural products for which 
there is a domestic demand on a domestic price basis, instead 
of being compelled to dispose of them at prices to meet 
ever-increasing foreign importations. 

The present rates on many of our competitive agricultural 
products are too low. This fact is well known to the Members 
of the House. 

The many requests to increase these rates that have been pre- 
sented to the Tariff Commission during the last five years, each 
supported by data which justify higher rates, indicate the wide- 
spread interest that prevails. 

I desire to call to your attention a bill which I introduced 
in the House yesterday, which provides increases in a few of 
the agricultural tariff schedules. I invite the attention of the 
Members of the House not only to this bill but to a score of 
other bills which have been introduced by my distinguished 
colleagues which provide for increased rates on many other 
agricultural schedules. 

The bill which I introduced includes products of considerable 
importance to the farmers. These are dairy and poultry prod- 
ucts, potatoes and potato starch, buckwheat, clover seeds, 
turnips, hay, flaxseed, and copra. 

Imports of these products, aggregating $128,728,000 in 1926, 


the 


domestic producers. The increased rate of duty that is pro- 
posed in this bill for these products is equivalent to about 40 
per cent ad valorem, which is less than the average ad valorem 
rates in the so-called industrial and manufactures schedules of 
the present tariff act. 

The proposed rates are not submitted as the last word on 
the subject. The schedules are presented in order that all in- 
terested may study them. This can result in but the one con- 


clusion that the Members of the House will be convinced of*their 
reasonableness and at the proper time will enact them into law 
as a measure of justice for our farmers, 


| 
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Before I specify in detail the changes proposed in the bill, I 
desire to quote briefly from a statement issued on December 27, 
1927. by Chairman Edgar B. Brossard, of the United States 
Tariff Commission, in which he the agricultural im- 
that are coming into the United States in ever-increasing 
volume each year: 

The 


discusses 


ports 


} } ; 


farmers Dave asked 





re ymmission for is in ft 
duties on their respective farm products What they seem to want 
dequate protection for their farm products in this er ious home 
market And they want to get that protection without destroying th 
purchasing power of the consumers, of farm products in the industrial 
ind commercial centers of this their home market 


I beg to submit that the farmers do not merely “seem” to 
want adequate protection fer their farm products. They demand 
it. They are weary of waiting for the commission to act. In 
most cases, also, the rates must increased beyond the limita 
tion Congress has fixed for any increase the commission might 
grant. 

The farmers come to the Congress of United States re- 
questing that justice be done them and that they get a square 
deal. They ask that the great Ways and Means Committee of 
this House set a time for hearings on these schedules in the near 
future. 

As stated before, other Members of the House have introduced 
bills increase the duties on various farm products, all of 
which should receive the early and careful consideration of this 
body. 

, 


Proposed increases in import rates in bil 


be 


the 


to 


introduced by IIon. C. G 


Sel ig 
Para- 
yr y\} 
, : 5 Commod ty Duty Pr »posed Value, 1926 
tariff } my sia 
act | 
8 Potato starch ponnd _. $0. O154 sO. $509, 038. 00 
70 Fresh milk gallon. (Why 06! 
Cream ‘ <V 60 
Sour milk and buttermilk do 01 03 4] 
7OR | Condensed or evaporated milk: 
| Unsweetened ..-pound _. . Ol o4 
Sweetened___. ellie i 10 O4 
All other iia do 01 04 ‘ 
Powdered whole milk lo 08 oo 4, 169, 968. 00 
Powdered cream ae . do . 7 .10 
Powdered skim milk “ lo . OL) 4 
Malted milk and milk compounds 
bel per cent 2 40 | 
709 «Butter pound .12 16 II 
710 Cheese a do 05 0 } 
711 | Live poultry do . 08 09° 
712. Dead poultry do 06 | .12 
N.s. p.f per cent 3 | 45 
713 | Eggs 'n shell dozen OS | .14 
Frozen eggs pound 06 | 10 \ 
Frozen egg albumen wbatun on GD. coal” .06 .10 10, 689, 444. 00 
Frozen egg yolk a a O06 .10 
Dried eggs abuse .18 .30 
Dried egg albumen .-do 18 | . 30 
Dried egg yolk fk 6ecsiGe .18 | 30 
723 | Buckwheat -_-_-_.-.. hundredweight .10 40 74, 632. 00 
SR ee pound . 04 3 
Clover seed 
Alsike ils ..do .o | 2B | 
j Crimson... -do Oo | 0 \ 6, 540, 000. 00 
| Red__.. do O44 | oR 
White. do_.. 06 | 0s 
N. 8. p. f. ad , do 02 06 
769 | Potatoes........... hundred weight -50 | 80 8, 221, O88. 00 
Tih DRIDD . onncneea -do._. 12 | 0 506, 050. 00 
70) Be ~bhacavccdaboke ton 4.00 6. 00 3, 374, 586. 00 
760 | Fiaxseed .........---.---...... bushel 40 | .60 | 40,949, 619.90 
I a pista den 4 bite iegapemiiialias pound... Free. | .03 23, 513, 066. 00 
Wer ian sdoeddh dod en oh ee 128, 728, 000. 60 


The readjustment of many of the agricultural tariff schedules 
is one step necessary in rebuilding our agriculture. 
In the second place, it is well known to all that the tariff is 


| ineffective on many of our surplus crops and commodities and 


only partially effective on some. This presents a problem re- 
quiring immediate legislative action. To accomplish what is 
needed, the farmers have united in requesting that governmental 


| machinery be set up for the purpose of stabilizing the price 
were admitted into the United States in direct competition with | 


on these crops and commodities. The Members of Congress are 
familiar with plans that have been proposed for the control of 
the surplus, It is gratifying to note that those holding divergent 
views regarding this problem are now nearer an agreement 
with respect to proposed legislation than at any time in the 
past 

In my humble opinion, it would be nothing short of a calamity 
for this Congress to adjourn without passing this legislation, 
whieh is regarded as absolutely essential in the effort to re- 
habilitate our agriculture. We are in the eighth year of a 
most serious agricultural depression. There ate no signs of 
any substantial improvement, viewing the situation as a whole. 
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The factors causing the depression have been studied by per- 
sons in all walks of life. The Business Men’s Commission, in 
their recently issued report, after a most searching inquiry, 
udmit that the surplus is a price-depressing factor of major 
importance, They suggest a plan for its solution. 

The farmers themselves have studied the problem for several 
years. They believe that the commission’s plan is inadequate. 
‘They, too, have proposed a plan. In this plan the producers 
themselves will be required to bear the entire expense that 
will be involved in the administration of the act. There are 
ny revolutionary theories involved at all. The plan simply 
authorizes a Government board to perfect a 100 per cent farm- 
commodity organization for each of the products of which we 
produce a surplus, in order that the costs of handling this 
surplus, and the benefits that will be derived from such control, 
may be equitably distributed among all the producers of that 
commodity. 

If these two suggestions which have been briefly sketched 
could be put into operation at once in order that their effee- 
tiveness muy be demonstrated, further study should then be 
given to the other tariff schedules which through legislative 
enactment have materially increased the costs of commodities 
which the farmers must buy. 

1 am a believer in the protective tariff system. There is no 
doubt in my mind that it has materially aided the United 
States to attain its present enviable position in industry and 
that it has proved to be of some value to agriculture. 

If there are industrial and manufactures schedules in the 
present tariff act which can be lowered, for the benefit of agri- 
culture, this should be done. This phase of the problem 
requires further study and painstaking investigation which I 
sincerely trust will be made during this session of Congress. 

The inadequacy of our tariff in respect to agriculture and, 
in addition, the results of the policy of restricting immigration 
are important factors in the present agricultural depression. 
They have tended to widen the spread between what the farm- 
ers receive for their products and what they pay for the 
commodities that they must buy. This disparity, in addition 
to the difference between the farm price and the retail price of 
food, is greater than many are led to believe. 

Increased transportation rates, bolstered up by Federal legis- 
lation, are also an important factor in the prevailing disparity. 
The unprecedented increase in taxes, amounting on the aver- 
ages to about one-third of the farmers’ cash income, is another 
factor. While this is largely the result of increases in local 
and State taxes, it creates a factor that must be considered, for 
the taxes must be paid. Taxes must be paid, and they can be 
met only out of the ecash‘income the farmer receives. As the 
furmers’ purchasing power has been greatly diminished, the tax 
burden is thereby correspondingly increased. 

1 have briefly touched upon a few of the factors which must 
be given consideration in a study of the farm situation in the 
United States. 

I was prompted to prepare these remarks as a result of 
reading a recently published life of Benjamin Franklin. His 
genius lay in securing facts upon which to base his conclusions 
and in his unerring instinct for initiating practical means of 
doing things, even though they were at the time new and 
untried. This made him a leader in establishing institutions 
and services which have proved their worth and have been a 
blessing to all mankind. . 

Our approach to the solution of the farm problem should be 
made in the same spirit. A condition, not a theory, confronts 
us Our great agricultural population is in distress. For 
eight long years they have cried out for help. Their prob- 
lems deserve and must secure consideration that will again 
place agriculture into its rightful place of economic equality. 

Let us get the facts. Let us face the great national problem 
that confronts us. Let us pass adequate and effective legis- 
lation that will insure for us and our posterity the benefits 
that will come in a land where agriculture, industry, and com- 
merece march forward together in even rank to the national 
greatness that lies in the future. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. PALMISANO]. 

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Chairman, I have a resolution I want 
the Clerk to read. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. PALMISANO. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. PALMISANO., 
general debate. 

Mr. BLANTON. In his own time the gentleman can ask the 
Clerk to read it, for the information of the House. 


For information? 

I am offering a resolution. 

That is entirely out of order. 

I understand we have that right under 
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The CHAIRMAN. It can be read for information, but to 
offer a resolution is not in order. 

Mr. BLANTON. He has the right to have it read for 


information. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
asking. 

Mr. PALMISANO. Then I ask, Mr. 
resolution be read for information 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
is simply asking that this document be read in his own time. 

Mr. PALMISANO. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the Clerk will 
read the resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution 


But that is not what the gentleman is 


Chairman, that the 


Whereas John F. J. Herbert, prohibition administrator for the 
Maryland-District of Columbia area, did on or about the 20th day of 


April, 1927, sanction and approve the practices of prohibition agents 
serving under him in blackjacking citizens; and 

Whereas he has promoted Prohibition Agent Robert E. Beall. who 
had been indicted by the grand jury of the State of Maryland for as- 
saulting and beating two women; and 

Whereas he has in his department one Harry C. Wimbley, as an 


undercover buyer, who had been convicted of the crime of robbery and 
sentenced to six years to the Maryland Penitentiary; said Wimbley 
has since been indicted by the grand jury of the State of Maryland 
for assault with intent to kill and carrying a deadly weapon, on which 
charge the United States attorney for the district of Maryland is 
defending him at the request of Prohibition Administrator John F, J. 
Herbert; and 


Whereas one Joseph R. Brewer, prohibition agent, operating under 
said John F. J. Herbert, with three other agents, was indicted for 
the murder of Charles V. Gunlacht, a 73-year-old farmer, who had 


protested their entering his premises without a search warrant; and 

Whereas the said Joseph R. Brewer who was the principal in the said 
killing was permitted by the said John F. J. Herbert to continue in 
the service, and particularly he was permitted to make further raids: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to appoint 
five Members of the House to investigate the methods employed by the 
prohibition administrator for the Maryland-District of Columbia area in 
employing agents, undercover men, and others in the enforcement of the 
eighteenth amendment and the Volstead Act, the retaining of men in the 
department charged with crimes and the protecting of them by having 
the United States attorney for the district of Maryland to defend 
them. The said committee is hereby authorized and empowered to 
conduct such inquiries at such times and places as the committee may 
deem necessary, to send for persons and papers, administer oaths and 
affirmations, and compel the attendance of witnesses. And the sum 
of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, out of the contingent fund, for the 
purpose of making effective the purposes of this resolution, 


Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks by inserting some correspondence I have 
had with the Prohibition Commissioner. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
and I shall not object, I want to ask the gentleman if the 
whereases that are contained in his resolution are his own 
whereases or do they purport to be facts coming from some- 
body else which the gentleman is stating on hearsay? 

Mr. PALMISANO, They are facts that I have gotten through 
correspondence with the Prohibition Commissioner and from 
newspaper reports. 

Mr. BLANTON. They are not such things that the gentleman 
could swear are true on his own personal responsibility, are 
they? Does the gentleman know they are true? 

Mr. PALMISANO. I have not investigated them all, but I 
will say that I have correspondence with the Prohibition Com- 
missioner dating back to April 21, 1927. 

Mr. BLANTON. But it is all hearsay, so far as the gentle- 
man knows? 

Mr. PALMISANO. Yes; like all such matters. I can not 
say I have made a personal investigation, but I would ask that 
the Members read this correspondence I have had with the 
commissioner to show that I have tried to be fair in my deal- 
ings on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to follows: 


Gen. Lixcoutn C. ANDREWS, 
Prohibition Department, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear GeneraL: I have recently noticed in the Baltimore press 
that the prohibition agents operating under Prohibition Administrator 


APRiL 21, 1927, 
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John F. J. Herbert have been very active with their guns and black 
jacks, and according to the inclosed clipping of the Baltimore News 
of April 21 ivz7, Administrator Herbert sanctions the strong-arm 
methods. 

You will note that the agents involved were charged with using a 
blackjack on a prisoner and then with the attempt of trying to hug 
ind kiss the prisoner's wife To the charge of using the blackjack the 
agents attempted to blame their subordinate, their chauffeur, one Kd 
ward L. Boone. Boone, in turn, denied that he had used the blackjack 
aud claimed that the agents were trying to make him the goat. lo 
the charge of attempting to hug and kiss the prisoner's wife, the 
agents’ defense was that they were just kidding and were mixing a 
little fun with their work, 
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It seems to me by their action in denying the charge and attempting | 


to place it on their chauffeur they showed conclusively that they were 
yt justified in using the blackjack, and their expla: ation of the kissing 

of the prisoner's wife is ridiculous and utter nonsense. 

action, Mr. Herbert has sanctioned their 

methods and in so doing Mr. Herbert has proven without a doubt that 

he is not the proper person nor are the agents proper persons to 

administer the prohibition law. 

I do not know of any law that justifies an officer of the law to 
attempt to maim any prisoner unless the officer's life is in danger, 
ind in this case neither of them claimed that their life was in danger 

I therefore respectfully request that you ask for the resignation of 
Mr. Herbert and the agents involved in this episode as it is in this 
way alone that the people of Maryland can be made to feel that the 
law is being honestly and intelligently enforced, and is not a mere 
cloak for the operation of persons who would bring the Government 
into disrepute 

Very respectfully yours, 


Notwithstanding their 





Vincent L, PALMISANO 
Reply. 


Are. 27, 1927. 
Hon. VINCENT L. PALMISANO, 
House of Representatives, United Staies, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear CONGRESSMAN: I have your letter of the 2ist and will | 


have an investigation made as to the facts in the matter you bring 
to my attention in connection with Administrator Herbert's conduct 
of office. When I have the facts before me, I will be able to answer 
your letter more intelligently. 
Very truly yours, 
L. C. ANpDanws, Assistant Secretary. 

Jung 1, 1927. 

Gen, LINCOLN C, ANDREWS, 
Prohibition Department, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear GENERAL: On April 21, 1927, I called your attention to the 
b-utal treatment of certain prisoners by the prohibition agents operat- 
ing in Maryland and the sanction of such treatment by Prohibition 
Administrator John F, J. Herbert. 

Although more than a month has elapsed since you promised an in 
vestigation, I have heard nothing. Meanwhile the agents and Mr, 
Herbert continue to treat the public with disrespect. 

I noticed in the Baltimore press of May 6 and 7 that several prom! 
nent citizens of Baltimore advised you to ignore my complaint because 
it was made for political purposes. May I say in this connection that 
I do not know Mr. Herbert nor do I know his politics. My complaint 
is based on the newspaper account of the affair, and if these promi 
nent gentlemen will give to the press facts to show that the report 
was wrong, I will be the first person to apologize to Mr. Herbert and 
his agents. 

Will you kindly let me know if the investigation is completed and 
what is the finding as to my complaint? If the finding is adverse to 
me, will you let me have a copy of the report? 

Very truly yours, 
VINCENT L. PALMISANO. 

Reply. 


JuNw iG, 1027 
Hon. VINCENT L. PALMISANO, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Me. PALMIsano: I have carefully looked over the papers 
in the Jasco case and given consideration to your statement relative 
to the treatment of certain prisoners by agents operating under Ad 
ministrator John F. J. Herbert, Baltimore, Md. 

I am strongly of the opinion that there was some exaggeration in 
the early reports on these matters which you received, and I believe 
that extended inquiry has shown that the work of the men under 
Colonel Herbert was generally creditable to Federal officers. The 
difficulties of the work are, of course, apparent to us all. The use 
of blackjacks appears to be legal, inasmuch as the Maryland State law 
prohiviting their use especially exempts officers of State, county, or city. 

I am of the opinion that Colonel Herbert is following very closely 
the actions of his men and can be relied upon to impose conduct on 
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the part of his officers that is not only correct but will meet with the 
approval of the judicial officials before whom the cases are tried 
Very sincerely yours, 
1. M. Doman, 


Commissioner of l’rohibition 


BALTIMORE, Mp., June ™, 1927, 
lion. 7. M, Doran, 

Commissioner of Prohibition, Washington, D. © 
My Drak ComMMissioner: I wish to acknowledg: 


instant in which you state that you have 


yours of the 16th 


arefully looked into the 


Jusco case and were of the opinion that ther lion in 
the early reports and that extended inquiry has shown that the work 
of the man under Colonel Herbert was generally creditable te Federal 
of blackjacks because the Maryland 


exempts officers of the State 


WAS Some @Xaneers 





officers. You seem to justify the use 
State law prohibiting their us 
or city. While it is true that the Maryland State law exempts State and 
city officers, no State or city officers are permitted to use blackjacks 
except in self-defense. 

The people of Maryland desire to know did the agents use the black 
jack or was it Boone, the chauffeur, and if the agents did use the Dlack 
jack, why did they blame Boone for using i!? 

I do not believe that the people will have any faith in Colonel Her 
bert unless you can explain the denial by the agents before United 
States Commissioner Supplee and the final acquittal of Jasco 

Since Colonel Herbert has been in charge he has encouraged his agents 
to use violent tactics, and he has treated the best of our citizens with 
contempt. The agents always have 


county 


their hands on their guns ready 
to pull the trigger upon the least provocation. The attitttd 


Herbert is again shown when, on March 29, 1927, he stated that an 
investigation was not necessary when 


of Colonel 


a man by the name of Hicks 
was shot by an alleged agent, notwithstanding the fact that the same 
agent has previously been brought before the United States court for 
murder, 
fhe attitude of Colonel Herbert is that the agents’ word is preferred 
to any other citizen, no matter what his standing in the community. 
Very sincerely yours, 





Vincenr L. PalLMisano 


P.S. You will pardon we for making these letters public, but I am 
compelled, as the people in this State are following closely the final 
outcome, 

No reply. 


Hon. J. M. DORAN, 
Commissioner of Prohibition, Washingion, D. ¢ 

My Dear COMMISSIONER: Some months ago I brought to your atten- 
tion certain charges against Col. John F. J. Herbert, prohibition 
director for Maryland. In further justification of my request made 
at that time for his removal, I call your attention to another instance 
of his unfitness. 

The facts of this instance were developed in the hearing of the case 
of the State of Maryland rv. Robert EK 
taltimore, August 23, 1927, a 


Beall, eastern police station of 
stenographic copy the testimony therein 
being inclosed herewith, 

VINCENT L. PALMISANO, 


SEPTEMBER 8, 1927. 


’ 


Hon. Vincent L. PALMISANO, M. C., 


Baltimore, Md 
letter of September 2, inclosing 


Maryland vw. 


My DgarR CONGRESSMAN: 
transcript of testimony taken in the case of State of 
Robert E. Beall, August 23, 1927 

I haye read over the record personally and it is my opinion that the 
facts as related by the various witnesses do not present a very clear 
picture of what actually occurred. I find upon inquiry that the entire 
matter has been transferred to the bkederal court, and I am sure that 
you would not seek a final determination on a matter of this sert which 
is still pending in court. 

Very sincerely yours, I. M 


Commissioner of Prohibition. 


I have your 


DORAN, 
Reply. 


BaLciimore, Mo., Sepicmber 43, 1927. 
IIlon. J. M. Doran, 
Commissioner of Prohibition, Washington, D. C 

Mer, COMMISSIONER: I wish to acknowledge yours of the &th instant 
in reply to my letter of the 2d Instant, in which I requested the removal 
of Colonel Herbert and several agents who were charged with assault. 
In reply, I wish to state that 1 am exceedingly sorry to see the attitude 
that you have taken in this matter. I especially cll your attention 
to Agent Robert E, Beali, who has been in numerous assault charges 
and has for the second time been indicted by the grand jury of the State 
of Marviand, which cases will be or have been transferred to the Fed- 
eral court on the claim that the agent was a Federal] officer. 
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In Maryland when a State officer !s indicted for an alleged crime 
that particular officer is suspended pending the final hearing. It seems 
to me that if the Federal Government expects the citizens of the State 
of Maryland to have any respect at all for the Volstead Act and the 
agents, the Government should insist upon the agents enforcing the law 
in an ordtrly manner, and whenever an agent is charged with an al- 
leged crime that particular agent after an indictment should be sus- 
and if convicted of the crime with which 
he is used dismissed, and, on the other hand, if not convicted he 
should be reinstated with pay. That, in my judgment, is the only way 
you will have the citizens to respect the Voistead Act and the agents. 

Very truly yours, 
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pended until a final hearing, 


Vincwnt L. PALMISANO, 


Mr. Chairman, the Members of this Hause may differ as to 
the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amendment, but it seems to 
me that we are all in accord in that as long as the Volstead 
Act is on the statute books, the Government is to enforce it 
and enforce it only in a peaceful and orderly manner, and we 
ought notify the Prohibition Department in the various 
States that we will not tolerate the high-jacket enforcement as 
has been done throughout the country. The thing that is being 
done and encouraged by the gentleman who has charge of the 
Maryland-District of Columbia area is being done throughout 
the Wnited To give an illustration of how much he 
thinks of the lives of our citizens—when a man was shot by an 
agent on March 28, 1927, he says, that an investigation was not 
necessary, but, on the other hand, when the State road commis- 
sioner of Maryland protested against the agents throwing glass 
on the State roads he apologized to the State road chairman and 
stated that it would not occur again. In other words, he has 
placed the damage to an automobile tire above that of a human 
being. But not only has that hapened in Maryland; I kindly 
refer you to a case in Virginia where a minister’s daughter driv- 
ing along in the night was shot because she would not stop at the 
request of an agent whose identity the young lady did not know. 
The same thing applies in North Carolina, where a milkman was 
shot because he did not stop at the request of an unidentified 
agent: and also in Detroit, where a girl (11 years of age) was 
killed because she, with her father, was in the way of one of the 
rum chasers. Put yourself in the position of the 73-year-old 
farmer who was shot down by Agent Brewer, with the assistance 
of three others, all of whom were from 25 to 35 years of age, 
coming on your premises without a warrant when requested 
to keep off the grounds refused to do so, pulled out their 
weapons and shot at this unfortunate. Then at the preliminary 
hearing Brewer is held without bail, he being the principal, and 
when the case is transferred to the United States District Court 
the district attorney and the prohibition administrator of Mary- 
land has his bail reduced to $10,000, one of the agents was 
dismissed, one was held on $2,000, and one on $1,000. Why the 
necessity of holding Brewer under $10,000 unless there is a 
a prima facie case against this man Brewer, who, according to 
the paper, was suspended by Herbert and later on permitted to 
assist in raids, and when Herbert was questioned by the State’s 
attorney of the county as to whether or not he was assisting the 
agents he evaded the question and Mr. Dorsey had to obtain this 
information from Acting Commissioner Oftedal, who stated that 
Brewer was retained on the pay roll, but not on active duty, only 
assisting by driving autos. It seems to me that the prohibition 
administration from chief administrator down have no respect 
for the Constitution and the Members of Congress. When you 
violate the Volstead Act you are informed that you are a nulli- 
fier, ‘The violation is not a provision of the Constitution, but an 
act of Congress; on the other hand, to enforce that particular 
law they disregard all provisions of the Constitution, take the 
law in their own hands as if they were czars. Why, only the 
other day, the first time, I believe, in the history of the Civil 
Service Board, at least for the last 25 years, we find that the 
Prohibition Commissioner, Dr. J. M. Doran, criticizes the Civil 
Service Board for the examination given the agents because 
85 per cent of them had failed and he requested that a new 
examination be given. 

Doctor Doran does not want to have the agents in the civil- 
service list, as he and the prohibition administrators will not 
be able to select gunmen and thugs in order to enforce this law, 
as Doctor Doran says: 

We want men who ean raid bootleg joints and uncovered stills, and 
we don't care whether they can spell difficult words. 


to 


States. 


Of course, Doctor Doran, like the prohibition administrator of 
Maryland, wants the type of man as Wimbley, a man who has 
been convicted of highway robbery, sentenced to a term of six 
years in the Maryland Penitentiary, and then when he is 
charged with assault with intent to kill and carrying a deadly 
weapon, is defended by the United States attorney for the dis- 
trict of Maryland eat the expense of the Government, no doubt 
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at the recommendation of fhe prohibition administrator of the 
Maryland-District of Columbia area. 

I also want to call your attention to the ruling of Judge Gus 
A. Schuildt, presiding judge of the police court, who, several 
days ago, dismissed a jury of 1 woman and 11 men because 
they had dismissed two men charged with the violation of the 
Volstead Act. According to the ruling, it seems that the trial 
by jury is also denied, although guaranteed to you by the Con- 
stitution, beeause if the jurors are compeiled to believe the 
agents and disregard entirely the testimony of the accused, or 
who are compelled to follow the instruction of the judge, then 
why have a jury trial? It is simply the tendency of men who 
are under the influence of the Anti-Saloon League that disre- 
gard all the constitutional rights of others in order to enforce 
the Volstead Act. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMISANO. = Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman in favor of the eighteenth 
amendment ? 

Mr. PALMISANO. To be frank, no; but—— 

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman is under oath to pro- 
tect and defend the eighteenth amendment of the Constitution 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic. 

Mr. PALMISANO. I will say this: While I am opposed to 
the eighteenth amendment from the way I see it violated, [ 
will say to the gentleman from Texas that if the gentleman will 
introduce an amendment striking out the twenty-ninth section 
of the Volstead Act and provide that every man in Congress and 
every judge—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. 
more minutes. 

Mr. PALMISANO. If the gentleman from Texas will have 
the twenty-ninth section of the Volstead Act stricken out and 
make every judge and every district attorney and every Member 
of Congress an agent with the right to arrest, and provide that 
in the event he is found guilty of violating the law by ae- 
quiescing in any violation of the act he shall be impeached 
and for a period of 10 years prevented from holding office under 
the Federal Government, I will tell the gentleman from Texas 
now that I will be one of the best agents that the Government 
will ever have, and will work gratis. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. PALMISANO. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have a resolution pending now before the 
Congress to require all officials of the United States—Cabinet 
officers, Senators, Congressmen, judges, Army and Navy officers, 
and Government employees—to obey the law and to support the 
eighteenth amendment and not buy liquor from a bootlegger. 
Will the gentleman support that? 

Mr. PALMISANO. I just told the gentleman that I would go 
a little further than even the gentleman from Texas will go 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. CoLe]. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the R&Ecorp, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, although no bill on the 
subject has as yet been introduced in either House of Congress, 
Members of both Houses have for some days been receiving 
telegrams protesting the passage of legislation which is de- 
scribed as “the new corn sugar bill.” These telegrams allege 
that a bill, still unknown to them as to its contents, “ would 
ruin the honey industry, which produces a $2,000,000 crop 
annually.” 

There is reason to believe that the telegrams, though purport- 
ing to come from all parts of the country, are being prepared 
in some central agency—an agency that seems to be adequately 
financed for such purposes. 

It would seem that these propagandists at least might have 
reserved judgment until they knew the contents of the Dill. 
If they had done so their telegrams would not have seemed 
necessary. I am sure that they would have been deemed un- 
necessary if the only object of the protestors is to safeguard 
those who keep bees and those who deal in honey, for their 
interests will be fully safeguarded in this legislation. 

As a matter of fact, honey is now amply protected against 
the injection or insertion of any foreign material, including 
sugars, and it is properly so protected, for honey is a product 
that stands in a class by itself, the purity and integrity of 
which must be preserved. No legislation in the history of this 
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The time of the gentleman from Maryland 


Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman three 
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body has ever been contemplated which would permit the in- 
sertion of any of the sugars inte any food product sold as 
honey. 

However. these insidious rumors, absurd as they are when 
analyzed, have been so persistently forced upon Members of 
Congress that in framing the new bill the proponents of corn 
sugar legislation have tuken them into consideration. They 
have therefore decided to put into a new bill, aithough it is 
legally unnecessury to do so. the following detinite and explicit 
proviso : 

Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be deemed to permit 
the insertion of dextrose and/or levulose by mixing or blending in any 
article of food sold or offered for sale as honey. 


The framers have made this language as strong as possible 
and if it can be shown that it is not strong enough they will 
be glad to make any additions necessary to strengthen it. The 
proponents of these new sugars have never intended nor contem 


pering in any way, the continuous development of the bee and 
houey industry. 


On the contrary, those who are primarily interested in sugar 
made from corn are even more vitally interested in bee culture 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 


| Unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the 


| manner indicated. Is there objection 


than is the bee industry itself. Without bees the famed Corn | 
Belt must eventually deteriorate in productiveness. ‘To main- | 


tain the vitality of corn lands the clovers are a necessary factor, 


for it is through their cultivation that such lands are replenished | 


as to nitrogen. And the busy little bees are necessary for the 
propagation of the clover plants. They and they alone carry 
the pollen that fertilizes these plants. 

Instead of ruining or even injuring the bee industry the pro- 
ponents of this legislation would prefer to add another proviso 
to the effect that every man who cultivates a field of corn shall 
be required to keep a colony of bees. That is how much the 


American farmer, in whose behalf this legislation is proposed, | 


is interested in the associated industry of honeybees. 

Instead of seeking to array these two American interests 
aguinst each other the opponents of the proposed legislation 
should direct their efforts toward bringing them into coopera- 
tion, for these industries are not only necessary to each other 
but they are both concerned with the production of American 
sugars for the American people, for honey is the imperial sugar 
of all sugars, and there is more than ample room for both. 

Last year we imported more than 75 per cent of the sugar 
that we consumed and we constined over a hundred pounds per 
capita. There is no reason why we should not derive a larger 
proportion of this sugar from our own soil crops. We are re- 
juvenating the cane fields of Louisiana and we are glad of that 


and we are renewing our efforts in the production of sugar from | 


beets. There will always be a market for all the cane and beet 


' 
sugar that we can produce in the United States, and with all 


our efforts we can hardly hope to supply a fifth of that market. 
Whatever may be suid for the new sugars named in this legis- 
lation, sucrose derived from cane and beets will largely remain 
the sugar for household consumption: and even in the industries 
these new sugars will never displice sucrose to an extent that 
can effect present American cane or beet sugar production. 

There is more than ample room in the American markets for 
all of these American sugars. Al! the American sugar indus- 
tries, including beet, maple, honey, and corn, and the sirup and 
molasses industries, should cooperate to enlarge the American 
markets for each and for all. 

They will need cooperation, for there will be continued efforts 
to break down the existing tariff schedules, on sugar and its 
by-products, of the Fordney-McCumber Act. These tariffs will 
need defenders, united and determined defenders, against the 
onsiaughts that are possible and probable. 

Let us realize that any lowering of the sugar tariffs now or 
in the near future would ruin all the American sugar industries 
Without tariff protection they can not exist. 

The necessity for the domestic production of sugars is now 
recognized by all the great nations of the world. England, with 
her large colonial production of sucrose, was the last to capitu- 
late. Within two years, by means of a high protective tariff 
and by subsidies, she has put into home operation 13 large sugar 
factories, utilizing sugar beets grown on British home soil. 

The proponents of the new sugars for which we shall seek 
legislation invite the cooperation of all the American sugar in- 
dustries. In union alone is their strength. 

Let us beware of the insidious propaganda by which they are 
seeking to break down our inherent strength by arraying us 
one against the other. 

Mr, CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. Kva.e}. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Chairman, [I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by priniing an article on 
national origins. 





There was no objection 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Chairman, my subject is immigration: 
more particularly, the much-debated subject of national origins. 

On June 7, 1926, Senator SHrPsTeAD introduced in the Senate 
a bill to repeal the national origins provision of the immigration 
act of May 26, 1924. On June 15, 1926, I introduced the same 
bill in the House. The identical bill was reintroduced in this 
Congress by myself in the House on December 5 and by Senator 
SHIPSTEAD in the Senate on December 12. This bill, aeccord- 
ingly (S. 1481; H. R. 316), is the first bill introduced in Con 
gress for the repeal of the national origins provision of the 
immigration act, 

lL have had in mind discussing at some length this phase of 
the immigration law an@ have gathered quite a few data and 





: ; ; ; ; ate s | Statistics on the subject But yesterday I received a copy of a 
plated in any way competing with, or interfering with, or ham- | : Co eee Ops 


book containing an article on this very subject which is so scien- 
tific and exhaustive that I have decided to abandon my contem 
plated speech and simply insert in the Recorp this most excel- 
lent treatise. 

The article is printed in the Lutheran World Almanae and 
Encyclopedia, 1927-28, and is writien by Dr. O. M. Nortlie, 
professor at Luther College, Decorah, Iowa. It is the most com- 
prehensive and authoritative document on national origins that 
has appeared up to this time or is likely to appear in the future 

Doctor Norlie is a scholar of wide renown and one of the 
most eminent statisticians in the United States to-day I hope 
the members of the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion and other Members of the House will take time to study 
the tables and the facts submitted in this artiel They will 
be found intensely interesting and exceedingly instructive. 

[rom the Lutheran Worid Almanac for 1{2s 
I. NATIONAL ORIGINS 
I, EXPLANATION 

In 1924 Congress passed’‘an tmmigration act. Various bills and reso 
lutions were later offered proposing changes, particularly with reference 
to national origins. The President of the United States appointed the 
Secretaries of State, Commerce, and Labor to make a scientific study of 
the matter, and two experts from each of these three departments were 
appointed to compile national-origin statistics Hiearings were held 
before the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization in the House 
of Representatives on January 18, 19, and 26, 1927 
ings of this committee were set forth and explained 





in which the find 





The immigration during the 70-year period 1820-1890 has been called 
the “old immigration that of the period 1890-1920 the “ new immi- 
gration.” The relation between these two periods can be seen from the 
following table: 


Old immi Per |Newimmi-; Per 





Per 
rectior otal 
ne gration cent | gration cent Total cent 
Western and northern | 
Europe 11, 920, 220 | 77.2 1, 550, 964 24.5 16,471, 154 io 
Eastern and southern | 
Kurope aa 1, 782, 417 11.6 } 11,520, 409 63.6 3, 302, 826 39.5 
Other lands - _-- bade 1, 725, O10 11.2 2, 147, 388 i1.9 3, 872, 398 11.6 
Total e-ece---| 15, 427,647 100.0 18, 218, 761 100.0 33,646,408 100.0 


This means that the old immigration, often called the “ Nordic,” 
formerly called the “ Germanic,’ has decreased from about three- 
fourths to about one-fourth of the whole immigrant tide This situa 
tion has filled the minds of most American sociologists and statesmen 
with apprehension. Just as in the days when the fear of an economic 
and industrial invasion cf Chinese led Congress to pass exclusion act 
against them, so now Congress has been trying to regulate immigrn 
tion so as to keep the land open for the Nordics, who were the founders 
of this land and whose institutions must be maintained 


To illustrate: The present immigration quotas as based on thie 
foreign-born populations in 1890 clearly favor western and northeru 


immigration stock. Thus— 


Western and northern Europe 
Great Britain_.---- — 
England, Scotland, Wales, and Northern Ireland__.. 


sw 


= 





5 
Irish Free State aa wait irabecuntiquiinmeant 4 
Non-British_...-.-.- 1.7 
CONIITEE io disks n inceddnns i 
Seandinayv at sithaiaetntiaae a 4 
France, Holland, Belgium, etc. ................-...-<- | 2 
Eastern and southern Europe__---- = hildtccttanbcidaiadai i 2 
Other lands wip cistterendtlieds itcegivecibebbeies jcnanenl 1 
Total present quotas, based on 1890 foreign-born popula- 


ee cpanel datiiaatidipan a aiapanminaiandeedete a ania 164, 667 | 100. 0 


According to the present quotas, listed above, the immigration must 
now come almost exclusively from western and northern Kurop 


namely, 85.7 per cent. But only 38 per cent of this 85.7 per cent 
falls upou Great Britain. Therefore the agitation to readjust the quotas 
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sis of national origins And the new proposal, which was on The facts set forth in this table have been compiled from the “ national 
of beeoming a law, is as follows: origins provision, immigration act of 1924, Hearing No. 69.2.1.” (1927 
> \ cluiiandaiiaie p. 5) 
Quota | Per cent The chief country to gain by is proposed immigration act is 
Protestant Great Britain and tl yuntries t lose are the Irish 
Free State, Germany, and Scandinavia. 
The proposed act seems to be a blow at Germany and & 
in particular, 
Ve question seriously whether the findings of the committee « 
tional origins is scientific. In fact, the report of this con 


, 


: mitt 
submitted to the President of the United Siates and signed by 
taries Kellogg, Hoover, and Davis says: “Although this is the best 


? 


mation we have been able to secure, we wish to call attention to the 


sed on nationai- n estimate reservation made by the committ« and to s te that, in our opini the 


ee ie Saeees statistical and historical information ¢ lable raises grave doubts as to 
Nye | the whole value of these computations 
* gains and losses over present 
detract from the s nti har er « es of 
For one thing, the populatic f 1790, as li in the 
t an ade 


England and 


al origins theory rests the false presumption 
nitional groups have the same birt ate and have main- 

tained the same rate from the beginning 
Moreover, this theory must assume that » immigration reports and 
the census returns have been uniform, comp and reliable, a very 


mistaken assumption, 


ABLE 
( Method: National groups multiplied by decades) 


1840 (8 


decades) 


1850 (7 
decades) 


—|—__—____;—__——- 


17, 168, 599 12, 386, 442 | 11, 309, 520 


46, 800 364, 845 
40, 404 36, 105 | 
102, 5464 | 158, 855 | 
361, 005 
590, 910 
, 648, 719 | ; 104 9, 366, 65 i, 4, 924, 570 
68, 499 | 256, 736 | 729, 87! , 333, 66% 2, 188, 530 
1, 866, 429 iy ii, 3 | » 56 2, 184, 355 
24, 003 | 696 317 232, 6 437, 820 | 
1, 665 OSS | 25, 33 
588, 123 > 832 25, 393 , 049, 228 | 80,710 | 
a — —_—- —— — 
12, 708 66, 008 | 75, 523 
20, 277 14, 960 64, 617 
=9 


69, 352 | 17, 678 


» at } ‘ i ;, 83, O4 79, 610 
43, 389 | 37, 15! 175 i 9,716 | 141, 465 | 
' 


no4 
23, 112 | 471,15 54, 472 


122, 616 333, 415, 163 6 , 916, 1, 571, 
306 3, 143 | { 1, 05 , S45 
59, 391 26, 168 21, 546 3, | 25, , 652 
110, 709 108, 224 74, 620 4, | ’ 16, 168 
81 232 1, 106 54, 570 206 | 
7, 704 28, 632 | 8, 568 &, 376 5, 620 | 216 | 
620, 136 432, 112 | 208, 077 112, 068 | 56, 750 7, 060 
| 
| 
| 


' 


382,225 | 18, 704, 912 17,895,822 | 13,499,418 | 13,440,745 | 20, 709, 876 10, 847, 934 
| 


; | Census total 
Census total 7 


Census total | Estimated 
| 1910 Estimated first and *{ foreign born, | 
j ne ; i s 
ies | Pe t | 


native born, | census total 


second native born 

tile ret ox . baly 

decs (1 decade) | Grand total otal white second Pines “ generation | later genera- 
- ner ; , sen ‘ (child . eande. 
generation immigrants) ,“ iikddren of | tior 8 (grand 

“| immigrants) jchildren, etc.) 


| 
} 
j e 
| 


564 150, 580, 464 BS, 706, 37 31, 185, 237 | » 177, 72 19, 007, 512 57, 611, 133 


342 R791, 528 | f 0 $, 129, 7 145, 141 1, 684, 657 | 2, 047, 42 
? ‘ 63, 234 59, 452 | 114, 366 
32, 681 11, 022 | 13, 703 
191, 496 276, 029 120, 365 
; 150, 770 | 145, 506 296, 276 
, , > a ee 1. 738, 067 333, 678 | 124. 727 | 208, 951 , 404, 389 
he : wneenoned 7 2 94 1, 915, 864 5, 344, 128 , 644, 093 
el 
t ~) | | 56 47, 084, 650 | 26 2, 365, 849 5, 039, 277 | 

eee "376, 034 . 321 | 25, 906, 398 | 824. OSS 1, 482,024} 23, 599, $ 
Ireland 2 | 678. 130 = 15.691 | 14, 878, 350 | 4, 136, 1, 164, 707 ‘ 0 rs 
ed 240, 938 3% 3. O81 2, 921, 432 | 731, 239 310, 092 | » 190, 19 
Wales. * as 34, 928 3 152 | 144, 128 230, 380 66, 962 "186, 258 
Not specified. ; : 3.411 | 3, 234, 342 | --.--- ofiacccldeseeec ‘ 3, 284, 342 


{$$$} $$$ 


4 Discrepancy betwoen census and immigration figures, 
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I in tl States where the English are most dominant that the 
ir e size of a family is most evident, and in the well-to-do 

i f our cities. For example, in New England the average family 

yuly 4.1 person The native born in Massachusetts in 1910 had a 

of 14.8 per 1,000, but the foreign born had a birth rate of 

i i} eath rate of the natives j Massachusetts was 16.3 for the 
! \ d 15.8 for the foreign born The deaths were greater than 

t by 1.5 per 1,000 among the nat born; among the foreign born 

hs were 34 p 1,000 more than the deaths 

it shows in his Ethnic Factors in the Population of Boston 
( ) t the birth rate of the native born in Boston is 16.4 per 1,000 
ind th leath ra is 17.2 Of the Irish in Boston the birth rate is 
15.6 and the deat rate is 25.2: Germans, birth rate 48, and death 
rate 1 Russian Jew birth rate 94.6 and death rate 15.9; Italians, 
birth r 104.6 and death rate 25.3 

It generally maintained that the best people limit their offspring 
the 4 t do not It said that the worst citizens are most prolific. 
Vi depends upon the meaning of good citizenship A poor man can be 
a good citize Ife is usually more industrious, thrifty, law abiding and 
(od fearing than th ich, and the statistics prove absolutely that most 
foreigt roups stand above the native population in regard to industry, 
thr bedience to law and practice of religion 

Sa Ellwood in his Sociology and Modern Social Problem “25 
the present tendencies continue, it is apparently not difficult to foresee 
a time in the not very distant future when the old Puritan New Eng- 
land f lies will be replaced in the population of Massachusetts and 
oston almost entirely by recent immigrants Ellwood adds (p. 177): 

Pra illy everywher the same tendencies are manifest; that is, 
everywhere we find the native-born white population failing to hold its 
own longside of tl more recent immigrants Apparently, therefore, 
we must conclude that the birth rate of the native whites in the United 
State s declining to such an extent that that element in our popula- 
tion threatens to become extinct if present tendencies continue In 
th light of th situation it is certainly not scientific to reckon that 
56.7 per cent of the white stock in the United States hails from Prot- 
estant Britain, and to give Protestant Britain a quota of 86,135 out of 
every 150,000 immigrants. 

Cherefore, the national origins theory of legislation on immigration 
is unscientific, unfair, and unwise, and the proposed immigration act 
‘ ht not to become law It overlooks important historical facts It 
i 1 unw discrimination among races and nations. It is based upon 
in unsound theory of citizenship and an unwarranted fear of the 
* foreigner And, above all, it rests upor inadequate statistical 
ealculations, 

Up to the close of 1919 the United States had issued five Liberty 
loar two In 1917, two in 1918, and one in 1919, the last being known 
as the Victory Liberty loan In these five loans $18,500,000,000 was 
eniled for Over $24,.000,000,000 was actually subscribed; 21,000,000 
people subscribed for the fourth loan. One of the posters in the Victory 
Liberty loan of April, 1919, was drawn by Howard Chandler Christy, 
entitled “Americans all! It had the picture of an American flag, a 


woman in front of it placing a laurel wreath above the honor roll of 
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men who had given their lives for the United States. There were five | 
names of men from northern and western Europe: Smith, O’Brien, 
Du Bois, Haucke, and Knutson; there were nine names of men from 
southern and eastern Europe: Gonzales, Villotto, Andressi, Pappandri- 
kopolous, Chriszanevicz, Kowalski, Turovich, Cejka, and Levy. These 
were all Americans—‘Americans all!”. ilere were both Jew and 
Gentile, Greek and barbarian; all were, as Gavit calls them, “Amer- 
icans by choices America had been to them, as Craig puts it, * God’s 
melting pot The massing here of representatives from many lands 
should not hinder them from becoming one nation They all bave 


something to supply and something to surrender for the making of 
ideal peopk Stop calling the immigrant a problem,’ 
“Tlow would you like somebody to call you a problem?" Among the 
interesting things in Shriver's book Immigrant Forces is a table show 
ing the proportion of immigrant employees in various industries. For 


an 


Says Shriver. 


example 


are immigrants; 53 per cent of those engaged in the manufacture of 
boots and shoes; 71 per cent of the iron and steel workers; 79 per cent 
of the copper miners; 72 per cent of the coal miners; 89 per cent of 
the oil refiners; SO per cent of the furniture makers; 76 per cent of the 
meat packers ; 98 per cent of the sugar refiners. 

The variety of races in America is astonishing. America is a Babel 
A newspaper reporter observed that in New York City 66 languages 
fre spoken by aS Many groups, 49 newspapers are published in for 
eign languages, and the school at Mulberry Bend has children of 29 
wationalities, Yet all these eventually become one people, with one 
language and one flag 

lor mankind is one in spirit, and an instinct bears along, 

Round earth’s electric circle, the swift flash of right or wrong; 


Whether conscious or unconscious, yet humanity's vast frame 
Through its ocean-sundered fibers feels the gush of joy or shame— 
in the gain or loss of one race all the rest have equal claim. 


Ninety-four per cent of the people engaged in making clething 
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The present writer is American born, from migrant parents, Thy 
had come from Norway, a co ints smal yl nap j Dig in a vo 
ment He went to public school, wher tau 1 na t 
his nationality and made to believe tha stock was low down and 
the scum of the irtl H Kk 1 b 10V yr he has irefull 
vestigated his own stock and man sther 1 written i i 
1uthoritative books about t) rhe following words fro bh d 5 
of President Calvin Coolidg: the Nor American Center Tune 
8, 1925, St. Paul addressed to the Norws ios in ui 
ticular, could iV k ith il ft bout alme I other 
immigrant group in this land 

“Our America, with all that it represents of | 1 the world, i» 
now and will be what you make it Its inst tions of religious liberty 
of education and economic opportunity, of constitutional rights, of th 
integrity of the law, are the most precious possessions of the human 
race, These do not emanate from the Government. They come from 
the consecration t father, the love of the mother, and the devotion 
of the children hey are the product of that honest, earnest, and tire 
less effort that goes into the rearing of the familv altar and the making 
of a home of our country They can have no stronger supporters, no 
more loyal defender than that great body of our citizenship which you 
represent. When I look upon you and realize what you are and what 
you have done, I know that in your hands our « itty is secure You 
have laid up your treasure in what Americ represents, and there will 
your hearts be also. You have given your pledge to the land of the free 
The pledge of the Norwegian people has never yet gone unredeemed.” 
This address has been published by Congress as House Document No 
143, 1926. 

A delegation of notables from Norway came to attend the Norse- 
American Centennial at St. Paul In New York they were officially 
welcomed by Mayor John Hylan. In bis address, which Was very 
felicitous, he remarked that he liked the Norwegians because they 
made good servants. ‘I am glad to hear that answered the spokes- 
man for the visitors, “they were taught in their Norwegian home to 
be true and faithful. But bear in mind the promise ‘that he who has 
been faithful over a few things will be made ruler over many things.’ 
The Norwegians, you say, have been faithful in the little things. They 
are good servants, but they do not remain as servants forever. I 
understand they are already becoming mayors and hold other offices of 
honor and trust Six of your 48 governors are of Norwegian blood.” 

So it is with the Jew He may be brought up in the East Side 
ghetto, but after a while yon find him or his sons living on Riverside 
Drive, West Side. So with the other immigrants, they make good. 
They came here to make good ‘hey work hard in this beloved land 
of their choice. They try to transplant the best culture of their father 
lands on American soil. They enrich American ideals and living They 
intermurry and produce a vigorous race They build the home, the 
most fundamental of social institutions rhey do not believe in divorce 
or race suicide “The whole history of Europe,” says Techet in his 
Volker, Vaterlander und Fursten (1913), p. 149), “ testifies to the 
wholesome effect of racial intermixture effected under favorable condi- 
tions, and it also proves that no race has ever created a progressive 
civilization without a certain admixture of foreign blood.” 

The proposed immigration act is not the solution of the immigra- 
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ing this land as a home of free institution The Germans and Scandi- 
navians have been coming to America for a long time, an increasing 
stream, fresh and powerful 4s mountain torrents. Leif Erickson, a Nor- 
wegian, discovered Vivland in the year 1000; Tyrker, a German, was a 
member of his band The Swedes settled Delaware and Vennsylvania 
in 1638 The Danes and Norwegiaus were in New York along with 
Hendrik Hudson Our America, like England herself, is more German 
and Scandinavian than English. The proposed immigration act must 
not pass. It is unfair and pernicious. Let the Germans and Scandi- 
navians come to America and they will enrich this land with brain 


and brawn, with patriotic devotion. and Christian idealism. 

We have no quarrel with Congress for passing laws restricting unde- 
sirable immigrants Nor do 
we discuss here the question of restriction at all. We accept the policy 
of establishing quotas as a political issue, and we are not concerned with 
the political aspects at all. We call attention to the fact that the 
proposed quotas on the national origin basis are unscientific and unjust. 


Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON}. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, some time ago I mentioned 
the fact that I had called on the Bureau of Efficiency for cer- 
tain information. We have in this bill before us $200,000 for 
the Bureau of Efficiency. The information I sought was to 
find out just how they were spending that money, and what 
their many employees were doing for the Government in return 


the criminal, the diseased, the degenerate. 
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therefor You will remember that Chief Brown refused to 
vive that informatior 
When the House met on December 5 tast I tntroduced Reso 
Wwtion No. 16 propounding six questions of inquiry to the Chief | 
of the Bureau of Efficiency to bring out this information 
When the Bureau of Efficiency found it was going to be forced 









to grant it, it did give it. The Chief of the Bureau of Effi- | 
ciency, Mr. Herbert D. Brown, brought to me this morning at 


my office, in writing, his answer to all such inquiries, giving me 
all the facts I requested, which I desire to discuss in my 10 
minutes Without reading them I ask unanimou msent to 
insert them in the Recorp 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Texas ks unan 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recori Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection 

Mr. TILSON The gentleman asks unanimous consent t 
insert the questions and the answers. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; the questions and the answers to the 
questions propeunded to him, and I also expect to extend my 
remarks generally under the leave. 

The following are my six questions of inquiry which in my 
resolution, (H. Res. 16), introduced by me in this House of 
December 5, 1927, I propounded to said Herbert D. Brown 
Chief of the United States Bureau of Efficiency 


Resolved. That the Chief of the United States Bureau of Efficiency 


is directed to report to the House of Representatives at tl earli 
date practicable the following fact 

(1) The names, their post-office ddresses, and their 1 tive sal 
aries of all officers and employees of the said United States Bureau of 
Efficiency who have been employed by it during any part of t alendar 
year of 1927, and when, respectively, they began working for said 


bureau, and if any have ceased working for said bureau, the date tl 
eeased working for said burean 

(2) The names and post-offi addresses of all persons, corporations 
oer other business concerns, if any, for whom, since he has been Chief 
of the United States Bureau of Efficiency, he has rendered any service 
for which he received pay, when, respectively, he rendered same, and the 
compensation, respectively, he received for same, if he did do so 

3) The names of all employees of the United States Bureau of 
Efficiency since he bas been chief of same, if any, who have rendered 


business concern for 





any service for any person, corporation, or other 


and employers, when they so worked, and the remuneration they re- 
eived for same, if any did so work 

(4) What departments, bureaus, commissions, or independent estab- 
lishments of the United States Government has the United States 
Bureau of Efficiency investigated since January 1, 1927, the number of 
employees and length of time engaged upon each of same 

(5) What departments or officers of the government of the Dtstrict | 
of Columbia has the United States DBtreau of Efficiency investigated 
since January 1, 1927, the number of employees and length of time | 


which they received pay, the names and addresses of such employees 


engaged upon each of same, and what law authorized same, respec- | 








(6) Where reports of such invest 





itions were made, attach copies, | 
The following are the six answers said Herbert D. Brown, | 
Chief of the United States Bureau of Efficiency. made in writing 
except that I have left out the argument he made in trying to 
excuse his aceepting employment from corporations on the 
outside, to wit: 

ANSWERS OF HERBERT D, BROWN 

On House Resolution 16, I am furnishing you certain information 
ealled for by that resolution 

First. I inclose a statement marked “ Exhibit A,” showing the names, 
salary rates, dates of appointment, dates of termination of service, 
if any, of all officers and employees of the Bureau of Efficiency during 
the period from July 1, 1926, to December 1, 1927. The post-office 
address of all of the employees of the bureau is Washington, D. C. 

Second. I do not consider that the information called for in the 
second paragraph of the resolution is of any interest to Congress, for 
the reason that such unofficial undertakings as I have engaged in 
during the time I have occupied the position of Chief of the Bureau 
of Efficiency have been conducted outside of the recognized hours for 
official employment. I am, nevertheless, entirely willing to furnish the 
information, ete. 

The only company from which I have received any considerable 
amount of money is the du Pont Co. of Wilmington, Del They have 
paid me for services covering a period of 15 years—from 1914 to 1927 
the sum of $7,886.42, ‘rom all other sources I have received about 
$500. 

Third. I am unable to furnish the information called for in the 
third paragraph of the resolution for the reason that it is not within | 


i 
over his own signature and brought to my office this morning, 
| 
| 
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‘ nt of e District of Colun nw Bu f I 3 
was ged during tl pe d from Jani I 7. to Decemb 1. 
1927, show t? tegrecat 1mount expended f s ‘ on fon 
with those Ssigt s 
Sixt} I also incloss TT randut I k Ex t pd rela ti to 
he qu of 1 autl ity f { I 2 n- 
ment of the Dis of Colt \ 
\ very tft \ 
Tiere D. I w 
( 4 } ‘ f PMc / 
ey I A. 
HERBERT D. BROWN S BXITIRBITS ATTACHED TO S ANSWERS 
LAist of employeca of the United States Bureau of Eficic , during the 
period July 1, 1926, to Nevember 80, 1 and ila statu i emopilo 3 
as of December ft, 1 
Period « 
4 
Name 
winte rminated rat 
PERMANENT EMPLOYEES | 
Herbert D. Brow: ¢ 0 
William H. McReynolds f, 500 
Victor G. Croissant LvLY 2 
Donald P. Evans 0 
Malcolm Kerlin 2 6.000 
Thomas F. Mury 0 
IND SIRI i ain. cinnahcnctland aceite 0 OO 
& ) OD ‘ 
James V. Bennett ...._.. 4, 00 
Edward E. Berne 23, 192 4, 200 
Jerome F. Gunther 4, OO 
Geo. C. Havenner 4, 600 
John L. Keddy 927 4 200 
William E. Miekey...... o “00 
Sidney Morgan “uo 
} John B. Payne - 4, 200 
I ea are aa weauemeuita 4 500 
Se UM icnciin iniestitenincrcneninsintaiail 0, 1924 4, 000 
fl eee 4 000 
Arthur G. Thomas_.......- 000 
Wilson E. Wilmot__......... 5, 1926 +, 00 
William F. Littlejohn._.......-... + 3, 00 
Leonard W. A’Hearn 3, 008 
Paul B. Banning : 5, 200 
Ralph Bowman hilt ae . 3. 
German 8 a . 4, 1927 i, 100 
Archie L. Peterson - a 5. 300 
Florence ¢ Beil J 2,000 
David W. Cannon ere 2, 000 
John H. Clark- pibcienedions j 2, 400 
Bernard E. Garrett 3, 000 
Robert W. Maxwell__...._- euduel 2 MeO 
0 a RS ae 2 2, 800 
Raymond J. Queenin__-- 2, 600 
Owen G. Reichmann... .- 2, 00 
William E. Talsey ane da 26, 1927 2, 400 
Theodore F. Wilson, jr............. 200) 
Nellie L. Yeatman 2 ow 
SE I a URED ciditiccnneucicnamesnd Ce fT Pointe ckees 2, 4 
I Te Te i aie aide , 2, 400 
Gladys E. Weaver-. ‘ 2, 0 
Lura E. Harrison. ‘ 2, 000 
Borin Go, TRA oi oon oc cd cccdbenes 2, 0 
Walter F. Carruthers — 2, 40 
Gertrude C. Lombard......-.. 2, 040 
Geraldine E. Anglim 1, 620 
Rebecca A. Crawford 10 
Virginia Guard_............. hincitin alld i, sa) 
Gertrude F ) echeniiamiaes 1, 8 
Freda Smigelsky --_-.......... 1, 800 
Ina Sparks belie diadaliicaeaied svwsaine i, 
Genevieve E. Lemmer........ ‘ i, 0 
Grace M. Trageser x im) 
Margaret F. Nash............ denbatadie 9 
i 3 | rr oe ere 1, OO) 
| Victor H. Gottschalk .____ otinidimeateinieadie -” Ho 
| Geo. K. Hamil! Se ean 4, 4) 
Russel! R. Reagh (00 
Vernon Worthington 1, 40 
Geo. W. Powell____. ee ee S i, 20 
William G. Shields July 29, 1921 “ 1, O80 
Geo. A. Washington....... J Dec: 1, 1913 | Sept. 30, 1918 1, 260 
i iSu, Sav 
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Exaisir A—Contianed 
the United States Bureau 
Continued 


Liat of employees of of Efficiency, ete— 


Period of service 
Annnal 
Name “ ; mr salary 


Appointed Terminated sae 


TEMPORARY EMPLOYS 

Annie Mathew ‘ Jan 

Howard B. Gill (furloughed Jan 

Geo, W, Reik July 

Kdward H Feb Apr 
Joyce M Aug Aug. 
Mabel Oct. 25,1996 Dex 
Cieo, I Mar. 24, 192 
Mar, 29, 1927 
Mar. 15, 
June 20, 
Mar. 19, 1927 
Maude H. Roge Oct. 26, 1926 
Elizabeth FE, Stern ; mice -., June &, 1927 
Agnes Wilson July 9, 1927 
Ree D, (Zug) Brook do 
Mabel Barker Sept 9, 
Martha KE. Bergseth 
Ethe! M. Brown 
Elsie D. Echols 
Dorothy English 
Crertrude V. Fowler 
Stella ( Reed 
Helen FE, Smith 
dgrace O. Washburn 
Margaret A. Burt (7 days May 1, 
Constance ©. Burt (83 days July 1, 
Adele B. Schnatz (31 day ‘ do 
Adele B. Schnatz (73 days) Oct 1, 1926 
Joseph Sanford Oct is, 
Otto C, Winestock June 11,192 
Wallace R. Brode July 1,1 
James H, Platt May 10, 1927 


scnirmer 
Baldwin 
Byler 

(rane 
Elizabeth D’Orsay 
Ruth M,. Learn 
Jo O' Hara 
F< 


lith Ogden 


Aug 
Oct. 
Oct 
June 
Dec, 2 
Aug. : 


Nov, 


Aug.-22, 1 
Aug. 15, 
July l, 
June 9Y, 
dept. L 
Aug. 17,1 
Aug. 15, 

May 10, 


Aug 
Aug. 5,1926} 
| June 30, 1927 
Oct. 24,1927 ; 
|} Oct. 17,1937 
Novy. 14, 1927 
| June 30,1927 
7 | May 31, 1927 
| Dec. 31, 1926 
Aug. 31, 1926 
Dec. 


1926 


June ; 


NOT ON FULL-TIME BASIS 


Ernest ( teward 


!Only 


Total permanent employees as of Dee. 1, 1927, 57, annual roll. 


Exuinit B 
government of the District of 
was enyaged during the 


Columbia in which the 
pertod from January 1 


Otfices of the 
Bureau of Efficiency 
to December 1, 1927 


Name of office: 
Retirement 
Recorder of 

Columbia snsiadlail 
Police court, District of Columbia a . 
House committee—Gibson subcommittes en nanhou 61. 9- 
Publie-school survey, District of Columbia_...---.--. 38,. 


Total expenditure 
valuation, teachers min iieeinsiemitials 
deeds and register of wills, District of 

o x? 


Total himnedicts mie numa 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in these | 


answers the Chief of the United States Bureau of Efficiency, 
Mr. Herbert D. Brown, shows, and he himself admits, that he 
has received pay from one outside corporation, the du Ponts of 
Delaware, $7,886.42 for work he has performed for such corpora- 
tion since he has been Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency. 

Mr. SPROUT of Illinois. In how long a period? 

Mr. BLANTON. Since he has been Chief of the Bureau of 
Efficiency. 

Mr. SPROUL of Mlinois. How long is that? 

Mr. BLANTON. He says he has received it during the past 
13 years. He became Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency in 1916, 
and it has been while he was chief. 

Mr. SPROUL of Ulinois. Is there anything in the law that 
forbids him to receive it? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not yield further to my friend; I will 
let my friend square that with his own conscience. 

.~Mr. SPROUL of Ulinois. It is squared. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman wants to build houses as 

a contractor, or wants to practice law, during the time that he 


is in Congress he ought to let the people of Illinois know thai | 


he is doing it, and if the Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency who 
is getting $7,500 a year from the people’s tax money wants to 
spend his time on the outside for corporations he ought to let 
Congress at least know about it without compelling them to dig 
it out of him. Now, up to finding this out I have been one of 
his strongest defenders on the floor. 

I have not altegether lost confidence in him. 
that he is doing some good work. I still would have been 
his defender here had it not been for his recent actions, but 
I say that when a man uses his efforts and energies at night- 
time for somebody else, he can not do that degree and quality 
of work which the people are entitled to in the daytime. 


I still believe 
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| cost 


| one of 


} and the District government. 
| that he drew up the specifications for the machinery that made 


like 


$3, 059. 50 | 


| penses 
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Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. BLANTON, No; I regret that I have not the time. If 
I had the time I would. I want to show you why I object to 
it. This Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency will tell you that 
he recommends constantly for the departments of this Gov- 
ernment, both Federal and District, the purchase of certain 
important valuable machinery and supplies from various cor- 
porations. If you will ask him he will tell you that for the 
Veterans’ Bureau he purchased a tabulating machine which 
the taxpayers of this country over $400,000, and it is 
stored there in the basement of the Veterans’ Bureau, and 
has never been used by anyone, and there have been four 
different directors in there since it was purchased, and not 
them has ever used it, because it is not practicable to 
use it. It is absolutely worthless, so far as four different 
directors of the Veterans’ Bureau have determined. 

He will tell you that he helped to draw up the specifications 
for the purchase of machinery for both the Federal Government 
If you ask him he will tell you 


SPROUL of Ulinois. Mr. Chairman. will the gentleman 


here in the District the last automobile tag numbers, and he 
will tell you that he not only drew up the specifications, but 
he afterwards recommended to the District Commissioners that 
they buy this machinery from the firm from which it was 
bought. Oh, how easy it is to be employed when a man can 


| draw up specifications for machinery furnished by certain cor- 


porations, and when he is in a position to recommend its pur- 
chase, for those corporations to come to him and offer him 
employment that pays him large sums on the outside! 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would not such a contract be void? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; because we have Congressmen here 
my friend from Illinois |Mr. Sprout] who believes that 
so long as they give eight hours a day to the Government they 
can do anything on earth they want to at night. 

Mr. SPROUL of Ulinois. Does not the gentleman do that? 
He is drawing salary from the Government as a Congressman. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I most certainly do not. I have been 
in Congress 11 years, and I could have made each year since 
I have been here as much as $20,000 practicing law, but I have 
never practiced law since I have been a Congressman. I give 
all my time to the people, and I work day and night for them. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Did not the gentleman lecture in 
my home city of Chicago and was he not paid for a lecture 
there? 

Mr. BLANTON. No: I did not lecture, but upon invitation 
I addressed the leading business men of Chicago, and my ex- 
were paid, and they told me that they got value 
received for it. 

Mr. SPROUL of IUinois. They told me so also. 

Mr. BLANTON. jut I do not take employment from them. 
And I do not take employment from anybody. My time belongs 
to the people when I am in Congress, and they get all of my 
time. They do not get a part of it. They get all of my 
energies; they do not get just part of them. 

The Washington Post the other day published an editorial 
saying that the fact that the head of the Bureau of Efficiency 
had been employed by the du Ponts, was evidence that he was 
a great man; that if the du Ponts would employ him and pay 
him seven or eight thousand dollars it was evidence of his 
efficiency. When he is drawing specifications and when he is 
making recommendations for the purchase of valuable ma- 
chinery, and when he can cause to be purchased for one bureau 
like the Veterans’ Bureau a tabulating machine that cost the 
taxpayers $400,000 and is worthless, corporations can afford to 
employ him, and pay him seven or eight thousand dollars in 
fees. And he says he has received some other fees, amounting 
to $500 from some others. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not altogether lost confidence in Mr. 
Brown yet. I believe he will quit this practice. When I came 


' here he was one of the most efficient men that we had in the 


Government. When I came here I had as much confidence in 
him as I had in any other Government official here in Wash- 
ington. When I came here I believed that he was doing as 
much for the taxpayers as any other official in the Government. 
I have stood here on this floor time and time again when he 
was attacked and defended him, and I have helped your chair- 
man, MARTIN Mappen, defend him. I was one of those who 
helped Mr. MappEN and Mr. Woop’s committee increase his sal- 
ary to $7,500 a year. But I was expecting him to give all of 
his time to the people of this Government and not to accept 
employment from corporations on the outside. And I expected 
him to give me information about his bureau when I asked for 
it. And why did not he give it when I first asked for it? Why 
did he compel me to force him to give it to me? 
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Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has about half a minute. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am sorry that I have not more time. I 
want to call attention to the faet that Mr. Brown admits in 
the information that he gave me this morning in writing, in 
response to this Resolution No. 16, that last vear for the District 
government alone, not the Federal Government, he expended 
$105,000 of the people’s money. He did not have any authority 
of law to do this. He thus wasted the people's tax money, as 
he has nothing whatever to do with the District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from New 


time so that he may be able to answer some questions I would 
like to ask him about that report that is going to be published 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would be very glad to answer any ques- 
tions that the gentleman would ask me if he will get the gentle 
man from New Hampshire to yield me the time. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will have to get 
the time from the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuLven]. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not ask for any more time from the 
gentleman from New York, as he has already given me more 
time than he had to spare. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes to the gen- 
tleman frem Mississippi [Mr. Lowrey]. 


ID 
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THE QUESTION OF FEDERAL SUPPORT OF HOWARD UNIVERSITY 

For four suceessive years now I have opposed the items in 
the Interior bill making appropriations for maintenance and 
improvement of Howard University. Each year I have been 
able to eliminate the item from the House bill on point of 
order that it Was an appropriation not authorized by law. The 
Chairman has always sustained the point of order and the 
proponents of the measure have always agreed that his ruling 
was correct. 

The items preposed in the bill from year to year bave varied 
in amount from $218,000 to SS63,000 and have averaged near 
a half million dollars a year. It is now 49 years since Congress 


| began appropriating to this institution. The annual -amounts 
s , . es | 
Hampshire {Mr. Wason] to yield the gentleman a little more 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog: | 


nized for 45 minutes. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, after listening to the proceed- 
ings this afternoon I concluded that the debate had degenerated 
or regenerated into a kind of free-for-all tariff fight. Since that 
time it has regenerated two or three different ways. I am going 
to talk to you people for a little while, and I believe if you will 
listen to me I will be able to give you something quite interesting 
and instructive about negroes and white folks. Most of you 
gentlemen belong to one or the other of those races, and you 
ought to be interested. 

Wie southern white folks who know the old-time southern negro, 
and who like him and appreciate him, consider him a wit and a 
humorist and a philosopher of a very rare type. There are no 
others just like him. For instance, a negro went to town one 
time upon circus day and saw an elephant for the first time. 
He said, “ That is the curiousest animal I ever seed in my life. 
He eat hay with his tail.” Another negro replied, “ That ain't 
no tail; that big thing what hang down over his mouf, you call 
dat a tail?” The first negro replied, “I dunno what you call 
it if it ain't a tail. It hang down lak a tail and curl up lak a 
tail. It sho look lak a tail to me.” The other said, “ Dat ain't 
no tail; dat’s his trunk.” “Den ah reekon dat little un what 
hang down behin’, dats his suitcase,” was the reply. 

A friend of mine was out with a negro driver some years ago, 
in the old days of livery teams and buggies, and the negro said 
to him, “ Boss, does you think you has a pretty good time?” 
“ Yes,” replied my friend, “1 think I have a fine time. I would 
like for you to show me somebody whe has a better time than 
I.” The negro said, “ No, Boss; you is mistaken. There ain't 
nobody in dis world but a nigger dat bas a real good time. 
There are a lot of white folks dat thinks dey has a good time, 
but it is just ignorance.” 

I am coming before you to-day to show you in what respect 
you are in ignorance with reference to certain conditions and to 
my attitude on certain questions. 

I want to make a correction. I have been wanting for three 
or four years a real chance to discuss an issue before this 
Congress, and have discussed it three or four times, but having 
had not more than 5 or 10 minutes on either eccasion I could 
not go into it at all. 

Now the question I am going to discuss for a little while is 
again the Howard University question. I am not going partien- 
larly into an argument upen it, but it has been a matter of 
surprise to me to notice the ignorance that some of my good 
friends have shown as to my attitude on that question, and my 
spirit in regard to it. Now, in order that I may correct the 
ignorance that apparently prevails among some of you folks 
who have been thinking hard about it and considering me to 
be a miserable, hard-boiled sinner because of my position on 
that subject, and in order that I may give it to you straight 
and candidly and kindly, I have reduced to writing what I am 
going to say. I am going to read as much of it as the time 
allotted to me permits, but I want you to get it verbatim et 
literatim et punctuatim, with no chance of anybody misqucting 
me or misunderstanding me in the matter. 


to start on were $10,000 per year, and it was more than a 
quarter of a century before a single appropriation reached 
$50,000. But as usual in such cases “Increase of appetite 
grew by what it fed on.” It is another case of the camel 
getting his nose under the tent. The annual amount called for 
soon grew to more than $100,000, and now for 15 years it has 
never been less than $100,000. And for seven of those years 
it has gone above $200,000 and on up as high as $591,000 and 
then $863,000 for a single vear. All told, Congress bas given 
to this one institution for negro education pure gratuities amount- 
ing to $5,000,000. I say pure gratuities because Howard is 
in no sense a Government institution. So, in taking the money 
of the taxpayer and giving it to this school we have bestowed 
Federal funds on private charity, just as if we gave the public 
money to Hampton or Tuskegee or Fiske; or to Yale or Johns 
Hopkins or George Washington or any other institution for 
the education of white people. 

And all these millions have been thus appropriated without 
authority of law. It seems to me that we have reached the 
forks of the road on this matter, and that the road has three 
forks: (1) We must go on indefinitely making these appro- 
priations illegally, and doubtless indefinitely increasing them; 
or (2) we must pass a bill to legalize them; or (5) we must 
quit making them. 

I favor the last-mentioned course, but I want to discuss the 
three briefly. 

If we legalize it we commit ourselves permanently to the 
governmental policy of maintaining at Federal expense a uni- 
versity for one race of our population. We do not maintain 
such an institution for whites or Indians or any other race 
except the Negro. 

If we go on doing the thing illegally, as in the past, we give 
the country a bad example of method in legislation, and stultify 
ourselves as legislators. 

But do the conditions demand or justify our continuing these 
appropriations at all? I hold that in preportion to their edu- 
cational needs the negroes of America are as well provided for 
as the white folks. In almost every county of the South the 
money paid to maintain schools for negro children is far beyond 
the proportion of tax which the negroes pay. In addition to 
this every Southern State supports a school of higher grade 
for negroes, and most of them support two or three such 
schools. And then there are the private and church schools, 
institutes, academies, and colleges by the score, and in recent 
vears the Rosenwald schools. In my own State, according 
to the last report which I have read, there were 47 such 
schools. At least a half dozen of these are colleges with prop- 
erty, equipment, and support comparing favorably with the 
average white college of the State. In the Southern States 
there are more than 200 of them listed as being for “ higher 
education.” This, of course, does not mean higher classical 
education, but in many instances it means higher practical 
education of the first order. 

What I assert unhesitatingly and without fear of contra- 
diction is this: Wherever the Negro race is found, North or 
South, the State, the county, and private philanthropy are 
furnishing them elementary schools well proportioned to their 
numbers and their needs; and aiso high schools, colleges, ard 
teacher training schools equal to those furnished to the white 
people, when we eonsider the numbers in each race that are 
really prepared for high school and college. Then why should 
the Federal Government adopt one institution for one race 
and heap millions in gratuities upon it at the expense of ali 
other institutions of both races? Through municipal and 
State governments we foruixh to white and negro youth schools 
of all grades from elementary to college, and by cooperation 
with the States the Federal Government helps both races in 
agricultural and mechanical schools, but so far as I know 
Howard is the only real university that receives annually 
its hundreds of theusands of dollars in zratuities from the 
Government. 
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And 
versity 


just across the tewn there is George Washington Uni- 
Of its 6,000 pupils a very large per cent are Gov- 


ernment clerks and employees who work hard for the day, 
then spend their evenings and hard-earned money for some 
school opportunities. And they pay full twice the rate of tui- 
tion that is paid at Howard, which would not be true if their 
institution received some hundreds of thousands of Govern- 
ment gratuities each year. To you gentlemen who consider 
ine so Wicked and hard-boiled on account of my attitude on 
this matter I commend a slogan: “ Millions for negro pupils, 
not a cent for whites.” 

My argument is not against Howard University or its work. 
The plea is made thet the Negro race are in need of teach- 
ers, preachers, dentists, and physicians, and that Howard is 


furnishing these sut Howard is not the only institution that 
can furnish them. Many other schools are doing the same 
work and doing it without Government appropriation. It is as 


easy to get voluntary coutributions to negro education as to any 
other line of philanthropy in America. 
cess of the recent campaign to raise $5,000,000 for Tuskegee and 
Hampton, Of course, this philanthropy will not turn to Howard 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—ILOUSE 


Witness the speedy suc- | 


in a great way as long as it is understood that the United States | 


Government will provide for that institution. Yet, if your con- 
tention as to the work being done by Howard is true, let that 
plea go to the world with the statement that Government aid 
has been withdrawn and the response would evidently be even 
greater than the responses to the appeals of Hampton and 
Tuskegee. 

Howard has come thus far through the munificence of Con- 
in illegally appropriating to a private institution some 
$5,000,000 taxed from the people for Government expenses. The 
time has now come not that the burden should be permanently 
fastened on the Government in a way to insure its constant 
growth as a vicious paternalistic proposition, but that the in- 
stitution should be given the opportunity and responsibility of 
living and working by its own right and its own strength and 
in its own way 

But every time this question comes up for consideration in the 
Hlouse it tukes a turn against which I want here and now to 
enter a vigorous protest. In fact, almost every discussion that 
involves the Negro race in any way takes the same turn. Some 
of you northern Republicans make it the occasion for saying 
things which will go out to the negro voters of your districts 
to impress them that you are their friends and the other fellows 
are their enemies. This is not only unfair, unjust, and untrue, 
but it further complicates a social and civic situation which is 
already serious enough. These insinuations were made when 
the House discussed the question of a special memorial to the 
negro troops in France, Again when the question of the bath- 
ing beaches for the city of Washington was before us the great 
and efficient chairman of the Appropriations Committee made 
a speech which was a startling surprise to me and has become 
more and more a surprise, as I have observed his sane views 
und his valuable public service in dealing generally with Fed- 
eral appropriations. I suppose, however, that we may expect 
almost any public man to fall occasionally before the tempta- 
tion of making a speech for home consumption. Yet even in a 
speech for that purpose the question of justice should be 
considered, 

And even my genial friend the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CHALMERS] fell before the same false god in his remarks pub- 
lished in last Friday’s Recorp, when he appealed especially to 
his * Democratic friends” and spoke more than once as if this 
were a party question in which the Democrats were against 
the negro. 

I insist that this should not be, and really is not in any sense 
either a partisan or a local matter, It is a question of govern- 
mental policy and legislative action upon which every man 
should lay prejudice and political expediency aside and act 
upon his conscientious judgment as to what is morally right 
and essentially just. If this is done, I have no fear as to what 
the final action of the Congress will be. 

As to the partisan division on the matter, I may say here 
that four of the men who have called my position in question 
have been Democrats, and two of them have been southern 
Democrats. Again, during the six years that I have been in 
Washington many of the strongest expressions that I have 
heard on the negro question have come from northern Re- 
publicans. Two men who represent districts extending as far 
north as the Great Lakes and both of whom hold very high 
positions in the Republican ranks of this House have expressed 
to me very strongly their opposition to giving the franchise to 
citizens of the District of Columbia, and have assigned as their 
reason the fact that it would enfranchise such a large number 
of negroes here in the National Capital, end might finally mean 


gress 
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negro domination in our capital city. Note, please, this was 
not the declaration of negro-hating southern Democrats, but of 
very prominent northern Republican Congressmen. I do not 
wish to appeal to either sectional prejudice or race prejudice, 
but when there is a consistent effort to deceive the negro popula- 
tion of America on a question like this I think it is time that 
the full truth should be told. And just at this point let me say 
a word to the gentlemen from the north who thus shrink from 
the idea of having the balance of power in our National Capital 
held by the Negro race: For my part I am very sure that the 
most effective agency in bringing that situation about would be 
to make the city of Washington the great educational and social 
center for that race. If we are going to give them a great 
national university, I think it would be wiser to select some 
other location for it. In my candid opinion, five out of six of 
the Members of this House are in their naked hearts anxious to 
avert the possible conditions which I have here mentioned. 

But again as to the question of our mental attitudes toward 
this race of people: During the recent rivers and harbors con- 
vention I sat at the banquet table and talked with a prominent 
délegate from one of the large cities of New York State. He 
was telling me enthusiastically about the splendid residence 
suburb in which he lives, and about the rapid growth through 
which that suburb has recently passed. 

Among other advantages which he mentioned, he said with 
considerable emphasis, “And we do not allow a negro in it.” 
Then he went on to speak of how property values had been 
brought down and many home owners had suffered crushing 
loss in so many cities by the settlement of even a few negroes 
in white communities. Again, a prominent lady from a North- 
western Republican State, speaking to me but recently of the 
town in which she had lived, said: 


And they do not allow a negro to stay in the town. They have a 
vigilance eommittee, whose business it is to meet one when he comes 
into the town and notify him that he will have to go elsewhere. 


Again I call your attention to the things that have occurred 
in East St. Louis, in Chicago, in Detroit, and elsewhere—in the 
States of Illinois, Ohio, New Jersey, and so forth. There have 
been cases of violent race troubles, which at least indicate that 
the bitterest race antagonisms are not in the South. True, we 
have in the South the policy of race segregation, more marked, 
perhaps, than it is in any other country where the two races 
occupy the same territory. But Lothrop Stoddard in his recent 
book on Reforging America states that where this segrega- 
tion is the most rigid and the most marked there occurs the 
least friction between the races. I am very sure that any 
change in that particular among our southern people would be 
very bad for both races and would greatly increase racial 
antagonism and race troubles generally. 

On my recent holiday trip into the South I talked with the 
president of one of the greatest southern colleges for negroes, 
He is a white man that was raised and educated in the North 
and had seen little or nothing of southern conditions until he 
went there as president of this institution. He stated frankly 
to me that in his opinion the best friends the negroes have are 
the southern white folks. 

Now let me say again, I do not discuss this rather unpleasant 
subject through any disposition to arouse prejudices—partisan, 
racial, or sectional. I really think that northern people and 
southern people, Republicans and Democrats, are nearer to- 
gether on these matters than we have perhaps imagined. The 
race question is here and is, in my opinion, growing more acute 
in the North than in the South. The proper settlement of it is 
the white man’s burden, and it is a grave responsibility which 
we should meet bravely and frankly. And it is not fair nor 
right that it should be handled as a political football. 

We southern people have traditional and long-established 
principles on race relations. For some of these we have been 
much abused in some places where the race question was not a 
local reality. It has sometimes been a practical demonstration 
of the saying that “ Fools rush in where angels fear to tread.” 

I am glad to note, however, that sectional antagonisms on this 
question are diminishing. As the Negro race has scattered 
more and more into the various sections of the country and the 
white people of all sections have come to know him better there 
has come about a better understanding of his race traits and of 
the real relations that have so long existed between him and 
the southern white man. For my part I am sure that the 
best relation that has ever existed between poverty and weaith, 
between ignorance and intelligence. and between two widely 
divergent races has been the relation between the old-time 
southern negro and his whi’ folks. If I had another hour to 
speak to you, I could fill the time with illustrations of this 
relationship, and I believe I could show to any doubter that the 
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southern white man with his old-time paternal and somewhat 
disciplinary care has been the best and the most helpful friend 
that the Negro race has had. 

But this brings me back to the original question of discussion 
The southern people and the northern people alike have joined 
in the move to give the negro something in the way of an educa- 
tion. When we count the tax money which the southern white 
man has paid for negro schools, I am sure that the southern 
people have contributed more to this cause than has anybody 
else. And again I assert that we have given to this race as 
adequate educational advantages as to any others for whom 
we provide, and that there is certainly no good reason for, and 
that there are abundant reasons against, maintaining perma- 
nently a great university for negroes in our National Capital 
at Federal expense. And finally let me say, if this is to be 
done at all, it ought to be done out of the funds of the District 


of Columbia, and be a District institution just us in my State, | 


and every other Southern State, we maintain, for instance, a 
negro agricultural and mechanical college as a State institu- 


tion. Gentlemen claim that Howard is needed to train physi- | 


cians and protect the health of the race. If so, let it be done as 
other District institutions are maintained, the Federal Govern- 
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wishes to be fair to the colored race. Does he not believe that 
Howard University here at Washington or seme other institu- 
tion like it is necessary in order that the negro may have some 
thing like an equal chance with the white man who has all 
the great universities of America accessible to him? Consider 
ing the circumstances of the American negro and all the handi- 
caps he must carry in the struggle for an education, does not 
the gentieman from Mississippi believe it to be fair and just 
that there should be one first-class university of high rank 
where the negro can go and acquire a higher education? 

Mr. LOWREY. I do not know where to begin. ! guess I 
will begin here and come through. No; I do not believe that a 
little bit; because 1 know that in my State, for instance, there 
are at least six colleges for negroes, one of them supported by 
the State and the others supported by Christian denominations. 
With their equipment and their financial backing they will 
come nearer furnishing all that is needed for the number of 
negroes in Mississippi that are ready for college than the num- 
ber of colleges for white people in Mississippi will come to 
furnishing it to the number of white people who are ready for 


| college. That is true in my State. and it is true in practically 


ment furnishing only such proportion of the funds as it fur- | 


nishes for other District purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman now yield? 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. My colleague sa.d it ought to be done wholly 
out of the funds of the District of Columbia. 
has ever investigated to find out just how many southern 
States are sending negro students to Howard University at this 
time. I want to say to my friend that I have investigated it. 
Many are coming here from many States. Howard University 
to-day is training nurses for the Negro'race; it is training col 
ored dentists; it is training colored doctors, and teachers, and 
nurses; and it is doing work that must be done for this race 
which can not help itself. That is the reason I have been 
liberal. I have never made a point of order against it or any 
of its appropriations since I have been here, and I never will: 
because I think it is doing a splendid work for a race of people 
that must have something done for it if anything is done at all. 
That is why I have not gone with the gentleman. 

Mr. LOWREY. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question: 
Are there not many other schools that are doing that same 
thing, and do not the white people and the Indians everywhere 
need the same thing? The Government is providing for them 
all alike. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, but white people will help white schools 
more than they will help negro schools; and if it were not for 
the Government aid that Congress has been giving this institu- 
tion for the past years it would not be the institution it is; 
and it would not be doing for the Negro race what it is doing. 
The gentleman should have said that it is a white man’s burden, 
and it is a burden we must assume. While we have been fudg- 
ing with the law to do it I have not found it in my heart to 
make a point of order against these appropriations, and I hope 


1 wonder if he | 


a 


the gentleman will stay here long enough to reach the same | 


conclusion I have reached about it. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I want to say to my friend from Missis- 
sippi that I do not rise in a spirit of citicism at all. My friend 
knows I appreciate his service here in the House and I appre- 
eiate his record as a national leader in the educational field. 
He knows I know of his service in Mississippi and I know of 
his service in Texas and other places where he has worked in 
the department of education. I will say to my friend that, of 
course, in my talk of last week I had advice for the Democrats. 
I like the Democrats. I like the negro and sympathize with 
him and I am with my friend from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] in 
that. I believe we have a great responsibility to the Negro race. 


The negroes are not in this country of their own free will. They | 


were brought here and it is the white man’s burden to foster 
education among them and send, not only into the District of 


Columbia, but into the several States of the Union skilled and | 


professional negro leaders, so that they may work amongst the 
peoples of their own communities. We should prepare here 
doctors, nurses, educators, and lawyers and send them out to 
lead the negroes in all parts of the country. 

Mr. TILSON. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow 


me a question before he answers the two gentlemen who have | 


asked him questions, perhaps he may be able to kill three birds 
with one barrel. First, let me say to the gentleman that I 
know of his great interest in the subject of edueation and of the 
great work he has done along that line. I believe also that he 


every other Southern State. Then, throughout the North there 
are not only schools for the negroes, but there are colleges 
into which they are admitted, the universities for white people. 
I simply contend that the provision is ample and that it is a 
bad precedent for the Government to appropriate Government 
funds by the millions as gratuities to one institution that dees 
not beiong to the Government. I do not believe that should be 
done in order to provide for one race that is being just as weil 
provided for everywhere else. Does that answer your ques- 
tion, so far as you want me to answer it? 

Mr. CHALMERS. Of course, I do not agree with the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. LOWREY. I do not mean that vou agree with me, but 
have I sufficiently answered your question? 

Mr. CHALMERS. I think so. 

Mr. LOWREY. Now, what was your question, Mr. BLANTON? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will ask the gentleman one. He bas 
not a college in his State that graduates negro dentists, and 
he has not a college in his State that graduates negro doctors. 
As far as the gentleman's State is concerned, it graduates 
negro teachers, and that is as far as it goes, but Howard Uni- 
versity graduates negro dentists; it graduates negro physicians 
and negro surgeons; it graduates negro pharmacists; it gradu- 
ates negro teachers; and it graduates negro trained nurses. 
Every one of them is needed from one side of the United 
States to the other to minister to the colored race, wherever 
there are members of that race. Now, is the gentleman against 
that or is he for it? 1 want to find out where the gentleman 
stands on it. 

Mr. LOWREY. In my observation there are places where 
negro doctors and negro nurses are needed. I think they are 
needed here, but if you are going to hang it on that, why not 
provide a medical or dental college? I have never raised my 
voice against the Freedmen’s Hospital. and never will, and [I 
have hever raised my voice against the training of nurses. 

I have been to the Spellman Seminary in Atlanta, a school 
for negro women. I have seen their splendid hospital and their 
nurse training. 

They tell me that their nurses not only nurse their own race, 
but in many cases white families in the town really prefer 
them. They think for some reason they make a more desirable 
helper about the sick room. I am heartily in favor of that, but 
there is an institution that is graduating nurses just as well as 
this one. I do not know about Hampton and I do not know 
about Tuskegee, but I am sure that all of that could be done 
there. Here is my peint, at ieast. If we drop the Federal ap- 
propriation and prociaim to-morrow that this great institution 
falls entirely upon charity, what will happen? When Tuskecee 
and Hampton went out to raise money they raised $5,000,000 in 
a very short while for the two institutions. If the people could 
have said, “ But the Government is giving them $200,000 or 
$300,000 a year,” they could not have touched that amount. 
They could not have raised a tithe of it. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will tell my friend about one matter 
which he can not answer. We will bot let negroes go to the 
State University of Texas. We do not want them there, and 
for one I am perfectly willing for the Government of the 
United States to have a university for them in Washington, 
and to keep them segregated here and away from Texas. 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes; I can answer that. There are plenty 
of negro universities to which your white folks can not go, 
either. They are supported for the two races. While they can 


not go to the University of Texas, they can go to other insti- 
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tutions. The University of Texas may be some university. 
You Texas people think anything is something that is in Texas, 
but it is not a hopeless and ruinous privation for a negro to 
be barred from going to the University of Texas. 
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Mr. BLANTON. That is not the way the doctor used to 
think when he lived in my State as the head of a Texas 
institution. 

Mr. LOWREY. Ob, I admit Texas is a great, big, windy 


State, for that matter [laughter], and we will not have any | 


argument on that. You know, the other day there was a dis- 
pute here between the gentleman from southern Texas [Mr. 
Hupsprra| and the gentieman from Florida [Mr. Green] about 
which plaice a man ought to go when he has made his fortune 


and is ready to die—whether he should go to southern Texas to 
die or ought to go to southern Florida. I said I thought it 


| on the segregation of races. I 


made very little difference, because if he died in either place | 


it would be the most satisfactory place in the world for him to 
die. If he died in either place and went to another and happier 
world, then the change would be so great that it would make 
it only the more glorious that he had come all the way from 
Florida or Texas to a place like that, and if he died in either 
place 
slight it would not hurt very much. [Laughter.] So I admit 
that Texas is a great State. UT am with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana, Is it not the fact 
of the Southern States support negro educational 
that have the rank of college or above? 

Mr. LOWREY. There is not a Southern State that does not, 
and there is not a Southern State in which there are less than 
half a dozen institutions supported within the State by other 
means that have the rank of a college. The gentleman’s State 
has a great negro university, and there are plenty of places 


cation 

But T come back te my first point. If the gentlemen will ar- 
range through proper cooperation with the District of Colum- 
bia to educate negro doctors in the District, I will make no fight 
on that, but this is a question of the maintenance of a great 
university for all purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me say to my friend from Mississippi, 
I do not believe there is a single taxpayer in the State of Texas 
who will say one word against the little stipend that we give to 
Hioward University every year, 

Mr. LOWREY. Tow many taxpayers are there in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia that, when a question of public health is con- 
cerned and when the white physicians here do not want the 
negro practice, would kick against the District maintaining a 
place to educate its negro doctors and nurses? 

Mr. BLANTON. It is more than a District proposition, it is 
a national proposition. There are negro students there from 
practically every State in the Union. 

Mr. LOWREY. So is Tuskegee a national proposition, and 
there are students there from almost every State of the Union. 
So is Hampton and therefore the argument comes that we ought 
to begin to give some hundred thousand dollars or so to each 
of those institutions. George Washington University is a na- 
tional proposition, The lady registrar told me over the phone 
to-day that they have about 6,000 pupils and their estimate is 
that two-thirds of them are young men and young women who 
are working in offices here during the day and taking their 


hours at night to attend that institution. They pay twice the 
tuition that is paid at Howard, and it is a national proposition, 
because there are students there from all over the United 


States, 

Mr. CHALMERS. Wil the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOWREY. I will yield. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I think the crux of the whole matter is 
this. We approach this subject from different viewpoints. The 
gentleman from Mississippi would not sit down to the table 
and eat with a negro. 

Mr. LOWREY. I would not, 

Mr. CHALMERS. I would and have, 

As I said, the negroes are here because we brought them here. 
The first shipload, I think, was brought over in 1620. Now, 
the responsibility is the white man’s burden. It is up to us it 
seems to me—and I agree with my friend from Texas that we 
ought to have in the National Capital a university that would 
prepare these people especially to go South and lead their 
fellows in the different avocations and walks of life. 

Mr. LOWREY. The trouble is the gentleman has gone far 
away from the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has again expired, 


that most | 
institutions | 


and weut to the wrong place the contrast would be so | 





in the North where the negro can go and get his medical edu- | the Interior appropriation bill. 
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Mr. BLANTON. We 
negroes here originally. 


JANUARY 17 


want to find who brought these 


out 


Mr. CULLEN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more. 
Mr. LOWREY. Ask the gentleman from Ohio who brought 
them here. 


Mr. CHALMERS. You brought them here. 
cheap labor in the South brought them here. 

Mr. BLANTON. We are talking about the original ones that 
came here in 1620. The gentleman is talking about one set of 
negroes and we are talking about their ancestors. 

Mr. LOWREY. Let me say again that I admit what the 
gentleman says about the white man’s burden, that we need 
doctors and nurses, but I differ from him as wide as the poles 
am sure the segregation in the 
South has made the best relations between the races. and that 
anything else would have brought ruin and bloodshed. There 
would have been five difficulties between the races where there 
is now one. 

Mr. WASON. 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The demand for 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 


Accordingly the committee rose: and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. DoweLt, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
9481 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


extend my remarks in the Recorp on the Interior appropriation 
bill. 

The SPEAKER, 
unanimous consent 


The gentleman from New Mexico asks 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp on 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
by the passage of H. R. 9136, the Interior Department appro- 
priation bill, which is fair to every department of the Govern- 
ment concerned therein, much needed improvement will go 
forward in my State. This is especially true in dealing with 
the Indian population of New Mexico. According to department 
figures New Mexico has 22,869 Indians, which Indian population 
is only exceeded by the States of Arizona, Oklahoma, and South 
Dakota. Moreover, the Indian population in New Mexico is in- 
creasing: only two tribes in the State show a decrease, namely, 
the Jicarilla Apaches, a tribe which numbers only 627; statistics 
show that there were 11 more deaths than births in that tribe 
during the past year. The Hastern Navajo Tribe broke even; 
all other tribes within the State show an increase. 

It is stated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs that there are 
905 more men than women among the Indians of New Mexico; 
that this condition results in much wife-stealing among the 
tribes. In this respect, no doubt, the Indian in his development 
of modern civilization is to some extent patterning after his 
white associates. The only defect the department complains 
about is that there is no law or legislation to remedy this evil 
among the Indians. 

I have suggested for some time that if our Indians are to be 
recognized as citizens, according to the act of Congress, that the 
State law be applied to them; if not, that special United States 
commissioners with proper qualifications should be selected in 
the locality of the Indian pueblos or settlements; said commis- 
sioners to have jurisdiction as to this offense and other offenses, 
thus bringing our Indian citizens under the jurisdiction of our 
form of government at the earliest time possible. 

It is said by those in charge of the northern Pueblos that 
the majority of the Indians legally marry and seldom seek 
divorees. That the Indians of New Mexico as a whole are tem- 
perate; that the Indian population as a community consume 
very little liquor, as compared with white communities of like 
population, Thus it seems that the civilizing influence and de- 
velopment of the white man has increased his appetite for 
liquor, whether for medicinal purposes or otherwise. The 
question of the use of drugs by the New Mexico Indians is very 
meager; and the use of peyote is said to be restricted within 
the tribes of the State to one small clan at Taos, N. Mex. The 
Indians of New Mexico thus far are not yet versed in the 
making of home-brew liquor, and as to gambling—so often pre- 
dominant among Indians—that is not found among them. 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs states that the individual and 
tribal property of the New Mexico Indians is valued by the 
department at $26,391,850, of which more than three million is 
in livestock and poultry and $240,000 invested in farm wagons, 
machinery, and automobiles. 
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The subcommittee investigating the needs of the vari } 
Indian schoo! New Mexico made the following provisions: 
Kor the Albuquerque Indian school, which has an enrollment of 
850 pupils, for the support of the sehool, including salaries 
repairs, improvements, heating plant, and the purchase of 20 
aeres of additional land, a total of $256,500 is appropriated 
This s is in a flourishing condition and is said to be « 
of the most prosressive Indian schools of the Southwest 

The Santa Fe Indian school: For the edueatic Indis 
children, repairs of school buildings, the construction of a né 
hospital, will be ‘cared for under the appropriation of $195,000 
rhe commiitee dealt with the ian school situation in 
exceedingly fair manner, in p for the uplift of the red 
inaun and in helping him to meet the respons bility that } 
will come to hin, 

The Charles Burke Indian School at Fort Wingate, N. Mex.. 
on the Navajo Reservation, having an enrollmet of 600 
pupils, is provided for in an appropriation of $158,000; this 
includes the superintendent’s pay and general repairs and im 
provements to the school, The Navajo Tribe is one tribe in the 
State which has not been given adequate educational facilities. 
It is said that there are some 500 eligible Navajo children with 


out proper school facilities. The tribe has a great possibility 
for wealth from its oil, coal, aud future agricultural develop 
ment, 

The waters of the Navajo Reservation, moreover, should be 
protected in the Colorado River in the same manner that the 
waters of the Gila River were for the Pima Indians of Arizona 
The Navajos have a large royalty from oil now accumulating 
their credit. The Indian Bureau should request from Congress 
legislation to set aside each year several hundred thousand 
dollars from the mineral funds of the tribe, to be used for 
educational purposes. 

The appropriation bill carries an item for $50,000 to carry out 
a provision of the treaty of June 1, 1868, between the United 
States and the Navajos. This treaty required that the United 
States provide school facilities for the children of the Navajo 
Tribe. The provision was long delayed, nearly 60 years, and 
it is at last being provided. It is to be hoped that the depart 
ment will make a speedy survey of the school situation and will 
recommend in future legislation the setting aside of sufficient 
income from the great natural resources of oil and coal on 
Navajo Indian lands for the education of these Indian tribes, 
so that every Navajo child can be given at least a common-school | 
education, 

The Jicarilla and Mescalero Indians are provided for in the 
bill to the extent of $115,000. These Indians are said to be at 
this time rather prosperous from the income from lumber and 
livestock. The Mescaleros number 666. The Indian problem of 
New Mexico has received very definite and desirable attention 
from the Indian Bureau, and especially from the painstaking, 
vareful, and hard-working Interior Department branch of the 
Appropriations Committee, which passed upon the items for the 
Indian communities of my State. 

It is a pleasure to state that the Indian is making materlal 
progress in my State; this is especially true of the younger In- 
dians who are being educated and trained in the Indian schools, 
education thus far largely provided by the Government It is 
said that the Navajo boys are especially quick and adept in 
manual training; they adopt the methods of construction cm- 
ployed by the whites and are changing the unsanitary hogans 
heretofore used by their parents for modern and, to some extent, 





sanitary homes. The Navajos are very industrious and quick to | 


follow the labor of the white man. In this respect they show a 
greater adaptability than do the Pueblo Indians, who have had 
a civilization dating back a thousand years, and they very relue 
tantly change to the civilization of their modern white neighbors. 

New Mexico has two successful reclamation projects which 
stand at the peak of success among the irrigation projects fos- 
tered by the Government. The Carlsbad project, although 
handicapped by lack of quick reports from the Reclamation 
Service, is stil] struggling for its future utility and is awaiting 
the fulfillment of the contract by this department of the Govern- 
ment. The figures for 1927 show that the gross value of crop 


yield in the Carlsbad project is $83 per acre New Mexico, one | 


of the arid States, has an abundance of water when properly 
impounded to put the State in the front rank of the successful 
irrigation States of the Union. The State, however, still re 
mains the runt, if I may use the term, among the irrigation 
States. This may be due to some extent to the lack of energy 
of the State to look after its water rights; but a great deal of 
the situation is due to the old Spanish grants that have been 
held in large areas and a policy that has prevented small own 
ers from having access to and the use of water by appropriation. 
This policy many times has been used for political purposes. 





rhe native people, due to poverty In water development, have 
been handicapped. 

The Rio Grande project, New Mexico and Texas, is a reclama- 
tion project which ranks among the snevessful projects of the 
Government; its tetal valve of crop yield Tor 1926 was $7,760,- 
900. That pert of the project lying within the State of Texas 
was permitted by act of the Sixty-ninth Congres we $350,000 
of the charges to be repaid to the ¢ rnment for the construe- 
tion of a canal upon the United St: side of the Rio Grande 
Phe canal to be built for the purpose of carrying water to the 
project in Texas and to prevent the theft water on the oy 
site side of the river. The appropriation carried in the biil 
appears to be generous, in the sum of $430.000, and in further 
permitting the unexpended balance f £400,000 to be made 
availab! Dn 12s 

These New Mexico prove t< ] ve re ned proper J vu 0 
the Government and will coutinue do s s ‘ 1 
rop conditions offer a far hetter ua to the Government in 
New Mexico, Texas, Arizor and © fornia by the Inve 
ment of reclamation funds) than do meny of the northern 
projects fostered hy Governmer a Yet, it is with much 
effort that the Reclamation Burean can be directed to this out- 
standing truth. In fact, New Mexico has not been able to have 
inciuded Within her State a new reclamation preject since 1906. 


It is to be hoped that the Reclamation Service as now consti 
tuted may scan these remarks aid give us the rewss for tl) 
unjust discrimination 

The Forest Service is moving along very snecessfully in my 
State, and in my opinion is functioning very beneticially ‘The 
State is fortunate in its large area of national forest land of 


8,481,455 acres. It is, in fact, godsend for the future pre- 


tection of our State in its water supply. The State is receiving 
a fund from this timber resource that materially assists in the 
operation of the State expenses of roads and schools 

The national monuments within the State, seven in number, 
are receiving recognition by the National Park Service: and the 


committee having in charge the supervision of the funds for 
this purpose gave careful and particular attention to the Carls- 
had Caverns, a national monument created by proclamation of 
the President on October 25, 1923. This monument, thouch 
known to exist long before the date of its creation as a monn- 
ment, was first brought to the attention of the President by 


Dr. Willis T. Lee, of the United States Geolegical Survey The 
National Geographic Society announced the beanties of the 
caves by publishing pictures of the same. The remarkable 
decorations excel those of any other caves heretofore known to 
man. There is one room one-balf mile long, with a maximum 


width of 400 feet and a maximum height of 348 feet: here are 
nature’s wonderful stalactites, varying in sizes and shapes from 
needlelike formations to huge pendants; even images rivaling 
the totem poles of the Indians of the far north are found among 
the stalagmites. The coloring is from a chalky white and frost- 
like appearance to every color conceivable. 

In some places the columms reach from ceiling toe floor; 
asins of onyx marble 50 feet across are found in the big room, 
Many of the basins are decorated with lily-like pads or crusts of 
onyx formed at the surface of the pools, resembling the man- 
ner in which ice forms at the edge of water poo! Within the 
caverns are cool springs of pure water for drinking purposes; 
the water is available in all parts of the cave with the exception 
of Pera’s Chamber, which contains water containing salts not 
palatable. 

The Carlsbad Caverns are 26 miles from Carisbad, N. Mex.; 
aceess to the caves is by an up-to-date automobile rvad. ‘The 
hotel facilities and accommodations in this active western town 
are very good. The cave has been explored 27 miles, of which 
744 miles have trails and are open for 


h of SOU feet below the 


}, 
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sightseer from the surface to a de} 
surface in the big room. 

A committee from the House visited personally all Govern- 
ment activities in New Mexico, and in this appropriation bill 
dealt very justly with the same. The committee by its action 
has demonstrated that constructive work should be done in 
dealing with the Indians, in proteeting our national forests, our 
national parks and monuments, and our reclamation projects, 
I heartily commend the committee for their fair and careful 
considerations of the problems committed to their care in my 
State, 

The gentleman now discussing this subject, and who has 
had personal knowledge of the Carlsbad Caves since 1123, 
remembers clearly his first efforts upon the fleor ef the House 
when he offered an amendment to the then pending Interior 
Department appropriation bill; the amendment was for $25,000 
for the caves. The amendment was defeated. The item, how- 
ever, Was put back in the Senate side, and a good friend on 











CONGRESSIONAL 


side kept the item in the bill. Thus development 
was sturted, and it has advanced wonderfully. 
This wonderful storehouse of nature’s handiwork was visited 
in 1927 by 30,000 people, as against 11,741 in 1926; 2,453 in 
1925; and 1,591 in 1924. The Government has started in earnest 
to assist in the opening and developing of this picturesque cave 
created by nature for the study and pleasure of man. 
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SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill 
of the Senate of the following title: 
S. 773. An act to authorize the President of the United 


States to appoint an additional judge of the District Court of 


the United States for the Southern District of the State of 
low 
ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 53 


minutes m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 


p. 


day, January 18, 1928, at 12 o’clock noon. 
COMMITTER HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, January 18, 1928, as 


reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 
To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 


agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce 


(H. R. T9840) 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 


Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill, 
(10.30 a, 

War Department appropriation bill. 
COM MITTER rHEe 

(10.80 a. m.) 

To provide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial censuses 


m.) 


ON CENSUS 






(H. R, 393). 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 
To amend section 15a of the interstate commerce act as 







amended (H. R. 5819 and H, R. 8549). 

To repeal section lia of the act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” as amended February 28, 1920, and to enact in lieu 
thereof provisions for meeting the transportation needs ef the 
ountry (HL. R. 8833). 








( 







COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
A meeting to hear Admiral Hughes discuss the building 







program 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS’ LEGISLATION 
(10 a, m.) 
To authorize an appropriation to provide additional hospitals 







aud out-patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to 
hospitalization under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as 





amended (H. R. 5604). 
ON 


















IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 


(10 a. m.) 

To provide for the storage for diversion of the waters of the 
North Platte River and construction of the Saratoga reclama- 
tion project (H. R. 5742). 

To provide for the storage for diversion of the waters of the 
North Platte River and construction of the Casper-Alcova recla- 
mation project (H. R. 5743). 

ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

Granting a part of the Federal building site at Phoenix, Ariz, 
to the city of Phoenix for street purposes (H. R. 6466). 

To grant to the town of Cicero, Cook County, IIL, an ease- 
ment over certain Government property (H. R. 7472). 

To authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the use 
and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture of the Bieber 
Building, 
purposes (5S. 19638). 


COM MITTEE 


COMMITTEE AND GROUNDS 


1358 B Street SW., Washington, D. C., and for other | 





I 
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COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
(10 a. m 

To authorize the registration of judgments, decrees, and 
orders rendered by any court of record, of any State or of the 
United States, in any other such court of record, and to pre- 
scribe the effect thereof (H. R. 5615) 

Directing the Comptroller General of the United States to 
reopen, readjust, and resettle the account between the State of 
Nevada and the United States (H. J. Res. 111 

To prevent desecration of the flag and insignia of the United 
States and to provide punishment therefor (H. R. 5724). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

300. A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting report 
dated January 13, 1928, from the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, on preliminary examination of Hudson River at 
Ossining, N. Y., authorized by the river and harbor act approved 
Mareh 3, 1925, together with accompanying papers; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

301. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
dated January 14, 1928, from the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, on preliminary examination of Ogeechee River 
Ga., from its mouth to Jencks Bridge, authorized by the river 
and harbor act approved January 21, 1927, together with 
accompanying papers: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

302. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
dated January 13, 1928, from the Chief of Engineers. United 
States Army, on preliminary examination of ship canal or con- 


necting waterway from Flushing Bay or the headwaters of 
Newton Creek to Jamaica Bay, authorized by the river and 
harbor act of March 3, 1925, together with accompanying 


papers ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
305. A letter from the Past Assistant Adjutant General, 
transmitting the Journal of the Sixty-first National Eneamp- 


ment, Grand Army of the Republic, held at Grand Rapids, 
Mich., September 11 to 16, 1927, which is submitted as pro- 
vided in Public Resolution No, 25, Sixty-eighth Congress, ap- 
proved June 6, 1924 (H. Doc. No. 67); to the Committee on 


Military Affairs and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. WOOD: Committee on Appropriations. H. R. 9481. A 
bill making appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry 
independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other pur- 
poses; without amendment (Rept. No, 293). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BEERS: Committee on the District of Columbia. H. R. 
7206. A bill to establish a national war memorial museum and 
veterans’ headquurters in the building known as Ford's Theater ; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 299). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 8725. A bill 
to amend section 224 of the Judicial Code: without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 300). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9022. A bill 
to authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., to maintain a public 
highway upon the premises occupied by the Federal Industrial 
Institution for Women at Alderson, W. Va.: without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 301). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 3721. 
A bill for the relief of Arthur L. Hecykell; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 294). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 4302. 
A bill for the relief of Russell H. Lindsay; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 295). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 4767. A 
bill for the relief of Paymaster Charles Robert O'Leary, United 
States Navy: with amendment (Rept. No. 296). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr. DRE WRY: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 61M. 
A bill for the relief of Frank Stinchcomb; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 297). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 

Mr. BOYLAN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9151. 
A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Black; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 298). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the cousideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7416) granting a pension to Jennie Hue 
Powell: Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1713) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Hoag; Committee on Mivalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (HL. R. S385) for the relief of Jennie Bruce Gallahan; 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

A bill CH. R. 8803) granting a pension to Carrie Lee Wallace ; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


referred to 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, publie bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 9481) making appropriations 
for the Executive Office and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1929, and for other purpeses; referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 9482) providing for the pur 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Cranston 
R. I.; to the Conmunittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (CH. R. $483) to provide for the 
acquisition of rights of way through the lands of the Pueblo 
Indians of New Mexico; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

$y Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9484) granting the con 
sent of Congress to the highway department of the State of 
Alabama to construct a bridge across the Tombigbee River near 
Aliceville on the Gainesville-Aliceville road, in Pickens County, 
Ala.: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9485) granting 
the consent of Congress to Roy Clippinger. Ulys Pyle, Edgar 
Leathers, Groves K. Flescher, Carmen Flescher, their heirs, 
legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Wabash River; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 9486) providing for the 
examination and survey to be made of the channel in Alligator 
Creek, N. C., and the channel connecting the said creek with the 
inland waterway ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

3y Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 9487) granting allowances for 
rent, fuel. light, and equipment to poStmasters of the fourth 
class, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

ty Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9488) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint a jndge or judges 
to preside in the Supreme Court of the United States when any 
member or members thereof are disqualified; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRY: A Dill (H. R. 9489) to provide for the 
designation of clerks or employees of the Department of the 
Interior to serve as registers in the land offices in Alaska; to 
the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
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clerks to temporary employment as substitute sea post elerks? 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 9494) to amend section 9 of 
the act entitled “An act to readjust the pay and allowances of 
the commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, and Coast and Geodetie Survey, 
and Public Health Service.” approved June 10, 1922; to the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (Tf. R. 9495) to provide for the 
further development of agricultural extension work between 
the agricultural colleges im the several States receiving the 
benefits of the act entitled “An act donating publie lands to 
the several States and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts.” ap 
proved July 2, 1862. and all aets supplementary thereto. and 
the United States Department of Agriculture; to the Commit 
tee on Agriculture 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 9496) to recognize com 
missioned service in the Philippine Constabulary in determi: 
rights of officers of the 
Military Affairs 

Ry Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R 
titled “An act 


nz 
Regular Army: to the Committe on 


M97) to amend an act en 
reclassifying the salaries of postmasters and 


| employees of the postal service, readjusting their salaries and 


sy Mr. FREE: A bill (H. R. 9490) to amend section 4530 of | 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on | 


the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9491) to amend section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act to promote the welfare of American seamen in tlie 
merchant marine of the United States, to abolish arrest and 
imprisonment as a penalty for desertion and to secure the abro- 
gation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and to promote 
safety at sea”; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMMER: A bill (H. R. 9492) granting increased 


pensions to the widows or beneficiaries of officers and enlisted | 


men who are killed or disabled in time of peace or war while 
engaged in hazardous occupations; to the Committee on Pen 
sions, 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9493) to authorize the assign- 
ment of railway postal clerks and substitute railway postal 


compensation on an equitable basis, increasing postal rates to 
provide for such readjustment, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved February 28, 1925; 
and Post Roads 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill «Hf. R. 9498) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to loan aeronautical equipment and material for 
purposes of research and experimentation ; 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 9499) to authorize the 
construction of a memorial to the memory of George Rogers 
Clark at Fort Gage, Randolph County, M.; to the 
on the Library. 

sy Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9500) to re- 
quire all commodities manufactured in penal and reformatory 
institutions, or with the labor of prisoners, to be labeled, and 
to divest all commodities manufactured, produced, or mined by 
convicts or prisoners of their interstate character in certain 
cases: to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 9501) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with 
foreign countries, to encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means 

by Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (HL. R. 9502) to amend the act 
of February 28, 1925, providing for leaves of absence with pay 
for postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and 


to the Committee on the Post Office 


to the Committee on 


‘ ‘ 
Commit tee 


| Post Roads. 


By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (Hf. R. 9503) authorizing the See 
retary of the Navy to provide an escort for the bodies of cde 
ceased officers and enlisted men; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. f 

By Mr. FISH: Joint resointion (H. J. Res. 167) declaring it 
the policy of the United States to prohibit the exportation of 
any arms or munitions of war to any country with which we 
are at peace and providing penalties therefor, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Resolution (H. Res. 94) to assist suh- 
committee investigation of the government of the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

$v Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 9504) for the relief of 
Numa Nunn: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AUF DER HEIDE: A bill (1H. R. 9505) granting a 
pension to Salome Cerrenner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (FL R. 9506) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary A. Biggs; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

ty Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 9507) granting a pension to 
Clotilde Holderby ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (HL. R. 9508) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah E. Sinnard; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9508) for the relief of Ray 
Ernest Smith; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 9510) granting a pension to 
Thresa Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 9511) granting a pension to Ernestina 
Teppen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 9512) granting a pension 
to Dmily 8. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Northern Trust 
Co., the trusiee in bankruptcy of the Northwest Farmers’ Go- 
operative Dairy & Produce Co., a corporation, bankrupt; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 


By Mr. BUSHONG: A bill (H. R. 9514) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions 

by Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (HH. R. 9515) for the relief of 


Homer N. Horine; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9516) for the 
relief of Capt. W. B. Finney; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9517) granting a pension to Julia Van 
Buren Parsons: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (TL. R. 9518) for the relief of Steve Popp; to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (CH. R. 9519) for the relief of David 
Mcl). Shearer; to the Committee on Claims. 
ty Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of 


Adeline Mulvey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (HL, BR. 9521) granting a pension to Jennie B. 
Southwick ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HU. R. 9522) granting a pension to Abbie F. 
Daniels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (EL R. 9523) granting a pension to Drucilla Van 
Nest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CHL R. 9524) granting a pension to Mary Gertrude 
Hickey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (CH. R. granting a pension to 
Farrelly; to the Committee on Pensions. 


9525) A. 


Killen 


By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 9526) granting a pension to 
Samuel A, Kersey; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FREE: A bill (H. R. 9527) for the relief of J. A. 


Miller; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CHL R. 9528) granting an increase of pension to 
Annu Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 9529) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Bb. Oliver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (HL. R. 9530) for the relief of W. L. 
Inabnit ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill CH. R. 9581) granting an increase of 
pension to Maria A. Towers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


sions. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9532) granting a pension to 
Susie A. Diggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (HL R. 9583) granting an increase of 


pension to Mary Hollopeter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON of Delaware: A 
ing a pension to Mary A, 
Pensions. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (HH. R. for the relief of the 
First National Bank of Marissa, Marissa, Ll.; to the Committee 
on Claims, 


bill (H. R. 9534) grant- 
Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid 


9535) 


iy Mrs. KAHIN: A bill (H. R. 9536) for the relief of Patrick 
Collum; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, A bill CH. R. 95387) to correct the military record of 


Arthur Waldenmeyer ; 

By Mr. KEARNS: 
of pension to Sarah 
Pensions, 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (H. R, 9538) granting an increase 
EK. Prior; to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. KE TCHAM: A bill (H. R. 9539) granting a pension 
to Hlelen K. Andrews: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. KORELL: A bill (CH. R. 9540) for the relief of 
M. Seller & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 9541) granting an increase 
of pension to Arminda J. Oreutt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr, LOZIER: A bill (TL R. 9542) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth B. Huffmon: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYON: A bill (H. R. 9548) for the relief of John 
Thomas Wilkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAAS: A bill (H. R. 9544) for the relief of 
serz; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 9545) for the relief of Jens H. Larsen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 9546) for the relief of T. D. 
Randall & Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Ilinois: A bill CH. R. 9547) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Sherlock; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TH. R. 9548) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E, Pearson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9549) granting a pension to Moroni Ose- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


E. H. 
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| of pension to Joseph S. Houch: 


JANUARY 17 


sy Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 9550) eranting an increase of 
pension to Minnie Toner: to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

iy Mr. MURPHY: A bill (1. R. 9551) granting an increase 


of pension to Louis Sehnuckman; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

sy Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 9552) granting a pension to 
Curtis Keck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9553) for the relief of John Miller 
alias James M. Groves: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$y Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 9554) granting 
an increase of pension to M. Emma Cline; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

ty Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriett Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill 


irove, 


(H. R. 9556) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Hyatt: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9557) granting an increase of pension te 
Adelaide Tuthill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9558) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte W. Stanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STROTHER: A bill (H. R. 9559) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9560) granting 
a pension to Julius W. Edwards: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9561) for the 
relief of Samuel H. Walker: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (HL. R. 9562) granting a pension 
to Albert H. Black: to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 95638) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary R. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9564) for the relief of Cen- 
tral of Georgia Railway Co., to the Committee on Claims. 


PETIPIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

1855. By Mr. AUF DER HEIDE: Petition of citizens of the 
eleventh congressional district of New Jersey in opposition to 
House bill 78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1856. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of Mrs. Mary C. Daw- 
son and other citizens of Fleming, W. Va., requesting that 
immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension 
bill carrying the rates proposed by the National Tribune, in 
order that relief may be accorded to needy and suffering vet 
eraus and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

1857. By Mr. BARBOUN: Petitions of residents of the sev- 
enth congressional district of California, protesting against the 


passage of the Lankford Sunday bill (H, R. 78); to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
1858. By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of New York Yearly 


Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, indorsing House 
Joint Resolution 1, preventing the shipment of arms, etc., to 
countries engaging in aggressive warfare; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

1859. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Mrs. Gust Johnson and 49 
other residents of Moose Lake, Minn., protesting against enact- 
ment of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1860. By Mr. BURTON: Resolution unanimously adopted by 
the Flushing (N. Y.) Peace Society at its annual meeting, 
January 9, 1928, indorsing Senate Joint Resolution 14, the Cap- 
per resolution for the outlawry of war. and House Joint Reso- 
lution 1, the Burton resolution prohibiting exportation of arms, 
etc. to countries engaged in aggressive warfare; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

i861. Also, resolution of the meeting of the Religious Society 
of Friends of Philadelphia and vicinity, indorsing House Joint 


Resolution 1, forbidding sales of munitions to aggressor na- 
tions: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1862. Also, resolution of the National Board of the Young 
Women’s Christian Association, 600 Lexington Avenue, New 


York City, indorsing the Capper resolution (S. J. Res. 14) for 
the outlawry of war, and the Burton resolution (H. J. Res. 1) 
to prevent the shipment of arms, etc., to countries engaging in 
aggressive warfare; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

1863. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Mrs. Hanna Boge and 27 
other residents of Duluth, Minn., protesting against passage of 
House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1864. Also, resolution of Winnibegoshish Chippewa Council, 
requesting the Congress of the United States and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to grant immediate relief to the 
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Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

1865. Also, petition of Mr. Fred Gorham and 146 other resi- 
dents of Virginia, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

L866. Also, petition of Omar H. Johnson and 54 other residents 
of Duluth, Minn., protesting passage of House bill 78, the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1867. Also, petition of Mrs. Byron Penrose and 33 other 
residents of Moose Lake, Minn., protesting against passage of 
House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1868. Also, petition of C. J. Dodge and 74 other residents of 
Moose Lake, Minn., protesting against enactment of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1869. Also, petition of I. J. Bjerke and 157 other residents of 
Puluth, Minn., protesting against passage of House bill 78, the 
eompulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1870. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition of the Van Wormer 
Brotherhood of Toledo, Ohio, opposing the sale of munitions of 
war to foreign countries; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1871. Also, petition for increase of pension of all Civil War 
veterans and their widows, signed by residents of White House, 
Ohio, and Toledo, Ohio; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1872. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of approximately 150 citizens 
of Los Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78, or any other legislation for compulsory re- 
ligious observance or in any way giving preference to one reli- 
gion over another; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1873. By Mr. CURRY: Petition of several thousand residents 
of the third congressional district, California, against the enact- 
ment of House bill 78, or any compulsory Sunday legislation; 
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

1874. By Mr. DOWELL: Petition of residents of Des Moines, 
Towa, relative to Civil War pension legislation; to the Com- 
mittee’ on Invalid Pensions. 

1875. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Richard Rap- 
holz and other residents of Bigfork, Mont., protesting against 
the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1876. By Mr. FENN: Petition of citizens of Hartford, Conn., 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78, the so-called 
compulsory Sunday observance bill, and any other bills of like 
character; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1877. Also, petition of citizens of Plantsville, Conn., protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78, the so-called compul- 
sory Sunday observance bill, or any other bills of like character ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1878. Also, petitions of citizens of Hartford, Conn., protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78, the so-called compul- 
sory Sunday observance bill, or any other bills of a like charac- 
ter; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1879. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 17 citizens of Bonner 
County, Idaho, protesting against enactment of House bill 78, 
or other compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1880. Also, petition of 125 citizens of Ceeur d’Alene, Idaho, 
protesting against enactment of House bill 78, or other compul- 
sury Sunday observance law; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1881. Also, petition of 18 citizens of Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, pro- 
testing against enactment of House bill 78, or other compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

1882. By Mr. GARBER: Petition signed by certain residents 
of Carmen, Okla., protesting against the enactment of compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation, and especially against House 
bill 78: to the Commiftee on the District of Columbia. 

1883. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Memorial of St. Ann 
Women’s Society, of Castroville, Tex., relative to conditions in 
Mexico; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1884. By Mr. GREGORY: Petition of P. G. Curd and 108 
other citizens of Kentucky, protesting against the passage of 
legislation establishing compulsory Sunday observance, and 
particularly House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1885. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of residents of East Stan- 
wood, Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing 
bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1886. Also, petition of residents of Bellingham, Wash., pro- 
testing against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 
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1887. Also, petition of residents of King County, Wash., pro- 
testing against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1888 Also, petition of a few resitients of Jefferson Connty, 
Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1889. By Mr. KEARNS: Petitions by citizens of Scioto County 
Ohio, urging the passage of a Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i8s0. By Mr. KORELL: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Portiand, Oreg., protesting against enactment of House bill 7s, 
the Lankford bill, or any similar compulsory. Sunday observ- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Ishi. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition signed by Mrs. R. 8. 
Townsend and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

LS92. Also, petition signed by Mr. R. I. Denton and others, 
proiesting against the compulsory Sunday ovservance legisla 
tion ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1893. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of Mrs. C. B. MeCormick and 
other citizens of Davenport, lowa, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 78, or any other bill providing for the eom- 
pulsory observance of the Sabbath; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1894. Also, petition of Mr. Charles F. Heiland and other citi- 
zens Of Muscatine, Iowa, protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or any other bill providing for the compulsory 
observanee of the Sabbath; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

189. By Mr. LYON: Petition of certain citizens of Wilming- 
ton, N. C., asking for increase in pensions for Civil War veterans 
and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1896. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of Thomas Jefferson Chap- 
ter of the Daughters of the American Revolution, Carlsbad, 
N. Mex., presented by Anna A. Roberts, secretary, indorsing 
Joint Resolution 11, proper use of the flag; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

1897. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Asphalt Associa- 
tion of New York City, with reference to Federal aid to good 
roads; improving tributary highways: need of wider highways; 
prohibit imitation or defacement of danger signs along high- 
ways; opposing billboards and advertising On or near high- 
ways; favoring legislation for the holding of an international 
road congress, the meeting to be held in the United States in 
1930; promotion of good roads abroad; for American partici- 
pation in Second Pan American Highway Conference; and the 
repeal of war excise tax on passenger automobiles; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 

i898. Also, petition of the Tennessee Chapter of the Disabled 
Emergency Officers of the World War, National Sanatorium, 
Tennessee, favoring the passage of House bill 500 for the re- 
tirement of emergency officers; to the Committee on World War 
Veterans’ Legislation. 

1899. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of residents of 
Hornell, Alfred, and Belmont, N. Y., protesting against House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1900. By Mr. SCHNEIDER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Coleman, Wis., protesting against the enactment of House bill 
78, or any similar compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; 


| to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1901. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Oconto County, 
Wis., protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, or any 
other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1902. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Suring, Wis., pro- 
testing against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1903. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Pound, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1904. By Mr. SEGER: Petition of Mr. Cornelius Hager and 
187 residents of Passaic County, N. J., against compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1905. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of Orange and Los 
Angeles Counties, Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday 
observance laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1906. Also, petition of citizens of Lemon Grove, Calif., pro- 
testing against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1907. Also, petition of citizens of La Mesa, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 
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1908. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance liws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1900. Also, petition of citizens of Calexico, Calif. and other 
communities protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 


laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1910. By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition from citizens 
of Kremmling, Colo., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 7S, or any other bills relating to compulsory observance of 


Sunday: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
i911. Also, petition from citizens of Montrose, Colo., protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78 or any other bills relat- 


ing to compulsory observance of Sunday; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
1912. Also, petition from citizens of Grand Junction, Colo., 


protesting against the passage of House bill 78 or any other bills 
relating to compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1913. By Me. TILSON: Petition of Mrs. Julia M. Butler and 
others, Opposing the passage of House bill 78, for compulsory 
Sunday to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

1914. By Mr. SMITH: Petition signed by Mrs. John Zuidema 
and 34 other residents of Meridian, Idaho, protesting against the 
enactment of Compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Comnnittee on the District of Columbia. 

1915. Also, petition signed by Charles W. Kromer and other 
residents of Ada County, Idaho, protesting against the enact- 
ment of any compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1916. Also, petition signed by Mrs. R. D. Boyd and 36 other 
residents of Twin Falls County, Idaho, protesting against the 
enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1917. Also, petition signed by Mr. A. T. Ellis and 84 other 
residents of Boise, Idaho, protesting against the enactment of 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1918. Also, petition signed by Mrs. J. S. Robinson and 19 other 
residents of Cassia County, Idaho, protesting against the enact- 
ment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

1919. Also, petition signed by Mr. Harold R, Vining and 62 
other residents of Pocatello, Idaho, protesting against the en- 
actment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1920. By Mr. SPEARING: Petition of 
leans, La., protesting against the passage 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
Columbia, 

i921. By Mr. STALKER: Petition of Mrs. George E. Meeker, 
of Elmira, i 
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citizens of New Or- 
of House bill 78, 
the District of 


N. Y., and other citizens of that vicinity, urging 
against the passage of legislation for compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1922. Also, petition of Mrs. Mary E. Rouse, of Corning, N. Y., 
and other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the en- 
actment of any compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1923. Also, petition of C. R. Elliott, of Elmira, N. Y., and 
other citizens of that vicinity, urging against the enactment of 
legislation for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1924. Also, petition of Mrs. Alvin H. Marvin, of Elmira, N. Y., 
and 148 other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the 
enactment of any compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


1925. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of certain citizens of 
Pottstown, Pa., urging the passage of the Civil War pension 


bill proposed by the National Tribune; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

1926. By Mr. WINTER: Resolution adopted at the annual 
meeting of Chairmen of Boards of County Commissioners and 
County Assessors of Wyoming; to the Committee on Banking 
and Curreney, 

1927. Also, resolution adopted by the Torrington Lions Club, 
against further restriction of Mexican immigration; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1928. Also, resolution adopted by the Lieut. Thomas King 
Camp, No. 26. of Rawlins, Carbon County, Wyo.; to the Com- 
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

1929. By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Petition of residents of Cumber- 
land, Md., urging immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote 


a Civil War pension bill, carrying rates proposed by the Na- 
tional Tribune, in order that relief may be accorded to needy 
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and suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

1930. Also, petition of residents of Kitamiller, Md., urging 
immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension 
bill, carrying rates proposed by the National Tribune, in order 
that relief may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans 
and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE 
Wepnespay, January 18, 1928 

(Legislative day of Tuesday, January 17, 1928) 
The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira- 

tion of the recess. 
MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti- 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (S. 773) to authorize the 
President of the United States to appoint an additional judge 
of the District Court of the United States for the Southern 


District of the State of Iowa, and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice President. 


HOUSE—ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


REHABILITATION OF FARM 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 672) for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in the 
flood areas, which will be read. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I 
the Senate concur in the House amendments, 

I will take just a moment to explain the amendments. There 
are four amendments made by the House of Representatives. 
The first is on page 1, in lines 3 and 4, to strike out the words 
“existing in the lower Mississippi Valley as a result of the 
floods” and to insert in lieu of that language the words “in 
various States as a result of the floods.” 

The seaoend strikes out in line 6 the word “ ares 
in lieu thereof the word “ areas.” 

The third inserts in line 11 the words “continue or,” so that 
it will read “to continue or employ” instead of “to employ.” 

The fourth is on page 2, line 3, to insert the words “ not more 
than” after the word “ appropriated.” 

In my opinion, the amendments are not material, and I move 
that the Senate concur in the amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LANDS IN THE FLOOD AREAS 


move that 


” 


and inserts 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
(S. Res. 112) opposing the seating of Frank L. SMITH as a 
Senator from the State of Illinois, reported from the special 
committee investigating senatorial campaign expenditures. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, before we start the discussion, 
I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. There are two 
resolves in the resolution, paragraph 1 and paragraph 2 of the 
resolution. I ask as a parliamentary proposition whether the 
resolution is subject to a division on the vote? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is subject to 
amendment. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The Chair decides that the resolution is 


subject to amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is subject to amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. But are the two resolves subject to be yoted 
upon separately? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
rately. 


They can be voted upon sepa- 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask unanimous consent to have printed ia 
the Recorp and referred to the Finance Committee a commu- 
nication. with an accompanying resolution, that I have received 


under date of January 16, 1928, from the Illinois Bankers’ 
Association. 
There being no objection, the communication and accom- 


panying paper were referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
ILLINOIS BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Chicago, Ill., January i6, 1928. 
THomas F. Bayarp, 
Member the Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: The Illinois Bankers’ Association is much interested in 
the enactment of H. R. 1 and especially in the provision pertaining to 
the corporation income tax. I take the liberty of inclosing a copy of 


Hon, 
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resolutions on this subject adopted by our committee on Federal! legis 
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i | and for other purposes,” which act was approved June 10, 1920, 
lation, which have been approved by our executive coun and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 
We believe that corporations are entitled to a reduction in the corp By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 
ration income tax to a rate not to exceed 10 per cent; that such a A bill (S. 2653) fer the relief of Helen L. O’Brien: 
reduction will help to aid industry and prevent a possible business A bill (S. 2654) for the relief of he estate of Michael P. 
depression; that individuals doing business as such now have a dis- | Small, deceased, formerly an officer in the United States Army; 
tinct advantage over co porations because of u equal Federal taxati« and : P 
and that the present rate is unfair to corporations. A bill (S. 2655) to earrv out the findings of the Court of 
We respectfully urge that H. R. 1 be given imme " | Claims in the case of the Atlantic Works of Boston, Mass o 
and legislation granting the desired relief enacted as early as possi | the Committee on Clair 
Delay would not ¢ revent the reduction in t 1x that cor 3 | By Mr. SWANSON 
as a whole seem entitled to, but would continu e | A bill (S. 2656) to « iblish a minimum raS in 
for another year. | doah national p: for administration, protection, and general 
Your eff rts along this line will be very no } I y beet opment Ty National Park Service, and for other pur- 
bankers of Mh poses ; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 
Yours very truly A bill (S, 2657) for the relief of George W. Boyer; to the 
M. A. GRakTTING! : t | Committee on Claims, 
The committee believes that rj tions were d rimin d against By Mr. SMO] 
when the Federal income law was last amended; that | ye ll «S. 2658) ing the President of the United 
eorporate business reviously expected and n £1 d ! " States to appoint a committee of fiy from executive depart 
be forthcoming; tl e present Federal tax ¢ i I } ments or independent establishments of the Federal Govern 
every dollar of net rnings by corporations is oppr ve and unjust; | ment to recommend to the Committee on Disposition of Useless 
that the tremend surplus accumulatin nnually in \ d | Executive Papers the disposition of such documents, and for 
States Treasury warrants a reduction and that such reduet wuld | other purposes; to the Committee on Printing 
be no less than points, leaving a net corp f 10 per cent. | By Mr. NORRIS: 
To the end that the law may be amended I desir na A bill (S. 2659) to amend section 918 of the Code of Law for 
deserved relief to corporations, this committee wil s ts | ef :| the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
to arouse the interest of, and secure the promise of support from, th« By Mr. CAPPER: 
Senators and Congressmen of this State. | A bill (S. 2660) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Evangeli | for the examination and registration of architects and to 
cal Mission Church, of New Gottland, Kans., protesting against | eswlate the practice of architecture in the District of Colum- 


the quota provision of the existing immigration law and favor- 
ing the amendment of that law so that the new quota provision 
be repealed and the provision of previous law continued, which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BINGHAM presented a resolution adopted by the Swedish 


Evangelical Mission Church, of Woodstock, Conn., protesting | 


against the quota provision of the existing immigration law 

and fayoring amendment of that law so that the new quota 

provision be repealed and the provision of previous law con- 

tinued, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 1425) to remove a eloud on 
title, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 95) thereon. 

Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 61) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise A. Wood, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 96) thereon, 

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1541) for the relief of George A. Robert- 
son, reported it without amendment and submitted a_ report 
(No. 97) thereon. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 150) for the relief of former 
officers of the United States Naval Reserve force and the 
United States Marine Corps Reserve who were erroneously re- 
leased from active duty and disenrolled at places other than 
their homes or places of enrollment, reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report (No. 98) thereon. 

Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Public Lands and 


. TOUS shin “"~ro P eens > ring +1) > vo i - ’ a . ; 
Surveys, to which were referred the following bills, reported John Fawcett as captain in the United States Army ; to the Com- 
them each without amendment and submitted reports thereon: | mittee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 1455) to grant extensions of time under coal | 


permits (Rept. No. 99) ; and 
A bill (S. 2021) extentling and continuing to January 12, 


bia,” approved December 13, 1924, and for 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 2661) granting a pension to Ursula Sophia G. 
Cleaver (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2662) granting a pension to William B. Griffin 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2663) granting an increase of pension to Rosalie 
Labrie; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2664) granting an increase of pension to Jane 
Hosler (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

$y Mr. WATSON: 

A bil! (S. 2665) to increase the minimum rate of pensions; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2666) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Madison Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River: to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

$y Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2667) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Dickman; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: 

A bill (S. 2668) for the relief of the estates of Francis A. 


other purposes ; 


| Gonzales and Antonio Gonzales; to the Committee on Claims. 


1980, the provisions of “An act authorizing the Secretary of the | 


Interior to determine and confirm by patent in the nature of a 
deed of quitclaim the titie to lots in the city of Pensacola, Fla.,” 
approved January 12, 1925 (Rept. No. 100). 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 2651) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2652) to amend an act entitled “An act to create 
a Federal power commission ; to provide for the improvement of 
navigation; the development of water power; the use of the 
public lands in relation thereto; and to repeal section 18 of the 
river and harbor appropriation act, approved August §, 1917, 


By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2669) granting a pension to Dennett H. Mosely; to 
the Committee on Pensions 

A bill (8S. 2670) to correct the military record of James Rus- 
sell Dayis, jr.: and 

A bill (S. 2671) providing for the honorable discharge of 


Mr. FLETCHER. I introduce a joint resolution for reference 
to the Committee on Commerce. I understand that great pres 
sure is being brought to bear on the Shipping Beard to dispose 
of a fieet of some 36 ships on the Pacific coast, and I under- 


| stand the same movement is on foot as to the Atlantie coast. I 


introduce the joint resolution so that we may, if possible, pro- 


| tect the Shipping Board from being coerced into a position 


Which I know is wrong. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 77) directing the United States 
Shipping Board to make no sales of vessels operated by it except 
under certain conditions; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 78) providing for a survey for 
a cross-State canal from the east to the west coast of Florida; 


| and 


| 


A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 79) providing for a survey for a 
sea-level canal from Miami, Fla., to Poinciana, Fla.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
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RESTRICTIONS OF LOANS BY FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS 








Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following resolution (58. 
Res. 113), which was referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency 

Whereas the total loans secured by stocks and bonds of the 51 
member banks in the New York Federal reserve district on January 
11, 1928 eached the unprecedented total of $3,819,573,000 ; and 

Whereas the largest part of this sum is used for speculation on 
i New k Stock Exchange, as stated by the Federal Reserve Board 
i u l report rr 1926. as follows: 

Phe st growth, both absolutely and relatively, was in security 
l increased by about 66 per cent during the period. That 
t I n loa on securities represents to a considerable extent 
in j eased volume of credit used in flDaancing transactions in securities 
at the New York Stock Exchange is indicated by the rapid growth 
duri the period of loans to brokers and dealers in securities in the 
New York market’ ind 

W here during the past year such speculative loans made through 
the I al reserve system have increased more than a Dillion dollars, 
and during the past seven years more than $3,000,000,000; and 

Whereas the reports of the New York Federal Reserve Bank reveal 
that $1,502,580,000 of these loans-on stocks and bonds is for the 

inf of out-of-town banks, representing credit transferred from other 
parts of the country, to be used in New York for speculative purposes ; 
ind 

Whereas the inevitable result of the utilization of the funds of the 
Federal reserve system for speculative purposes is to restrict the 
amount of credit available for legitimate commercial purposes, as is 
indicated by the fact that the amount of commercial] paper outstanding 
as reported to the Federal Reserve Bank of New York actually de- 
creased from a total of $925,379,000 in October, 1924, to $610,945,000 
in October, 1927; and 

Whereas the intent of the Congress in the creation of the Federal 


reserve system was to prevent its use for the encouragement or support 


of purely speculative operations, as is evidenced by the following para- 
graph of section 13 of the Federal reserve act: 


“Upon the indorsement of any of its member banks, which shall be 


deemed a waiver of demand, notice and protest by such bank as to its 
own indorsement exclusively, any Federal reserve bank may discount 
not drafts, and bills of exchange arising out of actual commercial 
transactions; that is, notes, drafts, and bills of exchange issued or 
drawn for agricultural, industrial, or commercial purposes, or the 
proceeds of which have been used, or are to be used, for such purposes, 
the Federal Reserve Board to have the right to determine or define the 
character of the paper thus eligible for discount within the meaning 
of this act Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to pro- 
hibit such notes, drafts, and bills of exchange, secured by staple agri 
cultural products, or other goods, wares, or merchandise from being 


such discount, and the notes, drafts, and bills of exchange 


of factors i ed as such making advances exclusively to producers of 


staple agricultural products in their raw state shall be eligible for 
such discount; but such definition shall not include notes, drafts, or 
bills covering merely investments or issued or drawn for the purpose 


of carrying or trading in stocks, bonds, or other investment securities, 


except bonds and notes of the Government of the United States”: Now, 
therefore, be it 
Resolved, That it ts the sense of the Senate that the Federal Reserve 


ard should immediately take steps to restrict the further expansion 
of loans by member banks for speculative purposes and as rapidly as is 
compatible with the financial stability of the Nation require the con- 
traction of such loans to the lowest possible amount; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board be directed to report to 
the Congress what legislation, if any, is required to prevent the future 
use of the funds and credit of the Federal reserve system for speculative 





purposes 
CONFERENCE FOR THE LIMITATION OF NAVAL ARMAMENT 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I present the records of the Con- 


ference for the Limitation of Naval Armament, held at Geneva 
from June 20 to August 4, 1927, which I move be referred to the 
Committee on Printing with a view to having it printed. 


Che motion was agreed to. 


RICHMOND HOBSON ON THE PERIL OF NAROOTIC DRUGS 


Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I present an article prepared by 
Hon. Richmond P, Hobson, director of the Anti-Narcotic League, 
on the peril of narcotic drugs, which I ask may be printed in 


P 


the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
TWO DISTINCT NARCOTIC PROBLEMS 
There are two distinct narcotic problems that menace the world. 


The old opium problem proper, that affects chiefly the eastern peoples ; 
the new heroin problem, that now menaces the western nations. 
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ance that it should engage the aitention of western nations with the 
least possible delay. 
THE SERIOUSNESS OF BOTH PROBLEMS 

It is hard to realize how serious these problems really are—the 
opium problem to the eastern world, the heroin problem to the western 
world. Addicts in the Orient are numbered literally as tens of 
millions. 

In the western world the ravages of heroin addiction are fast 
getting beyond control. 

The health commissioner of a great city of the Middle West, investi 
gating the cause of the rising tide of crime, reported that girls and 
boys are appearing in the underworld by the thousands at very tender 
ages—14, 15, 16, 17—practically all of the girls and most of the boys 
having come by the swift drug road. 

Scientific men, in view of the hopelessness of permanent cures, call 
drug addicts * the living dead.” 

PHILOSOPHY-HISTORY 

The human race is consuming every year many thousands of tons 
of poisonous narcotic drugs, not 1 per cent of which is necessary 
for strictly medicinal purposes. Nearly all of this great quantity is 


who number in the world of millions- 


who consider getting their drug supply as the 


by addicts scores 


who are abject 


consumed 


slaves 


supreme consideration, in many cases as a matter of life and death. 
The production and distribution of these drugs constitute a_profit- 
able traffic of vast proportions extending to all corners of the earth 


In the Orient, the chief home of the sleep poppy whose seed capsules 
produce opium, the governments, for the revenue profits, encourage 
and often subsidize production and control distribution. In the Occi 
dent, where chemical science is turned to concentrating the poison of 
opium into morphine and turning this into still powerful 
poison narcotic (heroin), laws and regulations loosely enacted for repres- 
sion drive most of the addiction traffic to cover, where it flourishes in the 
dark in spite of the agents of the law. 

The motive and urge that constantly drive the traffic are the 
enormous profits, the jobber and retailer between them often realizing 
more than a thousand per cent profit. Add to this the lure for the 
armies impoverished addicts of getting the drug for themselves 
through recruiting and supplying new addicts. It not surprising 
that the amount of narcotic drugs produced is probably thirty times 
the amount required for medicinal purposes. 

Iiuman slavery as a back to remote 
continued far into the Christian era, almost to the present time 
amongst advanced peoples. The bondage of narcotic drugs is a modified 
form ef the exploitation of slavery. While this form of exploitation of 
human beings through bondage is of less than two centuries growth, it 


a more 
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has reached proportions both in the number of bondmen and in the 
profits of the traffic, far greater than those of the slave traffic at its 
maximum. The source of supply of the new drug, “ heroin,” the most 


menacing narcotic drug yet produced, has heretofore been opium and 
morphine, but because of the enormous profits in the exploitation of this 


drug, due to its power of enslaving the youthful victims, the new 
banditry made possible, and the recruiting activities of its victims, 


through a veritable mania, we may expect synthetic chemists to develop 
new sources of supply, in all probability starting from coal-tar products. 
Furihermore, in course of time for the same reasons we may expect as 
synthetic chemistry progresses the bringing forth of new narcotie drugs 
even more powerful and deadly than beroin, 

The profits are so great because the poor addict, under the awful de 


pression and torture of withdrawal symptoms, feels he must bave the 
drug, no matter what the cost or the consequences, whether he has to 


spend his last dollar, whether he has to steal to get the money, whether 
he has to rob or even commit murder. 

The bulk of this yast horde are “ hooked” into addiction because of 
their ignorance, never dreaming what the consequences are to be when 
they take the first “ shot” or first “ sniff.” 

IGNORANCE——-THE RDAL CAUSE 

Manifestly, no normal youth, or, for that matter, normal adult, would 
deliberately embrace this “ living death” of drug addiction if he knew 
what it meant. The whole recruiting system is based on the ignorance 
of the victims, and thorough education would literally sweep away the 
very foundation of this hideous traffic. 

“Tuffy Reid,’ a youth of 20, of Los Angeles, Calif., was hanged 
recently at St. Quentin, the California penitentiary, for murder com- 
mitted while robbing a store. 

Just before the execution he gave a statement that ended with these 
words: 

“T never committed a crime until after I was ‘ hooked’ at the age of 
16. <A peddler offered me a pinch of ‘snow,’ saying it was ‘great 
When I held back he said, ‘Oh, be 
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a sport; try anything once.’ I did But it was once too often. I 
never dreamed what it would lead to Oh, if somebody had only 
warned me. 

“There are so many ways in which they are ‘hooking’ the boys and 
girls. Why, in heaven's name, doesn’t somebody warn them?’ 

Society is made up of individuals and has the same motives of self- | 
preservation as the individual, and it is only in its ignorance that it 
could be subjected to ruthless exploitation of drugs. Therefore, the 
fundamental principle of grand strategy of the struggle is simple rhe 
forces of education that may be termed the “ life forces must find the 


way to get the vital knowledge of drug addiction to society, and espe 











cially to the youth, while the forces of exploitation, which may be 
termed the “death forces,” for their own existence must thwart these 
eiforts and throw all obstacles in the path. 

MAJOR TACTICS 

Remembering this fundamental principle, it is not difficult to recognize 
the plays inaugurated the enemy. The following are some of them 

(1) The agents and the friends of the traffic to pretend to |} 
posed to education on the round of the danger of arousing cur itv 
and getting better results from suggestion. As a matter of fact iu 
ecators exploded this fallacy in general long ago. Curiosity and ft 
impulse to try anything once are aroused by the peddlers when 
victim is ignorant, whereas loathing is aroused when he is informed 
It is manifest that with such awfui consequences falling upon addicts 
this, of all questions, lends itself the most effectively to the processes of 
education, 

(2) Agents and friends of the traffic would be opposed to popular 
articles with fear that exaggerations may slip in. As a matter of fact, 
with so much secretiveness, when new facts are brought out it caa 
be assumed that “the half has never been told.” 

(3) Agents and friends of the traffic keep the heroin problem in the 
background by keeping the eyes of the western world turned upon th 
opium problem of the Hast and away from the heroin problems of the 


West. 

(4) Agents and friends of the traffic express surprise and doubt the 
discovery and production of synthetic heroin, with the inference that 
opium jis still necessary to its production and in treating addiction 
the West, as though it were simply the comparatively 
problem of morphine addiction and one of therapeutics, to be 
dealt with and controlled by the medical profession, and to ignore or 
minimize the great and problem of 
addiction, 

(5) Agents and friends of the traffic pose as infallible in their own | 
unscientific and criticize without scruples the conclusions 
of those promoting education, no matter how scientifically arrived at. 

(6) Agents and friends of the traffic oppose secretly all important 
of those promoting narcotic education and spread under cover 
false rumors concerning the affairs of education organizations 

(7) Not infrequently the instruments for such unscrupulous methods 
are addicts themselves, with naturally verv little regard for 
and honor, whose psychology can usually be protected by its apologetic 
attitude toward addicts and its tendency to belittle the problem of 
addiction, It is not necessary to pursue these tactical items further. 
Speaking generally, while there may be exceptional can be 
said that active opposition to reasonable efforts for narcotic education 
is indefensible. 
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The sleep poppy, the source of opium, is a native plant in Asia and 
southeastern Europe. Frequent notices of its use for poisoning are | 
found in ancient and medieval records. Opium smoking was devised 
by the Dutch in Java in the eighteenth century, first mixed with 
tobacco, then used alone. From Java it was taken to Formosa, and 
thence to the mainiand of China. 

Portuguese traders first developed the importation of opium into 


China, 
They were succeeded by the East India Co. with a monopoly of the | 
trafic of India. The amount shipped from India into China 
high as 10,000,000 pounds in the year 1858. In 1906 the production in 
China itself was at 44,000,000 pounds, | 
India that year being ov At 
place the number of addicts in China at 27 
population. | 
In 1803 a French chemist discovered how to produce morphine from 
opium, and a half century later an American chemist how 
to produce cocaine from coca leaves. 
These concentrated drugs used generally in medicine, ten times as 
powerful as opium, swiftly produced addiction in all lands, at first as 
| 
| 


rose as 


estimated importations from 
that date 


per cent of the adult male 


‘r 7,000,000 pounds. estimates 


discovered 


a by-product of medical practice, later through exploitation as well. 

In 1898 a German chemist discovered hew io produce heroin from 
morphine, between three and four times as powerful as morphine. With 
the spread of heroin, the narcotic menace has developed into a pressing 
world peril. 

In 1729 the Chinese Government issued an edict 
smoking in China. The effect was good but proved of little permanent 
avail. In 1790 the Chinese Government again issued an edict pro- | 
smoking and in 1800 prohibiting the importation of | 


prohibiting opium 


hibiting opium 
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opium into China. This led tp to the oplum wars waged on China 
which compelled its submission to the importation of the opium 

The dawning of hope for real reform came when America in 1905 
enacted a law prohibiting opium traffic the Philippine islands and 
sent a committee to the governments of the Orient rhis action was 
followed by China in 1906 with an edict prohibiting the use of opium 
and the culture of the poppy. Upon the initiative of the United States, 
the first international opium conference was held in Shanghai in 1909, 
followed by a second and third conference at The Hague in 1912 and 
1913 Recently conferences of the oO! ( ! on of the League of 
Nations and its committees have been held Geneva. 

These conferences while of great value, particularly it 
the fact that narcotic drug addiction is a problem to d 
to the human race, have illustrated how slow and ho i 
to secure adequate international cooperation and how st 
have been secured, though of elemeniary nature, the great 
have been encountered on accoun of smuggling Universa cperience 
bas shown that laws and treaties are diflicult to secure and more difficult 
to enforce. 

The Shanghai conference in 1900, The Hague convention of 1912 and 
1913, and the meetings of the opium commission f } League f 
Nations, successor of The Hague conventions, have been nfined with 
limited agenda, to processes of law, while the Vhiladelphia world coun 
ference of 1926, called by the International Narcotic Education Associa 
tion, was restricted to questions of nareotic education rh onference 
of committees in New York in 1927, on the other hand, grappled with 
the whole problem of narcotic defense and founded the World Narcotic 
Defense Association to be a center of control to promote the defense, 
relief, safety, and immunity of mankind from this universal menace. 

WORLD NARCOTIC DEFENSE ASSOCIATION 

The desire for financial profits, springing from the basic and universal 

motive of self-preservation, tends to bring forth antisocial business 


ictivities on the part of individuals and groups to 
harmful commodities, 


ing 


through 
¢ and enslav- 


xploit society 
habit formin 
which, naturally, prove the most profitable. 

the universal 
protection where knowledge 


specially those that are 


Since motive of of 
and appreciation of the consequences exist, 
the exploitation thrives upon th: of its their 


Therefore, education, reveal- 


self-preservation raises a barrier 


ignorance victims before 
capture and their helplessness afterwards. 
ing the 


treatment. 


nature and consequences, is fundamental in any comprehensive 


This exploitation partakes of the nature of a parasite and the nature 
of a beast of prey or inherent enemy. Therefore, governmental and legal 
precesses are logical weapons for society to invoke and organize for its 


defense, 
Since its 
upon s¢ 


victims are the chief instruments through which this enemy 
the isolation and rehabilitation of these 
constitute an integral part of the treatment. 

The defense of society against narcotic-drug addiction must therefore 


preys ciety, victims, 


embrace processes of education, processes of law, aud processes of 
reclamation 

The following is the resolution adopted at the conference of com- 
nittees: 

“Resolved, That the governing board of the conference be authorized 


and requested to provide for the incerporation under the laws of the 
State of New York of an association, nonprofit, wholly eleemosynary, to 
be known as the World Narcotic Defense Association, with full powers 
to utilize all honorable means to attain the following object, namely, 
the mobilization and direction of the resources and vitality of society 
everywhere against narcetic-drug addiction to acquire and maintain 


immunity from this universal racial menace. 
“Resolved further, That the World Narcotic Defense Association should 


have authority to raise, establish, and administer the narcotic-drug 
defense foundation and other funds for developing existing agencies 
and creating and developing new agencies of narcotic defense, including 
processes of education, processes of law, processes of reclamation, and 
such other agencies and processes as the association may deem neces- 
sary or expedient to combat the ravages of narcotic-drug addiction in 
America and throughout the world. 

In pursuance of this resolution the association has been duly incor- 


porated under the laws of New York, with the members of the governing 
board as incorporators. 

This association is designed to be a central control to stimulate, organ- 
ize, direct, and correlate everywhere in all 
departments so that processes of education, processes of law, and proc- 
esses of reclamation will act and react until the vital forces of organized 
society are marshaled to throw off this menacing ill. 

The main reliance in America, as in other lands, for permanent 
relief from this threatening ill must found, as intimated 
in the process of prevention through organized narcotic education. 
ixperimentation during the last years has out the 
methods by which this can be effectuated. The principle involved is 
that of baving an analogy of a nerve center or ganglion of the body 
physical which presides over the question of safety from this peril 
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and organizes and stimulates and directs the vital forces of society to 
make effective resistance. For carrying out this principle two organi- 
zations have been developed by a process of actual functioning, namely : 
The International Nareotic Education Association, incorporated in 
1921 under the laws of California, a corporation “not for profit,” 
which undertakes to organize, develop, and standardize narcotie educa- 
tion in the schools, colleges, and education machinery proper of this 
country proper and ultimately of other countries, and the World Con- 
ference on Narcotic Education, its subsidiary, founded in Philadelphia 
July 8, 1926, which seeks the cooperation of organized agencies, the 
press, the pulpit, the screen, the radio, clubs, associations, etc., to 
extend narcotic education throughout seciety in general, and especially 
during narcotic education week, the last week of February of each 
year 
NARCOTIC EDUCATION WEEK 

The following is an extract from the report of the first annual observ- 
ance of Narcotic Education Week, February, 1927: 

“The phenomenal success of the first annual observance of narcotic 
education week, the last week in February, 1927, in the enthusiastic 
adherence throughout this country, as well as In many foreign lands, 
and the quickened interest which was manifest in all departments, 
fully justifies making Narcotic Education Week a permanent institu- 
tion and further demonstrates the fact that in education we are on the 
true road 

“Special satisfaction is felt from the effect of public opinion created 
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during Nareotic Education Week upon the legislatures of the several | 


States in session at that time. Many legislatures heretofore indifferent 
promptly took up and enacted progressive narcotic legislation. Espe- 
cially gratifying has been the Legislatures of California and New York, 
lor many years these legislatures had regularly defeated narcotic 
bills. After narcotic education week and during the congested periods 
that precede adjournment these legislatures, without serious opposition, 
passed progressive laws that would have been considered impossible of 
passage before. 

“ Evidencing the splendid indorsement of Narcotic Education Week, 
out of 3,400 replies to a preliminary query addressed to a group of 
individuals comprising the leaders of thought in various fields, designed 
for the purpose of appraising public sentiment, 3,369 were favorable 
and 31 unfavorable—opposition amounting to less than one-tenth of 1 
per cent 

“Using the spoken word, records show that more than 21,000 organ- 
ized programs were conducted by civie and religious organizations, 
nearly 10,000 by woman's organizations, about 5,000 by colleges, schools, 
and teachers’ associations. Nearly 400 broadcasting stations put a 
narcotic education message on the air, and 76 of these put on a well- 
prepared drama. 

‘The written word was as widely invoked. Clippings from all parts 
of the country show the general cooperation of tbe press, through the 
Associated Press, the United Press, Universal Service, and other 
agencies, The service included editorials, pictorials, news items, gen- 
eral, national, local, feature articles, ete. The local press gave im- 


portant assistance, especially in helping groups in putting on their | 


programs Major organizations, institutions, business groups freely 
used their own trade journals, periodicals, bulletins, etc. 

“The far-reaching benefit of so vast an educational impact through 
both the spoken word and the written word can scarcely be over- 
estimated, Narcotic Education Week ought truly to serve as a continu- 
ing stimulus to more energetic effort througheut the future.” 

TOXICOLOGY—-BIOLOGY 


The principal narcotics that have defied legal control and are now 
scourging humanity, namely, opium, morphine, cocaine, heroin, belong 
to the general class of organic or hydrocarbon poisons. They concen- 
trate their attack upon the nervous system, producing in toxic doses, 
delirium, coma, convulsions. 

These are all alkaloidal poisons, most of which in nature are gen- 
erated by plants. 

Opium is the coagulated sap of the capsules of the sleep or white 
poppy, grown chiefly in India, China, Turkey, and Persia. Morphine 
constitutes the principal poisoning element in opium, about 8 to 15 
per cent. Heroin was made formerly only from morphine by treating 
it with acetic acid and hydrochloric acid. It is reported now, as 
stated, that chemists have learned how to make it synthetically from 
coai-tar products. Coeaine is made usually from the leaves of the 
coca plant grown chiefly in South America, but is now made also 
synthetically from coal-tar products, 

Chemically, these poisons are built up around the deadly pyridin 
base containing five atoms of hydrogen, tive atoms of carbon, and one 
atom of nitrogen, joined together in a nucleus like a closed ring. The 
complex structure in this opium group contains three rings, the phen- 
anthren structure united to the. nitrogen nucleus, with oxygen introduced. 

In morphine, the formula, C);Hy»O,N, contains 17 atoms of carbon, 19 
of hydrogen, and 1 of nitrogen, 3 of oxygen. The formula of cocaine is 
Cy;-H,Q,N. In the case of heroin, acetic and bydrochioric acid introduce 
additional complexity, giving more pewerful poisoning properties, pro- 
ducing morphine-diacetylate, having the formula Cg,H,0,N. 
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Protoplasm, the living material from which all living parts are built, 
is composed of proteins, water and a little salt. Its life processes re- 
quire a regular supply of food and oxygen and regular elimination of 
waste products. Some poisons attack the protoplasm itself; some 
interfere with its necessary life processes; some do both. 

The highly organized alkaloidal poisons combine readily with proteins, 
and easily penetrate the wall or sheathing that protects the living 
eells. Consequently, we would expect the result to be not only violent 
derangement in the usual activities and life processes but permanent 
injury to the structure, 

Since the nervous system is the most highly organized part of the 
whole human organism, it is not surprising that these complex alkaloidal 
poisons should show their chief effect upon the nervous system and 
should attack man more than the lower animals. Since, of the nervous 
system, the upper brain is the most delicate, it is not surprising that 
this part should be quickly attacked and deeply injured, although it 
is from damage to the functions of the lower brain that death occurs 
with a fatal dose, 

PHYSIOLOGY 

Narcotics are soluble in fat, so they penetrate the fatty sheathing 
that protects the brain from most harmful substances in the blood 
eurrernt, and in this way the poison comes quickly in contact with the 
delicate, highly organized gray matter. 

One of the earlier physiological effects is to stop the action of the 
parts that cause the sensation of pain, and this is what gives narcotics 
their chief legitimate value in the practice of medicine, but even in 
the effect of deadening the sense of pain the action of the drug is that 
of a poison. The medicinal is contracting. 

In the same way these poisons attack the delicate, carefully proe 
tected organs of reproduction, impairing the sexua] powers of the male,’ 
causing the female addict to become sterile, and undermining the germ 
plasm, by virtue of which the species renews its life from generation 
to generation. 

Tyrode (Harvard), in his Pharmacology, sums up the symptoms of 
morphine addition as follows: “ Depravity of the mind; general de- 
bility; loss of weight and appetite; loss of sexual powers; sleepless- 
ness; eczema; contracted pupils; diarrhea, alternating with constipa- 
tion ; and finally death from malnutrition.” 

The case is different with cocaine and heroin. The victims of these 
powerful drugs, unless they have repeated treatment, live but a short 
time, at best. The degeneration of the upper brain is so swift that the 
elements of character crumble in a few months. Complete demoraliza- 
tion follows and often the life of crime joins with pbysical ills and the 
spur of torture of the drug to hasten the end. 

One-eighth of a grain of morphine or one twenty-fifth of a grain 
of heroin is sufficient to cause the drug effect. In a few days the 
system will develop sufficient capacity to neutralize this quantity. 
Then the drug effect will be felt only after getting beyond the point 
of neutralization, when it will be necessary to have a quarter of a grain, 
later a half grain, and soon a grain and more to produce the desired 
effect. Though 1 to 2 grains of morphine is a fatal dose ordinarily to a 
person unaccustomed to the drug, 10 grains of morphine daily is com- 
mon, many taking 20 grains, some 50, ‘There are records of more than 
100 grains taken daily. 

When the drug begins to subside, as it does in a few hours, the 
equilibrium is upset as though by an irritating poison. The distressing 
effect is general, no part of the body escapes. A condition of torture 
sets in. The muscles seem to become knotty. Cramps ensue in the 
abdomen and viscera, attended frequently by vomiting and involuntary 
discharge of the bowels. Pains often succeed each other as though a 
sword were being thrust through the body. In advanced cases this 
suffering (called withdrawal symptoms) is considered the most acute 
torture ever endured by man and continues for days. In some cases 
death will ensue if the addict is far advanced and the dose or “ shots” 
are suddenly stopped. The drug of addiction wit! quickly relieve this 
torture. Naturally the addict comes to consider getting his supply of 
the drug as a matter of life and death, 


PSYCHOLOGY 


Morphine, cocaine, heroin are white powders, all soluble in water, all 
bitter to the taste. Morphine is usually put up in the form of tablets, 
Cogaine and heroin are called “ snow,” and in yarious localities by other 
naines. 

Heroin predominates now, especially in the eastern portion of the 
United States, so that “ snow,” “snow parties,” etc., refer usually to 
heroin. 

When luring girls into addiction the peddler often calls heroin 
“headache powder.” With peddlers at large, using as they often do 
boys and girls to aid them, the safe precaution for a youth of either 
sex to take is to repulse instantly any suggestion to ‘take a shot,” 
which means to take a hypodermic of morphine, to take “a sniff” or 
“a blow” of “ snow,” and to avoid all forms of white powder. 


It is the custom to give away heroin free to the youth till he or 
she is “ hooked.” When children are away from home it is a safe 
practice to accept nothing as a gift to eat, drink, or whiff, not even 
from a supposed friend. When you decline the first offer, the boy or 
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lerst 1 how intin l idiction is connected Isat ly wit 
cri 
] 1ddition ft the ge ral n ial traits of | 1 s tl } ’ 
ldict has two gs] al characteri 2 takir 
( 1e experien n xaltatior pon 
self as ero Bent ups getting money “ dare 
nything, thinks he can a plish any holduy 
robberies, and murders committed by these l n add 
lipse in daring all the exploits of Jesse James and his gang I 
in be said also of cocaine ldicts 
Secondly, the heroin addict has a mania to bring ybody else into 
addiction. It may be said in general that 1 addicts have a desi 
for company and wish others to share with them the problem of secur 
ing the drug supply, but in tl case of the heroin addict, it is ar 
absolute lain for recruiting He thinks, dreams, plots to bring all 


addiction All 


contagion 


whom he contacts into tends to 


addiction 


Heroin addiction can be 
Dr. Alexander 
Affairs, 


sanity, an 


likened to a 


Lambert, in a hearing before the Committee on 


eign Congress, said: “Cocaine brings an in 
and both inflate 
responsibility in the moral 
The heroin addicts will more 
, for it 


instincts 


Sixty-seventh 


acute insanity with it, but cocaine heroin 


Heroin cuts off the sense of 
ker 


crime, 


personality 
much than 
quickly commit 
The herd instinct is 
the ones ontrol 
to others. Heroin is the 

Another 


gens qui morphine 
with no sense of 
obliterated by 


the 


regret 


and 


or responsibility 


heroin, the herd are 


which moral sense in the sense of responsibility 


them all.” 
addiction 


worst evil of 


general characteristic of psychology is secretive 


ness Where the drug supply is easily accessible so that withdrawal 
symptoms do not occur, addicts sometimes remain for months or years 
undetected by their own families and most intimate friends 


SOCIOLOGY 


The family is the foundation of society. In the family, society not 
only prepares its citizenship in the most essential attributes of char 
acter, but renews its very life through the welding of two lines of 
germ plasm. Without considering the economics of the home and the 
want and tragedy that come in with narcotics, we must look upon 
narcotics as making a deadly assault upon the germ plasm itself. In 


the earlier stages addiction weakens the germ plasm and tends toward 
the production of abnormal offspring. 

In the later stages of addiction, the 
and the addict sterile, 
ends, 

It is 
taken in 
rows, to 


addict loses sexual 


the 


male 
thus 


powel 


female becomes line of germ plasm 
careless 
with its 
these 


morhpine given in 
medicines that 
established 
the new addicts. 
usually catches the boy and the gir 
like the young bird before it has learned to fly, and the new 
never built. These constitute the bulk of 
are swelling the ranks of addiction 


usually 
patent 
parents in 
percentage of 


illness by a 
brings addiction, 
homes. However, 
Heroin, on 
]1 between 


physician or 
train of sor 
make but a 
the other hand, 
16 and 20, or even younger, 


small 


homes are 


victims new recruits that 


The average standard of character of the citizen determines the 
stage of civilization. The spread of morphine addiction tends to bring 
social disorders and gradual decay. The spread of heroin besides 


lowering the standard of citizenship of necessity hastens social death 


by stopping the reproduction of homes. 


It is with the Nation as with the individuals and the families that 
compose the Nation. The unchecked advance of addiction must entail 
national degradation, ending in national death. 

In scientific circles, because of their ghastly plicit and almost hops 


less 





yutlook for permanent relief, addicts are called the “living dead 
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rhe spread of idict 1 in | ‘ oul 1 3 t mach 
t ivir th t t | S s e 
pproa will e slow I \ slow with 
m, faster with morphine all , Ww 
S t were anno i I lion 
s our pi i ink wi t i 
l | ‘ Y irug 
trag t : I 
p s i 
i ‘ ‘ ea ! l l ? W 4 
iM 3 1 g under i t ur 
Db \ s O. Sq | s Ss Ss 
I t drug ldicti ! ! \ 
I 1 I il t s 191LS i V \ ending 
922, 8 Ss an ‘ 10 I i g 
ldicts admitted to Sing §& pl I i 
' j 1919 
Before sam i W ( As i \ i 
Gen 1 of the Un is s king « id ‘ ‘ 
It is juestionably increasing \ ) i 
we Ll au to the I l es il \ i i I 1 \ i 
MeNeil I id this term é ldicts 
oO iccount t ecretiveness on ne knows jus how m vy heroin 
licts t I i in é \ i ww it is an army SS g 
é it ‘ or the total nut é 1d is repo d in t 118-19 
urvey of the Treasury Departm rang from 200,000 1 $000,000 
Dr. Carleton Simon, special deputy polic ommissioner of New York 
City. has estimated that while only SS ounces of heroin were iwfully 
prescribed by the medical profession in the cit if New Y k i e 
l 12 onths, 76,000 ounces Vv e consumed Remember t ~~ ov0O 
young addicts can be created with 1 « I mind that neen- 
trates upon the heroin problem must stand appalled 
rhe latest and most authoritative estimates are those relati also 
to the city of New York, reported » the a World Confer- 
ence m Narecoti Edueation by tl commissioner f corre on, the 


senior medical officer, the warden and the chief of criminal identification 


of that city This survey shows 60 per cent of all inmates of correec- 
tional institutions, involving cases of moral turpitude 3 ck ts or 
narcotic cases, and the official estimate for that city is placed at 
200,000 Court records show that most of hese dict ure leroin 
addicts of tender ages—in their teens or just out 

When it is remembered that heroin was only discovered in 1898 in 


central Germany and began to be exploited in America in 1910, it 


is evident that its expansion has been at an alarming rate in 1 t 
years. This is borne out by records of tl nareotics division of the 
Treasury Department in their report of offenses against narcotic laws 
the number in 1918 was 1,000: in 1919, 2,000; in 1921, ov £000 
and with steady and rapid increase had reached over 10,000 in 1925 \ 
questionnaire sent out by a special committee under the hairmanship 
of Hon, John W. Davis to rrectional institutions and departments 
of justice shows a similar alarming increase in the last few years 


The chief of the criminal 
at the Philadelphia World 
daring daylight robberies, holdups 
being committed by addicts, espec 
them 


New 
nearly all of 


York 


th 
the 


identification bureau of reported 


Conference that inditry 


and crimes of violence in that city 


are ially heroin addicts and cocain 


addicts, many of very young The health commissioner of Chi 


cago has made a similar report from that city 


Certainly a problem such as this, having reached such vast propor- 
tions with the attendant ravages so vitally affecting every department 
of human life, should arouse the solicitude of our Government and of 
the governments of other lands and all thoughtful Citizens who are 


devoted to the uplifting of mankind 
PARENTS 
RENCE TO NARCOTIK 
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(Prepared in Teachers College, Columbia University, rk City) 


HABITS 


Two psychological principles have been observed in preparation of the 


following statements, and it is recommended to teachers and parents 
that these be generally observed in education with reference to narcotic 
drugs : 

(1) The tendency in education with referer f uY grave dang 4 
to appeal to fear. The appeal to fear may be temporarily effective, but 
fear is not constructive unless it is supplemented by the determination 
to control the danger. A spirit of cour ous control is to be preferred 
to a spirit of fear 

(2) Curiosity should not be whetted to stimulate dangerous expe 
mentation with drugs Whenever the situation calls for it, cur ity 
should be satisfied by complete knowledge, for full and complet nowl 


edge will surely forestall incautious experiment 
Education 


best 


with reference to narcotic drugs should 
practices of 
Accordingly the 


to form certain desirable habits and attitud 


accepted the general educational 


schools 


aim of the teacher will be to lead tl! lit 








edge whi will enable him te act ethically and intelligently. The child 
mm know what right is; he must wish to do right; he must be able 
to @ nt 

Phe habits which parents and teachers should help children 


to form with reference to narcotic drugs are as follows: 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 


The child should never take anything to eat, drink, or sniff from 

! new acquaintance unknown to parents, or acquaintances 

1 be child } ws only slig i} 

1 hould choose for his friends only the children of whom his 
" ‘ ue one in authority approves and who measures up to the 

‘ heal straightforward character. 
i } ! to meet bravely every situation involving un- 
I will tend to prevent use of pain-deadening drugs 
fi h 
| He should fir his keenest enjoyment in outdoor sports, such as 
‘ ming, ridin ete rather than from indoor amusements 
(5) He sl d avoid all habit-forming drinks, such as t and coffee ; 

( 1} taining caffein, such oca cola; and alcoholic drinks. 

i hould avoid the use of tobacco in any form, 

HIGH SCHOOLS 

li dilion to all the preceding habits the high-school pupils should 
have tl wing ones 

1) s tid habitually rely upon a healthful régime of living 
p order keep well, instead of upon use of patent medicines or drugs. 

2) He should avoid all use of drugs except upon the prescription 
of a reliable physician Headache powders or tablets in particular 
may be dangerou Ile should learn not to give soothing sirups ” 
or other drugs to babies or children, 

(3) He s id avoid all hypodermic injections except when given 
! e physician or nurse, 

(4) He does what he can to fight the drug evil whenever an oppor- 
tur \ i urs 

ble 1ould feel responsible for the safety of younger children 
and shonld help them to obey the preceding rules and protect them 
from « d powder, tablets, or any drink that may be offered by a 
strange 

IDEALS, STANDARDS, AND ATTITUDES 
f edueation with regard to narcotic drugs depends to 
a eX t upon the formation of certain character traits and 
I ie effectivens of certain ideals or itudes in influencing be- 
I ( Phe noning of these character traits should be made in 
byl Ss f the most important are as follows: 

Su on ¢ y kind of secret or underhand amusement. 

Beli hat to refuse to do a thing that everyone else in the 
ur cing because it is an underhand or harmful thing to do is 
ber Ww aly 

A fe g of horror and fear of drug addiction. 

i) A tendency to feel afraid of strangers who offer things to eat, 
drink, or sniff 

») A belief that the effect of an act on future bappiness and use- 
fulness is more important than a temporary immediate enjoyment. 

6) A tendency to weigh the consequences of any unfamiliar act 
before engnugipg in it. 

i \n unwillingness to “try anything once,” such as eating, drink- 
ing, or sniffing unknown substances or using the bypodermic needle. 
“Once may be too often. 

8) Confidence in the parents and a habit of freely discussing with 
them all of the day's happenings. As the result of such an attitude 
] hild or youth would be likely to tell his parents of his first ex- 
pe nees with drug vendors or suspicious characters. This might lead 

discovery of “snow parties.” After the drug has becn 

a I the drug habit formed the addict becomes very secretive, and 
t is dificult to discover the existence of the menace. 

{ Feeling of responsibility for supperting legislation regarding 


ontrol of narcotic drugs and keeping informed regarding expert opinion 
of what the most effective type of legislation is. 


(10) The ideal of self-control, of being able to control one’s owa 

tions for the best good of family, friends, and community, as well 
as personal well-being. If this ideal has become consciously worth 
whi to the boy and girl, they will seek to avoid anything such as 
the drug habit, which makes self-control impossible. 


(11 The ideals of good citizenship, good workmanship, and good 
smanship These ideals require that the boy and girl do every- 
thing possible to keep themselves physically, mentally, and morally fit; 


all habits which keep them in good condition and 
bits and indulgences which impair their ability and use 


th they observe 
avoid all ha 


(12) The ideal of reliability. The boy ‘or girl who can be depended 
pon is respected and admired. The use of narcotic drugs undermines 
1 qualities of trustworthiness. Boys and girls who pride themselves 
on being dependable, trustworthy, and reliable will not knowingly use 


. ee 
lic Grugs. 
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IDEALS AND KNOWLEDGE 
The important habits and ideals related to the prevention of the 
legitimate use of narcotic drugs have been briefly outlined. It will 


have become evident that although they are the backbone of prevention 
they must be supplemented by knowledge. 


, 














A considerable body of knowledge bas been presented in preceding 
pages. Some suggestions follow regarding the use of this information 
with school children and the different approaches th re possible, 

ELEMENTARY GRADES 

In the elementary grades it is not necessary th: ld 
have much detailed knowledge regarding narcoti 
emphasis should be placed on the habits and at pr 
ceding paragraphs The information which is given will be more 
effective if given in its natural relationship to the problems with which 
the elementary child deals than if given as isolated lessons about 
narcotic drugs. Effective u may be made of the following situations: 

1. In safety education the child considers the problems of avoiding 
dangers of various kinds; he learns to recognize and avoid common 
poisonous plants; to avoid dangerous anit to refrain from puttir 
any. unknown pills, berries, food, or drink into the mouth. The avoid 
ance of the dangers of narcotic drugs has an obvious place here. 

2. In nature study the child learns that certain plants have poison- 

s leaves, berries, or flowers, or that poisonous preducts may be made 
from them. He may also discover that yme plants have medicinal 
value. The medicinal value and also the harmful poisonous results of 
the use of the poppy derivatives may be mentioned. In nature study the 
pupil also acquires an understanding of the necessary conditions for 
growth—proper food, light, air, moisture, temperature, ete. He may 
learn in this connection that certain poisons hinder growth and that 


narcotic drugs are such poisons. 


2 


3. In study of food the child learns what are good foods and drinks 


for human beings, and that only those substances and no others should 
ever be taken into the mouth, except when given by parents, nurse, or 
physician. 

4. Temperance education with reference to alcoholic drinks may 


be 


reasons 


include reference to nareotic drugs. The same 


abstinence apply in both cases. 


extended to 
for 


usually 
moral 





HIGH SCHOOLS 

In high schools, more extensive knowledge should be given. This is 
the peri of danger. 

1. The social sciences—history, civics, geography, and economics— 
form a natural setting for studying the problems of drug addiction 
as they affect our civilization: 

(a) Its effect on our criminal problem; (b) its effect upon the 
home (c) its effect upon the individual's ability to earn a living; 
(d) its growing menace, as indicated by the history of the production 


and use of narcotic drugs; (e) its world significance, the necessity for 


international control, and attempts at international regulation at vari- 
ous conferences 

China’s attempt to rid herself of the opium menace and the selfish 
greed of the other world powers should be studied as a significant 
historical event. Emphasis should be placed upon the fundamental 
idea that narcotic drugs should be kept out of human reach by world 
control of the production in all countries, of raw opium and cocoa 
leaves so that there is no surplus beyond the supply needed for medical 
and scientific purposes. This should show the future citizen his 
responsibility in relation to the support of any legislative measures 
regarding drugs. 

2. Biography and literature may be used to show the devastating 
effect of drug addiction in the lives of famous characters in history 


and literatures; e. g., Poe and DeQuiney 

3. In chemistry the student may learn the consumption of narcotic 
drugs understanding of why they are ind 
what their chemical action is. This will necessarily be simply presented 
in high schools, but the student will gain the scientific point of view. 


reach a_ scientific poisons 


4. In biology or physiology the student may learn the effects of 
poisons upon the growth and life of living tissues and upon the or- 


ganism as a whole. He may learn here that the use of narcotic drugs 
destroys the powers of reproduction, and this will give him the scientific 
basis for understanding the disastrous effects of drug addiction upon 
the preservation of the race. 

5. In psychology the student discovers the laws of habit formation, 
the effect of drugs upon the nervous system, and the terrific difficulties 
in breaking the drug habit. 

EXAMPLES FOR LESSONS IN SCHOOLS 

Two detailed suggestions for lessons on the drug problems: 

These lessons are not to be taught word for word in all situations. 
They are included to give a concrete idea of certain principles of 
method especially. 

(1) The use of a real problem as the basis of the lesson. The first 
lesson would be taught if there were definite rumors or evidence of 
drug traffic among children in the neighborhood. The second, if news- 
papers and magazines were printing articles concerning the prevalence 
and danger of drugs in the community. 

















(2) The ~ 1 st o! ts in such way as to have the 

nuvi is and clus tie rom the children—not from the | 
t ne 

(3) Lessons dealing with the drug problem should be taught with all 
the earnestness and force of personality that is possible by a teacher 
who feels the impertance of this subject 

It would be beti not to teach such lesson it all than to teach 

n in a superficial, perfunctory wa which might simply arouse 
riosity rather than fear of t lrug evil and the will to control it 
fEACHER, Several of the students this week brought in clippings from 
wspapers about drug addictior (Reads parts from clippings.) These 

clippings say that the drug menace is a very serious oblem What 
some points you would msider in deciding how important the 
m is? 

PuPrILt. What kinds of d most dang 

Puri, Are drugs being easily made and sold 

Pue Do many people take drugs? 

PUPIL. Does taking a drug one or two times ad inv harm? 

Purit, Can a person who has been a drug addict ever be cured? 

Purtt. What effect do the drugs have on health and character? 

Purt.. What effect does the person who takes drugs have on othe 

ple * 

reacuer. (Writes the questions suggested on the board.) These az 

important points Let s try to answer the first ques i, What 

drugs are mentioned in the clippings read? 

PUPILS. Opium, morphin ‘cocaine, heroin 

TEACHER, When we think of the effects of opium smoking—some of 
the Chinese victims look scarcely human—it would seem that opium 

ist be the most dangerous But heroin is nearly ten times more 

wwerful than opium Would there be any other factor beside the con 
centration, making one of these more dangerous than another? 

Pupit. If one were easier to take than another 

reacHuer. Yes Heroin is made in the form of a white powder that 
can be easily “* sniffed Others require a hypodermic needle, Can you 
see how that makes heroin especially dangerous? 

Puri. Yes. Most people would be suspicious of the use of a needle 
but the white powder would look quite harmless to anyone who didn’t 
know what it was 

reacHer, Exactly so Is there any other factor which makes thes 
drugs so dangerous? 

Pret. They can be easily smuggled in 

TracHer, Yes; it is estimated that $20,000 worth of opium can be 
packed in one suitcase and that 2,000 addicts can be produced with 
one ounce of heroin, As John said, that makes it easy for people to 
smuggle it into the country and sell it to their victims. The next 
question, “ Do many people take drugs?” is more difficult to answer 
why? 

Pup. People keep it a secret—they feel it is a disgrace. 

TEACHER. Ye The actual mber of drug addicts has been estimated 
to from 250,000 to 2,000,000. Prison authorities at Leavenworth in 
1921 reported 15.5 per cent of drug addicts and in 1922, 24 per cent. 
The chief physiciun of Sing Sing says that there was an increase in 
addicts of 900 per cent from 1919 to 1922 What do these figures 
show? 7 

Peri That it is becoming a more serious problem all the time, 

TekACHER. Your next question asks, “ Does taking a drug one or two 
times do any harm? Does being bitten by a poisonous snake once 
or twice do any harm? Does playing with fire once or twice ever do any 
harm? Taking a drug once may result in the drug habit. The more 
powerful the drug, the more certain its quick habit-forming effect. 
Heroin taken six times will make an addict—a slave to the drug. 
(Tells the story of Wallace Reid and his unsuccessful fight with the 
drug habit.) 


(The teacher similarly takes up a discussion 
oposed, in every and suggestions 
children, and supplying information herself as needed.) 
Teacher finally asks: What 
lem of drug addiction? 
Pupils make summary. 


of the other questions 


drawing conclusions from the 


ease 


are your conclusions concerning this prob- 


TracHer. What can we as a class do to prevent the spread of the 
drug evil? 
Pupils give suggestions: 


If we ever get into a situation where boys or girls are abont to take 
any of these drugs we can tell them what the consequences would be, 
and prevent them from taking the drug. We can help make outdoor 
sports more popular than indoor sports. 

We can report to the police any suspicious-looking people. 

We can take medicine only when the doctor gives it to us. 

Tracuer. These are good suggestions. 
master of any situation of danger if we meet it, and all other times 
forget abort it, get thrills from outdoor sports as Jobn said, and “ fill 
every unforgiving minute’ by doing something profitable and interest 


ing to ourselves and worth while to others. 
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We wili be prepared to be 


} 


CALL. OF TH 
HEFLIN obtained the floor 
BLEASE. Mr. President, I 
quorum. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the rol 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 
Ashurs Ferris MehKella s ' 
Barkley Fess MeLean Ss i 
Bavard F let McMa Sima is 
Bing! r Frazis McNary smi 
Black Gerry Maytield Smoot 
lain Gillet Moses Steck 
Ble (yifiss Norbeck NS Ve 
B 1 Gould Norr S 
Bratto (yreen N ve Swa yn 
Brookhart i odd ! na 
ssard il is Overniuin lramm 
B Harris Pr} Cvadi 
Capper Hinwe Line lvson 
Caraway Hayden Pittma Wacne 
Copeland Heflin Reed, Mo Walsh M 
Couzens Hlowel Reed, Pa Walsh, M 
Curtis Tones Robinson, Ark Warren 
Cutting Kendrick tobinson, Ind Waterman 
Dal heyes Sack WW on 
Deneen King Schall W 
Dill La Follette Sheppard 

The VICE PRESIDENT Eighty¥-three Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION \LLEGED MEXICAN PROPAGANDA 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, not long ago the Senate was 
astounded by the disclosures of the Hearst publications of a 
disgraceful and scandalous charge against four United States 
Senators. My name was in that list As soon as I learned 


that my name was involved I said, “An enemy hath done this.” 
Practically everyone who has spoken to me about the matter 
hus expressed opinious that agree entirely with mine 

I am unable to say at this time just who all had a hand in 


the cowardly, sneaking, and infamous plan to associate my name 
with the despicable Hearst-Mexican scandal. Considering all 
the facts and circumstances in the case there is no escape from 
the conclusion that it is the direct result of a conspiracy on the 
part of certain Roman Catholics to frame, injure, and if possible 


to destroy me for the work I did in the Senate to defeat the 
efforts of the Knights of Columbus and the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy to involve the United States in war with Mexico on 
behalf of the Catholic Church, 

The man from whom Hearst got the forged papers is a 
Roman Catholic. He testified that he obtuined them from Ro- 
man Catholic clerks in the Mexican Government and that he 
told them he wanted the papers for Bishop Diaz, a Roman 
Catholic bishop of Mexico. Hearst's wife is 1 Roman Catholic 


Mr. President, when I was doing everything in my power in the 
Senate to prevent the Roman Catholics from using the United 
States Army to fight the battles of the Roman Catholic Church 
in Mexico, I was attacked most viciously by the entire Roman 
Catholic press of the country and Catholic priests denounced 
me in their pulpits for daring to stand in the way of the war 


program of the Pope of Rome. They were willing to kill 
American boys to restore the Catholic Church to power in 
Mexico. I was the only Senator who laid bare the Romun 
Catholic program to get us in war. I received threatening 


letters from Roman Catholics telling me that if I did not cease 
my opposition that they would murder me. A Catholic priest 
in New York, named Belford, published a statement suggesting 
that the Catholics should hire thugs to waylay and mob me 
During that debate last winter the People’s Forum, Ohio 
State Journal, complimented me for exposing the Roman Catho 


lic conspiracy to get our country into war witb Mexico, and 
added that “anything may happen to Senator Herrin, from 
ostracism to murder.” But I never dreamed that they would 
resort to such a low-down, sneaking. and disgraceful thing as 
this attempt to destroy my good nume and assassinate my 
character. 

Scores of American citizens have written me that they be- 
lieved the money paid to manufacture the Hearst Catholic 


Mexican scandal was furnished 
It will be remembered that the 
at Philadelphia a million dollars 
propaganda for war with Mexico. I pointed out in my speeches 
in the Senate that the Knights of Columbus had passed a 
resolution denouncing our policy of peace toward Mexico and 


by the Knights of Columbus 
Knights of Columbus raised 
to be used in carrying on 


“demanding” that it “be changed forthwith.” And I ealled 
attention to the fact that a Roman Catholic Congressman, Mr 
BoyLan, of New York City, introduced a resolution in the 
House demanding that we immediately sever diplomatic re- 
lations with Mexico. That resolution meant war and I said 








165 


That olution was supported in the Committee on For- 
Affairs of the House by nobody but Roman Catholics. 
grievance stated, and the cause for war made known, was 
purely and wholly a Roman Catholic question, and the reasons 
for urging the passage of the Boylan resolution were “the 
persecution of Catholics and the efforts to destroy the Roman 
Catholic Church in Mexico.” 


£0 
eis 


The 


re 


1 said then that it was not an American question, but a 
Roman Catholie qui on, and that the affairs of the Roman 
« hol Church in Mexico are none of our business, and I 
aid: “ No American boy is going to be carried off to Mexico 
and killed in such a conflict if 1 can prevent it.” 

In discharging my duty to my couutry I have incurred the 
displeasure and brought down upon my head the wrath of 
certain intolerant and bigoted Roman Catholics. The misrep- 
resentatior and seurrilous insinuations made against me by 
leading Roman Catholic newspapers since the Hearst Catholic 
Mexican seandal was investigated by the Senate committee 


have confirmed me in the conviction that those who inspired 
and initiated the diabolical scheme to involve my name in 
this scandal were Roman Catholics who were mad with me 
and who were willing to employ any dishonorable means pos 
sible to do me injury. So in seeking some one who would lend 
himself to the miserably cerrupt and contemptible business of 
giving it publicity, they sought and obtained the service of 
William Randolph Hearst. He was willing, without a scintilla 
of truth to support him, to drag the names of four United 
Stutes Senators into a horrible and loathsome scandal when 


he knew that they were innocent 
the names of three other Senators to be associated with a dis- 
honorable an act that nobody but a thief and scoundrel 
would be guilty of—he told the committee, under oath, that 
he did not believe that any one of the Senators had ever been 
approached on the subject—that he was convinced that they 
were all innocent and had had nothing whatever to do with 
the matter in question. And yet he was willing to purchase, 
wnd did purchase for publication, “ manufactured falsehoods’ 
and “forged papers” from a Roman Catholic Mexican thief. 
He was willing to bring four United States Senators into disre- 
pute and blacken their characters on statements that he himself 
admits were false. He is willing to deal with Roman Catholic 
Mexican thieves in order to traduce and slander Senators of 
his own country. Willing to wallow in the cesspool of cor- 
ruption and shame, and then hang his head like a thief come 
to judgment, and by his conduct and statements confess him- 
self to be a notorious slanderer, corruptionist, and scoundrel. 


After causing my name and 


net 
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Mr. President, the Catholic Union and Times, of Buffalo, N. Y., | 


subscriber to the National Catholic Welfare Conference News 
Service at Washington, has this to say, under the caption 
“Senator Herrin ” 


While it has been apparent in Washington circles for some time that 
Senator H®FLIN was a paid lecturer of these anti-Catholic organizations, 
his admission during the hearing of the Senate committee on the Hearst 
Mexican revelations came as a great surprise. He also forecast a new 
series of to be delivered on the floor of the Senate in the 
near future. One can readily understand what these outbursts will 
disclose. Mr, Hbriin will warn of the danger of Catholicism. He 
will tell of the plans of the Knights of Columbus to rule the Nation 
and of the menacing sbadow of Pope Pius XI. Senator HEFLIN’s own 
State has denounced him. His days in the Senate are numbered. The 
State of Alabama can be counted on to deal him a crushing blow when 
he seeks reelection. 


speeches 


again 


Mr. President, that article, on the face of it, discloses malice 
and hatred in the hearts of the priests and the clerical officials 
back of it In the Catholie Church. It discloses knowledge of 
this conspiracy about which I am speaking to-day. I am satis- 
fied that the editors and managers of this newspaper, most of 
whom are Catholic priests and high officials in the Catholic 
organization, knew that I was to be “framed,” and that they 
had a hand in it. 

Let me read a few excerpts from letters received on this sub- 
ject. They clearly show what the people generally think about 
the efforts made to injure me. 

Here is a letter from California dated December 15 
addressed to me. It reads, in part, as follows: 


and 


If it had not been for the four Senators named by Hearst, this coun- 
try would be at war with Mexico to-day; and not only that, but many 
a big sten! would bave been pulled off. If they could but put Senators 
Borau, La Fouterre, Heri, and Norris out of the way, they would 
have everything their own way; but, thank God, they are on the job 
and any amount of dirty work they do will not disturb my confidence 
in these men. 


James F. Cooper. 
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Here is another one from Findlay, Ohio, addressed to me and 
dated December 19: 


We are led to believe that the Roman Catholic clericals are the 
that engineered the so-called Hearst exposures in the Mexican s 
tion. We hope that no let up will happen and the guilt be pk 
where it belongs, and we are willing to gamble that “ Rome” had 
hand in it. 

Cc. R. GALLOWAaY 

Here is one from Camden, 8. C., addressed to me: 

I am a stranger to you, but judging from your record you ure a 
man “after my own heart.” I admire a man who is not afraid “to 





friends, the Roman Catholics 


» cha 


speak out in meetin’.” Seems lik: 


hit you a foul blow. 


your 


No e believes t 


ol 


H. C. Happy, Jr 


Norfolk, 


long ago sinc 


were 


Va., which is addressed to me: 
the 
with 


Here is one from 


It has not been very files of the Secret 
of the United States to 
original documents were altered or This 
that the forces that are behind the affair are powerful. 


ts We 


ary of Siate 


tampered such extent 


copied. alone is 


DAUGHERTY 


Here is one from Syracuse, N. Y., the home State of Alfred 
E. Smith, the gentleman that the Senator from New York | Mr. 
COPELAND] so eloquently pictures as the next nominee of the 
Democratic Party. I will have more to say about that a little 
later on. [Laughter.] This letter is addressed to me: 

The spot. We 
to find THOMAS, 
believe in you and trust you fully. will be vindicated and the 
enemy of America will be wuneovered Hearst will find that no 
Knights of Columbus money will buy with Mexico, You did your 
duty and Americans trust you We are of you. 

B. 


Rey. 


will 
we know 


tal 
tear, 
You 

and 


at last touched a y 
and destroy him, Never 


enemy his 


him 


now proceed 


you and 


war 
back 


MoONROB POSTER 


Here is a letter from Richmond, Va., addressed to me: 


Hearst's attack on you, Borau, Norris, and LA FoLtLerrep is alleged 
to be a “ Jesuit” trick, * * ®™ Ali Irish-Catholic papers are “ ege 
ing” their readers on to create trouble and the Irish-Catholic prelate 


in the Catholic hierarchy are the worst offenders 
S. SAxe. 





Here is a telegram from Kansas City, Mo., addressed to me: 
We had the pleasure of bearing you speak in Kansas City and the 
honor to shake your hand, and we just want to say that we resent with 
all vigor possible the imputations the Hearst papers are casting against 
you and the other Senators, and wish you would convey to them also 
our complete belief in their integrity and high principles, as well as 
yourself. We are of the belief that it is a fraud and is the direct result 
of directions of the Pope or his emissaries. 

Ww. 


Another from Los Angeles, Calif., addressed to me: 


A. HAWK AND WIFE. 


It is a disgraceful state of affairs when a publisher can assail public 
officials without proof or reason except probably being paid a portion 
of the $1,000,000 raised by the Knight of Columbus, 

L. 


County, 


LUDLOW HAIGHT 


Another from Oakland, Leon Tex., addressed 


to me: 


one 


Just a few lines to let you know that the true-blooded Americans are 
with you in your stand regarding Mexico and the Nicaraguan question, 
Also we are with you on the Hearst charges against you. It seems that 
the Hearst charges are simply a part of the program inaugurated by the 
Columbus in 1926 in Philadelphia to try to involve 
war with Mexico. 


Knights of this 
country in 
GILL, Sr. 


WILLIAM Huss 


Another one from Los Angeles addressed to me: 


This man Hearst is nothing but a paid hireling of the Church of 
Rome. He is aided and abetted by that interest in this country. His 
attacks upon you and the other three Senators are inspired by the 


‘fine Italian hand” of the interest I mention above. This is in retalia- 
tion for your stand on Mexican affairs last session of Congress. * * * 
B. W. Brown. 


Here is another one from Wilmerding, Pa., addressed to me: 


The only organization to have a motive for this plot would be tlie 
Roman Catholic political machine or church. 
If it can be proved that the Roman church was behind this, of which 
I think there is little doubt, Al Smith’s ambition for nomination would 
get a death blow, as would also the hierarchy's, for the control of this 
country. 
. * . * * . . 


If these 


United States had a few more Senators like you— 
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Well, that has such a fulsome compliment to me that I will 
not read it. You can get the idea from what I did read 
though, of what was in the mind of this patriot. 

Here is one from Brooklyn, N. Y.: 

As one who admires tl fight you are making against the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy in the United States, permit me to make a suggesti 
1 have heard it stated that Hearst’s documents about Mexico w 
worked up by the Catholi nd that he r ived & supstantial sum of 
money from the Knights Columbus here to print them. 

Mr. President, I have any number of these letters; but I have 


read enough of them to let the Senate know exactly what is in 
the minds of th of this Nation who are not yet afraid 
to speak above a whisper against the Roman Catholie political 
machine. 
The Cath 


people 


lic 


> 


Union and Times, Buffalo, December 22, 1927, 


has these headlines reporting the hearings in the committee 
here in Washington: 
Senator H¥#FLIN’s “ patriotism” shown in terms of dollars. Admits 


being paid by K, K. K. for lecturing. Alabama solon makes admission 
at Senate probe of Hearst Mexican revelations. 

Now, get this: 

Propagandist for Calle Other anti-Catholic organizations also paid 


United States Senator for speaking in country. 


a é > 7 oe > . 

Now that livrtin, of Alabama, has sworn before a 
committee not only that he took money from Klansmen, Protestant mil 
Masons, and for lectures the Mexican 
but lectures were of the same 
anti-Catholi Senate— 


Senator 
isters, others 
that his 


speec hes in the 


on situition 


summer, also character a 


And so forth. 
slaiure of 


In the legi his own State of Alabama, a derisive resol: 
was offered proposing that HuFLIN be made an admir 


ition 


il and be posted at 


sea upon the impending “ attack of 


to fire his *‘ most deadly verbosity ’ 
the Pope of Rome * . a 


In July, however, a somewhat different face was put on the Ala 
baman’s yoeal efferts when it was learned that he had caused his 
speeches in the Senate to be collected into a pamphlet of 138 pages 


and was offering it for sale at stated prices. ‘* Customers” 
the booklet in quantities at reduced price, he assured them. 


might buy 


Mr. President, they knew that that statement was absolutely 
false. Mr. President, most Senators here recall the fight that I 
made in January and February, a fight opened by the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Boran |—the able, fearless, incorruptible Sena 
tor from the State of Idaho—who had in mind nothing but the 
good of his country in protecting the lives of our boys and re- 
maining at peace with a neighboring republic. He made a 
speech in this body, and he warned us of how dangerously near 
we were to war with Mexico. 


The next day after his great speech I spoke about other 
activities in the same direction, efforts being made by the 
Knights of Columbus to involve us in war. I called to the 


attention of the Senate a resolution passed by them at Phila- 
delphia in which they denounced this Government's policy of 
peace toward Mexico and demanded that it cease immediately. 
They did not request that it be considered and modified if 
possible, but they were so bold and brazen and arrogant that 
they “demanded” that it cease “ immediately.” 

I called attention to that. The New York World had an 
editorial about that time, saying that if the people of the 
United States did not want war with Mexico they had better 
write to their Members of the House and Senate, because we 
were dangerously near to war with Mexico. I submif,‘to you, 
Senators, and to the country, was it not time that I was speak- 
ing, and other Senators, against a war then threatening our 
country? Was it not time that I was making a protest if I 
cared anything about the peace and happiness of my own 
country, the lives of the boys of the United States? Was it 
not my duty to take a stand against such a war when there 
was no excuse under heaven for such a war? 

I said to the Senate then, and to the country, that it was a 
Roman Catholic question, that it was not an American ques- 
tion, and that we had no business to marshal our soldiers and 
go off and fight the battles of the Roman Catholic Church. 
That was the stand that I took; and by taking that stand I 
drove from cover the most insidious and dangerous and deadly 
political machine that ever had its existence in any country on 
the earth—the Roman Catholic political machine. Without 
rhyme or reason the press of that machine attacked me from 
one end of the country to the other, all of them denouncing me, 
not a single American note sounded amongst them al!l—Cath- 
olic, Roman Catholic, allegiance to the Government of Rome 
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bove this Government manifested in ever int V 
rote against m nd I have been picked ou vy them to 
make an object lesson of for you other Senators I ire ms 
I defy them all I have taken my stan 0 mitry 
against the invisible government of the Pope of Rom nd I 
am going to uncover it in United States in spite of what 
the Jesuits may do with dagger or poison I 
crated myself to the service, and I bare my breast to xe 
‘ of my country, 
nybody ever hear of a more yillainous attack than 

this made on me since this committee investigated the in 
dalous charges that these Roman Catholics inspired against me 
misrepresenting me still? One of them showed what he had 
in mind when they put y name in if Ie said, “ Senator 
HEeEFLIN will be defeated. His days are numbered Pha . 
what they hope Well, they have already picked out two gen 
tlemen—I am not going to call their names now. but I will 
call them enough before I finish operating on them in my 
State—they have already picked out two who are ready to 
swallow their Protestant convictions and crawl on their bellies 
like serpents before the Pope, and kiss the cardinal’s ring or 
do anything else, in order to get a seat in the Senate; but there 
is not one of them ever born of woman who can beat me in 
my State. I defy these evil, un-American forces of Rome. I 
do not fear them. 


I have not got time to consider what may happen to me. I 
am ready to accept whatever comes to me I will not swallow 
my convictions for office. I never counted the cost in my life 
when I took a stard on a political question or on any other 
question. I am ready to spend and be spent in the cause of my 
country, and I am deeply indignant at the efforts made by 
Roman Catholics to besmirch my name. I have always done 
what [ thought was right as God gave me the light to see whut 
is right. When I take a stand I feel that I am doing my duty; 
and when I feel that 1 am doing my duty I am willing to take 
what comes, whether it is victory or defeat. 

Now, listen: 

A priest group up in Buffalo said that I had been denounced 
in my State. A bigger falsehood was never uttered. I spoke 
35 times in my State in September and October. I never had 
so many calls in my life. The halls in two-thirds of the places 
would not hold the audiences, and in every place where I spoke 
the audience rose en masse. There were not over 5 out of an 
audience of 7,000 that did not stand up and indorse my fight 
on this particular question. 

Talk about my being denounced! I have not been denounced. 
The patriotic people of my State are too high-minded, courageous, 
and well grounded in the principles of Martin Luther and the 
Democratic Party to bow their knee to this veiled, insidious 
monster of the political machine of the Roman Catholic Church 
who has his habitat in Tammany Hall. 

One smart Aleck in my State, who has already been defeated 
for the Senate—and defeated badly—by my distinguished col- 
league who sits at my right, had a hand in getting up a resolu- 
tion to designate me as the “admiral” to guard aguinst the 
Pope. The new and inexperienced member of the legislature 
hardly knew what he was introducing. He asked them, when 


they handed it to him, “Is there any comeback in this to 
me?” They said, “No”; and he sent it up and they read it; 
and that is all that was done with it. It was referred to a 
committee and died in the committee. 

While thinking over that ridiculous performance of am- 
bitions but dead politicians, I wrote a few lines about the 


gentleman who introduced the resolution, and since this Union 
and Times paper refers to that incident I am going to read it to 
you. I did not even know this fellow who had introduced this 
resolution. 


Old Uncle Johnnie used to say, 
You'll find, as a rule, 

In every legislature 
At least one fool. 


Who is this man Edmondson? 
I never heard of bim; 

Is he low and stocky, 
Or is he tall and slim? 


he must have been 
Jefferson County for a legislative ride, 
use a false Protestant skin 


Catholic hide. 


Slick and smooth 
When asking 
He was able to 
To cover his 


But now he throws his disguise off, 
It appears to be so at least, 

And in the legislature 
Does the bidding of the priest. 
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A } ly n for crooks to use 
li I i up f« 5 ue 
They write their stuff and hand to him, 
did thi ‘ h 
And mn he ir d s j 
And bears his nan 
rie K n pric smile on hin 
And he tl } won tal 
‘ : | 
I Vi I boir will I 
A wis on his all fours, 
I k he rdinal ring 
} he’s never travel 
\ r from home 
Put the Al Smith bunch will give him now 
long trip to Rome. 
i outhful dreams realized, 
Fultitted bis life-long hope, 
When he beholds with joyous eyes 
Hi ret lord, the Pope 
They'}l kill the fatted calf for him, 
And spread a Roman feast, 
And everywhere Edmondson turns 
Hell see a Roman priest. 
They'll pour soft music in his ears, 
And sing to him, hi, ho, 
Then take him to where the Pope is, 
And let him kiss his toe. 
They'll lead bim about the Vatican then, 
Where grows the tall green grass, 


Then take him to the Pope again, 
And let him kiss the lass 
Who will guide him through purgatory, 


Under the Pope’s field glass. 
Then bring him back to Birmingham, 
The remainder of his life to dwell, 
Then put him in a casket, 
That he himself doth sell, 
Then turn him over to the priest, 
And let bim go to hell. 


Mr. President, this Roman Catholic machine and Knights of 
Columbus régime sought to keep my speeches from getting into 
the press. They succeeded with a large portion of the press. 

They then sought to keep me from mailing my speeches to the 
people in the country who wanted them and were willing to pay 
the Government for printing them. Let me tell the Senate what 
urred, I received fully 5,000 letters requesting copies of my 
speeches I said, “ Ll am not able to have these speeches printed 
and sent to people all over the country.” I got up a compilation 
of different speeches into one, 138 pages, to circulate in my own 
State, where 1 knew this Roman Catholic machine would attack 
me and misrepresent me, where I had already seen they were 
spending money to buy up hewspapers, to poison public senti- 
ment, and to misrepresent me and my work in the Senate. So 
I fixed this speech up in one big pamphlet and inquired what 
copies would cost. I paid $336 for the first thousand and $44 
a thousand for the remainder. 

Then I conceived this idea: I would let the people have the 
speeches printed themselves and pay for them, and I would order 
them for them. So hundreds and hundreds of requests came, 
and I ordered the speeches. They would buy 500 from the Goy- 
ernment, not from me. I never made a cent out of them, of 
course. The Government would send them to my office and my 
office would do the work of sending them out to the people, to 
be distributed in the loealities. 

I submit to Senators that that was fair and proper. Every 
two years both national committees get speeches of some Senator 
or Member of the House and send them out in bulk to various 
iti to be distributed locally. What do you suppose hap- 
ut this? This Union and Times said that I wrote to 


oc 


localities, 
pened ab 


customers that I would sell the speeches cheap, in bulk. No such 
thing happened. They knew that they told a falsehood when 
they stated that. I have been out money on them myself, be- 
cause every time they put the type up it costs me about $18, 
and I am doing that and the people are still getting them. 

What do you suppose they are doing in various localities? 


Roman Catholic postmasters are telling the people the speeches 
are not frankable. They are making them put stamps on them, 
doing all they can to Keep them from reaching the people. 
What do you suppose happened here in the Post Office Depart- 
ment This Roman Catholic machine went down to the Post 
Office Department and attacked me, and tried to prevent these 
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Did von have any idea they were 
They do not anythin 
people. They suppress j 


speeches being mailed out. 
doing such things in this country’? 
aguinst their work known the 
wherever they can. 


Want 


to 


They went down to the Washington Post, one of their agents, 
had published article after article attacking me, said that I 
was abusing my franking privilege, and then had to adn 
at last that it was found that “ Senator ILer.Lin was within hi 


rights’ showing that 


but they never published my statement r 

l was within my rights and any of about it. Is that 
fair? I am telling you these things so you will know the story 
of this fight I made against war with Mexico, and the penalty 
they tried to make me pay for making that fight. 


They sent lecturers throughout the United States, who lec- 
tured on Mexico, giving their side of it, telling about mis 
treatinent of priests and nuns, and the people commenced to 
wire me when Congress adjourned, “ Won't you come and de- 
Lin us an address on the Mexican question? The Knights of 
Columbus had a lecturer here. He presented the other side. 
We can not get the truth from the press. Won't you come? 
I started out speaking on the Mexican question in that wav. 
The first speech I made was for the pastor of Christ Church in 
Clinton, lowa, They said they would pay me $250 to come up 
there and make a speech Vhen I got up there and addressed 
2,000 people, LT saw that this preacher was looking after the 
financial end of it, and I took off a hundred dollars. I spoke 


many times in Iowa, and I found in Dubuque that the Catholics 
had taken charge of the public had turned every 
Protestant teacher out and put Catholic teachers in charge. The 
board of trustees elected were Catholics, and every one of them 
sent his children to parochial sehools. That is why they want 
tO suppress me, because I am telling you what they are doing 
wherever they have the power. That is what they will d& 
you and me if they ever get that power in the United States, 

Mr. President, they talk to me about nominating Al Smith! 
It will never be the deliberate judgment of the patriotic people 
of the Democratic Party. They are not going to do it. 

Roman Catholie lecturers have been going about the country 
advocating interference in Mexico. Who paid them? The 
Knights of Columbus paid them out of that million dollars they 
raised at Philadelphia, and they are assailing me for letting the 
people in the various localities of the Country pay my expenses 


schools, 


to 


and an honorarium to come and give them the truth on the 
subject. Several Senators go out and deliver addresses that 


way during their vacations, and it is all right. It helps to edu- 
cate the people on these questions. In my case it was getting 
important truths to them, which they could not get in any other 
way. The newspapers would not give it to them. 

Let me tell you what I found when I got there. At nearly 
every place I spoke I found that Catholic priests and Knights 
of Columbus had tried to keep the Protestant people—Masons, 
Junior Order of American Mechanics, Klansmen, Odd Fellows, 
Red Men, and other Protestant orders—from having a hall for 
me to speak in. What do you think of that, Senators? Fre- 
quently, I found that a Knight of Columbus had lectured in the 
hall that I was to speak in—just two or three nights before. 
Priests were busy; Knights of Columbus, under their command, 


protested against an American Senator telling about their 
effezts to kill our boys in a war for the Roman Catholic 


Church in Mexico. 

That is why they want to get my scalp, because I tell the 
people truths about them that some public men, strange to say, 
fear to speak about, even in a whisper. They are trained iu 
the business of guarding the interests of the Roman Catholic 
machine. You let any public man say a word against their 
activities, and they go to him, and if he does not apologize and 
promise his soul to them, they will defeat him if they can. 
It is time the Protestants were waking up, and when they find 
a Protestant bowing the knee to this insidious Roman Catholic 
power, they should say to him, “If you are going to do that, 
we are going to beat you.” Then, let him come out in the 
open and be an American, and do the fair and right thing by 
all, Protestants, Catholics, and Jews. 

I am not fighting the Catholics as citizens; I am not fighting 
their mode of worship; if they want that particular mode, let 
them have it. But I am fighting the enemy of my country—the 
dangerous political machine of the Roman Catholic Church, 
That machine noses its way into business. They will boycott the 
business man who takes a stand against their activities when 
he feels that it is his duty as an American to do so. They will 
boycott a newspaper that tells the truth about their un-Ameri- 
can conduct regarding matters vital to the welfare and preser- 
yation of constitutional government in America. The Roman 
Catholic political machine and what it represents are first and 
foremost in all that it does, 
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Dubois, Pa., and one of the mem- 
bers of the comn a fine Mason, said, * One of the papers 
would not pubiish the notice that you were going to speak. 
editor had agreed: to do it, and we paid him, and the Knights 
of Columbus and the priests went him and said to him, 
‘If you publish that statement, we will boycott your paper.’ ” 
He said, “If haven't anything to do with getting up the state- 
ment. They brought the statement here giving notice of 
ator IIeFLIN’s speech. I am just going to publish it, without 
comment.” They said, “ If you do, we will boycott your paper.” 
And he would not publish it, 

Then the courageous Pre 
went down and said, * 
publicity—we have already paid you—giving notice of our public 
speaking, if you are going to let the Roman Catholics run your 
paper and this community, we will boycott you.” And they did, 
Scores and scores of subscribers quit that You have got 
to fight them with fire. I am satisfied that many Senators here 
did not know that such things were being done by this Romah 
Catholic régime in the United States. Did you have any idea 
they were doing these things? They are worried about Senator 
HEFLIN spreading anti-Catholic around! I was 
getting important truths to the country. 
in possession of every Gentile and Jew who loves this country 
and wauts to see its free institutions preserved in their integrity. 

I also spoke at Butler, Pa. The chairman of the committee 
said, “ Senator, the members of the school board want to 
you,” They were in charge of the public school hall. I said, “I 
will be glad to see them.” They came to me. They said, 

‘he Catholic priest objects to your speaking on Mexico. He is 
willing for you to speak if you will not mention the Catholic 
Church in connection with the Mexican situation.” L said, 
“ There is no war question involved except that injected by the 
agents of the Roman Catholic Church.” 

No Protestant or Jew is back of the movement, nobody but 
Roman Catholics. When they told me that the priest 
not consent for me to speuk unless I would agree to his term: 
it got under my Americi.n skin, and I said, “A Roman Catholic 
priest to tell me what I can speak about? There are hot 
enough of them in the United States to do that. I do not 
a Catholic priest what I may speak about or may not speak 
about. I am going to discuss this question just like I 
discussed it everywhere I have spoken, and tell the truth about 
it. and if they do not agree that I am telling the truth, let 
them answer my speech.” Then with one voice they said, “ Cer 
tainly the Senator can speak in the school hall.” I said, “ If you 
people have reached the point where you have got to go and 
ask the Roman Catholic priest and Knights of Columbus 
whether you can have speaking in this community or not, you 
Protestants, God knows you have fallen to a mighty low level.” 
They said, “‘ No; we will not doit. You will have the hall.” 

What do you suppose that priest told them when they went 
back and said, “ Yes; Senator Heriin will speak in the school 
hall.” He said, “All right; you will have trouble at the 
speaking. I can not coutrol the Knights of Columbus.” You 
ought to have heard the opening remarks of my speech that 
night. I told them what had occurred at the beginning with 
the school board and said, ‘The priest said he could not con- 
trol the Knights of Columbus and we would have trouble 
Think of that! A mob of Roman Catholics willing to break 
up public speaking, to terrorize public assembly in your com- 
munity, threatening violence to frighten people away.” The 
house was packed. There were 2,000 or more. I said, “ Fellow 
citizens, this is America, and if they start anything here to- 
night and the priest will not control them, we will control 
them,” and that American audience would have controlled 
them too. 

Do you know what happened to me that night? Friends 
suggested that I might need armed guards to escort me from 
the hotel to the public-school hall in a community in this great 
Protestant country, where thugs were threatening to do vio- 
lence to an American Senator who had dared to come and tell 


President, I spoke at 


Littee, 


Mr. 


to 


Ssen- 


week 


hiis 


speeches 


see 


sce 


is 


the truth about their efforts to kill American boys in the cause | 
| efforts of Roman 


of the Pope of Rome. Some of them were armed who escorted 
me to the hall and back to my hotel, here in the United States, 
in Pennsylvania, where the Roman Catholic spirit was rampant, 
and had threatened to do violence to me if I dared to speak 
about Mexico, because this priest said he could not control the 
Knights of Columbus. 

What else do you suppose they did? 
Pa., in the finest school auditorium that I ever saw. It was 
built as a memorial to the brave boys who died in France. I 
said, “ This is the finest school hall I have ever seen.” One of 


the citizens present on the platform said, “ By the way, Senator, 
did we tell you about the efforts of the Catholics to keep us 
from haying this hall for you to speak in” ? 


I said, “ No. 
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Why"? The priests and the Knights of Columbus opposed it. 
They demanded that we have meeting of the board after a 
majority of the board had already agreed for you to have it. 
They insisted on having a meeting. Two members of the board 
|} are Roman Catholics and one of them a Protestant who mar 
ried a Catholic. They fought it to the last ditch and had a 
vote of six Protestants granting the use of the hall. and three 
others, two Catholics and the Protestant who married a Cath 
olic, voting to deny us the use of the hall. That was right up 


testants of Dubois—God bless them— | 
if you do not print it, if you deny us this | 


Truihs that should be 


would | 


ask | 


| sold 
hive | 


here in Pennsylvania in our own United States. 


I am talking to some people who do not understand this 
question at ali. They have not the slightest insight to what is 
going on right here in the United States. They do not under 


stand and appreciate the mysterious and sneaking things that 
are going on behind the screen, but I am telling them about it 
This un-American spirit has got to change or there is going to 
be trouble. Either that or Americans have got to fall down and 
obey this Roman Catholic machine's edict. You are either going 
to stand up it and combat its evil influence and activi- 
you are going to let it keep moving along in various 
directions until some sad day it will late perhaps to 
save ourselves from its destructive power. 

Last spring I was booked to speak at Ride: 
had rented the theater and paid $150 for it. I saw the receipt. 
The theater company advertised my speaking its ecards. 
“Friday night Senator Herrin lectures on the Mexican ques- 
tion.” They had announced it to the public themselves. 

What do you suppose happened? When I was on the train 
going there a gentleman from that town boarded the same 
trair He was disturbed and indignant. He had paid the $150 
and had expected to get his money back from tickets sold. They 
had sold, I believe, 1,200 tickets, and the theater man came to 
them and told them that the Roman Catholic priests and the 
Knights of Columbus had objected me speaking in the 
theater on the Mexican question, and had threatened to boy- 
cott the theater and that he had to withdraw the permit for its 


against 


ties or 


be too 


way. Pa. They 


to 


use for that purpose. The man who had rented it said, “ You 
ean not withdraw it. It is advertised. You have my money 
and I have your receipt.” The theater man said “I will pay 


it back.” He said, “ I will not accept it. The tickets have been 
in accordance with our contract and the people will be 
here to hear Senator Heriin give the facts about the Mexican 
question.” 

That night the theater was closed and dark. 
was away hiding out. The sheriff was there to keep people 
who held tickets from entering. A courageous American judge 
up there issued an order requiring them to open the theater 
and let those people use it to hear me speak, and the Roman 
Catholic official, whose duty it was to serve the order of the 
judge, hid out and could not be found. One thousand two hun- 
dred men and women peaceful, law-abiding Protestant citizens 
of America stood there in the dark in front of that theater. 
They were not permitted to enter. They had bought tickets. 
A number of citizens came back to the hotel and told me what 
had happened. They wanted me to speak in the open air but 
I told them I could not do that. They said they had nothing 
but a Masonic hall that had only about 250 chairs in it, but 
which would hold a thousand people or more. I said, “Are your 
people willing to stand”? “Oh, yes; anywhere if you will 
speak to them.” I said, “All right,” and I spoke to them, too. 
After I finished my speech a Protestant preacher, who had 
been asleep on this question prior to that time, jumped up and 
said, “I want to say a word. I had no idea that such a spirit 
lurked in the breast of these people here Henceforth I am a 
soldier in the service.’ We had our meeting in spite of the 
reprehensible and un-American conduct of intolerant Roman 
Catholics. 

Senators, would you have believed that such a thing as that 
could happen right here in the United States? 

In every place I went, without a single exception, I heard 
of their efforts to prevent Protestant people from having a hall 
in which to hear me discuss the Mexican question and the 
Catholics to involve us in war with Mexico. 
At Bloomington, Ill., the treasurer of the Civie League of Illi- 
nois who was with me told me about a Catholic boy who had 
left the audience where I was speaking to go home to get a 
gun to come back and shoot me, and some older heads among 


The manager 


| Catholies got hold of him and kept him from carrying out his 


I spoke at Bethlehem, | 


threat. Senators, can you even imagine the presence in America 
of activities that will produce such a spirit in the youth of that 
group of people living here in the United States? 

Mr. President, I am telling the Senate and the country what 
some of these people are doing quietly, secretly, and sometimes 
in the open out in the States that you do not know about, and 
when you discover them and cateh them cold they jump sud- 
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deuly and appear startled and look innocent and exclaim: “ In- 
tolerance and bigotry.’ That is their old stock in store. I 
agree with Voltaire and Garibaldi and General Grant and Lin- 
coln that the Jesuit institutions are dangerous institutions in 
anybody’s country. They are here in Washington City—yes, 
here in the United States. They are using their mental proc- 
esses to manipulate the minds of those they want to control, 
and I fear they have had hold of my friend the Senator from 


New York [Mr. Corre_anp|, trying to make him think that Al 
smith ha ome ehance to be nominated. You know you eall 
Ip somebody over the telephone in order to send a message to 
them. Well, these Jesuits use their mental messages on weak- 
minded people, but I do not refer to the Senator from New | 
York when | make that suggestion. They try to direct your 


thoughts. I bave a pamphlet here which shows that they are 
sending their messages now broadcast, trying to control the 
people's minds in favor of Al Smith and Roman Catholicism. 
They have got a big job on hand. 
Catholic machine have certainly got a big job on their hands. 

Mr. President, I have told of some of the experiences that I 
have had on my rounds to reach the people who wanted to hear 
the truth regarding the Mexican question. I am a poor man 
and not able to tour the States on a speaking tour at my own 
expense. So American patriots who wanted to hear me on this 
question arranged for the meetings, I had the checks they gave 
me cashed in the disbursing office of the Senate. I was glad 
to go, although tired out physically when the last session was 
over. I was glad to go and talk to these people and let them 
know what was going on and arouse them, if I could, to the 
dangers that threatened. 

For all that I have been plotted against and drawn into a 
scundal, and the charge was made by these scoundrels that I 
was being paid, that I was accepting a bribe to fight to keep my 
country out of war. I was told by people wherever I went 
about the country, “ You have attacked and opposed the Roman 
Catholic program. That bunch will never let up on you. They 
will pursue and punish you. Be on your guard always.” 

Mr. President, I had a letter from Baltimore last spring which 
said “they have sent the word out to Catholic newspapers all 
over the country to go after Her.in,” and they have certainly 
earried out their instructions. All over the country they have 
had their papers attacking me and they have had mean and 
bitter magazine articles written about me, many of them since 
I opposed the Pope’s program to use the United States Army to 
restore the Roman Catholic Church to power in Mexico. They 
have paid out a lot of money to carry on their attacks upon me. 
They know that I am an American and that they can not 
control me like they do control some half-hammered, weak- 
kneed Protestants in public station who are unworthy of the 
name of Protestant. It is time our people were getting their 
eyes open and apprising themselves of what is going on. 

I saw a newspaper statement the other day where a very 
clever southern gentleman who is not a Catholic, but whose 
brother is a Catholic, which said, “Al Smith must be nominated 
now because the religious question has been raised.” How 
ridiculous! The fact is Roman Catholics raised the religious 
question. They raised it at the Knights of Columbus conven- 
tion at Philadelphia. The New York Times said in reporting 
that convention ; 

The 
the 


religious question as it affects the Catholic Church in Mexico was 
main question before the convention, 


That paper was their friend. I think the Catholics own it 
now. What did the Roman Catholic Bishop Daugherty say? 
He said, “Your action ’—referring to the resolution of the 
Knights of Columbus—* seems to have aroused a dormant ele- 
ment in this country,” referring to the Protestants in charge of 
the Government, “ and shown them that they can not ignore and 
slight American Catholics.” Who raised that question? It 
was done by the Roman Catholics. 

Then, Mr. President, in the Democratic convention at New 
York what happened? The Roman Catholics brought in the 
question of denouncing the Ku-Klux Klan. I hold no brief 
for the klan, but I indorse a great many things it stands for. 
It has in it some of the noblest principles that were ever em- 
bodied in the doctrine of any secret order. Of course, they 
have done things, some of them, that I do not indorse, but I 
do indorse their efforts to build a strong American spirit here 
in the United States under the American flag. I indorse their 
effort to aid the foreigners who come here in becoming in deed 
and in truth real American citizens, I indorse their work in 
driving bolshevism and communism out of the communities 
where they are strong; and they have done it. Show me a 
place where the Ku-Kinx Klan is strong in northern cities and 
I will show you where communists and bolshevists are being 
put out of business. Say what you please about them, but 


The Jesuits and the Roman | 
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they are Americans to the core. Nobody but a Protestant can 
belong to that organization. To the Knights of Columbus order 
nobody but a Catholic can belong. I do not indorse anybody's 


attack upon the law-abiding Jew. That is one mistake that 
some klansmen in some States have made. 
What did I see in the convention in New York? I saw 


Roman Catholic delegates in the corridors of the hotels noisily 
demanding that the Ku-Klux Klan be denounced by the Demo- 
cratic convention. I talked to a number of them. I said, 
* Gentlemen, that question has got no business in this conven- 
tion; you may not like the klan, but you have got no business 
trying to get a National Democratic Convention to denounce it. 
It is a Protestant order and Protestants generally think that 
you want it denounced because you are Catholics. What would 
you think if it sought to denounce the Knights of Columbus by 
the convention? Nobody but Catholics can join that order.” 
“No,” they replied, “ we want the convention to denounce it.” 
I said, “ If you do, you will tear the Democratic Party to pieces,” 


| and a number of them replied, “To hell with the party if it will 


not denounce the klan.”” So I tell you Senators again that they 
put Roman Catholic government above everything, above the 
Democratic Party, and above their country. That is plain talk, 
but it is the plain truth. 

What happened? They proceeded with their fight. In the 
committee room William Jennings Bryan—peace to his ashes, 
God rest his soul—struggled to keep that issue out of the con- 
vention. He and his friends defeated in the committee on plat- 
form and resolutions, and then they came out on the convention 
floor with it, and Roman Catholics who are prominent in their 
party demanded that the convention put their denunciation in 
the Democratic platform. Five thousand lawless hoodlums, 
Roman Catholics from Tammany, stood in the rear of the hall, 
and when one Roman Catholic official, a Senator, was speaking 
in favor of denouncing the klan they cheered him to the echo. 

Then, when Mr. Bryan came out to try to prevent this 
threatened split in the party, to try to calm the element that 
sought to kill the hope of party success, what did they do? 
This bunch of 'Tammanyites hissed him and heckled him, and 
it was nearly 30 minutes before he could say a word. I with 
others, putting our hands up to our mouths in this fashion 
{illustrating], hollered to them to desist; that that was Mr. 
Bryan; to let him speak. An officious Roman Catholic official 
of some sort on the platform of the convention came up and 
put his hand on my shoulder and told me if I did not stop 
that noise he would have to put me out. Well, I wish Senators 
could have seen the situation. I told him, “If you do not get 
back where you belong, I will knock you off this platform.” 
And he got back. That is the situation that we found there, 
when they were doing what? When as Roman Catholics— 
not as Americans, not as Democrats—they were demanding 
that a Democratic convention that had nothing on earth to 
do with the Ku-Klux fraternity, or any other fraternity, should 
damn it and denounce it in convention. 

What happened? They called the roll and the proposition 
was defeated by four votes. Then they went to work from Sat- 
urday night until Monday morning to get some of the delegates 
to change their minds and reconsider the proposition and put 
it in the platform. I told some of the delegates from my State 
that if Alabama voted for that motion I would denounce the 
delegation over my signature in the State and go to the mat 
with them all. And the Alabama delegation did not go with 
them to reconsider the proposition. 

Some Senators know about that. What next? John W. 
Davis—a very able, clever gentleman but the poorest politician 
that ever stood in front of‘a political army—permitted these 
gentlemen, not as Americans, not as Democrats, but as Roman 
Catholics, to insist that he denounce the Ku-Klux Klan and 
finish our chances of success at the polis after the convention 
had rejected that motion. 

Then they sent word to Mr. Coolidge, so it is said, to join 
Mr. Davis in denouncing the klan. <A bunch of priests called 
on him and told him Davis was going to denounce the klan, 
it is said, and that he had better denounce it, too, and they 
would eliminate that question as an issue. 

Coolidge said he did not make a chatterbox out of his mouth 
about things that were not in the platform. [Laughter.] And 
he got elected, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Bieasp] 
suggests. But what did John W. Davis do? 

Mr. BLEASE. He got what he ought to have gotten; he got 
beaten. 

Mr. HEFLIN. John W. Davis denounced it after this group 
of Catholics from Tammany, New York City, Al Smith’s crowd, 
insisted that he denounce it, even after the great Democratic 
Party of the Nation had declined to take such action. Were 


they not putting the government of Rome above the Democratic 
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there is no other conclu- 
Davis denounced the klan and lost 


then? Of course, they were; 

and in an evil hour 

four States by that action. 
Then what did they do? 


"arty 


sien; 


They owed him every vote they had; 
but they betrayed him. Another situation arose and they voted 
for Cal Coolidge, and gave Coolidge in the Democratie New York 
City nearly as big a majority as Al Smith got. Then talk about 
lecturing Democrats who say they could not support Al Smith 


< the nominee of the Democratic Party! If he is nominated he 
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vill not be the nominee of the Democratic Party, but he will be | 


the nominee of the Roman Catholic party. We had just as well 
tulk plainly about this thing. I am not going to fail my coun- 
try and help anybody's insidious, false, and dangerous campaign 
They heiped to defeat Davis after he had done what they wanted 


done. They voted for Coolidge. Can Senators understand that? | 
Coolidge refused to denounce the Klan. They were mad with 
him. of course, because he would not do it. Why did they vote 


for him? 


His our action in Nicaragua got 


these things? We recall the friendly leanings of Mr. Kellogg 
in January last when the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] 
nailed this issue to the cross, At that time the Secretary of 
State was wobbling, and it looked like we were about to get 
into war with Mexico, which is what they wanted. Did the 


understanding that they would see our Mexican policy changed 
have anything to do with their voting for Mr. Coolidge? 

Diaz, a Roman Catholic, is an imposter and usurper in 
Nicaragua, filling the office of President, to which he has never 
been elected, and he holds sway over the dead bodies of natives 
who fought for self-government and home rule as our fore- 
fathers fought. Yet our soldiers with guns and bayonets are 
fighting to hold this man in the office of President. The Roman 
hierarchy is in control in Nicaragua, and priests are 
in the limousines of the Government; they are making frequent 
trips to the capital, and that crowd is in control. They have 
closed over half the public schools; they are taking the money 
appropriated for that purpose and turning it over to Roman 
Catholic priests. The soldiers of Diaz, Roman Catholies, are 
not in danger; they are not shedding any blood; they are 
sitting back while American boys, the sons of Protestant 
fathers and mothers are pursuing Sandino, a patriot, and we 
are killing the native stock who love liberty well enough to 
fight and die for it. 

Will the Senate longer in silence and be treated a 
rubber stamp by the President, who is conducting a one-man 
war in the name of the United States when Congress has never 
declared war? What are we here for Senators? Are we going 
to permit this situation to continue? I have a resolution be- 
fore the Committee on Foreign Relations calling for the with- 
drawal of our troops from Nicaragua. I believe if the Senate 
and the House of Representatives were given a chance to con- 
sider that resolution they would vote to adopt it and bring 
our soldiers home. 

What right have we to superintend an election in Nicaragua? 
When we first went there we were told it was to protect Ameri- 
can life and property. Next we were told that it was to 
superintend an election in a foreign land; and next to kill the 
enemies of Diaz in their mountain fastnesses. My God, what 


sit as 


are we coming to? Is the Senate losing its courage? Are 
we as individuals losing our courage? Are we afraid to 
speak out because the Roman Catholic hierarchy wants to 
control Nicaragua and get us in war with Mexico? 


Let me tell you what is going to happen in Nicaragua. I 
have the inside information from a very reliable, brilliant 
American who has been down there. 

Mexicans who know something about military science are 
training Nicaraguan natives; they are helping Sandino; they“ 
are enemies of Calles and they are going to surrender to our 
troops, it is said, in due time and suy that Calles sent them 
down there to help fight the United States. A miserable plot 
and scandal! Those who would involve my name with a 
scandal and involve my honor and my integrity as a man and 
as a public servant are behind this scheme to pull this country 
into war with Mexico. 

Did Senators read what Archbishop Curley said last night, 
speaking to 500 priests and prelates? He said that they were 
too timid; that they ought to come out more and press their 
Mexiean cause. That is what he was talking about, and he 
said that he could not understand why we did not go there and 
clean up. Still trying to get us into war with Mexico. 


What did the Pope say while Lindbergh was in Mexico? He 
said that he could not understand why the civilized government 
did not clean up Mexico. ‘ 

What did the Catholic women of this Nation say by resolution 
right here in Washington while Lindbergh was there as an 


anything to do with any of | 


riding | 


DeDed 


If 


ambassador of gm 


Mi Will? They calicd on this G nment to 
be ashamed of what we are doing to continue cordial relations 
with this “red-handed murderer,” Calles, and denounced him 
in all sorts of fashions and his government because of the 
treatment of nuns and priests and Catholic bishops Are we 
going to war for the Catholic machine, for the Catholic Church? 

Senators, I am astounded when I know what I d l It these 
movements in the United States that more of us are not talk 
ing out in meeting. The situation ought to arouse the patrio 
ism of every Senator and stir his blood so that he would get 
up and make himself felt. 

Mr. President, in a remark to his aid, Capt. Archie Butt, 
recorded by him in a letter to his mother, published in the New 
York Herald-Tribune in 1924, Roosevelt said: 

The Roman Catholic Church is in n way suited to thi uuntry and 
can never have any great permanent growth, except through immig 
tion, I it thought is Latin, and entirel it Varian with tb jomi 
nant thought ol our ¢ intry and its institutions 

Then Mr. Roosevelt tells about when he was in Rome. and, of 
course, they expected him, the ex-President, to call on the Pope, 
and they sent him word that he could not call if he visited a 
certain Protestant mission there. Roosevelt was an American 
He did not bow the knee to the Roman Catholic hierarchy or 
the Government of Rome. He declined to let them tell him 
where he could go or could not go, and he did not call on the 
Pope. 

The great Frenchman, Lafayette, said that if this Government 
ever lost its liberty it would be by priests and nuns. 

Thomas E. Watson, of Georgia, said: 

As to the public schools, everybody knows where Romanism stands 
It is waging relentless warfare against the free, nonsectarian school, 
its purpose being to put the children in the power of the nuns and 
priests 

That is in keeping with what Lafayette said. 

Wherever Rome has ruled she has left the people sunk in ignorance 
Never has she encouraged the laity to study the Bibl In every pos 
sible way she bas striven to make learning a sealed book to the masses, 


comp lling them to look to the pric st for guidance. 


Is not that true? What about Mexico: and why do they hate 


the very ground the President of Mexico walks on? Because 


he has had the courage to beard the Roman lion in his den 
and tell him and the world the truth. He said: 

For 400 years you cursed my poor country. Every insurrection, 
every revolution, all the trouble we have had can be traced to your 
meddling with government in Mexico. 

Then they talk about expelling priests and not expelling 
Protestant ministers from Mexico. Do you know why? Every 


Protestant preacher in the service is a native, and these foreign- 
trained priests are sent there, and I think they have done right 
to keep them out. That is why they are expelling them. They 
are willing for the Catholics to have native priests, but foreign 
priests have kept the masses of Mexico ignorant long 
that it is hard to find one competent enough to do the job as 
they want it done. 

Mr. President, Premier Edward Herriot, of France, through- 
out his tenure of office labored to free the public schools of 
France and the newly regained Provinces of Alsace and Lor- 
raine from the blight of priestcraft. 


sO 


On January 23, 1925, Premier Herriot demanded that France 
sever all relations with the Vaticun, saying: 

Rome must cease its attempts to make of Catholicism a_ political 
party in France. 


God knows they have already made one of it here in the 
United States. When I was speaking around last summer, 
and J predicted that Al Smith would not be nominated, the 
papers of Boston quoted Jim Curley, who used to be in Con- 
gress from there and has since been made mayor of Boston, a 
Roman Catholic. He said if Al Smith was not nominated they 


would form a Catholic party. and I said, “ Mr. Curley is a 
quarter of a century behind. They have aiready formed a 
Roman Catholic party.” There are three distinct political 
parties in this country to-day—the Democratic Party, the 
Republican Party, and the Roman Catholic Party. 

Again, Mr. Herriot said—listen : 

Rome is trying to constitute Catholic parties everywhere. * * * 

The Pope has congratulated the Catholics for having organized in 
France. This is intervention in French internal affairs rhe Pope 


should have remained politically neutral. 

On September 10, 1924, I saw a dispatch from Rome, from the 
Pope, in which he said it was not only his right but his.duty to 
advise Catholics how to vote, 











1656 


Continuing, Mr. Herrfot said: 






There is one poliey—-the policy of liberty and independence from the 
Vatican. Every nation is free, and we do net have to receive orders 
from the Pope. 

That is the Premier of France talking. I do not remember 
whether he is a Catholic or not, but he is a high officer in a 
Catholic country, and he is sound in what he said. 

Up in Rhode Istand last summer the Catholic bishops had 
collected from some of the French Catholics $38,000,000. The 
Frenchman is a man of an inquiring mind, and some of them 
wanted to know of the bishops what had been done with that 
£23,000,000 They declined to tell. They went into court to 


huve them account for that $5,000,000; and they 
to the Pope of Rome, or to the 
denounced these French Catholies. 


took the case 
college of cardinals, and they 
The last I saw of it they 


were threatening to exconimunicate them, which means send 
their souls to hell, for daring to go into a court created by this 
Government about matters arising among citizens of this Gov- 
ernment. The conduct of the Catholic bishops showed beyond 


question their allegiance to another government above this 
Government, and that was the Roman Catholic government. 
is there any escape from that cenclusion? What was it that 


General Grant, the frierc’ of the public school, said on this 
subjc Ls 

fhe free school is the promoter of that intelligence which is to pre- 
ferve us a free nation! If we are to have another contest in the near 
future of our national existence, I predict that the dividing line wil! 
not be Mason and Dixon's; but between patriotism and intelligence on 
ont de, and superstition and ambition on the other! Now, in this 
centennial year of our pational existence, I believe it is a good time 
to begin the work eof strengthening the foundation of the house com- 
menced by our forefathers 100 years ago, at Concord and Lexington. 

iKncourage free schools and resolve that not one dollar of money ap- 
propriated to their support, no matter how raised, shall be appropriated 
to any sectarian school. 


1 um told that they appropriate money in New York for a 
certain seetarian school. 

Now, let me bring to your attention something that has never 
been brought to light 

When Senator Bard, a Republican of California, was a Mem- 
ber of this hbedy, a Reman Catholic Knight of Columbus, 
Doctor Scharf, of this city, went to him and made him a propo- 
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sition that if the Congress would appropriate $200,000 for two | 


yeurs to Catholic schools they would throw the Catholic vote 
in 20 close congressional districts to the Republican candidates, 
und make sure of carrying the House by the Republicans. I 
have the testimony here—Senuator Bard's testimony. He said 
Doctor Scharf brought him a letter from a Roman Catholic 
bishop named Montgomery; they were all in the scheme, and 
Scharf represented the Catholic Church, and the church was 
rendy to huve Democratic Catholics vote the Republican ticket 
in 20 districts named if they would give, out of the Treasury 


of the United States, $200,000 a year to Catholic schools for 
two years, making $400,000. Senator Bard, an honest man, 
told the committee what had occurred, and prevented this 


awful steal and deal from going through. 
| am showing you that they put the Roman machine above 


the Democratic Party, above the Government, and above every- 


thing: and the sooner the American people find it out the 
better it will be for free institutions in America. 

I would, if I could, reach the hearts of the Catholics who 
are patriotic, and tell them to draw back from the abyss to 


which some of their imported thick-headed priests are leading 


them. They are going to bring trouble, I fear. The patriotic 
people of the United States do not like this brazen boldness 
ind arrogant opposition to the public-school system, free 
speech, peaceful assembly, and restricted immigration. Let me 
cite you to another instance where they put the Catholic 
regime first. Lindbergh, a Mason, the “ Lone Eagle,” as fine a 
type of American manhood as ever walked the earth, came 
back from Paris, and they gave him a big ovation in New 
York. Now, why should they have provided that he had to 
be stopped on that parade and required to go out into the 
square where a Catholic cardinal sat like a king on his throne 
and do obeisance to him. and shake hands and greet him, 
while the paraders halted in the street? That was not a 
Catholic occasion; it was an American occasion, when all 
Americans of all creeds should have honored him. They 


ought to have had Baptists, Methodists, Presbyterians, Luther- 
ans, and all denominations out to do him honor, But they did 
net do it. Protestant preachers were in the background. Pro- 
testant people as such were pushed aside, and this great parade 
was halted, Lindbergh was escorted out, Governor Smith in 
kissed the cardinal’s ring. Mayor Walker next kissed 
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the cardinal’s ring, and of course it was supposed that Lind- 


bergh would kiss the cardinal’s ring; but he did not do it, 
He reached out that long arm and caught the cardinal by 


the hand and said, * How are you?” 

That is the American way of doing it. He did not fall into 
the trap. He remembered his own Protestantism and his good 
father’s and mother’s Protestantism and Americanism. 

I served in the House with Congressman Lindbergh, 
young man’s father. 

In 1916 Lindbergh’s father introduced in the House a resolu- 
tion calling for an investigation of the Roman Catholic con- 
vents and the general activities of the political machine of tle 
Roman Catholic Church. He set out, in seetion 7 of that reso- 
lution, that the Roman Catholics were seeking to involve us in 
war with Mexico. He said they were trying to destroy our 
public schools, free speech, free press; and yet they take his 
son—no doubt some of them had in mind that he might kiss 
that ring—and they bring him and bow his strong American back 
to the customs of paganism and superstition—kissing 1! 
eardinal’s ring. Thank God, he stood up, with head erect, and 
American light upon his face, and refused to do it. 

Did you know they introduced a bill in the Legislature « 
New York a few years back seeking to repeal the law whic! 
makes it a penalty to impersonate Christ? The purpose of it 
was to give them permission to allow a Catholic priest to 
impersonate Him in the Passion Play for the moving pictures of 
the country. All the States have laws forbidding any person 
impersonating Christ, and it is a good law. The legislature 
defeated the Catholic bill to permit a Catholic priest to imper- 
sonate Christ in a play in a theater in New York. 

Did you know that they introduced in the New York Legis 
lature a bill providing a penalty for anyone who represented a 
school-teacher .seeking a school in the various communities in 
the State of New York if such representative dared to tell the 
people of the religious belief of the applicant for the school? 
They did, and I have seen a copy of it. I have it somewhere. 

A gentleman in Albany sent it to me. What was the purpose 
of that? At the hearing before a legislative committee it was 
disclosed that the Knights of Columbus said that out in the 
State the Protestants were prejudiced against having Roman 
Catholic teachers, and if told the applicants were Roman Cath- 
olics they did not want them to teach Protestant children, and 
they were seeking to use the power of the New York Legisia- 
ture to prevent Protestant people from knowing the religious 
belief of those who were to teach their children. This was 
done, it was claimed, to enable Catholic teachers to get into 
schools without the people knowing what religious belief they 
had. 

What right have they to keep Protestant parents from know- 
ing who is to teach their children’ They have a right to know. 
The Roman Catholic parochial school teaches the unity of 
chureh and state. The Roman Catholic parochial school teaches 
that the Pope is the ruler of all lands, the Vicar of Christ, and 
God himself in the flesh. 

The Roman Catholic machine is against a free press, it is 
against free speech. It has shown it on many occasions, On 
my rounds in speaking to the American people last year I found 


this 


certain Catholics violating practically every principle of the 
first amendment to the Constitution, Talk about infringing 
free speech! They tried to keep my speeches from reaching the 
American people through the press. They tried to prevent 


those who wanted to hear me tell about the efforts made to 
involve us in war with Mexico from having a hall for that 
purpose. So they tried to deny them their constitutional right 
of peaceful assembly. They tried to prevent local newspapers 
from publishing notices of my speaking dates. So they inter- 
fered with the free press. And yet when you expose their 
un-American activities they squirm with a look of injured inno- 
cence on their faces and say, “ They are intolerant; they are 
bigoted.” The unfortunate thing is that they frequently induce 
half-asleep, half-hammered Protestants to stand up and make 
their speeches for them about intolerance, and they just sit 
back and laugh amongst themselves and say, “ It went over all 
right. He never has known the job that we have put over on 
him.” I will tell you what he is doing. As surely as God reigns 
he is helping them pave the way for the overthrow of free 
institutions in America. 

I want to read you something that will open the eyes of the 
American people unless they are already blind. I want every 
Senator to hear this. Here is a wide-awake and truly great 
American. Brilliant, courageous, and eloquent; who has spoken 


things that this Natien needs to know. I refer to Doctor 
McDaniel, president of the Southern Baptist convention. I 


repeat he has preclaimed some important truths to his coyntry- 
men. Here is what he said: 
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“ never changes is the 


Wherever she has had the power she 


Rome Catholics 


has suppressed dissenting opinion. 


boast of Roman 


Intolerance and persecution are marks of her identity through the cen 
turies. To-day she is doing the same as in the years when freedom 
was in her chains 
n this good year of our Lord the bishop on the Island of Malorea 
n the Mediterranean led a procession of the mayor, town council 
1001 children, and citizenry to the public square and burned several 
»*ks which the people had been reading. 
In Italy there appears to be an alignment between fascism nd 
ymanism Freemasonry : the first object of t *k Lodges 
ere destroyed, their records burned, and Masons by the hundreds 
imprisoned or killed. Non-Roman Catholic denominations were the 
second to feel the hand of intolerance Their churches wi ordered 
close aH evening schools, for the order reads, “the matter of teach 
g, both spiritual and physical, is a delicate one and should be in 
trusted to the state and its church.” A church building near Naples 
was burned to the ground, and the members were severely beaten. 
And yet Roman Catholics here have the gall to talk about 


us interfering with an armed force in Mexico, when right under 


the Pope’s eye in Rome they are killing Protestants who de 


mand the right to worship God according to the dictates of 
their own consciences. 

But let me read to you from the great message of Doctor 
McDaniel, of Virginia: 

The press was the third to fall under the proscriptive ban. Non 
Catholic papers were first forbidden to print anything contrary to 
Romanism. Then, on June 30, the American daily papers carried a 
news item from Rome under the heading, “ Freedom of Italian press 
is curtailed drastically,” virtually no foreign news may be printed 


The order grossly violates every principle of the freedom of the press 


In the United States, where Catholocism is not in the ascendency, 
Roman Catholics have their secret societies, their houses of worship, 
and their religious press, and all under the protection of law. I would 
ontend for such protection if it were not already theirs. In Italy, 
the seat of the Papacy, where the Roman Catholic Church is recog 
nized by the Dictator Mussolini as “the state's church,” Masonic 
lodges are forbidden, dissenting congregations are broken up, denomi 
natiopal papers are censored, and freedom of the press is denied. 


The Pope could remedy these wrongs in a day if he would, but he is 
silent. Roman Catholics of the United States doubtless could be in 
fluential and instrumental in securing for non-Catholics in Italy the 
rights that Catholics enjoy in the United States, but they are silent. 
One is constrained to inquire If the Pope and Roman Catholics had 
the power in the United States that they have in Italy, would they 
be as intolerant here as they are there? Judged by every historical 


precedent, they would, 
Judge Alfred J. Talley, chairman of the committee on Catholic in- 
terests of the Catholic Club of New York, has the effrontery to demand 


that the Government of the United States withdraw recognition of 
the Government of Mexico and “brand her as an outlaw,” but neither 
he nor the Catholic Club takes any notice of the outrages visited upon 
non-Catholies in Italy. It depends on whose ox is gored. He can see 
the “ persecution’ of Romanists in Mexico, but is blind to the per 
secution of Masons and non-Catholics in Italy He is afflicted with 


hyperopia, 
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’ bound s with the tters of Romanism oO ~ »rplexing 
tasks 3 , > g le th ffai ot his Na 4 
catastrophe ind at the same t es hat jua s s ted oa 
to all citizens and ii s 
ANOTHER STATEMENT FROM o%K RM \ rT 
No lizion, however, must use American freedom as a cloak to v 
itself il it grows strong enough to t the ik aw aud 3 
lisclose its own selfish and tyrannica] character 
I commend that to the thoughtful consideration of every 
American who loves his country. This man has told the truth 
He knows what is going on more than great many Nenators 
or Members of the House know: mere than the American 
|} people generally know; but thank God they ure-getting their 
eyes open 
Let me read to you now the declared purpose of rtain 
| Roman Catholies, high in auth rity, to destroy Protestantism ry 
| force in America Listen to Bishop Cannon. I have read to 
|} you from a message from a great Protestant—a Baptist this 
} ohe is from a great Methodist bishop. Bishop Cannon. He is 
in entire agreement with Doctor McDaniel. president f the 
Southern Baptist convention He said that where the ¢ holies 
| are in the minority they are very courteous and tolerant. but 
where they get to be in the majority they are very bold, aggres- 
sive, tyrannical, and intolerant; and that is true. Listen to 
his statement: 
As a proof of the real position of Romanism, quotations are given 
om a very recent book entitled “ The State and the Church,” published 
| by Dr. Jobn A. Ryan, professor of moral theology at the itholic 
| University of America, and Father Miller, of the Jesuit Society, 
| printed and copyrighted by t National Catholic Welfare Council ia 
| 1924, 
Listen to this on page 32; we read: 
Pope Leo XIII declares that the state must not only have care for 
religion but recognize the true religion This means the form of re- 
| ligion professed by the Catholic Church. It is a thoroughly logical 
| position. If the state is under moral compulsion to profess and pro 
mote religion, it is obviously obliged to profess and promote.only the 
religion that is true, for no individual, no group of individuals, uo 
ociety, no state is justified in supporting error or in according to error 
the same recognition as to truth. 
Aguin it is declared: 
But constitutions can be changed, and non-Catholic sects may de- 


Mr. President, if George Washington were alive to-~lay and | 


in Italy, they would strip him of his Masonic paraphernalia 
and deny him the right to meet with his Masonic brethren in 
a lodge in Italy. Roman Catholics have recently murdered at 
Florence, Italy, in one night, 137 Masons, and only 10 of those 
deaths were ever announced in the press of the United States. 
Catholic newspapers and Catholic-controlled newspapers will 
not tell the truth about these things to the people of the United 
States. My friends, they are interfering with the press. They 
will not let such facts be known. They do not want us to know 
of the cruelties and crimes of certain Roman Catholics in 
countries where they are in power. They want to keep us in 
the dark. 
Continuing, Doctor McDaniel said: 


The United States is the country most coveted by the Papacy. 

When the time came to organize the Colonies into a nation it 
Anglo-Saxens who did it. All spoke the same language. All, except 
i few descendants of Dutch and Swedes in New York and Delaware, 
some Germans in Pennsylvania, some children of French Huguenots in 
New England and the Middle States belonging to the same race. Mr 
Bryce aptly says: “‘All except some Roman Catholics in Maryland pro 
fessed the Protestant religion.” Jeing of one language, one race, and 
one religion, they organized the freest Government on earth. Here all 
languages are spoken, all races reside, and all religions are protected. 
It would be the irony of fate if, after this Nation has grown great by 

policy of liberalism toward all, a Latin-speaking religion, made 
strong by immigration, should take advantage of our liberal laws to 
shelter and strengthen itself until it stole away our liberty and subtly 


Was 


line to such a point that the 


feasible and expedient. 


political proscription of them may become 


Mr. President, there is the Roman Catholic threat that when- 
ever they get the power they will tell us here as they are telling 
them in Italy, that Baptist Church and thut Methodist 
Church, Presbyterian, und so on. This is a Catholic country 
and you can not carry on your religious program here aguinst 
Roman Catholic Church.” Here they are declaring it 
the books written and circulated by the leading writers of 
Roman Catholic Church. 

Listen to this astounding statement 


be 0k : 


What 


‘close 


he 


ith 


the 


in this Roman Catholie 


protection would they then have against the Catholic 


God deliver my country from that day. They are telling us 
that when the time comes they will suppress Protestantism, they 
will force people to submit to their way of thinking, and they 
say, “ What chance would they have against the power of the 
Oatholic state?” In view of these threatening things, with so 


‘tute? 


many Protestants asleep, I tremble for the safety of my coun- 
try. Let me read that again: 
What protection would they [the Protestants] then bayve against the 


Catholic state? 


What protection have these Masons now in Italy? Lodges 


torn down, books and records burned, Masons imprisoned, 137 
murdered in a night, and the grand master of the Masons of 
Italy sent off to prison for five years. Not a word from the 
Catholic power in the United States nor from that power in 
Italy. Then talk about being intolerant! 

Listen to this statement from the same Catholic book: 

The latter could logically tolerate only such religious activities as 
were confined to the members of the dissenting group It could not 


permit them to carry on the general propaganda, 


What does that mean? You could not send your missionaries 
abroad. You could not hold meetings in your churches and 
preach the gospel as Christ would have you preach it. You 
could not go around and have family prayer with the sick ones 
in the home. What a horrible doctrine to announce in these 
United States. 








1658 


rhen Bishop Cannon said: 


liere is set forth openly and boldly the Romish doctrine of the right, 
even the duty, of the Romish Church wherever it has the numbers and 
the power to prohibit the carrying on of religious activities—* propa- 
nad by the smaller bodies In this language is found the seed of 
every form of Romish tmtolerance, including the un-Christian, cruel, 


devilish inquisition, 


Mr. President, in the name of all that is dear to us as a free 
people T call on my countrymen to wake up. The climax of this 
move is Al Smith's candidacy for President. Wake up, Ameri- 
euns! Gird your loins fer political battle, the like of which 
you have not seen in all the tide of time in this country. Get 
ready for this battle. The Roman Catholics of every country on 
the earth are backing his campaign. Already they are spending 
money in the Sonth buying up newspapers, seeking to control 
the vehicles that carry the news to the people. They are send- 
ing writers down there from New York and other places to 
misrepresent and slander our State, all this to build a founda- 
tion on which to work for Al Smith for President. The Roman 
Catholic edict has gone forth in secret articles, ‘Al Smith is to 
be made President.” Doctor McDaniel said: “ Of all countries 
the Pope wants to control this country.” “The Knights of 
Columbus slogan,” said Doctor Chapman, M. A. C., “is make 
America Catholic.” Here they tell you in their book that 
they will force the propaganda of Protestants to cease, they will 
lay the heavy hand of a Catholic state upon you and crush 
the life out of Protestantism in America. 

Oh, Martin Luther, great father of the Protestant reforma- 
tion!, The greatest event in religious history except the com- 
ing of Christ was when Martin Luther, when a Roman Catholic 
priest, heard God speaking to him from His throne on high 
to throw off the robes and habiliments of superstition, paganism, 
and the man-made creed of Plato, which is found in a book 
recently published called the “ History of Philosophy.” The great 
Luther arose and thundered the doctrine of the Bible, that 
“ Whosoever will, let him come and partake of the water of 
life freely,” and that every man and every woman may bow 
down and worship God according to the dictates of their con- 
science.” That is the essence of religious freedom. All hail 
to Martin Luther! 

Under his doctrine no human being can be forced to belong 
to “ny particular church. You could pot compel anyone to go 
up and knee! down and confess to a priest through a hole in a 
door. They could address their petitions directly to God, the 
Father of usall. That was Luther's doctrine. Confess your sins 
to Him, address Him represented by His Son, who went about 
doing good, who restored sight to the blind, made the lame to 
walk, and brought life to the dead. This was the Master who 
walked the dusty highways of Judea, preaching the gospel of 
democracy unto the least of these, my brethren. That was 
Martin Luther, who barely escaped with his life from Catholics 
who songht to kill him. 

They sent for John Huss, another one who loved religious 
freedom well enough to die for it, who threw off the Roman 
Catholic shackles. They sent for him and promised him on their 
honor that they would guard and protect him. They wanted 
to hear his side, they said. They murdered him, burned him 
at the stake. They broke their vow to him. They trampled 
their honor in the dust, if they had any, and burned this 
Christian martyr at the stake. They did the same thing to 
Savonarola. They promised him protection, broke faith with 
him, and burned him at the stake. They sent for Luther, and 
Luther had a guard that would not desert him. They could not 
in any way frighten his guard and make them afraid. They 
had become thoroughly imbued with the doctrine of Luther, 
and they were ready to die for him. They tried to burn Luther 
at the stake, and when his friends got him away they had to 
place a strong guard about his home two years to keep the 
Roman Catholics from murdering him. There again is a fine 
sample of their tolerance. 

The inquisition, one of the most deadly things f all history. 
The enemies of the Roman Catholics were thrown in prison and 
held there for years and years because they would not accept 
the Roman Catholie religion. Napoleon, when he swept with his 
brave legions into Spain and Italy, struck the shackles from 
the limbs of white-haired old prisoners who had been incarcer- 
ated for 30 or 40 years. They had strangled others to death 
and burned others at the stake—the Roman Catholics’ Spanish 
Inquisition, 

In France on St. Bartholomew’s Day—of cursed memory— 
at midnight the signal fer the slaughter of Protestants was 
given by ringing the bell in a Roman Catholic Church tower. 
Roman Catholics went forth with their implements of murder 
and killed men, women, and children—60,000 of them. Pope 
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Gregory V issued a medal to be worn by those who ha 
murdered 60,000 Protestants—the enemies of the Catholic 
Church, and the King ordered bonfires lighted throughout the 
country in honor of those who had murdered the enemies of the 
Roman Catholic Church. 

The spirit that prompted that malice, violence, and murder j 
the same spirit in a different form that connected my name 
with this Hearst-Mexican-Catholic scandal. It is that devilis! 
spirit that has always manifested itself when they felt that they 
were growing in power and were going to get control of th: 
country. 

God deliver this Nation from the rule of Al Smith and al} 
that that means to this country. Go look at the corrupt 
record of Tammany and hang your heads in shame. Pillage 
and plunder and graft, a Roman Catholic political machine. A! 
Smith now its candidate for President of these United Stat: 
Tammany, denounced by Cleveland and Wilson and all the grea 
leaders of the party. Tammany now comes forth with a soaki 
wet Tammanyite, a nullifyer of the Constitution and a Roma 
Catholic for President of the United States. I warn my party) 
against nominating him. If they put the nomination of m) 
party on him the Republicans can and will defeat him by from 
fifteen to twenty million votes. 

The American people, with their knowledge of what this politi 
eal machine of the Roman Catholic Church is doing, are not 
going to turn this Government over to it just now, and I do not 
blame them. Would you want Al Smith in the White House 
with Diaz, the Roman Catholic, running for President in Nica 
ragua, and our soldiers kept down there constantly baptizing 
the soil with the blood of the natives and killing American boys 
to help a Roman Catholic get elected to the office of President 
there? Would you want this Roman Catholic wet in the White 
House, with the Mexican situation as it is? Do you recall that 
the Roman Catholic women of America have just recently urged 
the President of the United States to interfere in Mexico? 
Archbishop Curley just last night scolding because we are not 
doing something, with the Knights of Columbus at Philadelphia 
demanding that something be done, and the resolution from a 
Roman Catholic Congressman from New York demanding that 
we sever diplomatic relations with Mexico, and Catholic organi 
zations doing the same thing, all on account, they say, of the 
persecution of Catholics and the effort to destroy the Catholic 
Church in Mexico? Would you want to put Al Smith in charg: 
of this Government with the power to appoint a Secretary of 
State and an Ambassador to Mexico at this particular time’ 
I, for one, do not want to do that, If you are the right kind of 
Americans, you do not want to do it. 

I am sounding this note in time. I want the country to know 
that it is to the highest and best interests of the Nation to de- 
feat Al Smith’s nomination. He ought not to be nominated. In 
my judgment, he is not going to be nominated. Every Senator 
in the South who supports him will never come back to this 
Capitol. The real Democratic Party is entitled to consideration. 
I have seen that party in the South—God bless that section— 
when the fires of the Democratic Party had gone out in the 
Jast, the North; and the West, not a Democratic governor in 
any of them. The South stood alone, carrying the torch of the 
party and bearing aloft the ark of the covenant of the Demo- 
erats of the United States. The South—God bless her—no 
cloud of scandal hangs on her horizon, no act of dishonor 
darkens her name. 

And now they tell us that if we do not nominate Al Smith 
they will quit the party. Let them quit the party. They have 
done it many times before. ‘They did it in 1916 and did their 
best to beat Wilson because he would not go to war with 
Mexico for the Roman Catholic Church. They did it in 1924 
because there was some sort of understanding, I do not know 
just what yet, with the Republican leaders. One thing certain 
they did not vote for Davis. They threw down the Democratic 
nominee. In fact, Al Smith has no right to run in the Demo- 
cratic primary. ‘They who constitute the Roman Catholic 
political machine in New York are not Democratic. Let thai 
bunch support one Democrat for President before they offer 
somebody for the nomination. Let Americans stand together 
and strive to preserve free institutions in America. Let Roman 
Catholic laymen show the priests and prelates that they put 
the American Government above everything. I am going to 
introduce a resolution proposing an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to deport every man found in the United States who 
holds a double allegiance—one to this country and one to the 
Catholic Government at Rome. 

If he can not swear before God with his hand on his heart, 
that he holds allegiance to this flag, the Stars and Stripes, and 
to this flag only, 1 want him deported. There is no place in 
the United States for a man who holds secret allegiance to a 
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reign count T do % want any double allegiance; sect 
legiance to the Poy if Ro and some sort of manifested 
ilegiance to this country, which is frequently brushed asid 
ever Catholic ¢ ision requires, is not a wholesome thing 
er our councry, 
I have a picture on my desk of the United States flag pulled 
n on the battleship Cincinnati. I cut it ont of the Washi 
Post. The Roman Catholic flag is above it. Under it, it 
< said, This is the only fing that flies above the UJhited 
flag.” It is Sunday and they are having service. I 
that order changed I do not want to see the Roman 
Catholic flag or any Protestant fiag above the American flag 
fhey can hang their signs somewhere else. 
When I saw that thug there 1 said, “ That represents the 
spirit of ‘Rome first, Let the United States flag always be 
first and on top. I resent the putting of the Catholic flag above 


the United States flag. 
double allegiance, 


I want a law that will deport persons 
those who are playing a double-handed 
vgame, I do not want the that Doctor MeDaniel 
speaks of when they have grown so strong under the wings of 
our liberalism that they will come out and crush Protestantism 
and Americanism in the United States. 

Do Senators remember when I spoke here last spring that I 
reud ubout the Protestant movement in England to combat the 
efforts of the Roman Catholics to change the Protestant prayer 
book? Do they remember that I read where Protestants were 
getting up petitions against it? Well, the prediction I made 
has come to pass. The Catholic crowd submitted the change to 
the Parliament. The House of Lords adopted it, but the House 


time to come 


of Commons defeated it Listen! The only paper in America 
that recorded it of which I know was the Wasliington Star. I 
have had occasion to criticize that newspaper: I criticize it 


when I think it deserves it; but I also praise it when it deserves 
it. I praise that newspaper for publishing that 
Here is what that newspaper said when the House of Commons 
defeated the proposition to change the prayer book, “The ap 
was deafening in the the Protestants were 
rejoicing that they had defeated the Roman Catholic move to 
Catholicize the prayer book of England.” Now, you see they 
have grown bold enough in England to make that fight and it 
hus gone to Parliament. The House of Lords surrendered 
the Roman Catholics, but the House of Commons sustained the 
Protestant cause. They are moving upon England, the mother 
country. 

The Catholic machine has already struck down free speech, 
peaceful assembly, and a free press in Italy. They are murder 
ing men who belong to the secret order of Washington—-Free- 
masonry—and yet we are permitting the Knights of Columbus 
to flourish and to threaten our public assemblies in the United 
States when we dare to speak about things that they do not 
want us to speak about, 

Mr. President, let me say just a further word. 
sible to cover this important subject in one speech. 
read from Mussolini’s own hand: 

The soul of Italy must be purified and it devolves on 
assignment. * * * The of the 
treedom of thought, all such yagaries must go. 


That is the way Italy is to be saved. Right here in the 
United States we are permitting dangerous secret orders to be 
formed—the fascists—and I will discuss them in due time— 
and a Roman Catholic seeret order flourishing right here in the 
United States, started in the State of New York. Governor 
Smith has never opened his mouth against it, but it is ten 


nlause galleries : 


It is impos 
I want to 


fill 
freedom, 


me to the 


liberty press, individual 


thousand times more deadly to American institutions than 
iny Ku-Klux Klan or anything like it could ever be, with 


the head of it—-Mussolini—in Italy. 

Do Senators tere realize that most Americans are asleep and 
that Catholic orders are putting things over all around us? But 
a few public men can be found to open their mouths and state 
the truth about them. Should a public man do so they go to him 
and threaten him and he has got to defy them or apologize 
and promise them he will never say anything else. I know of 
the Governor of a State who told a joke that they thought 
reflected on some nuns; he was just innocently repeating it. 
They called on him and they liked to have scared the wits out 
of him. He apologized ; he has never told a story on them since, 
and has become one of the most subservient tools they have. 

If ever anything is said about them in a newspaper locally, 
they just go quietly to the person running the newspaper and 
say “If that ever occurs any more we will stop our subscrip- 
tions,” and you will never see anything more in that paper, as 
a rule. Now and then you find an American editor who will go 


out and tell his friends about the threat and they tell him to 
stand by his convictions, that they will stand by him. 
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I e about Mexico which disturbed fl State D i r) 
they remember that in April last We ere al } wht te 
the verge of war There was an insul v e WwW 
Call ind an insulting note written to tl Governmen I 
both countries stood wondering why cl note W vt I 
Those notes were both forged Seve 1M cent, I am 
formed f the employees of the State Department are R 
Cathol I have read here a letter from a gentle wh i 

t these papers were stolen out of there last ven 

Let us investigate these things and find out just wl 
are. If we are all real Americans, let us by all means be Amet 
cans first, not Methodists first or Baptists first or Roman Catho 
lics first, but Americans first. Let the Catholics strip them 
selves of this Roman Catholic political machine that “ buts in 
on politics as Catholics and come out in the open like other 
citizens and stand up like Americans, not sensitive when some 
body tells the truth on them, as I have told it here to-day 

They can not deny that the Knights of Columbus resolution 
to get us in war was passed at Philadelphia; they can not 
deny that a resolution was introduced in the House of Repre 


sentatives by Mr. BoynAn, a Roman Catholic, to sever diplo 
matic relations with Mexico; they can not dispute their efforts 
in Nicaragua to get us into war with Mexico through Nicaragua, 


and I am just as certain that they had a hand in this con- 
spiracy against me and the Senators from Idaho, Wisconsin, 
and Nebraska as that I live and God reigns. That was the 


| Climax of an effort to silence me and them and to destroy our 


statement. | 


to | 


influence; probably to intimidate us into rilence I want to 
assert again, in conclusion, that I will not be cowed or intimi- 
dated by their efforts and by the mean, scandalous, lying, thiev- 
ing acts they have committed toward me. 

There is no amount of money that I would have accepted to 
have had my name even associated with it: but when they 
were unable to keep me from speaking in this body—and they 


tried to do that—when they were unable to keep me from reach 
ing the people—and they tried to do that in order to prevent 
them having the truth—and when they sought to keep the Post 
Office Department from letting the people get my speeches from 


the Government when they paid for them-—and they tried to 
do that and then charged me with selling my speeches to “ cus 
tomers "—they were lying and doing an un-American thing. 


That bunch of priests in Buffalo, N. Y., priests in charge of 
that newspaper—hierarchs of the church—-every of them 
knew when they wrote that that they were liars in the sight of 


one 


God, and they are; daring to bring their infamous attacks 
into the sacred precincts of this Chamber to attack the name 
and the honor of an American Senator who will not bow the 
knee to the Roman Catholic hierarchy. 

- There ought to be some way to punish them as well as to 
punish Hearst—and we are not through with him yet. Prob- 


ably the greatest punishment that could come to him would be 
to make him pay heavy damages for the wrong and the harm 
he has done. He probably would not feel any other kind of 
punishment; a man who, because of property in Mexico, because 
his wife is a Catholic. and because of his connections with the 
Roman Catholic crowd, would permit himself be used to 
drag the names of four Senators of his own country into shame 


to 


and seandal like this is not worthy of the respect of decent 
Americar citizens nor are those who inspired this attack, who 
got this Mexican half-breed Avila—and a lower skunk anid 


scoundrel never breathed; half Mexican and half Italian, Roman 
Catholic on both sides, a hydra-headed Roman Catholic mon 
ster, the tool used to lug my name and three other Senators 
into such a seandal as this. 

Mr. President, in the name of all that IT hold dear as an 
American and in the name of the good mother who bore me 
and my good father who has gone to his reward, and my dear 
wife who has gone on to heaven, I reeonsecrate myself to the 
service of my country. I will continue to expose and attack 
un-American conduct wherever I find it and do all in my power 
to keep them from carrying that flag and American boys to 
fight in Mexico or elsewhere for the Roman Catholic Church 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I take the floor 
to make a very brief statement with reference to some of the 
inferences and some of the express declarations made by the 
Senator from Alabama in the address that he has just cou- 
cluded in this Chamber. 

There is not here a Member who does not believe that the 
Senator from Alabama and the other Senators to whom he 
has made reference, whose names were coupled with his in 
certain published documents that have been the subject matter 
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of investigation by the committee of the Senate, are entirely 
fr from any express or implied suspicion as to corrupt prac- 

e motives, The special committee of the Senate recently 

( 1 purtial report to that effect. The Senate committee 
lnivesti ing the documents has been unable to identify the 
ern r persons responsible for the forgeries; and no testi- 
mony which the committee feels reflects light upon the subject 

ixcloses the motives prompting the forgeries. 

I consider it my duty to say that, whatever may have been 
tt oti f Mr. Hearst in publishing the documents, I think 
it unworthy of the Senator from Alabama to declure that the 
1 t i be a fact, that Mrs. Hearst is a Catholic is in any 
way respousible for the publication of these documents. 

J hold no brief for Mr. Hearst, It is true that there natu 
rally rises in the mind of every person the inquiry as to 
vho « initted the great offense against these worthy Senators 
ind also what was the motive that prompted that infamous con 
duct: but there is, sir, in my judgment, not one word of testi 


in the er 
Senate tl 


mony tire record taken by the 


wit justifies 


special comiittee of the 
he inference asserted by the Senator froin 


Alabama that the Catholic Church or Catholic agencies inspired 
or prompted the forgeries for the purpose of humiliating or 
diseracing him or for any other’ purpose. 

It may be that in the future, in the prosecution of its labors, 
the committee will be able to ascertain or to identify the 
gnilty parties; and it may be that upon the disclosure as to 
who forged these documents some implication may arise as to 
the motive prompting the misconduct. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield right 
there 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from 
Alabama 

Mr. HEFLIN So far as I am concerned, I am going to 
object to the Senator from Arkansas remaining on that com- 
mittee any longer. Ife feels called on to try to answer my 
speech to-day and go out of his way since somebody has come 
down there and had a conversation with him: and I am going 
to object to the Senator from Arkansas remaining on the 
committee any Ionger. I do not think he is fair to me, and 
as a representative of the Democratic Party I repudiate his 
Sppeoce h 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Alabama cun, of course, take any course about the matter 
that he chooses to take, and the Senate can take any course 
about the matter that it desires to take; and the Senate would 


relieve me from a very arduous and embarrassing duty if it saw 
fit to supply my place with another Senator in whom it has 
greater confidence, 

Mr. IIE FLIN. I shall ask that that course be taken. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well. The Senator from 
Alabama can do that now, or at any other time that he desires 
to ck 


it 


Mr. President, I am making this statement from a sense of 
fairness and justice. I have served in the Senate a good many 
years, and I have enjoyed an intimate friendship with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. I feel that I have a duty to perform on 
this occasion. I may be wrong about it; the Senator from Ala- 


bama may be correct; but I do not believe there is a member of 
this committee who does not in his conscience justify my deecla- 
ration that the inference, asserted over and over again by the 
Senator from Alabama, that the Catholic Church and the 
Knights of Columbus forged or inspired the forgery of these 
documents to injure him, is unjust and unwarranted, 

Mr. RBNED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield to me? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, 
Pennsylvania, of course. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I was chairman of that com- 
mittee, and I want to say that for myself I agree with every 
word the Senator from Arkansas is saying. There was not one 
syllable of evidenee that anything in the case was inspired by 
any religious sect or any religious group whatsoever, 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, if the Senator 
nie 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 
Maryland 


I yield to the Senator from 


will allow 


I yield to the Senator from 


Mr. BRUCE. I rise merely for the purpose of saying that I 
entertain precisely the same conelusions with respect to that 
matter that the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from 


Pennsylvania do. It so happens that I, also, am a member of 


that committee. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
right there 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Senator. 


I yield to ths 
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Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Maryland took the sam 
position upon this question when I discussed it here last spring. 
I did not think that he would do me any injustice when I coun- 
sented for him to go on this committee, and I am still willing for 
him to remain on it until we can reorganize 

The Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. Reep| had just finished 


fight with me and others the day he was appointed on the 
committee. I had opposed the seating of his man VARE from 
Pennsylvania; and, really, the member of that committee whom 
I would regard straight out as my friend would have been the 
Senator from California {Mr. JOHNSON }. 

The Senator from Arkunsas had something to say here la 
spring on this question. He felt called on then to say something 
and he did. He has goue further to-day than he did then, | 
discussed part of the testimony and then read letters fron 
people all over the country saying that the Roman Catholics 


were doing this or the Knights of Columbus, and read excerpt 


from Catholic papers. The Senator feels called on to get WwW 
here now and try to lecture me; and I want the matter con 
sidered when this is over, because we are going to draw the 
line here. I am going to imsist on it. The Senator from 
Arkansas can not remain leader of the Democrats and fight the 
Roman Catholics’ battle every time the issue is raised in thi 
body without some expression from a constitutional Democrat. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, whenever the 


Senator from Alubama can determine who shall be the leader of 
the Democratic Party in the Senate of the United States, that 
purty can get somebody else than myself to lead it here. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, you have my consent to do that now. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. President, it is an amazing demonstration by the Senator 
from Alabama, who thinks there is a personal affront in the 
declaration that I have made, supported by every member of the 
special committee who is present, that in our judgment the 
record does not jastify the inference drawn by the Senator from 
Alabama that the Catholic Church or its agents prompted the 
forging of the dccuments, 

Mr. HEFLIN. And I never said in my speech that they did. 


I showed what happened in the committee, and read these let- 
ters and these newspaper articles, and then made my speech. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Ob, Mr. President, I think 


throughout the speech of the Senator from Alabama and at its 
very conclusion he made that assertion in forceful language. 1 
do not think my memory can be mistaken, and I am going to 
ask the Senator from Alabama now not to do what he is in the 
habit of doing—revise his remarks to such an extent that they 
are not recognizable after he speaks here. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, that is not true. That is not 
true, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think the 
Senator from Alabama had better not interrupt me. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, I will say— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas has 


the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will say that the statement is not true that 
I correct my speeches so that they are not recognizable. I ecor- 
rect them as every other Senator does if I am interrupted, 
speaking offhand. I correct them; and it is my right to do it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; but I repeat, Mr. Presi 
dent, that in the presence of all the Senate and of this audience 
the Senator from Alabama over and over said to-day that he 
believed that the Catholic Church and the Knights of Columbus 
and other agencies associated with the Catholic Church were 
responsible for connecting his name with these documents. 

Mr. TIEFLIN. I did; and I repeat that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, Yes, I say that the record of 
the testimony which the committee took does not justify that 
inference or declaration, and, in my judgment, the Senator 
from Alabama is without justification to take offense at that 
statement. 

I am performing what I believe to be a duty. I have not 
raised any question as to the Senator's right to say or to do 
anything that he thinks he is justified in doing in connection 
with this subject or this controversy. 

With peculiarly bad taste, without justification in the con 
science of a single one of his colleagues, either on this side of 
the Chamber or on the other, the Senator from Alabama hus 
lugged into this debate the names of prospective presidential 
candidates. The Senate of the United States can not determiiue 
whom the Democratic Party will nominate for President at its 
next convention, to be held at Houston, Tex. The Senator from 
Alabama has asserted over and over that the Governor of New 
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York. Mr. Smith, will nof be nominated: and he gave as his 
reason the assertion that Governor Smith is a Catholi 

Mr. HEFLIN That he was a Tammanyite, a “wet,” and a 
Roman Catholi 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And a Catholic, yes; and the 


Senator said that 
at the mention of 

Mr. President, I 
note of an irre 
that the statement 
the authority 


Democrats should hang their heads in shame 
the name of Governor Smith. 

beg the pardon of the Senate for ta 
declaration; but it does seem to 
made from this side of the Chamber 
und approval of the Democratic Members ot 


c<ing 
me 
with 
the 


such levant 


Senate shi uld be denied 
Mr. HETI'LIN Mir. President, it was not—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 


yield to the Senator from Alabama? 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I never suggested the matter to any Demo- 
crat, and I do not care whether they indorse it or not. I am at 


liberty to speak about it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that 

Mr. HEFLIN. I read a letter here from a man saying that 
Al Smith was to be nominated, and so forth, and they 
discussed Mr. Hoover here the other day on the other side. 
The senior Senator from New York [Mr. CopeLanp] discussed 
Smith and said he would be nominated and elected. the 
Senator from Arkansas propose to take the position that I can 


soins 


Does 


not say he will not be elected? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, no; the Senator from 
Arkansas does not take the position that the Senator from 
Alabama may not say anything he desires to say, but the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas thinks that he also has the right to say a 
few things when he thinks the Senator from Alabama says 
things that ought to be replied to. The Senator from Alabama 
seelis to think that it is a personal matter when the Senator 


from Arkansas differs from him regarding any statement that 
he makes. I do not take that view of the subject. I daily 
differ from my colleagues here. I have heard the Senator from 
Alabama a dozen times during the last year make what he 
calls: his anti-Catholic speech. I have heard him denounce the 
Catholic Church and the Pope of Rome and the eardinal and 
the bishop and the priest and the nun until I am sick and tired 
of it, as a Democrat. 


Mr. HEFLIN. I would like to have the Senator make that 
speech in Arkansas, 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I will make that speech in 


Arkansas, and I will make it in Alabama, too. 

Mr. HEFLIN. If you do, they will tar and feather you. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, yes. That shows the pro- 
scriptive spirit which dwells in the bosom of my friend from 
Alabama, 

Mr. HEFLIN. No— 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. He says that if I say here or 
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in Arkansas or in Alabama that I am tired of hearing him abuse } 


and denounce the Catholic Church, and the agencies of the 
Catholic Church, they will tar and feather me. That illus- 
trative, my friends, of how a good man can go wrong, and how 
far wrong he can go, and what a fool he can make of himself 
after he has gone wrong. 


is 





Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I was replying—— ‘ 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have the 
floor. I will yield to the Senator if he will courteously ad- 
dress me. sut now, Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama 


has served notice on me, because I do not agree with him re 
specting this subject and the statement that he made about it, 
that he is in some mysterious way going to remove me from 
the leadership of this side of the Chamber. The Senator can 
attempt that at any time. I am going to call a conference to 
morrow, und I challenge the Senator from Alabama to 
before the conference and move the election of another le 
for the Democratic Party of the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. We will take a vote on the sub- 
ject there and find out whether the Senator from Alabama is 
entitled to discredit millions of good citizens of the United 
States in the name of the Democratic Purty because of their 
religion. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Arka 
sas misunderstood entirely what I said 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I yieid. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I said, not that we would elect another leader 
now, but that I resented—and I do resent—the Senator standing 
up and trying to lecture me for drawing my conclusions about 


come 


ider 


Senator from Arkansas 
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why this thing has been done to 1 The Senator has 1 right 
to lecture me as he is doing | have right give my conclu 
sions, and I went a roll eall I want every Senater’s name 
called and to have him asked Do you condemn Senator 
HEFLIN for attacking the Koights of Columbus for trying to get 
us into war, and for introducing resolution in regard to the 
activities in Nicaragua, and for making the speech he did in 
defense of himself? Do you condemn him Call the roll 


I would like to have that done. and everv Democrat who wish: Ss 
to repudiate me will not come back to the Senate 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I refuse to yield further 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas re 


fuses to yield further 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas The Senator from Alabama 
innounces that he does not propose to meet the issue about 
whether I am to keep the leadership of the Democratic Party 
in the Senate He wants to raise another issue and have a 
vote on that 

Mr. President, I leave it to my colleagues whether I lectured 
the Senator from Alabama until he forced me to do so I rose 
in the utmost of good faith, and in the kindliest spirit, to make 
a statement which I thought it was my duty to make, and which 
I know now it was my duty to make 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, before L rose—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas has 
the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN Before I rose the Senator said I 1} said 
something that was unworthy of me if that is not lecturing 
me, What it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas Yes; I did say that it was 
unworthy of the Senator from Alabama to charge, expressly 
or impliedly, that the fact, if it be a fact, that Mrs. Hearst 
is a Catholic, had something to do with the insertion of the 
names in these documents, and I say now to the Senator from 
Alabama, in moderate language, that I am amazed, I am amazed 
beyond the power of expression, that he would bring the name 
of a lady into this controversy, even though she be a Catholi 

Mr. HEFLIN. What wrong was there in dving that. if 
she is? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas If the Senator can not recog- 


nize it, I do not propose to waste the time of the Senate in 
telling him. A man of a chivalrous spirit would hold William 


R. Hearst responsible, rather than assail the wife of William 
R. Hearst, who is totally inoffensive, so far as I know, in this 
connection. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do hold him responsible, and the Senator 
ought to have held him responsible in his report You never 
said anything about him 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mrs. Hearst's name should 
never have been mentioned. 


Mr. HEFLIN. I am responsible for it 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I know that. 

Mr. HEFLIN And I resent the Senator— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And I think it is unworthy 

the Senator from Alabama 

Mr. HEFLIN. It is unworthy of you to say that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas All right. I can not settle 
that with the Senator from Alabama. It is another fact about 


which we differ. 
The Senator from 
he is a Catholic, 


because 
by the 
hang his 


Alabama bus said that Al Smith, 
can not be nominated for President 
Democrats. He said that every Democrat ought to 
bead in shame when the name of Al Smith mentioned I 
have never been classed an Al Smith supporter, but I have 
not been one of that class whe believed that Governor Smith 


is 


i> 


should be excluded from the list of candidates because he ts 
a Catholie I do not believe in excluding a candidate on 
account of his religion, ner do [ believe in nominating a can- 
didate on account of his religion i believe, Mr. President, 
that one who is a Catholic has just as much right to apply 
for the favor of his party associates as one who is a Methodist 
or a Baptist, and I believe that when you deny that right you 


deny a fundamental principle of this Government 


I know that the proscriptive spirit has been powerful in every 
age, and I know it is easy for Senators who are eloquent and 
forceful and able, as is the Senator from Alabama, to fan the 
flames of religious hostility nud animosity, and | know that as 


a result of prejudices thus created some of the bravest and best 
men who have served in public life have gone down to oblivion 
and defeat. Yet I know that it is the duty of a man whuw is a 
Democrit and who believe in our theory of government 
stand for the equality of all men and not proscribe man 
becaume his religion. 


to 
an 
of 
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Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Did the Senator hear me read the editorial 
from the Buffalo Union and Times saying that I was done, that 
{ would be defeated at the next election, and that I should be 
defeated ? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I may have heard it. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Seuator permit them to talk about a 
Protestant Democrat? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, if I had my 
way about it, I would stop Catholics from abusing Protestants 
and Protestants from abusing Catholies. That is the only way 
you can have that degree of religious tolerance and friendly 
cooperation which the principles upon which this Government 
was founded contemplate. The general tenor of the address of 
the Senator from Alabama is unwholesome and harmful. I 
have not raised the question as to whether the statements made 
about him were justified. I know that many of them that have 
been brought to my attention are not justified. But I call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that for months and months 
the Senator has been repeating these so-called anti-Catholic 
speeches, and now he has broaght into the Senate the question 
as to who shall not be nominated by the Democratic Party. 
Ife has said that we should hang our heads in shame at the 
mention of the name of Governor Smith. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Have I not a right to suggest who ought to 
be nominated ? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly: but haye I not a 
right to reply to the Senator’? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Would the Senator suppress free speech in 
the Senate? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Alabama 
and I are perfectly amicable. He will be reappointing me to 
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the committee the first thing you know, and I will be appointing 


him to some new committee. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 
get through. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, ves. The trouble about 
the Senator from Alabama is that he takes himself so seriously 
that he thinks he can dictate to the whole Democratic Party 
what is right 

Mr. HEFLIN. No 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And IT do not think he ean 
do se 

Mr. HEFLIN. And I do not think—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is not any well- 
grounded feeling in the Democratic Party of antagonism 
toward Catholies. Many of our strongest supporters are mem- 
bers of the Catholic Church. Many of the greatest Democrats 


I am going to get the Senator right before I 


this Nation has known have been members of the Catholic | 


Church, While I do not belong to the Catholic Chureh—and 
tun a Methodist—the fact remains that one who looks at history 
with an unprejudiced eye can not fail to recognize the fact that 
the glory of this Republic and the luster of that flag and the 
promise which the future holds are locked up in the memory, 
the deeds, and the achievements of American citizens, and no 
distinction has been made or can be made as to what religion 
they professed 

When the storm of war swept the world and men were dying 
daily by thousands, and the best and tenderest this Nation 
could give was given; when women whose hands had never 
known the touch of toil had gone to the front and donned the 
uniform of the Red Cross, and were standing by the bedsides of 
the weunded and dying, and fighting back with valor delirium, 
disease, and approaching death, there was no question then as 
to whether they were Catholics or Methodists or Baptists. 

Above the smoke of conflict there towered one figure, vener- 
ited by men, women, and children throughout the allied world. 
It was the figure of a cardinal—-Cardinal Mercier—God bless 
his memory! No man made greater sacrifices, endured more 
prolonged hardships, faced death with more unyielding courage 
than this Catholic cardinal, 

When IT was a child, plague swept the city of Memphis, 
Teun. My eye could not read because of my youth, but by the 
fireside one evening my father read in the New York Sun a 
stery which made me appreciate the Catholic nun. Every home 
in Memphis was assailed by the plague. The story was that 
throughout the night carts laden with uncoffined bodies were 
being hurried out to new graveyards where burials took place 
without ceremony. Men, women, and children were fleeing in 
every direction. The plague shrouded the city and fore*ast 
the doom of thousands. 

The Sun recounted the story that three women in the robes 
of Catholic nuns left the city of Baltimore on a train for the 
scene of sorrow, desolation, and death. These three women 
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went into the face of danger, and fearlessly and resignedly 
sought to relieve the sufferings of their fellow beings. When 
at last the plague was lifted and the people began to return. to 
their homes in Memphis and take up the affairs and duties of 
life again these three nuns had themselves fallen victims to the 
plague. They had died literally in efforts to relieve the suffer 
ings of others; and out in an unknown graveyard, in graves 
that are unmarked to this day and will remain unmarked until 
the final judgment day, they sleep the sleep that knows no 
wikening. In all the years that have comeand gone since then I 
have not been quick to ridicule or censure or defame the name 
of a Catholic nun. 

Mr. President, I had not expected to claim the attention of 
the Senate for a longer period than was necessary to make the 
statement which I did make in the beginning and which was so 
heatedly challenged by the Senator from Alabama. I hope that 
whoever seryés on the select committee of the Senate will be 
able to inform the Senate who forged the documents and to 
suggest the probable motive prompting those forgeries. But 
Whether I continue to serve or am removed on the motion of 
the Senator from Alabama, I think that he has too long and 
too often injected the religious controversy into these debates. 
I do not challenge his right to differ from me, but as he differs 
from me he can not question my right to assert my own opinion. 

Written deep in the history of all the centuries gone by is 
the record of persecutions, religious persecutions. If we follow 
the pathway that humanity has taken from the very beginning 
we wiil find it marked by a trail of blood. Catholics have 
persecuted Protestants; Protestants have persecuted Catholics : 
sins, shames, and crimes have been perpetrated in the name of 
religion. It is all contrary to the teachings of the Master and 
to the spirit of this Government, and he does his country no 
service who lights the torch or sounds the cry of religious 
intolerance and persecution. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I was utterly surprised and 
astounded at the position taken by the Senator from Arkansus 
|Mr. Rosprnson|. I do not know just why he felt called on to 
try to read a lecture to me, a Democrat, when my name had 
been drawn into one of the foulest manufactured scandals 
ever connected with a public man, I spoke my convictions on 
the subject as I had a right to do, and when the Senator from 
Arkansas rose to reply to me, to lecture me, I was astounded 
and I was offended by some of the things that he said. 

I have a right to say who I think was involved in this sean- 
dal, who inspired it, who initiated it. and I have already suid so. 
The Senator from Arkansas has evidently been preparing him- 
self for a speech on this occasion, The peroration which he 
brought in about the nun and the soldiers in the Argonne and 
some priest named Mercier, all have nothing whatever to do 
with this matter. I have told what certain Catholics are now 
doing. I have told what the Knights of Columbus did at Phila- 
delphia. The Senator from Arkansas can not deny the truth of 
my statements about that. I have shown that they passed a 
resolution denouncing their Government's policy and recommend- 
ing that it cease that policy of peace toward Mexico. I have 
shown that a New York Congressman, a Roman Catholic, in the 
House, offered a resolution to sever diplomatic relations with 
Mexico and they had hearings on it, and no Protestant or Jew 
appeared to back it, nobody but Roman Catholics supported it. 
I have shown their activities in Nicaragua, where we are now 
killing American boys in defense of an imposter and usurper, 
a Roman Catholic president, and Catholic boys are nowhere in 
danger. They are far back of the firing line and Protestant 
sons of Protestant fathers and mothers are being butchered in 
Nicaragua. The Senator from Arkansas says nothing about 
that. One of them from my State has been killed. The war is 
going on there, and yet no act of Congress declaring war has 
been passed, 

I rose here to tell what I think about certain Roman 
Catholics in the various walks of life who have attacked my 
honor and threatened my life. I referred to the Roman 
Catholic priest in New York who suggested that I shouid 
be waylaid and mobbed. None of these things have inspired 
the eloquence of the Senator from Arkansas. His heart has 
not gone out to me at any time while I have been fighting the 
battles of my country against the Roman Catholic machine 
that has sought to get the United States into war with 
Mexico. Not only has it sought it in the past, it is seeking 
now to do that very thing. This cardinal in Baltimore is in 
favor of it. The Catholic Daughters of America are in favor 
of it. While Lindbergh was in Mexico, carrying good will and 
friendship to those people, certain Catholics here are complain- 
ing that we are shaking hands with Calles and seeking to 
remain in cordial relations with the Government of Mexico. 
I am dealing with cold facts. I have read letters into the 
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ReEcorD, a dozen or more, from Protestant Americans who tell 
me that they believe that the bringing of my name into this 
Mexican scandal is the result of a Roman Catholie conspiracy. 
I am reading their letters and drawing my own conclusions. 
And the Senator from Arkansas has gone out of his way as 
an American, and out of his way as a Democrat, and out of 
his way as the Democratic leader in this body, to undertake 
to fight the battles of Roman Catholics against a Protestant 
Senator who has been assaulted by them and who has been 
giving his convictions and conclusions on the subject. 

It is unworthy of the Senator from Arkansas to stand up 
here and try to browbeat me because I dare to say what I 
please and what I think about Roman Catholics and Al Smith. 
If the Senator from Arkansas should declare for Al Smith, he 
will be beaten to a frazzle for the Senate in Arkansas. No 
doubt because of the speech he has made here to-day he will 
receive letters from Arkansas asking him what on earth he 
meant by his very strange conduct on this occasion. I will 
ask him to ask the Democrats on this side of the Chamber who 
of them disapprove of me saying what I please to say on this 
subject and who of them are ready to rebuke me for saying 
what I did to now stand up. There is not one of them who is 
worthy of being here who take such a stand by standing up. 
Not one. I dare such a one to stand. [Laughter.] 

Yes, the Senator from Arkansas has not guessed right as to 
the sentiment on this side. The sentiment on this side of the 
Chamber does not approve of the very strange conduct of the 
Senator from Arkansas. He has felt called upon, somehow, to 
get up here and insult me and offend the American people who 
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are supporting me all over the Nation in my fight to expose the | 


insidious, mean, vicious effort of Roman Catholics to get the 
United States into war with Mexico. The Senator viciously 
attacks me because I am opposed to the Roman Catholic war 
program. I do not fear the Senator from Arkansas politically 
or in any other way. I resent his uncalled for and unwar 
ranted meddling with me in this affair. I have a right to 
speak in the Senate about what I please, and let me say to the 
Senator from Arkansas that I have not yet even begun to 
speak about Al Smith. [Laughter.] 

I am going to say a good deal about him for the entertain- 
ment, and let me hope for the enlightenment, of the Senator 
from Arkansas. This is still a free country and we still have 
free speech in the Senate. 

I repeat in substance what I said here at the last session. If 
we had a majority of Roman Catholics in the Senate, I do not 
believe it would be possible for me to make the’ speech that I 
have made here this morning, but I had never expected to live 
to see the day when a Protestant Senator from Arkansas and a 
Democrat like Jok Ropryson would stand up here and make the 
speech he did make in their defense and at the same time 
criticize and abuse an American Senator who has been scan- 
dalized by them in an effort to destroy him. One of the editors 


| onerated us: 


este 
166: 
Hearst had nothing whatever to say in condemnation of Avila, 
the villain and thief used in the case, now, strunge to suy, 
up and lectures me and praises Roman Catholics. 

The committee report was, indeed. mild-mannered and weak 
on the erooks and criminals who slandered four United States 
Senators. They brought it in here and, of course, they ex- 
there was nothing else that could be done. and 
that, of course, was all right; but they never arraigned Hearst 
in a single line. Why was that? Wus it because of his close 
relations with Mellon? Was it because Mellon refunded him 
nearly $800,000 in taxes? What was it? And what was it that 
has moved my former friend from Arkatsas to get into this 
debate in the manner that he has? 





Lord, God of Hosts, be with us yet. 


The idea of Joke Rospinson [laughter] from the fine old State 


| of Arkansas getting up here and making the speech he made 


to-day. 1 wonder if he could be fishing for the Al Smith sup- 
port when we get through throwing him through the skylights 
of the convention? I wonder if he thinks that they will ap- 
preciate his efforts here to-day and rise up and say, “ We will 
nominate you.” Well, Joe, if the Roman Catholic machine 
nominates you, you have not got as much chance to be elected 
President as a mouse-colored mule has to operate an airplane 
in a nonstop trip to Paris. If that bunch nominates you as 
the heir to the Al Smith support, good bye Josephus; you are 
gone for keeps. [Laughter.] 

The idea, Mr. President, of the Senator from Arkansas get- 
ting up here in the Senate and undertaking to lecture me under 
the peculiar circumstances that exist. If some Roman Catholic 
Senator had done it, it might have been excusable, for he 
would be expected to say something for the church or its 
political organization; but for the Senator from Arkansas to 
take it on himself without even consulting the Democrats on 
his side to stand up in the Senate and affront and offend and 
insult a Democratic Senator, the only Democratic Senator whose 
name was connected with this infamous Roman Catholic plot, 
to stand here and arraign him and insult him in a speech as 
he has done is unworthy of the Senator from Arkansas, and 
deserves to be denounced by every real Democrat in the Senate. 

The Senator from Arkansas does not voice the views and 
convictions of the Democratic Senators on this side. The Demo- 
crats on this side of the Chamber—the self-respecting, brave 
Democrats, who are 100 per cent Americans—are not in sym- 
pathy with the Senator from Arkansas, who has tried to rebuke 
me for making the speech that I wanted to make under the con 
ditions that exist. I dare say that there is not another Prot- 
estant Senator in this body on etiher side who would have 
gotten up here and made just such a speech as the Senator from 


| Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] has made. I am not sure that I know 


of a Roman Catholic paper, since this investigation was started 
and completed, has said that I had been denounced by the people | 


of my State, which is a falsehood, and that I am doomed 


to defeat when I come up for reelection, because I have offended | 


certain Roman Catholics, 

Am I not at liberty to answer those attacks and say what I 
please as an American aud a Democratic Senator without being 
lectured by the Senator from Arkansas? I dare him to make to 
the people of his home State, Arkansas, exactly the same speech 
he has made here to-day. If he were to speak to a thousand 
patriotic people in Arkansas and say exactly what he has said 
here to-day about me in the defense of Al Smith and the Roman 
Catholic machine behind the screen, they would hiss him in 
practically every audience in Arkansas. He does not represent 
the people of Arkansas in his strange attack on me, I will 
speak to Arkansas audiences this summer. I stayed out of there 
previously on account of the Senator and his coileague. I was 
invited in there to lecture all over the State. I did not want 
to stir up any subject there that might embarrass them in any 
way, but I am going in now. I am going to deliver about 20 
lectures down there now. Whenever one of them challenges me 
on a vital principle I always try to accommodate him. 

The Senator from Arkansas has challenged me, strange to 
say; and he has challenged me and insulted me when I stood 
here in defense of my honor; yes, and when I was giving my 
best judgment and conscientious conclusions as to who had 
inspired and initiated the connection of my name with this 
miserable Mexican scandal. I repeat the attack on me is the 
result of a Roman Catholic conspiracy, Mr. President. When 
I get up here, as I have a right to do, and tell the Senate who 
I think the enemies are the present leader of the Democrats in 
this Chamber and a member of the special investigating com- 
mittee, who had nothing whatever to say in condemnation of 


who the gentleman was who walked down and sat down by and 
talked with Senator Rogwinson a little while before he spoke, 
but I am almost sure that he is a Roman Catholic Congress- 
man from New York. [Laughter.] 

Oh, Mr. President, we are coming to a miserable pass in this 
body under the present leadership on the Democratic side if a 
Democratic Senator whose honor has been assailed can not get 


| up and speak his convictions and tell the truth to his colleagues 


and to the country as he sees the truth—it makes no difference 
whether he is talking about Catholics, Protestants, or Jews; 


| that is his business. Then for the Senator from Arkansas to get 
| up and tell me that I ought not to have said that Mrs. Hearst 


is a Catholic. That was a link in the chain of circumstance 
and testimony that I obtained. I showed that the other parties 


| were Catholics, and that this man’s wife was a Catholic, and this 


book on Jesuitism says the wife frequently controls the hus- 
band by mental manipulation. Of course, the Senator from Ar 
kansas did not know anything about that; some other sort of 
manipulation got him going, and so he gets up and undertakes 
to rebuke me and speaks about my speech “ being unworthy of 
the Senator from Alabama.” 

Let the people who hear me and who read it be the judges of 
that. Since the Senator has taken the strange stand he has 
I do not care what the Senator's opinion as to whether my 
position is worthy or unworthy. I do not care the snap of my 
finger. The Senator from Arkansas has taken a strange posi- 
tion and one that is unworthy of him. He had no right to take 
such an unwarranted position as the leader on this side of the 
Senate without first consulting the Democrats on this side. He 
has got no right as leader to intrude himself in as he has done 
to-day and arraign a Democrat who has been assailed by these 
villains who have tried to destroy me as a Senator of the United 
States. They have attacked my honor, Mr. President, and I 
think more of that than I do of the wealth of the world. After 
I have diseussed matters with reference to myself and then 
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quoted great Baptist preachers and great Methodist preachers, 
and quoted Grant and Lincoln and Jefferson, Roosevelt and 
Voltaire and Luther and Garibaldi and Savonarola, all warning 
us ugainst the dangers of the Romuan Catholic political machine, 
the Senator from Arkansas rises up and makes a speech—a very 
hitter speech—and suggests what I have done, his Democratic 
colleague, is an outrageous thing. He will be petted and praised 
by the Roman Catholics. The hierarchy will put a wreath of 
appreciation and approval upon his brow; they will even let 
him kiss the cardinal’s ring. Oh, they will accord great honors 
him. They have always been able, strange to say, to get 
some VProtestant to wade into the breach and take up the 
cudgel and fight their Roman Catholic battles. But I never 
thought that they would ever be able to get so intelligent a 
man Senator from Arkunsas to come to their rescue at 
n terrible time like this. But they got him into it to-day; and 
he winds up by telling about three nuns who died down there 
in a plague in Memphis some 30 years ago. I am sorry about 
that, but Lam in no way to blame for that. 

He tells us about others whom he knew in his youth. 
not said anything about those things. I am not discussing them 
here to-day, I have not said anything about Catholic soldiers 
who fought worthily in France. I honor every one of them who 
did his duty; but [T am talking about Roman activities here in 
America and telling about those of them who are still trying to 
get us into war with Mexico in behalf of the Catholic Church, 
and also about their efforts to destroy me because I opposed 
their Mexican war program. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not think I will. I think too much of the 
Senator. Tam afraid he might say something that would cause 
me to feel like operating on him. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I should be very glad to have 
the Senator operate on me if he would give me the same chance 
on him. 

Mr. HEFLIN I like the fine young Senator from Maryland, 
but I can not yield to him just now. 

Mr. President, I repeat, I honor every Catholic who has done 
his duty by our country, but [ am speaking of those who have 
harmed me and who are already boasting and rejoicing at what 
they think is my defeat for reelection, in view of the scandal 
they have put upon me. They would rather have me out of this 
body than anything else in the world, except the election of 
Al Sinith for President. They would rather drive me out of 
the Senate than anything that could happen except putting Al 
Smith in the White House; but they are not going to do either. 

i can beat, and I will beat if I live, anybody they run 
against me in Alabama, I do not care who it may be; and if 
the Senator from Arkansas will make a speech such as he has 
made here to-day, they wiil beat him in Arkansas ten to one. 
If he will make that speech in Arkansas exactly as he made it 
here--and IT want him to leave it just like he made it in the 


to 


as the 


Senator from Alabama 


Recorp—he is going to have a hard time to come back even 
if nobody runs against him. [Laughter.] They would come 


mighty near beating him without any opposition. 

But, Mr. President, I want to say before I close, and I have 
been on this floor quite a long time already, that my feelings 
are hurt. T am deeply offended at the course the Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr. Ropinson] has taken. I never dreamed that 
he could be induced to take such a stand. All that I hold dear 


has been «assailed in this Hearst-Mexican-Roman Catholic 
scandal—my good name, my honor, my integrity. the reputation 
that I have tried to build with faithful service to my country. 


1 have done what I thought was my duty; I have come here 
and laid the facts as I had them, and given the conclusions as 
I have reached them to the Senate, and I am rebuked, strange 
to say, by the minority leader. The Roman Catholic Senators 
sat back and smiled as the Senator from Arkansas attacked 
me, and many of the other Democrats have frowned their dis- 
approval, They do not, they can not indorse his strange stand. 
None but those who are dependent upon the Catholic vote to re- 
elect them do indorse his course, and I trust they will not cause 
me to call their names. If they do, I will name them; I 
know them. There are three or four of them. They would 
do a heap of things to obtain that support, and they would 
attack me if pressed into service. 

I can not understand, I repeat, why the Senator from Arkan- 
sus has done this thing. If he has consulted with any Senator 
on this side and told him that he was going to assail me in this 
fashion, | should like for the Senator with whom he consulted 
to stand up now and let me and the Senate know who advised 
or sponsored such a thing. If there is a Democratic Senator on 
this side who approves his attack upon me for saying what I 


I have | 
| Of. purgatory. 
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wanted to say in a matter involving my honor and integrity, I 
want him to stand up and show where he stands. [A pause. | 
No one stands and the Senator from Arkansas does not have the 
approval of the real Democrats on this side. 

Mr. President, I have no religious prejudice. [Laughter.]} 
I am simply a wholehearted American. I wish the Catholics 
well if they will set up American ideals and love and serve this 
country and stop that political machine working behind the 
screen and under the cloak of the Roman Catholic Church. I 
am willing for them to have their religion, but I am not willing 
for them to have the United States Army to fight their religious 
battles in foreign countries. I am not willing for them to take 
Protestant boys or Catholic boys or Jewish boys from Arkansas 
and Alabama and other States and transport them to Mexico 
to fight and die to restore the Catholic Church to power in that 
country. 

The Catholic Chureh, we are told, has acquired half of the 
When the wealthy 
landowner came to die the priest told him, “ [f vou will deed your 
property to the Roman Catholic Church, we will pray you out 
” That is the way, we are told, they got half the 
lands of Mexico: and the suddenly made poor Mexican families, 
stripped of their substance, bereft of their homes, were set 
in Mexico; the church had gotten the estate. In this 
way the Catholic Church accumulated half the lands of Mexico. 
The Roman Catholic priests went amongst the farmers and 
would not let them plant their crops until they had paid them 
a fee to bless the soil so that it would produce in abundance. 
They raised money from them in that way. Furthermore, they 
had in the Mexican constitution a provision that no Protestant 
or Other religion could exist in Mexico—none but the Roman 
Catholic religion. And now the Roman Catholies of the United 
States are still trying to involve us in war with Mexico 
because of the Roman Catholic Church. 

I got into the discussion of this question as an American 
Senator following the speech of the able Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. Boran]. I spoke for my country and the lives of our boys. 
I have got no apology to make for it; I am going to continue 
to fight to keep them from using our Army for such a mis- 
erable purpose 

They are never going to take American boys out of Arkansas 


and Alabama and kill them in the cause of the Pope in 
Mexico, if I can help it. It does not make any difference how 
many times the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson]| at- 
tacks und abuses me, he will not, he can not, intimidate me or 
drive me from my duty in this matter. I will continue to 
carry on. 

Mr. President, Senator Ropsinson is a member of the com- 


mittee appointed to try this case in which I am involved, and 
strange to say he has become a partisan before the thing is 
over, and stands here and undertakes to lecture me and to 
prosecute me, a mun accused by the villainous bunch that 
I am discussing. The position of the Senator from Arkansas 


is inexcusable and indefensible. Of course, I object to him 
continuing further on that committee. I would not be just 


to myself and the questions of the decent and honorable pro- 
prieties involved longer to permit this Senator, since his per- 
formance here to-day, to remain on the committee to investigate 
the Hearst-Mexican-Catholic scandal, 

Why, Mr. President, in view of what the Senator from 
Arkansas has done here to-day, when my honor and character 
have been unjustly and scandalously attacked, I conld not 
even think of permitting him, if I can help it, to remain on 
the committee. I am deeply in earnest about it, and must ask 
him to retire from that committee. 

I had nothing to do with selecting the committee. Of course, 
there are some others on that committee that I do not regard 
as my very warmest personal friends, but I was not consider- 
ing that. I was willing for any Senate committee to investi- 
gate the slanderous charges. The other members have not 
yet undertaken to persecute or prosecute me. That remained 
for the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Ropinson], strange to say. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that 
at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Alabama 
the Senate proceed to vote on the question as to whether I 
shall continue a member of the special committee of the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I object, Mr. President. T want the Senate 
to hear me on that proposition. I certainly have a right to be 
heard on it. I will bring it up in due time. The Senator from 
Arkansas need have no fear about that. 

Mr. President, when the Senator from Arkansas last 
rupted me I was about to conclude my remarks. 


inter- 
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rhe attack oi e by e Senator fre Arkansas can be 
defended ; it as inexcusable and indefensible. There neve 
has been anything like it in the history of this body that I 
know anything about. Strange, indeed! On a committee of 
Senators to try this case, having exonerated me, and still hold 
ing the committee in existence for some other purpose, the 


Senator rises, a juror in the case trying Me and other Senators, 


and proceeds to prosecute one of the i Who bas be 
investigation before him. Great God! There is not anything 
like it in history that I can now recall. I repeat, 


duct of the Senator from Arkansas is inexcusable and 
fensibie. 

Let me close by avin to the Senator that I. too. had a voutl 
time. When I was about 12 years old my father and mother 
commenced to have family prayer. 
doctor and a farmer. There were eight boys of us, 
girl. One night my father Was called off to see somebody who 


was sick and my mother held prayer. I shall never forget tha 
picture. With a little center table with two or three lig ( 
candles on it and the big family Bible, she read the Twent 

third Psalm, and then knelt down with us chiidren all abou 


el 
the hearthstone and prayed. She prayed to God to bless bet 
children, to make them honorable and useful in the worid 
Mr. President, I have never forgotten that prayer. I hi 
never forgotten the teaching that she gave me, or the teacl 
of my good father. Both of them huve goue to their reward 
was a poor boy. I struggled for an education. I borrowe 
the money that enabled me to go to college. I had a hard time 
perhaps the hardest time of any boy in the family. Whe Tih) 
mother died I carried the keys to the smokehouse and the pantry 
und gave out the provisions to the cook and looked after t 
housekeeping and t n did work on my father’s farm. l had 
a hard time, I thought; but I got along 


ple of my State have been good to me. They elected me t 


} 


T 
i 
j 


somehow, and the pe 


local offices and then secretary of state of Alabama, then to] 


Congress for 1644 years, and twice to the United States Senate 
L love the people of my State and they love and honor me 
I think more of my honor as a native-born Alabamian and me 
of their loying favor than anything else connected with m 
public career. I have striven to do my duty. IL have tried t 
do it us God has given me the light to see it; and when my 
honor and integrity have been assailed and dragged into the 
mire and filth of such a seandal as this, it has touched and 
aroused every fiber of my indignation and resentment. And 
Mr. President, in the name of the sainted mother who gave 1 
birth and in the name of my good wife, who has departed this 
life and gone to her reward, leaving to me the fine and manly 
boy who bears my full name, I want to say that I had rathet 
leave to him a good name, the name of a father who had met 


lit 


honestly and courageously all the engagements of his public life | 


and had done his duty as he saw it, than anything else in th 
world. 

Mr. President, nearly all Senators, I believe, will understand 
and appreciate my resentment at the conduct of the Senator 
from Arkansas when he gets up here and champions the caus 
of those who have attacked and siandered me. I resent and 
repudiate his strange and inexcusable performance here to-day. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a parliamentary 
inguiry. What is the business before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
Senate Resolution 112. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 


question, 


I desire to address myself to that 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (S 
Res. 112) opposing the seating of FRANK L. SMITH as a Senator 
from the State of Illinois, reported from the special committee 
investigating senatorial campaign expenditures. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the opportunity was 
denied me to participate in the brief debate which ensued at the 
opening of the present session over the admission of claimants 


to seats here from the States of Illinois and Pennsylvania. The 


attitude taken by one of them, bringing the subject again thus 
early before us upon the report of the committee to which it was 
referred, warralits me in submitting some observations on the 
constitutional aspects of the question presented by the course 
pursued toward them. He, in effect, as I understand the 
situation, stands mute in the face of the charges against him 
and declines to discuss or meet them until and unless he is 
provisionally seated, thus renewing the controversy over the 
right of the Senate under any circumstances to halt at the door 
a claimant coming with a certificate of election until his 
qualifications and the legality of his election sball have been 
inquired into. 
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When the question was presente I st sion of the 
Scnate of its right under the C¢ { n to det a seat in 
s body to Frank L. Smiru, it turned upon the interpretation 
} lo be give n the wort “ gual ti 1} * in the clause of our 
|} Organic law providing that each House of the ¢ I shall be 
tl judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
Members. SMITH claimed, under appointment from the Gov- 
rnor of the Stat f il is, to fill the unexpired term of the 
lamented Senator William B. MeKinley, who death fol 
lowed speedily ul he primary preceaing the general election 
1926 in which he was defeated for the nomination of hi 
rty ¥y SMITH; 1 election, as the returns showed, being 
red by the governor as one, at least, of the moving considera 
for his appointn 
A committee of the Sena had meanwhile reported that there 
i been spent in t primary to encompass his nomination a 
um in excess of $458,782, considerably more than the amount 
( l Newb , concerning W t Senate 
a dad by I n res ] i 

x f ich ex i sums, eit! t 1 cand or by 
! ne ind r i I I if, either v ’ r w ut his 
I ledg nd nt eit ont yt sound | Lic y I il 
or m ty f Se t nd d ero 0 rpe 
t ( i vernment h ex sive exper res are hereby 

| se I d disapproved. 
| It will be reealled that ft) resolution originated with and 
was supported by the friends of Newberry, not by those who 
ought to exclude him. It was condonatory in character; and, 
f it had any purp except aS a means of escape for some 
s tors whose con crove them to one course while party 
| expediency pulled in tl pposite direction, it must have been 
| t ed as a war! Y t the Senate would not stand for a 
repetition of such extravagant use of money to break into this 

body 

| But that was not the head and front of the offending of 
| Smirn. He was at the time of the nomination and ele tion, 
and for a number of years theretofore had been, the chairman 
of the Illinois Commerce Commission, charged with the duty of 


fixing the rates to be churged by and otherwise regulating cor- 
porations operating as public utilities in that State. The 
‘ contributor to his campaign fund was shown to be 
imuel Insull, the manuging head of public utility corporations 
having a nominal capital of approximately a billion dollars, a 
viguntic and complex system, with ramifications in distant parts 
of the country, but centered in the city of Chicago, Ill., with 
business more or less continuously before the commission men- 
tioned. Insull’s contributions totuled the tidy sum of $158,735. 
Some Members of the Senate took the view that, considering 
SMITHS flagrant disregard of the warning given in the New- 
berry Case, considering his total disregard of the decencies in 
} accepting huge contributions from a suitor, either existing, past, 
or prospective, before the tribunal of which he was the head, 
he had shown himself disqualified for membership in this body. 
If anyone doubts the soundness of the conclusion thus arrived 
t. let him imagine a Senate composed of men all of whom. or 


¢ 


any considerable number of whom, were of such easy political 


- 


Virtue or who were similarly tied to favor-seeking corporations 
| or their masters 
| It was contended, however, and now is insisted in behalf of 


SMITH that the Senate was powerless thus to preserve its own 
| integrity. On the one hand it was claimed that one legally 
elected or appointed, possessing the qualifications of age, citizen 
ship, aid residence, specified in the Constitution, must be 
admitted, whatever may be his deficiencies either in character 
or in intellect. On the other hand, it was insisted that the Con- 
stitution absolutely forbade the admission of one wanting in 
| any of the three particulars mentioned, but left the Senate 
| free otherwise to judge of the qualifications of the claimant; 
3 attention was directed to the peculiar language, negative 
j 
| 
| 


in character. of the Constitution 


No person shall | t Senat who shall not have attained to the 
age of 30 years d en nine years a citizen of the United States, 
ind who shall not, whet ected, be an inhabitant of the State for 
which he shall be chosen 


It must be admitted that either contention, followed to its 
ultimate and logical conclusion, leads perilously near, if it does 
net precipitate its supporters over, the brink of absurdity. 
The advocates of the one theory must admit, if they are correct, 
that, having the three constitutional qualifications, a State may 
send here a convicted felon, the perpetrator of a foul murder, 
even a traitor whose hand has been raised against his country, 
and who, unregenerate, may be plotting against its very life. 
This august body must admit him. No crime, however heinous, 
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no moral turpitude, however grave, can bar him. Nor is it to 
be regarded as too speculative to indulge in the supposition of 
the election of one thus clouded in character or reputation. 

After the Civil War there appeared repeatedly at the bar of 
both Houses, demanding admission, Members elect who had 
pirticipated in that unfortunate conflict on the part of the 
Confederate States. 
tion or in extenuation of their course, whatever moral aspect it 
may bear, they were technically guilty of treason against the 
United Such a situation is not unlikely to arise after 
any unsuccessful revolution. The Constitution contemplates 
that such a crisis may confront the country, for it defines 


States. 


treason as levying war against the United States or giving aid | 


mfort to its enemies. Yea, it assumes that even high 
may be involved in such guilt, for it declares that 
of Congress shall be exempt from arrest except for 
felony, or breach of the peace while attending the 
jing to or returning from the same. 

\ud the uprising of 1861 is by no means the only instance 
in our history when the authority of the Federal Government 
was defied by force of arms. Aaron Burr was tried and John 
Brown hung for treason. The whisky rebellion and the Dorr 
rebellion were quickly suppressed. It is not difficult to con- 
ceive Burr, his hands red with the blood of Alexander Ham- 
ilton and under suspicion not yet cleared of plotting the dis 
memberment of the Union, as having been elected to the Senate 


and 
officials 
Members 
treason, 
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by a Western State, or John Brown, escaping on some techni- 
cality, returning triumphantly to the Capital as a Senator from 


bleeding Kansas. 

Mr. SHLORTRIDGE. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I recognize the Senator as a 


from Montana 


man fa- 


mitiar with the Constitution of the United States and with the 
history of our country. Is it not a fact that because many 
thoughtful men, regardless of politics or partisanship, reached 


the conclusion that men who had been in rebellion against our 
Government were nevertheless eligible for election to this 
body, the fourteenth amendment was proposed and ultimately 
becume a part of the Constitution? I am asking the Senator if 
that is not historically the origin of and one of the reasons 
assigned for the fourteenth amendment? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, let us not get into 


a state of confusion about this. The fourteenth amendment 
adds other disqualifications. It disqualifies one who, having 
taken an oath to support the Constitution, afterwards engages 


in rehellion. The Congress was still left in its own discretion, 
as if had been theretofore, to exclude him for other causes. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. sut without that amendment, a citizen 
who had engaged in open rebellion against this Government was 
eligible for a seat in this body. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. He was not absolutely excluded, 
hut each Hfouse of Congress, by the Constitution, was to judge 
of his qualifications, and they invariably decided that he did 
not have the qualifications under such circumstances, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Those precedents we will deal with 
hereafter; but permit me to put the matter in this form: It is 
my firm belief that prior to the adoption of that amendment, 
any citizen of any State possessing the qualifications, of age, 
citizenship, and inhabitancy, was eligible for election and for a 
seat in this body, notwithstanding his theretofore open conduct 
of rebellion, and I am of the opinion that it was because learned 
Members of this body, representing both sides of the Chamber, 
reached the conclusion that there was nothing in the Constitu- 
tion as of then to bar him; that because of that belief it was 
sought to bar him, and he was barred, by virtue of the fourteenth 
amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But he was not. He was only 
barred if he had theretofore taken an oath to support the Con- 
stitution, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly, one who had taken the oath 
mentioned, as was the case of a certain Senator who had re- 
tired from this body to join in the rebellion. Of course, he 
had taken an oath. Afterwards, if he sought to reenter this 
body, it was believed by many that he was eligible, but there 
were those who thought that such a thing should never be 
possible; hence the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Quite so. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE: Hence the fourteenth amendment, and 
particularly subdivision 3 of that amendment; but without that 
amendment he was eligible. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senate could bar him or not 
as it saw fit. 


Whatever may be said either in justifica- | 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; the Senate could not bar him, 
according to my view, and that was the view of the Senate 
us then constituted. Of course, there may have been difference 
of opinion in regard to that point. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I take ii that the country realized 
that either House was at liberty to seat these people or not to 
seat them, but in view of the high passions that were aroused 
then the country intended to take that discretion away from 
both Houses by the fourteenth amendment as to the particular 
class therein mentioned. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
and heat I attribute 
now rely. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me ask the Senator now. as I 
asked another Senator upon the other side, suppose the Senator 
in his place here immediately after the war and one of these 
men, before the fourteenth amendnfent was adopted, came here 
with a certificate from the governor of a State. How would the 
Senator vote? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am glad that question is put to me. 
I answer it categorically and plainly. As the Constitution then 
stood, upon the reconstruction or the coming back into the 
Union—if it was ever out of the Union—of a given NStute. if its 
legislature—the Legislature of Georgia, for example—had prop- 
erly elected any man who met the qualifications of a Senator 
as I understand them to be, even though he had led the Con- 
federate forces in the Battle of Gettysburg, a distinguished 


And. of course, to that intense passior 
some of the precedents upon which men 


southern soldier, IT would have voted to admit him into this 
body. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator thinks so now. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I was not then alive to so think. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. sut if I had 
thought so and done so. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Is the 
how the Senators from his 
time? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; 


been, I would have 
Senator able to tell us 


State voted on the matter at the 


offhand I am not. There were 
some very great Democratic Senators from California, as the 
Senator knows so well, and some Republicans, through the 
years. I[ do not remember how they voted. But let me say 
this, that there would have been another reason why I would 
have voted to admit him, and I say this, feeling very deeply 
on the subject. I would have voted for him because the 
erring son was returning, and if he came back here to enter 
this Chamber, to take an oath to support his Constitution, I 
would have welcomed him. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Most of the members of the Sen- 
ator’s party, however, took a very different view about it at 
that time. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
for my own poor self. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, having presented 
one horn of the dilemma, I proceed to present the other. 

It is true that if the other alternative be taken and it be 
held that either House may go beyond the three qualifications 
specified in the Constitution, there is no limit to its discretion 
in excluding one legally elected to membership. It may reject 
him for the most trivial cause, for any cause originating in its 
whim or caprice, on account of the color of his hair, the cut 
of his clothes, or his racial origin. But in every act of that 
character it would be restrained by the force of public opinion, 
if not by the oath each member must take, and by his conscience 
and self respect, regardless of his oath. After all, ours is 
pretty much a government by public opinion. Any gross offense, 
such as that supposed, would be likely to bring retribution at 
the polls. The power might be abused. If it were lacking, 
treason might stalk these halls unmolested. 

Both Houses have wisely settled the question in favor of the 
existence of the power. After some vacillation they both 
eventually, after the Civil War, excluded at will, and repeatedly 
excluded, those who had been in arms against the Union. The 
House refused to permit Brigham Roberts, coming here with 
four wives, to take the qualifying oath. It turned down 
Victor Berger for lack of loyalty to the country during the 
World War. Just what offenses, just what lack of moral princi- 
ple, will justify resort to the power to exclude, is nowhere de- 
fined, and perhaps it is well that no attempt should be made 
to define it. The Constitution does not specify upon what 
grounds a member may be expelled. Each House it says—-and 
says only—may by a two-thirds vote expel a Member. 

Official conduct is judged by different standards in different 
times. Most of us will recall when all Members of Congress 
and most judges traveled on railroad passes. A Federal judge 


That may be so, but I am speaking 
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who toured the country gratuitously in the private car of ar 
officer of a railroad company was dismissed by this body 
sitting as a court of impeachment, most of the triers having 
accepted like favors. In our times a Member would be ex 
pelled for speculating in the publie funds while legislation 
affecting their value was pending, as did half the Members ot 
the First Congress while Hamilton's financial measures were 
before it. 

So much has been said because there has been a renewal of 
the charge in journals, usually apologetic concerning corruy 
tion, that in the case of Smirn the Senate manifested the mob 
spirit and flouted the Constitution. A former Member of this 
body, with more asperity than reason, elaborates that view 
an article lately published. 


The issue before us relates, however, rather to the validity 
of the election than to the qualifications of the claimants 
challenged. Both questions, however, are here involved Of 
the right of the Senate to determine whether either was duly 
and legally elected there is no room for dispute It is in- 


sisted, however, that pending the determination of that ques 
tion they must be sworn in and accorded all the privileges of 
membership beeause they come here with the certificate, the 
one from the Governor of Illinois and the other from the Goy 
ernor of Pennsylvania. Much oratory is indulged in con 
cerning the sanctity of such a certificate from the executive 
of a sovereign State and the sacred right of a State to repre 
sentation in this body. A book has been published under the 
pretentious title of “The Vanishing Rights of the States.” 
Whatever merit it may have from a literary point of view, it 
masquerades as a scientific discussion of a public question 
when in reality it is a brief for WrrtAm S. Vare, the autho! 
having recently been rewarded by that gentleman with a seat 
in the House of Representatives, handed to him just as par 
liamentary seats were bestowed on court favorites in the good 
old days of the rotten boroughs by the proprietors thereof. 

The book features the career of John Wilkes, and that is 
where the funny part comes in; Wilkes, invoked in defense and 
support of corruption, in fighting which he gained his place in 
history. It is said that the devil can cite Scripture to his 
purpose. Well, he can cite history, too. God works in a 
mysterious way His wonders to perform, and He often uses 
queer instruments to effect His purposes. 

Wilkes came upon the scene in the stirring decade that 
preceded our Revolutionary War. George III was struggling 
to rule after the arbitrary and tyrannical fashion of his Han- 
everian ancestors, but the Parliament stood in his way. Well, 
he would buy the Parliament with royal smiles, with the equiva- 
lent of those days of rides on the Mayflower and breakfasts 
of buckwheat cakes and maple sirup; with appointments and 
promotions; with titles dear to the heart of an Englishman; 
and, where necessary, with cold cash. 

The historian Green tells us that “the elections for the 
new Parliament, which met in 1768, were more corrupt than 
any that had as yet been witnessed,” and he adds that “ even 
the stoutest opponents of reform shrank aghast from the open 
bribery of constituencies and the prodigal barter of seats.’ 

It was in that heyday when Walpole gave expression to his 
famous apothegm, “ Every man has his price.” George found 
that a good many had. Not Wilkes. He was a _ scurrilous 
scoundrel, of bad manners and worse morals. He was a facile 
writer with an inexhaustible command of billingsgate, which he 
let loose in unrestrained measure at the policies and persons of 
the ministers, and particularly at the venality of the court; 
in short, at the corruption that pervaded the entire govern- 
ment. His shafts of ridicule and invective were even directed 
at the sacred person of the King. While a member of Parlia- 
ment in 1764 he was charged with publishing a seditious libel 
and fled to France to escape arrest. He returned in 1768 and 
boldly entered the campaign then in progress, and despite all 
the power of the Crown was elected from Middlesex. He was 
promptly expelled; and then ensued a game of battledore and 
shuttlecock, his constituency returning him three times more, 
the House excluding him as often. Meanwhile the treatment 
he had had gave rise to riots. Mobs paraded the streets of 
many of the cities shouting “ Wilkes and liberty.” The popu- 
lace was strongly with him. He became even more a hero in 
America than in England. A thriving town of Pennsylvania 
Wilkes-Barre—took its name from him and another critic of 
the Crown and friend of the Colonies, Colonel Barré. He man 
aged eventually to hold his seat and in 1782, when the ministry 
came in that called off the war with the States, the record of 
his repeated expulsion and other proceedings of the Commons 
against him was expunged. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sre:wer in the chair). 
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Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from 
California ? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, the Senator has in mind that 
overeignty I whereas 


‘ 


) 


rested in that body—in the Parliament 


| Our powers here are delegated powers, and we have no power 





| law of Great 


unless it is specifically er necessarily impliedly delegated; 
wherefore the Parliament, claiming that the power rested in 
it or the House of Commons, not controlled, as I think we are 
controlled, by a written Constitution delegating our power, the 
House of Commons could do anything it saw fit to do. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, yes; but the Supreme Court 
of the United States decided the other day that there are im- 
plied powers in each House which are not expressed in the 
Constitution at all 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
course 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well. We contend that it is 
implied that each House has the right to protect itself against 
the inclusion of people of that character unless it is prohibited 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE 
of a State’ 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. A State must send its Members 
here subject to the provisions of the Constitution which give to 
this body the power to judge of his qualifications and also of his 
election, 

What is the lesson ef the Wilkes story? Obviously that the 
liouse of COmmons freely exercised the power either to expel 
or exclude for any offense or delinquency which in its judg- 
ment rendered it dangerous to the public weal that the pro- 
scribed individual should become or continue a member of the 
national council. It may have exercised this plenary authority 
unwisely, unjustifiably at times, and possibly may have done 
so in the Wilkes case, but what harm has come to the British 
Nation by virtue of it? 

Mr. NORRIS Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
just at that point? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I can not permit that statement to pass with- 
out giving it, as I believe it deserves, a little more emphasis 
than the Senator has given it. 

The case the Senator has been referring to was given by Mr. 
Beck in his book as an illustration to show that neither the 
Senate nor the House possessed this power. He gave that as an 
illustration. As the Senator has truthfully said, the very 
illustration is a demonstration that the Parliament exercised 
the very power that we are exercising here and which he is 
trying to deny in the argument he is making. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 

Mr. NORRIS. So that his only illustration is an illustration 
from history that the Parliament exercised the power which he 
is trying to prevent us from exercising here. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. He sought to demonstrate that 
because the Parliament of Great Britain did what it had no 
right to do, the Congress of the United States has no right 
to do this because the Parliament of Great Britain did not have 
that right. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. 
observation ? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
fornia. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Parliament was not restrained and 
constitutionally they did have a right to do what they did. 
It may have been unwise, it may have been altogether improper 
for other reasons, but they had the constitutional right and 
power to do what they did. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the author of this book has selected that 
as an illustration. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not care anything about that. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Montana has not selected 
the illustration. He is taking it from the bock, the author of 


Why, many powers are implied, of 





Even though it reverses the judgment 


President, may I add just this 


I yield to the Senator from Cali- 


| which is trying to demonstrate that we do not possess this 


power. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I want it always borne in mind that 
there is nothing in the written law, or indeed the unwritten 
sritain, which controlled the action of the Tlouse 
of Commons, whereas I must ever bear in mind that our power 
is a delegated power. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understand that perfectly well. 
The Senator always gets back to the proposition that there 
are three provisions in the Constitution describing the dis- 
qualifications. We understand that perfectly. I thought I 
had passed that. I was endeavoring to preseut, as fairly as. 


I know how, the items on both sides of the question. and then 
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I said that considering the safety of our Government we 
ought to adopt the conclusion for which I contend. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I want, of course, to make it an in- 
destructible Union. That is why I stand so firmly for the 
views I entertain. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; I understand, and I shall 
discuss that a little later. 

Some of us will recall the cause of Bradlaugh, the blatant 
atheist. He not only denied that the heavens declare the glory 
of God and the firmament showeth His handiwork, but he pro- 
Claimed it in season and out of season, if, indeed, there be a 
season for such preachment. He aired his peculiar conceptions 
incessantly, coarsely, blasphemously, to the serious offense of 
the God-loving people of Britain, He was expelled from the 
House of Commons, was reelected, and the Wilkes incident was 
repeated. It is said, however, that Wilkes having reached his 
popular favor in the Colonies, the framers of the Constitution, 
mindful of his fight, determined to deprive either House of the 
diseretion in respect to the admission of Members exercised by 
the British Ilouse of Commons and to require it to admit any 
person. however lacking he might be in moral or intellectual 
fitness, or however patent might be his disloyalty to the Nation. 
If they had any such purpose they signally failed to express it. 
It would have been so easy, having said that no person shall be 
a Senator who has not arrived at the age of 30 years, been 
nine years a citizen of the United States, and who is not at the 
time of his election a resident of the State from which he is 
chosen, to add and “no other qualification shall be required,” 
or to say, “Any person who is 30 years of age, who has been 
for nine years a citizen of the United States, and who at the 
time of his election is a resident of the State from which he is 
chosen is eligible to membership in the Senate.” Other appro- 
priate language might have been chosen. 

The Constitution is itself sufficient evidence that the members 
of the convention by which it was framed were masters of 
English and adepts in the use of terse and appropriate language 
through which to express themselyes. The idea must be rejected 
that they intended to prevent the exclusion of one whose loyalty 
was open to serious question or the lack of which had been 
demonstrated, or one notoriously wanting in integrity or any 
semblance of moral worth, 

I recur to the contention that Smita and VARE coming here 
with the formal certificates of election from the governors of 
their States, respectively, the Senate must admit them tempor- 
arily, and that they are entitled to all the privileges of member- 
ship until it is definitely decided by the Senate as to either that 
he has not been legally elected. As stated, such a certificate is 
the object of much panegyric. It is represented as a ponderous 
document of the highest probative value. In fact it is, in a 
contest at least, without any value whatever. It serves simply 
to exst the burden of proof upon the rival claimant not pro- 
vided with it. Such a contest is governed by the rule of the 
preponderance of the evidence. If the evidence, exclusive of the 
certificate, favors the case of the contestant even to the extent 
of the twentieth part of our poor scruple, he gets the seat, the 
certificate can not overcome that paltry advantage, so weak 
it is. 

In the Steck-Brookhart contest some claimed the _ pre- 
ponderance of the evidence to be in favor of BrookKHARt, others 
that the balance inclined to Sreck, but no one supporting the 
claim of the former had the hardihood to assert that there was 
any value in the certificate issued to him, except to impose the 
burden of proof on STEecK. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE,. Mr. President, may I propound a ques- 
tion to the Senator right there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana vield again to the Senator from California? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, the certificate is presumed to 
speak the truth. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And, of course, we take official knowl- 
edge of the laws of the State, and I suppose we indulge in the 
presumption that official duty has been regularly performed. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Exactly. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, Therefore, a credential certificate bearing 
the signature of a governor, countersigned and bearing the 
signature of the secretary of state, is presumed to speak verity, 
supported by the presumptions which I have mentioned. Now, 
until there is an appropriate attack upon that fact, thus pre- 
sumed to be a fact, is not the holder of that certificate entitled 
to the benefit of all the facts it recites, of which the ultimate 
fact—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. He is entitled to the benefit of the 
recital. 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the recital is that he has been duly 
elected, and being duly elected, it follows that he is entitled to 
enter upon the discharge of his duties. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But my contention is that if some 
one comes in and controverts that situation, and a contest 
ensues and evidence is taken pro and con, the certificate does 
not amount to anything. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator and I will agree that at 
a certain stage, if, when he bas had the benefit of the recited 
facts and enters upon the office, he is inducted into the office 
in question, then, of course, an attuck may be made upon that 
certificate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall presently come to the 
proposition that the Senate is not obliged to accept that as the 
sole and exclusive evidence. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, I shall rely upon Stephen A. Douglas 
nnd a few other very eminent Democrats. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Stephen was not regarded very 
highly as a lawyer. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He was, I think, a very great man. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; I agree with the Senator— 
a great statesman. 

It has occurred to me as remarkable that the line of argu- 
ment giviig occasion to these remarks should have been made 
for the obvious purpose of exciting misgivings on the part of 
Members from the South in the hope that they would abandon 
their party associates in this momentous matter. Audacity 
could hardly go further than to make such an appeal to them. 
What measure of sanctity would be ascribed by any Member 
on this side of the aisle to the certificates of the governors of 
three Southern States reporting that the Hayes electors were 
chosen therein at the election of 1876? I address the inquiry 
in a special manner to the Senators from South Carolina, the 
Senators from Florida, and the Senators from Louisiana. If 
the certificate of Frank L. Smita is less tainted, it still comes 
from a governor, adjudicated by the courts of his State to be 
a defaulter to it to the tune of approximately a million dollars, 
and still elected, owing to a startling state of political morals 
in Illinois of which the report of the Reed committee gives us 
some inkling. The certificate presented by Mr. VARE comes 
from a governor elected through an unholy alliance between 
the Vare and the Mellon factions, each of which charged in the 
primary campaign that the other was out to corrupt the elec- 
torate and steal the election, each meanwhile spending such 
stupendous sums as to arouse the Nation. 

Enough about the certificate extolled as being of such surpzass- 
ing consequence. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does the Senator attach no importance 
to the word in the Constitution, namely, the word “ judge”; 
that we must judge? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am going to talk about that. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I hope so. We must judge here; we 
can not think of other things. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not failed to reflect upon 
these matters. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. TI also have devoted some time and 
thought to them. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The real question is as to whether 
the Senate must admit the man in whose behalf it is issued. 
If the Senate must admit him then it is not the judge, provi- 
sionally, of his election, but the governor of the State from 
which he comes is. By what language of the Constitution is 
any such power conferred upon the governor? It is conceded 
that the Senate is the judge of whether, being legally elected, he 
shall occupy a place permanently—that is, for the term—in this 
body; but by some strange course of reasoning it is contended 
that, pending an inquiry into the validity of his election, what- 
ever proof may be at hand, however compelling may be the 
evidence before the Senate, he must be admitted. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
another question; and it will be the last? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Bear in mind that I court inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If I recall his words, the Senator asked, 
“Where is the power granting to the governor the right to 
certify?” 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; the right to decide that this 
man has been elected. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Must we not bear in mind that the 
Congress under the Constitution did not create the State; it did 
not create the governor, but the States created us, so to speak? 
They, the States, had the inherent original right and power to 
send delegates to a Congress. They limited their inherent origi- 
nal power or right, but we did not create the States or create 
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their power. They had it; they claimed to be sovereign; and 
they never surrendered their sovereignty save to a limited de- 
gree in respect to this matter, namely, the sending of their 
delegates. 

They limited themselves by saying, “We will only choose 
those who are, in the case of Members of the House of Repr 
sentatives, 25 years of age, seven years a citizen, and an in 
habitant of the State, and as to the Senate, 30 years of age, 
nine years a citizen, and an inhabitant of the State; but the 
power to choose them was an inherent original power in the 
original thirteen States. Wherefore 1 claim that they had the 
_oVver—— 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The power to choose them was 
not original; it was conferred by the Constitution. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not agree with the Senator as a 
legal or constitutional question. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am simply dealing with the la 
guage of the Constitution. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Very well. 
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House,” that immortal document declares, “shall be the judge 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its Members.” 
What is it to be a judge? Does it not imply the weighing of 
evidence? There being no contest, the certificate of the govy- 
ernor is sufficient evidence of the election of the person recited 
therein to have been elected. There being no countervailing 
evidence the Senate finds him to have been elected and admits 
him. Every time a man comes here with a certificate the 
Senate judges whether he is elected or not. It determines the 
matter provisionally. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE jut in this instance there is no contest 
pending, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No: but there is evidence here just 
It judges of his election. And even if there is a 


he same. 


| contest or protest, supported by ex parte affidavits, as is usually 


Mr. REED of Missouri. And the decisions of the court ure | 
and competent proof to the contrary was before the Senate. and 


to the same effect. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The 


dogmatic announcements often | 


heard uttered by the Senator from Missouri do not quite end | 


the discussion, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator will pardon me. |! 
did not mean to be dogmatic; I merely suggested that the 
courts have decided the same way, and I will undertake to cali 
the Senator’s attention to the language of the law writers at 
the proper time. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. There are many decisions and many 
discussions of the law writers that hold that the right to be 
represented in the Congress as set up by the Constitution was 
a right inherent in the States, and that they have never sur 
rendered that right except to the limited degree agreed upon 
by them all. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator mean by that 
that the right existed prior to the Constitution? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
union among the States operating under the Articles of Con 
federations Under those articles we waged the Revolutionary 
War. Nobody questioned the right of Virginia, or of New York 
or of Pennsylvania to send delegates to the Congress organized 
and operating under the Articles of Confederation. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But the Articles of Confederation 
themselves provided for such representation. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
the States asserted, and they did not claim the right by virtue 
of any of the Articles of Confederation. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Senator 
from California that the provisional Congress operated for a 
number of years before the Articles of Confederation were ever 
adopted. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then it could not have operated under those 
articles, could it? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE., I was speaking of the Congress which 
operated under the Articles of Confederation. 

Mr. BAYARD. But some Congress operated long before as 
well as during that period, and that prior Congress had nothing 
to do with the Articles of Confederation, so far as this particu 
lar suggestion is concerned, that is being discussed here to-day. 


I mean it in the sense that there was a | 


TI grant that; but it was a right which | 


the case, the Senate may, and ordinarily One may say does, 
decline to regard such as proof and admits provisionally the 
claimant bearing the official certificate of election. 

It is because in the great majority of cases—one might almost 
say that invariably heretofore it has been the case—no valid 


the claimant so armed was provisionaliy admitted, that 1@ 
notion has prevailed, and is now somewhat spectacularly pro- 
claimed by Mr. Smrrn, that the Senate is under some kind of 
onstitutional compulsion to admit him. It would abrogate its 
rights and fail in its duty if, having before it perfectly com- 
petent evidence to the contrary, it should admit to membersbip, 
even for a day, a claimant presenting himself with nothing more 
than a formal certificate of election. That the report of a 
committee of the Senate, based upon evidence taken by it 
under the direction of the Senate ai hearings at which the claim- 
unt testified, of which he had notice and an opportunity to sub 
mit his proof, may be and should be considered by the Senate 
in determining whether Mr. Smiru should be provisionally 
sented is, as I think, indisputable. If in the judgment of the 
Senate the evidence so taken warrants his eventual exelu- 
n either upon the grounds that he is disqualified or was not 
legally elected, it would be false to its trust to admit him 
provisionally. 

To test the theory advanced that no proof is admissible to 
overcome the effect of the certificate of the governor in conner- 
tion with the provisional admission of a claimant favored with 
it, let it be assumed that it has been determined upon in- 
dubitable evidence by the courts of the State from which he 
comes, in a contest over a State office, that the election relied 
upon was so tainted with fraud and corruption as to render it 
invalid, and that the candidate claiming to be elected Senator, 
realizing the importance of the contest as it affected his chances 
of obtaining the object of his ambition, had actually partici- 
pated through counsel in the contest. Would anyone say that 
the Senate must shut its eyes to the adjudication so made and 
the proof so taken and give him a seat in this body, to be ocen- 


Sif 


| pied possibly for a period equal to that for which Newberry 


| was accorded membership in this body? 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is quite true, but in the earlier | 
|; answer it now. 


Congress—we will call it the Colonial Congress—lid anybody in 
New York question the right of Virginia to send Delegates? 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not know that they did before or after- 
wards; but that is not the point: they were operating as a con- 
tinuing body, notwithstanding the later adoption of the Articles 
of Confederation. So that contention has nothing whatever to 
flo with the question before the Senate. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Perhaps it has not, but I think it has 
very great importance as a background to be considered in 
determining and construing the language found in Article I, 
section 3. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, whatever the view 
of the Senator may be, my own is that the Constitution of the 
United States grants to the States the right to send Repre- 
sentatives to both bodies of Congress. 

I repeat it is conceded that the Senate is the judge of 
whether being legally elected he shall occupy a place per- 
manently, that is, for the term, in this body, but by some 
strange course of reasoning it is contended that pending an 


inqniry into the validity of his election, whatever proof may | 
| sent by it. 


be at hand, however compelling may be the evidence before the 
Senate, he must be admitted. It needs no argument that any 
such theory is in derogation of the powers conferred and the 
duty devolved upon the Senate by the Constitution. “ Each 


I should like to ad- 
dress that question now to the Senator from California 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does the Senator desire an immediate 
answer? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 
give it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. A little later I hope to answer that 
proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest that the Senator 


As promptly as the Senator can 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, I hold to the theory that when 
a certificate, we will say for brevity a credential, is presented 
to the Senate bearing the name of the governor of the Stute— 
and we can take judicial notice of the fact that he is gover- 
nor—and also bearing the name of the secretary of state— 
and we can take official or judicial notice of that fact—«nd 
the certificate is in proper form and substance, my position is 
that he is entitled to enter upon his duties. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understand that perfectly, but 


| that is not the question, 


| 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Wait a moment. Even though there 
has been testimony aliunde the record before the committee 
or whatnot, there being no contest pending as against the cer- 
tificate. my answer is that he is entitled to the full benefit of 
that certificate and entitled to be sworn in. Then, if the facts 
which the Senator suggests in the question be properly proved, 
properly established, of course the Senate would take appro- 
priate action. To answer otherwise, I think, is to deny to the 
State its right to be heard through accredited representatives 
I draw a great distinction between the man and 
the official. Moreover, further answering the question, it is not 
the rights of the man that concern me, not the individual rights 
of the man, though he has certain rights; but I contend that 
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any other position than that I have thus stated means this, 
that the informed, deliberate, official act of the State is re- 
versed by this body before that State has a voice in the 
premises. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But I addressed a categorical 
question to the Senator and he has not categorically answered 
it; he has merely declared his general attitude upon the whole 
subject. I ask him to assume that in the State of Montana 
an election was held at which a Senator was chosen as well 
us State officers; that a challenge was made of the validity 
of the election of a certain State officer in the State of Mon 
tana; that a trial was had in the court; that the man who 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


Claimed tao have been elected Senator and who received the | 
certificate was concerned about it and hired counsel who! 


appeared in that lawsuit ; 


the ticket was elected; that case went to the Supreme Court of 
the State of Montana and was affirmed there; that he came here 
with a certificate, and that the Senate had information concern- 
ing the proceedings out there, and the judgment of the court and 
the character of the evidence that was adduced. In that state 
of affairs I want to know what the Senate would do, whether 
it would exclude him or whether it would seat him and leave 
him here three years, as it did in the case of Newberry? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I will answer that categorically, As- 
suming all those facts to be as stated, if, after they were 
admitted to be facts, the Governor of the great State of Mon- 
tana should certify that this man had been regularly elected 
by the people of that State to represent them in this body 
for a period of six years, commencing on such and such a day, 
and the man should present himself here, I answer, he would 
be entitled to take the oath and be inducted into the office; 
and then we could take up the matters to which the Senator 
refers, and take appropriate action. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 


In my judgment, the Senate would | 


that in that lawsuit it was determined | 
that the whole election was so tainted with fraud that no man on | 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
friend here from Iowa. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Senator Brookuarr came here with 
credentials from that State. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He was sworn in. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; and there was no evidence 
before the Senate to the coutrary. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; but wait a moment. 
for a year or two. 

Mr. WALSH of Montina. Exactly 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the Senate then determined that 
he was not properly elected. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly: so the Senate determined 
that he was not representing the State of Iowa. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Ah, but I think he was, during that 
period, representing the State. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. 

legally elected? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is a mere quibble on words. The 
acts of a judge on the bench, appointed, but not yet confirmed, 
are legal acts. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is because of the necessities 


But apply that same question to our 


He sat here 


How could he be if he was not 


| of the case, not because it is right. 


sioply abrogate its duty under the Constitution if it were to | 
|; ator. The Senate, by excluding him, said, “* You do not repre- 


take any such course, 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, I think that if we deny his | 


right and the State’s right to have him sworn, we are simply 
repudiating the Constitution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That brings me to another plaint 
in behalf of Vare and Smirxe. The States from which they 
come, it is said, are denied their equal representation in the 
Senate, and reference is made to Article V of the Constitution 
in relation to amendments. That provision refers only to a 


proceeding by which a State would be deprived by constitu- | 


tional amendment of its equal representation. The applicable 


provision of the Constitution is section 3, Article 1, amended by | 


ihe seventeenth amendment, declaring that the Senate shall con- 
sist of two Senators from each State, meaning that each State is 
entitled te elect two Senators 
Senate is made the judge as to whether a particular State did, 


two qualified Senators—and the | 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It may be so, and I do not approve of 
it myself. I do not think a man should sit on the bench 
until he is confirmed. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The difficulty about that is that 
we are made the judges of senatorial elections, and the judyes 
are not made the judges of their designation. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But if Newberry, for example, did not 
in part represent during that period the State of Michigan, 
then the Senator’s argument, of course, goes to the point that 
Senator BrookuwartT did not represent Iowa. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly; I agree with the Sen- 


sent the people of Iowa. You have no business here.” 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Meantime he did vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, yes; he did vote, no doubt. 
That is the trouble about the thing. That is the point [ am 
making. You allow a man to come in here who has no right 
to come in here, and you let him vote for uwo or three years. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. You can not tell anything about that 
argument until you test the legal principle. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I inquire again, Can any one say 
that while he was here Newberry represented the State of 
Michigan? So pronounced was the revulsion of feeling in that 
great State at the methods by which he gained an apparent 
right to membership in this body that for the first time since 
Lewis Cass quit public life in the fifties of the last century, 75 


| years ago, if I have my history aright, it sent a Democratic 


in fact, legally elect a Senator, and whether he is qualified. | 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The power of the Senate to decide that 
point is no greater than it was before to decide whether the 
legislature legally elected a given man, 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, certainly not. It does not 
miuke any difference how he is legaliy elected. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Whether by the legislature or by the 
people 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; the duty devolves upon the 
Senate to determine whether he has been legally elected. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Undoubtedly so, 

Mr. WALSII of Montana. And also whether he is qualified. 
The Senate is the judge under the Constitution. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, The question is, What are his qualifi- 
cations? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The State is no more represented 
in the Senate by one not legally elected than if the seat were 
vacant. Newberry sat here for three years before, by the nar- 
row murgin of four votes, it was decided by the Senate in the 
spring of 1922 that he had been legally elected; but, reading 


that year, he promptly resigned. Can anyone say that while 
here he represented the State of Michigan? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator and I tried 
to keep Senator BrookHart here. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Exactly. We thought that he 
was legally elected. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, TI did. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana, Yes. Can anyone say that while 


here Newberry represented the State of Michigan? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 

will not interrupt again. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. 


Will the Senator pardon me? Then I 


Senator here in the person of our revered colleague, Senator 
Ferris, and then it sent another great Senator who, though 


| nominally a Republican, has been a thorn in the side of the 
| Republican organization that backed Newberry ever since he 


joined us, but of whom it may be said without flattery that 
there is no more industrious, independent, or useful Member 
of the Senate. 

Who is there that can say the State of Illinois is being denied 
representation in this body because FrRaNK L. Smiru is not 
permitted to participate in its deliberations or vote on measures 
before it? If the State of Illinois permits its elections to be so 
conducted as to throw serious doubt upon the title of one 
claiming to be elected as Senator, how may it justly complain 
if he is denied admittance until it can be ascertained whether 
he has or has not been legally elected? 

If he should be seated, and it should eventually be deter- 
mined that he was not legally elected, my State and yours, every 
State in the Union, every citizen thereof, and the stranger within 
our gates, would be bound by legislation which, perchance, but 
for his influence and vote, would never have been enacted, It 


the handwriting on the wall after the election in the fall of | is not too much to say that the course of our history was pro- 


| foundly affected by the votes of Newberry while he was here. 


The Senate acted within its rights and powers, and, as I think, 
wisely and justly, in denying SmirH a seat provisionally among 
us, and should proceed to judgment upon his ultimate right to 
membership in this body mindful of its honor and splendid 
traditions. 

Before closing, I am moved to advert to a theory of our 
Government advanced in the course of the debate yesterday that 
ought not to go unchallenged. It was boldly asserted that how- 
ever tainted with corruption the nomination of a candidate for 
the Senate may be, though it be established that it was pro- 
cured by open and revolting bribery, the facts being published 
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during the campaign. and thus brought to the notice of the ele« 

tors of the State, who nevertheless give him a plurality of th 
yotes cast, his election is unimpeachable and he must be seated ; 
that to reject him is to impair a sacred right of his State. The 
fact that he is a confessed or proven bribe giver is of no con 
sequence in the view of the Senator who maintains that neither 
that nor any other villainy disqualifies him for membership 
here, and the fact that wholesale bribery in his interest charac- 


election counts. It follows, though it was not so stated, that it 
is equally without importance that his transgressions were not 
generally known to the people of the State before they voted 
for him 

The proposition thus advanced scarcely requires refutation 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sreiwer in the chair). Is 
there objection ? 
Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I do not 


unanimons-consent agreenent 


care to object to the 
proposed I desire to submit a 
few observations on the question; and the danger that we 
usually encounter in entering inte such unanimous-consent 
agreements is that Some Senator will address himself to an- 


| other subject, and may consume all the time, thereby prevent- 
terized the primary is of no consequence, since only the ultimate | } 


ing certain Senators who want to address themselves to the 


| subject before the Senate from doing so. 


saldly stated, as it was on this floor, it is too shocking for 


acceptance. 
In the opinion of Chief Justice White in the Newberry case, 


contending for the right of Congress to legislate in relation to | 


primaries for the nomination of party candidates, he called 
attention to the practice which prevailed in some States, unde 
the old system of electing Senators by vote of the legislatures, 
of nominating party candidates in conventions, the members of 
a legislature thus being persuaded to surrender their individual 
views and to vote for the party nominee; and to the extension 
of that practice until, under the Oregon system, a member of the 
legislature was under the strongest compulsion to vote for the 
candidate favored in the popular election. He referred to the 
fact that electors of President and Vice President invariably 
voted for the nominee of the party, and would be regurded as 
acting dishonorably, even traitorously in a party sense, if they 
did otherwise. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Presidential electors? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes. In that connection he re- 
ealled that James Russell Lowell, a Republican elector of the 
State of Massachusetts, was strongly importuned, following the 
election of 1876, to rebuke the scandalous proceedings by which 
an apparent Republican majority in the Electoral College was 
secured, by voting for Tilden; bpt, eminent statesman and 
high-minded man that he was, he declined, asserting that cus- 
tom had so sanctioned the change in our system, making electors 
mere automatons, that he could not honorably depart from it. 
And the learned justice argued that in like manner the influ- 
ence of the nomination upon the voter was so compelling that 
fraud in procuring it might properly be regarded as vitiating 
the election or, at least, was so intimately associated with the 
making of the choice in the final election in respect to Mem- 
bers of Congress as that the purity of the nominating process 
might properly be safeguarded by national legislation. Pur- 
suing this line of argument, he called attention to the fact that 
in quite a number of the States the election of the candidates 
of the dominant party invariably or almost invariably follows 
their nomination, so that the only contest therein occurs before 
the primary. 

In a number of Southern States the strife is between Demo- 
cratic candidates in the primary; in Illinois and Pennsylvania 
the real fight occurs in the Republican primaries. It is quite 
immaterial whether or not one accepts the view of Chief 
Justice White and his coneurring associates that Congress may 
legislate concerning primuries at which candidates for Mem- 
bers of Congress are chosen. My own opinion is that his 
argument is irrefutable. 

The Australian ballot system necessarily ties the primary 
to the ultimate election and makes them both equally a 
part of the machinery of the choice. But, whether the Con- 
gress may or may not legislate with respect to primaries, it 
can inquire, and ought to inquire, whether in any of the steps 
leading to the ultimate choice the claimant or his supporters 
have resorted to corruption, and to reject him if in its opinion 
he has, or the result has been materially affected by such 


villainy, the toleration of which means the death of free | 


yovernment, 

What is the difference to the people of my State whether one 
claiming to be elected to the Senate from another secured his 
election by bribing his constituency in the primary or bribing 
them in the final election? Our peril from legislation in which 
he is a factor is as great in the one case as in the other. If 
Congress can not legislate to insure purity in primaries, there 
is all the more reason why the Senate should exclude a claimant 
whose election is tainted with fraud perpetrated in the pri- 
maries. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, with the consent of the Senator 


from California I desire to submit a unanimous-consent request 
that when the Senate concludes its business to-day. it take a 
recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow, and that we vote on the 
pending resolution not later than 5 o'clock to-morrow afternoon, 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, does the Senator from New 
Mexico have in mind those speeches that have been made to 
day in behalf of the Republican Party, and made on the other 
side of the Chamber? 

Mr. BRATTON I appreciate the subtlety of the remark of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, and it is characteristic 
hom. 

Mr. CURTIS. We can cure thet objection by limiting the 
speeches of Senators to the subje t, and also in time 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, what is the 
ator from Kansas? 

Mr. CURTIS. The request is that the Senate, at the con- 
clusion of its business to-day, take a recess until 12 o'clock to 
morrow, and that we have a vote on the pending resolution at 
not later than 5 o'clock to-morrow evening. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Kansas 
that it is absolutely impossible for some of us to be here as late 
as 5 oclock to-morrow, and we want to vote on this matter 
Would not the Senator consider this proposition, to have the 
Senute meet at an earlier hour and then agree to vote at not 
later than 2.307 Some of us have to leave at 8 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. At this time I object to any such ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. WILLIS. There may be other objections. The Senator 
just files an objection without any 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
to it at this moment 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well 

Mr. MOSES. Senators can fix any time they desire, as fa 
as I am concerned, Mr. President, for voting to declare a sea 
vacant which has been empty since the 5th of December. 

Mr. CURTIS. I submit my request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BRUCE. I object I do not want to have the discus- 
sion cut off yet a while. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will not the Senator from Kansas submit a 
request that we shall agree to vote some time on the succeed- 
ing day? 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish the Senator from Kansas would submit 
a request like that submitted before, but leaving out the 
fixing of the time for a vote. I think we will reach a vote 
before 5 o'clock, without any limit being fixed. 

Mr. MOSES. The Senator means a unanimous-consent re- 
quest merely to recess at the conclusion of to-day’s session? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen 
ate concludes its business today it recess until 12 o'clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I am not going to object to 
that, but would not the Senator consider the convenience of 
some of us and make a request that a vote be had on the next 
day at 1 o'clock, say? Some of us have been pretty regular 
in our attendance on the sessions of the Senate, and we are 
greatly interested in taking a vote on this matter. 

Mr. CURTIS. Quite a number of the Senators are in t 
same position the Senator from Ohio is in 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 
he means 1 o'clock day after to-morrow? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not think there will be any question about 
our reaching a vote by to-morrow at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. WILLIS. The trouble is that some of us can not be here 
without exceeding inconvenience after 3 o'clock to-morrow 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There are some others of us 
who can not be here day after to-morrow. A number of Sena- 
tors have indicated that they will not be in the Chamber day 
after to-morrow. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me change my request. I ask unanimous 
consent that when the Senate concludes its business to-day it 
take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is good 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I was going to sug- 
gest that the Senate go on to-night until 7 o’clock, and before 
that hour has arrived we can probably reach a definite under- 
standing as to the time when the debate shall be concluded, 


reouest of f 


consultation or discussion, 
The propesition is such that I object 


on 





I am not going to object to the Senator’s request, but there 
are Senators here who want to leave to-morrow, and I would 
like to give them an opportunity to vote. But there has been a 
couference called, 1 understand, for 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. OVERMAN Why cun we not agree to vote on this ques- 
tion day after to-morrow at 12 o'clock, or at 1 o'clock? 

Mr. MOSES. As to that, I would like to say that the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut informs me that a large number of Nena 
tors are going to be out of the city on Friday and Saturday, at 
Norfoik, inspecting the new aircraft carrier. I am not one of 
them, | will say to the Senator from Missouri, who looks at 
me so reproachfully. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. No; I look at the Senator ad- 
miringly, as | always do 

Mr. MOSES. I thank the Senator, and apologize for my 


strabisuius 
Mr. BRUCE Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
has suggested, I think the situation will take care of itself, but 


as 


[ for one am just a little dissatisfied with the way fixing a 
time for the close of discussion operates practically. ALL sorts 
of extraneous matters have been injected into the bowels of 
the debate going on to-day, and there is no assurance, if we 


fix some hour to-morrow, that Senators who desire to express 
their opinions upon the pending resolution will have an oppor 
tunity to do so | think, as the Senator from Nebraska has 
suggested, that the situation will take care of itself. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to suggest to the Senator 
from Maryland that by unanimous consent we can restrict the 
speeches to the subject matter, and committee meetings and 
other appointments for to-morrow can be postponed until the 
next day, and we cun meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator from Arkansas has just suggested 
that there is going to be a Democratic conference to-morrow. 


Mr. SMITH. I do not see why we may not postpoue it until 
day after to-morrow, 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, has the Senator from Ark:nusas 
any objection to our meeting at 11 o'clock to-morrow? 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I announced 
ome time ago, during the course of the debate, that a confer- 
ence of Democrats has been called for 10.30 to-morrow morning. 
I expect that conference to be held. The debate, however, might 
proceed from 11 o'clock, as I do not wish to be put in the position 
of vacating the notice for the conference. 

Mr. CURTIS. Task unanimous consent that when the Senate 
coucludes its business to-day it recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection’ The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. REED of Missonri. Mr: President, I have not consulted 
the other Members, and if I speak contrary to their wishes they 
will make it known, but I want to give notice now, on behalf of 
the committee, that I shall ask the Senate to remain in session 


to-morrow until it has disposed of the Smith case. 

I im going to make the further suggestion that, while the 
Senate should not vary its rule that there is a conclusive pre- 
sumption that he who speaks is speaking to the question before 
the Senate, in view of the present situation I think Senators 





ought to forego their desire to speak on other subjects until this 
matter is disposed of. There is no way to enforce that. and I 
do not think we ought to enforee it. even by unanimous consent, | 
but IT do hope that it will be done. This matter has been debated 
at great leneth, and we all had expected it to be concluded | 


to«lay, but most of the day has been taken up by the discussion 


foreign matter, 


| 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 
that the Senate proceed to the 


business 


Mr. CURTIS. IT move con- 
sideration of executive 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
cousideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate (at 
5 oclock p. m.), under the order previously entered, took 4 recess 


until to-morrow, Thursday, January 19, 1928, at 11 o'clock a. m. | 
CONFIRMATIONS 
Berccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 18 
(legislative day of January 17), 1928 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
Henry Herrick Bond, to be Assistant Secretary. 


ReGISTER OF THE TREASURY 
Woods to be register 
INTERN AI 


Walter O 
CGENERAI 
Clarence M. Charest to be general counsel. 
CoLLecToR or INTERNAL REVENUE 
Goodell to be collector for the district of Arizona. 


COUNSEL, REVENUE SERVICE 


Fred O 
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SERVICE 


Pustic HEALTH 


To be assistant surgeon 


Maurice <A. 


Roe. 


To be passed assistant surgeon 


Carl EK. Rice. 

To be assistant surgeons 
Ralph Horton Bernard J. Macauley. 
Gerald M. Kunkel. John R. Murdock. 


Thomas C. Kienzle. 

Leo J. Hand. 

George R. Welch. 
Clarence D. Kosar 
Joseph F. Van Ackeren, 


Edmund T. Lentz 

W. J. Bryan MeAuliffe. 
Albert S. Irving. 
Williams W. Nesbit. 
George D. Boone. 

Leon O. Parker. 

he 


To senior SUrgceons 
Samuel B. Grubbs, 
Milton H. Foster. 
To be surgeon 
Lynne A. Fullerton 


Unirep States Circuit JUDGE 


Augustus N. Hund to be United States circuit judge, second 
renit. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
Harry B. Amey to be United States attorney, district of 


ermone, 


POSTMASTERS 
IDAHO 


Richard L. Baker, Ashton, 
Florence V. Clark, Bellevue. 
Elsie Harrell, Cambridge. 
George W. Prout, Council, 
Roy M. Parsons, Hagerman, 
Wheeler W, Elledge, Lava Hot Springs. 
James M. Shaw, Kooskia. 
Elvira R. Denny, Leadore. 
Fred VY. Diers, Mackay. 
Helga M. Cook, McCall. 
Charles L, Edwards, McCammon, 
Joseph Y. Haight, Oakley. 
Mabel P. Wetherell, Post Falls. 
Kenneth FE. MeBride, Salmon. 
Oakley A. West, Weiser, 
MINNESOTA 

Martin Leet, Blackduck, 
Carl Adams, Brainerd, 
Norman W. Christensen, Cass Lake. 
Jennie M. Payne, Goodridge. 
Adolph C. Gilbertson, Tronton. 
John Briffett. Lake Benton. 
Jacob Gish, Le Sueur, 
Jaumes H. Smullen, Lesueur Center. 
John J. Ruff, Long Lake. 
Lewis B. Krook, New Ulm. 
Edwin UU. Vollmer, Northfield. 
Frederick F, Arndt, Prior Lake. 
Emily F, Peake. Remer, 
Frank L. Henderson, South 
Julia H. Johnson, Windom. 
Lambert L. H. Osberg, Winthrop. 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Bechtel, Bally. 
Luther F. Gilbert, Boyertown, 
Sarah FE. Richey, Carmichaels. 
Oscar W. Welsh, Douglassville. 
Fred L. Webster, Emporium. 
Arthur D. Garber, Florin. 
Allen L. Shomo, Hamburg. 
Gene M. Bisignani. Jessup. 
Henry M. Stauffer, Leola 
Henry B. Haines. Maytown. 
Phares 8S. Auxer, Mountville. 
Naomi G. Hazell, Norwood Station. 
Iloward Sterner, Richlandtown. 
Richard L. Harpel, Sinking Spring. 
Peter L. Rohrer, Smoketown, 
Charles F. Wenrich, Wernersville. 
William Brice, jr.. Bedford. 
William B. Edmiston, Brownsville. 
Nathaniel E. Lyons. Lake Lynn, 
Samuel L. Rogers, Newell. 
Raymond R. Strickler, Perryopolis. 
Delos M. Graham, Starjunction. 


St. Paul. 


Stanley L, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay. -/ 19S 


anus 7N 


The House met at 12 
The Chaplain, Rev 
Ai 


o clock noon, 


James Shera Montgomery, D. 


the following prayer: 
Out of the depths of our ne and hopes we ask f ou 
Heavenly Father wisdom 1 guidar M we put il eact 


day some definite value; and being pure in our purpose, 


n our contentions for the right, we shal wiify our calling 
With certainty may we understand that our sions f oul 


} 


country ure only worth while 
and serve our fellow men 


mav our faith | translated 


when they are made permanent 
In the interest of the common life 
into worthy zeal. Do Thou help 
us to the ministry of a well-ordered life; let all our forces | 
weld drilled, well disciplined, and bless us with an evang 

intl e of chaste and winsome characters Power is only 


hallowed when it works to hallowed ends We pray in th 
nume of the world’s Saviour. Ame 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterd was read i 


approved. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF 
Mr. VESTAL rose 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise 
Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask unanimous consent 

that the bill (H. R. 6687) to change the title of the United 

States Court of Customs Appeals, and for other purposes, which 

was referred to the Committee on Patents, be rereferred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary, where I think it rightfully belo 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana unani 

mous consent that the bill H. R. 6687, referred to the Committee 

on Patents, be rereferred to the Committee on the Judiciary Is 
there objection? 
Ther 


CUSTOMS APPEALS REFERENCE OF BILI 


asks 


Was no objection, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, iis principal clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed the joint 
(S. J. Res. 66) authorizing an additional appropriation to be 
used for the memorial building provided for by 

tion entitled “ Joint resolution in relation to a monument te 
commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of the 
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the World War,” approved June 7, 1924, in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. 


resolution 


a joint resolu 


THE ASWELI 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
extend my remarks briefly on the question of farm legislatior 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani 
mous consent to extend his own remarks on farm i 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I 
a farm relief bill without the equalization fee, in this form 
because IT am very elpful farm legislation ’ 
enacted by the Seventieth Congress. The United States Atto 
nev General in the last Congress advised the President that the 
equalization fee contained in the Haugen bill is unconstitutional 
and the President could not, if he would, without repudiating 
his Attorney General, sign a similar bill containing the equaliza 
tien fee. This Situation plainly reveals that if any legislation 
containing the equalization fee should be passed, even by bot 
Houses, there would be no farm relief legislation in this Cor 


FARM RELIEF RBILI 


consel to 
legislation. 


have introduced H. R. 9278 


eager fo see 


speedily 


gress, 


Those gentlemen in and out of the Congress who persist 
demanding the equalization fee or nothing are assuming full 
responsibility for the failure of the Seventieth Congress to 
enact farm legislation. The attention of the country should be 
called to this outstanding fact now 

I have cleared away all other differences and sharply drawn 
equalization fee. First, the members of the 
committee, then the Congress, will have a 
directly for or against the equalization fee 

House bill 9278 is a modification of the bili introduced by Mr 
IAUGEN in this Congress. The substantial difference between 
my bill and the Haugen bill is that it, unlike the Haugen bill, 
does not provide for any equalization fee or Federal tax on 
the producers. but in lieu thereof provides for the payment from 
the Treasury through a revolving fund of losses, cost ind 
charges arising under marketing agreements, which 
fund also receives the profits from the sale of commodities. A 


the issue as to the 


chance to 


revolving 
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vailable for the payment such losst osts, and charg 
rhe remaining S15 1 made avail oans to 
cooperative associations oO 
My bill is also applica to all agricultura! commo as 
the Haugen bill is. Like the Hauge 1 It als further 
provides 
1. For the ay nt I vy the Pt ‘ \ I i n, 
f the I ral farm | ‘ h 
2. | the creatiol { olit 1ivisol e 
l ] ‘ at ( ‘ 
board may enter into arketii icreements 
¥ 3 ot hg una ‘ peractly ‘ 
ns for l ( { l } i i 
dity l ) r uiSi ‘ s for st ‘ 
I ns for the latter purpose outstanding at any tin are lil 
ited t an aggregat iount of $25,000,000 The aggregate 
amount of loans, howeve for both purposes is restricted to 
$150.000,000 j end « S400,.000,000 as provide in the Hau } 
bill All su ims al to bear erest t the te of 4 
per a um 
1. For the registrat ring house associa ‘ 
shed by cooperative a ti which are aday 1 to effect 
he orderly production, distribution ind marketing of perish 
ible agricultural comm s and of terminal mark i 
tions established by cooperativ: ssociations whik it dapted 
maintain public markets in distribution centers for the more 
rderly distribution and Ketiz of perishabl ricultural 
or oddities 
For the making by the board of marketi! igzre nts with 
cooperative ol whi el ! ird find tl t 
urplus of an agricultural commodi ex) for wit! ld 
ng or the urchase, withholding nd posa y part of 
I surplus The losse if a re to | paid out of the 
revolving fund, and ] i l re to be paid into such 
und 
if H. R. 9278 is enacted into law and a board of proper 
caliber is appointed there would likely be profits instead of 
losses in marketing the cotton, tobacco, and rice surpluses, but 
ve may expect losses in handling the wheat surplus. The 


passage of this bill putting the Federal Government behind the 


plan would, in my opinion, make it unnecessary for opers 
mmodities because the moral effect of 


would maintain just fair prices to 


to be declared on most 
the Government’s 
the producers. 


power and 


CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar 
will eall the committees 

Che Clerk called the comm 

NORTHERN 


Mr. DYER 


Wednesday, and 


ttees. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT, OKLAHOMA 


(when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (TI. R. 7011) to de h 
Okfuskee County from the judicial 
State of Oklahoma and attach the same to the eastern 
district of said State. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri calls up the 
bill H. R. 7011, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


( 
northern district of the 


judicial 


Be it enacted. ete... 7 t Okfus!) ( ty of the nort rn 
district of the State f Oklahor and the sar is hereby, det al 
from the northern judi | district and attached 1 made a fq ‘ I 
eastern judicial district of said State 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, this bill does one thing only I 
county out of one judicial district and put it 
district in the State of Oklahoma. The bill 
Attormey who said that its enact 
law will not only be for the convenience of the peoy 


that is to take 
in another 
recommended by the 
ment into | 
having business in the courts but will save 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texa Mr. Speaker, will the ! man 
yield to me? 

Mr. DYER. Yes 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas Mr 
duced by the gentleman from Ok! 
gentleman from Oklahoma, bis 
interested in the proposed 
time. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma [Mr. Howarp]. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, in the Sixty-eighth Congress | was the author of 
the measure creating the northern judicial district of Okla- 
homa. At that time we saw fit to include Okfuskee County in 
that district. We did so then bheeause we thought it would 


General 





Speaker, this bill was intro 
homa |{Mr. McKrown } rhe 
colleague {[Mr. Howarp}, is 
legislation, and weuld like litile 


total appropriation for the revolving fund of $400,000.000 is | bring into the district a kind of averaging up of the judicial 


authorized. Only $250,000,000, however, of this sum is made 


' business of that State, which is divided into three judicial 
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districts. However, congressional ethics persuade me that the 
gentieman from the fourth congressional district of Oklahoma, 
{Mr. McKeown] is better informed as to the convenience and 
the necessities of the people in his district as to court jurisdic- 
tion, location, traveling conditions, and so forth, than I, and has 
a vight to speak for them, and while personally I should prefer 
that this county remain in the northern judicial district, for that 





reason IT shall not ask the House to defeat the measure. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wis read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC Hl OVER GOVERN MENT PROPERTY AT ALDERSON, W. VA. 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9022) to 
authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., to maintain a public 


HWAY 


highway upon the premises occupied by the Federal Industrial 
Institution for Women at Alderson, W. Va. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri calls up the 
bill HE. R. 9022. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speuker, 1 ask unanimous consent that the 
bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


mous consent that the bill may be considered in the House as 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Lnion. Is there objection? is 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
just what does this bill do to the Federal Government? 

Mr. DYER \ll that this bill does is to permit a right of 
way for a public highway across a certain Government reser- 
vation in the town of Alderson, W. Va. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does it interfere with the Government's use 
of that property? 

Mr. DYER It does not. 

Mr. BLANTON. Might it interfere with it in the future? Is 
there a recovery clause in the bill, whereby if it should inter- 
fere with the Government's use in the future the Government 
could get rid of this easement that it is proposed to grant? 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. There is a provision in the bill 


revocable. 
Then I shall not object, if that is the case. 

Mr. DYER. The bill provides that it shall be entered into 
subject to and under such conditions and regulations as the 
Attorney General shall from time to time prescribe, and subject 
to revocation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney General is hereby authorized 
and empowered to grant to the town of Alderson, W. Va., subject to and 
under conditions and regulations as the Attorney General shall 
from time to time prescribe, and subject to revocation at such time as 
in his judgment the interests of the United States require it, the right 
to construct and maintain upon and across the eastern end of the 
premises occupied and used by and for the Federal Industrial Institution 
for Women at Alderson, W. Va., a public highway to connect the town 
of Alderson with the village of Glenray. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


which makes the whole grant 
Mr. BLANTON 


such 


APPROVAL OF MARSHALS’ VOUCHERS 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 90651. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of February 22, 1875, 
entitled “An act regulating fees and costs, and for other purposes,” be, 
and the same hereby is, amended to read as follows : 

‘That the accounts of United States marshals, except the marshals 
of the United States courts in China and the Canal Zone, shall be 
rendered quarterly, under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Attorney General, and transmitted to the Attorney General within 20 
days after the of each quarter. The said accounts shall be 
rendered in duplicate, but no signature shall be required on the dupli- 
eate vouchers. It shall be the duty of the marshal to retain in his 
office the duplicate accounts, where they shall be open to public in- 
spection at all times. The accounts of United States commissioners 
shall be rendered quarterly, in duplicate, under such regulations as may 


close 
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be prescribed by the Attorney General, and transmitted to the clerk of 
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he United States district court for the district in which the commis 
sioner resides, who shall file the duplicate in his office and transmit the 
original to the Attorney General. The approval of the court as to the 
iccounts of marshals and commissioners shall not be required.” 

This act shall take effect on July 1, 1928. 


Mr. BLANTON. 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
present law so as to 
quarterly? 

Mr. DYER. I will say to the 
to facilitate speedy settlements. 


Spec. 2. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


the 
rendered 


for changing 
accounts to be 


What is the necessity 
permit the 


gentieman that is in order 
Monthly returns are unneces- 


sary. I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter on that point and 
ask that it be read. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is there a good reason for it? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. It is recommended by the Comptroller 


General and by the Attorney General. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is one feature of this bill that I am 
sure ought not to appeal to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dyer}, and that is the clause next to the last, which pro- 
vides that the approval of the judge shall not be necessary. 
That is a dangerous practice to establish with respect to the 
accounts of court officers. : 

I want to say to my friend that I remember distinctly that 
with respect to the account of a sheriff whom I considered 
honest, who waited on one of the courts in one of the counties 
where I held court, had mileage charged up in 17 different 
criminal cases for serving processes which he served on one 
man On one trip at one time, and under the law he was allowed 
mileage in only one case, whereas he had charged for 17 cases, 
because it happened that the process was in 17 cases, which 
process he served on one man at one time. If it had not been 
for the law which required the approval of the court, that 
sheriff would have collected 17 times the mileage that the law 
allowed. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. TI will say to the gentleman that when 
the original law was enacted we had no Comptroller General, 
so that now the approval of the court is only perfunctory and 
the account goes to the Comptroller General. 

Mr. BLANTON. He is merely an additional check. It is 
not for the Comptroller General to send his inspectors to each 
of the 48 States to find out whether these accounts are correct 
and straight or not. It is the primary duty of the court to 
find that out. When a marshal sends up here charges for 17 
trips the Comptroller General does not know and can not tell 
from the papers that he has made only one trip. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Comptroller General in a certain 
case sent out vouchers showing that a sheriff took a trolley car, 
and 17 cents were saved thereby. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know; but the judges ought to approve 
these accounts for our marshals. If we keep on, we are going to 
have a Comptroller General's office with a plant so big that 
the old Pension Bureau down here will not hold it. The Pen- 
sion Bureau is full now of officials in the comptroller’s office. 
Do you want to enlarge that tremendous building every year? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Comptroller General has the facilities 
to check up all these vouchers. 

Mr. BLANTON. No: he can simply O. K. them as a matter 
of course. In behalf of the taxpayers and in behalf of having 


honest and just accounts rendered by the various marshals 
of the United States, I am wondering whether my friend 
from Missouri might not have that clause stricken out. As it 


stands it would prevent the courts from approving the accounts. 
It ought to go out and the law stand as it is now. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. There may be a lot of foree in what the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] says. The comptroller 
‘an not well go behind the face of the papers. He can not 
act upon anything except what appears on the face of the 
papers, and it is folly to think that he can check up the papers 
in the way it has been suggested here. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will offer an amendment to strike out that 


paragraph. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 
Mr. DYER. I vield to the gentlemen from Texas to offer 


an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 2, line 10, after the word 


“ General,” strike out the following: “The approval of the court as 


to the accounts of marshals and commissioners shall not be required.” 
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. . 2 . rT T nns \\ ‘ ~ \ sh 
Judiciary is willing that an amendment be offered and m Frot ham I ; the : t 

° . _ i . I ‘ tir l \ iex 
friend from Mi an {[Mr. CRaAMTON] believes the amendment | Furlow K N Mi Swick 
is good I do not desire to occupy further time. Gar Kearns " Sw 

Mr. LAGUARDIA rose ee =euy : . 

’ a A : . . s IN i 

The SPEAKER Does t ‘ n from Missour t Y King n 
the ge leman from New York ( nD IN i 

Mr. DYER. Yi Goodwin - Ronn Put 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I a letter from the Attorney Get il | Griest Kurtz Rans ! y 

. s ft} (‘on ‘oller General st that =< require | LaGuar K é 1 il 
| | r ? 
should be abolished l urges legis] o tha | j it ’ 7 = i t 
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Mr. BLANTON I war s to my frie from New Yor! | 1] f Reid, 11 \ ‘ Mich 
this: That I know exactly how hese a ints are pre r Ind R lowa VW \ 
by these meursh: The a prepared jus xactlhy } i Dak oa ; Re Ky W 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think this will expedite the proced | i ’ M W te 

cs ; . . tl lay tel \ aT 
and prodnes ie very end that the gentleman from Tex al LHe Merrit ‘ N.Y Wolverton 
I are trying to achieve. i! , Mi Ss ‘ 
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Carew 
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Carter 
Cartwright 
Casey 
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Cooper, Wis. 
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Cramton 
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(Crosser 
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Garrett, 
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Goldsborough 
Gregory 

Green, Fla. 
Greenwood 
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Bowles 
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McSweeney 
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Mansfield 
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Martin, La 
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Moore, Ky. 
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Morrow 
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Norton, Nebr, 
Norton, N. J. 
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O'Connor, La, 
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Cochran, Mo. 


Cochran, la, 
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Cooper, Ohio 
Crail 
Crowther 
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Darrow 
Davenport 
Denison 


Dickinson, Iowa 
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Steel Mr. Wyant with Mr. Griflin 
Stevenson Mr. Palme wit M W n of Mis pi. 
Sullivan Mr. Beedy with Mr. M } 
Swank } Mr. Leech with Mr. Tucker 
Tarver | Mr. Beck of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sandlin 
faylor, Colo | Mr. Kendall with Mr. Asw 
raylor, Tenn | Mr. Yates with Mr. Ig 
Thatcher i Mr. Stalker wit Mr. Lea 
nderwood Mr. Foss with Mr. Oliver of New York 

Vinson, Ga. | Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Win 
Vinson, Ky | Mr. MacGregor with Mr. Stedman. 
Whitehead } Mr. Rowbottom with Mr. De Rouen 
Whittingtot | Mr. Thompson with Mr. Kerr. 
Williams, M Mr. Britten with Mr. Connally of Texas 
Williams, Tex | Mr. Anthony with Mr. Douglas of Arizona 
Williainson Mr. Parker with Mr. Wilson of Louisiana, 
Wright Mr. Burdick with Mr. Garrett of Tex 
Yon Mr. Sinclair with Mr. Weller. 

Mr. Curry with Mr. Kunz 

| Mr. James with Mr. Mooney. 

Mr. Lampert with Mr. Linthicun 


Mr 
Mr 


Leatherwood w 
Tinkham with Mr 
The result of 
The doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER. The question 
third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. Mead 


irovich, 


Dominick 
Doutrich 
Dowell 
Dyer 

waton 
Elliott 
England 
Englebright 
Estep 
Faust wa 
‘enn 

ish 

“isher 
Fitzgerald, W. 
‘ort 


the vote was announced as above recorded. 


is on the engrossment and 


rHEe CODE 


Mr. Speaker, I call up H. R. 9049, a bill to 
227 of the Judicial Code. 


ame 


JUDICIAL 


1 Mr. DYER. 
amend section 


ae a et ee ee 


Pod 








1676 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri calls up a 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DYER: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
his bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
W hole, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill may be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection * 


M1 
will 
it is? 

The 


BLANTON. 
the Chair 


that consent is granted, 
so we may know what 


Mr. Speaker, before 
have the bill reported 


SPEAKER. 
The Clerk read 
Be it enacted, 
same is hereby 


* SEE 27. The 


The Clerk 
the bill, as 
That 


amended to read 


will report the bill, 


follows: 


ete the Judicial Code and 


as follows: 


section 227 of be, 


the 


reports provided for in section 225 shall be 


eight after said 


printed, 


bound, and issued within months decisions have been 


rendered by the Supreme Court, and within said period the Attorney 
General shall distribute copies of said Supreme Court reports as fol 
lows: To the President, the Justices of the Supreme Court, the judges 
of the Covrt of Customs Appeals, the judges of the Circuit Court of 
Appeals, the judges of the district courts, the judges of the Court of 
Cliims, the justices of the Customs Court, and judges of the Court of 
Appeals, and of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, the 
judges of the several Territorial courts, the United States Court for 
China, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury. the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Postmaster General, the Attorney General, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, the Secretary of Commerce, the Secretary of Labor, the Solicitor 
General, the Assistant to the Attorney General, each Assistant At 
torney General, each United States district attorney, each Assistant 
Secretary of each of the executive departments, the Assistant Post 
master General, the Secretary of the Senate for use of the Senate, 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives for the use of the House of 
Representatives; the office of the Legislative Counsel, Senate branch; 
the office of the Legislative Counsel, House branch; the governors of 


the Territories, the Solicitor for the Department of State, the Treasurer 
of the United States, the Solicitor of the Treasury, the Comptroller 
General of the United States, the Assistant Comptroller General, the 
Comptroller of the Currency, the Director of the Budget, the Assistant 


Director of the Budget, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the 
Director of the Mint, the Solicitor of the General Accounting Office, 
each of the chiefs of divisions in the General Accounting Office, the 
counsel of the Bureau of the Budget, the Judge Advocate General of 
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the Army; the Chief of Finance, War Department; the Judge Advocate 
General, Navy Department; the Paymaster General, Navy Department ; 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, the Commissioner of Pensions, the Commissioner of 
Patents, the Commissioner of Education, the Commissioner of Naviga- 
tion, the Commissioner General of Immigration, the Director of the | 
Geological Survey, the Director of the Census, the Forester and Chief 
of Forest Service, Department of Agriculture; the purchasing agent, 
Post Office Department; the Federal Trade Commission, the clerk of 


the Supreme Court of the United States, the marshal of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the United States attorney 
of Columbia; the 
Academy at Annapolis, 


chairman, United States Shipping Board; the Naval 
Md.; the Military Academy at West Point, 


N. ¥ and the heads of such other executive offices as may be pro- 
vided by lew of equal grade with any of said offices, each one copy; 
to the [pterstate Commerce Commission, 16 copies; to the law library 
of the Supreme Court, 25 copies; to the law library of the Department 
of the Interior, 2 copies; to the law library of the Department of 
Justice, 5 copies; to the law library of the Judge Advocate General of 
the Army, 2 copies; to the Secretary of the Senate for the use of | 
committees of the Senate, 80 copies; to the Clerk of the House of 


Repres¢ 
to the 
erty 


itatives for the use of the committees of the House, 35 copies; 
marshal of the Supreme Court as custodian of the public prop- 


used by the court for the use of the justices thereof in the con- 


ference room, robing room, and court room, 6 copies; to the Secretary 
of War for the use of the proper courts and officers of the Philippine 
Islands, 7 copies; to the Secretary of War for military headquarters 
which now exercise or may hereafter exercise general court-martial 


jurisdiction, such number, not to exceed in time of peace 25 copies, 
Secretary of War may from time to time specify ; 


laces wher 


as the 
of the _ district courts of the United States are now holden, 
including Hawaii and Porto Rico, 1 copy. 

“The At General shall distribute complete of said 
reports and one set of the digests thereof to such executive officers as 
entitled to under this section and have not 
already received them; to each United States judge and to each United 
States district attorney who has not received a set; to each of the places 
where district courts are now held to which reports have not been 


torney one set 


are receive said reports 


for the District | 


| 
| 
| 


and to each 


| simple matter, 
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distributed, and to each of the places at which a district court may 
hereafter be held, the edition of said reports and digests to be selected 
by the judge or officer receiving them: Provided, That this act shall 
not be construed so as to require that reports and digests printed prior 
to the date of approval of this act shall be furnished to the Secretary 


of War for military headquarters, 


“No distribution of reports and digests under this ‘tion shall be 
made to any place where the court is beld in a building not owned by 
the United States unless there be at such place a United States officer 
to whoje responsible custody they can be committed. 

“The clerks of courts (except the Supreme Court) shall in all cases 
keep the said reports and digests for the use of the courts and of the 
officers thereof. Said reports and digests shall remain the property 
of the United States and shall be preserved by the officers above 
named and by them turned over to their successors in offic 

“The Public Printer shall turn over to the Attorney General, upon 


the distribu 
hereunder.” 


request, such reports as he may require in order to make 


tion authorized to be made by the Attorney 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object— 
and I shall not—for informmation I want to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri a question. Except as to one very slight change 
this is practically the law that is in force to-day, is it not? 

Mr. DYER. That is correct. There is only one change. 

Mr. BLANTON. One official was not getting these reports? 

Mr. DYER. No; one court. 


General 


Is there objection? 


Mr. BLANTON. One court, I meant. Why could not the 
great Judiciary Committee have brought in a four-line bill 


that would have given these reports to that court and not have 
to repeat the entire law over again in this five-page bill to 
make that change’ 

Mr. DYER. I will state to the gentleman that this bill was 
sent to the committee by the Attorney General, and it was 
introduced by the chairman of our committee. This is the usual 
way of amending such laws. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; it is just one of the ways of the 
Judiciary Committee. In the days of Jim Mann, when we 
had efficiency in most of the committees because he demanded 
it here on the floor, this law could have been changed with 
a four-line bill instead of a five-page bill. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON and Mr. LAGUARDIA rose. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I trust my friend from South 
Carolina will withdraw his demand for the regular order. 

Mr. BLANTON. I was about through and I was asking 
some pertinent questions. If the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina desires to cut off all inquiry I shall object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not object to any pertinent in- 
quiries being made, but if we are going to debate this matter 
let us debate it in the regular way and not by way of private 
conversation. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will withdraw his request 
for the regular order I can be through in a minute. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw it 
for a minute, but we want to hear what is going on. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, my position is this, and I 
submit it to my colleagues and ask them whether or not it 
is common sense. The Judiciary Committee could have brought 
in a four-line bill granting this court these reports and it 
would have been just as effective as their five-page bill, whieh 
encumbers the Recorp and encumbers the law. That is all I 
have to say and I withdraw my reservation, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DYER. If we did that it would be necessary to look 
through a number of statutes to find the law governing a very 
whereas if you put it all together, it is very 
easy. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. This is a procedure I think we 
should follow in all such legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

REREFERENCE OF A BILL 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the rereference of the bill H. R. 2244, a private Spanish War 
pension bill, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CODE OF LAW FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9020) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to establish a Code of Law 





Fa sees 


gas 





1928 CONGRESSIONAL 


for the District March 38, 1901, and the 


thereto 


of Columbia,” approved 
acts amendatory thereof und supplementary 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. ‘This bill is on the Union Calendar 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, 
may we have the bill read? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


_ » +) Sor} } 
reservibg the ri it to object 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act to establish a 
District of Columbia, approved M 
thereof and 
the District of 
follows: 


] Code of Law for t 
irch 3, 1901, and the acts amend 

Code of I 
hereby, 





supplementary thereto, constituting the 


Columbia, be, same are 


Strike out section 1110 and insert in lieu thereof 


“Sec. 1110. Clerk’s fees: For filing the following-named cases ar 
for all services to |! performed therein, except as otherwise provid 
herein, the clerk shall charge and collect the following fees 

“Actions at law, $10; suits in equity, $10; lunacy cases, $10; cd 
portation cases, $10; requisition cases, $10; habeas corpus cases, $10; 
plea of title cases, $10; District court cases, $15: condemnation case 
$15: libel cases, $15; feebl inded case $7.50; adoption cases, $ 
change of nume cases, $5; intervening petitions in any case, $5; ses 


ibstituting trustees, $4; docketing 


SI 
$2 50; and 


judgments of the municipal court 


limited partnership cases, $5 


appeal to the Court of Appeals of t 


there shall be charged and collected by the erk 


“Upon the perfecting of any 
District of ¢ 


from the party or parties prose 


olumbia 
uting such appeal an additional 


said suit or proceeding of 


additional trial or final hearing, he 


District of C 


“For each 
Court of Appeals of the 
ment by a jury or the granting of a new trial or 
there shall be charged and collected by the clerk from the 
or parties further 


shall not be required to 


upon a reversal by t 


lumbia, or following disagree 
rehearing by the 
court, party 
e such reversal, new trial, or rehearing the 
Provided, however, That the clerk 
account for any such fee not collected by 
Provided further, That 


from directing by 


securing 
sum of $5: 
him in criminal cases 
nothing herein contained shall prohibit the court 
rule or standing order the collection, at the time the 
rendered, of the fees herein enumerated 
but all such fees shall be 


“In any case where attachments, executions, scire 


services are from either party, 


taxed as costs in the respective cases 

facias proet edings., 
or rules are issued the following fees shall be charged and collected by 
the cle 

attachment, $1, and each copy, $1; for each writ of execution 

facias, $1, and each copy, $1; for each rule, 50 cents 


50 cents at: Si* 


rk in addition to the fees hereinbefore provided: For each writ of 
$1.50; for 
each writ of scire 
and each copy certified, ; for cach writ of ne exe for each 
bench warrant, $1; 

“That in addition to the fees for services rendered in 
before enumerated the clerk shall charge 
services performed by him and his 
the United States, the following fees: 


“For issuing any 


for each warrant of arrest, $1 
j cases heretn- 
lect, for miscellaneous 


behalf of 


and ¢ 


assistants, except when on 


writ or subpeena for a witness not in a case insti 


tuted or pending in the court from which it is issued, 50 cents for « 


writ and copy or subpena and copy 
“ For filing and 


indexing any paper not in a case or proceeding, 25 


cents. 
“For administering an oath or affirmation, not in a 


ing pending in the court where the oath is 


case or proc ed- 
administered, 50 cent 

“For an acknowledgment, certificate, affidavit, or countersignature, 
with seal, 50 cents. 

“For taking and certifying depositions to file, 20 cents for each folio 
of 100 words, and if folio addi 
tional for the stenographer 

“For copy of any record, entry, or other paper and the 
thereof, 15 cents for each folio of 100 words. 

“For searching the records of the court 
other instruments, or marriage records, 50 cents for each year covered 
by the search and for certifying the Tesult, 50 cents. 

“For receiving, keeping, and disbursing money in pursuance of any 
statute or! 
thorized by law or order of court to be deposited in lieu of other secur- 
ity, 1 per cent of the amount so received, kept, and disbursed, or of the 
face value of such bonds or securities. 

“For making transcript of 
cents for each folio of 100 words. 

“For comparing any 
made by the clerk with the 
100 words 

“For administering oath of 
each; for 
additional. 

“For each marriage license, $2. 


taken stenographically, 15 cents per 


comparison 


for judgments, decrees, or 


order of court, including cash bail or bond or securities au 


and comparing a record on appeal, 15 


transcript, copy of record, or other paper not 


original thereof, 5 cents for each folio of 
admission of 
ulmission to be 


attorneys to 
furnished 


practice, $2 


certificate of upon request, $2 
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For ¢ h cer d Py 8 lr $1 
For ach tilled « y I riag $1 
For registering ¢l y rine rad 
3 gv ertit SI 
i { 7 i 1 s ) S 
I ling d recording I f i x 
i eri rel f ‘ 8 ) ro 
i nts for ea inde king | 
I I ding physicians Ik well vi i ") 
nts l 
For the clerk's d ‘ h t ¥ ial ion, $5 
r day; and for all services rendered to the United States in ises 
which the United States is a party of r rd, $ 
This act shall take effect on tl Ist day of April, 1928, and il 
apply to cases or proceedings i subsequent thereto 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to the request « e 
gentleman from Missouri? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed 
DEPOSIT OF FEES, ET‘ PAID TO UNITED STATES MARSITALS 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9052) to 
amend section 6 of the act of May 28, 1896 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, effective July 1, 1928, so much of n 6 
the act of May 28, 1896, chapter 252, as requires United States 


marshals to pay to tl clerks of United States courts having jurisdic- 


United 
effective 


tion all fees and emoluments authorized by law to be paid to 


States 
July 1, 


marshals 


marshals be, and the 
1928, all such 
shall be deposited by accordance: 
provisions of section 3621 of the Revised Statute is 
section 5 of the said act of May 28, 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I 
Indiana |Mr. Hickey] to make a statement about this bill 

Mr. HICKEY. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to 
amend section 6 of the act of 1896 in order to authorize United 
States marshals to report direct to the United States Tre: 
all fees collected. Under present law the marshal reports to 
the clerk of the court, and the clerk then reports to the Treas 
ury of the United States. This is to simplify the matter and 
is recommended by the Comptroller General. It is in the inter 
est of uniformity. I will be very glad to answer any questious 
on the proposition that anyone may care to submit. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HICKEY. Yes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I only wish to 
make the suggestion that when a bill is stated to have the 
approval of the Comptroller General it seems to me the state 
ment of the comptroller ought to be included in the 
same as the statement of the Attorney General. 

Mr. HICKEY. The statement is ine! 
the gentleman will read it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I mean 
General. 

Mr. HICKEY. I call the gentleman’s attention to the comp- 
troller’s language on the first page of the report. This is 
very clear and shows that he approves this bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It simply says that 
eral recommends that it be abolished. 

Mr. HICKEY. No; it that the C 
says the procedure prescribed—the present 
bersome. It is included in the report 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the 
Dyer] yield me 10 minutes? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes ti 
man from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. 


same is hereby, repealed: and 


so paid to United States 


emoluments I 


fees and 


said marshals in with the 
amended ly 
1896 


yield to the gentleman from 


ury 





take this opportunity to 


report, the 


nuded in the report, if 


the letter from the Comptroller 


the Comptroller Gen- 


states mptroller General 
procedure—is cum- 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


the gentle- 
the 


force 
who 


Mr. Speaker, for the safeguarding of 
taxpayers of this Nation, there has been for years in 
and effect in the law certain double checks on officials 
handie money for the people. These double checks are in 
interest of honesty in public affairs and for the 
the Treasury, the replenishment of which comes 
people’s pockets only through taxes. 
Here is another effort on the part of 


the 
benefit of 
from the 


Government officials 


to take away these double checks. For 31 years it has been 
the law that when a marshal receives money—and he does 
receive much money all the time—he shall report it to the 


clerk of the court. There is one check-up by an officer who 
knows all the facts surrounding the collection of that money 
and he is the only one, besides the marshal, who knows it. 
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After the clerk receives the money he reports to the Treasurer 
of the United States and the Comptroller General has a sec- 
ond check-up to see that it has been honestly reported. This 

in the interest of the taxpayers of the United States Gov- 
ernment 

This bill would take one of those checks away and would 
change the law which has been in force and effect for 31 years 
and make it unnecessary for the marshal to report his col- 


clerk, when, as I said a moment ago, the clerk 
: who knows anything about the transaction; 
and the Republican administration in power will vote to take 


lections to the 


} . 
is the only one 


away this first check and depend on the Comptroller General 
2,000 1 away, here in Washington, to uncover something 
that appeurs all right on the face of the paper. 

By asi majority here a moment ago the Republican side 
of this Ilouse voted to take off the check of the trial judge’s 
pproval of the murshal’s account, a law that has been in 
force and effect in this Nation for years. Why did they do it? 
rhere are influential Members of the House on the Republican 
side who have close friends who are United States marshals. 
Chese United States marshals did not want this check from 
he judge, and the only argument I heard here from the floor 
Wi that the United States judges did not do their duty, that 
the approval was a perfunctory matter; and, forsooth, because 
they did not do their duty they would amend the law, and you 
aid vote to amend it 

Now, I am in favor of protecting the American people by 
proper check ups, 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON, I yield, 

Mr. TILLSON. Is the gentleman talking about the bill now 


before the 
Mr 


‘ 
the 


House or the one that passed a little while ago? 
BLANTON, Iam talking about the bill which passed in 
House a few minutes ago, and its companion sister bill bow 


before us, which the gentleman hopes to pass and will pass. 
Mr. TILSON I think the gentleman has made no particular 
reference to this bill, 
Mr. BLANTON, Oh, the gentleman from Connecticut has so 
many respolisibilities and so much comes in his ears that he 
ean not hear what takes place. I said this was a bill to relieve 


thi 


hit 


nfirshals from to the clerks of the court the 
ney they collected. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from Texas can be heard above 
the din that takes place. 

Mr. BLANTON, I am speaking 
aud I want to check up on these 


public funds 


reporting 


in behalf of the taxpayers, 
marshals who handle these 


Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, who generally by word of mouth is for the people, but 
when he comes to vote, votes with the machine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Texas states an inac- 
curacy, I perhaps may have been mistaken, but I voted with 
the gentleman on the standing vote and on the roll eail. 
| Laughter. } 

Mr. BLANTON. But he was not able to carry the floor 


leader and the Republican machine with him. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The purpose I had in rising was to call 
attention to the fact that, while I am not informed as to the 
vote on the roll eall, on the standing vote, neither his side of the 
mine supported the gentleman from Texas and myself. 
Mr. BLANTON. About 150 Members voted to keep the check 

the United States marshals’ accounts. 


aisle no 


on 
Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON, Yes. 
Mr. DYER. I will say that the law provides that the report 


of the marshals must be made to the Attorney General, and he 
must in turn submit the report to the Comptroller General, and 
then they have examiners who go out at different times through 
the marshal’s office and make investigations. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman knows that it has been the 
law for 31 years that the marshals must submit to the clerk of 
the court their reports of all money collected by them, and it is 
the clerk of a court only who knows whether the report is 
correct. 

Mr. DYER. The clerk does not go over the account; he re 
ceives it and files it. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the clerk knew the report was dishonest, 
he would report it to the judge. 

These bureau chiefs in this bureaucratic Government, when- 
ever they want to change a law and make it a little more liberal 
for them in the way they handle the public funds, they prepare 
bills and send them to the committee, and the committee reports 
them without looking into them and finding out their full im- 
The time has come when it ought to stop. The commit- 


pert 





’ 


o 
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tees of Congress ought to inspect 
they come before the committee. 
Navy wants to give a limousine to every officer in the Navy and 
sends a bureau naval officer with that bill to the clerk of the 
committee, the clerk of that committee ought not to be allowed 
to put the hame of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mc- 
CLintic] on it and drop it in the basket without his consent, 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 

Mr. TILSON. Let me say to the gentleman that some of the 
strongest men in the House on both sides of the aisle are mem- 


l 


more carefully the bills when 
When the Secretary of the 
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bers of the Judiciary Committee and, as I understand, the 
report in this case is a unanimous report. One of the best men, 
one of the strongest men in the House, the genileman’s own 
colleague from Texas [Mr. SuMNeERS], who is the ranking 
member on the minority side, was one of the members who 
voted to report the bill. It seems to me the gentleman is 
making rather a strong statement in this inveighing against 


these very good men. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘The trouble is this: There are only 24 hours 
in a day, and when you attend all the social functions that are 
given, get to bed somewhere during the middle the night, 
sometimes sleep late the next morning, get your breakfast late, 
and by the time you have opened up the mail you do not take 
the time to look over bills carefully. 

Mr, DENISON. Is the gentleman referring to his colleague, 
Mr. ScMNERS? 

Mr. BLANTON. I am referring to most of the 435 Members 
of the House of Representatives whose time each day is limited 
to 24 hours. They do not take the time lhecessary to examine 
these bills carefully. 


of 


Mr. MICHENER. Did the gentleman have special reference 
to the gentleman from Texas, Mi’, SUMNERS? 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas 


[Mr. SUMNERS], my colleague, is just as honorable and just as 
conscientious as any man in this House, but he does not take 
the time to read all of these bills that come even before his own 
committee and look into them carefully and give them proper 
study. These bills that change the law and take the check up 
off officials who handle the public funds ought to come from the 
committees of Congress and not from bureaus down here, and 
bureaucratic heads. That all that I have to say about it, 
Oh, you will pass the bill with a machine yote; there is no 
stopping it now. But some day it will stop, because the people 
are Waking up. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York {[Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the statement made by the 
gentleman from Texas [|Mr. BLANTON] might leave the impres- 
sion that this bill and the bill previously. passed eliminates one 
of the checks on accounts for marshals, and that the committee 
is lowering the bars as to audit and supervision of marshals’ 
accounts. As a matter of fact, the contrary is true. This bill 
simply provides for the deposit of marshals’ funds, 

We are bound to have a great many bills from various de- 
partments changing the system of accounting silce the creation 
of the office of the Comptroller General. Prior to the time that 
the office of the Comptroller General was created, who acts as 
the agent of Congress, who is our auditor, each department had 
its own auditor. Of course, the system became complicated and 
cumbersome by reason of the various systems of audits within 
the various departments. The reason for having the clerk take 
over the accounts of the marshal is now no longer necessary, 
With our present system of audit and bonding of marshals there 
is no need for an additional account. 

At the time when the law was enacted requiring the super- 
vision of the clerk over the accounts of the marshal was neces- 
sary, we had no Comptroller General. Since the creation of the 
office of the Comptroller General we are trying to establish a 
uniform system of accounting im all of the departments of the 
Government. In the first place, to have the disbursing officer, 
or the officer handling the funds, directly accountable to the 
head of his department first, and under the supervision and 
the audit of the Comptroller General. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In just a moment. In this instance the 
marshal’s aceounts are first submitted to the Attorney General 
under section 317 of Title V of the Code of Laws of the United 
States. There is the first audit. The clerk is under the juris- 
diction of the Attorney General, so that the perfunctory audit 
of the court as in the previous bill repealed is no longer neces- 
sary because the account is first audited by the Attorney Gen- 
eral and then under section 81 of title 31 of the United States 
Code of Laws the Attorney General must submit the accounts 
of United States marshals and other disbursing officers of the 
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department to the General A unting Office, which is the Comp- 
troller General \ » the funds themselves, it goes without 


saying that there is no need of a transfer of funds from marshal 


to clerk and from cierk to the Treasury So that we are not in 
any degree letting down or lessening the audit we have had 
heretofore, but we are simply establishing in the Department of 
Justice a uniform system of audit and accounting. Moreover, 


besides the account being submitted to the Attorney General! and 


then andited by the Comptroller General, under section 84 of 
title 31 of the Code of Laws of the United States the Attorne 
General has his own inspectors checking up the accounts of the 


various disbursing and financial officers 
Mr. BLANTON. Mi 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, I yield 
Mr. BLANTON. To show 

shals and their accounts a 

General here in Washington, 


in his department. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


the gentleman how far th 


se mil 
if you start now to go to Texas you 
will land in Texarkana day after morning, and after 
you reach there you will have to go 900 miles west from Tex 
arkana, Tex., to reach El Paso, Tex. Does the gentleman think 
that the Comptroller General Knows as much about the 

tions that the marshal makes in El Paso, and as much about his 


To-morrow 


colle. 


report concerning the collections there, as the clerk in E! Paso 
would know? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The clerk does not follow the marshal 
he does not gumshoe the marshal. He simply takes the same 
accounts that now come to the head of the department. 

Mr. BLANTON. Every collection that the marshal makes is 
made on a process that the clerk himself issues, and the clerk 
is the only one who knows whether those collections are honestly 
reported or not Che Comptroller General here, several thou 


sand miles away, is not in a position to go behind the face of 


the return. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker. in response to the gentlemun 
from Texas, let me say that I do not speak for the organized 


Republican Party. 


Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman is going right along with 
the organization. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Only when they are right, and then I 
stand by them. 

Mr. BLANTON. Since he has gotten his committee assign 


ments back. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let me assure the gentleman from Texas 
that he is not the only one who reads all of the bills and reports. 
There are other Members of the House who do that 
himself, and I submit it is hardly fair to take the floor and 
imply that he, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON], is the 


beside 


nd the clerks are from the Comptroller | 


only person in the House who has read a bill and who knows | 


what it is all about. In this instance, as in many other in- 
stances, the gentleman reads all of the bills and talks about all 
of the bills. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, I do not read all of the bills. I read 
only those bills that are reported from committees. There are 
thousands of bills that I do not read, that do not come out of a 
committee. They are not dangerous, gut as soon as a bill 
reported then it becomes dangerous and I study all such bills 
carefully. 

The SPEAKER 
on the third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be read 
a third time, and was read the third time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage 
of the bill. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 

The House divided. 

Mr. BLANTON (during the division). Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote and make the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. 


is 


pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). The question is 


division, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
makes the point of order that there is no quorum present. 


The Chair will count. [After counting.] Evidently there is 
no quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will bring in and the Clerk will 
call the roli. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 318, nays 11, 
not voting 104. as follows: 


absentees, 


{Roll No. 15] 

YEAS—318 
Abernethy Arentz Beck, Wis. Rloom 
Ackerman Arnold Beedy Bohn 
Adkins Auf der Heid Beers Bowles 
Aldrich Ayres Bell towling 
Allen Bacharach Berger Box 
Almon Bachmann Black, N. Y Boylan 
Andresen Bankhead Black, Tex. Brand, Ga. 
Andrew Barbour Bland Brand, Ohio 
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Anthony 
Aswell 
Bacon 
feck, Pa 
Begg 
Boies 
Bowman 
Britten 
Burdick 
Butler 
Canfield 
Carter 
Chase 
Chindblom 
Connally. Tex. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cox 

Curry 
Deal 
Dempse 
De Roeun 


Dickinson, Mo 
Dickstein 
Doyle 


Evans, Calif 
Fitzgerald, Roy G. 





ble r I 
Fort 
Ire in 
Fr i 
Frot n 
I I 
Fulmer law 
Put I 
G I 
«; Viet 
Ga In Meb 
( I rex McK \ 
t. 1 MeL n 

tt, Lex McLeod 

j McRe ds 

“s VMeSwu 

rd ) 
Glynn M 
Goldsborough Mag 
Cr00dw M iit 
qreg M M 
Gree i M ! 
Cire Ma i 
Grit May 
Griffi \ r ia 
Guy Ma M 
Had M . 
Hal Merritt 
Hiall, N. Dak. Mi 
Hammer Michene 
Han ‘ Miller 
Hard Millig 
Llare Mon: 
Harrison Montague 
Hias gs Moore, Ky 
Haugen Moore, Ohio 
Ha Mo Va 
lle Moorman 
il neV Morehead 
Hill, A Morgan 
Hill, W h lorrow 
loch Nel MM 
Hoffman Nelson, Mo 
Howe Ison, Wi 
Hola ‘ ‘ 
Hoope s 
Houston, Del, Norton, Neb 
tloward, Nebr Norte N.J 
Howard, Okl Brier 
Hiuddleston (> Con I 
Hull, Morton D me La 
Hull, Te Palmisano 
Jacob in I Ks 
Jeffe I 
Jenkins Deer 
Johnson, Hl I ns 
Johnson, Ind Pralil 
Johnson, Ok Pratt 
Johnson, Tex Purnel 
Kading Quit 
Kahn Ragon 
Kearns R 
Kelly R 
Kent R i 
K tcham Rut 
Kincheloe Rathbone 
Knutson Reece 
Kopp Reed, Ark 
Kurtz Reed. N. y 
Kyal Reid, Lil. 
LaGuardia Robinson, lowa 


Lankford 


Robsion, Ky 


NAYS—11 

Cartwright Kemp 
Dominick Low? 
Jones McMillan 

NOT VOTING LO4 
Foss Kunz 
Frear Lampert 
Free Langley 
Gallivan Lanham 
Gilbert Lea 
Golder Leatherwood 
Graham Linthicum 


Green, I 
Hall, fll 


Hall, Ind 


Hope 
Hudson 


Hudspeth 


Hughes 
Hull, W 
Igoe 
Irwin 
Jame 
Jolinse o 
Johnson 
Kendall 
Keri 
Kiess 
Kindred 
King 
Korell 


McFadden 
McSwain 
MacGr 
Mead 
Mooney 
Moore 
Morin 
m. I Murphy 
O'Connor, N. ¥ 
Oldfield 
Oliver 
Oliver 
Palmer 
Parke r 
Port 
Pou 
Quayle 
Rowbottom 
Sabath 


ow 


gor 


N. J 


Ala 
Dak N.Y 


ish 


he) 


VW 


So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Graham with Mr. Canfield. 
Mr. Palmer with Mr. Dickinson of Missouri. 
Mr. Green of Iowa with Mr. Igoe 


Mr. 


Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mr. 


Wright. 
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Williams, Ill 
iNianis 
illiams, Tex, 
Williamson 
Wilson, Mis 
Winter 
Wolvertor 
Woodruff 


Wut ich 
Wyant 
Yates 
Yon 
Zikiman 
Rayburn 


Stea ll 


Sanders, N. Y, 
Schneider 
Sirovich 
Stalker 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
Strong, Kans 
Strother 
Sullivan 
Sweet 
Taber 
Tavior, Colo 
Thatcher 
Thompson 
Tinkham 
Tucker 
Warren 
Weller 
Welsh, Pa 
White, Kans, 
White, Me 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Wood 
Woodrum 
Wright 
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Mr forin with Mr. Oldfield. 

M Butler with Mr. Pou 

M Kis wit Mir Oliver of Alaban 

M Wood with M Liovie 

MI liudson with M Stevenson, 

M faber with Mr. 7 ker 

Mr. Hlall of Indiana with Mr. Sullivan 

ir, Murphy with M Woodrum 

Mir johnson of W ‘ton with M Cox, 
I Beck of Pennsylvania with Mr. Weller. 
My \ntl wit Mr. Lanham, 

Mr Burdick with M (rilbert 

Mr. Porter with M Dickstein 

Mr. I mn with Mr. MeSwain 

Mr te of Ma with Mr. Qu 

Mr Langley with Mr. Taylor of Colorado 
Mr. Evans of Califori with Mr. Warren. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


he SPEAKER 1 tempore (Mr. SNELL). A quorum 
] re ‘ 
AMENDMENT OF THE JUDICIAL CODE 
Mr. DYEP. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5623) to 
mend the Judicial Code by adding a new section, to be 
numbered 274D. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Is it on the Union Calendar? 
Mr. DYER It is on the House Calendar. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 
fhe Clerk read us follows: 
Re it enacted, « | the Judicial Code approved March 3, 1911 
i y amended | iding after s ion 274C thereof a new section, 
\ 74p i f ws 
SI 74D. (1) In cuses of actual controversy in which, if suits 
we t it, t ourts of the United States would have jurisdiction, 
ourts uy petit shall have jurisdiction to declare rights 
nd othe legal relations on request of interested parties for such 
declar whet! not further relief is or could be prayed, and 
dech tions shall have the force of final decree and be reviewable 
= h 
(2) Purther relicf based on declaratory decree may be granted when 
ey necessary or proper. The application shall be by petition to a 
court having jurisdiction te grant the relief, If the application be 
lee 1 ficient, the eourt shall, on reasonable notice, require any 
rdver rty, whe rights have been adjudicated by the declaration, 
to show cause why further relief should not be granted forthwith. 
When declaration of right or the granting of further relief 
based thereon shall involve the determination of issues of fact triable 
by a jury, such issues may be submitted to a jury in the form of inter- 
rogatori with proper instructions by the court, whether a genera! 
veralet be required 0 not, 
(4) The Supreme Court may adopt rules for the better enforcement 


and regulation of tb 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
Virginia |Mr. Monracus]} such time as he may desire, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
is recognized. 


provision.” 


from 


Mr. MONTAGUE Mr. Speaker. I do not know that this 
bill is fresh in the minds of the Members of the House. The 
bill has been favorably reported by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary on three several and successive occasions, and it passed 


the House last year by unanimous consent. 

Phe purport of the bill is to simplify and expedite the admin- 
istration of justice, It is not a new measure, except here. 
wenty-some States of the Union already have a similar or 
soluewhat similar law. It is in wholesome practice in England, 
und has been for 35 years; and more interesting still, it has 
been in operation in Seotland for over 400 years, and some of 
the ablest jurists of England commented long before the adop- 
tion of the measure into their system of laws on the neglect of 
England to adept the practice of Scotland. Several of the 
nations on the Continent have adopted similar laws. 

In the field of law as in the field of medicine there may be 
preventive remedies. We reach it now in equity and in law 
sometimes by demurrers. ‘This bill is not radical at all. Per- 
sonally I would like te see it more extensive in its application. 

May I give an illustration? Suppose, for instance, there is a 
suit involving on one side a husband and wife against another 
party; one of the parties arises and says, “I desire to file a 
petition to determine the validity of this marriage, for my con- 
tention is that it is not a valid marriage.” The other party 
consents, and then this vital intermediary question must be first 
determined To go threugh the whole case, based upon a 
validity of the marriage, and then after the long trial to move 
an arrest of judgment or the setting aside of the verdict is a 
waste of time and money. 


Again, a suit is brought upon a contract. One party takes 


one view of its construction and the other party takes an oppo- 
It is manifest that one or the other construction of 


site view. 
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the contract would bring about an entirely different result. 
Therefore the parties request the court to pass upon the pre- 
cise question as to what that contract means, what is its true 
construction. Thereby the case may be speedily terminatea or 
it may go forward under more precise and defined lines. 

This bill did not meet with opposition in the House the last 
time, and it is manifest we should do something to-day to make 
it an available method of simplifying and facilitating the ad- 
ministration of law. Not only do suitors desire this remedy, 
but it is in the interest of the administration of justice through- 
out the country. 


Mr. DENISON, May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. MONTAGUE. With pleasure. 
Mr. DENISON, I am interested in this matter and did not 


discover it was on the calendar until just a short time ago. 
For information, may I ask whether or not in these proceedings 
for a declaratory judgment the court enters into a consideration 
of the facts? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The court may consider the fact as well 
as the law, and the court may direct the trial of a fact by a 
jury. The court has that power. We provide in the bill that 
the Supreme Court may make rules and regulations for a more 
efficient administration of the procedure. 

i miuv say further that the are not likely to take 
radical steps in administering this remedy. I think they will 
go step by step until the efficiency of the procedure is thor- 
oughly demonstrated. That has been the history of its progress 
and success where employed. 

Mr. DENISON. May I ask the gentleman a further ques- 
tion? Can one party take a controversy into court without the 
consent of the other? 

Mr. MONTAGUE 
parties. 

Mr. DENISON. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 

Mr. NEWTON. I 


courts 


No. It provides for the consent of the 
Both parties? 

Yes; both parties. 

want to ask the gentleman a 
This applies only to actual controversies? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. The gentleman is a lawyer and I 
anticipate what is in his mind. He probably has in mind the 
Michigan Michigan had a statute covering this subject, 
and the courts declared it unconstitutional upon the ground that 
it did not apply to actual controversies. So this bill bridges 
that aspect of the procedure by applying the remedy to actual 
controversies. 

Mr. NEWTON. In the Michigan case there was a dissenting 
opinion, which has met with the approval of some lawyers 
throughout the country. However, it seems to me the commit- 
tee has done well to contine this initial effort to actual contro- 
versies. Let me ask the gentleman this further question: How 
is the court going to protect itself so as to be sure that the 
controversies ure real and actual instead of mooted questions? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Well, I should think that when a contro- 
versy is actually pending, and a petition is presented to the 
court for a declaratory judgment, that petition must be con- 
sented to by the parties and that suflicient facts or law must 
be developed to assure the court that an actual controversy 


question, 


Case. 


existed. The court must of necessity satisfy itself upon this 
point. 
Mr. NEWTON. I can imagine a case where parties might 


be able to get up a moot question and put it in such form as 
to make it appear there was an actual controversy when, as a 
matter of fact, there was not. That might be done unless the 
court should be rather strict in handling such matters. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman will realize that we must 
rely on the courts to make the discovery and to take proper 
action. 

The concluding paragraph of the bill provides: 

The Supreme Court may adopt rules for the 
regulation of this provision. 


better enforcement and 


This, I think, is a wholesome provision. 

Mr. NEWTON. Now, us to the controversies submitted, upon 
their decision being rendered the question then is res adjudicata 
for all time to come? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. It is final as to that matter, with the 
right of review by the appellate tribunal, just as a final decree 
or judgment of the court is now so reviewable. 

Mr. NEWTON. So it would be the same as in 
law suit? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes; as to that partieular fact or law, or 
aspect of the controversy submitted. 

Mr. NEWTON. Whatever has been determined in the pro- 
ceeding. 


Mr. MONTAGUE, 


any other 


Yes, 
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Mr. NEWTON. first sectir 


m of the bili states: 

In cases of a al controversy in which, if suits were br rht, th 
ourts of the United State ld hay jurisdiction, the id urts 
upon petition shall have risdiction t cles rights and he gal 
elations on request of interested irti 

Does the gentleman construe that to mean that the request 
must be made by both parties? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes: I so construe it. 

Mr. NEWTON, There seems to be quite a difference 
opinion among the members of the committee on that point, and 
I wanted to get the gentleman's idea 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONTAGUE, Certainly 

Mr. DYER. Would it not be clearer if we inserted in line 10, 
before the word “° interested,” the word “all,” and make it read | 
‘on request of all interested parties "% Would not that cover 
it? 

Mr. MONTAGUE I have no objection to that Personally 


I would not confine it to 
would leave it to the court, 
to decide the question 


the concurrence of the parties. I 
upon the application of either party 


Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. = Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. It seems to me we should introduce some 
further definition here, otherwise the language will be ambigu- 
ous. We either ought to say “all interested partics.” “any 
interested party,” “either interested party,” or use some other 


definite description of the party or parties. 
stands leaves the meaning ambiguous. 


as it 


The language 


Mr. MONTAGUE. The bill, I may state. was not drawn by 
me. As I reeall, the bill was drawn by a special committee of 
the American Bar Association. 

Mr. DENISON. If the gentleman from Virginia will permit, 
I tind from reading the testimony of Mr. MeChesneyv, who, I 


understand, represented the American Bar Association—— 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 
Mr. DENISON (continuing). That he construed it to apply 
to both parties or to all parties, and I think it ought to be made 


plain in the language used. 


Mr. STOBBS. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield: 
Mr. MONTAGUE. Certainly. 


+} 


Mr. STOBBS. May I call the gentleman’s attention to a dis 
cussion in the committee on this particular aspect of the bill? 
Mr. Henry W. Taft, of New York, when he was asked the 
question as to whether or not both parties must agree, stated 
as follows: 


I have supposed—-now, I may be wrong in this, but I have supposed 
that it was coercive; that is to say, that either party might bring the 
other party into court. Perhaps this bill is not definite in making 
that clear; since you speak of it, I am inclined to think it is not par 
ticularly clear. But my impression of the use of this Judgment in other 
jurisdictions bas been that it is compulsory 

We were discussing this question in the committee and this 
was the opinion of Mr. Taft in his statement given to the 


cominittee. 


Mr. MONTAGUE. I have no hesitancy in saying I wish if 
were coercive, but when you use the word “ parties,” it would 
embrace all parties to the controversy. 

Mr. STOBBS. Does not the gentleman think it ought to be 


called into effect at the request of any one interested party? 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Ido. That is my personal conviction. 

Mr. STOBBS. Rather than all. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes; then you leave it for the court to 
determine. We must trust to the courts, and they are not 


likely to do this unless they believe it should be done, and that 
the fact and law and nature of the controversy amply justify it 

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman yield’ 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CELLER. I understand the word “ declaration” is used 
in the bill and I presume this bill will be called the declarative 
judgment bill. Does this bill take in all that generally 


is 
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Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes I xped d simplify the 
procedure in litigatior 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas Lp hat theory will this net be 
conducive to increasing litigation It either party during a 
preliminary stage of a controversy can bring the tt utter Into 
court, and thereafter there may be further litigation before 
the rights of the parties are determined, would u not have 
double the volume of litigation, because there would be a law 
suit declaring the rights under a contract, und then after the 
rights are determined there would be further litigation? Woukl 
t not be better, as suggested by some of the gentlemen here 
that this right could only be exercised when both parties were 
Willing to submit themselves to the jurisdiction of the court’ 
Otherwise it seems to me you will have an increased volume 
of litigation, which would be what we might ceall litigation of a 
premature character 
Mr. MONTAGUE. It would not be any more premature than 
a demurrer or an injunction 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texus. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
yield? 
Mr. MONTAGUE. Certainly 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas 1 want to direct my colleague's 
|} attention to certain language in section £2£74D My colleague 
will reeall that when the bill was under consideration there 
was one proposition to limit this remedy to those situations 
where suits were pending: and another was to permit, for in 
stance, a matter being submitted to the court when there was 
a difference of opinion between the parties to a contract. for 
instance, as to what was the proper construction of that 
i contract 
It seems to me probably true that the committee undertook 
to effectuate the latter, because the bill reads 
In cases of tual troversy in Which if suit were ) ght t 
f ie United States would have jurisdiction 
And so forth. Is it not true that it would be possible for in 


known as declarative judgments in this sense, that where two 


parties to a contract have difficulties in determining what their 
rights are, they then have the right under this bill to go into 
court and have their rights determined? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. That is not clear under this bill. 
States they can, but this bill confines jurisdiction to actual 
controversies and not potential controversies. We may reach 
that in the development of the practice, but it does not apply 
now. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 


Iu many 


Will the gentleman yield’ 
Certainly. 

Is not the object of the bill to dis 
as far as possible a large yolume of 


Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. 
courage and prevent 
litigation? 


terested parties, in « difference of opinion with reference to the 


proper construction of a contract, to submit that question to 
the court, no suit having been brought involving the general 
matter in controversy 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman means, does the bill con 
template an interpretation of a contract in the absence of a 
suit? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The bill is intended to apply to “ actual 
controversies,” in suits pending, for the reason that the courts 
of Michigan had held that in the absence of an “actual con- 
troversy ” the procedure was not constitutional, and we did not 


wish to run any risk 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas 


Does not the gentleman think that 


some change of language in the section should be made bec:use 
of the words “if suit were brought ”? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The language is “in cases of actual con- 
troversy in which, if suits were brougnt, the courts of the 
United States would have jurisdiction "—that seems to refel 
to cases in which the courts of the United States have juris 
diction 

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman vield? I am in doubt 
as to what this bill is. In New York State in the surrogate’s 


court, having jurisdiction over wills, an executor administra 
tor under the law, if he has any doubt as to the meaning of a 
clause in a will. bas a right to go to the surrogate and ask the 
surrogate how he will interpret a certain passage of the will 
that he can be certain that his operations under the will 
are proper. Now, by analogy, suppose A has a contract with B 
and he does not know what he might do under that contract 
and B differs with him. Now, may he the court under 
this bill and say here is my contract with B; B disagrees with 
me, and I want the court to determine the controversy? 


o1 


sO 


£0 


Mr. MONTAGUE. If the proceedings or pleadings present 
the question he could. In the case of the will the gentleman 
speaks of I do not know the practice in New York, but in my 
State for a long time. where the construction of a will is in 
volved, a court of equity will take jurisdiction and determine 
the precise question. Perhaps the law courts in some juris 
dictions may do likewise. 

Mr. CELLER. I am only arguing by analogy when I offer 


| the New York practice as to wills—just trying to make my posi 


tion clear. The gentleman says if there is such a controversy 
between A and B upon contract they to a Federal 
court and have their rights determined. 


al ia) 


can 


Mr. MONTAGUE. If the court has jurisdiction and the 
question is properly presented. 

Mr. CELLER. But I mean before actual default can cither 
go to the court for the interpretation of the contract? Can 
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want this controversy 
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either party go 
determined 7 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I would not like to answer categorically. 

Mr. CELLER. I think a_ definite conclusion should be 
reached by the committee. 

Mr. MONTAGUL. My own idea is that what the gentleman 
desires is one of the great objects of declaratory judgments; 
whether this bill will give all the relief {n that direction or 
not there is some doubt, but it leads in the proper direction. 

Mr. CELLER. ‘The gentleman’s statement is going to create 
a doubt in the minds of the judges because the gentleman knows 


into court and say we 


that when statutes are interpreted the congressional debates | 
are looked up und judges in a way are aided in construing 


statutes by what we say here. 


Mr. MONTAGUE. I can only say that the bill means actual 
controversies in court. It does not mean a controversy not 
in court. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 1 will yield. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. What is the status of a case under actual 


controversy upon which a petition may be filed? 


Mr. MONTAGUR. I could not tell the gentleman. One case 
might not conform to the petition or procedure and another 
might. All that is to be determined by the judge in the indi- 


vidual controversy. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. What I desire to bring out is: Can a petition 
be filed on the filing of a bill, or must it be filed when the issue 
is joined? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 
controversy is in court. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. That does not go far enough. It would be 
docketed and in court on the filing of the bill or declaration. 
Can a declaration be filed before issue is joined by the filing 
of some pleading by the defendant? 


The petition must be filed after the case 


or 


Mr. MONTAGUE. I should think the controversy must be 
ready for hearing in some form, or at whatever stage it may 
lave progressed with, this intermediary procedure may be 


presented and determined. That is, the court may take it up 
for consideration. It should be repeated that the Supreme 
Court is enabled under this bill to adopt a procedure for this 
particular remedy. 

Mr, GILBERT. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT. Kentucky has a declaratory judgment law, 
and it has been very beneficial. It is employed at the instance 
of one party alone. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 
Mr. GILBERT. And in addition to that, going further than 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CELLeR] suggested, one 


party may want to know in the case of a will what his interest 
in the property is, and it may be a remainder interest. There 
may be no actual controversy for years, yet he is interested 
to know what his interest is, because he may want to sell. He 
is permitted to go into court and find out. If the gentleman 
will pardon the presumption, I think the bill would be better 
if it would specify at least at the instance of any one party. 


Mr. MONTAGUE, I agree with the gentleman in that, and 
so far as I am individually concerned I will vote for such 
an amendment, 


Mr. STOBBS. I am going to offer such an amendment. 


Mr. GILBERT. In Kentucky it has occurred where one 
party is very much interested in knowing, while the other is 
not interested and will not come into court. 


Mr. MONTAGUE. But the gentleman from Kentucky states 
a case not in court at the time. 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. This bill may not go so far as that. 

Mr. GILBERT. He may have an opportunity to sell bis 
interest in the property. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. That is a potential case. There was 


much opposition to that. Michigan declared the suggestion of 
the gentleman, which I think is most beneficial, to be invalid, 
and we want to avoid any constitutional negations of the law. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let me state a practical case. Suppose 
Jolin Smith is a life tenant in possession of a tract of land, 
and that property is to go to Bill Jones at his death, provided 
Bill Jones is then alive, and if not, then to some one else; 
and Bill Jones and John Smith go into court on one of these 
declaratory propositions, on the question of the rights of the 
parties in that land, and a decision had. That decision 
may be detrimental to the interests of the ultimate remainder- 
men, who are not there. How will they be affected by it? 
That is a practical question that the bar has to look into before 
starting this matter. 


is 
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Mr. MONTAGUE. That is a question for a judicial action, 
and a similar question may arise upon any final judgment or 
decree, The gentleman knows as much about that as I do. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In other words: is it not possible that 
the ultimate remainder man may be prejudiced, bound, and 
barred by a judgment in a case to which he was never a party? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes; it is possible, and also he may be 
mightily benefited, 

Mr, LAGUARDIA, 

Mr. MONTAGUE, Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Under the case the gentleman just stated, 
he could not come into court because no right of action would 
have occurred, 

Mr. STEVENSON. Suppose there was a dispute as to the 
possession of property between the life tenant and this potential 
first remainder man. There would be a right there, and they 
could go into court mighty quick, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They could not do it. 

Mr. STEVENSON, But suppose the life tenant’s right was 
disputed by the remainder man? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They would decide the right of the life 
tenant and nobody else. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I vield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts |Mr. SroBps |. 

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it 
seems to me this legislation is very, very desirable, and, as 
the gentleman from Virginia has pointed out, it is in the nature 
of preventive medicine. There was an honest difference of 
opinion in the committee, and there may be an honest difference 
of opinion among the Members of this House as to whether or 
not this declaratory judgment feature ought to be invoked at 
the request of all the interested parties or by any one indi- 
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Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 


vidual. That is just a matter of a difference of opinion. In 
the hearings before the committee Mr. McChesney, as has 


already been pointed out, said he understood from the way this 
bill was drawn, that it would require the consent of all the in- 
terested parties, but Henry W. Taft, of New York, at a pre- 
vious hearing on this same bill, said he thought it ought to be 
invoked at the request of any one individual party; in other 
words, it ought to be coercive, and as the gentleman from 
Kentucky has pointed out, that is the way it has worked out 
in his particular State. Fersonally, I favor this provision being 
invoked at the request of any one individual party who is in- 
volved in the controversy. To answer the objection made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Srevenson], I would 
say that if a party presents a petition to the court, the court 
under that petition, if anyone party has that right, takes that 
matter under consideration. Of course, the court is going to 
have notices issued to all the interested parties, so that they 
may be heard. When a mau files a petition the court will order 
all of the interested parties into court so that their rights may 
be adjudicated and they may be heard at that time. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. As I understand, it contem- 
plated that the question to be presented is always a pertinent 
and relative question, 

Mr. STOBBS. Surely. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If that is true, what objection can 
there be to the court taking cognizance of the proposition at 
the instance of one party, even though the other party may be 
opposed to it? 

Mr. STOBBS. I see none. I propose to offer an amendment 
to insert the words “any of the interested parties.” Now, just 
a word as to why I believe any one party should have the 
right to request an adjudication or consideration of this matter. 
There are always two elements involved in any business agree- 
ment controversy. There is the element of liability and the 
element of damage. Lots of times there is an honest difference 
between two people as to what a business agreement, which 
they have entered into between themselves, actually means. If 
one of those parties—who may, as a matter of fact, be the one 
who is least well off financially—wants to have determined, 
before he goes ahead and performs his part of the contract, just 
exactly what the contract means, if you leave it that both 
parties must agree he could not get a determination or con- 
struction of the contract as a matter of right, whereas if you 
leave it that any one of those parties may request the court 
to take jurisdiction, then the man who may be the least well 
off financially can go to the court and simply say, “ I want this 
court to determine the question as to what this contract means 
before I go ahead and perform my part of it or incur any 
liability under it.” Now, that is a plain, simple, business propo- 
sition. So he goes to court and says, “I want the court to 
and the other side, 
There is no reason why they should 


is 


interpret this contract at the very outset,” 
then, has got to come in, 
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not be compelled to come in Then they both have their rights 
heard in court and have a decision as to what that contract 
actually means, 

After the court has said what that contract means, then each 
party can go ahead and perform their respective obligations 
or duties under the contract. Perhaps the best illustration 
as to why you ought to allow one party to come in is the 
question of the construction of wills. Suppose I am the execu 
tor of an estate and I am supposed to carry out the terms of a 
will. The provisions of that instrument are far from being 
clear, and some of the beneficiaries Come to me and say, “ This 
will m@ans so-and-so.” Other beneficiaries will say, “ This will 
meiuns so-and-so.” I simply look at it and say, “I believe it 
means so-and-so.” If I say, “ Let us have the court construe 
this.” some of these people. who ire playing the litigation 
game, say, “ We will not agree to come in on a construction of 
this proposition,” and if that should happen, where am I left? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts has expired z 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman five addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. STOBBS. If it is left that any one party can go before 
the court, then I, as the executor, will go before the court and 
sav, “I do not agree with you beneficiaries on this, so you will 
have to go into court on it.” 

Mr. DYER. How can you go into a Federal court in a will 
cause’? 

Mr. STOBBS. I suppose a will case is not the best illus- 
tration, but it illustrates the declaratory judgment feature in a 
State court. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 


! 


} 


Mr. DOWELL. The gentleman was discussing the question | 


I wanted to ask. In a will case the parties are all in court? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes 

Mr. DOWELL. And that is a State court proposition? 

Mr. STOBBS. But it illustrates the declaratory judgment 
provision, ° 

Mr. DOWELL. But in the case of a contract, suppose there 
is no real controversy as to the meaning of the contract, and 
then suppose one of the parties who desire to construe it 
favorably to himself says to the others, “ Unless you agree to 
my version of this contract I shall bring this before the court 


and have a suit to determine the proper construction of this | 


contract,” would he not have a lever upon those who did not 
want to go into court for a construction, by the threat that 


unless they conceded his construction of it they would be | 


brought into court for a determination by the court. In other 
words, could he in any way influence the construction of the 
contract to his own advantage? 

Mr. STOBBS. My answer to the gentleman from Iowa is 
that the procedure on these declaratory judgments is only in- 
voked where there is an actual controversy, and that meuns no 


moot question; and if any ohne party sought to invoke the use | 
of the court and the court afterwards determined there was no | 


real controversy, but it was done purely for purposes of delay 
and provoking litigation, the court would deal accordingly ; 
in fact, the court would not have any jurisdiction, if there 
were no controversy involved, under the phraseology of the 
bill, This is the way it has been considered and construed in 
all the States. In other words, it must not be a moot question, 
but must be a real, aciual controversy before you have any right 
to come into court. 

Mr. ABERNETHY and Mr, HOCH rose. 

Mr. STOBBS. I yield first to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I have been on my feet for 15 minutes 
and I think I shall have to make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. STOBBS. I will yield to the gentleman from North 
Carolina. I am sorry. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. No: the gentleman vielded to the gentle- 
man from Kansas. I withdraw any point of no quorum. 

Mr. STOBBS. All right. I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas and then will vield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOCH. If I understand the gentleman correctly with 
reference to the case of a contract, his view of this language is 
that if there were a substantial controversy as to the meaning 
of a contract, this procedure might be availed of even though 
there were no allegations of a breach of the contract; that is to 
say, there is no existing cause of action upon which a hearing 
could be had at the time; but there is a substantial controversy 
as to the meaning of the contract. 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. H@CH. In that case they could still come in and inyoke 
this procedure. 

Mr. STOBBS. Absolutely. 

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. STOBBS. I yield to the gentleman from New York 

Mr. CELLER. There might be a controversy between the 
parties as to what certain words of a contract meant, and in 
anticipation of a breach of the contract, they could come into 
court and have that controversy determined 

Mr. STOBBS. That is exactly it. They determine the ques 
tion of liability before they incur any damage on on ide or 
the other. 

Mr. CELLER. I take it the gentleman’s view is that this 
should be as in equity cases, either party or any party inter- 
ested can come in and invoke the aid of the court, and then the 
court can draw in everybody who is interested. 

Mr. STOBBS. That is exactly my opinion 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOBBS I certainly will, with pleasure 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does not the gentleman think if we 
leave this procedure to any one party to the controversy we 
will have to increase the number of our courts very largely on 
account of the amount of litigation that will be brought about 
by these controversies? In view of the congested dockets we 
have now, does not the gentleman think that leaving this te 
either one of the parties will make it necessary for us to 
increase the number of judges very largely? : 

Mr. STOBBS. I think it will work exactly the other way, 
because vou are going to shut off litigation. You can deter 
mine the rights of the parties beforehand and thereby you are 
going to save a lot of expensive suits 

There is one other thought in connection with will cases. Of 
course, Will cases ordinarily are settled and determined in 
the State courts, but there are cases where will cases come 
into the Federal courts, I believe, where there is a question of 
diverse citizenship, and this question would then be involved ; 
and if there is any one class of cases where any one indi 
vidual pught to have the right to go before the court, without 
the consent of all the rest of the parties. and ask to have a 
coustruction of an instrument before there is anything done 
by the parties on one side or the other, and to save litigation 
and expense to the parties, it is in will cases, and that is 
exactly what this legislation would allow you to do in respect 
of such a case in the Federal court 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. You can do that in every case in the coun- 
try now. The courts now recognize the right of either party 
to bring suits to construe wills without any legislation of this 
kind. 

Mr. STOBBS. There is not any question but that this bill 
allows it. and it would be possible under this legislation to do 
that in the Federal courts. 

Mr. DENISON. Yes; but I say the courts, wherever they 
have jurisdiction to construe wills, now do that very thing 

Mr. STOBBS. In the Federal courts to-day? : 

Mr. DENISON. If they have jurisdiction to try wil! cases 
at all. 

Mr. STOBBS. Then this legislation is not going to do any 
harm 

Mr. DENISON. I mean it is not necessary in order to permit 
the courts to construe a will where there is a dispute about it, 
because that can be done now. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOBBS. IT vield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. SCHAFER. It appears to me we would have to have a 
great increase in the number of our judges because of the 
increased legislation, because before a judge could determine 
the question upon which the petition is based he would prac- 
tically have to require the same evidence he would require in 
uw court trial. 

Mr. STOBBS. Does not the gentleman from Wisconsin ap- 
preciate the fact that all the judge is going to construe is a 
written instrument, say a contract, and he is not going to hear 
any witnesses. Therefore if he constrnes that written instru 
ment and decides it to be such and such a thing, then you have 
avoided all the trouble and expense of bringing your witnesses 
before the court to try out that same question later on. You 
are saving trouble rather than making trouble in the courts. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. LAGuarprA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It seems to me there is a confusion as 
to the meaning of the word “ party ” in this bill. 

A party to an action or suit is one who is directly interested in the 
subject-matter in issue; who has a right to make a defense, control 
the proceedings, or appeal from the judgment (United States + 
Henderlong (U. 8S.) 102 Fed. 2, 4: In re Duchess of Kingsion, 20 
Howell, St. Tr. 538; Hunt vr. Haven, 52 N. H. 162, 169; Robbins r 


City of Chicago, 71 U. S. (4 Wall.) 657, 672, 18 L, Ed. 427; Green t. 


Bogue, 15 Sup. Ct. 975, 985, 158 U. S. 478, 39 L. Ed. 1061; Theller v. 
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Hershey (U0. 8.) 89 Fed. 575, 576; Cullen v. Woolverton, 47 Atl. 626, 
627, 65 N. J. Law 279; Hodde v. Susan, 58 Tex. 389, 393; Haney rv. 
Brown (Tex.) 46 S. W. 55, 57; Bealor v, Hahn, 19 Atl. 74, 76, 132 
Pa. 242; Walker vc. City of Philadelphia, 45 Atl. 657, 195 Pa. 168, 78 
Am. St. Rep. SOL; State ex rel. Kane v. Johnson (Mo.) 25 8. W. 855, 
S57 (citing Greenl. Ev. 535); City of Springfield v. Plummer, 89 Mo. 
App. 515, 531; Boles v. Smith, 37 Tenn. (5 Sneed) 105, 107; Wheeler v. 
Tow ‘3 N. H. 56, 57.) 
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A party is ordinarily one who has or claims an interest in the 
subject of an action or proceeding instituted to afford some relief to 
the one who sets the law in motion against another person or persons. 
Interest or the claim of interest is the test as to the right to be a | 
party to le | proceedings almost without exception. Hughes v. Jones 
(22 N. E. 446, 448; 116 N. Y. 67; 56 L. R. A. 637; 15 Am. St. Rep. 
sf 

Interest means concern, advantage, good; share, portion, part, or 


participation Fitch v. Bates (N. Y.), 11 Barb, 471, 473 (citing 
Webster). 


So that the bill as now framed permits the one party to com- 
mence proceedings for a declaratory judgment. <A plaintiff in 
an action need not consult the defendant; he serves papers and 
that brings the defendant into court. When a party wants a 
declaratory judgment, if there is an actual issue he serves the 
other party with papers and brings him into court. 

The illustration presented by the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Ceucer] shows what the bill will do. I do not agree with 
the gentleman from Virginia that it is necessary to have an 
action pending in court. You can have a declaratory judgment 
before you get into court. That is the essence of this bill. In 
fact, the purpose of obtaining a declaratory judgment, as I 
understand it, is to avoid suit, avoid litigation. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Crerrer] asked the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SUMNERS] concerning a hypo- 
thetical case, a controversy over the purchase of cloth, whether 
it is worsted or wool. Now, to bring this under the provisions 
of the bill you would have to state the facts and the actual 
controversy, and the court determines first whether it is an 
actual controversy and the meaning of the contract. If you 
fail to show an actual controversy you are thrown out of court 
on demurrer or a motion to dismiss, You first state the facts. 
Assume the facts us presented by the gentleman from New 
York. A sells to B a thousand yards of blue serge worsted 
cloth and the contract provides that B shall have the right 
to check up on the color and shape, and while he checks up 
he finds the cloth is not made in accordance with the provisions, 
or What he believes are the provisions, of the contract. B may 
call A into court and ask the court to declare whether it shall 
be worsted or wool, or what. 

the purpose is not to put A to the expense of manufac- 
turing all the cloth and taking the chances whether it is in 
accordance with the contract or not. It is not the purpose to 
put B to the risk of waiting until delivery of the cloth is 
made and then finding himself with a consignment of goods he 
did not order and can not use, 

So that if you have a contract, if you have a controversy 
and the court has jurisdiction you can bring in the interested 
party. As 1 understand the purpose of declaratory judgment it 
should not be necessary to obtain the consent of the other 
party. 

Mr. NEWTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWTON. Was the language in the bill taken from any 
State statute’ 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it is very much like some of the 
State statutes, 

Mr. NEWTON. What I am getting at is this, if the language 
in lines 9 and 10, on request of the interested parties for such 
declaration—if that is in an existing statute and has been con- 
strued by some of the courts, of course, we may know whether 
it means any party or all parties, but if there is no such de- 
cision construing that language certainly this House ought to 
be sure of its position and either say all or any. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA, I construe it to mean any interested 
party may bring in the other party. 

Mr. STOBBS. Let me say to the gentleman that I am going 
to offer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr, CELLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. CELLER. The way the bill reads it is not necessary to 
have all the interested parties initiate the proceedings. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is the intent of it as I understand it. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speuker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts | Mr. Storss] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. STOBBS,. Mr, Speaker, I am going to offer an amend- 
ment, but before it is read let me say in reference to the testi- 
mony of Mr. McChesney that has been quoted, he says: 
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It seems to me the language might well be modified to read “on 
the request of any interested party.” 


That is the gentleman who introduced a bill before the 
committee. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemiin will state it. 

Mr. DOWELL. As I understand it, the gentleman from 
Missouri yielded the floor for amendment. Under the rule he 
must yield the floor if he yields it for an amendment. He has 
the right under the rule to yield time, but not for the purpose 
of offering an amendment. When the amendment is offered 
the floor goes to the one who offers the amendment, and so the 
gentleman from Missouri has no right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
offer his amendment to be read for information at this time? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that that was the 
procedure. The Clerk will read the amendment for infor- 
mation, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Sropss: Page 1, line 10, after the word “ of,” 
insert the words “‘any of the,” so that the line will read: “on request 
of any of the interested parties.” 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes re 
maining. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. DENtTsoN]. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, of course it is impossible for 
anyone to discuss a bill of this kind in two minutes. Therefore 
I shall yield back the time. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, DENIsoN] may have five minutes, 
regardless of the hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois may proceed 
for five minute’, regardless of the hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, of course, I have not had the 
same opportunity to consider this bill that the members of the 
committee have had, and still there seems to be a very marked 
difference of opinion among the members of the committee. 
Any legislation that changes the regular procedure in our courts, 
I think, is of such importance that it ought not to be passed 
without very careful consideration. This legislation is more or 
less revolutionary in its character. We have never had such 
procedure as this before in the United States courts. We are 
authorizing a departure from the ordinary procedure. I do not 
know how this has worked in those States where they have Jaws 
of this kind. I know that in the State that I have the honor 
to represent in part there is no such procedure. I rise merely 
to express my misgivings in regard to it. The power to bring 
a person into court in a legal proceeding is a very great power. 
Whenever one person has a right to bring another into court 
over a controversy, and he exercises that right, he puts that 
other person then and there to an expense, and nowadays it is 
getting to be a very heavy expense. We are here by this bill 
conferring additional powers upon people to bring others into 
court. When you authorize one party to bring another into 
court, merely because there is a difference of opinion between 
them with reference to the construction of a contract, or a con- 
troversy between them in respect to property rights, that means 
that the other party has to employ counsel, and has to give his 
time, and in other ways incur heavy expenses, merely at the 
wish of the one who brings him into court, when there may be 
no litigation, but merely a difference of opinioa. If we are 
going to approve this new procedure, I think we ought not to go 
so far as has been suggested. If it is going to be permitted 
at all, it ought to be permitted only upon the consent and 
agreement of all of the parties. I think you will be going a 
long way when you do that. I know that Members may not 
agree with me here, but I do not want this bill to pass without 
taking this opportunity in these few words of expressing my 
misgiving in respect to it, and to suggest that I think you are 
going too far when you authorize one party to bring in perhaps 
50 others and compel them to employ counsel, when they may 
not want to go into court at all, when they might rather com- 
promise the case than go into court and incur that expense. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. If we do not amend the bill so as 
to require the matter to be brought by the consent of all of 
the parties, would it not amount to piecemeal litigation? I 
am like the gentleman, and think there should be an agreement 
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of all of the parties before this preliminary determination of [ Perhaps there is nothing in i Questions of that Kind are often 
any question cun arise. Otherwise would it not mean we would | raised. While that is undetermined the merits of the case are 
increase the opportunity for litigation and have only piece- iot determined 

meal litigation? Mr. WELLER. Is it not a fact that it merely provides pet 

Mr. DENISON, I think so. I think we ought not to authoriz hiission to go to court before judgment is made declaratory 
one party to bring others into court, merely because that one upon aby interested party to state a cause of action and get an 
party wants to, or because there is a controversy or difference | Interpretation of law as it may > applied 
of opinion among them on questions of law or fa The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman s expired 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield: M WELLER. May the gentleman have one-half minute 

Mr. DENISON, Yes more 

Mr. GILBERT. But can not I sue anybody in the United The SPEAKER. Is there ob, 

States that I want to? Phere was no objection. 

Mr. DENISON. You can, if the other party has violated Mr. WELLER. And then without any stay or uny power 
your rights, if there is a cause of action; but now you are} compelling either party to make an adjudication the rights of 
authorizing that to be done before there is a cause of action, | appeal are preserved, without intermediate delay or infringe 
and we ought not to do that except upon the agreement of ail | nent on the rights of the parties 
of the parties. Mr. HOCH. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SUMNeRs] said 

Mr. LAGUARDIA I can go into a court of equity and pre au moment ago that under his interpretation the right arise 
vent anybody from violating my rights in anticipation of the | under this bill before any cause of action existed at all, and 
breach. the gentleman contends that this is only pertinent where ia 

Mr. DENISON. That is a recognized procedure in equity | cause of action does exist. 
jurisprudence, where irreparable injury is threatened, but the The SPEAKER. The time of t getitleman has again ex 
gentleman is lawyer enough to know that that is not pertinent | pired 
to this question. Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker. this bill was prepared by the 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is one step toward it. American Bar Association, and it has been before: the Com 


Mr. GILBERT. Let us say that it is desirable for me to | mittee on the Judiciary a number of times, and we have had 
borrow a lot of money on a piece of property. There is no} hearings on it. The bill as it is presented to this House is in 
irreparable injury threatened because the man does not have | itself a new departure in practice in Federal ccurts, and I doubt 
to loan me the money, but he is willing to do it, if my title is | the wisdom of going any further than the bill provides. If it 
all right. I ought to be permitted to go into court and have that | is found to be advantageous in the settlement of controversies 


determined. where matters have been brought into the courts of the United 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has | States, it can be enlarged so that any party can take advan- 
expired ; tage of it. But now it provides that all interested parties must 


Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that be in accord and in agreement before advantage can be taken 
his t:me be extended for five minutes. of this provision of the law. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
There was no objection. yield? ee : 
Mr. GILBERT. Here is an actual controversy that occurred Mr. DY ER. Yes, ws 
in my State. .A party heavily indebted with numerous creditors Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Does the gentleman contend that 
found a company that was willing to loan the money. the bill as now written requires all interested parties to par 
The company was in doubt as to the title. It had none of the | Ueipate tn the request ? 


ordinary remedies provided by law because it had not even Mr. DYER. Yes; it so says on line 10 of page 1. 
gone into the transaction, but it was willing to go into the Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, It says “on request of interested 
transaction, and it was highly desirable to a great number of | P&rlies. 
creditors that an arrangement be made. The company merely || Mr. DYER. It says “the said court upon petition shall have 


came into court and filed its petition under a declaratory jurisdiction to declare rights and other legal relations on request 
judgment to find out what her interest in that title was, and | Of interested parties. 
the court having determined that the title was good. the com- | Mr. JOHNSON — Does the gentleman think that 
pany then loaned her the money; and in that way a lot would be sufficient to apply to all the parties? 
of people were saved and it protected everybody. Mr. RAMSEY ER. All interested purties must agree. Then 
Now, if you are going to make it dependent on the agree- | what is meant by the language on page 2, line 6, where it 
ment of everybody, you have practically destroyed the effect | S8#YS: 
of your legislation, because, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Virginia |Mr. Monracue], if they are all of them agree- 
able, they could probably agree without going into court. 
Mr. DENISON. Yes. That is what they ought to do. Would 
it not be better than to have to employ counsel and go into 
court? Would it be right for one party to have the right to | 
compel the others to go to that expense when no cause of action 
had yet arisen? | 
Mr. GILBERT. Yes. But courthouses ure not made for Mr. RAMSEYER. Then. in subsequent proceedings, you do 
people who can agree, but for people who can not agree. not need the consent of all the parties? 
Mr. DENISON. I understand that. — 2 Mr. DYER. No. I think the bill should be passed as it is 
Mr. O'BRIEN. Would it not be possible for one litigant to | presented, because I do not believe we should go wider afield 
secure long delays in the settlement of controversies by request than the bill provides. 
ang om Sutempretacton. of the contynets Mr. NEWTON. Might not a substitute be offered for the 
Mr. DENISON. I am sorry I did not understand the gentle- | amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Sropes] ? 
man, Mr. STOBBS. I will offer an amendment. 
Mr. O'BRIEN. I am a new Member and have not got the Mr. NEWTON. The gentleman's motion would preclude the 
acoustics of this building yet. I am asking whether or not, if | offering of any amendment whatever 


If the application be deemed sufficient, the court shall, on reasonable 
notice, r quire any adverse par y. whose rights have been adjudicated by 
the declaration, to show cause why further rellef should not be cranted 
forthwith. 


Mr. DYER. That is in case, Mr. Speaker, where the petition 
indicates whether a relief is necessary. But to get into court 
all interested parties must come in. This is for a subsequent 
proceeding. 


this is permitted and one of the parties can request the remedy Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw the motion if the 
herein offered, it might be used as a vehicle for long delays of | gentleman wishes to offer an amendment. 
litigation ; that is, putting off the evil day for settling the mat The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 





ters in controversy until certain matters should arise upon the | the gentleman from Minnesota for the purpose of offering an 
petition? amendment ? 

Mr. DENISON. I confess | have not had the experience in Mr. DYER. I do. 
this kind of procedure necessary to enable me to answer thet Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I offer my amendment at this 
question intelligently. time before the moving of the previous question. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think it is a matter that should be con- Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Speaker, I have sent to the Clerk’s desk 
sidered. I am very favorable to the declaratory judgments if | a substitute for the amendment offered by the geutleman from 


they are not used as a vehicle for delay. Massachusetts. 
Mr. DYER. I do not think it can be so used. It will be The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute offered 
adjudicated by the court, and it will only be by appeal. by the gentleman from Minnesota. 


Mr. O'BRIEN. It is declaratory of that question. I raise Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. The bill has 
the question—not a moot question, but I raise that question. ' not been read for amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. 
gentleman in charge on the floor yields for the purpose of per- 
mitting the gentleman from Minnesota to offer a substitute. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKBR. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. RAMSEYER. Are not two hours of debate provided for 

nder the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Not in the case of a bill on the House Cal 
endar, That is in the case of a bill on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. What time has been consumed? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri was entitled 


move 
for 


hour he could 
two gentlemen 


time during that 
prevyiou lle has yielded to 
the purpose of offering amendments. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Has the hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The hour is about to expire. 


to one hour, and at an 


question, 


gentle 


The 


man has moved the previous question, but has withheld it tem- 
porarily 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time may be extended 15 minutes. 

Mr. CE LLER Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have 1 minute, and .I move that the time be 
extended 16 minutes, 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Missouri can not hold his previous question. 

Mr. DYER. IL have withdrawn that. 

Mr. DOWELL. The previous question certainly can not be 
held by the gentleman from Missouri. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, as the Chair 
understood, withheld his motion for the previous question and 
now usks unanimous consent that his time be extended 15 


minutes 

Mr. CELLER 
that it be extended 16 minutes and that I be given 1 minute. 
will give the gentleman 1 minute out of the 15 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
ask 
Mr. DYER. 1 
minutes 
The SPEAKER Is there 
gentleman from Missouri? 
There was no objection. 


objection to the request of the 


Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in order that we may 
know the question to be talked about, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts and the substitute offered by the gentleman from Minne- 
SoOth be reported. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts and the substitute 
cifered thereto by the gentleman from Minnesota, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


.mendment offered by Mr. Srorss: Page 1, line 10, after the word 
“of,” insert the words “ any of the.” 

Amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. Newton: Page 1, line 
10, insert in lieu of the Stobbs amendment the words “all of the.” 


The SPEAKER 
for 15 minutes. 


The gentleman from Missouri is recognized 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr, RAMSEYER]. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 


I have listened carefully to everything that has been said on 
this bill. I am interested in improving our judicial procedure, 
implifying it. making it more easy to dispose of litigation and 
bringing about justice between parties that have controversies. 

Undoubtedly the members of the committee of the American 
Bar Association who wrote this bill knew what they were 
driving at when they presented this bill to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. After listening carefully to every speech here—and 
most of them were made by members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee—I think I state a fact when I state that no two members 
of the Judiciary Committee agree on the meaning of the bill. 

I think this bill should have further study and consideration 
by the Judiciary Committee, so that when it comes back the 
members of the Judiciary Committee can get up here, at least 
TWo 
[Laughter and applause.] I can not support a measure when 
not even two members of the committee can agree on its mean- 
ing. Unless somebody else does so, when the proper time comes 
I intend te make a motion to recommit this bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. A motion to strike out the enacting 
clause would be in order, but I do not want to kill this pro- 
posal. However, I think it should have further study from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and for that reason I shall 
move to recommit the bill at the proper time. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. Newron}. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Speaker, I agree substantially with the 
gentleman from Iowa, If there is anything that can be done 


of them together, and say that the bill means so and so. | ; ; : : 
| rogatories, with proper instructions by the court, whether a general 
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to simplify the proceedings in our courts and make the render- 
ing of justice more certain and speedy, I want to see it enacted, 
However, in our efforts to do so we ought to be very careful 
that we are doing that and not the reverse 

It seems to me to be perfectly clear, after glancing Over the 
hearings, that the witnesses disagreed on the language of tha 
bill. Mr. Henry W. Taft, a very eminent lawyer of New York, 
was of the opinion that the language made it coercive and that 
one party could bring all of the Other parties into court. Now, 
the opinion of Mr. McChesney, another witness, as was brought 
out by the gentleman from Illinois, was just the contrary. 


Mr. DENISON. Yes. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. NEWTON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman, 
Mr. DENISON. The testimony of Mr. Taft was given during 


a former Congress, and I do not know whether he was testify- 
ing about this bill or a bill that may have been different. 

Mr. NEWTON. That is not clear from the hearings, 

Mr. MONTAGUE. It is the same bill. 


Mr. NEWTON. Then that clears that point up. 
It seems to me we ought to at least make certain what is 
now uncertain. So the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Sroprs| has offered his amendment carrying out the idea that 
any party can bring in the interested parties, and the amend- 
ment I have offered strikes out “any of the parties ’’ and inserts 
in lieu thereof “ all of the parties.” 

It seems to me as long as this is new and rather noyel—at 
least it is that way to me—because we have no provision of the 
kind in my State—it seems to be in starting this in the Federal 
courts we could very well restrict it so that all the parties must 
come in before they can invoke the power of the courts to 
declare a judgment, 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NEWTON. Yes. 

Mr. DOWELL. In other words, the gentleman’s amendment 
will give the court the right to arbitrate the matter when they 
come before it prior to any litigation that may be brought. 

Mr. NEWTON. That is approximately correct; and it seems 
to me that is as far as we should go. 

Mr. DOWELL, I think the gentleman’s amendment would be 
perfectly safe, but 1 think the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Sropss] might be a very danger- 
ous one, 

Mr. NEWTON. Furthermore, in line 9 of the bill they have 
jurisdiction to declare “rights” and “other legal relations.” 
This is a phrase that may mean a whole lot or it may mean 
very little. Some of us are rather fearful as to just what may 
be contained within that phrase, as it will be construed by the 
courts. It again illustrates the necessity of restricting rather 
than increasing the jurisdiction, 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CEeELLER]. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, so that the House might more 
clearly understand this bill, I restate it: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Judicial Code approved March 3, 1911, 
is hereby amended by adding after section 274C thereof a new section to 
be numbered 274D, as follows: 

“See. 274D. (1) In actual controversy in which, if suits 
were brought, the courts of the United States would have jurisdiction, 
the said courts upon petition shall have jurisdiction to declare rights 
and other legal relations request of interested parties for such 
declarations whether or not further relief is or could be prayed, and 
such declarations shall have the force of final decree and be reviewable 
as such, 

“(2) Further relief based 
whenever necessary or proper 


cases of 


on 


on declaratory decree may be granted 
The application shall be by petition to a 
court having jurisdiction to grant the relief. If the application be 
deemed sufficient, the court shall, on reasonable notice, require any 
adverse party whose rights have been adjudicated by the declaration 
to show cause why further relief should not be granted forthwith. 

“(8) When a declaration of right or the granting of further relief 
based thereon shall involve the determination of issues of fact triable 
by a jury, such issues may be submitted to a jury in the form of inter- 


verdict be required or not. 
“(4) The Supreme Court may adopt rules for the better enforcement 
and regulation of this provision.” 


A enters into a contract with B for the manufacture of a 
thousand tables at a certain price. Before A buys the material 
a controversy ensues as to whether or not the wood to be used 
is to be oak or cedar, A says it is oak. B says it is cedar. 
The contract itself is not clear. Undér our present system, A 
would make up the tables of oak and take his chances upon 
a recovery for the price of same in a lawsuit after B had 
rejected them. The judgment of the court might be adverse 
contract to mean cedar 


to A in that the court construed the 
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tables. A thus stands a great loss. He has a thousand unsold 
tables on his hand if they a unusual or unique tables, he 
may never sell them 

How much better it would have been if A could come into 
court at the threshold of the dispute. before he bought all of 
the wood, and asked the court to declare a judgment that the 
eontract meant etthe cedar or oak. That decision would 
be a declaratory judgment 

A and B, as owners, enter into an agreement to make a min 
eral lease with C as tenant Subsequently it is claimed that 
A has only a life interest in the property and is not able to 
make or become a party to th ease. C wants the lease If 
he takes it, he does so at his peril, because A might die during 


1 


and h 
into 


the 


could vi) 


term of 
t:¢ 


might 
a declarative judg 


at law 
procure 


the 
tion 


iease rs raise objec 


‘ourt 


and 


ment he would be taking no chances. The court would first 
determine the respective rights of the parties and would 


declare a life tenant or owner in fee. 

The above-stated are the 
in the supreme court of Pennsylvania, 
holding the Pennsylvania declaratory 
268 ) 


exact facts in the Karihet 
September 23, 1925 


aut), me 
judgement statute 


facts ease 


In 


cousti- 





tutional (131 Atlantic Rep the court in the Kariher case 
said: 

The distinctive characteristic « t declarato uder t is it 
the declaration stands by itself; that is to say, no executory | s 
follow is of course Ag 1 order to obtain a declaration, i 
not required that ar 9ctual wrong should hav been done, such ~ 
would give rise to a iction for damages, and wrong need i 
diately t itened, s s would the proper sis for an injunction 
In other words, a S f ion in the s n which that te 
is ordinarily usec s not essential to tl ssumption of jurisdiction 
this form of procedure It i pon these characteristics of the d ra 
tory judgment th the chief constitutior attacks have been based 
its rights and obligations ntemplated by the act represents the exe 
cise of a nonjudicial duty, which the legislature can not place on the 
courts, and that, since such declarations do not necessarily include the 
ri to execution, they are not judgments at all, but represent the 
mere giving of advice, rather than the adjudication of controversies, 

And then it goes on to say: 

In considering these contentions, it may first be noted that th 
are many judgments under present forms which do not include { 
right to execution, except possibly for costs; and the present declara 
tory judgment practice involves an award as to costs (see sec. 10 of 
the act); moreover, under the act betor us (se SS). execution < 
“further relief,” based on a declaratory judgment, may be had where 
appropriate and allowed by the court. Next, it may be noted that, 
since the numerous jurisdictions enjoying this practice all hold that a 
real controversy Dust exXtst, that moot cases will not be considered, and 
that declaratory judgments are res judicata of the points involved, 


such judgments can not prope held merely advisory. 


For many years the New York practice permitted executors 
or trustees under wills to go before surrogates to have wills or 
trusts interpreted. An executor doubtful of his rights or duties 
under a dubious clause or Clauses of a will can ask the surro- 
gate to “declare” the exact meaning of the clause or clauses 
in questions so that those rights or duties might be made clear. 
Otherwise he would take his chances and proceed in the dark 
and risk an attack upon his accounting. In other words, after 
the damage has been done an action would lie by the heirs or 
beneficiaries against him by taking exceptions to his acts upon 
the accounting. That is avoided by the declaratory judgment 
which the executor may invoke to avoid subsequeut mistakes 
and difficulties. 

Declaratory judgment enables persons in advance of subject- 
ing themselves to a suit for damages to determins iiiey 
ought to do. The same protection afforded the trustee under 
a will should be accorded the manufacturer or business man. 

Prof. Edwin Borchard. Yale University School of Law, has 
given concrete definition of declaratory judgment: 


rly be 


What 


The declaratory judgment, it will be recalled, enables parties who are 
uncertain of their legal rights, and are pecuniarily or otherwise prej 
udiced by actual or potential adverse claims by others, to invoke the 
aid of the courts for the determination of their rights before an injury 


has been done, 


It is as a measure of preventive justice that the declaratory 


judgment has its greatest efficacy. It designed to give the 
parties opportunity to ascertain and determine their legal rela 


is 
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tions and to ct accordingly, and thus avoid future trouble and | 





litigation. Security thus takes the place of uncertainty. Of 
course, the court must be convinced that its judgment will serve 
a useful and practical purpose in quieting or making certain 


disputed jural relations either as to present or future obliga- 
The instant bill provides that there must be real issues 
There must be actual controversy. 


tions. 


The question must not be 
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moot or hypothetical. The bill p les that the Supreme Court 
navy adopt rules and regulations. Such rules would probably 
include the requirement of affidavits d proof that the parties 
re acting in good faith ar tirat there is an actual dispute. 
The practice of declaratory judgment has be 1 common 
ie in Eure for many years. I heritage Roman 





aw and prevails in most South Ameri t mn) 
Scots have used it for more th four centuries It has been 
universally used in England for 40 ye 1 has be adopted 
in some 20 of our Stat The State of New Y recently 
revised its code of civil proce lure and ninugurated nany Tr 
forms. Among others it provided for the reform of declaratory 
judgment It ought to be made part of the Federal system of 
just e 

Industrial and social relations in this country are becoming 
more intricate, complex, and diversified. Our judicial system 
must expand with these changes. These various relationships 
nh industry. commerce, and social endeavor give rise to many 


wrongs. There should be a corresponding increase of judicial 
remecd The remedy of declaratory judgment should be added 
) existing remedies It will be universally acclaimed by the 
bar. American Bar Association as well as the National Con 
ference of Commissions on Uniform State Laws have approved. 
In our Federal system the procedure of declaratory jude 
ment would be widely used. In countries where it obtains it is 
frequently made use of 
thu mants to a right of way, to subterranean support of irface 
» the use of ft foresh« d to peded Ww t 
av Z decl a y ons to maifirm thelr ims 0 t 
) ind, th \ nd ha t i 
to ¢t eff hat def lat dt ri if way, no right 
) lege to run their rain water on plaintiff's land, or end 
ewig t gh plaintiffs sews ho easement f r no 
‘ i Vel lai fs jand 
Oo i s of title to personal property may likewi | tried by 
i ¥y action ither in affirmative or in the nega e form 
r during the present war the British Admiralty has frequently requi 
ships under charter, and the question as to the resy ive right 
vner and charterer to the compensation due has been settled by 
le r ry action between the two claimants Conflicting questions of 
title t rtain funds as between private individual r between priva 
dividuals and the Government r of title to specifi chattel may 
e determined by declaratory judgment Questions of priority of dif 
ferent classes of creditors, e. g., mortgages and material men of a 
ship, and adverse questions of title to choses in action, have also 
been determined by this procedur Declaratory actions have been 
brought to try the title to such authorized monopolies patent, copy- 


right or trade-mark privileges, and other franchises 


The bill was presented by the Judiciary Committee, but only 
in consideration that the bill be amended so that any one of the 
interested parties shall have the right to invoke the court's aid. 
As it now reads, all the interested parties must first agree to 
have the court declare the judgment. The provision should 
not be merely voluntary upon consent of all parties. It 
should be coercive. If one party wants a declaratory judg- 
ment, he shall have it. He summons the other party or parties 
in the ordinary of action at law or in equity. As, 
particularly in equity cases, any interested party may be plain- 
tiff and then the court has the right to bring all parties in, so 
in the declaratory judgment procedure anyone may sue and ask 
the court to bring all other interested parties in. Unless there 
is this coercion the declaratory judgment will lose most of its 
effectiveness and its use would be very limited. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker. I move the previous question on 
the bill and all amendments thereto. 
The previous question was ordered 
The SPEAKER. The stion is 
the gentleman from Minnesota 
The substitute amendment \ 
The SPEAKER. 
gentleman from Massachusetts 

The amendment, as modified by 

The bill was ordered to 
and was read the third time 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, | 
commit 

The SPEAKER. 
offers a motion to recommit. 
is opposed to the bill? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I am. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. RAMSEYER 
Judiciary. 


as cause 


que on the substitute offered 
by 
as agreed to 

The question is on the amendment of the 
as modified by substitute 
the substitute, was agreed to. 


and a third time, 


the 


read 


be engrossed 


offer a motion to re- 


The gentleman from Iowa |Mr. RAMSEyER] 
The Chair assumes the gentleman 


moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit 
of the gentleman from Lowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Dyer) there Were—ayes 51, noes 32. 

So the motion to recommit the bill was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
Mr. DYER. My. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8229) for 
the appointment of an additional cireuit judge for the sixth 


judicial circuit. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be in the sixth circuit 
four circu judges, to be appointed and to have the powers, salary, 
and du prescribed in section 118 of the Judicial Code, as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
COURT 


R. 8725) to 


SALARY OF MARSHAL OF THE SUPREME 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. 
amend section 224 of the Judicial Code. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 224 of the Judicial Code be, and it is 


hereby, amended to read as follows: 

‘See, 224. The pay of the marshal and that of the assistants and 
other employees appointed by him, with the approval of the Chief Jus- 
tice, shall be fixed by the court. He shall attend the court at its ses- 
sions; shall serve and execute all process and orders issuing from it, or 


made by the Chief Justice or an Associate Justice in pursuance of law; 
and shall take charge of all property of the United States used by the 
eourt or With the approval of the Chief Justice he may 
appoint assistants and messengers to attend court.” 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That section 224 of the Judicial Code be, and it is hereby, amended 

to read as follows: 
224. The marshal is entitled to receive a salary of not to 
exceed $6,000 per annum, payable monthly, the same to be fixed by 
the court He shall attend the court at its sessions; shali serve and 
execute all process and orders issuing from it, or made by the Chief 
Justice or an Associate Justice in pursuance of law; and shall take 
charge of all property of the United States used by the court or its 
members. With the approval of the Chief Justice he may appoint 
assistants and messengers to attend the court, with the compensation 
allowed to officers of the House of Representatives of similar grade.’” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield me 
five minutes? 

Mr. DYER, I 
Michigan. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed out of order. Is there objection? 

Phere was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, we have just prior to this bill 
passed a very important and very desirable bill adding an addi- 
tional judge to the sixth judicial circuit, which includes the 
State of Michigan. 

Within a few months we have passed legislation adding an 
additional judge to the eastern circuit. of Michigan, including 
the city of Detroit. The Attorney General, in charge of law- 
enforcement activities of the country, is represented in that 
eastern district by the United States district attorney. It may 


its members, 


Sec. 


yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
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district attorney for the eastern district of Michigan is of very 

great importance, as it requires three Federal judges. 
Notwithstanding that, when Delos S. Smith resigned as 
United States district attorney a year ago—as I recall, he 
resigned in December, his resignation to be effective February 
1, 1927—from the time his resignation became effective until 
now no regular appointment of a United States district attor- 
ney has been made to take his place. For a long time the 
office was without any actual head, and the business of the 
States Government centering in that office was neces- 
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United 
sarily neglected. 

A few weeks ago, about the 1st of December, as I recall. the 
Federal judges in that district were so disturbed by the condi- 
tions that had come into being, by the failure to make an 
appointment, that the court acting under the law made a tem- 
porary appointment of a United States district attorney. They 
selected Mr, O, L. Smith, very well fitted for the position, and if 
he were acting under a regular appointment with some assur- 
ance as to the continuity of his authority it would be an 
excellent appointment. But acting under an appointment that 
necessarily must be temporary, made by the judges, without 
confirmation by the Senate as is necessary in a regular appoint- 
ment, the situation is anomalous and undesirable. 

So there is no one regularly appointed to administer that 
oflice. There is a great amount of business which is suffering 
by reason of the failure to make the appointment. Factional 
controversies should not be permitted to hamper expeditious and 
effective performance of the public business in that highly 
important office. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Can the gentleman tell us if he 
knows the reason of the failure to make an appointment? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I ean only give my opinion as to that, 
There is factional politics more or less prevalent in Michigan as 
in Virginia and certain other States. I sometimes congratulate 
myself that 1 am in Congress but not in politics. Certainly 
I am not a party to any of the factionalism that is in my 
judgment responsible for the breaking down of the administra- 
tion of Federal justice in Michigan. 

The State of Michigan has one United States Senator who is 
a Republican, and with him I have not affiliated politically in 
such degree as to inspire my making this statement on his 
account. But under the practice that is followed as to Federal 
appointments in Michigan his recommendation, if a good recom- 
mendation, ought to be followed by the Department of Justice, 
and if his recommendation is not good some statement by the 
department ought to be made and some definite position ought 
to be taken by the Department of Justice. 

I have expressed to the Department of Justice twice within 
the last six weeks the views I am now expressing and perhaps 
more frankly than would be proper to do here. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Couzens] in my judgment is 
quite to be relied upon to make a proper recommendation, and I 
believe he has done so, I believe that he will recommend only a 
man whom he feels is competent to administer the office and 
whose attitude toward enforcement of the law is such as to insure 
proper administration of the office. I have never discussed this 
matter with him. I speak only from general knowledge that 
comes from a yariety of sources when I say that as I understand 
it he long ago made a recommendation which has neither been 
accepted nor refused. There is some talk to the effect that the 
gentleman who now occupies the office under the extraordinary 
appointment, which is at best of a temporary nature, might be 
prevailed upon to accept the regular appointment, but that 
the conditions are not right to bring that about. I do not 
know personally the man who has been recommended by the 
Senator. I have no eandidate in whom I am interested, but 
as a citizen of the State of Michigan I am interested in the 
enforcement of the laws of the United States in the Federal 
eourts of Michigan, and that can not be had while the office of 
the United States district attorney is without a responsible and 
permanent head. I hope that factionalism will not longer be 
permitted to interfere with such an appointment. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will 
yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. It is the duty of the President of 
the United States to make this appointment, is it not? 

Mr. CRAMTON. The President of the United States is the 
Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy, and has a 
great many other things to do. I assume that he can not give 
his personal attention to all of these things. There is no occa- 
sion for the gentleman from Texas to try to make political 


the gentleman 


be appreciated, therefore, that the business of the United States | capital out of this. 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. But the gentleman himself said 
politics had to do with this matter 

Mr. CRAMTON.§ And the gentleman 
affect party results in Michigan or can 
next presidential election. There 
factional politics within the party in Michigan at present, and 
I speak simply in the interest of administration. and 
frankly call attention to the situation in the hope that publicity 
inay help to relieve if 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, 
hility where it belongs, and 
f the United States, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Which, of course, is not true. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Michigan suggested, I think, that one duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States which might interfere with his con- 
sideration is that he Commander in 


th 


Texas 
uuy 


from can not 
not in way affect 
is attempt to plas 


the an 


rood 


We 
that 


may as well lay the responsi- 


the door of the President 


is at 


of this appointmeit 
Chief of the Army and Navy, and I am wondering if the Presi- 
dent is so interested in Nicaraguan affairs that he can not take 
time to appoint a district attorney in Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 


is 


by the gentleman from Missouri. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the Dill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


STENOGRAPHERS IN UNITED STATES COURTS 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9024, to 
authorize the appointment of stenographers in the courts of 
the United States and to fix their duties and compensations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri calls up the 
bill H. R. 9024. This bill is on the Union Calendar. The 
House will automatically resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Cramton] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill, H. R. 9024, with the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. Cramton] in the chair. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the district 
district shall for the of 
proceedings therein, appoint 
the 
ficial reporters of 
of the 
Such 
all 


upon 


of the United 


the testimony 


court 
perpetuating 
competent 
require, 


States in 
and 


re 


each purpose 


ohne or ioe 


be dk 


nid court 


stenographic 
shall be known 
hold office during 
the 
from 


porters business 


the 


pleasure 


as to me mia who 
who shall 
them, of 
he appointed 


the 
the court or the request 


as and 
the 
said judges’ 


shall attend 
and shall 


judges appointing ol successors of 


reporters as time 
of or 
the direction of 
in any civil or criminal action or proceeding take 
testimony and all | had the trial 
the arguments of shall, when directed | the court or a 
party to the proceedings, transcribe the same within such time the 
court may designate and preserve the original stenographic notes for a 
period of not less than five 


may time 
district courts, 
of either party 
shorthand the 
hearing, except 


to 


sessions hearings before said 


in 


proceedings upon or 


counsel, and y 


as 


year's 


Sec. 2. Such reporters before entering upon the duties of the office 
shall be sworn to the faithful performance thereof. 

Sec. 3. The transcript of the testimony and proceedings in any case 
when duly certified by such reporters shall be deemed prima facie a 
correct statement of such testimony and proceedings. 

Sec. 4. The compensation of such stenographers for services and 
transcripts and their duties, and the rules and regulations relating 


thereto, shall be prescribed by rules to be adopted by the district court 
iu each district. The compensation shall not exceed such as is now or 
may be hereafter provided by law in the State courts in the State in 
which such district court held, if such law there be. Such compen- 
sition for services shall be paid to the stenographers herein authorized 
in the same manner as the salaries of the judicial office are paid. The 
fees to be paid to such stenographers by the parties to actions or pro 
ceedings in said courts shall be prescribed by rules to be adopted by said 


1s 


court in each district. They shall not exceed such as are now or may 
be hereafter required to be paid to the State stenographers in the 
respective States in which said district courts are held, if any such 
there be. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the gentleman 


from Texas |Mr. SumMNeRrsS| if he desires to control some time’? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, some requests for 
time on this side have been made. 
Mr. DYER. Then. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman 
from Texas will control one hour and I will control one hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule. the time is to be divided 


between those in favor of the bill and those opposed it it. 
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that 
control 


DYER. Mr. Chairman, I 
the gentleman from Texas control 
one hour; and I give notice now that I intend yield to 
those in favor of the bill as well to who are opposed 
to it, on this side of the aisle, and I take it that the gentleman 
from Texas will do the same on his side 


ask unanimous « 
one hour and that I 


onsent 


to 


as those 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the time for general debate upon the bill be 
divided equally between himself and the gentleman from Texas. 
Is there objection ‘ 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
are we going .« have two hours’ debate on this little bill? 

Mr. DYER. The request does not necessarily mean that. 


Debate can not go beyond two hours. 


The CHAIRMAN The rule limits the debate to two hours, 
and the request of the gentleman is that debate on the bill 
shall be controlled one-half by the gentleman from Texas aud 
one-half by himself. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDWARDS. I understand the request, and I have no 
objection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is for the purpose of 


providing stenographers for the courts of the United States, 
which they have not heretofore had and of which there is yery 
great need. The bill is-very simple and conforms to the prac- 
tice in the various States in respect to salaries and fees. 

I yield 15 minutes the gentleman from New York 
LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA Mr. Chairman, I 
to just one feature of this bill. 
opposition to the appointment 
courts. In some instances 


to 


{ Mr. 


shall limit my remarks 
1 do not believe there is any 
of stenographers in Federal 
hardship has resulted from the 
lack of such stenographers. I know of a not very long 
ago where a resident of New York was concerned in a case 
tried in Rhode Island; and the witnesses were brought there, 
and it was a rather important case to this man; and the case 
had to go over because there was ho stenographer available 


Case 


What I am interested in is the method of appointment of 
these stenographers, I have a very strong letter here from 
the Civil Service Commission, and I shall put the whole of it 
in the Recorp. Mr. Chairman, I make that request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The amendment which I shall offer will 


simply provide that the appointments shall in 
with the civil-service rules and regulations 

Now, it has been argued that these stenographers 
hold office during the pleasure of the judges. I 
out the fact that my amendment not disturb that in the 
slightest degree. The commission suggests this amendment in 
preference to the requirement that appointments be made from 
eligible registers established by the commission or through 
examination, for the reason that such requirements may be 
restrictive, in that it may interpret it to mewn that a 
position could not be filled by the transfer of a classified 
employee from another branch of the service or the reinstate- 
ment of a classified employee. 

Mr. WELLER. Are not these stenographers who are now 
tuking testimony in the courts appointed by the judges? Do 
they not take an examination under the civil service? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. They will be appointed under the rules 
that the Civil Service Commission may establish in this case. 
They haye to qualify before the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. WELLER. Would it not take away from the judges the 
appointments already made of these men and put them into the 
hands of the Civil Service Commission? of them have 
been doing faithful work for many years. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In that case they would have no trouble 
in qualifying under my amendment at all. When this matter 
was before the committee in the Sixty-first Congress the present 


be accordance 


shonid 
want to point 
does 


too 


Some 


Chief Justice was President of the United States; and Mr. 
Taft said: 

I am decidedly in favor of the merit system and the classified civil 
service for shorthand reporters in all courts I do not know of 
any branch or any profession to which civil service is so admirably 
applicable as it is to the profession of court reporter, and you can 
use my name in support of such a proposition. You can not put my 


views too strongly on this subject. 
Former President Wilson said: 
I entirely favor civil service appointment for 
I do not how fail to 
in this field a 


stenographie reporters. 


see the principle can be as the best 


in others. 


re ‘oonized 





ree ipeiaetrles 
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Hon. George W. Wickersham, ex-Attorney General of 
United States: 


the 


I am strongly of the opinion that the official system of reporting 
should prevail “in the Federal courts. I think a higher standard of 
work can be procured from men who have passed the civil service 


examinations and who have been appointed by the merit system, and 
not through personal or political influence My own experience with 
the civil service system while in public office satisfies me that, properly 
administered, it constitutes a great improvement in the efficiency of 
all branches of the Government. 


Hion. Charles J. Bonaparte, ex-Attorney General of the United 
States: 


I think all court stenographers should be selected by competitive 


examination and included in the classified service. ‘Their duties are 
very important and responsible, and it is a matter of great conse- 
quence that they should be persons of great skill and experience, as 
well as of probity and good standing. I am always in favor of every 
judicious change in the law which reduces the number of positions 
bestowed through influence of favoritism and increases the number 


filled by reason of merit and fitness, ascertained by fair competition. 


Hion. Frederick W. Lehmann, former Solicitor General of the 
United States and more recently one of the Mexican peace com- 
missioners appointed by President Wilson: 


I think reporting in the Federal courts-should be done by official 
stenovraphers, I see no reason why they should not be appointed and 
be subject to removal by the courts in which they officiate. Appoint- 


ments should be made for meritorious reasons and removals only for 


good cause 
Judge John of the United States district court at 


Rollstab, 
Trenton, N. J.: 


I hope the day is not far off when we will have official stenographers 


in the Federal courts. I am strongly in favor of putting them under 


the civil service, 


Judge Charles E. Wolverton, of the United States district court 
at Portland, Oreg.: 

I am heartily in favor of placing stenographers in the Federal courts 
under the civil service. I think it would give better stenographic serv- 
ice, would be just to the stenographer, and give him something of per- 


manency on the position. 


Judge A. S. Sanborn, of the United States district court at 


Madison, Wis.: 
I favor the plan to put Federal court stenographers under the civil 
service, chiefly for the reason that it will prevent the stenographers 


from losing thelr places on a change of the judge. While the position 
is a confidential one which many judges would prefer to fill on their 
own choice alone, I think the benefits of the civil service and of secur- 
ity of employment, not only to the employee but to the employer, far 
outweigh other considerations. 


Hon. Alton B. Parker, formerly chief justice of the Court of 
Appeals of New York State: 

There can be no doubt whatever of the wisdom and of the necessity 
of requiring all stenographers in the courts to pass civil-service tests. 
I am in favor of the proposed plan. 


Hon. H. Snowden Marshall, former United States 
attorney for the southern district of New York: 


district 


The present happy-go-lucky system in respect of reporting in the 
Federal courts can not last much longer, and if a law could be passed 
placing stenographers in these courts under the civil service, I think it 
would be a decided improvement. This highly {mportant work should 
be put upon a more substantial and permanent basis, I think the civil 
service would be a solution of the problem, 

Judge Edward T. Sanford, of the United States district court 
at Knoxville, Tenn.;: 


I think it would be an excellent plan to place stenographers in the 
Federal under the civil service. It would secure well-trained, 
efficient, and disinterested men to report the proceedings. 


Judge Thomas I, Chatfield, of the United States district court 
at Brooklyn, N. Y.: 

rhe appointment of official stenographers in the Federal courts upon 
a salary basis will, I think, prove a great relief to litigants who can 
ill afford the expense of taking testimony, where an appeal is not de- 
sired, and is seemingly one of the proper and necessary means of main- 
taining satisfactory procedure in court. I think the advantages will 
more than justify the increased expenditure. 

Judge Julius M. Mayer, of the United States district court at 
New York, and formerly attorney general of the State of New 
York : 


courts 
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If appointments of official stenographers in the Federal courts are to 
be made, they should be made by the judges from eligible lists prepared 
by the United States Civil Service Commission. 


Judge James BE. Boyd, of the United States district court at 
Greensboro, N. C.: 


I am of the firm conviction that Congress should enact legislation 
providing for official stenographers in the Federal courts in all cases, 
and that appointments to the positions thus created should be made 
after a thorough examination shows the appointees to possess the re- 
quisite qualifications. I hope the National Shorthand Reporters’ Asso- 
ciation will use its influence to bring about the legislation I suggest, 

Hon. Francis Lynde Stetson, a distinguished lawyer of New 
York, who has had wide practice in the Federal courts: 

I am heartily in favor of the extension of the civil service to cover 
the position of the stenographer in the Federal courts. 


Judge John B. McPherson, of United States 
appeals at Philadelphia : 


the court of 


I am in favor of having official stenographers in the Federal couris. 


Hon. Samuel H. Ordway, a well-known lawyer of New York 
and president of the National Civil Service Reform League: 

The establishment of the official system of reporting in the Federal 
would be a desirable and useful reform. The convenience of 
judges, lawyers, and litigants and the administration of justice gen- 
erally would be promoted by the adoption of a system which will result 
in securing the most efficient and capable stenographers, unaffected by 
personal or political considerations. 

It is generally admitted that the supreme court in the State of New 
York has most efficient stenographers, all of whom were appointed as 
the result of a very severe competitive examination. This scheme has 
worked well and is approved by everyone. It ought to be extended to 
the Federal courts. 

I think it may fairly be asseried that the stenographic work done 
in our State courts is of a higher quality than in the Federal courts. 
Many persons feel that the abolition of the fee system in public offices 
results in a higher type of public service, and while such a change 
would undoubtedly add to the expense of maintaining and administer- 
ing the Federal courts, I think it is conceded generally that the addi- 
tional expense would be more than justified by the results. 

Hon. Kenesaw M. Landis, the distinguished judge of 
United States district court at Chicago: 

Although I have not given much thought to the subject, I can see no 
objection to the plan of placing stenographers in the Federal courts 


courts 


the 


under the civil service. 
Judge James L. Martin, of the United States district court 
at Brattleboro, Vt.: ° 


Federal court reporters should by all means be put under the civil 
service. 

Judge George W. Ray, of the United States district court at 
Norwich, N. Y.: 

If the Congress makes a law providing for official stenographers in the 
Federal courts, they should be placed under the civil service, 

Indge John C. Rose, of the United States district court at 
Baltimore, Md.: 

I think it would be the part of wisdom to put Federal court stenogra- 
phers under the civil service. The less judges have to do with matters of 
patronage the better for all concerned, 


Judge Frank S. Dietrich, of the United States district court at 
Boise, Idaho: 


I think the plan to place stenographers in the Federal courts under 
the civil service would be entirely practicable and desirable in cases where 
the stenographer acts exclusively as a court official. 


Judge Benjamin F. Keiler, of the United States district court 
at Charleston, W. Va.: 


I am most heartily and emphatically in favor of the civil service as 
applied to stenographers in the Federal courts. I am a firm believer in 
the practical utility of the civil service and should be most happy to 
have the aid of the United States Civil Service Commission in the selee- 
tion of a stenographer for my court. 

Of course, I am most immediately concerned in the still unsettled ques- 
tion as to whether we shall have an official stenographer at all (a con- 
summation devoutly to be wished), but assuming that the bill becomes a 
law, I should hail as an added biecssing the certification of fitness by the 
Civil Service Commission, 


Mr. WELLER. Does President Wilson there refer to ste- 
nographers or to court reporters? 
Mr. LaGUARDIA. To stenographic reporters. 
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Mr 
raphers in an office 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The 
the Civil Service Commission refer t 


WELLER. They might be court reporters or stenog- 


we 


I have received trom 
0 stenographers 


extracts that 


Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman. will the gentleman yield 
there’ 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes 


Mr. BURTNESS. Does the gentleman think the Civil Service 
Commission will successful in selecting court re 
porters as they were in furnishing candidates for prohibition 
enforcement officers *? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Has the gentleman any doubt about that’ 

Mr. BURTNESS. I think the courts and district judges are 
familiar with the ability of stenographers and reporters in thei 


be as good 


territory, and they can exercise bettter judgment than can the | 


commission by holding some sort of technical examination which 
includes a lot of foolish questions 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let auswer the gentleman's question. 
It does not at all follow the Civil Service Commission will 


Ine 


that 


require an examination. They may require merely the sub 
mission of certain evidence respecting past experience and 
ability, and then the-choosing of stenographers for the courts is 
entirely with the judges. The commission will submit three | 
names. If the judges do not like the three names, they will 
submit three more; and if the judges do not like those three 
additional names will be submitted; and the selection is left 


entirely with the judges, and it gives everyone an equal chance 

Now, in reply to the gentleman's second statement, I went 
down to the Civil Service Commission and 1 looked at these 
papers which were used in the civil-service examination 
prohibition officers, and if anyone is so dull that he could not 
answer those simple questions, I do not believe he has any kick 
coming if he was not declared qualitied. 
tleman that 50 per cent of the papers had the answers there 
They have five answers, one correct and four incorrect, and ail 
the cundidate had to do was to write down the number of the 
correct answer; and I can not imagine any intelligence test that 


for 
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Mr. STEVENSON I want to know that befure I vote for 
the gentleman’s amendment 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. J can answer that rhis is a communi- 
| cation from the Civil Service Commission: 
rhe commission, however, desi call your attention to req 
} ments of the removal rule An appointing officer is permitted to remove 
y lassified emplovee for such iuse as will promote the efficiency of 
service, but reasons in writing must be given the cmployee, and he 
is given sufficient time to make a reply in writing No trial or hearing 
is n sary unless the removing officer desires it Contrary to general 
pinion, th ommissiot as thority investigate a case of re 
val unless it is alleged with off of proof that the removal! is made 
political or religious reasons or the employee was not furnished in 
writing reusous for his moval 
Mr. STEVENSON. Then, if a man were contentious he 





1 will say to the gen- | 


would be better adapted to testing the intelligence of «a human | 


being than those questions which the gentleman referred to. 

I went there believing that, perhaps, it was a very difficult 
and tricky examination, but it was not. It was not tricky; it 
Was not difficult: it Was simply the test of a mediocre, ordinary 
intelligence of a grammar-school boy and nothing else. 

Mr. BURTNESS. The gentleman referred to the fact that an 
eligible register was to be furnished. Can the gentleman tell 
us whether, if his amendment should be adopted, that eligible 
register would consist of the names of those from the State or 
general community in which the vacancy exists, or would it be 
a register giving eligibles that might have qualified anywhere 
in the country? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, if you did that I can readily 
understand, upon an intelligence test, where New York would 


have an edge. I can very well understand that, but I do not 
think that will be the case. 
Mr. BURTNESS. If that should be true in New York with 


respect to court reporters, would it be true in New York with 
respect to prohibition agents? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I give way to North Dukota on that, but 
I believe the Civil Service Commission would classify these 
men according to judicial districts. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Does the gentleman’s amendment contain 
that sort of a suggestion ? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No: my amendment simply provides that 
these appointments shall be made in accordance with civil- 
service regulations. I want to point out, in anticipation of an 
objection that may be raised, that my amendment does not 
require that a stenographer not satisfactory to a judge should 
be put on trial. I do not interfere with the privilege of removal 
by the judges. 

Mr, STEVENSON. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question 
with reference to that very point. When a man acquires a 
civil-service status and is appointed to a position under the 
civil service, there would isve to be certain procedure to get 
clear of him. Now, a stenographer may be absolutely competent 
so far as taking testimony is concerned, but temperamentally 
he may be such that he might become objectionable both to the 
bar and the judge, not because of any infirmity you can lay 
your hand on, but because of his general demeanor. Does not 
the gentleman think the judge ought to have the right to remove 
him at any time? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. He has. Let 
Service Commission says about that. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Yes. 


me read what the Civil 





could file a claim with the Civil Service Commission to the effect 
that he had been improperly removed and ask for a hearing? 


Mr. LAGUARDIA No. The communication goes on to an- 
swer that, 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is what they say; but I want to 
know the law of the case, and what the gentleman has already 


read suggests to me that there could be a trial. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. They are bound by what they say 

It will be seen that there is no rule which requires the retention of 
in inefficient employee. This is called to your attention not with a 
view to having the cause relating to removal inserted unless you believe 
such action advisable, but for your information. 

I do not believe there is any doubt about that. I will say 


to the gentleman from South Carolina that no one has been a 
stauncher supporter of proper appointments under civil-service 
rules than has the gentleman, because he has had some pretty 
sad experiences in his State. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have tried to regulate some of them; 
but as to this proposition, the other question I want to ask the 
gentleman is this: There is a provision in the bill to the effect 
that the salaries shall not exceed the salaries paid to State 
stenographers. Does not the gentleman think it would be better 
for us to fix the salaries so that the salaries may be uniform all 
over the United States? What is the sense of having a polyglot 
system like that, where one State may pay $2,000, another 
$3,000, and another $2,500? If we fix the salaries in the bill 
then the men who are appointed will get the same salaries, 
whether they are from South Carolina, New York, or Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think the chairman of the committee 
will answer that fully: but the answer is this: You can not pay 
a court stenographer who sits every day of the year from morn- 
ing until night, because the court is in session every day, the 
same Salary that you would pay a man in a jurisdiction where 
the court sits at stated times. That is the difference. If the 
gentleman wants to make a uniform scale of salaries for this 
work, of course he can do so, but there is no comparison in 
the various jurisdictions. You take the southern and eastern 
districts of New York. ‘There we have five or six parts going 
every day, and the stenographers are working every day, while 
in another part the court holds terms at stated times, and during 
the rest of the time the stenographer is not engaged at all. 

Mr. McSWAIN. In order that we may understand exactly 
what we are providing for, is it the gentleman’s understanding 
of the provision that is written at the bottom of page 2 and 
the top of page 3 that if this should become a law the stenog 
raphers would receive the flat sulary or per diem that pro- 
vided by the various States, to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, and that, in addition thereto, these stenog- 


is 


raphers might charge the parties to the action fees for the 
services rendered in the particular cases? Is that the con 
templation of the committee as expressed by the languige 
employed here? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is the practice in courts when the 


parties to litigation want the minutes to pay so much a folio 
for them. Even in our State courts, where the stenographers 
are paid very handsomely, when we order the minutes written 
up we have to pay for them. 

Mr. McSWAIN. But this does not say fees for transcribing 
testimony. This says “ fees,” and there would be no limitation 
upon the fees. The judge could very easily say,“ Now, gen 
tlemen, if you wish this stenographer to operate in this case 
you must put up $25 as a cash deposit on each side.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not think that is intended at all. 
The following letter came to me from the United Stites Civil 
Service Commission : 
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UNITED Srates Civin Servick COMMISSION, 


Washington, D. C., January 16, 1928, 


Hon, Fiorngitro H. LaGvaropia, M. C., 
Tiouse of Representatives 
My Drarn Mr. LaGuArpDIA; Your interest in the proposed legislation 


relating 


States is very much appreciated by the commission, It is pleased to 


you additional information that may be of use to you and assures 


you that further information will be gladly furnished upon request 
In the event it is felt there would be objection to requiring removals 
made in accordance with the civil-service rules and regulations, the 


bill may be amended to require that appointments be made in accordance 


with the civil-service rules and regulations and no reference made to 
the manner of making removals 

rhe commission has been furnished with a copy of H. R. 9024, 
introduced by Mr. GrawaM, which is similar to H, R. 5559, and the 
commission makes the suggestion that H, R, 9024 be amended to read 
as follows: Add after the word “ appoint,” line 5, the first page, “ In 

cordance with the civil-service rules and regulations.” The com- 
m mn suggests this wording in preference to the requirement that 

pointment be made from eligible registers established by the com- 
mission or through examination for the reason that snch requirement 
may be too restrictive in that it may be interpreted that the position 
could not be filled by the transfer of a classified employee from another 
branch of the service or through reinstatement of a classified em- 
ployee This does not require removals in accordance with the civil 
service rules and regulations. This is covered by line 8 of the first 
page, which states that the official reporters shall hold office during the 
pleasure of the judges appointing them or the successors of the said 

dg 8 

The commission, however, desires to call your attention to require 
ments of the removal rule. An appointing officer is permitted to 
remove any classified employee for such cause as will promote th« 
efficiency of the service, but reasons in writing must be given the 
employee and he is given sufficient time to make a reply in writing. 
No trial or hearing is necessary ubless the removing officer desires it. 
Contrary to general opinion, the commission has no authority to investi- 
cate a case of removal unless it is alleged with offer of proof that 
the removal is made for political or religious reasons or the employee 
was not furnished in writing the reasons for his removal. It wil 
be een that there is no rule which requires the retention of a 
ineficlent employee. This is called to your attention not with a view 
to having the cause relating to removal inserted unless you believe such 
action advisable but for your information. It is advisable, however, 
io separate only for a good reason as it is not always possible for one 
report to read the notes of another reporter though the same system 
of shorthand reporting is followed. The reference to old notes some- 


times causes trouble if the reporter at that time has left the vicinity. 

The appointment of court reporters through civil-service examina- 
tions new nor Reporters for testimony of 
proceedings in the State of New York have been snecessfully and satis- 
factorily the resuit of competitive examination since 1896, 
The commission has been informed in every instance a fully com 
petent court reporter has been obtained as a result of the examination 
by the State civil commission. Qualified eligibles 
have also been secured by this commission in connection with similar 
work of the Federal Government. Employees appointed under civil- 
service rules and regulations have been assigned to such work as 
hearings of claim boards, investigations, etc. 

In many instances a jud%e is not in a position to determine which 
stenographer of a number of applicants would be the best qualified. In 
some instances selections are made of a person readily available or for 
political or personal reasons. The importance this work should 
make the selection of the best qualified eligible necessary, The commis- 


neither experimental. 


is 


selected as 


that 


established service 


of 


sion has examined stenographers for a period of years and it is be- 
lieved you will find that the results have been satisfactory. The 


employing of reporters who are not qualified to satisfactorily perform 
the duties of the position may result in considerable expense and incon- 


venience. Reference is made to such a condition in a statement made 


by Mr. Fred Ireland, an official reporter of debates, House of Repre- 
sentatives, on May 6, 1912, before a subcommittee of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. It appears that a subcommittee of the Judiciary 


Committee went to a Southern State in connection with an investiga- 
tion. The man who was assigned to the duty of taking the testimony 
was not a qualified reporter, and as a result there was so much of the 


testimony omitted the committee agreed that it was impossible to 
proceed on the record. There was considerable delay in order that the 


testimony of the respondent could again be secured. This, of course, 
resulted in the holding up of important legislation. This is an unusual 


case, but there should be no objection to reducing the possibility of a 
similar condition to a minimum, 


Che examination to be held for this position would be on the identical 
work the reporter is to perform—rapid, accurate writing of court 
matter, accurate and rapid transcription of the notes, and possibly oral 
reading of portions of the stenographic notes, the same ag to a court 
or jury. 
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Perhaps the strongest reasons for favoring the requirement that 
appointments of court stenographers be made in accordance with civil- 
service rules and regulations will be found in the inclosed memorandum. 
The statements made by the Chief Justice of the United States Supreme 
Court, by former President Wilson, former ex-Attorney Generals, and 
a number of judges and lawyers are c It only fair to 
the presiding judge, to the jury, and to all parities concerned to have 
only the best court stenographers available to make an accurate report 
of a 

After considering the matter from the various angles, 
feels that better qualified court st 
any other system or method, and is willing to assume the responsibility 
of securing qualified court stenographers. 

By direction of the commission, 

Very re spectfully, 


is 


nvincing, 


case, 
the commission 
enographers can not be secured through 


JouHN T. Doyur, Secretary 


The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
This bill will be read under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill will be read under the five-minute 


The time of the gentleman from New York 


rule. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. GiLBerr]. 

Mr. GILBERT, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, the Courier-Journal of Louis- 
ville, Ky., is one of the old, honored, conservative papers of the 
United States. It has very able editorial writers now and has 
in the past had such geniuses of journalism as Watterson and 
Prentiss. 


I want to read as a. part of my remarks an editorial of the 


Courier-Journal of yesterday, entitled “Mr. Coolidge at 
Habana”: 
MR. COOLIDGE AT HABANA 
President Coolidge’s address at the opening of the Pan American 
Conference in Habana yesterday, as an expression of generalities, was 
lofty, catholic, and patriotic. It is unfortunate that much of it, in 
concrete application, will strike the world as ill-timed and maladrvit. 


Here are some examples: 


“The people ” of the Western Hemisphere, he is happy to say, “ have 
taken charge of their own affairs.” 
Let everyone forget, for this special occasion, that “ the people” 


does not include the people of Nicaragua. 
“The spirit of liberty is universal.” 
But it must be shot out and bombed out in Nicaragua. 
“The sovereignty of small nations is respected.” 
Though not necessarily if the nation is as small as Nicaragua. 


“Tt is better for the people to make their own mistakes than to 
have someone else Make their mistakes for them.” 
Except, of course, when the United States does not choose to let the 


people of Nicaragua make mistakes. 

“We are thoroughly committed to the principle that they are better 
fitted to govern themselves than anyone else is to govern them.” 

That is to say, anyone else outside the State Department at Wash- 
ington. 

“We must join together in assuring conditions under which our 
republics will have the freedom and the responsibility of working out 
their own destiny in their own way.” 

Provided, as in the case of Nicaragua, that their destiny is the des- 
tiny dictated by us and their own way is our way. 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WELLER]. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, a very good bill, I think, has been suggested in H. R. 9024, 
but the purpose of the amendment of my colleague from New 
York would seem to destroy, to my mind, the intention of the 
bill and all good that the bill could really do in the adminis- 
tration of justice in the city of New York and in other large 
metropolitan centers where court business is extremely large. 
I do not pretend to speak for the districts where they only hold 
a court session once or twice a year and then the Federal judge 
goes to some other part of the district. 

I have in mind my personal experience in trying cases in the 
Federal courts, for instance, in the State of New Jersey at 
Trenton, where counsel on each side pays a certain amount 
of money as a per diem. In Trenton we paid $7.50 apiece for 
the taking of the stenographer’s minutes. In the court at the 


city of Buffalo I paid $10 and counsel on the other side paid 
$10 to the stenographer for the purpose of haying the minutes 
tuken each day, aud the trial of the case lasted some 
No salaries are paid, 


” 
~ 


or 
14 days. 
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The amendment of n lerigne the ntleman from Ne 
Tork [Mr. LAGUARDIA] goes fur r ti this and attempts 
vrite into this bill mething which, I believe, is not only 
rermane to the bill but absolutely destructive of the bill, and 
that is to put the appointment of all these stenographers and 
the amount of their compensation and thet iring and thei 

firing” within the jurisdiction of the Civi! Service Con 
mission 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. W he gent vield 

Mr. WELLER. §Y« 

Mr. LAGUARDIA My nendment - does t go as far as 
that It upplies only 1 he qualifying of them, and nothing 
else 

Mr. WELLER. They would qualify them, and then the 
not be removed except upon charges, which is practically simila 
te the previsions with respect to any appointive officer in the 
State of New York In other word: the stenographer ould 


not be discharged except for good cau shown, and he must 


) 
receive a Copy of the charg 


es and have un opportunity to be 
heard and to be represented by counsel. 
Mr. LEHLBACH If the gentleman will yield for a moment 
there is nothing like that in the Federal civil services 
Mr. WELLER. That is the way it will work out unde! 


proposed amendment. You watch it and see if that is not the 
way it will work out. I bave been through it. I have tried to 
have Federal employees reinstated and I know what a job it is, 
and unless you do have counsel and unless you go down there 
and put up a fight, which is equivalent to a fight in court, you 
can not get your man put back, and I say this with all due 
deference to the Civil Service Commission 

Mr. LEHLBACH. If the gentleman wil! permit, there is no 
provision in the law which entitles a clerk to reinstatement 
his dismissal is not on account of either religion or politics 

Mr. WELLER. I do not know whether the gentleman was 
present when the gentieman from New York [Mr, LAGUARDIA] 
read his proposed amendment, which provides that the appoint 
ment and the classification of the stenographer and the question 
of whether or not the stenographer has proper attainments and 
ability, should all be determined after investigation and ex 
amination by the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. LEHLBACH If the gentleman will yield further— 

Mr. WELLER. Yes. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I am not in sympathy with the amend- 
ment, and I am not defending the amendment. I am merely 
trying to dispel any belief that may exist among the member 
ship of the House that there is any real, adequate protection 
in the civil service law for reinstatement of an employee who 
is wrongfully dismissed, provided the dismissal was not based 
on religion or politics. He can be dismissed for any reason, and 
there is no way of getting him back, and there is ne hearing 
allowed, either. 

Mr. WELLER. Yes. I am very glad to know that, and I do 
net think the gentleman and I are differing very seriously about 
the situation, except I am talking the practical end of it and 
the gentleman is talking the statute. 

What I have in mind is that if you are going to take away 
from the judge of the court the appointment of these ste 
nographers, which power, from almost time immemorial, the 
judge has had, and take the hiring and, so to speak, the “ firing” 
of the stenographers away from the judge of the court, then you 
are making a radical change. The judges themselves should 
have the absolute power to appoint competent men. 

We have now throughout the United States in the various 
courts very competent men who are taking stenographic records, 
and have been doing so for years. They also often assist a 
judge when he is writing his opinion and the relation is highly 
confidential, so that the judge should always be permitted to 
exercise his choice. 

If this proposed amendment goes into effect the result would 
he that these men would have to be relegated to the Civil 
Service Commission, or something tantamount to it. Why 
should those who have been doing satisfactory work for judges, 
taking records for years, be compelled to go to any kind 
of a Civil Service Commission? 

The CHAIRMA N, ' he time of the centleman has eXx- 
pired. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I yield the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

Mr. WELLER. Why should we, under the circumstances, 
ehange the fundamental organization of our courts by placing 
the appointive power practically in the hands of the Civil 
Service Commission, because unless the Civil Service Commis 
sion O. K’s the judge’s stenographer who is sometimes the 
judge’s secretary, that man can not be appointed no matter 
how well qualified he is. 
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M SCHAFER. Is t genilen ppoesed to civil service? 

Vir. WELLER Ne Iam not 

Mr. SCHAFER The gentleman a Ww moments ago related 
what a lot fF red tape would bk equired to hay employees 
mnder civil ervic nstated—vou uld hav t ] e a 
hundred times as much under polit 1 pressu vet a man 
elnstated 

Mr. WELLER rhat may | tru ut wit refer e to the 

statement of a stenographe ainst whom charg ive 
bree preferred, for all practical purposes he could 
nstated. Supposing a disappointed litigant made charges that 
the enographic notes had net been taken properly, that they 
had not be fairly taken, and that matter was to go bet 

ublic hearing It would practically destroy the usefulness 
f that stenographer forever, even though he was cleared of 
the charges made against him It would practically destroy 
tis usefulmess, and in ca the jndze who appointed him dies 
or resigned, he would not | reappointed by any other judge 
because the record of the proceeding would be in the Civil 
Service Commission and no judge would want a stenographer 
who had the slightest trace of suspicion or accusation against 
him I hope the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York will be voted down I indorsed the bill, and [ 
think there should be a salary for the districts where there 
would be an amount of work done comportable with the dis- 
trict itself The bill was drawn to that effect Where the 
work in the district is particularly heavy there is an added 
compensation given to him in that he may charge for his 
services in furnishing minutes to counsel on either side 


Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time 

The CHAIRMAN, The yentieman yields ba ‘ 
Mr. HICKEY Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
eman from Massachusetts [Mr. Srorrs] 

\I S'TOBBS Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House. T 
do not want to take any unnecessary time in the discussion of 
this except to point out two salient features that make it abso- 
lutely advisable legislation. Anybody who has had any expe 
rience in the Federal courts Knows that if is necessary under 
present conditions to pay the stenographer’s fees out of your 
If you are unfortunate enough to represent a liti- 
gant who has no money and your litigation takes several days 
you are placed in the unenviable position of being obliged to pay 
a large expense out of your own pocket. 

In almost every State the court stenographers are paid hy 
the State itself. Not only is the present Federal practice unfair 
but it is discriminatory against the poor litigant. 

Now, the most potent feature of this is that in making up 
the charge the judge is dependent on the manuscript and testi 
mony written out by the stenographer, with whom he had 
nothing to do as far as selection is concerned, In other words, 
the judge in making up the data for his charge must go to the 
counsel in the case and ask permission to use their stenographer 
to furnish the transcript. So this bill, if it does net accom 
plish anything else, accomplishes this fact, that it gives the 
court the right to appoint its own stenographer, to be paid 
by the Government of the United States. Then: if counsel 
want to use that evidence they go to that stenographer and 
pay out of their own pockets for such transcript of the evi- 
dence as they may desire; but the court selects its own stenog- 
rapher and has the privilege of having the testimony taken by 
some one that it can select itself, and that makes it very 
valuable legislation. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I agree thoroughly with what the gentle- 
man says as to the need for, and the general purposes of, the 
legislation, but I confess that I do not think the bill is very 
clear as to what the reporters to be appointed are obliged to 
do, or whether litigants will still be compelled to pay fees for 
merely taking the testimony if the court thinks the litigants 
should pay such fees. If I understand the gentleman correctly, 
the object of the bill is that an official reporter be appointed 
who is to take down all the testimony and proceedings at the 
trial. 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. And then if either litigant desires to obtain 
a transcript of the testimony, the litigant shall pay for it? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. And pay such fees therefor as the courts 
prescribe ? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. But the gentleman will note that the bill 
in section 1 provides that such reporters as may be appointed 
shall attend all sessions of or hearings before the said district 
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courts, and shall, upon the direction of the court or the request 
of cither party in any civil or criminal action or proceeding, 
tuke in shorthand the testimony and all proceedings had upon 
the trial or hearing, and so forth. First, does not that contem- 
plate that even with the appointment of reporters the testimony 
would not always be taken down and would not be taken down 
unless requested either by the court or by one of the parties to 
the action? 

Mr. STOBBS. That is perfectly true, but that is the practice 
in practically all of the courts at the present time. The court 
may turn to the reporter and say to him that he need not take 
down this case, or he may say to counsel, “Do you want this 
ease taken down?” Ina lot of criminal cases they do not even 
bother to take the testimony, and the stenographer sits there 
and does not take it down until the court directs him to do so, 
That is simply a saving of time and expense. The counsel do 
not expect to go up to the Supreme Court, and it may involve 
a fine of onty $50. They do not bother to take the evidence, 
but the court may say to the counsel, “ Do you want the testi- 
mony taken down?” and if the counsel says “ Yes,” the court 
will then direct the reporter to take the testimony. 

Mr. BURTNESS. But the bill also goes on to say: 
shall, when directed by the 
transcribe the 
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and court, or a party to the proceedings, 


same within such time as the court may designate and 
preserve the original stenographic notes for a period of not less than 


five 


Mr. STOBBS. That means simply this: That after the testi- 
mony has been taken the court may say to that stenographer, 
*T want you to write out such and such pages of testimony.” 
and the stenographer will do it, and counsél may come along 
also and ‘I want such and such pages of testimony,” so 
that either by direction of the court or by the request of counsel 
it will be transcribed, but counsel will pay for what he orders. 

Mr. BURTNESS. But the bill does not say that. 

Mr. STOBBS. I think if the gentleman will read it carefully 
he will see that that is exactly what it does say. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I call attention to page 3 to the following 
language: 


years 


Say, 


rhe fees to be paid to such stenographers by the parties to actions or 
proceedings in said courts shall be prescribed by to be adopted 


by said court in each district 


ruies 


Is there an attempt in this bill to distinguish between “ fees” 
and “ compensation ” as such? 

Mr. STOBBS. Oh, no; but in certain parts of the country 
stenographers write out testimony at, say, 10 cents a folio, 
while in other places they get 25 cents for a folio of 100 words, 
It is up to the court to state whether they will get 10 cents or 
25 cents. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Would not this bill as it is written author- 
ize the court to say to a litigant, “If you want the stenographer 
to take down the testimony you will have to pay such-and-such 
fees for the purpose,” 

Mr. STOBBS. Oh, no. This bill does not say that at all. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I think that is what the bill says, but I 
do not think it is what the committee intends to say. It seems 
to me it ought to be easy to provide in the bill that the salary 
or compensation of the reporter shall be along the line sug- 
gested here—that is, the compensation provided in State 
courts—for the work to be done by the stenographer as an of- 
ficial, and I take it that the gentleman feels, as I do, that the 
principal part of this work would be to take down the testimony 
and proceedings in the trial of the case, and then if a litigant 
on either side orders a transcript, that then those fees shall be 
determined by the court and paid for by the litigant. 

Mr. STOBBS. I call the gentleman’s attention to page 2, 
commencing at line 5— 


and shall, when directed by the court or the party to the proceedings, 
transcribe the same, 


That makes it obligatory on the stenographer to do what the 
court tells him to do. 

Mr. BURTNESS. And also it makes it obligatory on the 
stenographer to do what some litigant tells him to do; and if 
the bill means that the litigant may demand it at any time 
without paying for it, that would be unfair, because the liti- 
gant might demand a transcript of all of the testimony, and 
the trial may have lasted for several days. 

Mr. STOBBS. The bill says further: 

The compensation of said stenographers for services and transcripts 
and their duties, and the rules and regulations relating thereto, shall 
be prescribed by rules to be adopted by the district court in each district. 


In other words, the court makes the rules and regulations 
under which any individual litigant may have the transcript. 
That controls the whole situation. 


rrr errs TT 
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Mr. There 
tween “compensation” and 
clarify the intent. 

Mr. STOBBS,. The two things are quite distinct. “ Compen- 
sation” is what the Government pays as a salary, and “fees” 
are what the individual pays for writing out the testimony. 

Mr. HAMMER. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. STOBBS. Surely. 

Mr. HAMMER. As I understand, the gentleman is discuss- 
ing the reporting of civil cases in United States courts in 
the large cities. Take the State of Maryland outside of Balti 
more, and the State of Tennessee except the cities of Nash- 
ville, Knoxville, and Memphis, and the State of North Caro- 
lina, except the cities of Raleigh, Asheville, Winston-Salem. 
Charlotte, and Wilmington, and the State of Georgia, with the 
exception of Savannah and Atlanta, and all the States of Mis- 
sissippi, Arkansas, and Oklahoma—in all those States there 
is aS much as a whole year in which in some of the courts no 
civil are tried whatever. For instance, there are half 
a dozen places where Federal courts are held and only one case, 
either civil or criminal, requiring a stenographer. 

Mr. STOBBS. You are talking about Federal courts? 

Mr. HAMMER. Yes; I am talking about Federal courts. In 
the State of North Carolina, where I live, there are three dis- 
tricts. With the exception of two or three in each one of the 
courts there are no civil cases tried except at special terms or 
adjourned terms, at which, of course, a stenographer is neces- 
sary. 

1 want to ask this question: Have not the courts the power 
now to employ stenographers? In criminal cases I know they 
have ample means under the provisions of the law to secure 
stenographic reports whenever necessary. 

Mr. STOBBS. My information is that there is no provision 
at the present time authorizing the courts to employ official 
stenographers, 

Mr. HAMMER. 
in criminal cases. 

Mr. STOBBS. By looking at the bill the gentleman will 
notice that “the district court in each district shall, for the 
purpose of perpetuating the testimony and proceedings therein, 
appoint one or more competent stenographic reporters, as the 
business to be done may require.’ Of course, if there is no 
business to be done requiring the appointment of stenographers, 
the court will not appoint. 

Mr. HAMMER. Does not the gentleman think there would 
be a tendency to make appointments? 

Mr. STOBBS. Oh, no. You must rely on the integrity of the 
judges. 

Mr. HAMMER. I do not mean to reflect upon them, but the 
disposition in human nature is to create offices when the power 
is given. The gentleman knows that, or at least should know 
the tendency of human impulses to prevail on the bench as well 
as elsewhere. 

Mr. STOBBS. I think the judges of the United States courts 
should be trusted to that extent. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have looked in vain 
as to any estimate of how many stenographers will be appointed 
and how much they will cost the Government. There seems to 
be no information whatever as to the cost of this measure to 
the Federal Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. CAREW. The gentleman should know that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary never bothers itself with matters of 
expense to the Government. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. That may be the reason why the 
report does not give us any information on that point. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Epwarps]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I think this is good legislation unless we ruin it with 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. I 
think it would be a very serious mistake to put these stenog- 
raphers under the civil service. 

However, I want to speak chiefly concerning another feature 
of the bill, which you will find on page 2, where it is provided 
that— 

Such reporters aS may be appointed shall attend all sessions of the 
district courts and shall, upon the direction of the court or the request 
of either party in any civil or criminal action or proceeding, take in 
shorthand the testimony and all proceedings had upon the trial or hear- 
ing, except the arguments of counsel. 


I think there ought to be some provision whereby the argu- 
ments of counsel in certain cases and under certain circum- 
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stances shall, at the direction of the presiding judge, be take 
down by the stenographer We have all seen cases arise in t 
courts where it was well to take down the arguments of counsel 
Such an occasion might arise, I will say, where questi 
contempt are involved, and also such an oceasion might arise 
where a lawyer, properly looking after the interests of his 
client, makes remarks that are excluded by the court as in 


proper and he wishes the ruling to become a part of the record 
In that event the part of the argument in question should als 


become a part of the record. It might arise in the case « 


motions for mistrial. It might arise in many ways where it is | 
in the interest of fair play and justice that the arguments of 
counsel should be eported 

I propose, on page 2, line 5, after the word “ hearing,” to 
strike out the word “ except ” and substitute the words “ includ 
ing the arguments of counsel when the presiding judge may 
dire ng 


Mr. NEWTON. I get the gentleman’s idea It is merely to 
have the presence of a stenographer, so that in the event some 
thing occurs the judge may, in his discretion, order the words 
to be taken then, and then the work will be done. 

Mr. EDWARDS. It will not be taken down unless, in the 


opinion of the presiding judge, it is proper and necessary The | 


bill provides that the stenographer shall be present. I think 
the gentleman will agree with me that cases may arise when 
in the interests of justice it is proper and necessary to have 
the arguments of counsel taken down. 

Mr. NEWTON. The gentleman is unquestionably correct 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Cramton, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole Heuse on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 9024) 
to authorize the appointment of stenographers in the courts of 
the United States and to fix their duties and compensation, had 
come to no resolution thereon 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. BULWINKLE, for five days, on account of public 
business ; 

To Mr. Hupspern, for one day, on account of illness; 

To Mr. SrEvenson, for three days, on account of important 
business; and 

To Mr. LintHicuM (at the request of Mr. GAMBRILL), for yes- 
terday and to-day. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED 

Joint resolutions of the Senate of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and, under the rule, referred 
as follows: 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution giving and granting consent to an 
amendment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico, pro- 
viding a method for executing leases and other contracts for the 
development and production of any and all minerals on lands 
granted or confirmed to said State by the act of Congress 
approved June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of such laws and 
regulations as may be necessary to carry said amendment into 
effect, if it is adopted ; to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 

S. J. Res. 66. Joint resolution authorizing an additional ap 
propriation to be used for the memorial building provided for 
by a joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution in relation to a 
monument to commemorate the services and sacrifices of the 
women of the United States of America, its insular possessions, 
and the District of Columbia in the World War,” approved 
June 7, 1924; to the Committee on the Library. 

ADJOURN MENT 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 39 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday, 
January 19, 1928, at 12 o'clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, January 19, 1928, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 
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105 ) 
War Departmen I 
COMMIT N PH us 
(10.30 a. 1 
| To provide for the f entl su ‘ nt ce leen <P@ 
H. R. 398) 
COMA Ee} \ AGR i Ri 


(10 a. m.) 


Io establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
| rketing and in the contre! and disposition of the surplus of 
| agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign coi ree 
PCH. R. 7940) 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERAN U} \ 
(i0 a. bi.) 
To authorize an appropriation to previde additional hospitals 


and out-patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to 
hospitalization under the World War veterans’ act, 19284. as 
amended (H. R. 5604) 
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

Authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to execute an agree 
ment with the middle Rio Grande conservaney district pre 
viding for conservation, irrigation, drainage, and flood control 
for the Pueblo Indian lands in the Rio Grande Valley, N. Mex., 
and other purposes (H. R. 70). 

Relating to the tribal and individuai affairs of the Osage 
Indians of Oklahoma (H. R. 9294) 

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
POLICE AND FIREMEN 
(10 a. m.) 

To increase the pay of the officers and members of the fire 
department and of the Metropolitan police department of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes (H. R. 364). 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10.30 a. m.) 


To promote the unification of carriers et 
commerce (H. R. 5641). 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
(10 a. m.) 
An act entitled “An act to promote export trade,” approved 
April 10, 1918 (H. R. 8927) 


COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 


gaged in interestate 


(10 a. m.—eaucus room) 

A meeting to hear Congressman Denison, of Illinois, and 
C. J. Jarvis, Bureau of Public Roads, discuss projects to control 
the flood waters of the Mississippi River. 

(2 p. m.—caucus room) 

A meeting to hear Dr. H. C. Frankenfield, chief of the river 

and flood division, Weather Bureau, and Millard F. Bowen dis- 
| cuss projects to control the flood waters of the Mississippi Rive:. 
(35 p. m.—caucus room) 
A meeting for the discussion of projects to control the flood 
waters of the Mississippi River. 
Mr. Reip of Illinois has asked that a notice be posted here 
stating that the Flood Control Committee would conclude its 
hearings within a few days, and if there are any Senators or 
| Members of Congress who wish to appear before the committee, 

Mr. Reip would like to have them get in touch with him imme- 
| diately. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. WHITE of Kansas: Committee on Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. H. Con. Res. 
18. A concurrent resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution; without amendment (Rept. No, 309). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5772. A bill 
to regulate, control, and safeguard the disbursement of Federal 
funds expended for the creation, construction, extension, repair, 
or ornamentation of any public building, highway, levee, dam, 
excavation, dredging, drainage, or other construction project, 
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 310). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whele House on the state of 
the Union. 
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Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. HH. J. Res. 59. A 
Joint resolution directing the Comptroller General of the United 
States to correct an error made in the adjustment of the ac- 
count between the State of New York and the United States. 
adjusted under the authority contained in the act of February 
24, 1905 (33 Stat. L. 777), and appropriated for in the defi- 
ciency act of February 27, 1906; without amendment (Rept. 
No, 311) Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union 

Mr. BROWNE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
156. A joint resolution authorizing the President to accept the 
invitation of the British Government to appoint delegates to 
the Bighth International Dairy Congress, to be held in Great 
Britain during June-July, 1928, and providing for an appro- 
priation of $10,000 for the payment of the expenses of the 
lelegates; with amendment (Rept. No. 312). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole THlouse on the state of the Union 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
1406, A bill granting six months’ pay to Lucy B. Knox; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 302). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole louse, 

Mr. GAMBRILL: Committee on Naval Affairs. TH. R. 2494. 
\ bill granting six months’ pay to Vinecentia V. Irwin: with 
amendment (Rept. No. 808). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole TLouse 

Mr. EVANS of California: Committee on Naval Affairs, 
H. R. 4014 A bill for the relief of Kenneth M. Orr; with 
nainendment (Rept. No. 304). Referred to the Comittee of the 
Whole Llouse, 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia : Committee on Naval Affairs. HH. R. 
S442. A bill for the relief of Clifford J. Sanghove; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 305). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House 

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H, R, 9149, 
A bill for the velief of Maj. Chauncey 8. McNeil: with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 306). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hlouse 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 7107. 
A bill for the relief of James Golden; with amendment (Rept. 
No, 307). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 4766. 
A bill for the relief of Charles James Anderson, former com- 
mander, United States Naval Reserve Force; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 308) Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill CH. R, 8165) for the relief of Carl Holm; Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on World 
War Veterans’ Legislation, 

\ bill (H. R. 4450) granting a pension to Mary Osmond 
Rousseau; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (CH. R. 9565) granting the consent 
of Congress to the cities of Atchison and Leavenworth, Kans., 
the city of St. Joseph, Mo., and the counties of Buchanan and 
Platte, Mo.. their successors or assigns, to construct a bridge 
neross the Missouri River, or to acquire existing bridges; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Ky Mrs. ROGERS: A bill CH. R. 9566) to provide one year’s 
pay to the dependents of personnel of the military service, 
naval service, or Coast Guard service whose death results from 
accidents in such services; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill CH. R. 9567) to authorize appro- 
printions for the construction at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Louisiana: A bill CH. R, 9568) to author- 
ize the purchase at private sale of a tract of land in Louisiana, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9569) authorizing the pay- 
ment of an indemnity to the British Government on account of 
the death of Reginald Ethelbert Myrie, alleged to have been 
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killed in the Panama Canal Zone on February 5, 1921, by a 
United States Army motor truck; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9570) to provide for 
the transfer of the returns office from the Interior Department 
to the General Accounting Office, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9571) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the examination and registration 
of architects and to regulate the practice of architecture in 
the District of Columbia,” approved December 13, 1924, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 9572) providing for the pur- 
chase of a suitable site and the erection of a public building 
at Hollywood, Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

iy Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9573) to provide for the 
further development of agriculture, home economics, and in- 
dustry ; to the Committee on Education. 

jy Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9574) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to create a Federal power com- 
mission; to provide for the improvement of navigation; the 
development of water power; the use of the public lands in 
relation thereto; and to repeal section 18 of the river and 
harbor appropriation act, approved August 8, 1917. and for no 
other purpose,” which act was approved June 10, 1920, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9575) to pro- 
vide that four hours shall constitute a day’s work on Saturdays 
throughout the year for all employees in the Government Print- 
ing Office: to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9576) defining the policy of Congress with 
respect to flood control, the protection and improvement of 
navigation and conservation upon and along the Ohio River, 
the Missouri River, the Arkansas River, the Red River. their 
tributaries, inlets, and outlets, creating “the Ohio, Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Red River commission,” and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

sy Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 9577) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge across the Estherville-Minim Creek 
Canal, 8S. C.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9578) for flood control 
on the White River; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9579) for flood control on the Black 
tiver; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 9580) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to award a congressional medal of honor to 
John E. Andrew; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9581) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the collection and editing of official papers of the 
Territories of the United States now in the national archives,” 
approved March 3, 1925; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SELVIG: A bill (H. R. 9582) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to carry into effect provisions of the convention 
between the United States and Great Britain to regulate the 
level of Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of Febru- 
ary, 1925," approved May 22, 1926; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9583) authorizing the 
reporting to the Congress of certain claims and demands as- 
serted against the United States; to the Committee ou Ex- 
penditures in the Executive Departments. 

3v Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: A bill (H. R. 9584) to amend 
the World War veterans’ act of 1924; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (HL. R. 9585) to fix the hours of duty 
and time credits for the service of railway postal clerks as- 
signed to duty in the railway post-office cars, terminal railway 
post offices, and transfer officers, and to provide for payment 
for overtime for service in excess of the standards herein pro- 
vided; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 9586) to amend the copyright 
law in order to permit the United States to enter the Interna- 
tional Copyright Union; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 9587) providing for an 
examination and survey of Savannah (Ga.) Harbor from the bar 
at the mouth of the Savannah River to the western limits of 
said harbor to a point opposite the creosoting plant; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. $588) to amend the national 
prohibition act, as amended and supplemented; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. WATSON: A bill (FH. R. 9589) to amend the act of 


Mareh 3, 1915. 1 extend) ‘ e widows or ad endents 
omcers a d ( list d e! ol tl N ‘ M rine rt} or ¢ 
Guard who are killed or disabled as a result sul irip 
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to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Board of Mat vers of ft National Homes f I) thi Ve 
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cel iin forelen « ul tries to ] Cs I tte Ol Fore . 
Ry Mr. FISH: Joint resoluti (H... J g 172) ¢ 
t the policy of the United States to prohil tl 7 ! 
of any : 3, ammunition, and implements of war ex ‘ 
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belligerent country withou 
ing penalties therefor, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Foreigi Aff: r 

By Mr. WOOD: Conenurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 1 
providing that Congress encourage the use of American n 
rials in American-made goods; to the ( 


and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and rred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Michael; to th mittee on Invalid Pensio 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R,. 9591) granting 
Naney Mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 9592) granting a pension 
to C, W. Howrey: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COMBS: A bill (H. R. 9593) granting an increase of 
pension to Waldo A. Chapman; to the Committee on Pensiot 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 9594) for the relief of 
Dent, Allcroft & Co., A. J. Baker Co. (Inc.), Horwitz & Arbib 
(Inc.), and Richard Evans & Sons Co.; to the Committee ol! 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 
Clara M. Craig: to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9596) for the relief of Lieut. Robert Stan 
ley Robertson, jr., United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9597) for the relief of Fre 
to the Committee on Naval Affair 

By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 9598) for the relief of 
Henry A. Richmond; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. DAVILA request): A bill (H. R. 9599) fox 
relief of Jose M. Alcover: to the Committee on the Post Off 
and Post Roads 

3v Mr. BATON: A bill (BH. R. 9600) granting an increase of! 
pension to Anna M. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9601) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth E. Matthews: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAUST: A bill (H. R. 9602) granting a pension to 
Christina Yeager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H. R. 9603) granting an increase of 
pension to Alice V. Bellney; to the C Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 9604) providing for a 
preliminary examination and survey of the Eastchester Creek t 
determine such improvements as may be necessary to meet 
with increasing transportation; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9605) granting a pension to Harriet M. 
Lester: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

ty Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 9606) for the relief of W. A 
Frink: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R 
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Alice S. Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
I Mr. GREEN of Florida: A bill (H. R. 9612) authorizing 
dire x the Secretary of the Interior l Ni e 
ive ( rhe land it compli: mac I I 
ead « vy Gainesville 021032: to the Comm € e Pul 


‘ I I I 1 Havel ) ( ! n 
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I Mr. HALL of North Dak A | (H. R. 9614 ra g 
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SPETH: A bill (H. R. 9615) for t I ef of 
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By Mr. JACOBSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 9616) granting an 
of pension to Margaret Ovenburg; to the ¢ ‘ i 
Invalid Pensions. 
A . a bill (H. R. 9617) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy M. C e; to the Com: ee on li d 
By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 9618 I an ir 


crea of pensi to George W 


MacGREGOR A lt :' (B R. 9619) 4 


crease of pension to Frank A. Klein; to the Committee on |] 


By Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (H. R. 962 t > f 
E. H. Jennings, F. L. Johanns, and Henry Blan! ers and 
employees of the post office t Charleston, S. C to the ¢ 


mittee on the Post Office ar Roar 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 9621) authorizi 
acceptance from the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes 
of the order of the White Eagle, fifth class, conferred on Capt 
Walter M. Mann, United States Army 
Foreig Affairs 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 9622) for the | of | 
Lieu \\ ter ‘J Wilsey 


By Mr. MAJOR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9623) granting an 
increase of pension to Effie Charney; to e 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (HH. R. 9624) anting an 
! euse of pension to Bell Norris; to tl Committe n Invalid 


Pensions, 
By Mr. MEN 


ai lo! Se 
By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 9626) granting a pen 
Minnie E. Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9627) granting an inere 
of pension to Amanda 8S. Fano; to the C 
Pensions, 

By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill CH. R. 9628) grant a 
pension to James Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 9629) for the relief of the 
owners of the British steamship Larchgrove; to the Committ 
on Foreign Affai 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9630) 


or the relief of Richard L. 


i I Sprague ; 

to the Committee on Foreign Affair 
} By Mi raat: 2 bill (H. R. 9631) granting an it t e of 
yonsic to Hannah Cornelius; to the Conmimitts on Invalid 


| Also, a bill (H. R. 9632) granting an increase of pension to 
| Julia Breiner; to the Committee on Iny ’ension 
By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 9633) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Phillip Bb. Keefer; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBSION of Kentuck; 
an increase of pensi to John I 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9635) granting an increase of pension to 
| Elmer HB. Weddle; to the Committee on Pensions 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 9636) granting a pension to Su 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9637) granting a-pension to John York; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9638) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Scott; to the Committee on Pensions. 


ie Bullock ; 
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Also, a bill (HI. R. 9639) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Collett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9640) granting a pension to Polly Petty; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 9641) granting a pension to Dill Sizemore; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9642) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles 8. Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9643) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Hounshell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9644) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Owens; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9645) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachael Gamblin: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 9646) granting a pension to Rachel David- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9647) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 9648) granting a pension to William Hamp- 
ton; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 9649) granting a pension to Sarah Lawson ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STROTHER: A bill (H. R. 9650) granting a pension 
to Mary Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SO; 


to Leah EB. Ford; 


By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 9651) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Clark; to the Committce on Invalid Pen- 
K1IONS, 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 9652) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma C, Cotton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 9658) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Miller: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Stickle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9655) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Browning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 9656) granting a pension to 
Frank Lawler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. R. 9657) granting an increase 


of pension to Tillie P. Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9658) for 
the relief of Joseph Richard Kearney; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (HA. R. 9659) for the relief of 
FF, R. Barthold; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

1931. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petitions of residents of the seventh 
congressional district of California, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Lankford Sunday bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1932. By Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: Petitions from certain 
residents of Baraboo, Reedsburg, Hillsboro, Ironton, La Valie, 
and Osseo, also Viroqua and La Farge, against House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1933. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition to increase the pensions 
of Civil War veterans and their widows, signed by residents of 
Toledo, Ohio: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1934. By Mr. CLARKE: Petition from citizens of Oxford, 
N. Y., and vicinity, against compulsory Sunday observance: 


also from citizens of Johnson City, Binghamton, and vicinity, 
against compulsory Sunday observance; also from citizens of 
Morris and vicinity, against compulsory Sunday observance; 
also from citizens of Nineveh and vicinity, against the com- 
pulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1935. By Mr. COHEN: Petition submitted by Miss A. Larson, 
22 Bast Fifty-first Street, New York City, containing 79 signa- 
tures, protesting against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1926. Also, petition submitted by Miss Hortense Gilbert, Hotel 
Ansonia, New York City, containing 48 signatures, protesting 
against House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

1937. By Mr. COMBS: Petition advocating a Civil War pen- 
sion bill carrying the following provisions for increase of pen- 
$72 per month for every Civil War survivor, $125 per 
month for every Civil War survivor requiring aid and attend- 
ance, $50 per month for every Civil War widow; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

1938. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of 
Beloit, Wis., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or 
any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 
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1939. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of approximately 600 citizens 
of Los Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or any other legislation for compulsory religious 
observance or in any way giving preference to one religion over 
another; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1940. Also, petition of approximately 1,400 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other legislation for compulsory religious observ- 
ance or in any way giving preference to one religion over an- 
other; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1941. Also, petition of approximately 700 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bili 78, or any other legislation for compulsory religious observ- 
auce or in any way giving preference to one religion over an: 
other; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1942. Also, petition of approximately 750 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other legislation for compulsory religious observ- 
ance or in ahy way giving preference to one religion over an- 
other; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1945. Also, petition of approximately 600 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other legislation for compulsory religious obsery- 


ance or in any way giving preference to one religion over 
another: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
1944. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition signed by Mrs. Hester 


Goward and 92 other residents of Imlay City, Mich., urging 
passage of legislation giving higher rates of pension to Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
f’ensions, 

1945. By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Mrs. L. J. Predmore 
and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1946. Also, petition of Mr. J. W. O’Brien and others, pro- 
testing against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1947. By Mr. DENISON: Petition of various citizens of 
Union County, IIL, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring 
to a vote a Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

1948. By Mr. DOUGHTON: Petition of citizens of Iredell 
County, N. C., protesting against House bill 78; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1949. By Mr. DRANE: Petition of Tampa Chapter, No. 4, 
Disabled American Veterans of the World War, concerning 
legislation for disabled veterans; to the Committee on the Civil 
Service. 

1950. Also, petition of citizens of Tampa, Fla., opposing the 
passage of compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1951. By Mr. DRIVER: Petition signed by citizens of Manila, 
Ark., urging enactment of legislation increasing the pensions of 
Civil War veterans, their widows, and dependents; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1952. By Mr. EATON: Petition of W. R. Wikoff, of Bound 
Brook, N. J., and 52 other residents of New Jersey, against 
enactment of the so-called Sunday observance bills; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1953. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of citizens of James- 
town, Sonora, Columbia, and Murphys, Calif., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1954. Also, petition of T. L. Sory and other citizens, of 
Sonora, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing 
bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1955. Also, petition of F. B. Armitage and other citizens, of 
Yreka and Dunsmuir, Calif., protesting against the Sunday 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1956. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Earl D. White 
and other residents, of Missoula, Mont., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1957. By Mr. FAUST: Petition signed by citizens of Atchison 
County, Mo., urging immediate consideration of measure to 
increase pension benefits to Civil War veterans and their wid- 
ows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1958. By Mr. FURLOW: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
first congressional district of the State of Minnesota, opposing 
compulsory Sunday observance law; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1959. By Mr. GARBER: Resolution of Patriotic Order Sons 
of America of Pennsylvania, Altoona, Pa., asking for enactment 
and rigid enforcement of stricter deportation and restriction 
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luws with regard to immigrants to this ceuntry; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization 

1960. Also, letter of Women’s Committee for Repeal of the 
Eighteenth Amendment, by M. Louise Gross, chairman, in sup 
port of Senate Joint Resolution 2; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

1961. Also, letter of Walker’s Chapel Citizens’ Association, of 
Arlington County, Va., by John K. White, president, in regar¢ 
the constructiol fa new Chain Bridge ve the Potomac Riv 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

1962. Also, letter of L. F. Gates, of Lamson Bros. & Co., Chi 
cago, UL, in support of House Resolution 22 and House bill 375 
t® protect the American farmer from foreign competition le 
the Committee on Ways and Means 

1965. Also, letter of C. W. Briles, State director of voc: 
education, Oklahoma City, Okla., in support of bill providing 
additional funds for agricultural education and for home e 
nomics education: to the Committee on Education 

1964. Also, report of the resolution committee to the Sixth 
Annual Asphalt Paving Conference, in regard to public high 
ways; to the Committee on Roads 

1965. Also, letter of W. P. Luse, in regard to section 611 of 
the revenue act of 1928; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

1966. By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Drumore Preparative 


Meeting of Friends, protesting against the expenditure of large | 


sums of money for increasing the efficiency of the Navy; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1967. By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of residents of Corvalli 
Oreg., to increase the pensions of Civil War veterans and 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

1968. By Mr. HOPE: Petition of the residents of the seventh 





congressional district of Kansas, protesting against the Lank- 
ford Sunday bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


1969. Also, petition of the residents of the seventh congres 
sional district of Kansas, protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

1970. Also, petition of citizens of the seventh congressional 
district of Kansas, urging the enactment of legislation increas- 
ing the pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

1971. By Mr. HUDSPETH: Petition of veterans of the World 
War, of Vanderpool, Tex., requesting legislation providing for 
payment by the Government of portions of amount due on ad- 
justed compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


1972. By Mr. KINDRED: Resolution of the Flushing Unit of | 
the League of Nations Nonpartisan Association, indorsing the | 


Capper and Burton resolutions and the Briand peace proposal, 
formally renouncing war as an instrument of public policy; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1973. By Mr. KORELL: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Portland, Oreg., protesting against enactment of House bill 
78, the Lankford bill, or any similar compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1974. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of several residents of Alex- 
andria, Minn., protesting against Sunday laws; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1975. Also, petition signed by Mr. Carl F. Bolin on behalf of 
the Swedish Evangelical Mission, protesting against the new 
quota in the immigration law; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

1976. Also, petition of 11 residents of Alexandria, Minn., pro- 
testing against Sunday laws; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1977. Also, petition of Mrs. Jos. Clarno, Mrs. Mary Olbekson, 
T. W. Crichette, E. Fiksdal, E. E. Wagoner, and Franklin J. 
Stevens, Civil War veterans and widows of veterans, of Alex 
andria, Minn., pleading for increased pensions for Civil War 
veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

1978. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of Robert R. Neal and other 
citizens of Clinton, Iowa, protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or any other bill providing for the compulsory 
observance of the Sabbath; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1979. By Mr. LYON: Petition of certain citizens of Cumber- 
land County, N. C., protesting against passage of House bill 
78, providing a Sunday observance law for the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1980. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of several physicians of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 500, for the relief 
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| 1981. By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: Petition signed by eiti 
| zens of Jefferson City, against couipulsory Sunday observance ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
1982. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of Loren E. Massey 
and eight other citizens of St. Louis County, Mo., protestins 
| against passage of House bill 78, or any other bill providin; 
| for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia 
1985. Also, petition of W. H. Massey 
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ind 10 other citizens 





| of St. Louis County, Mo., protesting against passage of House 
| bill 78, or any other bill providing for compulsory Sunday 
lol ervance: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
} 1os4. By Mr. PRATT: Petition of citizens of Saugerties, 
ister County, N. Y., urging legislation increasing the pensions 
of Civil War veterans and their widows; also of citizens of Cox- 
uckie, Greene County, N. Y., urging legislation increasing th 
pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensfo1 

198s. By Mr. SCHNEIDER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Lena, Wis., protesting against the enactment of House bill 78 
or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 





| 

| Committee on the District of Columbia. 

| 1986. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Oconto, Wis., pro- 
| testing against the enactment of House bill 78 or any other com- 
|} pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1GS7. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Kewaunee County, 
| Wis, protesting against the enactment of House bill 78 or any 
| other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

| 1988. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Suring, Wis., pro- 
testing against the enactment of House bill 78 or any other com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

i989. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of A. Toutant and 72 other 
adult residents of Crookston, Polk County, Minn., protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78 or any other bill pro- 
viding for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1990. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of Jacob Ginsberg and 18 
other residents of New Castle, Pa., protesting the passage of 
House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1991. Also, petition of E. E. Stockman and 15 other residents 
of New Castle, Pa., protesting the passage of House bill 78, the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1992. Also, petition of Robert M. King and 19 other residents 
of New Castle, Pa., protesting the passage of House bill 78 the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1993. Also, petition of Mrs. Selena Dugan and 23 other resi- 
dents of New Castle, Pa., protesting the passage of House bill 78, 
the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1994. Also, petition of J. B. Rice and 17 other residents of 
Lawrence County, Pa., protesting the passage of House bill 78, 
the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 

the District of Columbia. 

1995. Also, petition of J. C. Glass and 22 other residents of 
New Castle, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1996. Also, petition of George C. McKnight and other resi- 
dents of New Castle and New Brighton, .Pa., protesting against 
the passage of House bill 78, compulsory Sunday observance; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1997. Also, petition of Joseph David and 32 other residents of 
New Castle, Pa., protesting the passage of House bill 78, for the 
compulsory observance of the Sabbath; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

1998. Also, petition of Charles Brickner and 22 other residents 
of New Castle, Pa., protesting the passage of House bill 78, the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1999. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of Leasure & Eastman, 
attorneys at law, Ottawa, Ohio, protesting against legislation 
attacking the surcharge on Pullman tickets, and urging that such 
regulation be left to the Interstate Commerce Commission; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2000. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition of numerous citizens of 


of disabled emergency officers of the World War; to the Com- | Louisville, Ky., protesting against compulsory Sabbath observ- 
| ance legislation; to the Committee on the District ef Columbia, 


mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation, 
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Also, petition of numerous citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
protesting against compulsory Sabbath observance legislation ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2002. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
protesting against compulsory Sabbath observance legislation ; 
io the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2003. By Mr. WARE: Petition of citizens of Campbell County, 
Ky., sting against House bill 7&8; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

204. Also, petition of citizens of Campbell County, Ky., pro- 
testing against House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia 

2005. By Mr. 


1706 


2001 


prot 


WILLIAMSON: 


Orton, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Wi. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Gregory and Tripp 


Counties, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sunday observ- 


ance; to the Cominittee on the District of Columbia. 

2007. By Mr. WINGO: Petition of certain citizens of Dela- 
ware, Ark., protesting against passage of Sunday observance 
law for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
Distviet of Columbia. 

2008. Ry Mr. WURZBACII: Petition of Elizabeth lines, 
A. 1. Hines, Mrs. Roy Henderson, and other citizens of San 
Antonio, Bexar County, Tex., protesting against House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2009. By Mr. YON: Petition of W. D, Ramsey, Sol Austin, 
hi. M. Wells, and other citizens of Noma, Fla., for a bill to 


increase pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2010. Also, petition of K. K. Whidden, William H. Smith, and 
$2 other citizens of Pensacola, Fla., protesting against the Lank- 
ford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2011. Also, petition of N. F. Nelson, Waiter Williams, and 127 
other citizens of Bay Harbor, Fla., protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2012. Also, petition of Charles O. Franz, H. L. Edwards, C. C. 
Mitchel, and 14 other citizens of Laurel 
against the passage of the Lankford Sunday closing bill of the 
District of Columbia; to the Commitiee on the District of 
Columbia. 


SENATE 
Trurspay, January 19, 1928 
(Legislative day of Tuesday, January 17, 1928) 


The Senate reassembied at 11 o’clock a. m., om the expiration 
of the 


recess, 


BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY 


The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with law the Chair 
appoints as members on behalf of the Senate to the Board of 
Visitors to the United States Naval Academy for the year 1928 
the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr, Wausn, the Senator from 
Oregon, Mr, STELWER, the Senator from Maryland, Mr. Typ1iNnés, 
and the Senator from Colorado, Mr, WATERMAN. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution 
(S. Res. 112) opposing the seating of FrRanK L. SMITH as a 


Senator from the State of Illinois, reported from the special 
committee investigating senatorial campaign expenditures. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. . Mr. President—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Califor- 
nia yield to me that I may make the point of no quorum? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and, after a delay of a 
few minutes, the following Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Cutting Harrison Moses 

Barkley Dale Hawes Neely 

Bayard Deneen Hayden Norbeck 
Bingham Dill Heflin Norris 

Black Ferris Howell Nye 

Blaine Fess Johnson Oddie 

Blease Fletcher Jones Overman 
Borah Frazier Kendrick Phipps 
Bratton George Keyes Pine 
Brookhart Gerry King Pittman 
Broussard Gillett La Follette Reed, Mo. 
Bruce Glass McKellar Reed, Pa. 
Capper Gooding Mclean Robinson, Ark. 
Caraway Gould McMaster Robinson, Ind. 
Copeland Greene McNary Sheppard 
Couzens Hale Mayfield Shipstead 
Curtis Harris Metcalf Shortridge 


Hill, Fla., protesting | 
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’etition of certain citizens of | 
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Simmons Siephens Tyson Waterman 
Smith Swansou Wagner Watson 
Smoot Thomas Walsh, Mass. Wheeler 
Steck Trammell Walsh, Mont Willis 
Sieiwer Tydings Werren 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-seven Senators having an- 


swered to their hames, a quorum is present. The Senator from 
California will proceed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION-— 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the 

morning has the following about me: 


ALLEGED MEXICAN PROPAGANDA 


Washington News this 


The Democratic Senators have ToM IITEFLIN on their hands and don’t 
know what to do with him. They are holding a conference this morn- 
ing to try to decide, 

Mr. President, on last Tuesday the minority leader, Mr. 


RoBINSON of Arkansas, came over to ny seat and asked me if I 
was willing to have the Senate adjourn over until Thursday, 
and make my speech on Thursday instead cf Wednesday, that 
he wanted to have a conference of the Democrats to consider 
the merchant marine mensure. I told him that I preferred to 
go on with my speech on Wednesday and have the conference 
Thursday—to-day. I did not know that the conference which 
met this morning was to consider any part of the controversy 
raised on yesterday between the Senator from Arkansas and 
myself. Some have stated that the Senator said he would 
bring it up at the conference to-day. I did not hear him say 
that. I thought it was the usual conference, and that we would 
consider the merchant marine matter. 

I had suggested on yesterday that in view of the Senator's 
very strange conduct in assailing me and my speech, he being 
for the present the minority leader, he ought to be relieved of 
that service. I made that suggestion. I did not consult a single 
Senator on this side about removing him as ovr leader. I 
would not expect them to remove him for what he said yester- 
day. I was merely expressing my own opinion in the matter. 
I thought his conduct was exceedingly strange, unwarranted, 
inexcusable, and indefensible. But I would not expect the 
Senators to meet in a conference and remove him because I felt 
that way about a matter arising between us. 

When he had taken the position that he did take, so unlooked 
for by Democrats generally on this side—I do not know how 
many knew that he was going to make that speech; I do not 
think very many. I think I could name some of them, and I 
may do it before this debate is over, because this is one forum, 
thank God, that the people still have where the truth can be 
uttered, where the forces of concentrated wealth and the power 
of the Roman hierarchy can not suppress free speech. This 
is one place we can come to, those who are sent here, and 
represent their people and speak for the good of their country 
without consulting any particular Senator as to what course 
we will pursue. 

Everybody who has commented to me on this thing on the 
outside has said that Senator Rorgrnson’s attack upon me was 
the most uncalled-for and outrageous thing they ever heard of; 
and I agree with them. But I am able to take care of the 
Senator from Arkansas without asking my party to remove him 
as leader. I can understand how they would not want to vote 
to remove him as leader for what he did yesterday. I would 
not expect them to do that. 

This morning I was having a good rest after performing my 
duty yesterday. I had slept nine hours. A little before 10 
o'clock my secretary phoned me that they were having a con- 
ference and that I had notice to appear. He did not tell me 
what was in it. I always get a notice to attend a conference, 
and I thought it was the usual conference. I did not go, and 
the Senator from Arkansas in my absence took up the matter 
as to removing himself as leader and taking him off the com- 
mittee to investigate the Hearst scandal. I did not know the 
matter was being considered; knew nothing about it until the 
conference had adjourned. 

Some rather interesting talks were made in the conference. 
They finally passed a resolution, which I would have expected 
them to pass, expressing confidence in his leadership. I indorse 
his leadership myself, in the main. I differ from him on some 
things. I could not expect them to remove him and I had not 
asked them to do it. It was only a kind of whitewash arrange- 
ment regarding his leadership; they expressed confidence in 
him and were willing for him to remain on the committee. I 
would expect them to take that course and I have no quarrel 
with them for taking that course. 

My enemies in the press gallery, who do not represent the 
best interests of the people—and I do not mean all of them; 
there are some as fine men up there as you find anywhere, 
honest, courageous, fine Americans, and I am not talking about 
them. There are two classes of them; one class is good and 
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the other fis exceedingly bad. 
bad group of newspaper 
netice to-day that Senator HEFLIN was rebuked by the Demo 
cratic Senators. It is not true. The best Democrats in this 
body, in my absence—I was not even there when the matter was 
considered—took the position that this resolution was in no 
way to reflect on Senator Heriin, was in no way to be consid- 
ered as a rebuke of him for his speech of yesterday or for his 
position. That was distinctly understood. Yet I am looking 
now to see from some of the press reports that Senator HEFLIN 
Was rebuked by the Democratic side. Most all the Senators 
voted for the resolution, As L said in the outset, I would have 
expected them to do it in the matter of removing the Senator 
from Arkansas from leadership, or taking him off the com 
mittee, because he and I had a controversy. 

I was angered at the Senator from Arkansas on yesterday, 
It would not be expected that I would be otherwise. Strange, 
indeed, was his position, acting on this committee to investigat: 
a terrible scandal with which my bame was connected, I con- 
senting for him to be on it as an investigator, and for him to 
turn and assail my position, and assail and insult me, and then 
eulogizing to the sky the Roman Catholic machine of the 
United States. Almost with tears welling up in his eyes he 
praised the Roman Catholics, but said not a word in praise of 
the fine Protestant men and women who served their country 
and their day and generation well. He never even mentioned 
George Washington, Master Mason, great American, who led 
in the establishment of our liberty and laid the corner stone of 
this Capitol. But he did not forget to eulogize the Roman 
Catholics. 

I do not object to him eulogizing Catholics. Some of them 
are worthy of eulogy, and I have not assailed one of them who 
served his country faithfully. I am not talking about the 
Catholics generally of other days. I am talking about the 
deadly machine of Roman Catholicism, the Roman Catholic 
political machine of my day. It is moving menacingly upon the 
vitals of this Government. It is getting a strong hold in every 
depurtment of Government here at Washington; and I, as a 
Senator, sent here by the people of Alabama to mark the ap- 
proach of evil from any quarter, am giving facts—not fiction— 
to the Senate and the country, I have cited instances, and I 


[Laughter.] That exceedingly 


| 


reporters ure going to give out ie | 
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Who took advantage of my absence to speak harsbly of me are 
cowardly Senators. They have not the courage to stand up 
before my face, not one of them, and say thing disrespectful 
of me or against my honor 

They did not pass the resolution that some four or five wanted 
to pass. They had some “ whereases” very nicely drawn that 
they wanted to lug in that would have the effect of convincing 


| the public that I was rebuked, but the conference, thank God, 


told on yesterday about the Knights of Columbus of the United | 


States, Roman Catholics, trying to get us into war with Mexico, 
and about a Roman Catholic Congressman from New York 
City introducing a resolution to declare the severance of diplo- 
matic relations with Mewxico. 

The Senator from Arkansas could not dispute any of the facts 
I laid down, and I quoted the great French patriot, Lafayette, 


who gave to our forefathers the service of his sword, when he | 


suid in leaving this country, “If the liberties of America are 
ever lost, it will be through priests and nuns.” 

1 have a right to quote these authors and statesmen and war- 
riors of the past. That is my business as a Senator. It is none 
of the business of the Senator from Arkansas, and I resented his 
meddling with me and his undertaking to tell me what I should 
speak about. Nobody who has talked to me about the question 
has approved his position. The Senators in that conference this 
morning had it understood that this resolution and their support 
of it were in no way to rebuke me or my position, or to have 
any reference to our controversy. ‘They were just expressing 
confidence in him as leader, and expressing their willingness 
for him to stay on the committee. 

That is the truth about it in a nutshell; but they are going 
to have it flaming over the country in big headlines to-morrow 
that I was rebuked. I will tell you about it if they do. They 
are going to furnish me a lot of material now. They are going 
to give me a chance to put more facts in here before the Senate 
and the country, and I want to say to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas and to any other group who grow weary of my discussing 
the efforts of the Roman Catholic hierarchy to involve us in 
war that their position on the question does not affect me in 
the least. I am willing for them to feel as they please about 
it, but I have a duty to perform to my State and to the people 
of this country in keeping with the oath that I took when I 
stood at the altar place of this body, when I swore with my 
hand uplifted that I would defend my country against all 
enemies, both foreign and domestic. I will continue to pursue 
that course. 

I will speak just as frequently on this question as I desire to 
speak. I am not surprised that the Democrats in the con- 
ference refused to do anything that could be construed into an 
attempt to handicap or hinder me in doing my duty in this 
matter. I am not surprised that they let it be known in that 
conference to-day that they conld not pass any resolution seek- 
ing to censure my speech or criticize my position. I thank 
them. They are manly men, courageous men, but the very few 


spurned them, and they were not accepted 

Mr. President, I am not going to detain the Senate longer at 
this time. It will be a sad day for the Democratic Party when- 
ever its leadership undertukes to tie up with Tammany and 
Al Smith, a wet, a nullitier, and a Roman Catholic. You were 
told in that conference this morning by an able Senator that if 
Al Smith were nominated, his State would go Republican 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question % 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes 

Mr. MOSES. Was the Senator present in the conference? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. From whom did he get this information? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Why, the gull of the Senator from New Hamp 
shire in asking me about our party secrets! [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOSES. Tle Senator is evidently not in possession of 
them. 

Mr. HEFLIN. How is that? I did not catch that last state- 
ment. The Senator from New Hampshire wants to know what 
we Democrats do in private conference. You think you will 
get me to tell something we did in there, do you not? 

Mr. MOSES. No; the Senator was not there: he does not 
know. 

Mr. HEFLIN. No;‘of course; but I have been told. 

Mr. MOSES. So have I. [Laugliter.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, 1 am not surprised. I would be sur- 
prised if the Senator does not know something about it. He is 
pretty shrewd and he has an inquiring mind and he finds out a 
heap that is going on around here, but we will take care of our 
own affairs over here. 

I just want to say before I sit down that the Democratic con- 


| ference this morning had a right to do what it did. 1 say 


again that I would not expect it to remove Senator Ropinson 
as leader because of the suggestion I made and what he did on 
yesterday. They are not that much interested in this particular 
phase of the matter. They do not know all the cireumstances 
in the matter. I repeat that in the main I have indorsed his 
leadership, but I appreciate the fact that in my absence it was 
generally understood by the Senators that no censure of me, 
no rebuke, was intended; that the resolution must not be con- 
strued into meaning that they were taking issue with me or ny 
position in any shape, form, or fashion, 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WATERMAN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 

Mr. MOSES. Yesterday the Senator took occasion to have 
an informal declaration on his side of the Chamber regarding 
the attitude of that party concerning its leadership. At the 
conclusion of the episode the Senator from Alabama announced 
that its party leader had been disapproved. Now, will the 
Senator be good enough to inform the Senate, the galleries, and 
the country as to exactly what took place in the conference 
this morning which the Senator did not attend? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have told the Senator and the Senate, and 
I am going to tell him again, because the Senator does not 
eatch these things as quickly as some other Senators, but that 
is not my fault; it is the Almighty’s fault. He did not treaf 
the Senator right. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to my friend from North Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It may be that the caucuses or the con- 
ferences held by Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
are secret, but I have not understood and do not now under- 
stand that Democratic caucuses are secret organization 
meetings. 

Mr. HEFLIN. That is trne, Mr. President. I do not know 
what sort of monkey-wrench conventions they have over there, 
but I was not present this morning, as I said before, and I 
said I did not know that such a move would be made by Sen- 
ator Roprnson. I find since that Senator Ropinson had writ- 
ten a note to me. My secretary phoned me and said I had a 
notice to come to a committee, and did not tell me what was 
in it. I found, after getting it, since I came to this Chamber, 
that he suggested and said, “In all good will and feeling I 
am going to bring this matter up,” but I never got that note 
until the conference had adjourned. 
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But I will tell the Senator another thing that occurred. It 
secios that yesterday afternoon the Senators were under the 
impression that I was the mover, and if anything was brought 
before the conference that I would bring it there. In walking 
over to the Senate Office Building I came across the able Sen- 
ator from North Carolina |Mr. OveRMAN] and the able Sen- 
autor from Tennessee [Mr. Tyson]. We talked a moment 
about this matter, and they suggested to me that if they were 
in my place, inasmuch as we had had our say and word battle 


on the floor, that they would not bring it before the confer- 
ence. I said, “All right, I will not.” Then I added as I 
went away, “I do not believe I will attend the conference.” 
I thought the merchant marine matter was coming up. 

I was not at the conference and I did not bring it up. It 
was brought up in my absence and several talks were made. 


My position was criticized by two or three Senators who are 
known to be antagonistic to me, especially on this Roman 
Catholic question, but the outcome of the conference was 
simply the acquiescence in the leadership of Senator Ropinson 
and a willingness for him to remain on the committee. That 
was the action, as I said before, that I would expect them to 
take 

I am not aggrieved at that at all. The effort to rebuke me 
failed. The effort to censure me in any way failed utterly. 
The conference refused to pass a line that smacks of censure 
or me or my position. That is the truth of it. More than a 
dozen Senators have told me that. 

I claim the right, Mr. President, to do what I feel it my duty 
to do regarding all public questions. I will continue to claim 
that right, and I am going to speak—I want to give notice 


now—from time to time upon what I regard as a great evil and 
overshadowing issue before the American people. I am not 
usleep, There is not enough power amongst them to silence 


me unless they poison me or murder me, I am going to con- 
tinue to make my fight. I have a duty to perform, and I am 
going to perform it at all hazards. No rebuke, I do not care 
how it is brought about, how much Roman Catholic influence 
is brought to bear, how many peculiar circumstances point to a 
movement among them to have a Protestant Senator attack 
another Protestant Senator on this floor—none of those things 
will feaze me. I am going to discharge my duty as I see it, 
and as God gives me the light to see it and the strength to 
carry it out. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from 
Alabama had no sufficient notice of the conference of his party 
called for this morning, although the Senator was present on 
the floor yesterday. On page 1661 of the Recorp for yesterday 
1 find a formal notice from the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Ropninson |], the leader of the Democratic Party in this Chamber, 
in which he said: 

I am going to call a conference to-morrow, and I challenge the Sena- 
tor from Alabama to come before the conference and move the election 
of another leader for the Democratic Party of the Senate. 


The Senator from Alabama, Mr. President, evidently disre- 
guarded that challenge. He admits that he was not present, 
charging it, I suppose, upon the dereliction of the Senate post 
oftice for not haying brought to him the courteous note which the 
Senator from Arkansas addressed to him. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator—— 

Mr. MOSES, Just a moment, please. The Senator from 
Alabama, however, not having been present at the conference, 
undertakes to state what took place there. It will be readily 
understood by Senators on both sides of the Chamber that I 
was not present in the Democratic conference, but I have some 
knowledge of what took place there. I understand that the 
vote which was taken to express the confidence of the Demo- 
eratie side of the Chamber in its leader resulted in a yote of 
34 to 1, the one vote in the negative being explained by the 
Senator who cast it in saying that he fully approved of the 
course of his leader, but he did not wish to do it in yoting to 
approve a resolution. In other words, Mr. President, the only 
ally of the Senator from Alabama wished to keep it a dark 
secret, 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I appreciate the efforts of one 
of the leaders on the Republican side to come to the rescue of 
Senator Rosrnson of Arkansas. I stated that when Senator 
OVERMAN and Senator Tyson suggested to me not to bring this 
thing up, that I agreed to it. Senator Roprnson suggested that 
1 bring it up. I had already told two Senators that I would 
not bring it up and that I would not be there, and I have al- 
ready stated the facts about the matter. The Senator said the 
vote was 34 to 1, I repeatedly stated here that I would expect 
them to vote that way; that one said he would not vote for it 
because somebody might coustrue it to mean that it was a 
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reflection on me, and all the others, or most of them—all but 
ubout five or six—said * No; nothing like that is involved in it; 
not at all’; but they voted for it with the understanding that 
I was not to be rebuked in any way und that they were not 
saying that they did not like my position or my speech. Those 
are the facts about it, and I do not care to talk about it more 
at this time, but I repeat that I will discuss various phases of 
a great evil in this country and a great danger from time to 
time. I will discuss Alfred Smith. I do not have to go to the 
Senator from Arkansas to permission from him as to 
whether I can talk about Al Smith or not. He is a public man. 
He is the governor of a State. He is a candidate for Presideut. 

Mr. MOSES. And bound to be your nominee. 

Mr. HEFLIN. No; he is not bound to be our nominee. The 
Senator from New York [Mr. CopELanp] a few duys ago told 
the Senate that Al Smith was going to be nominated and was 
going to be elected. 

Mr. MOSES. With one of those positions I agree. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Arkansas, the Democratic 
leader, never called him down for speaking about Al Smith 
favorably, but when I say he will not be nominated—— 

Mr. MOSES. In which the Senator from Alabama is wrong. 

Mr. HEFLIN. And he will not be elected, I am lectured by 
the Senator from Arkansas, 

The first man who brought the name of Al Smith into this 
body was one of his boosters, the able Senator from New York 
[Mr. CopeLAND]. He was predicting his nomination and tri- 
umphant election, and when I come along and give some rea- 
sons why he will not be nominated and will not be elected, the 
Senator from Arkansas criticized me and endeavored tu lecture 
me. I have gone all over that and I want to repeat in the hear- 
ing of the Senator from Arkansas that I would not expect the 
conference to take any other action than it did, to express con- 
fidence in his leadership, and that I indorse his leadership, in 
the main. I would not expect them to remove him for the 
terrible mistake and blunder and outrageous performance that 
he committed here on yesterday. I would not expect them to 
remove him from leadership or for them to take him off of the 
committee. So, with the understanding before this body and be- 
fore the galleries—thank God the people who come here can 
not be silenced exactly yet, because they have conscience and 
courage, too, and they are interested in their country. 

I would not expect the Senator from Arkansas to be taken off 
of the committee on account of what transpired here yesterday. 

I repeat that those two Senators suggested, in response to the 
challenge of the Senator from Arkansas to me to bring it up in 
the conference, that I should not do it, that I ought not to 
bring it up, and I told them all right, I would not bring it up. I 
did not go even to the conference, thinking that if I did not 
bring it up it would not be brought up, but the outcome of it is 
perfectly agreeable to me. The leadership of the Senator from 
Arkansas, I repeat, in the main is satisfactory to me and, so 
far as his removal from this committee is concerned, my part 
in the scandalous charges is over. The committee has ex- 
onerated me. No committee of honorable Senators cculd have 
done otherwise. Some Senators said, ‘Oh, well, you have been 
exonerated by the committee and we did not feel like making an 
issue with him and taking him off the committee or removing 
him from his leadership because of that,” and that is all right 
with me, so far as the conference is concerned. That is ail 
right; it is all right with me, but I will say that if I had been 
on the committee and the Senator from Arkansas had been one 
of the accused ami he had expressed his objection to my being 
on it, I would have risen in my place in the Senate and tendered 
my resignation. 

Mr. DALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. DALE. If the Senator from New Hampshire has the 
floor, I am willing to yield to him. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not want the Senator to yield to me, ex- 
cept to suggest that it does not make any difference what Sen- 
ator first addresses the Chair, the Chair may recognize any 
Senator he pleases. 

Mr. MOSES. I understand that. 
enough to know that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator ought not to object to getting 
some of his own medicine. 

Mr. MOSES. Oh, no; I do not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hold that the 


get 


I occupy the chair often 


Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I have been much interested in 
the reference which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Herrin] 
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made to the full galleries. I understand perfectly that the 
population of Washington know that the Senate at times is 
much more interesting and much cheaper than are the “ movies ” 
and consequently they come here. 

I have been interested also in the references which the Sen 
ator from Alabama has made to the Senator from New York 
[Mr. CopELaNp], who is not here at the moment. I will not try 
to speak in defense of the Senator from New York whatever his 
position at the moment may be, because I reeall that once in 
a public speech he described the present Governor of the great 
Commonwealth of New York as “the political armless Venus 
de Milo.” I am not sure whether or not that characterization 
will go forward into the approaching campaign. 

I am much more interested in the prophecy of the Senator 
from Alabama, a prophecy one portion of which he can make 
with great exactitude; that is, that he will return to this sub- 
ject. We know that he will, Mr. President. We know that 
he will make the same speech over and over again, and between 
now and whatever time in June we may adjourn we shall get 
most of it by heart. 

I am, however, surprised to confront the complete and abject 
surrender which the Senator from Alabama has made since 
yesterduy afternoon. Then he breathed out fire and slaughter 
here, defied the leader of his party, bared his breast to the 
barbs of any ecclesiastical combination which might be brought 
together, admitted his willingness to submit himself to the 
dagger or the poison cup, and now this morning recants every- 
thing. [WLaughter.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have recanted nothing. 
When the Senator from New Hampshire says I have recanted 
he stutes that which he knows is not true. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE ON LINDEN-LEXINGTON ROAD, TENNESSEE 


Mr. DALE. Mr. President, if the Senate can take the time 
to transact a little business this afternoon, I should like to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the very important 
matter of a bill respecting the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest that the Senator be 
given leave to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. NORRIS. What is the request, Mr. President? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the request of the Senator 
from Vermont is merely that he may report and that there may 
be passed a bridge bill for the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will 
not object, for this is the last day on which the legislation can 
be passed in order that the work may be, continued. 

Mr. MOSES. Oh, no; do not object. Tennessee being a Demo- 
eratic State, let them have the bridge. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not any objection to the passage of the 
bill, but it seems to me that as some Senators desire to leave 
this evening and others desire to speak on the subject that is 
pending, we ought not to take up the time of the Senate in 
the consideration of other matters. e 

Mr. McKELLAR. I repeat that this is the last day on which 
the bill may be passed if it is to have any effect, and its passage 
will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DALE. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 6053) to extend 
the times for commencing and completing the construction of 
a bridge across the Tennessee River on the Linden-Lexington 
road, in Perry and Decatur Counties, Tenn., and I submit a 
report (No. 101) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution (S. 
Res. 112) opposing the seating of Frank L. SMirH as a Senator 
from the State of Illinois, reported from the special committee 
investigating senatorial campaign expenditures. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if no other Senator desires 
recognition, I presume I am entitled to get it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, now that I have the floor I 
hope that no Senator will claim the floor away from me. 

At the beginning of the eloquent address of the Senator from 
California [Mr. SHorTRIDGE], ( propounded to him a question. 
He said he would try to answer it during the course of his re- 
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wirks, but, although he occupied nearly two hours and a half, 
he made ho answer. 
The first sentence of the Senator’s address was to the effect 
in substance that he had no doubt the Senate had the power to 


|} exclude Mr. Smiru, but that the Senate did net derive such 


power from the Constitution of the United States. Will the 
Senator tell us where the Senate did get it? That is the ques- 
tion that is yet unanswered. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from California and 
other Senators who preceded him on yesterday, that the question 
the Senate will pass upon is one of great importance. I agree 
also that it is not a question of personalities; I agree with 
him when he says that the personality of the man who is 
knocking at the door of the Senate should have nothing to do 
with our votes on the proposition involved; but he goes on to 
tell us, as other Senators have told us, giving illustrations 
which I think were not apt, that in refusing to permit Mr, 
SMirH to take the oath of office pending the decision of his cuse 


| we were violating a constitutional provision and denying to 


the State of Illinois proper representation in this body. ‘the 
Senator from California went so far as to say that if in the 
various constitutional conventions which had been held to ratify 
the Constitution of the United States any one had there suz- 
gested that we would keep a Senator from taking the oath of 
office while we considered his case the Constitution never could 
have been ratified. Then, either the Senator from California 
or some other Senator, to illustrate how we were violating the 
Constitution, called attention to what took place in the Brook- 
hart case, where, he said, the man with a certificate of election 
Was Sworn in and the investigation and the action of the Senate 
took place afterwards. 

When he cited the Brookhart case as a reason why we should 
administer the oath to Mr. Smirn, I was refused—I think it was 
by the Senator from Conecticut [Mr. McLean j]—an opportunity 
to ask him a question. He knew very well that the illustration 
which he had given would not apply; he knew very well that 
the pending case was no more like the Brookhart case and had 
no more to do with the Brookhart case than the flowers that 
bloom in the springtime. A certificate of election is nothing 
but prima facie evidence of what it purports to state; everybody 
admits that; I have not heard in the discussion either here or 
elsewhere a denial of the proposition that the certificate of 
election is nothing but prima facie evidence. In the Brookhart 
case and in the Newberry case certificates were presented, and 
the Senate had no other official evidence of any kind oer ehuar- 
acter except the certificate of election. 

The Senator from California, great lawyer that he is, said 
that in the Newberry case, while there was nothing before the 
Senate but the certificate of election presented, yet everybory 
knew what the facts were. If that statement had come from a 
lawyer in some police court or before a country justice of the 
peace we might forgive it or overlook it, but hardly so in the 
case of the great Senator from California. He knows that we 
had no official knowledge of any kind in the Newberry case 
except the certificate of election. He knows that in the Brook- 
hart case we had no official notice of any kind except the cer- 
tificate of election, and he knows also that in the pending «ase, 
before Mr. Smiru ever presented his certificate of election, 
before we ever had any official notice that there was a certifi- 
cate of election, the Senate had already taken action; that it 
had already appointed its committee; that its committee had 
gone forth and taken evidence; that Mr. Smirn himseif ap- 
peared as a witness before that committee, and that com- 
mittee reported its findings to the Senate, which were on file 
before the certificate of election was ever presented. So the 
truth of this prima facie evidence, the certificate of election, 
was denied and contradicted before it was ever officially pre- 
sented to the Senate of the United States. That is the differ- 
ence between these cases. That places this case by itself. If 
we had not made that investigation, if there had been ho 
official notice before the Senate except the certificate of elec- 
tion, there would not have been a Senator here who would have 
objected to the taking of the oath of office. 

There is not any use in trying to bandy words; there is not 
any use in trying to get a false impression before the Senate 
and through the Senate before the country; there is not any 
doubt about what actually has occurred; there is not any dis- 
pute that the prima facie evidence afforded by the certificate 
of election was denied and that the evidence that was taken in 
denial stands undisputed by Mr. Smiru himself. That evidence 
is that more than $400,000 was spent to secure his nomination ; 
that $125,000 of that amount, and a little more than that, were 
contributed by one man, Mr. Insull, who is the owner of 
electric-light companies, street railways, and public atilities of 
various kinds; that Mr. Smrra accepted that money while he 
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was chairman of the Public Service Commission of the State of 
lilinois, and that it was the duty of that commission to super- 
vise and control not only the rates but the rules and the regu- 
lations governing the operation of the public-utility properties 
in Illinois which were owned by Mr. Insull and his partners. 
All that stands undisputed. 

So in the Newberry case, if we are going to use that as a 
precedent—and I think we can, for it is the latest one—it was 
decided by the Senate in the third paragraph of the resolution 


which dismissed the Newberry contest and seated Mr. New- 
berry, as follows: 

That whether the amount expended in this primary was $195,000, 
as was fully reported or openly acknowledged, or whebsher there were 
ome few thousand dollars in excess, the amount expended was in 
either case too large, much larger than ought to have been expended 

The expenditure of such excessive sums in behalf of a candidate, 
either with or without his knowledge and consent, being contrary to 


harmful to the honor and the dignity of the Senate, 
free government, excessive 
expenditures are hereby severally condemned and disapproved 


The Senatoy from 


sound public policy, 


and dangerous to the perpetuity of a such 


California was in the Senate, and voted 
for that »voposition. He stands of record as favoring that prop- 
osition; but now he is making an argument indeed, have 
the other Senators who have spoken in behalf of Mr. SmirH— 
that the Senate is helpless; that no matter what may be the 
condition or what may be the facts to the fraud, the de- 
bauchery, the crime, if you want to put it that way, that may 
hive been committed in order to get this nomination and this 
election, no matter how the hands of the candidate may be 
tainted, we are bound to administer the oath of office and accept 
him as 2 Member of the Senate 

Mr. President, the Senator from California has made refer- 
ence to the Constitutional Convention and to the conventions of 
the various States that approved the Constitution. Let me add 
to what he said that at the time of those conventions it was not 
known that this country, in the space of a comparatively short 
length of time, was going to have trusts, combinations, and 
multimillionaires who would have money enough to buy pri- 
maries and buy conventions and buy elections and win their 
way, through fraud and the expenditure of money, into the Sen- 
ate of the United States. Had they ever known it they would 
have added something; they would have put in something that 
would have been a direct prohibition: but in their wisdom they 
did put in a provision, and that is the provision in Article I, 


section 5: 


as, 


iis 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of its own Members 

That means that the Senate is supreme; it is the supreme 
court: it has jurisdiction of this question. It has been given 


jurisdiction by the direct words of the Constitution itself. There 
is no appeal. It is the supreme court, and its judgment is 


final: and its authority comes from the Constitution in those 
direct words. Are we going to say now—in fact, it is said by 
those who favor the admission of Mr. Smira—** Why, if we 


establish this precedent the Senate may some time exclude a 
man because he is a Catholic, or because he is a Protestant, or 
because he has red hair’; in other words, they might some 
time abuse this power that is given them, 

In answer to that, I want to say that it is true. They might; 
they may; but it must follow, as night follows day, that there is 
not a power conferred upon any official, upon any tribunal, upon 
any legislature or any commission in our Constitution but that 
can be abused in the same way; and if that power is final, like 
the jurisdiction given to the Supreme Court, then there is no 
appeal, 

If the Senators who are thus arguing now had been in the Consti- 
tutional Convention they would have opposed the establishment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, because it could 
have been said, “ Why, suppose this Supreme Court goes wrong ; 
there is no help. They might decide a case contrary to the law, 
contrary to the evidence.” They might. Everybody must admit 
that they might. They would have opposed the establishment 
of the House of Representatives or of the Senate, because it 
could be said, “ Why, this House of Representatives, to which 
is given the primary power, the original jurisdiction to originate 
certain bills, may never originate them, It may become corrupt, 
and therefore we must not have any House of Representatives. 
The Senate might refuse to appropriate money to carry on the 
Government of the United States.” We might become so cor- 
rupt that we would decline to appropriate for the judges and 
the marshals and the Army and the Navy and the President, 
and thus cripple and ultimately overthrow our country. 


. 
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That is all true. That is all within the bounds of possibility ; 
but is that any reason why we should not have a Senate? In 
fact, if you are going to be that critical vou will fail to estab- 
lish any power, any government anywhere. Anarchy will be 
bound to reign supreme. 

It is true, Mr. President. that sometimes these powers have 
heen abused. This particular power has been given to the Sen- 


ate. It might have been placed somewhere else by our fore- 
fathers. They might have given it to a commission, or to the 
courts; but they did not. They gave it to us and it is beyond 


our power to escape from that responsibility. Try as we will, 
we are shouldered with the responsibility of meeting this ques 
tion. We can not, we dare not evade it. It is up to us. We 
must decide it, because the Constitution has placed that juris- 
diction and that power in our hands, and in our hands ex- 
clusively. 

Powers have been abused. We bave an illustration of that in 
the Capital City of the Nation now, where the power that has 
been given to the courts has been abused. <A spectacle is going 
on down here in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, 
and has been going on for 6 or 10 weeks, that must bring the 
blush of shame to every citizen of the United States who believes 
in the proper administration of the laws and the proper trial of 
cases before courts. We saw a millionaire—that was the case 
of a millionaire, like the one that is involved here—defying the 
laws of the United States. We saw Mr. Sinclair go on trial, 
and it developed that he had hired a whole lot of detectives 
from New York and Baltimore and Philadelphia and Washing- 
ton, and that they were following the members of the jury. 
That fact was brought to the attention of the court and the 
court discharged the jury. It declared a mistrial after enor- 
mous umounts of money had been expended, after the Govern- 
ment had gone on for weeks with its case. The court practi- 
cally held there, when it discharged that jury, that somebody— 
whoever was to blame for following up the jury—was guilty of 
contempt of court. Then, after waiting 2 week or two, the 
same judge appointed a committee to prosecute these people, 
when as a matter of fact all that it would have been necessary 
for him to do, and what he ought to have done, assuming that 
his decision in discharging the jury was right, was to say, 
“ These defendants will be given until to-morrow morning, or the 
next day.” or whatever time he had a mind to fix—two hours 
would have been enough: the evidence was all in—*‘to show 
why they should not be held in contempt of court.” 

Instead of that, however, after waiting for a week or 10 days 
he finally appointed a committee to prosecute them; and then, 
when in good faith they started out to follow the directions to 
prosecute these fellows who had been guilty of following the 
jury—this millionaire who had money enough to hold up even 
the Government of the United States—when they got fairly 
started with it the judge turned around, instead of trying the 
defendants, and tried the prosecuting attorney; and, from what 
I can see as it goes along, I think he is about to find him guilty, 
and find the defendants not guilty. 

Tlaat is an instance of the abuse of power. It is a striking 
illustration of it. I know no escape from it. We can not have 
a Government unless we confide the power to somebody. The 
Senate at some time may make a mistake; but somebody must 
pass on this question, and I think, Senators, that we have pre- 
sented to us here a fundamental proposition—one that goes to 
the very roots not only of our Government but of every demo- 
eratic form of government on earth. 

It is not a question of Illinois being deprived of her two 
votes in the Senate; it is a question of Mr. Insull being de- 
prived of his votes in the Senate. The senatorial toga has been 
put upon the auction block. He has bought it; he has paid for 
it, and he is here at the doors demanding his property; and 
these Senators who are arguing so eloquently and forcefully 
are asking the Senate to give it to him. If he has a right to 
buy it, if he has a right to do what it is admitted he has done, 
then we are wrong and you are right. Then we ought to admit 
Smiru; and, if we do, we ought to put a sign on the door saying, 
“ Seats for sale in this body to the Electric Light Trust or other 
combinations of wealth for $450,000 each.” That is what you 
would have us do. That is the effect of admitting Smirn. 

We are about to investigate, I hope, or the cominittee pro- 
vided for in the resolution is about to investigate, the so-called 
Water Power Trust. Insull is a part of it. He is being deprived 
here of his legitimate rights in this body that he has bought 
and paid for, and he does not like it. Perhaps we are doing 
wrong by taking them away from him; but Illinois is not the 
only State where he mixes up. It is not the only place where 
the great Water Power Trust is making contributions to cam- 
paigns. I do not know how many he is in; but I have before 
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me here a copy of The Nation of December 21, 1927, and 
page 710 of that ma zine is atl article ent ed ‘Mair 
water-power fight,” by I 1 Sy ing. Lam going to read you 
ome extracts from it 
says ne firs } at ae 
For two years § 
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Insull, the story show it proba is new te 
Insull, in order to get the pow he y ; 1 E 
right to use the wa er of M found { \ 
ary to get rid of tl t prin \ he Nt 
he started out to d and th: the fit h I 
talking about. 
Mr. CARAWAY. He found pri rat expt 
he n 
Mr. NORRIS. He f d tl aud he fou 
expensi in Illinois 
Mr. CARAWAY. J IS What 1 Wi ilking about 
Mr NORRIS. If t had be ( he ¢ i ve 
bought them for much les Li hi l ise righ here \ I 
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these f Ss were known, people of Illinois voted for SMITH 
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elected him in the face of What are tl facts 
Eve ay KOOWS that in th State of Ill s the Re i I 
mil n is the ul s election In this ¢a 
How er, tp Democt ic hominee r sel tor was als a m 
to Who campi ig Insull had li \ coutributed Ile 1 K 
o chances It was a prope i of heads he won and tail 
other fellow l 
Mr. BORAH It ought to be said, however, that he col 
ributed only $15,000 to the D ocra nominee 
M NORRIS. That is a dilfei ice in the doctrine of ch 
Hle assumed, &s a sl vd man would, that the chances were 
i SMITH W: g ‘ ted; but if SMITH were not 
elected, th a D rat would be Or | might have found 
out that it did k 0 ! oney buy the Democrat 
as to bu he Republica Bat kT Anyway, he gave 
the Democrat $15,000 and he g he Republican $125,000 
\I CARAWAY. Incidel lly, I invested n both side f 
he World Court. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes 
Mr. CARAWAY He took no chances <« anytl g. Wherever 
there were two sides t 1 question he bought both. 
Mr. NORRIS. He bought them both. What was a man to ¢ 


in Illinois, Mr. President It is said they elected Smirn, a 
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choice 








way, in the face of it They only had a between tw 

e\ and althougl n independent man was running the fear 
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election he could ge f ing, as far as the election was con- 
cerned, He had it ther He owned everything in sight He 
bought it and paid for it, and was his; it did not make any 
difference to him what happened in the election, 

Now, let me read some more of what happened in Maine. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Just one minute. To show how the ut 
ties work in the primaries, Mr. Studebaker, who live j 
Indiana and votes in Indiana, and never did vote in Illinois 


also invested in Mr. Smiru’s campaign in Illinois. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes; be did. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Because he had utilities. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. CARAWAY. And violated 


required the removal from office of 


which 
offic e 


of Illinois, 
occupying the 


the law 
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that Mr. Smitrn occupied wi a pted a contrib did 
t not? 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes 
Mr. CARAWAY That is wha é here it he 
S e:; we are just e1 tl v of | 
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out his will and his wisl : 
Mr. CARAWAY. He will soon ! al ) k aq um, 
Lil ne ot? 
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W ted to 

Mr. President, I feel as the Senator from California does 
very deeply on this subject. We are going to establish a prec 
dent one way or the other. Hither we shall approve the reso- 
ution that was adopted in the Newberry case, and say to tl : 
powers, these trusts, these combinations, these multimillionaires, 
You can get the courts, perhaps, in some instances, you can 
get the executive department, you can stay t hand of justice 
in a criminal trial, but you can not buy the Senate of the United 
States. It, at least, stands in the road, in the way, ’ this 
kind of combination controlling the Govern t of our conn 
try.” 

If we are to establish this precede if we are to permit 
the sale of sea to take place here, what will be th xt 
that will happen Everybody knows that if election ire 
bought with money, or secured by deception, the result just 
the same as though you took it at the hands of an arm it the 
point of the bayonet—you have disfranchised the honest voters 
of the country; you have taken away the fundamental corner 
tone of thi lemocracy; you have id that, although we are 
ipposed to give to the citizens of this country the right to 
vote and the right to have their votes counted, fl right of a 
free government, yet, nevertheless, tha only ue in name, 





we ale selling you out, we are going to turn you over to those 
who have money enough to buy seats in the lt ted States 
penate. 

Are you going to make it as cheap to buy a seat here as they 
supposed it was to buy a membe! f the Cabinet and to get 
millions of dollars’ worth of Government oil? Do you suppose that 
if we had had a Senate composed of men who owed their elec 
tions here to men like Insull, you would ever have had an investi 
gation of Teapot Dome? Do you suppose you would ever hav 
ferreted out any of the evidence that finally resulted the 

al of Daugherty and in the conviction of Mil in the Fed 

ral courts of the United States? It was i he S te, t last 
place ft that was free and untarnished, hich those thing 
were commenced. While most of them have not been successful 
as yet, not successful because of the powel1 multimillionai 

as I have deseribed one that is taking place in this District, 
yet, if the Senate had been composed of men such as this prece- 
dent would put into seats here, then nothing would have been 


ed, 


through it 


nd f 
all, we 


om the White House down to the janitor, 
would have been subject to the of 


control 


i gold 
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Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I am unwilling for the 
be taken on this resolution without giving in brief the 
sons upon which I my ion and consequently 
cast my vote. 

I concede at the outset that two views may well be 
either one of which may be founded upon precedent in this body. 
It is a question, therefore, of which is the better view; that 1s, 


vote 
rea- 


shall 


conclusic bm 


base 


faken 
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which view should govern the Senate in this case. I shall not, to both provisions of the Constitution, under all the rules of 
undertake to go into an extended argument nor an analysis of | construction, it ought not to be construed in that way. In 
the several cases constituting precedents. That has been done | other words, if section 3 were omitted from the Constitution, 
by others, and perhaps all that can be said on that subject has | no Member would contend on the floor of the Senate that there 
been said already. wis any limitation upon the power of the Senate to reject a 
As I view the question, it immediately resolves itself into two | Senator elect for any reason which in its judgment renders 
factors. The first is the power of the Senate; that is, whether | him ineligible to a seat in this body. And so, unless section 3 
the Senate possesses the naked power to reject a Senator elect | is necessarily a limitation and proscription upon the power 
for any reason and on any account beyond the disqualifications | of the Senate by confining it to the three things named in sec- 
named in the third section of Article I of the Constitution of | tion 3, this body is without limitation in that regard. 
the United States. What I have suid with reference to the rule of interpreta- 
I am not a stranger to the doctrine that all parts of a statute | tion that should apply in this case is strengthened by the his- 
or constitution should be construed together in order to give | torical fact to which I have already adverted, namely, that 
harmonious effect to all of its provisions. I am also aware of | the constitutional convention for some reason reversed the lan- 
the rule of construction that one part of a statute or constitu- | guage from positive in character to negative in type, merely 
tion should not be restricted or abridged by another part of it | placing restrictions upon the States by saying that they shall 
unless it is necessary to do so in order to harmonize and render | not send one to this body unless he has met those thr 





effective the entire document, requirements. 

Mr. President, with that in view, it is my opinion that section So, Mr. President, I have reached the conclusion that so 
5, reading as follows— far as the naked power is concerned the Senate has the right 
Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- | reject one for other grounds than the disqualifications named 
tions of its own Members in section 3. It may be that the Senate should be confined to 
: : : : those three considerations, but after deliberating upon the 
should not be re stricted or abridged by the language found in | question at length I have reached the conclusion that if that 
om _ 3 unless it is necessary to - = gop to harmonize should be the law of the land, it will require a constitutional 

> two provisi iS ¢ LY , a“ eM. = S 
1 find ae cigioulty: tn en the aw aia without | a to bring - about. s ‘ - 
: : as ; Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 


restricting section 5 of the constitutional provision, because sec- The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico 
tion 3 is a restriction or a limitation of power upon the tates. yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
I care hot where that restriction emanated or from what source Mr. BRATTON. I yield 
it comes. It has been said that the States restricted themselves Mr. CARAWAY The statement has been repeatedly made 
in this regard by their ratification of the Constitution. It has]; aqrcanccine thic Dey Scale, fa St neha al i 2 
bases sand inad: tiem iianeebinttensabasins maaan wenrieeeied ae in discussing this case that all the Senate can do and all 
that ~aarnardl 7 ar gprecig +h ar ee ee ee _ | the makers of the Constitution ever contemplated it should do, 
ao cae ed | eae ts a s argument ts adopted, the States | 9, determining the qualifications of one who sought admission, 
ie ctet tn Ba gpm a ee Ne ; was to ascertain whether he had reached the required age and 
- t is — tion vol untarily assumed and imposed upon the | whether he had resided for the required number of years in 
states, itis a restriction negative in character, involving three | the United States and whether he was a citizen of the State 
es that is, that no State shail elect a Member to this | trom which he came. It was said that if the makers of the 
’ » she ave attaine ,or f 20 vears 3 . : : “ty t2.3 
ody unless he shall have attained the age of 30 years, unless | Gonstitution and the States in ratifying it had thought that 
he has been nine years a citizen of the United States and unless | any other powers were given to the Senate, there would have 
at the time of his election he was an inhabitant of the State been no Constitution, The Senator recalls that statement? 
from which he comes. These are limitations placed upon the Mr. BRATTON. Very distinctly 
States in order to produce uniformity in the membership of this Mr. CARAWAY. If that wis in their minds, why did they 
body. pian for emphasis, that these limitations are nega- | nyt in the Constitution the provision that there should be no 
= = eal ag a as 7" tage ory as has been said repeatedly religious test? It shows that they did realize there was a very 
during the course of this debate, that the language as origi- large power vested and they sought to limit it. That is the 
ually drafted was positive in character, and gave every man | only positive test, that we can not proscribe a man for religious 
Who had reached the age of 30 years and who had been nine | yeasons, so it shows clearly that they did have in their minds 
years a citizen of the country, and who was at the time of his | that there was a power that could be exercised, and they left 


election an inhabitant of the State, the right to be elected as a | i¢ open to be exercised, except they said, “ You shall not do it for 
Member of this body. But for some reason the constitutional | ¢nece reasons.” q . 


cohvention reversed the order and stated the language nega- Mr. BRATTON 


Undoubtedly the observations made by the 
tively in form, 


; Senator from Arkansas are sound. 

It has been repeated time and time again in decisions from I return to complete what I intended to say with reference 
the courts throughout this country that when there is a radical | to the first part of the subject involved; that is, that the Senate 
change in the language of statutory or constitutional provisions | has the power to go beyond an inquiry as to whether a Senator 
the body enacting those provisions intended to inaugurate some | designate or a Senator elect is more than 30 years of age; 
positive change, soinme new policy, and a new course to be fol- | jt has the power to go beyond the inquiry as to whether he has 
lowed, So that I call upon those who find themselves on the | been nine years a citizen of the United States; it has the power 
opposite side of this question to explain toe the Senate why the | to go beyond an inquiry as to whether he is an inhabitant of the 
constitutional convention, when first vesting the absolute power | State from which he comes. It has the power, under section 5 
in any citizen who met those three qualifications to be elected | of the Constitution, to go beyond those three subjects, and may 
to this body, afterwards reversed the order and merely imposed investigate other things which enter into his qualifications and 
a restriction upon the States by saying that no State should | to judge of those qualifications. 
elect a man to this body unless he had reached the age of 30 An inquiry was propounded yesterday by the able Senator 
years, was 9 years a citizen of this country, and an inhabitant | from California [Mr. SHorTRIpcE], whom I admire very much, 
of the State. to the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] as to what signifi- 

Mr. BAYARD, Mr. President, will the Senator yield? cance he gave to the word “judge.” If the Senate is impaled 

Mr. BRATTON, Certainly. by the limitations contained in section 3, as contended by the 

Mr. BAYARD, I would like to ask the Senator if it is not | Senator from California, it would not be the judge of scarcely 
a fact that after the deliberations of the Constitutional Con- anything. The governor of the State who issues the certificate 
vention in 1787 the then States ratified that Constitution, and | would for all practical purposes be the judge of the qualifica- 
that thereafter, when Illinois became a State, she became a party | tions of the Senator elect. 
to that ratification and thereby subscribed to the doctrine as se Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President 
down in the original Constitution? Mr. BRATTON. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. BRATTON. Precisely so. Section 3 prescribes disquali- Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, the Sen- 
fications and not qualifications. It is directed to the States | ate of course is the judge of those elements of eligibility. The 
of the Union. It imposes limitations upon them by forbidding | Senate has in many cases judged whether a man was a citizen 
that they elect a man to this body who has not met those | for the requisite period. They might judge of the question of 
three requirements. ‘But section 5 is directed to the Senate | citizenship as they could have judged of Henry Clay when be 
of the United States and is a grant of power instead of a re- | came here and was not 30 years of age, or they might judge of 
striction of power. There the power is vested in the Senate | the question of inhabitancy or, under the other section, they 
to judge of the election and qualifications of its Members. | could inquire whether he was an officer of the Government. 
Unless it is necessary to attach section 3 to section 5 and Mr. BRATTON. Let me inquire of my friend from Cali- 
regard it as a limitation upon section 5 in order to give effect | fornia as to why he thinks the framers of the Constitution 
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reversed the language from positive in nature to negative it 
type? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I attach no importance to tl 


Any one going over the debates as reported will observe that 


at 





<re 


when the committee on style was appointed and that com 
tee set about to put the document in its final form man 
changes v re made that put the thought merely in different 
words. In this case they put it in its negative instead of in 
its affirmative form I do not want to interrupt the Senat 
further, but I do wish to say that that is the form which w 
find in practically every State constitution. In the Newberry) 
case the Supreme Court put the direct question, “ Who is el 
£1 le to vote for he present tives in the conference ae and their 
answer was in the very language of the Constitution TI 
they put the question, “Who is eligible for the election?” and 
they proceed to answer it in the very language of the Cé 
stitution. 

Mr. BRATTON. I thank my friend from California for his 


observation. 


Mr. President, even at the risk of repetition I say that if se 


tion 5 stood alone, providing that each House shall be the judg 
of the election, returns, and qualifications of its own Membe 

no one in this body would contend that the power he Senate 
is restricted in any sense, but the Senate would be free to re 
ject for any reason which, in the judgment of tl Members of 
this body, was sufficient. I continue to say that section 3 should 
not be construed as a restriction upon section 5, as limiting or 
restricting the power of the Senate in a matter of this kind 
unless it is necessary to do so in order to harmonize both pro 
visions of the Constitution and to give effect to each of them. 

I believe that is a rule of construction which will not be ques 
tioned by any Member of this body. With that weli in mind 
when we consider that section 3 is directed to the States and i 
a limitation upon the States, prescribing that no State sha 
elect one to member hip in this body unless he shall have ar 
rived at the age of 30 years, unless he shall have been nine 


years a citizen of the country, unless he shall be an inhabitant 


of his State—when we keep steadily in mind that that provision 
is a limitation of power upon the States, I am unable to sub 
scribe to the doctrine that it can be extended to become a limi 
tation upon the grant of power directed to the Senate and 
found in section 5. No other interpretation will serve as a 


foundation for the argument that the Senate is limited to an 
inquiry into the three questions—of age, citizenship, and in- 
habitancy. 

So, Mr. President, keeping in mind the rules of interpretation 
which I have endeavored to mention briefly, and I am doing so 
briefly on account of the lateness of the hour and the circum 
stances under which we proceed, I think the one provision is a 


grant of power to the Senate and the other is a limitation of 
power upon the States, and that the limitation of power upon 
the States does not operate as a restriction of the grant of 
power to the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, if I am correct in my view that the Sen- 


ate possesses the power, the next question is the time and man- 


ner of its exercise. It has been argued repeatedly that the 
power should not be exercised until after the oath has been ad- 
ministered, when the proceeding would become one to expel 


With that I find myself net in accord. 
I have been unable to find any language in the 
that even states indirectly or by a fair inference that a 


Constitutior 
Senato1 


designate or a Senator elect must be admitted into this body 
before the Senate has jurisdiction or power to reject. I grant 


that in the ordinary case, where a Senator elect appears with 
his credentials fair upon their face constituting a prima facie 
title to the offic he ought to be entitled receive the oath 
and sit in the body until it has been determined that he is not 
entitled to membership here. In any ordinary case I Would vote 


to 


to seat the Senator elect subject to the inquiry afterwards 
But, Mr. President, this is an unusual case. It is not an 
ordinary one. This is an exceptional case. Long before the cer- 


tificate of election issued, long before the prima facie title made 





by the certificate ever came into existence an arm of the 
Senate itself reached out, clothed with authority to take sworn 
testimony and to bring it into this body. The committee of the 
Senate took testimony. The charges were well defined ane 
well known. The now Senator elect appeared before the com 
mittee, he sat by, watched the proceedings, understood the 
charges, and did not avail himself then or thereafter, or at 


any time up until now, of even registering a substantial denial 
of those grave charges. I am unable to say that the testimony) 
taken by the committee does not overthrow the mere prima 
facie title contained in the certificate of election. I think it 
does so. 

That is all the certificate is; it is merely prima facie evi- 
dence of his right to the office. Is the Senate to look to the 


| 
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certificate alone and close its eves to the testimony taken: 
ose its eyes to the fact that, although the Senator elect sat in 
the presence of the committee and Knew for months the grave 
nature of the charges, he has even until now failed to enter 
a general denial of them it seems to me, Mr. President, it is 
going too far to say that the Senate must close its eves to 
hose facts and administer the oath, and that thereafter we 
hecome possessed of the power to inquire into the facts and to 
dismiss the Member from this body I am unable permit 
te nicalities of procedure on questions of that ind to close 
inv eves to the merits of the case. 

I have said all that I care to say on the subject i do not 
desire to enter into it from a contr versial standpoint I 
merely wanted to give the reasons upon which I have reached 
he conclusion that the Senate has the power to reject a Senator 
elect at the rail of the Senate under the facts as we have then 
before us to-day, and to do that upon other grounds than those 
named in negutive form as limitations upon the States wit! 
respect to the election of persons to that offic 

So far as I am concerned, I am unwilling to close my eves to 
the fact that an extremely lar contribution was made in vio 
ation of a positive statute of the State of Illinois subjecting 
the Senator elect to removal from the office that he ths occu 
pied. I am unwilling to say that th is beyond the pale of 
onsideration bere until we shall have administered the oath, 
and that then, and not until then, does the Senate of the 
United States possess the power to investigate such a situation, 
when there is not a word or a syllable ir ie Constitution which 
by express language or fair intendment can be said to restrict 


the Senate and cause it to stand by inert and helpless to pro 
tect itself and the country. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, I only desire to few 
words. I should not do that were it not for the importance 
which I attach to the particular question on which the Senate 
is about to vote. 

I agree in general with everything that my colleague from 
New Mexico [Mr. Brarron] has said and with everything that 
has been said by the distinguished Senator from Nebraska. than 


say: a 


whom I believe no man deserves better of the Republic 

I am going to speak for a few moments in order to explain 
why I can not agree with the conclusions which the Senator 
from Nebraska and other Senators who support the pending 


resolution have apparently reached, 

So far as the constitutional and legal aspects of this matter 
are concerned, I believe the Senate has complete power to 
I am not certain whether the framers of the Constitution in- 
tended to convey that power to us, but we have the power, be- 
cause, So far as practical matters go, there is no appeal from our 
decision on questions affecting membership. I concede that this 
honorable body, if it chooses, may by a majority vote declare 
seat in this Chamber vacant and that there is no other 
body in the United States or anywhere else which could reverse 
our decision. For that reason I am not going to speak of 
power; I am going to speak of rights, and when I say rights, I 
am referring to moral rights and not to legal or constitutional 
rights, 

The greater our power the more incumbent it is on us to use 
that power in accordance with principles, and precedent, and 
orderly procedure. In a case like this where a moral issue has 
been raised—and I submit that even a young Senator may be 
allowed to speak about morals—we have got to get down to bed- 
rock. We are not here as the masters of the people, Mr. Presi- 
dent; we are here as their servants, their employees. The peo- 
ple have a right, so long as they abide by the laws laid down by 
Congress and by the Constitution, to elect any representative 
they may choose. 1 think it is up to us, the other hand, to 


act, 


decide what laws we shall impose on the States in order see 
that the men whom they do choose shall live up to our concep- 
tion of the dignity and responsibility of the senatorial! office. 

I admit that Senators are national officers; yet they are na- 


tional officers chosen in a particular way under the National 


Constitution and the laws of the United States. They are na- 


tional officers chosen by the States directly as their repre- 
sentatives. The Members of the House of Representatives may 
in a more direct way represent the people, but I submit that 


the Senate represents primarily the individual States and that, 
outside of certain particular emergencies, we, in determining 
the membership of this body, should follow the Constitution 
and follow the decisions of those individual States. 

Mr. President, on that basis I think there are only two rea- 
sons why the Senate should ever override a decision of a State 
which has selected a man to represent it here. One is that he 
did not have the qualifications provided by the Constitution ; 
and the second is the election was so corrupted, that the in- 
dividual voters were worked on by money or vther im- 
proper means, that the man whe comes here purporting to be 
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their representative 
which sent him. 

There is a third reason which may not be valid, but which is 
it least plausible, and that is that the voters of a State were 
xo deceived in one way or another that they did not know the 
character of the man for whom they were voting, and so elected 
him under a misapprehension. 

Mr. President, 1 am going to assume the accuracy of all the 








is not the representative of the State 


facts which are reported by the special committee. I think 
they are pretty serious facts for us to consider. The main one, 
of course, is that Mr. Smirn, being chairman of the Illinois 


Public Service Commission, which was empowered to regulate 
the rates, the charges, und the business of public utility cor- 
porations in that State, accepted from Samuel Insull and other 
power, traction, and public-utility magnates, a large sum of 
money as a contribution to his primary campaign expenses. I 
do not think that it is necessary to characterize an action like 
that It is about as bud as anything that I can conceive being 
perpetrated in this Republic. I think it is equivalent to 
judge taking a bribe from a man who appears before his court. 
I think it would disqualify a mun from sitting in any society 
of gentlemen. If I valued my own opinion as to such an action 
more than I do the opinion of the people of Illinois, I should 


is 


unhesitatingly say that this man was unfit to sit in the Senate 
of the United States, 

On the other hand, there is no allegation that any United 
States law has been violated. There has been, as I see it, no 
fraud. I am not using “fraud” in a legal sense, because I am 


not a lawyer, but fraud in ordinary speech means deception; it 
means trickery; it meads an imposture. It seems to me that 
the people who went to the polls last November in the State of 
Illinois were not under any misconception whatever about the 
facts or the character of the man whom they were asked to 
elect and whom they actually did elect. I do not think there 
Was any corruption in so far as the electorate of the State of 
Illinois was concerned; at least, there is no allegation to that 
effect in the report of the committee. So far as we as Senators 
the United States know, every vote that was cast at that 
election was cast in good faith and without any ulterior 
motive except the belief of the voters that Mr. Smira should 
be elected a Senator of the United States. The people 
knew the facts about Mr. SmirH, They went to the polls 
knowing them. The campaign had been waged on that particu- 
lar issue and, after knowing all those facts, the people of Illi- 
nois deliberately went ahead and elected this man to represent 
the State of Illinois in this body. 

Mr. President, there is another ground which is not specifi- 
cally mentioned in the resolution, but which has been mentioned 
by nearly every Senator who has spoken against the seating of 


‘ 
a 


as 


Mr, SmitH and which will come up in the sister case from 
Pennsylvania, which will be considered shortly. I am going 
to mention it briefly now. I refer to the excessive use of 


money in the primary campaign for Mr, SmirH. I wish to say 
that I agree with every word so eloquently uttered by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska a while ago as to the danger to the Republic 
from the excessive use of money in campaigns whether primary 
or general. I do not believe that such use of money necessarily 
means corruption, for I think large sums of money can be 
expended for what might be considered legitimate purposes. 
I do believe that in a republic it is an unfortunate thing to 
have a condition ebtain where a poor man is under such an 
extreme handicap as against a wealthy opponent as can exist 
under the laws as they obtain to-day and as they did obtain in 
the State of Illinois. 

I am against such a system; but I believe that the Senate of 
the United States, with its coequal branch at the other end of 
the Capitol, can regulate that matter. I believe that the Con- 
gress of the United States is a legislative body and not a 
debating society. It seems to me that it is up to the Senate, if 
they really believe what was stated by the Senator from 
Nebraska and what was so eloquently stated by the Senator 
from Missouri the other day, either to devise a Federal act 
which will control primaries in the different States, or else, 
if such an act should be decided to be unconstitutional, to pass 
and submit to the various States a constitutional amendment 
giving to the Congress of the United States the power to pass 
such an act. If we can not do that, we can at least adopt an 
amendment to the Senate rules stating exactly what we think 
are the qualifications for a man who comes to the door of this 
body. If we should adopt such a rule, we should then be in a 
position to speak about the candidate who comes here from the 
State of Illinois. 

When I say that, Mr, President, I am aware that the Senator 
from Wisconsin |Mr. LA Fo.LLerre] submitted an amendment to 
the Senate rules providing for just this sort of thing. He 
submitted it in June, 1926, and it was referred to the special 
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committee of which the distinguished Senator from Missouri 


Mr. Reep] is the chairman. It was referred to that committee 
on July 3, 1926. From that day to this no action whatever 


has been taken on the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, I think the Senate should act according to due 
procedure, We have been referred to the resolution passed in 


the Newberry case, moved by my distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wittis]. What did that resolution 
state? It stated—I have not got it here, but I think I quote 
the language correctly—that such expenditures as had been 


made in the Michigan primaries were contrary to sound public 
policy—— 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the Senator will find 
the exact language repeated in the pending resolution, 

Mr. CUTTING. I have that resolution before me: 

Contrary to sound public policy, harmful to the dignity and honor of 
the Senate, and dangerous to the perpetuity of free government. 


I agree with every statement made in that resolution, Mr. 
President ; and I do think that the Senate might have followed 
it up in the course of seven years and tried to establish some 
Federal regulation for a condition which they considered of so 
much importance as is established in those words. As long as 
they did not, I think it is rather difficult for a man who aspires 
to the Senate in a State like Illinois or Pennsylvania to know 


exactly what he is bound to by the passage of the Willis 
resolution. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, may I suggest to 


the Senator that he at least has the Ten Commandments to 
guide him, and the common principles of honor and decency, 
without having his whole course through life charted by the 
Senate in advance, 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, all I can say with regard to 
the remarks of the Senator from Missouri is that if he really 
feels that way about it he should submit the Ten Command- 
ments as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. No, Mr. President; I do not want 
to interrupt the Senator and I ought not to have said what I 
did; but some of us have an idea that the Ten Commandments 
and the Constitution can both stand at the same time. 

Mr. CUTTING. I quite agree with the Senator, but the 
point I am trying to make is that if the Senate exacts certain 
qualifications of its Members it should also make those known 
to the people of the country. There have been seven years 
in which to clarify this matter, and all we have is the Willis 
resolution that $195,000 spent in the primaries of Michigan 
was too much money and affronted the dignity and honor of 
the Senate, and the rest of it, as I quoted a while ago. 

What does that mean? What standard does it hold out to 
other States? What standard does it hold out to the State 
of Delaware, or the State of Rhode Island, or the State of 
Nevada, or the State of New York, or any of the other States? 
Are they all bound by this $195,000 rnle? Is that too much for 
every State? Is it too much for any State? Is it ten times too 
much for any State, or is it just $5,000 too much for some 
particular State? 

That is what I think the Senate of the United States and 
the House of Representatives should have established before 
barring the door on some Senator who could not know what 
the Senate was going to do, 

Mr. President, I am really anxious to know what Senators 
think. Mr. Smiru went into the primaries of Illinois knowing 
that his opponent was going to spend something like a million 
dollars in those primaries. Do you think the Willis resolution 
established a criterion which could guide him in his course? 
I will not ask Senators what they think Mr. Smirx” should 
have done, because I think so little of Mr. Smirn that I would 
not ask any Senator on this side or the other side of the body 
to try to fathom his psychology; but I should like to find out 
what Senators think an honorable, decent, worthy aspirant for 
the office of Senator of the United States from the State of Ili- 
nois should have done under the conditions which existed after 
the passage of the Willis resolution, knowing that his opponent 
was going to spend about a million dollars. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mr. CUTTING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. By that question does the Senator mean to 
imply that Smiru was notified that the office was to be sold, and 
it was a question of how much he was willing to pay for it? 

Mr. CUTTING. I did not imply anything of the sort. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then what does the Senator mean to say 
when he asks what Smrru should have done when he was 
aware of the fact, or suspected the fact, that his opponent was 
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mn dollars: Did 


going to spend a milli 
‘ that SMITH, kiio 


Senator meant to say 
lars was going to be bid for this office, 
his pocketbook and go to his friend 
baker, who had the utilities, 


that a million dol- 
was at liberty to get out 
Insull and his friend Studs 
} 


and ask them to put up the money 


wihs 


to let him outbid the er candidate? Would not that neces 
sarily follow? 

Mr. CUTTING. No, Mr. President; that has nothing to do 
with the question that I raised. I am raising the question of ¢ 
man of the highest principles, not a man sold to Insull, not a 
man sold to any traction magnate or anyone else in the country. 
I am raising the question of what a decent, respectable citize 


of Illinois who 
have done. 
Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, what 
should have done? 
Mr. CUTTING. I am going to vote against 
lution because I think the Willis resolution 
criterion as to what should be do 
Mr. CARAWAY. But the Senator was talking about a decent 
citizen, 


aspired to the Senate of the United States should 


does the Senator say 


he 
he pending reso- 
did not offer any 


Mr. CUTTING. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What should a decent man have done in 
Tilincis at that time? The Senator asked the question. Now 
let him answer it. 

Mr. CUTTING. No; I did not ask any question. I said, I 
am wondering what the Senators who are going to vote for 


this resolution think he should hve done. 
Mr. CARRAWAY. What does the 
think he should have done? 
Mr. CUTTING. 


Senutor from New Mexico 


I think he might conscientiously have done 


exactly what Governor Pinchot, of Pennsylvania, did in his 
primary in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Spend $187,000? 

Mr. CUTTING. I think Governor Pinchot is a man whom 


no Senator in this body could accuse of corruption or impro- 
priety or of acting against the dictates of his own conscience. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. De tl ator from New Mexico 
further yield to the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. CUTTING. No; not on this point. I am nearly through 
discussing that 

1 want to say that a man in the State of Illinois or any other 
State under the Willis resolution is in a very difficult position 
It seems to me, to close that particular discussion, that a 


worthy, honorabie, conscientious man who wanted to represent 
the illinois in the Senate of the United St might 
easily have said, “ My opponent is putting up this money I can 
raise a Similar sum of money, or half the sum of 
Other sum of money, which I think will enable 
my opponent. I have the Willis resolution 
consider ; and the Willis resolution, according to my conception 
that if a 


State of 


ate 


legitimately 


money, Or some 


me to defeat to 


spends the 


suys man Se large sums of money and 
comes to the United States Senate he will be given a severe 
reprimind—and a seat in the Senate.” 

That is the only criterion that I can see from the Willis 


resolution unless it had been followed up, unless legislation had 
been passed by the Congress of the United States limiting ex 
penditures in primaries and stating exactly what they believe, 
or, in the absence of that, passing an amendment to the Ser 


ate 
rules substantially equivalent to what was suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

That is my idea of the Willis resolution. 

I agree with every word that was said by the Senator from 
Nebraska about the danger of the excessive expenditure of 
money in the United States in State elections and in national 
elections; and I feel that it is up te this body and the other 
branch of Congress to pass a resolution which will effectively 
curb such expenditures of money. Until such a resolution is 


passed, however, I submit that it is not fair to any individual 
to be brought up here before the bar of the Senate and told 
that that was too much money for him to spend. 


I am not making a speech; I am making a statement of my 
belief, and if no other Senator with more experience or more 


ability in this body is willing to introduce a bill of that sort, I 


propose to do it myself; and un such a bill should be held un- 


Mr. CARRAWAY. He should spend at least $187,000? Is 
that it? 

Mr. CUTTING. No; I am not saying what I think should 
have been done. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I thought the Senator said he thought he | 
ought to have done what the Governor of Pennsylvania did. 

Mr. CUTTING. I think that under the Willis resolution it 
was a very difficult question for any candidate for the Senate 
to decide what he ought to do. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator says that under the Willis 


resolution it was difficult for a man who wanted to be a Senator 
to determine what he should The Willis resolution says 
that the expenditure of this amount of money, with or without 
the knowledge of the candidate, endangered free institutions 
and threatened the perpetuity of our Government. Now, what 
ought a good man to have done under those circumstances? 
ought to have stopped short of that; ought he not? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I say a word? 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not think anybody here regards the Willis 
resolution as a criterion by which to be guided. We know the 
circumstances under which it was attached to that resolution, 
the purposes for which it was put in. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, I know the purpose for which it was 
put in. It was for the purpose of letting somebody vote for 
Newberry who had to have some excuse. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly. Now, that being true, of course, we 
do not regard it as a rule of conduct at all. 

Mr. CARAWAY. At least, I believe the Senator from Idaho 
will say that if a man believed that, he ought to stop this side 
of it if he wanted to be a Senator of the United States: ought 
he not? He ought not to do a thing which he thinks endangers 
the free institutions of his Government; ought he? 

Mr. BORAH. Certainly not; but $195,000 would be 
grossest corruption in the State of Idaho. It would be 
grossest corruption in the State of Nevada. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is not what I was talking about. 
The question was, where ought a man to stop if he believed 
that resolution? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if I could imagine a man who 
believed that resolution under the circumstances—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. No; not under the circumstances. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, I object to this debate in my 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT 
the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. 


do. 


the 
the 


The Senator from New Mexico has 


I hope the Senator from New Mexico 
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constitutional, I propose that tne Senate pass and send to the 
House a constitutional amendment to submit to the States 
which will effectively give Congress the power .to control pri- 
mary elections in the United States. 

The public conscience has been awakened to such a point that 


I believe such a measure could be passed. I believe it ought to 
be passed, and if all the Senators who intend to vote for the 
unseating of Mr. Smita will vote for such a constitutional 


amendment there will be no diflicuity in putting it across, so far 
us this body is concerned. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. CUTTING. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. When the Senator speaks of a constitutional 
amendment, I would like to call his aitention to the fact that 
the Senate has passed one such amendment four different times 
in a little over six years. It has never been acted on by the 
House, although it is an amendment everybody favors. If it 
takes that long to get half way through an amendment every- 
body wants, how long will it take to get adopted an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to which a very large proportion of 
Senators here and Members of the House are opposed? It 
seems to me the Senator will find when he studies the matter 
a little further that he is undertaking practically an impossi- 
bility, because there are many people, even in this body, as the 
debate shows, who are opposed to limiting expenditures in any 
way, and the same is true of the House. 

Mr. CUTTING. The Senate has at least seven years start 
of me. I think in that time a constitutional amendment could 
have been passed. I am not sure that the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the Newberry case is conclusive to this 
matter. I know they decided that the laws concerning primaries 
passed previous to that time were unconstitutional. I am not 
sure that they have decided that any Federal law governing the 
primary is necessarily unconstitutional. [ think that thing 
should be tried out, and if it is tried out and found unsuccessful, 
then I believe in a constitutional amendment. I further believe 
that whether we pass a law or a constitutional amendment, the 
Senate might meanwhile adopt an amendment to its rules sub- 
stantially equivalent to the one introduced by the Senator from 
Wisconsin a year and a half ago. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I want to say to 
the Senator, because he is a new Member, that when he goes 
to prepare his bill on corrupt practices and to prescribe the 
amount of money any one Senator may spend he will be aided 
if he goes back to the records of the Senate in the year 1916, 
when there was introduced a comprehensive measure upon that 


as 
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subject, prepared by a subcommittee consisting of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Reep], the then Senator from the State of 
Iowa, Mr. Kenyon, and myself, the three of us having labored 
upon the matter for three weeks continuously. It was intro- 
duced, was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, and has slept there ever since. 


Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, I think that sustains the 
point I am trying to make. I am not trying to criticize the 


Senate for having allowed a measure to sleep in committee all 
ihis time have had other things to do—but I do 
believe that we ought to use every effort to put through in legal 


Senators 


form some measure governing the expenditure of money in 
primary elections; and there is no one whose advice on this 
subject I shall value more than that of the Senator from 
Montana. 

M President, I have spoken a great deal longer than I 


intended, but I have been interrupted by a number of Senators, 
aud I would like to get through with this as quickly as 
] sible. 

There has been a lot of talk about State rights, and I know 


that State rights are sometimes a stalking-horse for reaction; 
but I do believe that if there is one right that a State holds 
more sacred than any other, it is the right to select its own 


representatives in the House of Representatives and the Senate 
of the United States. That is not an absolute right, or a final 
rigat. It is subject to the laws which the United States Con- 
ress But I do submit that we have no right to say 
to any State, “ Elect anyone you want, send him here, and then 
we will decide whether he is good enough to sit or not.” 

That is the theory which I am arguing against. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri, who has done as much to 
awaken the publie conscience as any man in this country, made 
the distinction the other day between the capacity to be elected 
and the propriety of being seated. Probably I am not able to 
grasp the subtlety of mind which prompted that distinction, but 
1 do feel that if we are going to establish our right to veto 
the decision of the individual States of the Union we are not 
adopting a progressive policy but a thoroughly reactionary 
policy. It is a policy which was rejected by all the more 
progressive Greek states in the fifth and sixth centuries B. C. 
Ji is a theory that held its own in the Middle Ages, through 
the great Council of Venice, and other similar oligarchies. It 
has as its main exponents to-day the Fascist Party in Italy 
and the Communist Party in Russia. It is not an American 
doctrine. 

I can understand some extreme nationalist urging such a 
theory, but I confess, Mr. President, I am surprised that Sen- 
ators on the other side of the aisle, who have established their 
claim as the chief champions of State rights for the last 150 
years, should adopt a doctrine of that sort. 

Perhaps I should not be surprised, because I think the gentle- 
men who are opposing the seating of Mr. Smiru have some- 
thing else in their minds. I believe they have in their minds 
that Mr. Smirn is an unworthy man to sit us a Senator of the 
United States. With that opinion I thoroughly agree. 1. [ 
were a citizen of Illinois, I should spend every moment of my 
leisure in opposing the election of Mr. Smita. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am not a citizen of Illinois. Eight uundred thousand of 
the voters of Illinois voted for Mr. Smits. They knew all the 
facts about him, and I am very reluctant to vote to establish 
any doctrine which will impose on the Senate of the United 
States the duty of overriding the citizens of that State. 

If we can establish the fact that we can judge of the moral 
fitness of a Senator designate, then we can judge of his physical 
or intellectual fitmess. We can come here and hold an exami- 
nation of a man in the lobbies of the Senate and say that he 
has to have vocal power sufficient to carry his words across the 
Senate Chamber, or aural powers sufficient to overcome the 
acoustic handicaps of this Chamber. We can say that he is 
not qualified te discuss details of a taxation or revenue bill, 
that be has not had the training, that he is not a university 
vraduate, or any other test you may imagine. I do not say 
those things will follow. I do think, however, that the prece- 


passes 


dent we are establishing of throwing out a man because he is 
unfit, purely because he is unfit, is going to be a dangerous 


thing, and I think that is the main idea in the minds of men 
who are going to vote to unseat Mr. Smiru, that he is unfit 
to be a Member of the Senate. If it had not been so, I do not 
know how they could have yoted to refuse him a seat when he 
was sent here by the Governor of the State of Illinois, without 
question of an election of any kind. 


I believe it is a dangerous theory. I believe it is a theory 


which eventually, if this country ever comes to a condition 
where partisan or sectional feeling is as rampant as it was 
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before the Civil War, will be repented not only by the Senate 
but by the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I am very reluctant to speak for the first time 
in this body in favor of seating a man whom I believe to be 
utterly unworthy in every respect to be a Member of the United 
States Senate. I do it because I value the deliberate decision 
of the voters of Illinois more than I do my individual opin- 
ion. 

I want to suggest this thought; the fact that the voters of 
Illinois selected Mr. Smitr as their representative indicates a 
far more serious situation in this Republic than is indicated 
by the resolution submitted by the committee. If I believed, as 
has been stated on this floor, that a few men went into Lilinois— 
Mr. Insull and a few other traction magnates—and bought up 
the electorate and bought the election, I would think it far less 
serious than what I believe took place, which was that the 
voters of Illinois deliberately went out and elected a man who 
had been corrupted by Mr. Insull and the traction magnates. 
But that is a symptom of a general condition in this country. It 
is a condition which we can not rectify by throwing cut Mr. 
Smiry or Mr. VARE or any other individual, It means that the 
Government as left to us by the fathers has broken down, that it 
has to be cured by radical measures. It seems to me that the 
report of this committee, if I may say so with all due submis- 
sion and due humility to the distinguished Senators who sub- 
mitted it, and whose sincerity no man can question, is using a 
corn knife to perform what needs a major operation. 

I think in the meantime we ought to abide by the orderly 
procedure, and by the principles and precedents which have been 
established in this body, which do not allow us to throw a man 
out simply on the question of his unfitness to hold the office. I 
admit our power. I do not admit our right. 

I believe that by taking the action which there is no question 
the Senate is going to take to-day, we are going to make martyrs 
of two of the most unworthy candidates for martyrdom that 
ever existed in the United States. We are going to make 
martyrs of them individually, and we are going to make martyrs 
of the great States which they represent, I submit, with all due 
regard to the opinions of the very sincere and able and honor- 
able Senators who have presented this report, that in turning 
down Mr. SmirtuH, elected by the voters of Illinois, we are com- 
mitting a greater crime than Mr. Smirn did in accepting money 
from Mr. Insull, great though that crime was, because against 
one action there is no redress. I submit that there is no action 
in the world which could be more damaging to public policy, 
more harmful to the dignity and honor of the Senate, or more 
dangerous to the perpetuity of free government. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I wish to put myself finally on 
record in this case, and that is the only reason why I shall now 
solicit for a few moments the attention of the Senate. 

The junior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Cuttine] began 
his remarks by saying that he thought that a newcomer in this 
body might be allowed in his first speech to express an opinion 
upon a question of morals at least. But he has in some respects 
taken such an indulgent view of the offenses, criminal or other- 
wise, of Frank L. Smirn that I am beginning to think that 
that should not be a rule of unvarying application in the Sen- 
ate. However, it is only fair to the Senator to say that he did 
redeem himself to no small extent, in the eyes of those of us 
who differ from him, by frankly admitting that Frank L. 
Smiru on the whole is unworthy of a seat in this body. 

I shall not stop to ask whether this is so because of the 
great sum that was expended in his candidacy for nomination. 
So long as there is no Federal primary election law, what is 
or is not a proper sum to be spent in a contest for nomination 
to a seat in this body is a matter which will permit very con- 
siderable latitude of opinion. But I submit that no two up- 
right or reasonable men can differ as to the gravity of the mis- 
conduct of Smirx in receiving, when he was the chairman of 
the Illinois Commerce Commission, large contributions toward 
his candidacy for nomination from the officers and directors of 
public-service corporations and from public-service corporations 
themselves. That would be true if there were no statutory 
provisions in the laws of the State of Illinois covering such a 
situation. 

A man who is chairman of a public-service commission ought 
to have moral intuition, moral consciousness enough, entirely 
independent of any statute whatsoever, to tell him that it is 
a heinous thing for an individual charged with the duty of 
regulating the rates and administrative practices of public- 
service corporations to receive campaign contributions from 
such corporations or from their officers or directors. 

Surely one who is capable of receiving such pecuniary aid 
when a candidate can not have even the bare rudiments of a 
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public conscience Nay, more, he can not have even a feeble 
sense Of moral decency or propriety 
His own heart, the untutored promptings of his own moral 


nature, ought to tell him that there is something essentiail 
something indisputably wrong in a person to whom the sup 


vision of the operations of great public-utility corporatioi 
is committed, accepting from their treasuries or from the purses 
of their officers or directors pecuniary aid for his campaign 
purposes. No man of honor could do such a thing No man 


with any innate sense of right and wrong could do such a 
thing. It needs no constitution, it needs no statute, it needs 
no warning of the law in any form to tell him that he should 
not do that. The suggestions of his own breast should be the 


sole monitor required for his guidance 

But how much graver is the case when the statutory law of 
his State declares that it is a crime for him to do such a thing 
The laws of the State of Illinois make it a crimina! offens 
for anyone who is a director or officer of a public-servi 
corpor:ition to contribute to the expenses ot a candidat 
nomination, or for the candidate to receive such a cont ; 
and in addition to that they subject any candidate who receives 
such a contribution to the penalty of removal from the office 
which he has dishonored. So SmiruH is not merely an individual 
indictable for a grave offense in the forum of Conscience, or of 
sound morals, or of pure ethics. He is a violator of the 
criminal law of his State. He has transgressed a_ statute 
solemnly and deliberately framed for the purpose of safegu 
ing the public life of the State of Lilinois from demoralization 
and corruption. 

Pray, why has this man not been indicted? That is the real 
question which we should be asking here to-day. Is it because 
the people of the State of Illinois doubt their ability to bring 
him to justice, after having indicted and attempted to bring 
to justice the governor of that State upon a charge of embezzie- 
ment? It is true this governor escaped the meshes of the law 
to the extent of not being confined in the penitentiary of th 
State of Illinois, but we all remember that he was compelled to 
disgorge and restore to the treasury of the State of Lilinois a 
sum of some $1,000,000. So, instead of coming here and asking 
for a seat in this body, Smirn, I say, should be defending him- 
self in a court of justice upon charges set out against him in a 
formal criminal indictment. 

Bear in mind, too, that Smiru is applying for a seat in this 
body at a time when a searching investigation into the Power 
Trust of this land is proposed. His pockets only recently 
stuffed with contributions made to his candidacy by the public- 
service corporations of the State of Lllinois, including electric 
light and power companies, try to imagine with what meidsure 
of grace and energy he could apply himself to the tusk of helping 
to investigate the electric light and power companies of our 
country. The very idea arouses derision and disgust in the 
bosom of any scrupulous man. If he were seated, like the two 
Senators in the days of the Sugar Trust who were known as 
the “Senators from Havemyer,” he might well be termed the 
“Senator from Insull.” 

No question is before us except the bare legal question as to 
whether we have the right when a Senator elect is morally 
unworthy to hold a seat in this body to shut him out from it. 
That is all. 





Perhaps the ablest statement that has been made in behalf of | 


Smita by anyone is that made by that able lawyer and accom- 
plished writer and speaker, JAMES M. Beck. He has perhaps 
given as close study to the issnes of law involved in the pend- 
ing controversy as anyone in the country. To what conclusion 
does he come? 

The Senate, he contends, has no power even to expel SmirH 
for his misconduct, because the provisions in the Federal Con- 
stitution which empower two-thirds of the Senate to expel a 
Senator do not relate to any offenses except such as are com- 
mitted after the Senator has taken his seat, and, moreover, not 
even to such offenses as those except so far as they have been 
committed by the Senator in the course of his senatorial duties. 
Nor, Mr. Beck coutends, has the Senate any power to repel any 
Senator elect from its door because by the Federal Constitution 
it is given no power to do anything, in addition to expelling a 
Senator, except to pass upon the qualifications of a Senator, and 
by “ qualifications ” the Constitution means the senatorial quali- 
fications alone specified in the Constitution ; that is to say, those 
bearing upon age, citizenship, and inhabitancy. 

The latter qualifications, Mr. Breck truly says, are not at 
issue in this case, and for the lack of any other qualifications 
the Senate he affirms has no power to exclude a Senator elect 
from this Chamber. 

Rarely, I reply, have such purely artificial, such utterly un- 
natural trains of reasoning ever been pursued to establish any 


as 
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clusio because M Re Ss areume lead to nothing less 

' tl eneral ¢ lu that whe such a man as SMITH 

applies for a seat in this body there is no political authority in 
the land endowed with vigor ¢ ugh to deny him the seat 

net the State fron ch he comes, because there is no pretense 

‘ State official has the right to recall the certificate 

that is given to a Senator elect by the governor of his State 

N vet the S itself, for the reasons that I have already 


ntioned, as assigned by Mr. Beer. So, I say, what Mr. Beck 
urges resolves itself finally into the claim that nowhere in the 
land—not in the States, not in the Federal Government, except 
to the extent of the limited 
and residence specified in t 
Oo withhold the senatorial 


qualifications as to age, citizenship. 


Constitution, is there any power 


oath of office, even from an 
wzzier, a thief, an incendiary, a rapist, or a murderer, or even 


[tt some poor wretch who has gone stark mad Between the 
time that the Senator is elected and the time that he applies 
for his seat he may turn out a flagitious criminal or become 
hon compos, but nowhere is there any power to deny him the 
seat. The whole argument is a reductio ad absurdum. Surely 
uch a power of exclusion must reside somewhere. It is not to 


be believed for a moment that those great men who framed the 
Federal Constitution could have left such a case as the present 
one a mere casus omissus, a case for which no legal provisic 
is made at all. Such a flagrant oversight is certainly not to be 
lightly assumed. 








Think of it! Frank L, Smirn or some other unconceivable 
fellow might come here and apply for a seat and might by 
chance be given a seat next to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Reep], we will say, or the Senator from Idaho [| Mr. 
Borau}, or me, and notwithstanding the fact that his very 
breath was pollution to any one of the three, there would 
be ho power in the States, there would be no power in the 
Senate to expel him, to say nothing about its lack of power in 
the first instance to withhold the oath of office from him. 
There are some arguments that destroy themselves, that have 
the seeds of their own dissolution in them; that ex necessitate 
rei—from the very necessity of the case—must be fallacious 
and false through and through, and such an argument, I say 
with great respect, is that of Mr. Beck, who is about the best 
feot that Smiru has put foremost. 

This body, I claim, has the power to exclude SmirnH from its 
membership. That power is found in the provisions of the 
Constitution that— 


Each House shail be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifi- 
cations of its Members, 


The only reason why that is doubted is because for a long 
time, of course, the political thought of this country was 
almost slavishly shaped by the extreme dogmas of State 
rights. If there had not been that long struggle in this coun- 
try between State sovereignty and Federal sovereignty, I 
venture to say that no lawyer would hesitate to declare that 
the word “ qualifications” in the Constitution is broad enough 
to give the Senate the power either to exclude or to expel a 
Senator for any form of moral turpitude. 

I am the last person in the world to say a word derogatory 
to real State rights; nobody in this body is in the habit of 
drawing the line between the rights of the States and the 
rights of the Federal Government more jealously than I; but 
just as I do not believe in the Federal Government encroach- 
ing upon the rights and powers of the States, so do I re- 
ligiously believe in the States not encroaching upon the rights 
and powers of the Federal Government. It was the intent of 
the framers of the Constitution that each government should 
move, without jar or friction, in its own sphere. Considering 
the question entirely independent of traditional and fixed 
habits of thought in relation to State rights in the past, I fail 
to find in the Federal Constitution any provision indicating a 
jealous regard for State rights in relation to questions as to 
the qualifications of Members of this body. 

The tenderness of the Federal Constitution in connection with 
the elections, returns, and qualifications of Senators is not for 
the States. Where can there be found in it a word supporting 
such an idea? The tenderness of all the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Constitution which relate to those subjects is for Federal 
sovereignty and power. 

It is true that the Constitution prescribes that the times, 
manner, and places of election shall be prescribed by the State 
legislatures, but the Constitution is careful to add subject to 
such regulations as Congress may prescribe except as to the 
places of selecting Senators. Then it says: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifi- 
cations of its own Members. 
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It is true that the tenth dment to the Constitution de- 


clares: 
The 


nor 


ame! 





the United 


reserved 


mstitution, 
ates, respec 


ted 
the 


to 
stute 


delega States by 


it to 


re ople, 


is that the 


powers not 
ited 


to tile 


prohil by 


tively, or 


But my point right to judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of Members of either House a 
right delegated by the Federal Constitution in express terms 
to the two Houses of the Federal Legislature. There not a 
word in the Federal Constitution which sanctions the idea that 
the States when the Constitution was framed reserved the right 


is 


is 


to pass upon the elections, returns, and qualifications of Mem- 
bers of either House. If there is any such reservation, will not 
some Member of the Senate be so kind as to point it out to me? 

‘There is not one. The Constitution does not say either ex- 
pressly or by implication that when a Senator elect arrives 
here the State from which he comes is to have a voice with 
reference to his election, or the returns of his election, or his 
qualifications. It does not say either expressly or by implica- 
tion that the State shall have the right to revoke his creden- 
tials. In other words, not one solitary word of reservation by 


which the State can claim to retain any power over a Senator 
elect is to be found in the language of the Federal Constitution. 
So it must follow by irresistible inference, it seems to me, that 


the power to pass upon the qualifications of Senators is one 
lodged by the Federal Constitution in the Federal Government 
alone as represented by the two Houses of Congress, and 


lodged there by the provision that each House of Congress 
shall be the judge of the qualifications of its own Members. 

rhe question, of course, has never been passed on by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. We would not be arguing 
here if it had been; but I venture to say that whenever the im- 
port of the word “ qualification” comes up in the Supreme Court 
of the United States that court will hold that the word is broad 
enough to confer on this body the power to shut out any Senator 


elect whatsoever who is believed by it, for good and sufficient 
reasons, to be morally unfit for the office of Senator. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator 


permit a question? 


Mr. BRUCE. Certainly. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Can the Senator suggest any 
way by which that question could be brought to the Supreme 
Court? I confess I myself have difficulty in thinking of any. 

Mr. BRUCE. I have given no thought to that aspect of the 
ense I am not prepared to say now just how as a matter of 
procedure the question could be brought before the court. Iread 


a few days ago in the press that an effort was going to be made 


io take the question to the Supreme Court, 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLease & the chair). 
Does the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from New 
Mexico?’ 

Mr. BRUCE. I do. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I am very much interested in 
the inquiry made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, and have 


been for some time past. I do not know whether the view is 
tenable, but it has occurred to me that it might be dealt with in 
this manner: 

if Mr. SmitnH should be rejected and the Governor of Illinois 
should regard the situation as creating a vacancy and should 
take steps to fill it either by a temporary appointment or by 
ealling a special election for that purpose and Mr. Smira 
should apply to the Supreme Court of Illinois for a writ of 
prohibition to restrain the governor from taking that step it 
has occurred to me that, perhaps, a writ of certiorari could be 
secured from the Supreme Court of the United States on the 
ground that a Federal question was involved in that the Senate 
had no power to reject him and that the action of the Senate 
did inyolve a Federal question which might give the Supreme 
Court jurisdiction to grant a writ of certiorari. 

As I have said, the question which the Senator from Penn- 
syivania has raised has interested me for a long time, anc I 
should like to have his views as well as those of the Senator 
from Maryland on the suggestion I have just made. 

BRUCE, I think that that suggestion is hardly germane to 
the line of discussion that I was pursuing, and I must say that I 


do not relish those words “ writ of prohibition.” [Laughter.] 
Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, having regard for the well- 


known views of the Senator from Maryland, I will change the 
expression and say “writ of inhibition.” I inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland if that term suits him better? 

Mr. BRUCE, The word still contains three bad syllables. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mary- 


land will pardon me further, I really wanted to get the views 
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of the Senator from Pennsylvania as to whether he thinks that 
procedure is tenable, 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from Maryland will forgive us for interjecting this into the 
middle of his argument— 

Mr. BRUCE, Yes; of course, I will. 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It was suggested by something 
he said about the Supreme Court passing ultimately, or 
day, on the interpretation of this word “ qualifications.” 

Mr. BRUCE. That was entirely contingent, of course. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I have thought of the possi- 
bility of getting the question into the Supreme Court by Mr. 


some 


| SMITH asserting in his State courts that there was no vacancy, 


and trying to prevent, by writ of some sort, the holding of an 
election to fill that vacaney or the making of an appointment; 
but I am afraid that the trouble will be not that the question 
can not be taken to the Supreme Court, but that when it gets 
there the Supreme Court will say that it is a question of the 
internal government of the Senate, and that it will not under- 
take to review the determination which the Senate itself makes 
regarding the membership of one of its individuals. In other 
words, it would present the same legal question as if by some 
method we took to the Supreme Court a decision that we made 
on an election contest for a seat in this Chamber. The Su- 
preine Court undoubtedly would decline to review the action 
of the Senate in such a contest. 

Mr. BRUCE. Or in relation to any question political in its 
nature. 

Mr. BRATTON. Undoubtedly that would be true, Mr. Presi. 
dent; and, of course, if the Supreme Court of the United 
States should take the view just outlined by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania—ithat our determination here conclusive and 
is binding upon a coordinate branch of the Government—that 
would foreclose any possibility of ever having the constitutional 
provision in question construed. 

The point I have in mind, however, is one of procedure. 
Could the procedure that I have outlined be pursued in bring- 
ing the matter before the Supreme Court and ascertaining 
whether it will review the case and interpret the constitutional 
provision? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think the procedure will bring 
the question to the court, but I do not believe the court will go 
behind the decision of the Senate. 

Mr. BRATTON. If not, then we are powerless to get what 
I should like very much to have, and that is an interpretation 
by the Supreme Court of the power of the Senate. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRUCE. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. Why should this body want an interpretation 
of the Supreme Court as to the discharge of a function which 


is 





is peculiarly delegated to this body? I think it is highly 
important that the Senate retain for itself at all times the 


power to determine the qualification of the Members who sit 
here; and if I thought the Supreme Court could eyer pass 
upon it I would be in favor of amending the Constitution soe 
that they could not. 

Mr. BRATTON. I feel rather to the contrary. We are not 
in accord as to whether we have the power; and, so far as I 
am concerned, I should like very much to have an expression 
from the Supreme Court of the United States, and I should be 
strongly persuaded by an opinion from that court. It might 
not be controlling; it might not be compelling, but in my judg- 
ment it would be persuasive. 

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. President, if the Senator from Marylund 
will permit me—— 

Mr. BRUCE. I will; yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to make a suggestion on this 
proposition. It seems to me, I will say to the Senator, that 
there is not any doubt in this body. Even the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]}, who suggests a way by which this 
matter might possibly be brought to the Supreme Court, says 
that in his judgment when it got to the Supreme Court the 
Supreme Court would promptly say that they had nothing to 
do with it. That would really be passing on it by the Supreme 
Court, would it not? 

I only wanted to call attention to the fact that probably there 
is no serious doubt in the mind of any Senator but that the 
Supreme Court would not touch it, but would say, “ The Senate’s 
judgment can not be reviewed; and they are supreme.” 

Mr. BRATTON, Of course, Mr. President, what I should 
like to have is a decision from the Supreme Court of the United 
States as to what the phraseology, “ judge of the qualifications 
of its own Members” means; whether we are confined to age, 
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residence, and being an inhabitant of the State. or whether we 
ean go beyond that and consider other facts. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land vield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BRUCE. I do. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I simply want to interject this re 
mark at this time, because I should not like the Recorp to stand 
that two or three Senators had expressed a desire for a Supreme 
Court decision, but only one Senator expressed a feeling in 
opposition. 

I agree absolutely with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] 
I do not think this is a question that ever ought to go to any 
court. This is a question for this body to decide. I never would 
consent to turn over to the Supreme Court of the United States 
however highly I regard that body, the right to determine the 
jurisdiction of the Senate over a question vital to its existence 

Mr. BRUCE. Of course, there is nothing anomalous about 
a question of a political or quasi-political nature not being 
appealable to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The point I was making is that apart from what might be 
called nowadays the outworn or obsolete side of State rights 
there would not be any real difficulty in determining whut the 
meaning of this word “ qualifications” is. 

Surely if it had been the itutent of the framers to limit the 
word “qualifications” to the qualifications as to age, citizen- 
ship. and inhabitancy prescribed by the Constitution. the pro 
vision of the Constitution relating to the elections, returns, and 
qualifications OgeMembers would read— 


Elections, returns, and qualifications as hereinbefore prescribed 


So far as I know, that point does not happen to have been 
made by anybody else in this debate: but, of course, it is 
suggested by a course of reasoning that is very frequently pur- 
sued by a court under similar circumstances. Would the 
framers of the Constitution have contented themselves simply 
with the abstract term “ qualifications ” if they had intended to 
give to that word any such restricted scope as is contended for? 
Would they not have added, as I have suggested, after the 
word * qualifications,” the words “us hereinbefore prescribed * 

Another thing we must recollect—that at the time this word 
‘qualifications ” was employed by the framers of the Consti- 
tution they had before them the history of the British Parlia- 
ment and the well-settled boundaries of the powers of Par 
liament: and it was perfectly natural, therefore, that they 
should have intended to give to each House of Congress in 
dealing with the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
Members powers at least as great as those with which the 
British Parliament was clothed? 

Of course, the construction for which I contend might lead 
to abuse. The Senate might undertake, on some more or less 
frivolous pretext or other, to shut out from this body a Senator 
elect; but if the Senate did it, it would be subject to its just 
responsibility to the people. 

The people have enough good judgment, enough sense, and 
enough discrimination to know in what case it would be reason- 
able for the Senate to exclude a Member elect and in what case 
it would not be reasonable. But, of course, I hardly need point 
out the fact that there are many powers of one sort or anothe 
vested in the Federal Government or the State governments 
that are readily susceptible of abuse. 

Did it ever occur to the Members of the Senate—I believe the 
fact was pointed out by Justice Cooley a great many years 
ago—that the States at any moment might bring the entire Fed- 
eral Government to an end by doing what they are not forbid- 
den to do anywhere in the Federal Constitution: that is to say, 
by declining to send Representatives to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senators to the Senate of the United States? 
Every power that is lodged in a government presupposes a cer 
tain amount of sanity and sense of duty on the part of that 
government. 

Now, just one or two random thoughts in conclusion, and I 
am done, 

I attach very little importance to the precedents that have 
been brought forward here—precedents derived from the deci- 
sions of this body and of the House of Representatives. We 
know that those precedents are very largely the mere offspring 
of moments of partisan excitement, or of selfish intrigue. You 
can without any difficulty, in connection with the question which 
is now under consideration, find conclusions diametrically op- 
posed to each other which have been reached by the two Houses. 
[ ascribe no conclusive importance either to the idea that when 
the yoters have chosen to elect somebody under fire, that man 
is always completely purged of all his offenses of every sort, no 
matter how deep their dye. 
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When I was opposing an old political ring a great many 
years age, that idea used to be constantly made to do service 
Some scamp would be nominated for office. or would be elected 
to Office, and then the cry would be raised, Ile has been 
vindicated!" No matter how grave had been th ndictment 
against him no matter how completely his unfitness fer high 
office had been demonstrated, just as soon as a maior ty of the 
voters, acting often under mere boss or machine influence. had 
nominated or elected him, the ery would go up that though his 
sins had been as scarlet, they had been made as white as wool 

There is nothing final about the fact that Smirn was elected 
by the people. Even the people are not infrequently misled 
from one cause or another. As the old English poet says 
“The worst of tyrants is the usurping crowd”: and the state 
ment is not altogether destitute of truth. The old preverh 
says, “It is much easier to drive a flock of sheep than a sin 
inember of the flock”; and everybody who knows the aston 
ishing subserviency that voters at times in hours of fierce 
partisanship exhibit in their relations to political leadership 
know that Smiti is not necessarily rendered anything dif 
ferent from what he truly is by the fact that a majority of 
the voters in the State of Illinois elected him to a seat in 
this body. 

It is a lamentable thing that our institutions should work 
that way at times; but they do work that way at times. and 
we all know it; though in the long reckoning I fuily subscribe 
to the true Democratic or Republican idea that the people are 
the best judges of what appertains to their own honor and 
safety. 

That, I believe, concludes everything I have to say with 
regard to this subject. I am sorry to have trespassed on the 
patience of the Senate so long. I have spoken in a much more 
extended way than I expected, and I am glad now to yield 
the floor to other Senators 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, on December 7 the Senate 
voted on the Norris resolution, the second paragraph of which 
read as follows: 

Be it further resolved, That the claim of the said Frank L. Smivre 
to a seat in the Uniled States Senate is hereby referred to the said 
special committee of the Senate, with instructions to grant such further 
hearing to the said FRANK L. SMITH, and to take such further evidence 
on its own motion, as shall be proper in the premises, and to report 
to the Senate at the earliest possible day; that until the coming in ol 
the report of said committee, and uniil the final action of the Senate 
hereon, the said FRANK L. SmirnH be, and he is hereby, denied a seat 
in the United States Senate, 


Mr. President, I voted aguinst that resolution for this reason: 
In Article V of the Constitution it is specifically stated 


} } 


No State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage 


in the Senate, 


That is not one of the rights of the States which the States 
may ¢laim by virtue of having reserved al! those rights not 
delegated to the Federal Government, but it is one in which the 
States themselves have specifically not only reserved the right 
to refuse to be deprived of equal representation, but that special 
Clause seems to me to be one different from any provided in tke 
Constitution. For instance, it is not necessary for all of the 
States to agree to amend the Constitution in order to make an 
amendment valid, but this special provision and this special 
reservation made by the States themselves makes it impossible 
to amend that particular section or clause of the Constitution. 
In other words, if all but one of the States of the Union agree 
to increase the representation of each State to three, or to four, 
or to reduce it to one, any one State might object to it, and 
that objection, under the pact between the States, would be, I 
think, a valid one, and one recognized to be within the strict 
rights reserved by the States. 

When I voted against that resolution it was known as the 
Norris resolution. I voted for the Deneen substitute, which 
provided : 

Resolved, That without expressing any opinion as to the right or 
propriety of his retaining his seat in advance of any proper investiga- 
tion thereof the said Frank L. SMituH is entitled to be sworn in as a 
Member of this Senate upon his prima facie case, 


That to me, Mr. President, was the only course which I be- 
lieved I could follow, in view of my construction of the Con 
stitution that we may not deprive a State of equal representa- 
tion. To have voted for the Norris resolution, and to have made 
Mr. Smrru stand aside while important measures were being 
discussed here, was not a matter which affected me, so far as 


Mr. SMITH personally was concerned, but I believed that the | 


State of Illinois should have an equal veice on this floc. 
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Now comes the report of the committee, which we are called 
upon to vote on, and I find this language in the second para- 
graph of the resolution: 

That the said Frank L. 
office and 


Smirn is not entitled to take the oath of 
is not entitled to membership in the Senate of the United 
States, and that a vacancy exists in the representation of the State of 
lilinois in the United States Senate. 


It appears to me that that portion of the resolution offered 
by the committee now pending—‘“is not entitled to take the 
oath of office and ’—and about to be voted on, is superfluous, in 
that if Mr. Smrrn is not entitled to his seat—and we have 
already determined that he was not entitled to be sworn in, 
with which I disagreed, but the Senate voted that way—that 
point has been settled. So that if his seat is to be declared 
vacant there is no reason to say he is not entitled to be sworn. 
If the seat is vacant no one is entitled to claim it. 

At the time I voted Mr. SmMiru was present and ready to take 
the oath. I voted to permit him to take the oath and then to 
expedite the consideration of his case in order to permit Illinois 
to have representation here and then to dispose of the case on 
its merits, 

Now, we are presented with two phases of the matter. The 
one Which we have already acted upon is reiterated in this 
resolution, and then the merits of the case are brought up. I 
feel this way about that, and I know that several who voted 
the way I did previously on this matter feel the same way, that 
there is no reason to ask anyone who is willing on the merits 
to vote for this resolution to stultify himself on the principle 
which caused himself to disagree from a majority of the Cham- 
ber previously and which is not necessary in this instance. 

if we declare the seat vacant, neither Mr, SMITH nor anyone 
else is entitled to claim it, and he is not here now claiming the 
right to be sworn in, So that I would ask the chairman of the 
committee if he will not agree to amend the resolution so that 
those who wish to vote with him on the merits of the case may 
do so without reference to a previous vote on another question, 
which, to my mind, should not be brought to the Senate at 
this time. 

1 will ask the Senator from Missouri if he will not modify 
the resolution. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Has the Senator concluded his 
remarks? ' 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I am perfectly will- 
ing, so far as I am concerned, to modify the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me to eall a quorum? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I will if the Senator thinks a 
quorum is necessary for this particular matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thought the Senator was about to suggest 
a change in the resolution, and I thought a quorum ought to 
be called. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. 
right, of course. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


Very well; the Senator has that 


Ashurst Fess McKellar Shortridge 
Larkley I letcher McLean Simmons 
Rayard Vrazier McMaster Smith 
Bingham George McNary Smoot 
Black Gerry Maytield Steck 
Blaine Gillett Metcalf Steiwer 
Blease Glass Moses Stephens 
Borah Gooding Neely Swanson 
Bratton Gould Norbeck ‘Thomas 
Brookbart Greene Norris ‘Trammell 
Broussard llale Ny Tydings 
Bruce Harris Oddie ‘Tyson 
Capper Hlarrison Overman Wagner 
Caraway Llawes Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Ilayden Pine Walsh, Mont. 
Couzens Heflin Pittman Warren 
Curtis Howell Reed, Mo, Waterman 
Cutting Johnson Reed, Pa. Watson 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Willis 

Mill Keyes Sheppard 

Ferris La Follette Shipstead 


The VICE 
swered to their names, there is a quorum present. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr, President, I have heard 
suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Brovussarp] 


that he would like to have stricken from the second resolve the 
words “is not entitled to take the oath of office and,” so that the 


PRESIDENT. 


resolution would read: 


That the sald Frank L. Samira is not entitled to membership in the 
Senate ef the United States, and that a vacancy exists in the repre- 
sentation of the 


Bighty-six Senators having 


State of Illinois in the United States Senate, 
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The fact is that those words are surplusage; the Senate has 
already refused to administer the oath, and we are now about 
to vote on the question as to whether Mr. Smira is entitled to 
membership. I think I pretty well know that we are going to 


| vote that he is not entitled to membership; at least, I have an 


impression of that kind. 

There are a number of Senators who feel that with these 
particular words to which I have called attention in the reso- 
lution, if they voted for it they would be voting opposite to the 
vote they cast heretofore. I do not think so, but they do, and I 
am willing to amend the resolution by taking out the words “is 
not entitled to take the oath of office and,” but in doing so I 
want it distinctly understood that, so far as I am concerned, 
and I think so far as the vast majority of the Senate are 
concerned, we do not regard the withdrawal of these words as 
in any manner withdrawing the position heretofore taken, that 
the Senate was right in refusing to administer the oath under 
the circumstances existing in this case, 

I think my colleague, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FoLLeTrEe], who has been rendering very valuable service on the 
committee, perhaps will desire to say in his own behalf what 
his views are about taking out these words, I yield to him for 
that purpose, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator ffom Missouri can 
modify the resolution, if he so desires, without proposing it as 
an amendment. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I am proposing, as one of the 
sponsors for the resolution, to withdraw those words. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator from Mis- 
souri is in charge of the resolution and I shall interpose no 
objection to his amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be considered as modified. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, if there is any other 
Member of the Senate who desires to say anything, I request 
that he take the floor at this time; otherwise I would like to 
have the privilege of closing the argument, and I think I shall 
be very brief. 

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolution 
which I offer as a substitute for the pending resolution. I wish 
to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
substitute. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas FRANK L. SMITH, claiming to be a Senator from the State of 
Illinois, has presented his credentials, which are regular and in due 
form, and there being no contestant for the seat; and 

Whereas on January 7, 1928, said FrRanK L. SMITH appeared before 
the special committee of the Senate, appointed on May 17, 1926, and 
stated that before he would enter into any defense upon any charges 
or objections which have or may be presented against his right to a 
seat in the United States Senate he would insist upon his constitu- 
tional right to membership in this body by taking the oath of office, and 
that after having taken the oath of office he would be pleased to appear 
before any committee of the Senate and “ freely, gladly, and unafraid 
meet any and all charges respecting my moral] or other fitness to become 
a Member of this distinguished body": Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the oath of office be administered to said Frank L. 
SmrrH; be it further 

Resolved, That his credentials and all charges which may be filed, 
or have been filed against him, and all objections that may be raised 
or have been raised as to his right to a seat in the Senate, be, and the 
same are hereby, referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and that committee is hereby directed to hear and determine all such 
charges and objections which may be submitted, and to report to the 
Senate after due inquiry and as early as convenient. 


Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy much 
additional time, having already spoken on three different occa- 
sions and expressed my views in the case. 

FRANK L. SmirH contends that he has had no opportunity to 
defend himself. I wish to read from the speech made by the 
able Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] two brief paragraphs in 
support of my views. The speech was delivered in this Chamber 
on December 7 last, and on this point the senior Senator from 
Idaho said: 


The clerk will read the proposed 


It has been said that Mr. Smirxa has been before the committee. 
He went before the committee as a witness. He went befére the com- 
mittee at a time when he did not hold the certificate of his State. 
He was there a citizen. But there is no place in the committee room 
or elsewhere where he as a witness is placed upon an equality with 
those who challenge his right to a seat, which equality he has when 
he comes here and takes his oath and speaks by authority of the State 
of Illinois. Does anybody who holds a seat in this Chamber contend 


that the rights and privileges aud influence of a witness are to be com- 








pared with the privileges and powers Senator speaking i matter 
of right for a sovereign State? 

It is a high and honorable ambition to seek a seat in this body and 
to see that ambition thwarted upon the threshold of its realization, 
whatever may be the reason, stirs the deeper feelings of human 
heart. Jf his discussion of his view of the matter modifies our view, 
he is entitled to that benefit and his State is entitled to it If | 
fails to modify our view, we have recognized and tolerated to the fulles 
extent the right of a State to be heard, and there will be no regrets 
upon our part when we shall have acted All will have had the fuilest 
opportunity to be beard, one of the best assurances that full justice 
will be done. 

Senator-elect SmMiru has had no opportunity to defend him- 
self, as one charged with an offense should have He has 


appeared as a witness in a matter comparable to a grand jury 
inquest. He is entitled to be heard 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, my recollection is that 
Senator from Missouri modified his resolution before the Senate 
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the | 


passed it, giving Mr. Smirn the right to come in here and de- | 


fend his title. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. 


Of course, the resolution which has | 


just been offered is out of order, because the Senate has at this | 


session voted on exactly that question. 

Mr. DENEEN. It a different resolution. Certain para- 
graphs are similar to a former resolution, but the question itself 
relates to SmiTH’s right of self-defense, which was not 
bodied in the previous resolution. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not care anything about making 
the point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted 
Senator from Illinois is in order as an 2amendment to the pend- 
ing resolution. ; 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the question has been 
voted on at this session of the Senate. What I have to say can 
as well be said now as at any other time, and I shall proceed 
unless some other Senator indicates a desire to speak. I am 
going to try to be very brief. 

Mr. President, nothing has brought more shame on the ad- 
ministration of justice than the employment of technical quib- 
bles to defeat the plain intendment of the law. There has been 
presented here on behalf of Mr. SmirH no argument based 
upon the justice and merits of his case. 

No Senator has dared assert that his conduct in seeking the 
election is free from grave reproach. 

No Senator has dared defend the payment, in the form of a 
campaign contribution, of nearly a quarter of a million dollars 
by the proprietor of great public-service corporations to the 
chief officer of a semijudicial board which held the power of 
life and death over the interests represented by the contributor. 

No Senator has dared defend the acts of the president of 
that great public board in accepting nearly a quarter of a mil- 
lion dollars from litigants constantly before his court and de- 
pending for their very existence upon the decisions by him 
rendered. 

No Senator has dared claim that the amount of money ex- 
pended on behalf of FRaNK L, SMITH was not so excessive as 
to be clearly unjustifiable. 

No Senator asserts—none dare assert—that Frank L. SMITH 
comes here with clean hands. 

No Senator asserts that Frank L. Smira did not arrive here 
over a crooked and dishonorable path. 

Neither did SmiruH himself, when given the fullest opportunity 
to make his defense and present his card, offer a single word 
of evidence or argument to explain, palliate, or excuse his course 
of conduct. On the contrary, Mr. Smira and his defenders 
throw up a smoke screen of legal technicalities, sophistries, and 
refinements which, if entertained, will sanctify the fraud of 
the present and open wide the door to every trickster, bribe 
giver, ballot-box stuffer, and corruptionist who may in the 
future come here with a certificate, howsoever obtained. 

According to their theory, if the corrupt governor of a State 
were to publicly announce that he proposed to sell at auction 
the right to a seat in the Senate to fill a vacancy, and if the 
sule were publicly held and the office knocked down to the 
highest bidder, and the purchaser should come here with his 
corrupt certificate thus corruptly obtained, and although the 
facts were officially made known to the Senate and although 
the applicant admitted them openly and blatantly upon the floor 
of the Senate, still the Senate would be obliged to seat the 
applying criminal, and, according to the theory of Smiru and 
his advocates, the Senate would be powerless to remove him 
from the position he dishonored. There he could sit and con- 
tinue to vote away the money and, perchance, the honor and 
life of the United States of America. 


is 


ehi- 


| disregard 


a a 
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There is, in fact. no difference in law between the richt of the 
Senute fo refuse to admit or remove a man coming with the 
credentials of a governor to fill a vacaney and the right to 
remove 2 man coming with credentials of a govern certifying 
to an election. 

But the argument is made that if a candidate has been guilty 
of illegal, immoral, or villainous conduct, and that conduct has 
been discussed and vet he nevertheless receives a majority of 
the votes, even though his corrupt practices may have been the 
very thing that enabled him to obtain that majority, the Senate 


is thereby barred from action; the fraud has 
mate and sanctified, and all relief is impossible 

Obviously if the Senate has the right to inquire into the cor- 
rupt practices by which the certificate of a governor is obtained 
in the case of an appointment, it has equally the right to inquire 
into the corrupt practices by which a majority vote is obtained. 
A majority. sirs, can not sanctify fraud; it can not make black 
white; it can not transform evil into good; it can not change 
dishonesty into honesty. The cloak of a majority vote no more 
purges villainy of its iniquity than a coat of whitewash can 
transmute a sepulchre filled with the bones of dead men into 
a palace of pleasure. The law and the principles of equity 
every sham. The hand of justice tears the 


become consum- 


aside 


| cloak of pretense, and her sword, cutting through artifice, fraud, 


by the | 


chicanery, and sophistry, cleaves to the very 
case 

Yet we have listened here to argumentS—most of them legal 
arguments—as baseless as the vagaries of an opium dream; 
arguments that start nowhere in the law or Constitution and 
that end nowhere except in vaporings that are without 
or reason. 

Senators 


marrow of the 


Sense 


stund here and tell me that the Senate has no 
jurisdiction to pass upon the qualifications of a man or the 
character of his election when it is written into the Constitu- 
tion itself that the Congress may take complete charge of every 
election to the Senate. Congress is limited in only one respect: 
it can not fix the place of the election of a Senator; and that 
is now obsolete since the election takes place in the State at 
large by the people. 

Not only has Congress the right to judge of the qualifications 
but within the limits of the Constitution we find the right to 
lay down the entire method of election. In the 
we find this: 


same section 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State the 
thereof; but the Congress may at any time by law make 
regulations. 


by legislature 


or alter such 


In the next section we find this language: 


Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of its own Members. 


In those two clauses is the complete, final, and absolute con- 
trol. No language that man could pen and no decision that 
courts could render would make that language plainer, even if 
we should use all the words of our vocabulary, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? Does that include primary elections? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly; it would include primary 
elections. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 


Then, the Senator proposes to overrule 
the Supreme Court. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Of course the Senator wants to 
reargue the case. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The majority of the Supreme Court 
did hold in the Newberry case that our then existing law did 
not affect that case, but I have not the slightest doubt that the 
Senate has the power to prescribe every step by which an elec- 
tion shall be held, if it sees fit to do so. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Mr. President, does the Senator from Mis- 
souri recall a case that has been handed down since the New 
berry case? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The court in that case held that the primary 
was a substantial part of the election and that the denial to a 
negro of the right to vote in the primary was in violation of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, we have listened to a 
most singular logic here and have listened to it for days; a 
logic that reverses every principle of argument. Certain Sen- 
ators begin by assuming the very question to be proven, and 
from that position are, of course, able to reach a conclusion 
which is quite satisfactory to themselves. Here is their form- 


ula, I have written it down: “Ssirn is the duly elected Sen- 








Fecal 





5 ~~, 
1716 
from Illinois: 
his clection or qualifications 


Again: * Illinois duly elected Smirn to represent that State in 
he Senate; therefore, the Senate right to oust him, 


therefore, the Senate may not inquire into 


has no 


for it thereby deprives Illinois of equal representation in the 
Senate 

These Senators may proudly imagine that they originated 
that kind of logic, but it was long ago discovered by some other | 
person Phe question being why did the cow cross the road, a 


logician of that period answered: “ Our old cow, she crossed the 


read beenuse she crossed the road, and the reason why she 
crossed the road was because she crossed the road.” 

So the question being, Was Samira duly elected? these Senators | 
cay, “ SMiru was duly elected because he was duly elected, and 
the reason why he was duly elected is because he was duly 
elected, and you have not any right to touch him.” 

Mr. President, let me see if I am going too far astray in 
thus characterizing these arguments. Each assumes the whole 


question in dispute, for, of course, if SmitH was duly 
he is entitled to his seat. 


elected 
Of course, again, to be duly elected 


means that one was chosen according to law, and one chosen | 
according to law must possess the Jegal qualification, and must 
in securing his election have conformed with the mandates of 
the law. As the law condemns bribery, fraud, and other in- 


iquitous practices, when it is said that one has been duly elected 


‘t is in fact asserted that he has every qualification and that 
his election is without taint of wrong. None save an imbecile | 
would assert that the Senate could justly reject a man so} 


chosen. But the question is, not whether one duly chosen within 
the meaning of the law shall be denied a seat; the question is, 
Was Shira duly chosen? If so, then he must be seated. If 


net, then he is a mere interloper and seating him is a crime | 


aguinst the Federal Government and a crime against the State 
of Ihlinois. 

Again, if Smiru was, within the meaning of the law, duly 
chosen by Illinois, it is entitled to have him seated because he 
justly and properly represents the State. 

Contrariwise, if Smirm was not within the meaning of the 
law duly chosen, then the seating of him is a gross wrong done 
to the State of Illinois. It is in fact a donble wrong, for we not 
only seat an interloper to misrepresent the State, but we bar 
the State from obtaining proper representation. We place a 
burglar in possession of the house and give him the key that 
he may lock the door against the return of the absent owner. 
Clearly, therefore, it is our high duty not only to the United 
States but as well to the State of Lilinois to determine whether 
Smirin was in fact duly chosen within the meaning of the law 
as I have defined it. 

At this point we are met with the assertion that the certifi- 
eate of the governor is binding and conclusive and can not be 
inquired into by the Senate or by any other earthly tribunal. 
If that be the correet doctrine, then the governor of a State, 
by a false certificate, can nullify two distinct provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States. Indeed, in conceivable cases, 
one or two State governors could by false certificate change 
the political balance in the Senate and alter the policy of the 
Nation. Such a governor might appoint a subject of a foreign 
power, a nonresident of the State, or one under age, or, as I 
have stated, sell the appointment for cash in hand, and the 
Nation would be powerless to prevent the wrong. 

Although some have broadly asserted this monstrous docirine, 
including, I think I am fair in saying, Mr. Smita himself when 
he appeared before the committee, with most it sticks in the 
throat, and they therefore try to bite the thing in two and 
swallow it piecemeal, Accordingly they say that the Senate 
may inquire into citizenship, age, and residence. But that ad- 
mits the right to go behind the certificate and destroys the 
doctrine that the recitations of the certificate are final and 
binding. It necessarily concedes the power of the Senate, as to 
certain questions, to inquire into the facts non obstante the 
return 

Where do these logicians find the authority of the Senate so 
to inquire? 

If they assert it to be an inherent power, then that inherent 
power springs from the right of a body to exclude all who 
are not entitled to sit; and that power must include all dis- 
qualifications, whether arising from age or fraud, from citi- 
zenship or corruption, from residence or bribery. 

If, however, they search the Constitution for authority so to 
inquire, they find the language gives exactly the same right to 
inquire into fraud in elections as to inquire into constitutional 
disqualifications, 

Congress is the sole judge of the elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of its Members. 

Here, then, is the right to determine whether there was an 
election—that is to say, whether there was an election holden 
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according to law; that is to say, whether the election was hon- 
estly conducted. Any other kind of an election is no election 
at all. It is a sham, a pretense, an unseemly fraud. It is a 


crime against society and the Nation; and no certificate of 
a governor cal transmute a crime into a good title to office. 

Mr. President, a clamor was raised that this man was enfti- 
tled to defend himself upon the floor of the Senate. <A claim 
was put forward that he had hot stated his case or been per- 
mitted to state his Accordingly the Senate rereferred 
the matter to the committee: and this man who had clamored 
that he had not been heard, and that there might be other 
evidence to adduce, came before the committee, and what was 
his position? 

First, he asked for delay that he might prepare himself to 
be heard. When he came there he said that he could not defend 
his oral fitness for the Senate, because by defending his moral 
fitness for the Senate he would be waiving the sovereign right 
of Illinois to have him seated, no matter whether he 
morally fit or unfit. 

How would he have waived it? If the State of Iilinois had 
the right, sir, to have him seated in this body, no act of the 
His right 


case, 


was 


| would have been as unimpaired after he had presented evidence 
i} as to his moral fitness as it 


would have been before he pre- 
sented it. The fact is that after many days of careful thought 
as to some meats by which he could escape the ordeal of 
attempting a justification, somebody said, “ File a plea to the 
jurisdiction of the committee and the Senate, and stand on your 
constitutional rights,” and that is what Mr. Smurn did. 

So that we have here a case that stands out all by itself, 
distinguishable from every other case that has ever been be- 
fore this body of the House. Ordinarily the man comes pre- 
senting his certificate; it is accepted for its face value: he is 
sworn in, because there is nothing there to dispute or destroy 
the certificate. That action, however, is not compulsory. The 
Hiouse and the Senate in every instance have the right to 
inquire on their own motion, regardless of any certificate. 
However, in practice they have accepted the certificate; and 
I have insisted upon that course when there was nothing to 
dispute the truth of the certificate. 

In this case, however—it has been told many times; I am 
simply putting it in as part of my remarks so that they will 
be more or less complete—the Senate made its investigation 
and had the facts before it at the time the certificate was 
filed, and those facts are the facts that you to-day have before 
you—not an additional fact—and the Senators who say they 
are willing to exclude a man upon those facts, but they want 
him sworn in first, simply say that his certificate is worthless 
and his title is void even after he has been sworn in. 

How a Senator can take that position, and say that he wants 
a man seated with all the evidence before him that he is 
ever going to have, and then he is going to unseat him as soon 
as he has seated him, is just a little beyond my power of 
understanding. 

I do not desire to take the time of the Senate much further. 
One strange urgument that I heard here to-day came from the 
junior Senator from New Mexico. It seemed to be this: 
SmIrTH’s conduct was awful; and the “awfuller” it was the 
“awfuller” it is not to seat him. That seemed to be the sub- 
stance of that argument. 

This I have to say, and I say it with apology for taking 
your time even to make the comment: 

We are not called upon to act in a doubtful case. We are 
not called upon to weigh disputed facts. We have the cold 
proposition that the proprietor of great public-service corpora- 
tions cont:izuted nearly a quarter of a million dollars, and 
I think the evidence warrants me in saying not of his own 
money but the money of the corporations, for it was taken out 
of the tills of the corporations and it was never put back until 
the storm broke in the Senate. That money is given to the 
judge of the court—for that is what the board really is—to 
the judge of the court who has been passing upon the busi- 
ness and the controversies of the companies. Why was it 
given? No reason has been assigned, except that this gentle- 
man wanted to give it. Why did he want to give it? He 
did not tell us there was some particular reason, that there 
was love and friendship, for Smrru, that he was interested in 
certain great principles, or anything of that kind. He gave 
it to Smrrn; and I am warranted in saying he gave it to SMITH 
because SmirH held this important position. 

So the question is this: Can great institutions contribute 
enormous sums of money to the judges of courts, or to the mem- 
bers of tribunals possessing quasi-judicial power and a disecre- 
tionary power greater than any court possesses; can they with 
their money aid these their judges into higher positions, and 
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elect them to this body, where they will still continue to repre 
sent those who have put up the money to send them here 

We need go into no refinements it is plain, bald, naked 
question we are going to seitle; that is, whether seats can be 
bought in the United States Senate in the intere of those who 
have had the right to decide as to the life and death of the 
interests contributing the money. 

We do not need to pass any rule of conduci There are cer 
tain things so plain that you need the guideboard of no law 
to tell you they are evil. If this man is to be seated, let us 
hang over the door of the Senate: “Seats for sale.” If he i 
not to be seated, let us by our acts put over the door of the 
Senate this thought: “ Here, at least, is one place where money 
can not buy an office of power.” 

Mr. President, I am ready to vote upon this questio: 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, [ was absent for a moment [ 
should like to have read the original resolution—not the 
whereases ; just the resolving part 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the or 
nal resolution as amended 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the acceptance and expenditure of the various 13 
of money aforesaid in behalf of the enndidacy of the said Frank I 
SMmitH is contrary to sound public policy, harmful to the dignity and 
honor of the Senate, dangerous to the perpetuity of free government, 
and taints with fraud and corruption the credentials for a sea n the 
Senate presented by the said FRANK L. SmirruH: and be it furt 

Resolved, That the said Frank L. Smita is not entitled to member 
ship in the Senate of the United States, and that a vacancy exists in t 
representation of the State of Illinois in the United States Senate 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the sul 
resolution of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN]. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I eall for the yeas and nays. 


stitute 


Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President, may the substitute resolution 
be read? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the sub 
stitute resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas FRANK L. Smita, claiming to be a Senator from the State 


of Illinois, has presented his credentials, which are regular and in due | 


form, and there being no contestant for the seat: and 
Whereas on January 7, 1928, said FRANK L. SMITH appeared before 
the special committee of the Senate appointed on May 17, 1926, 


stated that before he would enter into any defense upon any 
objections which have or may be 


in the United States 


presented against his right 
upon his constitutional 
right to membership in this body by taking the oath of office, and that 
after having taken the oath of office he would pleased to 
before any committee of the Senate and “ freely, gladly, unafraid 
iny and all charges respecting my moral or other fitness to 
: Therefore be it 


to a seat 


Senate, he would insist 


be appear 
and 
meet 


} ne 
ecome 


a Member of this distinguished body ” 


charges or 


| 
L.. 


Resolved, That the oath of office be administered to said FRANK 
Smiru; be it further 

Resolved, That his credentials and all charges which may be filed 
or have been filed against him, and all objections that may be raised or 
have been raised as to his right to a seat in the Senate be, and the | 


same are hereby, referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 


and that committee is hereby directed to hear and determine all such 
charges and objections which may be submitted, and to report to the 
Senate after due inquiry and as early as convenient, 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, when we come to vote upon 
the substitute of the Senator from Illinois, are we to vote upon 
the whole set of resolutions or one by one? There are several 
of them. 

The VICE 
desired. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Let us vote on them as a whole. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, the hour is late, and I do not 
care to detain the Senate: but two remarks have been made 
upon this floor which I can not let go without having something 
to say about them. One was by the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. WaLsH], that Senators who came here from the South 
after the Civil War were guilty of treason. The other was by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] in reference to the 
negro vote of the South. 

I shali not take the time of the Senate now to answer those 
two remarks. It was the first time that I knew that Chief 
Justice White of the Supreme Court was a traitor, and it was 
the first time that I have ever been told that Matthew Calbraith 
3utler, of South Carolina, one of the most dashing and gallant 
Confederate officers, and one of the greatest Senators this body 
has ever had in it, was a traitor. Both of those men were 
Catholics. I propose to show that they were not traitors, and I 
propose to show by the records which are now lying at my) 


PRESIDENT. They can be separated if that is 
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and | 





feet that that 





was not the question the Butler se. I also 
expect to show that while people are res ing som lings, it is 
time to resent some others 

I have no leader in this body L do not attend caucuses. I 
did not do that in South Carolina, and I do not propose te do 
it in Washington i am my own leader. I do not eak for 
the Democratic Party when I spexk, or for any other party 
except the men and women of South Carolina who sent me to 
this body I make no apologies to anybody for what I say or 
do except to the people of South Carolina I came here this 

iorning to get the floor, but I gave way pleasantly and gladly 
to other Senators who wished to discuss the SMITH case, and 
I all at another time answer my friend from Pennsylvania in 
reference to the negro question in South Carolina, and the Sen 
ator from Montana, who has been so kind as to say that my 
father and his three brothers, and that my mother’s four 
brothers, who fought in the Confederate Army, were guilty of 
treason. I shall answer that in a way that will be thoroughly 
ind distinetly understood, and what I say I will be responsible 
for in the Senate, to the Senate, outside of the Senate, a any 
time, in any way, und at any place that it suits any man who 
does not like it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute resolution offered by the Senator from Illinois | Mr. 
DENEEN ] 

Mr. DENEEN and Mr. MOSES ealled for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk 
preceeded to call the roll 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont], who 
is absent on account of illness. In his absence, I withhold my 
vote. If present, the Senator from Delaware would vote “ yea,” 
and if I were permitted to vote I would vote “ nay. 

Mr. NEELY (when his name was ¢alled) On this vote I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Sackert}. 
In his absence, I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, 
1 would vote “ nay. 

Mr. BORAH. I am authorized to state that if the Senator 


from Kentucky [Mr. SAcKetr|] were present he would vote 
‘ vea.” 


Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 


ScHALL]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. I understand 
that if the Senator from Minnesota were present he would vote 


‘yea; and if I were permitted to vote, I would vote “ nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. COPELAND. If the junior Senator from New Jersey 


[Mr. Epwarps] were present and permitted to vote, 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I rise to announce that my colleague | Mr. 
RANSDELL] is detained in his State. He is paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey {|Mr. Ener}. 

Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce the necessary absence of 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] and the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Epwarps]. These are paired. 
If the Senator from Utah were present, he would vote “ yea.” 
If the Senator from New Jersey were present, he would vote 
“nay.” 


he would 


Senators 





The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 56, not voting 11, as 

follows: 

YEAS—27 
Bingham Gould Oddie Smoot 
Blease Greene Overman Steck 
Borah Ilale Phipps Steiwer 
Cutting Keyes Pine Warren 
leneen McLean Reed, Pa Waterman 
Fess Metealf Shortridge Watson 
Gillett Moses Smith 

NAYS—56 
Ashurst Dale Robinson, Ind. 
Parkley Dill Sheppard 
Bayard Ferris Shipstead 
Black Frazier Simmons 





Blaine George Stephens 
Bratton Gerry McMaster Swanson 
Brookhart Glass McNary Thomas 
Broussard Gooding Mayfield Trammell 
Bruce Harris Norbeck Tydings 
Capper Harrison Norris Wagner ; 
Caraway Hawes Nye Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Hayden Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Couzens Heflin Reed, Mo Wheeler 
Curtis Howell Robinson, Ark. Willis 

NOT VOTING—11 
du Pont Fletcher Neely Schall 
Edge Goff tansdell Tyson 
kdwards King Sackett 


So Mr. DENEEN’S substitute was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the Senator from Missouri {[Mv. Rew] 
as amended, 
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Mr. REED of Missouri. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I again an- 
noeunce Iny general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
pu Pont], who is absent on account of illness, If I were per- 
mitted to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 
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Mr. NEELY (when his name was ealled). I repeat the 
announcement made on the last vote. I am paired on this vote | 
with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Sackerr]. I am 
told by some of his friends on the other side of the Chamber 
that if he were present he would vote as I intend to vote. I 
therefore vote I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BORAH (when Mr. Sackert’s name was called). If the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Sacketr] were present, he would 
vote “vea 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). On this matter I 
have a pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
ScHatt}. I am informed that if he were present be would | 
vote “nay.” If IT were permitted to vote I would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I wish to make the same announcement 
with reference to my colleague’s pair. If my colleague the 
selior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] were present, 
he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GERRY. TI wish to announce again the pair of the Sena- | 
tor from Utah [Mr. Kine] with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Epwarps]. If the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 


EpwaArps| were present, he would vote “yea.” If the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Ktne] were present, he would vote “ nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 61, nays 23, as follows: 
YEAS—61 
Ashurst Dill La Follette Simmons 
Barkley Ferris McKellar Smith 
havard rrazier McMaster Steiwer 
Black George McNary Stephens 
Blaine Gerry Mayfield Swanson 
Borah Glass Neely Thomas 
Bratton Gooding Norbeck Trammell 
Brook Harris Norris Tydings 
Brou rd Harrison Nye Wagner 
Bruce Hlawes Overman Walsh, Mass. 
Capper Hayden Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Caraway Heflin Reed, Mo. Wheeler 
Copeland Hlowell Robinson, Ark, Willis 
Couzens Johnson Robinson, Ind. 
Curtis Jones Sheppard 
Dal Kendrick Shipstead 
NAYS—23 
Bingham Gould Moses Smoot 
lease Creene Oddie Steck 
Cutting Hale Phipps Warren 
Deneen heyes Pine Waterman 
Fess McLean Reed, Pa, Watson 
Gillett Metcalf Shortridge 
NOT VOTING—10 

du Pont Fletcher Ransdell Tyson 
Edye Goff Sackett 


Kdwards King Schall 


So the resolution as modified was agreed to. 


Whereas on the 17th day of May, 1926, the Senate passed a resolu- 
tion creating a special committee to investigate and determine the 
improper use of money to promote the nomination or election of 
persons to the United States Senate, and the employment of certain 
other corrupt and unlawful means to secure such nomination or 
ele lol 

Whereas said committee in the discharge of its duties notified 
Prank L. Smirx, of Illinois, then a candidate for the United States 
Senate from that State, of its proceeding, and the said Frank L. 
Smiri appeared in person and was permitted to counsel with and be 


represented by his attorneys and agents. 
Whereas the said committee has reported— 


rhat the evidence without substantial dispute shows that there was 


expended directly or indirectly for and on behalf of the candidacy 
of the said Frank L, Smira for the United States Senate the sum 
of $458,782; that all of the above sum except $171,500 was contributed 
directly to and received by the personal agent and representative of the 
said FRANK L. SMira with his full knowledge and consent; and that 
of the total sum aforesaid there was contributed by officers of large 
public-service institutions doing business in the State of Illinois or 
by id institutions the sum of $203,000, a substantial part of which 

Ww contributed by men who were nonresidents of Illinois, but 
who we officers of Illinois public-service corporations. 

That at 1! of the times aforesaid the said FRANK L, SMITH was 
cl n of the Illinois: Commerce Commission, and that said public- 
servic porations commonly and generally had business before said 
commission, and said commission was, among other things, empowered 
to regulate the rates, charges, and business of said corporations, 

That by the statutes of Illinois it is made a misdemeanor for any 


officer or agent of such public-service corporations to contribute any 
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money to any member of said commission, or for any member of said 
mmission to accept such moneys upon penalty of removal from 
office. 

That said SmMiru has in no manner controverted the truth of the 
foregoing facts, although full and complete opportunity was given to 
him, not only to present evidence but arguments in his behalf; and 

Whereas the said official report of said committee and the sworn 
evidence is now and for many months has been on file with the Senate, 
and all of the said facts appear without substantial dispute: Now 
therefore be it 

Resolved, That the acceptance and expenditure of the various sums 
of money aforesaid in behalf of the candidacy of the said Frank L 
SMITH is contrary to sound public policy, barmful to the dignity and 

nor of the Senate, dangerous to the perpetuity of free government, 
and taints with fraud and corruption the credentials for a seat in the 
Senate presented by the said FRANK L, SMITH; and be it further 

ResoWwed, That the said FrRaNK L. Smita is not entitled to member- 
ship in the Senate of the United States, and that a vacancy exists 
in the representation of the State of Illinois in the United States 
enate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 


the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I 
tive vote recorded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The negative vote of the Senator 
from New Hampshire will be recorded. 

ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY MONDAY 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that when the Senate 
concludes its business to-morrow it shall adjourn until Monday 
next? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 7011. An act to detach Okfuskee County from the north- 
ern judicial district of the State of Oklahoma and atiach the 
same to the eastern judicial district of the said State; 

H. R. 8229. An act for the appointment of an additional judge 
for the sixth judicial circuit; 

H. R. 8725. An act to amend section 224 of the Judicial Code; 

H. R. 9020. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1901, and the acts amendatory thereof and supple 
mentary thereto; 

H. R. 9022. An act to authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., 
to maintain a public highway upon the premises occupied by 
the Federal Industrial Institution for Women at Alderson, 
W. Fass 

H. R. 9049. An act to amend section of the Judicial Code; 

H. R. 9051. An act to amend section 1 of the act of February 
22, 1875, entitled “An act regulating fees and costs, and for 
other purposes”; and 

H. R. 9052. An act to amend section 6 of the act of May 28, 
1896. 


would like to have my 


hega- 


TO 


there objection? The Chair 


99°7 


mm 


PETITION 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania presented a petition of the Phila- 
delphia (Pa.) Board of Trade, praying for the passage of the 
bill (H. R. 9195) to amend section 2804 and 3402 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to permit the importation of cigars and 
cigarettes in smaller quantities by parcel post than is provided 
under existing law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR STATE AND JUSTICE DEPARTMENTS, PTC. 

Mr. JONES. From the Committee on Appropriations I re- 
port back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 8269) 
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Justice 
and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Commerce 
and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for 
other purposes, and I submit a report (No, 102) thereon. I 
wish to announce that I hope to be able to dispose of the bill 
to-morrow on the conclusion of the consideration of the joint 
resolution of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAs]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
ealendar, 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 
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ESSION AL 


By Mr. McN 

A bill (S. 26 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LA FOLLET 

A bill (S. 2673) 


for the relief of James ] russell (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs 
By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania 


A bill 
Committee 


(S. 2674) for th lief of 


Naval 


on 





A bill (S. 2675) t the salar ot crie1 ind bailiffs 
of the United States Courts; to the Committee « t! 
Judiciary. 

ty Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana 


A bill (S. 2676) granting an increase of pension » Sar 
E. Kiplinger; and 

A bill (S. 2677) grantirz a pension to Jacob Ellis (with 
accompanying papers); to the Commit » on Pensions 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2678) granting an increase of pension 0 Eliza 
beth Green (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 


Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 2679) to limit 
appointed with the 
hold ever after his 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 2680) 
the ¢ ommnittee on 

By Mr. WAGNER: 

A bill (S. 2681) 
of the 
forees 


the period for 
and consent of 


shall have « xpired ; 


which 
the Sen: 
to the C 


advice 


term mmittee 


Burbank; to 


mothers and unmarried widows 
marines of the American 
Europe to make a _ pil- 
Committee on Military 


to enable the 
soldiers, si and 


rY ¢ 
sc CeMmet 


deceased ilors, 
interred 


to the 


neteries 


: en 


the ce of 


srimage eries the 


Affairs. 
Mr. 


HAWES: 


\ 
A bill (S. 2682) providing for the advancement on the re 
tired list of the Army of Marlborough Churchill; to the Com 


mittee on MilMary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2688) providing for the rank and pay of retired 
officers of the Navy who served as chiefs of bureaus during 
the World War; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

$y Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2684) to regulate the commitment to and discharge 
from St. Elizabeths Hospital of persons certified by heads of 
departments and establishments; and 

A bill (S. 2685) to amend section 115a 
“An act to establish a Code of Law for 
lumbia,” aS amended; to the Committee 
Columbia, 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 2686) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 


of 
the 
on 


an act entitled 
District of Co- 
the District of 


Casseday (with accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill (S. 2687) granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Nelson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 


Pensions, 

By Mr. REED of Missouri: 

A bill (S. 2688) granting a pension to Sarah V. 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 2689) granting a pension to Squire Pauley; and 

A bill (S. 2690) granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Rowles; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 2691) 
to be used in the case of imminent danger to the public health; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2692) granting 
Williams; to the Committee on 

$v Mr. NORRIS: 

A joint resolution Res. 80) authorizing an appropria- 
tion for bank protection for the control of floods and the preven- 
tion of erosion of the Missouri River at and near the town of 
Niobrara in the State of Nebraska; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A joint resolution (8S. J. 
21 years of age of gok 


? 
i 
as nonquota immigrant 


Burke; to 


compensation to Molly Stark 


Claims. 


(S. J 


Res. 81) to permit children under 
star mothers to enter the United States 
s; to the Committee on Immigration. 
REFERENCE 

On motion of Mr. Rerep of Pennsylvania, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged from the further consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 135) for the relief of special 


CHANGES OF 
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| 


making appropriation for an emergency fund | 





disbursing agents of i Alausk Liiiii ii, a i was eferred 


ittee on Claims 


tT? 


to the Com 





On motion of Mr. Rosinson f Indiana, the Con j e i 
Pensions was discharged from irther cons ration the 
bill (S. 969) for the relief of Ellen Oglesb: ind it was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

On motion of Mr. McKerrar, the Committee on P a 
Elections was discharged from the further co rit Lhe 
Dll (S. S42) to amend the corrupt practices act. a vas 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

GOODS PRODUCED BY INVICTS IN IN tSTATE COMMER 

Mr. McNARY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by him to the bill S. 1792) to divest goods, wa and 
merchandise manufactured, produced, or mined by con ts o1 
prisonel their ate character in certain cases, which 
was re rred to the ¢ mitts n lr rstate ¢ nmerce and 
rdered to be printed 

INVESTIGATION E KLEPHON! \PH \ ) \ E RAT! 

Mr. BLEASE submitted the following resolution (S. Res 
li4+), which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Committee on I tat ) ree r 

itl ized beommittee thereof i ) vestizat ! ! 
rat olls nd tariffs of each nd v t n tele p i 

| company engaged in interstate business in t United Sta rf 
\r rica 

c. 2. That for tl rposes of this ution s ! I t r 

l I ‘ 1uthorized to d public hearings, to sit and act at 
s times i p s y such experts and clerical teno 
zr i ind other assista to requ by subpena or herw the 
i ad of such witnesses and tl production of h books ipers 
nd ¢ ments: to administer su ‘ hs and to take s te ony 
ind to make s expenditures as it de s advisable 

SI I ( of s ar I service to report such ings 
shall be in excess of 25 Ss] hundred words, and t expenses 
f such committ c u mmittee shall not exceed $25,000 and shall 
be | from t ontingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved 
by the chairman of such committee or subcommittee 

Sec. 4. That such committee or subcommittee shall mak i ial 


report the 


ssion 


Senate 


of the 


to to it on 


Seventieth C 


as vs at the be 





ginning of the 3 nd 
regular s 


ongress 
ADDRESS HON OF TENNESSEE 


BRATTON. Mr. President, on April 13, 1927, Hon 
CorpeLi. Hutt delivered an address before the State League of 
Young Democrats, at Woodward, Okla., on the subject “* Foun- 
dations of Democratic Success in 1928.” I ask leave: to have it 
inserted in the Recorp. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the address was 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


BY CORDELL HtUL 


Mr. 


ordered be 


to 


FOUNDATIONS OF DEMOCRATI succr 
It is apparent that confusion and misunderstanding exist relative 
to the significance and danger of the manifest political, moral, and 
economic evils that have appeared in our public affairs during recent 
years Believing that these evils constitute a grave menace to the 
future of the Nation, and with no purpose to minimize or magnily 
other questions in which the people are interested, I desire to point 


out and clarify these vital and pressing issues in addition—issues which 
ean not longer be neglected without irreparable injury to the spirit and 
integrity of our institutions. 

History teaches that a democracy, when once corrupted, has 1 r 
been reformed. It has invariably perished. The present outstandir 
abuses, violative of all the ideas which lie at the bas f popul 
government, are driving the Nation on this downward cours It would 
be an untruth to deny that a great crisis confronts the country to-day 

Six years ago America was the greatest moral force of a! I 
in the world or in history No fr government has er experi 
enced a more corrupt and disgraceful period than has ours sin that 
time. Commencing with Fall and Daugherty in 192 and culminating 
with VARE and SMITH in 1926, our national character has been lowered 
and the American people humiliated by a chronic succession of huge 
and startling scandals, including a species of fra id and immorality in 
many appointments and in much of the public rvice The result 
has been extreme political and moral debasement and a hopeless decline 
of official standards. The plea of accident will not lie against thes 
connected and continuous abuses already extending over a six-yea 
period. The Government evidently is in the deadly clutches of a com 
merecialized political system, the success, if not the existence, of which 
involves bribery extending from administrative officials at Washington 
back to the wholesale corruption of State electorates There i no 
blinking the fact that bribery, fraud, and immorality ha b 1 sO 
deeply embedded in the practices of those in controi of th I in 
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ieate their belief that corruption is essential to the 
Nation. These festering growths, most dangerous 
ons, are rapidly becoming a permanent part of our 
and distressing commentary on the course of the 
highest off of the administrations during this six-year period of 
nati | degeneracy is that no censure or righteous condemnation es- 
! them, although the bald facts were within reach of their obser- | 
vation, and no noticeable disposition to speed the prosecutions of the 
potoric offenders Ww show These leading officials and party spokes- 
me eemed instead to assume the complacent attitude of silent specta 
toi ‘ consenting witnesses, uttering an occasional moral preachment 
for ot Many of them have not only stood for corruption but de- 
ne ed one eking to expose it. Low many of those who sat through 
the Teapot Dome Cabinet meetings have uttered a word of condemna 
tik llow k can the American people, in safety to their most 
cherished institutions, remain indifferent to the challenge of these 
v ead conditions of bribery, dishonesty, and immorality? If they 
e not of sufficient magnitude to make the party in power responsible 
it would be impossible to state a case that would. Morals undoubtedly 
have not k their power with the people. No greater or more press- 
moral e has b 1 thrust upon the country within two generations 
e deadly blight of these domestic ills infected and paralyzed our 
fore n policies, Six years ago the attitude of other nations toward 
the United States was never better; to-day it was never worse. The 
lack of vision, practical knowldege, and morality in our foreign policies 
} en « trous in the extreme We have reaped a world harvest 
of economic and trade losses and of suspicion, contempt, and ill will. 
rhe party in power is justly chargeable with responsibility for these 





deplorable conditions Phere is no hope of any real improvement in our 
relations with other nations except through the substitution of new and 
different political forces at Washington The statement has become 
niversal that for six years our Government has had no definite or 
lequat eign policy. Under our slipshod and piecemeal policies 
we have drifted and muddled along until our moral influence has van- 
hed utterly Unless our interests are still more to suffer, this Nation 
must speedily adopt a constructive foreign policy embracing intelligent, 
practical, and systematic cooperation. There are many ways of sane 
cooperati to promote better understanding, friendship, good will, peace, 
and justice consistent with our Constitution and traditions. An un- 
biased and educated public opinion can be confidently relied upon in 
future to deal wisely and adequately with all new foreign problems 
rights, duties, and responsibilities arising under New 

g the past six years the dominant leaders of the political 

par im « rge of the Federal Government have viewed with careless 
indifferen the gradual collapse of agriculture, the greatest industry in 








America, n rably on account of negiect and mistreatment, without 

effort or constructive plan or purpose to arrest and remedy 
t! ( tions of destruction and decay. ‘The facts constituting this 
ndictment are within the knowledge of every American farmer. Opposi- 

‘ ex ive tariffs, lower production costs, wider and better foreign 
mar} m cooperation, and equality before the law, have comprised 

I of ‘ omic policies of Democrats which have been consistently 
ignored by the party in power since 1920. A continued redistribution 
of property as between industry and agriculture is inevitable under ex- 
isti inequitable economic policies, 

Can tl most indifferent citizen longer blind himself to the enor- 
mous vices and defects in the policies and practices of those in charge 
of the Fe« il Government? The people, in my solemn opinion, can not 
proceed too diligently to take stock of the forces in control of the Govy- 
ernment since 1920 and of the political philosophy pursued. There 
is no truer axiom than that the perpetuity of a Republic depends upon 


frequent recurrence to fundamental principles. The American people 





will readily discover what has often been stated, that the directing 
forces of our Government are confined to a relatively few persons of 
large pecuniary interests, who are primarily interested in building up 
their fortunes and families; whose thoughts and opinions are chiefly 
confined to those interests; who are naturally shaping legislation and 
overnment so as most to favor those interests; and who as a conse- 
juence rarely visualize the broad and fundamental principles of demo- 
cratic government, the operation of which are so indispensable to equal 
justice This narrow, vicious, and dangerous philosophy teaches that 
the first purpose of government is to extend discriminating favors to the 
few persons in control; that they may have privileges for themselves 
which are denied to others; that the most exclusive governmental favors 
to them are equally beneficial to the entire people; that a President who 
does their will may hold office indefinitely ; and that they naturally and 


lways 1 constitute the governing class. This is the coarse and 
sordid doctrine of materialism, which is rooted in selfishness and repug- 
nant to ideals on which the Government was founded. 
Human human welfare, national character, high ideals, morals, 


and Christian vitality, on which freedom and civilization must continue 


the origina) 


rights, 


to rest if they are to endure, are matters of secondary consideration 
unger our present purely materialistic Government since 1920, This 
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cold, a Lincoln or a Roose- 
velt, is held out as the governing consideration for the American voter. 

Every unbiased economist will tes that of equality, jus 
tice, and fairness alike to all afford far broader and sounder 
for permanent prosperity than the narrow and artificial base offered by 


JANUARY 


: 
hings of 


mercenary appeal, alien to the te: 


ify policies 


base 


ultra high tariffs and other handouts by the Government to a small 
cross section of business. In the face of this great economic truth, 
the few persons in control of the party in power, always scheming for 
supremacy and taking advantige of the wonderful economic position in 


World War left 


modestly 


which the America, 
false propaganda 
factory b 
the Democratic 
busine 
Pa sa 
and human liberty; that, as t 
patriotism to Jead America gloriously 


have widely circulated deliberately 
credit to for any 
conditions existing and at the same time heaping upon 
the absurd that it is not afe’”’ for 
These dominant leaders dare not deny that the Democratie 
i and of human 
in power, it had the ability 
through the greatest war in 


taking themselves satis- 


isiness 
as “Ss 


Party charge 


Ss. 











s “safe” 





rights 
and 


his- 


in its champ shiy ction 


prot 





he party 





ory: and that it had the fairness and statesmanship to give business 
the Federal reserve system, But, according to the reckless insinuations 
of these Republican spokesmen, a party that has been just and fair 
and has rendered the greatest ngle service to business, that has served 
labor and agriculture they were never rved, and that can be 
trusted jealously to guard buman rights, is not safe for “ business.” <A 


slunder so base dishonest, or crooked 
he 
miserable pret 

The small number of persons 
tunity, seized the reins of 
1920, ridden the country 


could only emanate from corrupt, 


business. wreck of agriculture already has exposed its sham and 
nse, 

who, seeing the psychological 
in the name of the Republican Party 
in hard, There was never such a 
glaring instance of rule by minority in the history of free government. 


Agriculture, labor, and three-fourths of American business have had no 


oppor- 
powel 


since 


have 


real voice except by sufferance of the few in control. Urging their 
superior right to govern, they insist that in order to do so they are 
justified in resorting to fair means or foul. To this end the people are 
boldly taught the infamous philosophy that vast funds with which to 
corrupt the electorate of an entire State, as in the case of Pennsyl- 


vania, are contributed upon the same principle as money to the church. 


Those who preach and practice this doctrine are a greaier menace to 


our free institutions than all the forces of Bolshevism and anarchy. 
Shall these sinister forces continue to eat away at the vitals of our 
political system? Here we have a brazen challenge to popular govern- 


ment. Shall the powers of government be corruptly controlled by the 
illicit use of money? Are the people ready and willing to fight to 
remove these patent causes of popular decadence? Wow long will they 
be diverted by the hypocritical cry of “ prosperity and the vanishing 
myth of “ Coolidge economy,” both of which intended to 
moral idealism, official purity, justice, and popular rights? 

In striking contrast government, to the political phi- 
losophy of Thomas Jefferson and the historic party he founded. It is 
an indestructible part of our national life. Three-fourths of the Ameri- 
can people at heart favor the Jefferson philosophy. Its central truths 
Rule by the people, equality before the law, and the fullest measure 
of liberty to the individual. Freedom of speech, of the press, of 
religion, the rights of the States, local self-government, determined 
opposition to paternalism and bureaucracy, the careful preservation of 
human rights and human welfare, social and economic property 
rights, equitable taxation morals, honesty, and 
high ideals are among the most-cherished teachings of Jefferson, as they 
are an inseparable part of the traditions and principles of the political 
party he organized. 

The existence of questions of a nonpolitical nature has always been 
recognized by the Democratic Party, and their prompt consideration and 
solution in accordance with deliberate public opinion facilitated. This 
wise policy of the past is in strict accord with the doctrine of rule by 
the people as it is with the requirements of our two-party system of 
government. The Democratic Party offers the only available agency 
again to carry into effect the great doctrines of Jeffersonian liberalism, 
The names of Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, Cleveland, and Wilson are 
witnesses of what the Democratic Party is and for what it stands. The 
most recent record of service from 1913 to 1921 will forever stand out 
in history, while that of the opposing party since 1920 will only be 
remembered for its decayed morals and its colossal scandals and 
corruption. 

The present dangerous trend makes extremely urgent a rededication, 
a rebirth, and a revival in the minds of the people of morals, honesty, 
high ideals, and of the whole theory, spirit, and fundamental principles 


not 


” 


are obscure 


is according 


are: 


and 


justice, 


and economy, vision, 


underlying free government. The public conscience must again be 
awakened and the sense of the people quickened to the true value and 


meaning of government. The administration record of recent years pre- 
sents a larger number of policies and practices to challenge the forces 
of liberalism than have been offered by any party in power: The wreck 


of agriculture, the collapse of foreign policy, corruption in politics and 
in government, the destruction of our once supreme moral influence and 
leadership in world affairs and the loss of all international good will, 
severe restrictions on foreign-debt repayments and on our export trade, 
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which to-day should aggregate eight instead of five billion dollars, the 
decline of our merchant rine, excessive tariffs, the unchecked growth 
of paternalism and bureaucracy, the suppression of crime, indefinite 
presidential tenure, administration reform, restoration of rule by the 
people, the loss of all vision and high ideals, the lack of basic policies 
and the bold attempt to conduct popular government on the singl 
doctrine of sordid materialism 

The Democratic and independent opposition can only dislodge the 
insolent forces in power by unity, harmony, and teamwork at every 
stage. They can rally wholeheartedly in support of many great and 
inspiring issues, such eas those just recited. Strife and dissention will 
be fatal. ‘They must proceed instead with the knowledge that the grt 
body of Jeffersonian Vemocratic doctrines of liberalism in importance 
s greater than any of its parts; that the combined forces supporting 
them are greater than any element or group or individual With 
subordination of single, minor, and personal considerations, and with 


unselfish, united effort to fight for general reform can and will succeed 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 


H. R. 7011. An act to detach Okfuskee County from the north 


ern judicial district of the State of Oklahoma and attach the | 


same to the eastern judicial district of the said State; 

IH. R. 8229. An act for the appointment of an additional circuit 
judge for the sixth judicial circuit : 

H. R. 8725. An act to amend section 

H. R. 9020. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estub- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1901, and the acts amendatory thereof and supple- 
mentary thereto; 

H. R. 9022. An act to authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., 
to maintain a public highway upon the premises occupied by the 
Federal Industrial Institution for Women at Alderson, W. Va.; 

H. R. 9049. An act to amend section 227 of the Judicial Code; 


H. R. 9051. An act to amend section 1 of the act of February 


224 of the Judicial Code; 


22, 1875, entitled “An act reguiating fees and costs, and for 
other purposes”: and 
H. R. 9052. An act to amend section 6 of the act of May 285, 
LSO6. 
RECESS 
Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 12 


o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate (at 6 o'clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, January 
20, 1928, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, January 19, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, 
the following prayer: 


D. D., offered 


© God, we praise Thee that Thou art loye. Thou hast taught 
us that the sublimest and greatest obligation of the soul 
love. In the radiance of this virtue the humblest, the createst. 
and the best men of earth have walked. So enrich our souls 
that out of them this gift shall flow until no shadow falls 
between us and our fellow men. O Spirit Divine, descend upon 
us and make us willing to help the right win and the best pre- 
vail. Take our gifts and make them Thine. Take our reason 


is 


that it may ever seek the truth; take our will and make it free; | 
take our heart and rest it on the bosom of the Father; take our | 


imagination and merge it with the ideal of Thy beauty. 
anchor of a good man is love! 
forum, in the street, in business, or in the rest and quiet of 
home, may it hold. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
MODIFICATION 


Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House and to revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House and to revise and extend 
his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker aud Members of the House, I have 
to-day iutroduced two bills for the modification and liberaliza- 
tion of the prohibition laws of the United States within the 
limitations of the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution. 
I have done so not with the conviction that these measures, if 
enacted into law, will solve the liquor question in this country, 


OF THE PROHIBITION LAW 


The | 
When at our desks, when in the | 
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but first 


as a step loa program leading to that end The 
problem, one ol Americnrs greatest, will neve r be solved until 
the eighteenth amendment has been repealed and legislation 
substituted that will aid in the movement for a correction of 
the evils of liquor and hot, as the present laws do. aggravate 
those very evils 

There can be no doubt that the increasing social enlighten- 
ment in this great country, and, in fact, throughout the whole 


civilized world, demands anu elimination of the abuse of alcoho! 


I am firmly convinced that further advancement will make of 
liquor 2 social outcast Chis is proper and should be the ulti- 
mate alm 

Vhis great object. however, can not be accomplished by legis- 
lation. Some kinds of legislation will assist, but it is primarily 
a social and moral problem Social adyancement comes and 
must come from an awakened consciousness within the people 
and not imposed ffom without, as by a law adopted, at best 


is 


at a doubtful “ame and by doubtful means 
The most pronounced effect of the adoption of the eighteenth 


amendment and the methods resorted to 


ih attempting to en- 
force the Volstead law has been to discredit the whole Federal 
Government and create a rising resentment against any par 
ticipation by the Federal Government in the internal affairs 
of the country. This reaction, growing rapidly, is seriously 


handicapping the enactment of legitimate and needed legisla- 
tion by Congress to regulate for new problems the very nature 
of which must be under Federal supervision because of their 
interstate character. But so far bas advanced this rising fear 


of an increasingly powerful centralized government, largely 
due to direct and indirect results of prohibition, that publie 


opinion, striking out in self-protection, is refusing to sanction 
even needed hew legislation by the Federal Government. 

Even the majority of those who to-day support prohibition 
under the misapprehension that it means temperance are rising 
against the tide of increasing Federal encroachment of the 
rights of the people in local and State affairs. The very prin- 
ciple of the sovereignty of the individual States, a most neces- 
sary thing in a country so large and diverse in its local inter 
ests as the United States, is threatened by this tendency of 
the central Government of usurpation of the functions of local 
self-government. 

This movement of substituting the Federal for State govern- 
ment if carried on, and it will be unless checked by vigorous 
public opinion, will surely mean the dissolution of this great 
Republic, for it can not continue half republic and half auto- 
cratic. It must be one or the other. In the hope of starting 
the movement back to the basic principles of a republican form 
of government and put a stop to this trend toward autocracy 
I offer two bills, both designed to restore the original principle 
of the proper relationship between the Federal Government and 
the State governments. 

One bill, under the provision of the eighteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States that Congress and the 
several States shall have concurrent power to enforce the 
amendmeut by appropriate legislation, provides that the defini- 
tion of intoxicating malt and cereal beverages shall be left to 
each individual State. 

The bill further provides that each of the several States shall 
have the right by its own enactments to determine who may 
prescribe liquors for medicinal purposes and the nature and 
quantities that may be prescribed. 

It is an insult to the medical profession of the country, an 


unwarralted interference in medical practice, and a tragedy of 
conceit for the Government to regulate -by law the discretion 


of the individual doctor in prescribing medicine. Why not 
prescribe the number of medical books in his library, the num- 
ber of medical instruments he may have, the amount of disin- 
fectants he may use in a given month? There is much 
reason to regulate the limits of all medicines a doctor may 
prescribe as to single out one medicine—liquor—and regulate 
that. The amount of medicine that wonld be necessary for 
one doctor, with a simall country practice in a sparsely settled 
community, might be inadequate for a doctor in a 
city with a large practice. The amount necessary for a 
young doctor just starting his practice bears no relationship 
to that necessary for an older doctor with a large practice. 


as 


Zrossiy 


The Government recognizes the value of liquor at times, for 
in a Washington newspaper of December 21, 1927, there ap- 


peared a picture of four sailors of the American Navy carrying 
four cases of alcoholic liquor aboard a naval ship to be taken 
out to the rescue ship Faleon, from which diving operations 
were conducted for the attempted rescue of those aboard the 
ill-fated S-4. Are there any such ardent prohibitionists that 
they would object to this means of combating exposure of 
those courageous divers? But if alcoholic stimulant was — 

1” 


then, there are many other occasions when it is needed. 
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that exact) 


legislation 
emergency and prescribe by law for it? 
nize liquors as a medicine and then proceed to set ourselves 
above the medical profession in medical knowledge and pre- 
scribe for a doctor's patients by law without ever seeing his 
patients or we say liquor is not a medicine, but that we will 
permit the medical profession to be licensed bootleggers, only 


anticipate each such 
Now, either we recog- 


ean devise can 


we prescribe the extent of their bootlegging operations. Either 
interpretarion is a disgrace to the country and an unwarranted 
blight on the medical profession. 

The other bill stipulates, also under the provisions of the 
eighteenth amendment, for concurrent enforcement by Congress 
and the several States that the Prohibition Unit of the Federal 
Government and its agent shall confine their activities to inter- 
state violations, and that enforcement within the States shall 
be the responsibility of the people of each State. This is a 
proper distribution of the functions of both divisions of gov- 
ernment, 

The proper function of the Federal Government is to regulate 

mutters between States, but within the sovereign limits of the 
individual State the people of that State should enforce the laws. 
This also makes for an equitable distribution of the costs of 
enforcement. There is no reason why the people of one State 
where the prohibition law is widely obeyed and where, there- 
fore, there is little need of great expenditure for enforcement, 
are forced to bear a disproportionate share of the cost of en- 
forcement in some other State, where publie opinion is such 
that a great expenditure of money is necessary in an attempt 
enforcement. 
This is all wrong and entirely unfair. The burden of the cost 
of enforcement should rest upon those who cause the burden. 
If my bill becomes a law, the people in dry States will not be 
paving the costs of enforcement in wet States. 

Furthermore, to-day when a great effort is being made to re- 
cluce the burden of Federal taxes, the cut in the cost of enforce- 
ment to the Federal Government, both direct and indirect, would 
be a very substantial contribution to the cause of tax reduction. 
It is estimated that the direct saving in the reduction of the 
appropriation for Federal enforcement of prohibition, if the 
operations were limited to interstate violations would be from 
one-half to four-fifths. This would amount to from six to ten 
million dollars and the indirect saving would be many times 
that amount, as well as releasing the Federal courts to a large 
extent from the roll—and stigma—of cluttered police courts to 
the important business of expediting Federal litigation. The 
position to which we have reduced our Federal courts is no 
credit to the people of the United States. The sooner we return 
them to their proper dignity, the better it will be for the 
stability of the whole Government. 

You can not belittle and diseredit the courts of a nation and 
at the same time maintain proper and necessary respect for its 
povernment. 

There will be no enforcement until the responsibility for en- 
forcement is brought closely home to the people locally. The 
Federal Government in local matters is something apart and 
detached from the people. There can not be dual responsibility 
in the matter of enforcing the laws within the States. 

There will be neither respect nor “ obedience to two masters.” 
Either the States must enforce the law within the States or the 
Federal Government must assume the whole burden. The pres- 
ent divided system means divided responsibility and results in 
chaos and no enforcement. Let us stop playing. Either return 
to the States themselves the right and sole responsibility of en- 
forcing the prohibition law within the States or turn the whole 
job over to the Federal Government and go about it seriously. 
Appropriate the half billion dollars a year that is necessary 
and really try to enforce prohibition, 

Let us be honest about this thing. There is no prohibition 
in this country, nor can there be under present conditions. Not 
questioning the sincerity of the Prohibition Unit of the Federal 
Government, it is a physical impossibility to enforce it with the 
present limited equipment and number of men available from 
present appropriations. 

I would rather, under my oath of office to enforce the laws 
of the country, vote for an appropriation of $500,000,000 than 
for the present sum asked of twelve or thirteen million, which 
will simply be wasted in a Lilliputian effort to slay the giant. 

I shall vote for appropriations, and for liberal appropriations 
to enforce prohibition while it remains on the statute books, 
but only so long as constitutional, legal, and decent methods are 
employed. 

My oath of office and my conscience will compel me to refuse 
to vote a dollar if proof is shown that illegal, dishonest, and 
indecent methods are employed. I shall not support attempted 


at 


enforcement if methods are used that are contrary to funda- 
mental Americanism and the very Constitution itself, 


| 


| enforce 
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Such methods as wire tapping. meter reading, inducing 
to violate the law so that these men can be arrested for the sake 
of making a “record,” merely show the desperation to which 
the prohibition forces have been driven in a futile effort to 
an unenforcible law that is in opposition to public 
opinion. The recent election in Detroit, always one of the great 
law-abiding cities of the Nation, should be a warning to the 
people of the whole country. The fact that 48 per cent of the 
people of Detroit have come to the point where they voted 
for a candidate whose platform was that he would not even 
attempt to enforce the law is most significant. It should be 
the sounding of the tocsin! Why the people of this country 
are in virtual rebellion. It is not the fate of the cause of 
temperance that hangs in the balance, but the very continuance 
of this Government. 

The United States is a hundred times more in danger of de- 
struction through internal collapse as a result of the growing 
trait of national hypocrisy, largely as a result of prohibition, 
than from outside aggression, 

Our wealth and enormous resources act as a protection from 
outsiders, but only accentuate our internal dangers. Never is 
there such need for individual and national intellectual honesty 
as in the face of great wealth and prosperity. 

More civilizations have been destroyed in wealth than pov- 
erty; because the resultant easy life from prosperity breeds 
moral hypocrisy. On top of this growing condition in the 
United States we add gasoline to the fire by virtually legalizing 
and socially approving this hypocrisy in regard to prohibition. 
This spreads to every phase of our national life. The remedy is 
personal and national honesty. 

Let us honestly face this prohibition question. A large por- 
tion of the people are in revolt. Let us either enforce the law 
or change it to meet the needs of the present social stage of the 
people. 

While the law remains, put the enforcement up to the people 
by putting the responsibility up to them, or if the Federal Gov- 
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LD 


men 


ernment is to meet the situation do it honestly. Admit the 
state of revolt, use the Army and the Navy, call out the 


National Guard, appropriate a half billion, or a whole billion 
if necessary, and either enforce the law or admit it can not be 
enforced. Anything short of this is hypocrisy, and hypocrisy of 
the worst kind, for it is undermining the whole fabrie and struc- 
ture of our social and political organization. 

Why is this not done? Because the political proponents of 
prohibition are afraid of the test. They are afraid to tell the 
country just what it will really take to enforce prohibition. 
They are afraid to admit that they put over, under the stress 
and hysterical emotion of a great war, a law intended to be a 
moral reform before the people themselves were ready for it. 
The fact that such drastic and desperate methods are necessary 
to really enforce prohibition proves that the people were not 
ready and that public opinion does not support national prohi- 
bition, 

But even if prohibition should be enforced by such methods— 
an army of Federal spies in our homes, offices, and clubs, sup- 
ported by the armed forces of the Nation—granting that it did 
not cause the overthrow of our Government—it would not be 
desirable, Such prohibition would not represent any moral or 
social advancement, 

If people are to make any strides forward in morality it must 
be by more than legal restraint, for if that restraint be sud- 
denly removed then the morality goes a glimmering, and society 
is worse off than in the beginning, 

True social advancement must be by moral education. Such 
progress as is thus made is independent of laws and can not be 
destroyed by a sudden change in the law. Some day the world 
will see total abstinence, but it will be voluntary abstinence not 
legal prohibition, and the great intermediate step toward that 
goal is temperance. Temperance is the moderate use, the elimi- 
nation of the abuse, and not prohibition. 

The proper regulation of liquor, such laws as are supported 
by public opinion and therefore can be enforced, coupled with 
unceasing educational work on the evils of the abuse of liquor, 
offer the only hope for accomplishing a real victory against 
liquor. 

The only hope of the success of prohibition was that the next 
generation would know nothing of liquor. Who, foreseeing the 
actual tragic results, though, would have ever voted for pro- 
hibition ? 

The boys and girls who were from 7 to 10 years old when 
prohibition was passed and knew little, if anything, about 
liquors, to-day know more than the generation of their parents 
ever knew about it. To-day they not only know about it, but 
they know how to make it. They see it in their homes; they 
help make it; they are taught to circumvent and disrespect the 
law right im the very citadel of the sanctity of law and order— 
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he home. Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Seymour Low S.19. An act for the relief of Frank Top i others 

man, in charge of prohibition enforcement, an able adminis- | to the Committee on Claims 

trator, recently said publicly: “ The young men and women of S.341. An act for the refund of tute tax ert usly col- 

the country form one of the most serious bars to enforcement.’ lected: to the Committee on Ways and Means ; 

The children are not to blame. It is the generation that pro- | 8.457. An act to carry into effect the finding of the Cowt 

duced that condition and that refuses to correct it. of Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy: to the ¢ imittee 
We should admit our mistake and be courageous enough to | on Claims. 

humble our vanity that refuses to admit infallibility in law | 8.472. An act for the relief of Tampico Marine Iron Work 

making and turn about and start over in the right direction to the Committee on Claims. 

The American people are not going to accept this stupid blunder | $8. 496. An act for the relief of M. Zingarell and wife, Man 

that our penchant for making the werld good by law has led | Alice Zingzuarel!l: to the Committee on War Claims 

us into. Perhaps it is as well. We would, indeed, be a spineless 8.516. An act for the relief of Minta Goike: to the Com 

people to submit to such an intolerable law The only way, | mittee on Claims 

however, is to enforce the law the best possible in the mean- | S.598. An act for the relief of W. H. Presleigh: to the Com 

time and change it just as soon as it is humanly possible to do | mittee on Claims 

so. Otherwise the danger is that the people, tiring of the po- | S.601. An act for the relief of James E. Van Horne: to 

litical Gordian knot, tied by hypocrisy and political expediency, | the Committee on Claims. 

will take the short cut and slash the knot by nullification. That S.904. An act for the relief of Rosa E. Plummer: to the 

is the real danger of nullification. To try to change the law is | Gommittee on Claims. 

not nullification ; and these alleged drys who set up the hue and | S.1113. An act for the relief of O. H. Chrisp; to the Com- 

cry of “ nullificationists ” against those who wish by orderly | mittee on Claims. 

process to change the law display the most cowardly type of S. 1114. An act for the relief of James B. Fitzgerald: to the 


insincerity and hypocrisy. They know that the Congress that 
makes a law can change that law any time it sees fit. Is it any 
more nullification to ask for the repeal of the eighteenth amend 
ment now than it was to ask for its original adoption? Not 
a bit, 

The American Bar Association is asked by its committee on 
criminal law and criminology to investigate the prohibition law 
and its administration because, it reports, “ the criminal class 
which has been developed to evade the prohibition law is en- 
gaging in all manner of other crimes” and that the “ official 
protectors ” of the criminals have to protect them in their ether 
crimes well. This brings on, the report said, “a general 
lawlessness with killings, robberies, and the rest, and with few 
arrests, few convictions, and a rising distrust of the courts and 
officials generally among the people.” This hardly sounds like 
praise of the prohibition law and its results. Is the American 
Bar Association a nullificationist? Yet, we are told that any 
one who criticizes prohibition is a nullificationist. 

The real purpose of crying nullification is to raise a smoke 
screen to hide the tragic failure of prohibition. 

The thing bas gone so far now that there must be a clean 
sweep, and a start over again. It is tragic that we have to 
surrender the results of a hundred years’ work for temperance 


as 


Committee on Claims. 
S$. 1120. An act for the relief of Ella 
mittee on Claims. 
S.1121. An act for the relief of Grover Ashley; 
mittee on War Claims. 
S.11383. An act for the relief of John F. 
L.. White; to the Committee on Claims. 
8.1193. An act granting certain rocks or islands to the Stats 


Hl. Smith: to the Com- 


to the Com- 
White 


and Mary 


of Oregon for park purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

S. 1279. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to compromise and settle certain suits at 
law resulting from the subsidence of First Street east, in the 
District of Columbia, occasioned by the construction of a rail- 
road tunnel under said street; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

S.1284. An act amending the act approved April 50, 1926, 


entitled “An act amending the act entitled ‘An act providing for 
a comprehensive development of the park and playground sys- 
tem of the National Capital,’ approved June 6, 1924°; to the 


| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


in which great strides were made, because of this assinine at- | 


tempt at prohibition. Assistant Secretary Seymour Lowman, a 
few weeks ago, also told a gathering at the Luther Place Me- 
morial Church in Washington that “temperance and sobriety, 
rather than complete prohibition, should be the keynotes of the 
dry organizations’ campaign to uphold the amendment.” 

This is an honest confession. Prohibition is a failure and the 
amendment is slipping. We must talk, not prohibition but tem- 
perance, to save the amendment. But why save it? If it does 


not accomplish the purpose, why not repeal it, and openly work | 


for temperance. Those who scoff at the idex of bringing back 
legalized liquor to fight the evils of liquor should pause and 
consider the great principle of fighting fire with fire. That is 
the method of fighting forest fires. The rampant fire is con- 
trolled by a regulated fire. It is the principle employed by the 
medical profession—vaccination. Liquor must again be licensed 
so that it can again be brought under control to fight the growing 
colossal menace of the illegal liquor traffic and the dominance 
of the bootlegger. The saloon is gone and gone forever. Even 
the repeal of the eighteenth amendment would not mean the 
return of the saloon. It is not the saloon we are fighting, it is 
its insidious successor, multiplied many times, the blind pig or 
speak easy. If we took one-tenth of what prohibition cost us 
and used it for the purpose of educating the youth of the coun- 
try away from liquor, we would do a hundred times more effec- 
tive work for social advancement than we can ever do with any 
amount for so-called enforcement. 

This matter should be put to the test—a vote. If the senti- 
ment of the country is so overwhelmingly dry, as prohibition 
proponents allege, then they should welcome a show-down, and 
by the voice of the people put an end to the question. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 672) en- 
titled “An act for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in 
the flood areas.” 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Bills of the Senate of the following titles were taken from 
the Speaker's table and under the rule referred as follows: 


S.1288. An act to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of William W. Danenhower; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

8.1812. An act to change the name of the Utah National 
Park, the establishment of which is provided for by the act of 
Congress approved June 7, 1924 (48 Stat. 593) to the “ Bryce 
Canyon National Park,” and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S.1336. An act for the relief of Benjamin F. 

S. 1358. An act for the relief of the heirs of George E. Taylor, 
deceased ; 

S. 1362. 
pensation 
1442. 
1542. 
. 1548. 
. 1622. 
deceased ; 

S. 1766. 
on Claims, 

S.1795. An act for the relief of Fannie M. Hollingsworth; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S.1798. An act concerning actions on account of death or 
personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; and 

S. 1801. An act in reference to writs of error; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

S. 1856. An act for the relief of 
Grazing Co.; and 

S. 1959. An act to transfer to the Secretary of the Navy juris- 
diction over oil and gas leases issued by the Secretary of the 
Interior on lands in naval petroleum reserves; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S.1981. An act for the relief of the owner of Dry Dock No. 
6; and 

S. 2005. An act for the relief of W. P. Dalton; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 2082. An act for the relief of certain officers and former 
officers of the Army of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on War Claims, 

S. 2363. An act for the relief of Richard Riggles; and 

S. 2365. An act for the relief of G. W. Rogers; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


Spates : 


act to extend the benefits of the employees’ com- 
of September 7, 1916, to Harry Simpson ; 

act for the relief of Brewster Agee; 

An act for the relief of Josephene M. Scott; 

An act for the relief of Kate Canniff ; 

An act for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
and 

An act for the relief of R. H. King: to the Committee 


An 
act 
An 


LL th 


Gunnison-Mayfield Land & 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. McDUIFFIE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Oviver of 
Alabama, is leaving to-day with the subcommittee and will be 
away until Sunday to inspect the Hampton Rouds naval base 
and the S. 8. Saratoga. I ask that leave of absence be granted 
to him until Sunday. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
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NOTICE OF AN ADDRESS ON FLOOD CONTROL AND CONSERVATION 


Mr. SEARS of Nebraska. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SEARS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I rise simply for the 
purpose of making an announcement, that Prof. Clark Mickey, 
of the engineering department of the State 
Nebraska, 
Building, on the third floor, Friday evening at §& o'clock p. m. 
on the subject of flood control and water conservation. 

The subject is the great one that will attract our attention 
during this session of Congress, Professor Mickey has given 


University of | 
will speak in the caucus room of the House Office | 


much engineering thought and consideration to it. I am glad | 


to extend an invitation to all Members of the House, and others 
who may be interested, to attend, 
ESCORT FOR NAVY DEAD 

Mrs, ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. 
unanmious consent to address the House for two minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, there is a matter which I think 
the House ought to consider. I introduced a bill (H. R. 9503) 
on Tuesday, January 17, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to send a suitable escort with the Navy dead. 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to provide an escort for the 
bodies of deceased officers and enlisted men 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- 
ized to furnish a suitable naval escort to the place of burial for the 
bodies of officers or enlisted men who have lost their lives in the naval 
Such expenses as are incurred for this purpose shall be made 
out of appropirations provided therefor by Congress: Provided, That 
section 1587 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
repealed, 


service, 


At the present time the Army sends an escort with men who 
die in the military service. There is no provision of law 
authorizing the transportation at Government expense of the 
naval service to accompany the remains of officers or enlisted 
men who die while in the service, 

Section 1587, United States Revised Statutes, provides: 

Sec, 1587. (Funeral expenses.) No funeral expense of a naval officer 
who dies in the United States, nor expenses for travel to attend the 
tuneral of the officer who dies there, shall be allowed. But when an 
officer on duty dies in a foreign country the expenses of his funeral, 
not exceeding his sea pay for one month, shall be defrayed by the 
Government, and paid by the paymaster upon whose books the name of 
such officer was borne for pay. 


The above-quoted law is applicable to oflicers only. The 
Comptroller of the Treasury (11 Comp. Dec. 181), as indicated 
on page 905 of Laws Relating to Navy, Annotated, has held that 
this section— 
was clearly intended to prohibit the payment of any and all expense of 
travel to attend the funeral of a naval officer who dies in this country. 
There is no exception or reservation in the statute; it can make no 
difference in what capacity the officer attends the funeral, whether in 
connection with a battalion of cadets or as an individual, the prohibi- 
tion is equally effective and the expense can not be allowed. 


There is no law prohibiting the assignment of an enlisted man 
to accompany the remains of an enlisted man who dies in the 
naval service. However, I am informed by Medicine and 
Surgery—chief clerk—that enlisted men are not designated for 
that purpose because of the fact that there is no appropriation 
from which payment of their traveling and subsistence expenses 
could be made while so engaged. 

Article 1841, Navy Regulations, 1920, subparagraph 4, pro- 
vides: 


(4) The remains of naval dead shall be prepared for interment or 
for shipment to their homes under the supervision of an officer, who 
shall determine by final inspection in each instance that the work of 
embalming, cleansing, shaving, and dressing have been competently per- 
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formed, and that the encasement, clothing, etc., meet all the require- 
ments of the occasion and comply with the terms of the contract. 


JANUARY 19 


The naval appropriation act for the current fiscal year, ap- 
proved March 2, 1927 (44 Stat. 1289), provides, under the 
heading “ Care of the dead “— 
for funeral expenses and interment or transportation to their homes or 
to designated cemeteries of the remains of officers (including officers 
who die within the United States) and enlisted men of the Navy and 
Marine Corps, of members of the Nurse Corps, reservists on active or 
training duty, and accepted applicants for enlistment, civilian em- 
ployees of the Navy Department and Naval Establishment who die out- 
side of the continental limits of the United States, and former enlisted 
men who are discharged while in naval hospitals and are inmates of 
said hospitals on the date of their death; for funeral expenses and in 
terment of the remains of pensioners and destitute patients who die in 
naval hospitals; for purchase and care of cemetery lots; for removal of 
remains from abandoned cemeteries to naval or national cemeteries or 
to their homes, including remains interred in jsolated graves at home 
and abroad, and remains temporarily interred, $75,000: Provided, That 
the above provision shall apply in the case of officers and enlisted men 
of the Navy and Marine Corps on the retired list who die while on 
active duty. 


From an examination of the foregoing laws and regulations 
it will be observed that there is no existing provision of law 
authorizing the escort of the remains of persons who die in the 


| naval service by persons thereof, nor is there any appropriation 


The gentlewoman from Massachusetts asks | 


| 
} 
| 


made ty Congress out of which such transportation expenses 
could be defrayed. 

The Surgeon General has stated that there bas been a great 
deal of criticism of his service because they send no escort with 
the Navy dead. 

The bedy of John Fennell, of Lowell, Mass., who died in the 
S—4 disaster, was sent by express from Boston to Lowell, Mass., 
with no escort. I know the Navy had no fund for that purpose, 
and I am sure it would be the wish of the House to provide such 
fund and that authorization be given to the Secretary of the 
Navy to send an escort with the Navy dead. 

We have heard some of the Navy Department criticized by 
the families of the men who died in-the S—4 disaster, but I want 
to say that Mr. and Mrs. William Fennell, the father and mother 
of John Fennell, and my constituents, in spite of their terrible 
grief have never uttered a complaint against the Navy and 
have never made a criticism of the care that their boy was 
given. The boy gave his life in the service, he worked for 
the service, he died in the service, and I believe his family has 
taken the attitude about his tragic death that every man who 
died in the S—4 disaster would wish his family to take. We 
all have reason to be very proud of John Fennell and his 
family. John Fennell gave his services for his country will- 
ingly and ungrudgingly. He gave his life for our flag, and 
he and his family have done nothing to dim the glory of his 
sacrifice. [Applause.] 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (11. R. 
9481) making appropriations for the Executive Office and 
sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, 
and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 9481, with Mr. Dowett in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Wrertram E. Het}. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAM B. HULL. Mr. Chairman, in August and Sep- 
tember of this year I visited the Hawaiian Islands and at the 
request of the Secretary of the Navy I was furnished with the 
destroyer Burnes, which gave me an opportunity of visiting 
every harbor and every island of the Hawaiian group. There- 
fore I intend at this time to impart to you my conclusions and 
tell you what I saw there and what I think is beneficial to the 
Government. 

The United States of America was exceedingly fortunate in 
acquiring the Hawaiian Islands. The strategic location, the 
fertility of the soil, and the character of the people living on 
them make this group of islands most valuable to our country. 

AMERICANISM PREVAILS THROUGHOUT THE ISLANDS 

If there is any doubt in the minds of those who live in the 
States as to the loyalty of these who live on the Hawaiian 
Islands, it should be dispelled. True Americanism exists in 
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every part of each island, and only from the fact that the older 
generation of the Japanese require their children to attend a 
Japanese school after the hours of the public school, there would 
be no interference with true Americanism from even this source. 
But the Japanese boy and girl will soon rebel from attending 
Japanese schools and will become thoroughly Americanized and 
will discontinue the use of the Japanese language. The next 
generation, which will be the third, will undoubtedly populate 
these islands with a mixed people that will speak only o1 
language and honor one flag. 
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( 


DE« ‘ Of THR HAWAIIAN RACE A TRAGEDY) 

The greatest tragedy of the islands is the eventual extinction 
of the pure Hawaiian race—a happy, courageous, and lovable 
people, Who gave the islands their essential character, who made 
them the land of song and poetry—but the intermarrying wi 
other races is gradually decreasing the full-blooded Hawaiian 
The passing of a race of people with such culture, charm, and 
lovable nature should be the regret of the Nation. Their place 
is being taken by part Hawaiians who in many cases have the 
high qualities of both races. 

The Hawaiian Islands, composed of Hawaii, Maui, Oahu d 
Kauai, which are the principal islands, together with Molokai, 
Lanai, and Niihau only sparsely settled, and Kahovlawe, which 
is uninhabited, secondary islands not under government of their 
own, make the entire group. 

GOVERNMENT OF ISLANDS SATISFACTORY 

The four principal islands are divided into county 
governments and all well organized. They have good roads, good 
sanitary conditions, and excellent water supply. 

The capital of the entire group is Honolulu on the island of 
Oahu. 

The entire group have the privilege of electing a senate with 
15 members and a house of representatives with 30 members 
who function similar to our State legislature: 

The governor and secretary are appointed by the President 


of the United States by and with the advice and consent of the | 


Senate of the United States, 

While other officers and commissions are appointed by the 
governor with the advice and consent of the Territorial senate 
the judges of the supreme and circuit courts are appointed by 
the President. 

The district magistrates are appointed by the chief justice of 
the Territorial supreme court. 

In addition to these Territorial courts, there is also a United 
States district court with two judges, appointed by the President 
of the United States, 

The voters elect a Delegate to the United States who is a 
Member of the United States House of Representatives and 


has all the rights and privileges of a Representative except the | 


right to vote. 

The people of the islands are happy and contented with this 
form of government. 

SCHOOLS PROGRESSIVE AND PATRIOTIC 

The schoolhouses are excellent buildings and well equipped. 
The teachers are of high character, and the students are alert 
and busy as bees. 

While speaking to them in the high school at Hilo, the per- 
sonnel being at least 80 per cent Japanese, when I said, “I 
am not French, although my ancestors were, ald you are not 
Japanese or Hawaiians, although your ancestors are; you and 
I alike are Americans and should follow the Stars and Stripes,” 
I received strong applause, and I am sure that Americanism 
will progress in the islands and be supported by all racial 
groups. [Applause.] 

SUGAR AND PINEAPPLES TWO BASIC INDUSTRIES 

The two basic industries are sugar and pineapples The 
sugar grows in the valleys or level land and requires vast 
quantities of water and fertilization, while the pineapple grows 
on the high land, or mountain side, needs no irrigation, and 
very limited fertilization. 

In raising pineapples, after the land is prepared and planted, 
muich paper to a large extent is placed over the entire field. 
The pineapples are planted through the paper. The paper 
serves to hold the moisture in the ground and keeps the weeds 
from growing, and after the crop is harvested it acts as a fer- 


tilizer. The first crop of pineapples matures in from 20 to 22 | 


months; the two succeeding crops wili follow and mature in 12 
months without replanting. Plantations usually produce but 
one staple crop. 

The sugar industry has grown by leaps and bounds during 
the past 32 years. In 1895 the production of sugar was 150,000 
tons, while in 1926 it was 787,246 tons, and is estimated 
to exceed 800,000 tons in 1927. The valuation of this crop is 
$67 872,940. 
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During all this period the sugar dustry has had the benetit 
of a protective tariff 

rhe lanters hav rmed a cooperative rking agreeme 
with labor, whic! is been \ beneticial they have organ- 


! i if 
ized experiment stations, which have piiyed an important part 
in its growth. 


rhe fertility of the soil has also ma y pi ive. 
The price of sugar affects the prosperity of the islands 


When the commercial value reaches 4% cents per pound 


everybody becomes prosperous, because the planter divides the 
profits with the employee, and each of them participates in 
the prosperity 

On one sugar plantation, and not one of the best, I sa } 
records. The cost charged against the plantation for 
ducing sugar was $397 per acre The gross receipts were 
S605 per acre, showi! a net profit of $206 per acre i IS 

nths. 


Mr. COLE of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM FE. HULL. I yield 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. 
beet sugar? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Ali cane sugar. 

1 quote these figures to indicate the true value of the land 
However, this large production has not come about without a 
great outlay of money for irrigation, without which much 
the land would not produce sugar at all. 

It takes large quantities of water, which is obtained from 
two sources—mountain streams by means of ditches and under- 
ground basins by means of wells and pumps. 

I had the opportunity of going down in one of the wells of 
the Hawaiian Commercial & Sugar Co. This well is situated 
120 feet above sea level. The pumping units are installed in 
underground chambers at the bottom of a vertical shaft which 
is 115 feet deep. The size of the shaft is 8 by 14 feet; the 
underground chambers are 22 by 35 feet, with an 11-foot ceil- 
ing, all lined with reinforced concrete 8 inches thick. 

One hundred and forty feet of tunnel underground brings the 
water to a central basin and by pumps 40,000,000 gallons of 
water every 24 hours is raised to the surface and used for 
irrigation purposes. 

While at the bottom of this well, having descended in an 
Otis elevator, I found myself 115 feet underground with living 
conditions as good as on top and a much more delightful tem- 
perature. 

This well alone cost $150,000, and there are more than 300 
irrigation wells of similar type on the islands. 


Is all of it cane sugar or is some of it 


r 


PINEAPPLE INDUSTRY OF RECENT GROWTH 
While this history of sugar runs back for a hundred years, 
the Hawaiian pineapple is of recent growth. During the last 
25 years it has grown from nothing to $35,000,000 per year 
Hawaii leads the world both in quality and production of 
canned pineapple. Oahu Island has always been the center of 
pineapple production, but to-day pineapple companies are oper- 


| ating on each island. 


ISLANDS ARE PROFITABLE TO UNITED STATES 


sesides these two industries, coffee, rice, and bananas thrive. 
Livestock is also one of the principal industries. In fact, all 
available land is being utilized for agriculture, which is making 
the islands extremely rich and an important asset to the United 
States Government not only from a tax-paying standpoint but 
from a trading standpoint. They buy extensively from the 
States. The income tax from the islands in 1926 amounted to 
$6,797,074, and customs receipts for that year amounted to 
$1,748,241. 

This summary is given for the purpose of showing the neces- 
sity for the development of the harbors of these islands The 
future prosperity of the Territory of Hawaii depends upon two 
things: First, a protective tariff; and second, transportation by 
sea ‘and by individual railroads and highways on each island. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM PB. HULL. I yield. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I think it would be interesting to state 
at this point in the gentleman’s speech that, since the United 
States has taken over the islands of Hawaii, the Government 
has expended there for public works something more than 
$16,000,000, exclusive of expenditures for the Army and for the 
Navy. During the same period there has been paid into the 
United States Treasury from the customs receipt and as income 
taxes from the Hawaiian Islands more than $126,000,000. So, 
financially, the people of the United States are somet/ing 
more than $110,000,000 to the good in the taking ever of the 
Hawaiian Islands, 
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Mr. BLLIOTT Vill the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM EF. HULL. Yes 
Mr. ELLIOTT. The gentleman spoke about the stock-raising 
industry in the Territory of Hawaii. I simply want to call the 
gentleman’s attention to the fact that the largest herd of 
registered cattle anywhere is on the Parker ranch in Hawaii. 
Mr, WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes: the Parker ranch. 
RACH ISLAND SHOULD HAVE A GOOD HARBOR 


{ have visted every harbor of any consequence on the islands, 


aud after a careful survey of the respective islands I have come 
to the conclusion that each of the principal islands should 
have at least one well-developed harbor, with a full depth of 
35 feet, safeguarded with a breakwater, and equipped with 
sufficient terminals to accommodate all boats, regardless of | 
size, that may desire to enter the harbor. The Government 
should do its part on these harbors and at once, because the 
Territorial government is already doing its share. They are 
building terminals in anticipation of the deepening of the 
harbors. I shall, for your information, tuke up each of these 
harbors and give you a vision of the possibility of each one: 


on the east coast of the island 
excellent harbor, but it needs the 
which, when completed, will be 


Hilo Harbor, at the city of Hilo, 
Hawaii, is a large and 
completion of the breakwater, 


of 


10.300 feet in length. Seven thousand nine hundred and sixty 
feet of this breakwater has been built, leaving a balance of 


The dredging to make this 
in depth is proceeding slowly. The develop- 
largest island, depends upon the building of 
two additional small harbors, one on the 
south and on the west coast. The city and Territorial 
governments have done more than their share in building 
terminals and advancing money for other purposes, 


2 340 feet to complete the project. 
channel feet 

ment of this, the 
Hilo Harbor and 


one 


Kahului Harbor, serving the island of Maui at Wailuku, 

a small harbor, but when completed will be adequate to take | 
care of the commerce of the central part of the islands, which | 

is crowing rapidly, consisting of sugar, pineapples, and live- 

stock. 

At the present time there is one large terminal, with sunken 
freight tracks, conveyors, and well-equipped wharfage for load- 
ing und unloading, but it is not sufficient to accommodate the 
commerce. So the Territorial government is adding to the 
present wharf and is building another terminal on the opposite 


side of the harbor in anticipation of the Government making 
the appropriation of $1,250,000 to complete the breakwater so 
as leave a clear opening of 600 feet at the entrance and 
dredge the harbor to a uniform depth of 35 feet. Early com- 
pletion of this harbor will be of great assistance to the future 
prosperity and industry of the island. 


to 


Mr. WOODRUFF, Will the gentleman yield again just 
there? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Does not the gentleman agree that if 
these harbors he speaks of were developed it would so materi- 
ally add to the health and income of the people of Hawaii, and 


consequently increase the receipts of the Treasury of the United 


Stites as to soon pay for the developgnents? 

Mr. WILLIAM EK, HULL, Four times over. 

KAUAL ISLAND GARDEN SPOT OF GROUP 

IXKXnuai Island is the farthest from mainland and is in fact 
the garden spot of the Hawaiian group. It has 547 square miles 
of mountains, canyons, and plateaus, wonderful seashore, and 
a number of beautiful beaches, It has three distinct harbors, 
but none of sufficient size or with facilities to accommodate 
cotmmerce 

So it has been decided to complete the Nawiliwiti Harbor, 


hich requires the extension of its breakwater and deepening 
the channel, 

Che Territorial government now building wharves and 
termins using the dredging material to make land for coim- 
mercial purposes, When this harbor is completed it will be one 


will take care of all of the commerce of the island, 


is 


] 
ils, 


of the best, 


and will attract large vessels that do not stop at the island at 
the present time. 
HONOLULA HABROR USED BY ARMY AND NAVY 

Honolulu Harbor is the main shipping harbor of the entire 
group of islands, and of course it takes care of most of the 
incoming and outgoing freight: besides it accommodates all of 
the Pacific passenger boats and is used by the Navy and Army 
to a large extent. It is already crowded, and with the growth 


Private interests 
width and 2,800 
with Kapalama 


of Honolulu its capacity will be inadequate. 
have already dredged a channel 100 feet in 
feet in length, connecting Honolulu Harbor 
Basin. 
This 
length. 


should be 400 feet in width and 8,000 feet 


cost 


channel 
It will 


in 


approximately $775,000 to complete this 


is | 


| 


| 
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work, but I regard it as a necessity and a project that should 
receive the attention of the Rivers and Harbors Committee and 
the Congress of the United States. 
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By making this connection it will give opportunity for im- 
mediate needed wharfage and a future building plan. The 


Territorial government is prepared to build the wharves and 
terminals and do additional dredging whenever and wherever it 
is necessary. 


No city the size of Honolulu has been so progressive in build- 


ing terminals of the latest design. 

The Aloha Pier, which is just being completed, is a gem and 
would be a credit to any city in the United States. We should 
encourage such wonderful enterprise. 

PEARL HARBOR 
Pearl Harbor is a Navy base, yet it is not a Navy base. 
Three harbors exist within a radius of 10 miles in length. 


Honolulu Harbor is quite restricted as to area, but the Terri- 
torial government has built a number of splendid wharves and 
piers, which accommodate the very considerable in-and-out 
traffic and are particularly useful for liners which are in port 
but a short time and discharge their cargo hurriedly in order 
that they may be on their way. 

Recently private interests have cut a channel 100 feet wide 
from Honolulu Harbor proper to Kapalama Basin, another 
area of water equally as large as Honolulu Harbor, ‘The chan- 
nel itself, leading from the sea to this area, is called Kalihi 
Channel. 

This for immediate use, as I haye stated previously, should 
be cut 300 feet in width exclusive of the 100 feet already 
completed. The time will come when it should be 1,000 feet 
in width and should be extended in a general westerly direction 
into Kalihi Harbor as necessity requires, with the possibility 
that it may even at some future date reach Pearl Harbor on 
which the naval base is located. 

By promoting a project of this kind the cost would be com- 
paratively small because the material dredged could be placed 
on flat land and it would almost pay for thelabor. The land that 
could be made by this construction of the extended Kalihi Har- 
bor and channel outlet into the ocean would accommodate in 
and out shipping and such industry as requires water front in 
connection with ocean shipment. 

Pearl Lochs, which make up the naval harbor known as Pearl 
Harbor. form a beautiful sheet of water; which, however, is 
somewhat deceptive from the deep ship point of view in that 
a great part of the lochs is still in shallow water. 

The entrance to the lochs was originally quite shallow and 
the channel crooked. 


Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. ARNOLD. I fully agree with the gentleman as to the 


development of Pearl Harbor. Has there been any estimate 
of cost made as to the development of the other harbors which 


the gentleman has mentioned? 
Mr. WILLIAM FE. HULL. They are all projects that have 


already been passed upon. The only thing remaining is to get 
the necessary appropriation. 

Mr, ARNOLD. An estimate of cost has 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 

Contracts have been recently let for deepening and straight- 
ening this channel in order that it may accommodate capital 
ships, which have not heretofore been able to come to the navy 
yard. 

This channel will be 600 feet wide and 45 feet deep from 
the entrance bar to a point opposite Fort Kamehameha 
where the swell no longer exists and from which point it will 
be 40 feet deep to the navy yard and a turning basin just west 
of the navy yard between the navy yard and Ford Island, which 
is the Navy aviation center. 


been made? 


Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. WOODRUFF. The gentleman perhaps is also aware 


that at the present time it is not possible to take into the harbor, 
under its own steam, a Major naval vessel. 

Mr. WILLIAM E, HULL. That is correct. 

From the navy yard and turning basin the chanuel loops en- 
tirely around Ford Island with a depth of 35 feet, so that deep- 
draft ships will be enabled to come not only to the navy yard 
but to navigate entirely around Ford Island, as there is some 
additional deep water available to anchor in all of the upper 
part of the East Loch. 

This channel will be very helpful but will not give a sufficient 
expanse of water for the whole fleet. And additional dredging 
should be prosecuted even after this channel is completed in 
order that there may be area for fleet assembly in time of stress. 

The Fort Kamehameha Reservation borders the ocean on the 
Honolulu side at Pearl Harbor and extends for 3 miles along 
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the beach. Most of this area is swamp land which the dredging 
operation will reclaim, When this land reclaimed it will 
make a wonderful aviation field for the Army. An appropria 
tion to purchase this site for Army aviation should be made 
The principal reason why iong-distance overseas efforts have 
not proceeded beyond the Hawaiian Islands lies in the fact that 
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is 


there is no sufficient long take-off for planes heavily loaded with 
fnel as they must be for a flight of several thousand miles. 
So, by perfecting this field with dredging this will be ac- 
eomplished. 

NAVAL BASE OF FIRST IMPORTANCE 


Our naval base is an outstanding reason fer our acquisition 
of the islands, advancing the defense of the Pacific coast 


it | 


does more than 2,000 miles into the Pacific Ocean. The work | 


that is being done is converting a site for a naval base, putting 
it actually into a naval base, but much remains to be done and 
appropriations should be generous and continuous until an ade 

quate base is established. Otherwise, the country is unjustified 


in maintaining as it does a very considerable portion of the | 


Army on the island of Oahu. 

The naval base is, at the present time, sorely in need of berths 
for ships along the navy yard water front. There is now but 
one considerable wharf in front of the shops for ship-repair 
purposes, and ships must be brought close to the shops for 
materials and for labor for economical repair and upkeep. 
There should be forthcoming in the next appropriation bill 
funds for a ship-repair basin. The shops are fairly adequate for 
the time being, but they must in time be extended to meet the 
conditions. 

There are two things that must be settled and at once: First, 
the improvement of the water front, and second, the settlement 
of the question as to Ford Island for aviation purposes. 

THE NAVY SHOULD HAVE EXCLUSIVE OF FORD ISLAND 

At the present time the War and Navy Departments are using 
Ford Island for a flying field. The growth of aviation has been 
so rapid and it is now so well recognized as an arm of defense 
that arrangements must be made to use it for the protection of 
the islands. The number of projects for both the Army and 
Navy are such as to cover for each more space than is avail- 
able on Ford Island. So, it is my belief that the Army, which 
is well supplied with land, should be moved off Ford Island 
entirely and it should be given up to the Navy for their ex- 
elusive use. Ford Island will furnish none too great facilities 
for an assembly, repair, and training base for the Navy. Be- 
sides, it is in the midst of the Navy activities, and true economy 
requires that the naval air base be adjacent to the navy yard in 
order that facilities there may be available without duplication. 

I would suggest that the Navy should have full jurisdiction 
within the limits of Pearl Loch. 

In Pearl Harbor, at the present time, there is one dry dock 
of sufficient size to dock the largest warships, and one small 
marine railway suitable only for such craft as submarines, 

So there should be additional dry-dock equipment to accom- 
modate all of the ships that to Pearl Harbor. It is true 
that there are many shallow areas in Pearl Harbor which must 
eventually be used by dredging them to the depth necessary. 

In the development of Pearl Harbor ship berths will be made 
by exactly the reverse process to that used in ordinary com 
mercial harbors, where piers are in general carried out from the 
fast land, thus encroaching upon the water area. 

At Pearl Harbor such cuts will be made by dredging into the 
shoal areas or even into the fast land in some cases, and the 
dredging spoil must either be carried to sea or deposited in 
low areas lying well back of the present water front. 

COMPLETION OF NAVY BASE MEANS SAFETY OF 


USE 


£o 


PACIFIC 

It is the belief of those who are well posted on Pearl Harbor 
that. every available area will be needed for the fleet. It is 
my belief that the United States Government should not delay 
in completing the depth of the channels leading to the harbor 
and deepening the harbor to its full area, increasing the capacity 
of the wharves, building the necessary slips for berthing of 
vessels, increasing the shops to the strength necessary to take 
care of up-to-date naval base, moving the Army from Ford 
Island, and giving the entire island to the Navy, completing 
the necessary buildings out of cement, and conclude by making 
this the greatest Navy base of the world. And I can assure the 
Congress of the United States, if this is done, this Nation will 
be safe from any attack in the Pacific. [Appiause.]} 


COAST 


Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
to me now, please? 
Mr. WILLIAM BP. HULL. I yield. 


Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, I have been much inter- 
ested and much pleased with the speech of the gentleman from 
Illinois. As a member of the Naval Affairs Committee of the 
House and as the chairman of its subcommittee on yards and 


} 
} 
| 
| 
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docks, and having carefully ispected Pearl Harber on 
two different oceasions and studied the needs thereof, I com- 


after 


mend the speech of the gentleman from the State of MDlinois 
to the careful consideration of every Member of this Honse. 
The gentleman has the facts, he has presented them in a fine 
and splendid way, and in such a way as to reflect credit upen 
a Member of this House. [Applause] 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the distinguished gentleman from Ili- 
nois yield to me? 

Mr. WILLIAM BE. HULL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman prefaced his remarks—-and 
they were full of information for the House—with a statement 


that the Secretary of the Navy had kindly furnished him 


Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I did not say that. Do not pat 

| that in the Recorp. 

Mr. BLANTON, Or that the Navy—— 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I did not say that. I said at the 
instigation of the Secretary of the Navy I was furnished with it. 
Lo not misquote me, please, 

Mr. BLANTON. At the instigation of Secretary Wilbur? 

Mr. WILLIAM EB. HULL. I did not say that 

Mr. BLANTON. At the instigation of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 


Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I did not say that. 

Mr. BLANTON. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. WILLIAM BE. HULL. Just repeat my words and not any- 
thing else. Do not put anything in the Recorp that I did not 
say. 

Mr. BLANTON. Whatever the gentleman said, he said he 
was furnished with the destroyer Burnes. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I will cease to yield if you try to 
put something in the Recorp I did not say. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM BE. HULL. Not on that basis. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will get my own time directly to disenss 
the matter. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. All right. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NEWTON] six minutes, 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a 
reference to the appropriations for the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. We all realize that rate making is a legislative 
function. We can not do that ourselves, and so we have created 
the Interstate Commerce Commission as our agent for that 
purpose. The commission being our agent, we ought to be 
extremely solicitious about the way the commission is furnished 
in the way of funds to carry out our work. During the past 
five or six years there has been considerable trouble with the 
Director of the Budget in not allowing to the commission the 
funds the commission requested. There has been considerable 
progress made from time to time in raising the Budget figures. 
That has been largely due to the work of the subcommittee and 
the support the House has given it in overriding the Budget. 
The Budget has gradually become more liberal, but there is still 
room for improvement. This year the commission requested 
$51,000 more than what was in the Budget estimate for 25 more 
attorney-examiners, so that they could keep up more currently 
with their own work. ‘The figures show, as will be seen on 
page 428 and on of the hearings, that if the commission was to 
do nothing else, if there were to be no other cases filed for the 
next 23 months, it would take them all that time to dispose of 
cases now pending before the commission. 

These are very important matters; in some cases they mean 
the life of the industry affected. I have in mind a particular 
matter brought to my attention last fall where until the com- 
mission could render a decision in a particular case the factory 
could not open up, because they did not know anything abont 
whether they could reach the market. 

There is no work more important, more vital to the interests 
of the country than the work of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

Mr. COLB of Iowa. 

Mr. NEWTON. 


word in 





Will the gentleman yield? 
Certainly. 


Mr. COLE of Iowa. Has the gentleman any idea of how 
many cases are pending before the commission? 
Mr. NEWTON. I will give that to the gentleman in a 


moment. In 1923 the formal cases of suspension and investi- 
gation were 1,455. In 1927 that figure had risen to 2,017, an 
increase of 562. In formal cases disposed of in the period. of 
1922 there were 1,201 during that year. Im 1927 there were 
1,465, making an increase of 264. In 1922 the formal cases 
pending were 1,953, and in 1927 that figure bad risen to 2,721, 
an increase of 768, 
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fle informal cases filed in 1922 were 5,641, and 
figure had increased to 8,628, an increase of 2,9Si 


in 1927 that 


Under these circumstances it is apparent that they can not 
ook ae ES ee eee cee eee ee ee 
petent help. They can only absorb a certain number of addi 
tioual help every year. If they take on men above a certain 
number they can not train them properly. 


on 


Now, when they ask for 25 more attorney-cxaminers it seems 
that Congress ought to grant the request. 
I appreciate the position of the subcommittee. 


to me 


They do not 


like to continually override the Budget, but I am in hopes 
that either in the House or at the other end of the Capitol 
there will be granted $81,000 additional that the commission 
requested It is only in that way that they can keep up this 
work 

Mir. GOLDER What is the status of the matter as far as 
the House is concerned? 

Mr. NEWTON, The subcommittee granted everything within 
the estimate of the Budget. They made some slight addition 
in the item of printing, so that they can keep the reports more 


up to dat This is a matter that can be passed upon either by 
the House or the other side of the Capitol. [Applause.} 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I vield one hour to the gen- 
tlheman from Mississippi [Mr, Cover]. 

Mr. COLLIER, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, | rise to talk about a matter that is of much importance 


not only to the people of the Mississippi Valley but to the 
entire country, 
The flood of 1927 was the greatest recorded in the history 


of the Mississippi River. This flood was preceded by months 


of unusual rain, but it is doubtful whether such rainfall a 
decade ago would have caused such high flood levels in the 
Mississippi River. 

Primarily these flood levels are the immediate consequence 


raising the height of the levees on the banks of that stream. 
But the amount of flood water coming down that great river 
has actually increased in volume in the last 10 years, for dur- 
iug that time those States which are drained by the Mississippi 
River have been extensively engaged in establishing and com- 
pleting various drainage projects. As this drainage work 
progressed, swamps, sloughs, and other depressions which for 
centuries had been natural reservoirs were drained and the 
water which formerly accumulated in those reservoirs was, by 
drainage ditches and canals, rapidly carried to the rivers of the 
Mississippi Valley. 

The rainfall during the latter part of 1926 and the early part 
of 1927 may have been unusual, but it was nothing more than 
oue of nature’s readjusiments. For nearly two years a drouth 
prevailed both in the United States and in Canada. On two 
this Hlouse passed bills temporarily removing the 
tariff on cattle so they could be driven to Mexico for water. 
Duving the same time the level of the Great Lakes fell so far 
below normal that much damage was done to the ports of those 
inland seas, 

Nature can not escape the law of averages. And in 
obedience to this inexorable law, a unusual drouth was broken 
by an equally unusual rainfall, 

Rare, indeed, is the fall of the year when there is not a low 
water stage of the Mississippi River. But in November and 
December, 1926, a full river was waiting for the spring rise, 
which always comes in the early part of the year. 

The story of the flood of 1927 has been often told. Vicksburg, 
where I live, situated on the Yazoo River where it flows into 
the Mississippi, was in 1927 perhaps more nearly the flood 
center than any other city in the lower valley. It was the 
nearest place of refuge for thousands of unfortunate flood suf- 
ferers. It was the headquarters of the Red Cross not only for 
Mississippi but for parts of Louisiana and Arkawsas, and that 
great humane organization registered at Vicksburg over 32,000 
refugees. 

In that place at 3 o’clock in the morning I have seen one boat 
unload over sixteen hundred refugees. I vividly recall one 
afternoon, when the last rays of the setting sun had turned to 
burnished gold the rippling waters of that vast inland sea at 
the foot of the hills of Vicksburg, a large barge loaded with 
human freight came slowly into port. Upon that barge were 
hundreds of half-famished negroes, many of whom had been 
tnken from the roofs of their submerged homes. Just before 
the city of refuge was reached that great throng of bomeless, 
hungry unfortunates fell woon their knees, and over the waters 
there came to us from the melodious throats of hundreds of 
negroes the familiar words, “ Praise God, from Whom all 
Blessings Flow.” 

Several times on crowded barges, crazed by suffering, ex- 


eccasions 


so 


posure, and hunger, some poor unfortunate refugee would go 


reget ey 
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insane and in his raving frenzy either indiscriminately attack 
those nearest him or else attempt to throw himself overboard. 

In less than 24 hours after the levee broke, Greenyille, Miss., 
a city of approximately 17,000 inhabitants, was under water. 
Thirty days afterwards, riding in a motor boat over one of the 
streets of that city, I was unable to touch bottom with a 6-foot 
oar, 

Over a month after the land was overflowed I rode in a motor 
boat all day and saw nothing to vary the monotony of that 
waste of water save an occasional half-demolished house with 
a hole cut in the roof, showing where the unfortunate dwellers 
had rushed to safety. Under those destructive waters were 
some of the finest and most improved plantations in America. 
On every 20 acres or less before the flood there stood substan 
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tial dwellings and outhouses, but now all were washed away 
and had disappeared. 
In that one county alone over twenty-five hundred houses 


were torn from their foundatious, while the loss in cattle and 
livestock was so great that it can only be estimated. 

But these material losses, distressing though they were, sink 
into insignificance before the appalling tragedy of 1927—the 
heavy toll of human life exacted by that flood. Mr. Chairman. 
earthly possessions may be swept away and disappear forever, 
but through industry, ingenuity, and skill vanished fortunes 
may return again. 

jut all the strength and power of this mighty Government 
and all the industry, ingenuity, and skill of its brave and re- 
sourceful people can never bring back and restore to their 
families and friends even one of the hundreds of unfortunate 
human victims whose untimely deaths made the flood of 1927 
“the greatest peace-time calamity in the Nation’s history.” 

After years of toil and sacrifice the people of the Mississippi 
Valley believed that the problem of flood control of the great 
river at last had been solved. With gratitude toward the Fed- 
eral Government for all it had done, and with pride in the 
realization that by their own achievements, which had resulted 
in an expenditure of over $290,000,000, they themselves had 
helped to bring about this happy consummation, they felt that 
their anxiety was over and that they could now reap the re 
ward which years of labor and toil and sacrifice had placed 
within their grasp. 

But the flood of 1927 came. It did what no other flood did. 
It interrupted over 8,000 miles of railroad transportation, 
flooded over 12,000,000 acres of land in 174 counties in seven 
States, and carried on the tawny bosom of its rushing waters 
far more than the homes and the worldly possessions of the 
people of the Mississippi Valley. As flood levels never before 
even dreamed of were reached, there vanished the hope and 
the confidence which for generations had sustained them. 

It was not the material loss caused by that great flood which 
accomplished that which no other flood could ever do. It was 
not the sufferings and hardships of those who were forced to 
climb to the roofs of their submerged homes and indefinitely 
wait for rescue. It was not the financial loss of those who 
saw their cattle and livestock drown before their eyes and the 
accumulated savings of a lifetime swept away. The flood of 
1927 did far more than this. It destroyed the hopes of over 
half a century, and, breaking down their morale and fortitude, 
took the very heart out of the people of the Mississippi Valley. 

Gazing upon that vast inland sea whose raging waters had 
rendered over 700,000 people homeless, and knowing that they 
were unable to further help themselves, they realized that after 
years of endeavor and exertion, after hundreds of millions of 
expense, of taxation up to constitutional limitation for flood 
protection, all their strivings of the past had been vain and 
useless. 

Realizing this, there came the awful fear that they would be 
forced to abandon the homes they had wrested from the wilder- 
ness, homes ir which their children were born and around whose 
firesides clustered the recollections of years of sacrifice and toil. 

They feared that they would have to abandon those homes 
and turn back to the trackless jungle that great section of our 
country, more fertile than the far-famed Valley of the Nile, 
unless the strong arm of the Federal Government could be ex- 
tended; for after the flood levels of 1927 had been reached they 
realized that the Federal Government alone was the only 
earthly power that could control the rushing waters from the 
Alleghenies to the Rockies, which, draining over 30 States, 
poured into the cornucopia of the lower Mississippi Valley. 

President Coolidge tells us in his message to Congress that 
the owners of lands behind the levees should pay a proportionate 
part of the expense of building these levees. He further siid- 


that an extraordinary concession from the plan adopted in relation to 
irrigation, where the general rule has been that the lands benefited 
should bear the entire expense, has already been made to the owners of 
lands behind these levees, 
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He also said: 


It is the land of tl} ion that is to be benefited. To savy that ft ts | 
unable to bear any expense of reclamation is the same thing as saying 
that it is not worth reclaiming. 


I am sure that the President of the United States is sincerely 
anxious to do all he can to prevent another great national 
disaster like that of 1927, He expressed his sympathy to us in 
many ways. In less than 24 hours after the levee broke we had 
assurances from him that he would do all in his power. He 


sent one of his great secretaries down to help us, Mr. Hoover, | 


who did splendid work, but I regret that the President believes 
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the building of levees to keep within its bounds a mighty river, | 


whose drainage area is equal to over 40 per cent of the entire 
United States, a river whose watershed embraces 31 of these 
States and two Provinces in Canada, a river upon whose ample 
bosom in 1926 there floated over 17,000,000 tons of commerce, 
valued at over $700,000,000. I regret that he believes that the 
building of levees to hold back the waters of such a river is a 
reclamation project. 

With all deference to the opinion of the President of the 
United States, there is, to my mind, a great difference and dis- 
tinction between reclamation and levees. Reclamation 
while levees retain and protect. 

Reclamation begins after levees are built. 
value to that which is valueless. 
has value. Reclamation gives something to the man that he 
never had. Levees keep the river from taking away from the 
man something he already had. 

Reclamation takes a sandy desert and converts it into fields 
of wondrous beauty and marvelous fertility. Levees protect 
farms, cities, railroad tracks, stations, terminals, factories, tele- 
phone, telegraph, and electric power lines from being destroyed. 

Does a road built up through a swamp reclaim that swamp? 
Do the levees take one gallon of water off of the lands behind 
them? Do they reduce by one dollar the cost of preparing these 
lands for cultivation? 

When the sturdy pioneers drove the aboriginal Indians from 
the plains of the West, did they by so doing reclaim those lands, 
or did they make it possible for settlers to come in and make 
those great plains one of the garden spots of the world? 

3uilding a levee on the bank of a stream does not clear the 
Jand behind it of standing timber nor drain from it its surface 
waters nor prepare it for cultivation. 

Levees do not reclaim lands. All that they do is to make 
possible the development of the lands behind them. Levees 
made it possible for over 6,000 miles of railroad tracks and 
over 50,000 miles of electric power, telephone, and telegraph 
lines to be built. 

They made it possible for the development of farm lands 
which, in 1926, produced over $250,000,000 of farm products. 
They made it possible for populous cities and thriving towns and 
busy factories to be found all over the Mississippi Valley. 

Levees made all this possible, and they justified the issuance 
of bonds for concrete highways, drainage districts, and other 
land improvements, but they did not reclaim one acre of that 
vast territory drained by the Mississippi River. 

President Coolidge tells us that it is the land of this region 
that is to be benefited, and that the land so benefited must pay 
for part of this reclamation. 

The Presidency of the United States is the greatest political 
office in the world. Though many channels of information and 
many avenues of investigation, denied to any other citizen of 
the United States, are open to the holder of that high position, 
yet, owing to the manifold and complex interests continually 
arising in the greatest country in all the world, it is impossible 
for one man, no matter how well informed he may be, to have 
an actual personal knowledge of every subject. 

It is therefore a source of much regret that the varied and 
many duties of the Chief Executive of the Nation were such 
that the President was unable to spare the time and visit the 
scene of the great disaster of 1927. 

Had he been able to do this, I am sure that the first-hand 
information he would have secured would have convinced him 
that the owners of lands behind those levees had reached the 
end of their resources and were utterly unable to meet the 
demand he has imposed upon them. 

The land behind the levees is only a small part of the property 
that is to be benefited. Cities, towns, factories, railroad tracks, 
terminals, stations, telegraph, telephone, and electric-power lines 
are also benefited, for it is impossible to protect the lands with- 
out protecting them, and it is impossible to protect them without 
protecting the lands upon which they are situated. 

Hundred of millions of dollars from citizens all over the 
United States are invested in mortgages on land, in bonds, and 
in factories and public utilities of the Mississippi Valley. 


creates, 


Reclamation adds 
Levees protect that which 


~ 
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In mortgages on lands and in bonds other 
there is an outstanding indebtedness of 
issessed valuation of the property 
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than levee bonds, 


over $770,000,000. The 


: so mortgaged and bonded is 
less than SS815,000,000. 

Mr. OCONNELL. Will the ventleman yield? 

Mr. COLLIER. Yes. 

Mr. OCONNELL. As a maiter of fact, would not the benefit 


accrue to the whole cour trv? 


Mr. COLLIER. The gentleman's question is very apt. There 
is $770,000,000 invested in mortgages on land and in bonds 
|} and $45,000,000 is still outstanding of levee bonds. Now. the 
assessed valuation of the lands so bonded and so mortgaged 
ageregates $815,000,000 

In addition to this, millions of dollars are invested in the 
securities of the various railroad, telephone, telegraph, and 
electric-power companies by citizens who live in every part 


of the United States, for the local ownership of these securities 
negligible, 
The man from New York, the man from California, 


is 


and the 


} men from 40 other States in this Union are just as much in- 


terested in seeing their property in the Mississippi Valley 


| protected from ruin and overflow as the man from Mississippi 


or Louisiana or Arkansas who owns the land immediately be- 


hind these levees, 


The Manufacturers Record asks this pertinent question : 


Is it then just or reasonable to require the farmers who live on 
the land in the seven affected States to pay a special assessment on 
their particular form of property, while exempting the owners of the 
other forms of property who live in the other 41 States? 

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLIER. Yes. 

Mr. GOLDER. Assuming that the suggestion made by the 
President is a fair one, are the people along that territery in 


a position at this time to finance the building of the necessary 
protection ? 


Mr. COLLIER. They are not. They have reached the end 
of their resources, If the plan suggested by the President 


is a fair one, that the local interests should contribute a part 
of the cost, even though what is dene is for the purpose of 
maintaining navigation in the greatest artery of trade and 
commerce in the world—and in 1926, which are the last figures 
I have, there passed down that river over 17,000,000 tons of 
commerce, valued at over $700,000,000—if that view should be 
taken of it, the people living behind those levees have already 


expended $290,000,000, and the Federal Government has 
expended for that same purpose less than $70,000,000. I ask 


you, gentlemen, after they have already contributed $290,000,000, 
or over four times as much as the Federal Government has 
contributed, in the name of high heaven how much more do 
you want those people to contribute whose homes have been 
washed away, whose cattle and livestock have been destroyed, 
who are now prone and helpless and have reached the end of 
their resources. How much more do you want those people to 
contribute? 

In the early days of the Republic the entire country was in 
the scope of a President's vision. George Washington sent 
three messages to Congress, all relating to the commerce and 
navigability of the Mississippi River. He did not let the mat- 
ter rest with these messages, for later he sent Thomas Pinck- 
ney to the Spanish Court for the sole and express purpose of 
entering into negotiations with Spain for the enjoyment of 
these rights. 

“Dipping into the future as far as human eye could see,” 
Thomas Jefferson made the Louisiana Purehase, and by the 
mere stroke of a pen added more millions of leagues of perma- 
nent territory to his country than any conqueror had ever done 
by the sword, One of the compelling factors which actuated 
the purchase of that great domain was the important part the 
Mississippi River would play in the commerce and national 
defense of the country. 

The infant Republic was destined to soon become one of the 
great powers of the world. With the vast development of our 
almost unlimited resources, it was impossible for any President 
to have a personal understanding of every problem, no matter 
how important it may have been. The opinions, therefore, of 
those who had personal knowledge are of special value. 

Clay, Lincoln, and Garfield lived in the Ohio Valley and had 
first-hand information. Henry Clay in an impassioned burst of 
oratory in the United States Senate once said: 

The Mississippi River with all its tributaries constitute a great 
system, and if the system be not national, I should like to know one 
that is national. 

Abraham Lincoln tells us that— 

The most general object 1 can think of would be the improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 
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Iie then gave one of those illustrations for which he was 
famed, when he stated there was no difference in principle be- 
tween driving a pirate from the tracks of commerce on the 
ocean and the removal of a snag on the Mississippi. 

ko 


Said he 


each is done to save life and property, and to use the waterways for 


the purpose ol developing commerce, 


I’resident { that— 

The statesmanship of America must grapple with the problem of this 
State to handle; too much for 
Nation itself to manage. 


tarfield said 


too vast tor 
that of the 


mighty stream; it any 


any authority other than 


President Roosevelt knew the Mississippi River and the Mis- 
sissippi Valley. He had frequently visited the cities and towns 


in that valley, and he had on more than one occasion hunted 
bears in the swamps of that river. 
Ilis constant thirst for knowledge useful to him in his high 
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place, together with his familiarity with that section, entitled | 


He said after one of his visits 
the Nation—* must build the 
and more scientifically than 


him to speak with authority. 
to the Mississippi Valley, “ We” 
levees and build them stronger 
ever before.” 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat that those living behind the levees 
on the Mississippi Riveg have already expended for flood pro- 
tection over $200,000,000, or more than four times as much as 


the Federal Government has for this purpose. Yet it is mani- 
fest that if the owners of those lands had never spent one 
dollar toward levee building it would still be the duty of the 


Federal Government, in the interest of navigation and commerce 
the interest of justice and humanity, to take 


as Well as in 





‘ ve of a situation which by reason of the magnitude of the 
under and the complexity of its interests is far beyond 
th iny local authority. 

Hach of the great political parties has repeatedly affirmed 
this principle. 

Speaking through their various platforms the Republican 
Pai Ly declared : 

Che Mississippi River is the Nation’s drainage ditch. Its flood 


from 81 States and the Dominion of Canada, consti- 
the levees and pours its 
of the richest land in the Union, 
mails, impeding commerce, and causing great of life 
These floods are national in scope and the disasters they 
affect the general welfare. 


waters, gathered 
tute 


tor! 


an overpowering force which breaks 


ents over many million acres 


stopping loss 
and property. 


produce seriously 

The Democratic Party declared: 

We hold that the control of the Mississippi River is a national 
problem. The preservation of the depth of its water for the purpose 
of navigation, the building of levees to maintain the integrity of its 
channel, and the prevention of overflow of land and its consequent 
devastation, resulting in the interruption of interstate commerce, the 


disorganization of the mail service, and the enormous loss of life 
and property imposes an obligation which alone can be discharged by 
the Federal Government. 


Surely no one will deny that apon the Federal Government 
alone rests the responsibility of maintaining navigation upon 
the Mississippi River. If levees are essential to proper navi- 
gation, then it is the duty of the Federal Government, whether 
the land behind those levees is suitable for agricultural purposes 
or not, to build those levees. 

I shall ask permission, Mr, Chairman, to insert in the Rrecorp 
extracts from what the engineers have stated along that line, 
as I do not care to take up the time of the House with reading 
all these different extracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indi- 
cated. Is there objection? 

There wes no objection. 

Mr. COLLIER. Bernard and Totten in their report of the 


Mississippi River in 1822 advised the construction of levees 
solely in aid of navigation. 
Lieutenant Colonel Suter, of the United States Engineers, 


stated in 1880 before a committee of Congress that the per- 
manent improvement of the Mississippi River for navigable pur- 
poses without levees was impossible. 

The Mississippi River Commission states in their report of 
1882 
that levees would produce a maximum effect in channel 
at a minimum of cost. 


Colonel Leach, of the United States Corps of Engineers, gave 
before a congressional committee an illustration of how the 


improvement 


erection of a levee at Plum Point Reach, above Memphis, im- 
proved the navigable depth of the river. 
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General Kingman, a former Chief of Engineers of the United 
States Army, said at one of the hearings before Congress: 


I should consider that the levee is a important means of im- 


proving navigation 


very 


Colonel Townsend, one of the ablest engineers of his time and 
president of the Mississippi River Commission, stated: 
My effect of levees on stream 


to remove irregularities and make the 


own view of the flow is that they tend 


slope more uniform. 


Mr. Chairman, if the building of levees are essential to good 
navigation, why should they be singled out for local contribu- 
tions? Engineers have repeatedly declared that building levees, 
revetting banks, dredging channels, and removing snags are all 
essential to good and proper navigation. 

Has anyone ever advocated the payment of local contributions 
from riparian landowners for revetment work? Revetment is 
not only essential to navigation, but incidentally the landowners 
are benefited, for revetment prevents the banks from caving and 
the lands from being washed away. 

Who has ever insisted that the landowners shall be assessed 
to pay part of the cost of dredging the channel of the Missis- 
sippi River? Yet the landowner receives an incidental benefit, 
for the deeper the channe! the more water the river will hold, 
and to that extent will be less likely to overflow adjacent lands. 

Removing snags from the channel prevents accident and per- 
mits boats to navigate the Mississippi River without the fear of 
destruction. If these snags were permitted to remain, a boat 
would be afraid to venture from the shore. The landowners 
would therefore in many instances have no way of getting their 
products to market and consequently land values would decline. 
Therefore removilg snags from the bed of the river incidentally 
benefits riparian landowners, but where is the man who will in- 
sist that the landowners pay to the Federal Government a pro- 
portionate part of the cost of the removal of snags? 

When the lederal Government dredges a harbor and makes 
it possible for that harbor to be open to the commerce of the 
world, railroads will immediately establish terminals which 
will inevitably result in an incidental benefit to lands situated 
on the water front which will be enhanced in value. 

Is there a Member of this Congress who will say that because 
lands in the vicinity of that harbor will be enhanced in value 
that the Federal Government should discontinue keeping that 
channel open to the commerce of the world until the owners of 
those lands which have been incidentally benefited shall pay part 
of the cost of dredging and keeping open that harbor? 

If a mob were to assemble in one of our largest States and 
invade a weaker State in such force that the invaded State was 
unable to drive it back, would that be only a local matter, or 
would it not be the duty of the Federal Government to inter- 
vene and protect one of its States from the unlawful aggressions 
of the citizens of another State? 

When a great devastating enemy, the cruel waters from nearly 
half of this Union invade a section of our country, destroying 
not only lands and property but the lives of American citizens, 
is that a matter of local concern? Shall this great Government 
of ours, the richest and most prosperous in the world, and which 
at the same time is the hope and the envy of all Christendom, 
protect its own citizens? During the greatest war of all the ages 
our Government not only financed itself but its allies. When 
Jurope was threatened with financial disaster, it extended across 
the water a helping hand, and reestablished European credit, 
balanced European budgets, and stayed the further depreciation 
of European currency. 

Shall the strong arm of that Government be extended to ward 
off those cruel waters, or shall that great Government stand idly 
by until the families of those wha have lost their lives together 
with others whose accumulated savings of a lifetime have been 
swept away, shall again dig into their now empty pockets and 
pay to that Government a sum of money which conflicting au- 
thorities might determine would be their cost of repeiling the 
attack of the rushing waters from nearly half of the United 
States and from part of the Dominion of Canada? 

Has any city, town, or State in America jurisdiction over 
any part of the Mississippi River? No boat can sail upon its 
bosom, nor can a pilot direct its course without each first 
securing the consent of the Federal Government. Not -one 
single place from Lake Itaska to the Gulf can this mighty river 
be bridged without the approval of the Federal Government. 

When the city of New Orleans wished to cut the Poydras 
Levee on the other side of the river to prevent a catastrophe 
which might have resulted in loss of life and destruction of 
property fearful to contemplate, the great State of Louisiana 
and the metropolitan city of New Orleans were both helpless 
in the face of that awful danger and could make no move until 
sanctioned by Federal authority. 
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If it be the policy of the Federal Government, the wisdom 
of which I have yet to hear denied, to exercise control over 
every part of the Mississippi River, does net this exclusive 
right to absolute control carry with it a corresponding duty to 


keep that river within its bounds? 

From the remot antiquity rivers have played an important 
part in military activities. The Mississippi River is a part of 
our system of national defen In the event of war, or in a 
great national emergency when it might be necessary ex- 
peditiously transport men and supplies to and from the West to 
the East, for a situation to recur like that of 1927, when from 
Cairo to below the plains of Chalmette practically all railway 
and highway traftic was indefinitely interrupted might result 
in injury incalculable and irreparable. 

Divided effort and divided responsibility can no longer con- 
trol the Mississippi River. 

Even if the citizens of the lower Mississippi Valley were able 


es 


se, 


to 
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membranece the magnificent work of the Red Cross, and the 
unselfish, bountiful generosity « the American people. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the peopl: of the Mississippi Valley do net 
come before this Coneress as suppliants By their toil and 
| sacrifice they built levees long before the Federal Government 
contributed one dollar for that purpose. Never recognizing 
the right to force them to pay for the incidental protection, 
they might receive from the building of a ley essential to 
the proper navigation of the greatest artery of trade and com- 
merece in the world, yet they cheerfully and willingly contrib- 
uted of their means until their resources were exhausted 


I challenge 
braver battle 


the pages of American history to show where a 
was ever waged than the fight made by the citi- 


zens of the Mississippi Valley. Interrupted by frequent and 
repeated inundations, they carried on. Raising their levees 
| higher and higher, building cities and towns, erecting school 


to pay a proportionate part of the expenses of flood control, | 


would it be wise policy on the part of the Federal Government 
to force them to do this? Contributions from local communi 
ties would make them partners of the Government and would 
entitle the contributors to a voice in the way these 
jointly contributed might be spent. 

We would again be confronted with a score or more of dilfer- 
ent levee districts each striving to outbuild the other. Rich 
communities will build stronger than their weaker neighbors 


moneys 


Some communities may not be able to contribute at all, or else 
may fall behind with their contributions. What, then, will 
be the attitude of the Federal Government? A chain is no 


stronger than its weakest link. Would the Federal Government 
stop work on that levee until those living behind it made their 
contributions? If that were done, a gap might be left through 
which the water might rush 500 miles, and overflow those whose 
levees had been built to standard grade. 

One of the greatest problems of the levee system is the proper 
location of levees. This problem has not only been one of the 
utmost concern to those whose lands are taken for that purpose, 
but it has also been the subject of great divergence of engineer- 
ing opinion. No local authority will ever locate a levee behind 
a town to be destroyed by the flood. Yet the importance of 
the proper location of a levee may make this imperative. 

President Garfield was right when he said that the control 
of the Mississippi River is too vast for any State to handle, 
and too much for any authority other than that of the Nation 
itself to manage. If this control is too vast for any State to 
handle, how much more vast will be the difficulty if this control, 
even in part, were delegated to a score of different levee dis- 
tricts, some rich, some poor, each looking out for its own inter- 
ests and each dominated more or less by local polities. 

Whether the Federal Government insists or does not insist 
upon the local interests contributing 20 per cent of the cost of 
building levees on the Mississippi River, it is certain that these 
overflowed communities are now impoverished and are utterly 
unable to meet these demands. They have reached the end of 
their resources. Of the $290,000,000 expended by local interests 
there is still outstanding a bonded indebtedness of $45,000,000. 
In addition to this these overflowed lands are heavily bonded 
for drainage systems, concrete highways, schoolhouses, and 
other purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, commerce decrees, humanity urges, duty impels, 
common sense dictates, and justice demands that absolute, com- 
plete, and entire contro] of the floods of the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries be vested solely and alone in the Government 
of the United States. 

As one who was present in the affected territory during the 
entire period of the flood, I wish in behalf of the people whom 
I in part represent to express our sincere appreciation of the 
work accomplished by that great humane organization, the Red 
Cross, and the kind sympathy of the people from all over the 
United States which was so freely and so substantially extended 
during that great disaster. 

The Red Cross needs no enconium from me or from anyone 
else. Its noble work speaks for itself. Its kindly ministrations 
and its charitable deeds are engraved upon the hearts of mil- 
lions of its beneficiaries. To the people of the Mississippi Val- 
ley in the darkest hour of their history, the Red Cross indeed 
and in truth was the great mother. God alone knows what 
would have happened to those hundreds of thousands of poor 
unfortunates, who utterly destitute were driven from their 
homes had it not been for the work of the Red Cross and the 
generous contributions of food and clothing which from all over 
the United States came into the flood-stricken area. 

As long as the memories of the greatest flood disaster 
in our Nation’s history survive, just so long will the people 
of the Mississippi Valley hold in grateful and affectionate re- 


| forever by 


| effort and unified responsibility. 


houses and churches, completing roads and highways, establish- 
ing factories, and preparing for cultivation millions of 
of land, they made their part of the country one of the greatest 
wealth-producing, taxpaying sections of America. 

By persistent effort, by tireless perseverance, and by working 
and striving, and by striving and working, they met and con- 
quered the mighty forces of nature, and it was only when these 
tremendous forces were aided and supplemented by the hand 
of man did they at last give up the unequal struggle. 

They ask for no subsidies. They make no demand for repa- 
They do not the Federal Government to restore 
to them one penny of the $400,000,000 of property destroyed 
that flood. They do not ask the Federal Govern- 
ment to pay one dollar on the $45,000,000 of levee bonds out- 


acres 


rations. ask 


standing. They do not ask the Federal Government for aid 
to rebuild their demolished homes, nor to restock their de- 
ple ted farms. 

They know that divided effort and divided responsibility 


ean no longer control the flood waters of the mighty Mississippi, 
but that this great task can be accomplished only by unified 
Such effort and such responsi- 
bility can be vested only in the Federal Government. 

If this is done, if the Federal Government takes charge, if 
that restless river is controlled, a brave and resolute people, 
by industry and toil, will rebuild their wrecked and ruined 
homes, pay off the mortgages on their devastated lands, 
deem the bonds for which those lands are pledged, and convert 
a valley of desolation and ruin into a garden of happiness, 
prosperity, and contentment. [Applause.] 


re. 


Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HvuppLeston]. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, the President made a 


great speech in Havana—great in its expression of friendship 
and good will toward our sister republics, great in its idealism, 
great in its praise of the principles of self-government and of 
human liberty. And then, even as he spoke, the newsboys cried 
on the streets, “Forty Nicaraguans killed by American ma- 
rines.” 

The President spoke of friendship and respect for weaker 
nations and at the same time a bloody war which he has been 
earrying on for 12 long months, without the consent of the 
people of the United States, was being waged in Nicaragua, 
He spoke of chivalry and of kindness and of brotherly love. 
What a pity that his action does not square with his words, 
Che words were brave, the action is not brave. The words were 
tine and noble, the action is of tyranny and of oppression. 

The newspapers say that he closed his great speech with a 
scriptural quotation: 

The letter killeth, while the spirit giveth life. 


I like to have our Presidents use seriptural texts when it 
shows their faith in religion. I like for them to show familiar- 
ity with the Bible. But I would rather that Presidents and 
other public men in quoting Holy Writ should stick to some- 
thing having a relation to their performances, and which finds 
its expression in deeds, not in empty words. As having a real 
appositeness and significance I would have commended a text to 
the President, which he will find in II Samuel, chapter 20, 
verse 9: 

And@ Joab said to Amasa, art thou in health, my brother? And Joab 
took Amasa by the beard with the right hand to kiss him. 

But Amaza took no heed to the sword that was in Joab’s hand: so ho 
smote him therewith in the fifth rib, and shed out his bowels to the 
ground, and struck him not agaian; and he died. 


I would have our rulers not to quote pious texts when they 
are resolved upon oppressive courses of conduct. I would at 
least have them to be frank and honest enough to state their 
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real purposes to the world. It is just such exhibitions as that 
of the President at Habana that are gaining for us the name 
of being the arch hypocrites of the age. 

rHeH WORLD CALI ‘ HYPOCRITE ” 


To-day the newspapers of the whole world are sneering at 


the President’s speech. Even the British press sneers at his 
hypocrisy, and, oh, when perfidious Albion may have wuarrant 
to sneer at the hypocrisy of another nation surely there is 
none left so poor to do us “reverence.’ 

I find an editorial in one of my home papers, the Birmingham 


Ace-Llerald 


come to disints 


which expresses the thought which seems to have 
ested observers everywhere. The editorial dis- 


cusses Mr, Coclidge’s Habana speech, and then says: 

It is perhaps too much to have anticipated from such a source 
dynami counsel or forthright leadership, but Mr. Coolidge might at 
least sought to give the impression that he was not talking in a 


vacuuni 


And the editorial writer goes on with what is a real literary 
£em : 

lfow little the United States has resorted to force, how much we 
sspected the sovereignty of small nations, how deeply we are 
attached to the principle of self-government of others, how free we are 
of delusions and military grandeur, how slow to anger and how merci- 
ful we have been, how completely we have clung to the spirit of the 
law, and how utterly we have sought to promote consideration and 
good will In our international policy, let Nicaragua prove to the world. 


\nd, I might add, “and let Haiti, let Santo Domingo, let 
Colombia, and let the Philippines,’ and so on and on, “ prove to 
the world.” It is wicked enough to oppress a smaller nation. 
The wickedne of doing so is infinitely magnified by the pre- 
tense that we are doing no wrong. 

WHY WE ARE IN NICARAGUA 
doing in Nicaragua, anyway’ 
there The people do not know. 
body here, why we are in Nicaragua. Unfortunately from no 
official source does Congress know. Congress has been told 
little more about the real reasons for being in Nicaragua than 
have the people of the country. 

Our Committee on Foreign Affairs has refused to investigate 
the subject. They have refused to ask the administration for 
the true facts. They prefer to servilely submit to the purposes 
of the State Department. 

Phe President has addressed the subject in his two last mes- 
siges to Congress, but to the candid mind the conclusion is 
irresistible that little of the true story has been told, In his 
message to Congress of January 10, 1927, the President assumed 
to tell us why he had sent the marines to Nicaragua. I have 
the message here and have searched carefully through it. I will 
read the extracts by which in his involved style he related what 
he desired Congress and the country to believe were his reasons 
for sending them, 

After at some length reciting a situation alleged to have 
exisied in Nicaragua he told us that the Secretary of State nad 
called upon the Seeretary of the Navy in these words: 


What are we Why are we 


They ask me, they ask every- 


I have the honor to suggest thattwar vessels of the special service 
proceed as soon as possible to the Nicaraguan ports of 
Corinto and Bluefield for the protection of American and foreign lives 


and property in case that threatened emergencies materialize. 


squadron 


And that naval vessels and marines had been sent accordingly. 
He also stated that— 


During the last two months the Government of the United States 
has received repeated requests from various American citizens, both 
directly and through our consuls and legation, for the protection of 
their lives and property. The Government of the United States has 
also received requests from the British chargé at Managua and from 
the Italian ambassador at Washington for the protection of their 
respective nationals. 


He next proceeded to discuss the bonded debt of the Nica- 
raguan Government, and stated that some millions of dollars of 
the bonds were held by “American citizens.” Who the American 
bondholders were he did not state, but it is generally believed 
that they are a certain group of New York bankers. 

He also said: 

There is no question that if the revolution continues American 
investments and business interests in Nicaragua will be very seriously 
affected, if not destroyed. The currency, which is now at par, will be 
inflated. American as well as foreign bondholders will undoubtedly 
look to the United States for the protection of their interests. 


And later, summing up: 


Manifestly the relation of this Government to the Nicaraguan situa- 
tion, and its policy in the existing emergency, are determined by the 
The proprietary rights of the United 


facts which I have described. 
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States in the Nicaraguan canal route, with the necessary implications 
growing out of it affecting the Panama Canal, together with the obli- 
gations flowing from the investments of all classes of our citizens in 
Nicaragua, place us in a position of peculiar responsibility. 


And, finally, 
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the President closed his message with— 


The United States can not, therefore, fail to view with deep concern 
any serious threat to stability and constitutional government in Nica- 
tending toward anarchy and jeopardizing American interests, 
especially if such state of affairs is contributed to or brought about by 
outside influences or by any foreign power. It has always been and 


ragua 


remains the policy of the United States in such circumstances to take 
the steps that may be necessary for the preservation and protection of 
the lives, the property, and the interests of its citizens and of this 
Government itself. 
predecessors, 


In this respect I propose to follow the path of my 


Consequently, I have deemed it my duty to use the powers commitied 
to me to insure the adequate protection of all American interests in 
Nicaragua, whether they be endangered by internal strife or by outside 
interference in the affairs of that Republic. 


Analyzing the President’s statement we find that he excuses 
the sending of our forces into Nicaragua on four grounds: 
First, the protection of the lives and property of American 
citizens ; second, the protection of British and Italian nationals; 
third, for the protection of the canal concession; and fourth, to 
pacify Nicaragua in the interest of American and foreign bond- 
holders. 

Now, as to the first of these reasons let it be said that not a 
single instance of danger to the life of an American citizen has 
been cited. Not an American civilian has been killed or in- 
jured. Not an instance of damage to any physical property 
owned by Americans has been related. It has been charged 
recently that there was no danger to American lives or physical 
property. The administration has been challenged in vain to 
disclose any such instance. No one now claims that any Ameri- 
can Civilian has actually been injured nor his property de- 
stroyed. We are impelled, therefore, to believe that “life and 
property,” as used by the President, is a euphemism for bonds 
and evidences of debt. 

Also, the facts are quite persuasive that the British and 
Italian requests for protection were merely perfunctory cour- 
tesies, and that none of their nationals were actually in danger. 

As to the canal concession, let me say that neither of the 
Nicaraguan factions disputed it. Neither sought to take it 
away. We were not in physical possession of any actual ground 
for the construction of the canal. Its final location has not 
been considered, and no particular territory set apart. ‘The con- 
cession needed no protection. The matter was not involved in 
the revolution. The President’s reference to it was obviously 
made merely to strengthen a weak case. 

INTERVENTION IN THE INTEREST OF RONDHOLDERS 

Of all the reasons stated by the President, only one was 
real, the fourth. Without doubt, the interests of the bond- 
holders were seriously jeopardized. A country torn by revolu- 
tion is in no shape to meet its interest payments. The pacifica- 
tion of Nicaragua was clearly to the interest of its creditors. 
There we have the key to the situation. It may be clearly 
deduced from the President’s message, and from such facts as 
have leaked out through the press, that the real purpose of our 
marines in Nicaragua is to pacify the country, restore order, 
and make the bondholders secure in their debts. Our inter- 
vention in Nicaragua, and the protectorate which we have 
established, was to enable American bondholders, and foreign 
bondholders, if any there be, to receive their interest payments. 

Subsequent events have tended to confirm the belief that our 
Nicaraguan mission is merely that of a bill collector. As soon 
as Congress adjourned, the international bankers began to reap 
the fruits of the President’s sowing. I read from an Associated 
Press dispatch of a few weeks ago: 

Nicaragua obtained a loan of $1,000,000 in New York last March, 
for the purpose of retiring certain outstanding obligations. It was 
equally divided between J. & W. Seligman and the Guaranty Trust Co., 
and was in the form of a banker’s credit. The loan was for one year, 
at 6 per cent, and the State Department's information is that repay- 
ment will be completed by June 1. 


The dispatch further states: 


The State Department survey of economic and financial conditions in 
Nicaragua, on which a future policy may be formulated, is being con- 
ducted by Dr. William W. Camberiand, Such a survey was proposed 
by President- Diaz with the approval of both Nicaraguan political parties 
as the starting point for adoption in Nicaragua of a comprehensive 
financial program. This program would cover not only emergency 
needs due to the civil war, but also the execution of much-needed 
public works, such as the railway from the capital to the Atlantic 
coast, 
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Neg ion of r in to Nicaracua American bankers prot 
ably will not await » come of Ni T I Silt n¢ 
being made for the State Depart nt, although that survey probabl) 
will furnish the basis a dep t po oward later bor 

Although ¢ rt official l ot kx t! xact st f 
versations understood to be already in gress in New York 
make no official comn arding th t is known here t N 

g may regard it 3 s t ng with m 
in mergency lv ce ¢ ST OOOH so 2 OO OOO to hel rgal 
of the na l rd re n of ord 

That dispatch is quite illuminating. Never has been ¢ 
the name of a single American citizen whose life was in dange 
in Nicaragua. Repeated efforts have been made to asce i 
who they were, and where they were, and what the diunger was 
The challenge has been issued that there has been none such 
The administration, which is possessed of all the facts, thoug! 
challenged to name them, has not permitted to escape the cen 
sorship the statement of a single life or a single doll worth 
of property that has been jeopardized by the Nicaragua re 
lution. 

All that has come out is that conditions down there wer 
unstable and American bondholders were in danger of sing 
some of their investments unless we stabilized and pacitied the 


country, And the bankers have continued their loans and now 





they plan new loans all under the guardian eye of our im 
perialistic Department of State. 

In the President's message to Congress of December 6. 1927 
we have his latest pronouncement on the Nicaraguan situatior 


Referring to conditions in China 
We have been compelled to 
protect the lives 


he said: 


send naval and marine forces to China t 


and property of our citizens. 
And in the next ] 


aragraph he said as to Nicaragua: 
W | 


e are confronted by similar conditions on a small ale in N 
ragu Our marine and naval for protected our citizens their 
prop y and prevented a heavy sacrifice of life and the des t ot 
that ntry by a reversion to a state of revolut Henry L, Sti ) 

f er Se y of War, was nt tl to Dp ‘ our dij 
mat and military officers in effec ig a tl D tween ti 
tending partie This was done on le as f hat w W i 
cooperate in restoring a state of | whi ‘ I ts vald I 
tected by giv Dg our assist l tl id t or tl I I 
elk on, which oe in a few 1 With tl ssura tl 
population returned t t r peace-time purs 3. wil ¢ ’ 
of some small roving bands of outlaws, 
STIMSON IN NICARAGUA 

Which is to say that the President sent Mr. Stimson to 
Nicaragua. Stimson called in Moncada, and possibly others 
active in the revolution on the Liberal side, and read the riot 
act to them; told them that they must surrender their arms 


and equipment and disband, promising them in return that our 
forces should supervise an election to be held next August, at 
which the majority should be permitted to choose a President 
for Nicaragua. 
It is rumored that Moncada was also promised that he should 
be elected as the next president, but it would seem unnecessary 
to have bribed him with such a promise, as the threat was that 
if the Liberals did not submit our troops would take the field 
against them. So that, Moncada had to 
There was no alternative for him and his associates. 
Yes; there was an alternative—the alternative of desperation, 
the alternative which Sandino to fight on and to 
fighting, and in the meantime to be called an “ outlaw.” 


of course, bmit. 


Ss 


chose die 


| upon the part of another? 


The President claims that by the Stimson strong-arm methods | 


he “ prevented a heavy sacrifice of life.” American lives? No; 
Nicaraguan lives, so that they might be able to pay taxes to 
satisfy the claims of American bondholders. Nicaraguan lives! 


Yet our marines have been forced to take 1,000 Nicaraguan 
lives and to wound 2,000 more in pacifying the country and 
carrying out the Stimson agreement. 

The President admits in his last message that the marines 
are not now required in Nicaragua for the protection of the lives 
and property of American citizens. He admits that their sole 
function now is to pacify the country, to keep it quiet and super- 
vise the election. That is why our marines are there. That 
is what they are doing. The country must be pacified so that 
the bonds will be paid and so that American bankers may con- 
tinue to make loans to Nicaragua and be able to collect them 
with interest. 

LETTER FROM FATHER OF SERGEANT HEMPHILL 

The reaction of the people of the United States to the situa- 
tion is fairly expressed in the letter which the father of Ser- 
geant Hemphill, who lost his life in the recent fighting, wrote to 
the President a few days ago, in which he said: 
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fr. CALVIN Ci DOF 
Wa not ~-D. Cc 

Deak Mr. PRESIDENT: A to d (J 3) 

‘om M 2 ly son, Serg Johi *’ Hen wa led in tion 
gainst Ge! il Sandino’s ley 

For the death of my son I hold ) l r ill w toward ¢ il 
Sandino or any of his men, for I think (and I believe 90 p c 

eople agree with me) that they day ng i i b- 
s for r li y in 1776, and tl \ is 

N n I no legal or moral rig! to be murdering those 
le in a war of aggression What we are doing is nothirg 
I n der r the sok rpose h ims in ow a pu] t 
i dent ar acting as a r for Wall Street, w h is e tiniy 

d letter « r< 
M § vas <Y years old erved i f his tl d enil t 
rv d c le » througt W 1 War aguinst Ge . 
oft y Do le l c 1 war against this ) 
nation. 

My father served throug he Civil Ws i two grandfat! i 
in action in the same war, and I am proud of their records, a 3 
not from the pen of a red al but fro ne who loves just d 
fair play 

I have four sons, and if necessity arose I would be willit t i 
fice not only all four sons but my own life as well in a war of « se 
but I am not willing to shed one drop of blood in a war of agg n, 

ich as this one is. 

You ive lost a son and know e sorr und =y s a Nation 
mourned with you in your hour of grief. Suppose that s had n 
s my son has, a victim to the greed of Wall Street, would you f at 
the financial gain was worth the cost 

¢ Joun 8S. HEMPHI 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I have read this agreement eniered 
into between the factions in Nicaragua as negotiated by Mr. 
Stimson. It provides that the United States shall supervise an 
election in Nicaragua. It seems to me to be a treaty. I am at 
a loss to know how the Chief Executive thinks he has a right 
to put into effect a treaty without its approval by the Senate. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Section 2 of Article II of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States forbids any agreement binding upon 


the United States to be made without the consent of the Senate. 
It requires all treaties and other international agreements to be 
submitted to the Senate for its advice and consent. Under 


toate 
clause of the Constitution any officer of the United States who 
assumes to bind the United States by any agreement with a 
foreign country without the consent of Congress is guilty of 
usurpation and of a violation of both the spirit and the letter 
of the Constitution. [Applause.] 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Yes. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Is it not a fact that President Wilson 
sent a gentleman from Minnesota, by the name of John Lind, to 
Mexico under somewhat similar circumstances without any 1- 
firmation by the Senate? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. What does it matter? No doubt there 


are precedents. Is it possible that usurpation is any less hate- 
ful because there have been other usurpations? Does the 
gentleman take the position that violations of the Constitution 


may be legalized as a matter of habit and 
upon the part of one President excuses the 
f Applause. | 


Will the gentleman yield? 


that a usurpation 
usurpation of power 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I just wanted to eall attention 
to the fact that Mr. Lind did not execute an agreement with a 
sovereign nation to supervise an election in that country. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Of course, the cases are not parallel. 
3ut what does it matter whether they are or not? I have no 


patience with those partisans who seek to excuse the miscom 
duct of their party associates by charging that a member cf 
the other party has also done wrong. I condemn usurpation 
whether it be by the President of my party or any other party. 
I did not fail to condemn the President of my party for exceed- 
ing his constitutional powers. I was one of the first to condemn 
him, and I am sure I] will not withhold my condemnation of the 
immeasurably smaller and weaker man who now happens 
occupy the presidential chair. [Laughter and applause. 
The Constitution, as expressed in section 2 of Article If, also 
requires that the approval of the Senate must be secured by 
the President to validate all appointments of those who repre- 
sent us in foreign countries. The President did not have the 
consent of the Senate to Mr. Stimson’s appointment. His omi- 
nation was never submitted to the Senate, was never considered, 
and was never confirmed, By appointing Stimson as his repre- 


to 


oe 
= 
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scutative to bind the people of the United States the President 
again violated the spirit if not the letter of the Constitution. 

\lso, the Constitution as found in section S of Artiele I 
clothes Congress with the exclusive function of declaring war. 
fn carrying on the war in Nicaragua without the consent of 
the President is violating the spirit of the Constitu- 


Congress 


tion. [Applause, ] 
Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maine |Mr. Brepy]. 


Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
there is in the bill under consideration an item making appro- 
priations for the Shipping Board and with reference to that 
item, and the Shipping Board more particularly, | desire to 
make some comment. 

In order that we may refresh our recollection as to the aim 
and purpose of the merchant marine act of 1920, | want to read 
an excerpt from the preamble: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it is necessary for the national defense and 
for the proper growth of its foreign and domestic commerce that the 
United States shall have a merchant marine of the best equipped and 
most suitable types of vessels sufficient to carry the greater portion of 
its commerce—and it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United 
States to do whatever may be necessary to develop and encourage the 


meintenance 


of 


ping Board shall in the 


such a merchant murine—and the United States Ship- 
administration of the shipping laws keep always 


in view this purpose and object as the primary end to be attained. 


I think that nobody more than myself appreciates the almost 
insurmountable obstacles which have confronted the Shipping 
Bourd in its attempt to follow out the purpose and the spirit 
of this act. And I desire at the ontset to expresg my appre- 
ciation and to convey my congratulations to the board that for 
the year beginning September 1, 1926, and ending October 31, 
1927, under their administration of the American Shipping 
Bonurd Merchant Fleet Corporation, the number of voyages of 
our American ships have been increased 23 per cent and the ton- 
nuge handled 22 per cent, while the actual operating losses have 
been reduced 20 per cent. 

At this point I should like te read to the House a brief excerpt 
from the last message of the President: 


The Shipping Board is constantly under pressure, to which it often 
vields, to protect private interests rather than serve the public wel- 
fare. Our exporters and importers are both indifferent about using 


American ships 


I thought it might be well for us to have a concrete instance 
of what the President was referring to, and the matter is of 
such significance and perhaps of such importance that I will 
not trust myself to speak of it in detail except as I quote from 
the public records of the United States Shipping Board. 

On January 6, last, a telephone message came from the Hill 
requesting some of the commissioners of the Shipping Board 
to come to the office of the chairman of this subcommittee—the 


gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Woop—now in charge of this 
bill, there to meet certain gentlemen. The commissioners in- 


vited to 
O'Connor, 


this meeting, or present, at least, were Chairman 
Commissioner Smith, And Commissioner Plummer. 


Arriving at the office of Mr. Woop, the record states, they 
found awaiting them the following: 
Ex-Governor Miller, of New York, general counsel for the United 


States Steel Corporation; Mr, Thomas, president of the Steel Corpora- 


tion’s Isthmian Line— 


\ line of ships operated by the United States Steel Corpora- 
tion in the Indian trade 

Vice President Phillips, of the Bemis Bag Co., and resident Calcutta 
agent of that company, an American company; Mr. Lilly, of Norton & 
Lilly Co., shipping agents of Sir John Ellerman’s British line of ships; 
representative of the American Manufacturing Co.; and one other. 


Congressman Woop stated, so says the record, that he had 
called this meeting to see if there was any way by which to iron 
out the difficulties now existing between the Shipping Board, 
foreign steamship lines, and these other gentlemen in the Cal- 
cutta jute-burlap case, and to prevent a rate war, which would 
be so disastrous to all involved and so expensive to the United 
States, 

Let me say that the Ellerman Lines have been running to 
Calcutta for some years. The United States Steel Corporation 
operates a line of ships which make four sailings each year to 
that port. There is a cargo of some 600,000 tons of jute burlap 


bags purchased in India by American dealers or importers and 
shipped out of the port of Calcutta, and the United States Steel 
Corporation never haying increased its sailings above four a 
year and having made no inroads upon this foreign transporta- 
tion of American commerce, the Shipping Board, having in mind 
the spirit of the merchant marine act, which enjoined it upon 


i 
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them to operate fleets of vessels sufficient in number to carry 
the greater part of American commerce, approached the Eller- 
man Lines, or the English agent, Lilly, of Norton & Lilly—who, 
by the way, is also the agent of the United States Steel line, 
the Isthmian line. They said, in substance: 

Now, we have a line of ships coming up through Australia, 
going on through the Suez into the Mediterranean, and as we 
come past India we have trouble in getting return cargo. Will 
you give us one-fourth—not the greater part of the American 
commerce as the act enjoined it upon them—but they said, 
“Will you give us the privilege of carrying one-fourth of this 
American-bought jute burlap bagging and avoid a rate war?” 
The reply to their overtures was made by Sir John Ellerman, 
president of the English lines. “This business does not belong 
to you Americans; we built it up. You keep out of it.” In 
other words, the American Shipping Board was given to under- 
stand that they must face a rate war or keep out of the Calcutta 
trade, 

All through these negotiations the Isthmian Line made no 
attempts to increase its sailings until it was discovered that 
the United States Shipping Board actually intended to put a 
line of ships into Calcutta and had asked for 16 out of the 69 
sailings from that port each year. 

Then these British lines said, “If you will keep out of this 
Calcutta sea trade we will increase the sailings of the United 
States Steel ships by 15 sailings (thus giving them a total of 
19 sailings a year), and there will then be no rate war.” ‘The 
United States Shipping Board in substance said, “‘ Why permit 
the Isthmian line to have these sailings and promise no rate 
war, but threaten us with rate war if the American Shipping 
s3oard ships come in with 16 sailings? The Isthmian ships 
are as much American as are our own ships. Why the dis- 
crimination? Again, we ask you to give us the chance to carry 
one-fourth only of the American commerce from Calcutta to 
North Atlantic ports. Their answer was, “No; hands off.” 
The English agency of Lilly & Norton still continues to act for 
the United States Steel Corporation Isthmian Line and the 
Ellerman English Line, 

But the Shipping Board has since established an agency of its 
own in Calcutta to solicit commerce and shipping. They have 
started American ships across the seas in pursuance of the 
spirit of this act and are now competing for American com- 
merce from Calcutta. 

They now offer to carry this jute bagging for $4 a ton. But 
on the morning of January 13, 1928, there appeared the follow- 
ing news item: 

{From the New York Herald-Tribune, January 13, 1928] 


CUNARD CLOSES JUTE CONTRACT AT $4.50 TON RATE—-AGREEMENT CONTAINS 
SCALE 50 CENTS ABOVE ROOSEVELT’S ; BUYERS HOLD BACK IN ANTICIPA- 
TION OF FURTHER CUTS 


JANUARY 19 


The Cunard Line and members of the Jute and Gunnies Importers’ 
Association recently closed contracts for the first quarter of 1928 on 
a basis of approximately $4.50 a ton on jute and gunnies moving from 
Calcutta to Boston and New York. 

This rate is 50 cents above that quoted by the Roosevelt Line, Ship- 
ping Board operators of the American India Line, which, shortly 
before the first of the year, slashed the rates from $7.90 to $4 a ton 
upon failure to reach an amicable agreement with the foreign lines con- 
trolling most of the 650,000 tons of bagging material being imported 
yearly for American firms, 

Although the Jute and Gunnies’ Association is made up of prac- 
tically all the American importers of these commodities, it is under- 
stood that they vdluntarily pay a 50 per cent premium per ton to the 
Cunard Line over the low rate of $4 quoted by the Shipping Board. 


Why this cooperation of American business with foreign ship- 
pers to defeat the establishment of an American merchant 
marine? 

Now, the United States Steel Co. has formerly made tentative 
overture to buy the ships which the Shipping Board contem- 
plated putting into the Indian trade. But the board voted 
unanimously not to entertain any offers for bids for this line 
until it was an established line. The reasoning of the board 
was that if so powerful a corporation as the United States 
Steel Corporation could not make it profitable to sail more than 
four times a year into Calcutta, surely no private concerns 
would make a reasonable bid for ships to compete in that field 
until a carrying trade in American bottoms had been built up. 
So they said, “We will continue our sailings.” They were 
right. I commend them for the faithful performance of their 
duty under the merchant marine act of 1920. 

And now on the noon of the day when this Shipping Board 
was appearing before our subcommittee and asking for the ap- 
propriations that meant life or death to it, certain Members 
are summoned to this private conference to find present this 
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distinguished array of United States Steel representatives 

English shipping agents, and American shippers, to whom I 

have referred, and another proposal that they sell out is made 
Little wonder that the President in his last message referred 

to pressure bronght upon our Shipping Board. 
Ex-Governor Miller having stated— 


Says the record— 


that he was the 1 for tt United States Steel ¢ I d 
in substance, that as a result of the “big stick swinging 

board, the foreign shipping lines had now become more yielding their 
attitude and finally had agreed that they would permit the Isthmian 


Line— 


The United States Steel Lins 


which heretofore had only been able to maintain four voyages per 
annum from Caleutta to North Atlantic ports, to have 15 additional | 
sailings, or one less than 16 sailings which the Shipping Board had 


asked; but that the foreign shipping lines would not permit in this 
service any sailings by Shipping Board vessels. 


The question immediately arose in my mind, what is the rela- 
tionship between this Isthmian Line owned by the United States 
Steel Corporation and these British lines, that the British lines 
will permit them to go into this business, but will not let the 
Shipping Board, enjoined by the Congress to go forward and 
establish a merchant marine upon the high seas, have anythi 
to do with this commerce? 

Let us follow the report. It reads: 


ed 


Why foreign shipping men preferred the Isthmian ships to the United 
States Shipping Board ships was not explained, although commented 
upon, Ex-Governor Miller said that this rate war would compel the 


Steel Corporation to take its ships out of this trade because they could | 


not stand the loss that would be involved, and that the effect of a rate 


war in this trade would extend to their other services, particularly to | 


their Gulf service, and be detrimental as well to their fleet generally. 

One of the first suggestions Governor Miller made was that if this 
rate war continued, instead of allowing their ships to be driven out of 
the trade the Steel Corporation might find it necessary toe bring an 
injunction restraining the Government from operating ships in that 
trade. He was thereupon reminded of what the Supreme Court had just 
decided in the Western Union case, and the chairman remarked that he 
would be glad to take the matter before the court, the Congress, or the 
public. 


The proposal of Governor Miller that his company should 
apply for an injunction was undoubtedly based on the philoso- 
phy that the Government ought not to be in competition with 
private interests in trade. We are all agreed that when the 
Shipping Board shall have established business sufficient to 
justify sailings enough to carry the major part of our com- 
merce then the ships operated by the Government shall be 
disposed of and they shall be operated by private interests, 

Sut we should continually bear in mind the preamble of the 
merchant marine act. We must first establish sufficient lines, 
establish sufficient business, before we can be asSured of a mer- 
chant marine sufficient to carry “ the greater portion” of our own 
commerce. Private firms are not going to make attractive bids 
for our ships until these lines are established, and we do not 


propose to give ships away as we should have to when only one | 


bidder is interested. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEEDY. I will. I always yield to my friend, for I 
know he is interested in the merchant marine. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman has made an interesting 
statement that the House and the country ought to have. Does 
the gentleman believe in the action of the subcommittee in cut- 
ting the Budget figures more than $1,400,000 below the amount 
approved by the Budget? 

Mr. BEEDY. I am glad the gentleman has asked that ques- 
tion. I wanted to lead up to that at the close of the remarks 
that I am making. I want first to cite this instance of pressure 
on our Shipping Board, to which the President referred in his 
message, and the indifference of the American shippers to the 
use of American ships. 

Let me continue with this record: 


Meeting the declaration that the Shipping Board started the rate 
war, Chairman O’Connor emphatically advised these gentlemen that the 
Shipping Board never had started a single rate war, and attention was 
ealled to the unyielding attitude of the foreign shippers set forth by 
the declaration of Sir John Ellorman that the American had no right 
in this business whatever—that it belonged to the British ships. 

yovernor Miller insisted that the rate war was started by the Ship- 
ping Board, and Mr. Plummer reminded him of the old legal principle 
that “He who makes it necessary for me to draw my gun is the 
aggressor.” 
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When he attempted to impress Congressman Woop with the eat 


losses which this rate war would bring upon Shipping Board vessels 
Governor Miller was reminded that on the ntrary the rate war would 
be an ivantage to the Shipping Board fleet | use at present these 
Shipping Board vessels are coming fro the Kast only partly loaded 
and that any cargo secured from Calcutta at a ra which more than 
paid the stevedore and port charges would be a fina Ll benefit. 


Mr. LAGCARDIA. By whom were they denied? 

Mr. BEEDY. By the English lines 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. At this conference? 

Mr. BEEDY. No; this was through corr 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 
minutes more. 


Mr. BEEDY 





The report continues: 





Asked by Mr. Wood if this line was 1 le the p 
time, he was informed that it was 

It was distinetly pointed out that t offer thes vessels for al 
before we had made our position in that trade secur and while the 
foreign shippers and shipping men would permit no American ships 
excepting those of the Isthmian Line to share in this 1 ness throug 


a foreign agent, without a rate war, meant that the only 
purchaser of the line under present conditions would be the Steel 


Corporation; but if these Americans, who viously have the power, 
would let a share of their cargoes be brought to the United States in 
American flag vessels, the trade could be stabilized and the ! 

put in a condition to sell within one year; for the rat war 


i 
would end at once, 


As I understand the present situation, when American pur- 
chasers of foreign goods attempt to say anything about the 
method of transporting those goods, it is claimed that the 
foreign vendors insist that the purchasers have no right to 
determine the means of transportation, but that they may 
select the shipping lines. The Shipping Board says, in sub- 
stance, if that is true, why is it not right that American 
vendors here do not have the right to say how their goods shall 
be transported to Europe? What we are asking American 
importers and purchasers of Indian products to say, says the 
Shipping Board, is that they want these producis or a part of 
them, one quarter of them, from Calcutta, to be brought in 
American ships. The report continues: 

Two or three times references were made to the fact that these 
importers who are having the great bulk of their raw material brought 
into this country in foreign ships are the beneficiaries of our protective 
tariff; and when at last Mr. Thomas declared there was no connection 
between the methods of transportation employed by these manufac- 
turers and the protective tariff, Mr. Plummer remarked that there 
certainly was; that he has been an advocate, on the stump ar d in the 
press, of a protective tariff for many years, but if these American 
manufacturers persisted in having their raw materials delivered to them 
from foreign vessels, he would demand that he have his linoleums and 
other similar products delivered from foreign mills; and asked what 
the answer would be when that proposition went before Congress and 
the public. 


I do not know what your answer would be, but I think that 
if great industries in this country, which have grown up under 
the benevolent laws passed by my own party, with a keen desire 
to develop American industry and to afford employment to 
American labor, are now unwilling to cooperate with the 
American Congress to establish a merchant marine on the big! 
seas, I, myself shall look with less sympathy upon their demands 
for protection from this Congress. [Applause.| 

I realize, however, that one must not be carried away by his 
emotions. I realize that there are millions of laborers to be 
affected by a denial of tariff protection to industry to-day. If 
I were sure of the proper course to pursue I would punish 
every great industry that has benefited by the tariff and that 
now, because of a selfish desire to sail just enough of its own 
ships to take care of its own products and thus deny the 
independent steel producers of this country American ships 
to take their products into foreign markets—I say I would 
punish them severely. I now invite the cooperation of the 
great United States Steel Corporation and other American 
industries which have profited by the American tariff, even at 
a temporary sacrifice per¢hance, to cooperate with the United 
States Shipping Board, the creature of the American Congress, 
that we may yet establish on the high seas an American 
Merchant Marine adequate to the needs of “the major por- 
tion” of American commerce. [Applause.] 

The report then goes on to say that Chairman Woop re 
marked that there seemed to be some feeling between the 
parties and that they were not accomplishing anything, and 
that the meeting had better adjourn. And thus ended this 
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meeting which. in my judgmet would have been more prop- 
erly held in the offices maintained by the Government for the 
transiction of business with the United States Shipping Board. 


M Chairman, in the afternoon succeeding this inter- 
view in the office of the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
Shipping Board ain went on with its pleas fer funds 
io carry on [ think the motives of the chairman of the sub- 
columittee that held this conference in his oflice were of the 
very highest, but IT am going to say to him that I think the 
officials of the United States Steel Corporation were keen 
enough to understand that, to say the least, it would be very 
embarrassing to these commissioners to be dragged into such 
in interview and be forced to coufess that they were entering 
a line of business that was unprofitable, at 1 o'clock, and then 
have to come back before this committee at 3 o'clock and ask 
for money to continue the business 

I think the officials of the United States Steel Corporation 


were keen enough to understand that it would be a pretty severe 
test of the stamina and character of the members of the United 
States Shipping Board to go into that conference and resist 
their overtures and refuse to sell out for nothing, as it were, 
to bidder, and out of this line of trade in Calcutta, 
rather than come back and ask for more money to carry on. 

The Shipping Board, under the advice of its experts, had 
asked for $14,500,000 for next year, but the Budget. as it always 
does, pared them to the bone, and allowed them only $13,688,000. 
tut this subcommittee cut them another million and gave 
them only $12,000,000. Now, I ought to be explicit about this. 
The board has an income of $400,000 a vear, so that they have 
$12.400,000 as a shipping fund to operate the fleet 

What is the psychology of a reduction at this time, when 
the great industries of the Nation, in cooperation with foreign 
shipping lines, are exercising the pressure that the President 
refers to, to keep our ships off the seas? What is the psychology 
of another cut below the Budget recommendation? The foreign 


one get 


shippers are going out to their consumers and saying, “ Your 
Congress evidently intends to put your Shipping Board out 
of business as fast as it can. There is no other conclusion 
we can come to about it. It must mean that this American 
line of ships, now competing with us temporarily, will die after 
this year. You had better stay with us and give us your 


shipping.” 

Phese American shippers do not want to get in wrong with 
the foreign shipowners, and that we can demonstrate by our 
appropriations in this House, unless we intend to stand behind 
the Shipping Board and maintain our fleets to carry the greater 
portion of our commerce to foreign ports, we merely give aid 
and comfort to the enemies of an American merchant marine. 
{ Applause. | 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its 
principal clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without 
ameudment a bill of the folbowing title: 

II. R. 60538. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of aj bridge across the Tennessee 


River on the Linden-Lexington road, in Perry and Decatur 
Counties, Tenn 
The committee resumed its session, 
INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL, 1929 


Mr, CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia {[Mr. LARSEN |. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for 15 minutes. 

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I have introduced to-day two resolutions, both being 
introduced at the solicitation of constituents in my district, 
regarding the sale of fertilizer at this time. The information 
which I have is such that I think at least it very strongly tends 
to show that the fertilizer corporations of this country are not 


only unfair to the farmers, but they are actually violating 
the law with reference to the antitrust provisions now in 
force. Not only this, but they have, in my judgment, and I 


believe in the judgment of many others who are perhaps in a 
better position to pass upon the question than I am, been unduly 
advancing the prices of the commodities they are offering to 
sell and which they are selling to farmers at this time. 

As an illustration, last year the fertilizer concerns in my 
locality were selling, delivered in my home city, a 9-2-3 grade 
of fertilizer at $17 per ton f. o. b. that city. This year the 
companies are selling the same fertilizer at $23.99, an increase 
in round figures of $7 per ton over the price of last year. They 
sold last year a 12-4—4 grade of fertilizer at $24 a ton at this 
point, and they are now selling, and offering to sell at this 
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same point, the same grade of fertilizer at $32.12. It is strange 
indeed that they sell at the same price and at these unusual 
figures. 

You will observe that this is an inerease in price ranging 
from $7 to more than $8 per ton, and if you will figure the 
percentage of increase you will see that it is extremely large. 

So far as I am aware, or advised, there is no increase in the 
cost of the commodities composing these fertilizers whieh would 
warrant such an increase. 

Certainly the condiiion of the farmers who are using these 
fertilizers, and who propose use them, are not such that 
they are able to pay for the commodities at these advanced 
prices; and, mind you, these are cash prices. There is no ele- 
ment of risk involved. It is a cash proposition. As a rule our 
farmers are forced to pay for their fertilizers when they get 
them or else pay an additional price of something like $8 to 
$10 a ton for the commodity if they obtain credit. 

The press of my State recently carried the statement that the 
cotton acreage would be increased this vear, that the recent cold 
in that locality and other sections had killed all of our winter 
grain crops. It is now too late to plant those lands in any 
similar grain as a crop to be grown in the early spring and 
summer months. It is too late to plant rye and wheat aud 
oats. Most of the lands were seeded with oats. Realizing that 
many planters having these lands broken and in many instances 
already fertilized, some one put out the report that they pro- 
posed to put such lands in cotton. Immediately the price of 
cotton declined, as the press story goes, and the price of ferti- 
lizer was increased, the fertilizer companies taking advantage 
of a misfortune which had overtaken these already oppressed 
and almost bankrupt farmers in my section. They immediately 
increased the price of the commodities which they must use in 
their farm operations. 

Not only that, but the prices at which they are selling and 
the prices given out by the various companies dealing in that 
section are such, I think, as to convince almost any impartial 
mind that there is a common understanding among the com- 
panies as to what prices they will receive for their commodities. 
Instead of putting the commodities on the market at the lowest 
price at which they can furnish them, evidently they are put- 
ting them on at the highest price they think the farmers will 
stand and for which they will be able to raise the cash. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARSEN. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. The gentleman stated at the 
outset of his remarks that he thought these fertilizer people 
were violating our antitrust laws. Can the gentleman call to 
mind any evidence of a sincere attempt on the part of the 
present administration to enforce our antitrust laws? 

Mr. LARSEN. I regret very much that I am not in pos- 
session of information that would benefit the gentleman mate- 
rially along these lines. I did, however, hear one of the 
gentlemen over in the other end of the Capitol make a speech a 
few months ago in which he stated that owing to an investiga- 
tion which he had procured within the last few years the fer- 
tilizer companies had been brought to task and that large fines, 
in many instances, had been imposed upon them. I do not 
know just what the amount of the fines were, nor of my own 
knowledge do I know that fines were imposed. I understand 
some penalties were imposed either by agreement with the De- 
partment of Justice or through the courts in Baltimore, One 
of the resolutions which I introduced to-day requests infor- 
mation from the Attorney General regarding the matter to 
which the gentleman from Oklahoma now calls my attention. 

I do not know under what administration these offenders 
were punished or whether or not the administration was at all 
responsible for their punishment, but I do understand punish- 
ment was inflicted. I hope to have that information brought 
to the attention of the Congress, and to the attention of the 
people of the United States through the Department of Justice, 
showing us just what has been done, and not only what the 
penalties were but so far as possible what offenses, if any, were 
committed by the fertilizer concerns. 

I was about to address my remarks, when I yielded to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, to the similarity of prices at which 
these fertilizer concerns are selling and offer to sell their com- 
modities. For instance, I have here the prices that are quoted 
by some of the companies doing business in my State. The 
Virginia-Carolina Chemical Corporation is offering phosphate 
at $17 a ton. The F. S. Royster Guano Co, offers the same 
commodity for $16.99, just a differency of 1 penny ov a ton. 
I do not know how they could figure that difference. nor why 
they so figured it, but they have probably concluded that the 
best way to manipulate the matter was to make a liftle imma- 
terial difference and thus avoid the charge of being in a com- 
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bine. Three ether companies offer to sell 16 per cent phos 
phates at identically the same prices and delivered at the same 
point, $17.82, the Empire State Chemical Co., at Athens, Ga., 
$17.82, Ethredge Guano Co., of Atlanta, Ga., and $17.82, the 
Southern States Phosphate & Fertilizer Co., delivered at the 
same point, 

Now, gentlemen, it is very queer to me that all these com- 
panies would have identically the same prices on the same 
articles delivered at the same point. circumstances are 
such as to at least raise the presumption that there is a common 
nnderstanding between them, that they will sell for the highest 
price they can possibly get. Not only do they sell for the 
highest price they can get, but they sell at identically the 
same price. The quotations of the various companies are so 
nearly the Same there must be a common understanding among 
them. That common understanding is not for the welfare of 
the public, and especially farmers who are forced to use ferti- 
lizers in the cultivation and growth of their crops. 

The farmers in my section, in many instances, mix their own 
fertilizers. Where they mix fertilizers they usually use phos 
phate and mix it with potash or some other such commodity. 
The Empire State Chemical Co., operating at Athens, offers to 
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sell at a given point in Georgia nitrate at $53, while a com- | 


petitor offers to sell the same commodity at $52.95. But there 
is a little differential in the haul and in the transportation com- 
pany over which these articies would be delivered at this same 
point. So you will see, gentlemen, that when it comes to these 
commodities that go into the mixtures, where farmers prefer to 
mix their own fertilizers, the commodities cost them substan- 
tially the same amount. When they mix them with cottonseed 
meal or whatever they propose to use, they find the cost the 
same. When it comes to the various grades I have mentioned, 
the prices are identically the same, and the figures I have given 
are taken from the prices of a half dozen different concerns. 

Now, gentlemen, as before stated, I have introduced to-day 
two resolutions. I am not asking that we appoint any com- 
mittee in this House to investigate the matter. 

I do not want to burden the Senate or the membership of this 
House with a congressional investigation, nor do I desire to 
burden the public with such an investigation except through our 
regular constituted channels. All I want is a department of 
this Government which has been created for the express pur- 
pose to make the investigation and to report its findings—I 
refer to the Federal Trade Commission. The Federal Trade 
Commission has the right under the Federal Trade Commission 
act, section 6, subsection (d), to make this investigation upon 
direction of the President or either House of Congress and re- 
port the facts relating to any alleged violations of the antitrust 
acts by any corporation. I am simply asking that these resolu- 
tions be voted out by the House and that the Federal Trade 
Commission conduct the investigation and make its report, and 
that the Department of Justice, which I am referring to in 
another resolution, advise the House what has been done within 
the past five years along the lines of the information sought by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma a few moments ago, and I hope, 
gentlemen, you will use your influence in seeing that these 
resolutions are passed. I thank you. [Applause.] 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Denison]. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I want to take 
these few minutes to discuss the subject of bridge legislation 
and to advise the House of the policies that have been adopted 
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the 
House and the Committee on Commerce of the Senate in refer- 
ence to bridge legislation. 

Mr. BLANTON. At this juncture, if the gentleman will per- 
mit, the gentleman is about the best-informed man we have in 
the House on bridge legislation, and has had charge of such 
legislation here for several years. Practically all of the Mem- 
bers are interested in the matter and might want to hear him. 
Does not the gentleman want us to get a quorum here? We now 
have about 30 Members on the floor. I will make a point of 
order that will get the gentleman a quorum, if he does not 
mind it. I would like for more of the Members to hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DENISON. I appreciate the attitude of my friend from 
Texas, but I would rather go ahead. 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me make the point and call them in 
from the cloakrooms and then I will withdraw it. I make the 
point of no quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DENISON. I do not want to take up the time of the 
committee for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas makes a point 
of order that a quorum is not present. The Chair will count. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now that the Chair has connted and the 
Members have come in, I withdraw the point, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. DENISON. At one time or another almost every Mem- 
ber of the House and of the Senate is called upon to introduce 
bills for the consent of the Congress for the construction of a 
bridge over some navigable waterway. It matter that 
has become of very great importance net only to the House but 
to the country. 

At the last Congress I discussed at some length the quesiion 
of bridge Jegislation and the jurisdiction of the Federal Gev- 
ernment over our navigable waterways. My remarks ean be 
found in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of April 30, 1926. I de not 
want to go into the details of that subject again at this time. 
i simply will make the following general statement: 

Jurisdiction over the waterways of the country in England 
was in the Crown for the purposes of commerce. Al navigable 
waterways were considered as belonging to the Crown. When 
the Colonies in this country were settled jurisdiction over the 
navigable waterways of this country was also in the Crown of 
England. At that time it was held that such jurisdiction ex- 
tended up the rivers as far as the tidewaters reached; but in 
the course of time, by analogy the jurisdiction of the Crown 
was held by the courts to extend up the waters of the various 
rivers and the arms of the sea as far as they were navigable. 

When the Colonies won their independence from Great Britain 
this jurisdiction passed to the various Colonies; and when 
the Colonies got together in the Constitutional Convention and 
the Constitution was adopted the commerce clause was in- 
serted in it by which the Federal Government was given the 
right to regulate commerce between the States and wiih for- 
eign nations. In other words, by the commerce clause of the 
Constitution the States surrendered their jurisdiction over all 
navigable waterways to the Federal Government, and since 
then the Federal Government has had absolute and exclusive 
jurisdiction over all the navigable waterways of this country. 

Until the Federal Government chose to exercise such juris- 
diction in a regulatory way it was considered that the ditfer- 
ent States had concurrent jurisdiction over those waterways 
within their respective boundaries, subject to be changed at 
any time whenever the Federal Government choze to act. 

Mr. MORROW rose. 

Mr. DENISON. I will yield to my friend from New Mexico. 

Mr. MORROW. Have not the Federal courts held that such 
jurisdiction upon navigable waters and streams also extends to 
the tributaries with respect to the question of commerce and also 
for impounding waters that can be used for other purposes? 

Mr. DENISON. That is true. 

Mr. BLANTON. Jill the gentleman from Illinois state right 
there what is the latest, acceptable definition of a navigable 
stream? 

Mr. DENISON. The question of what constitutes a navi- 
gable waterway is one of law and of fact; but wherever the 
history of the stream shows that it at one time or another 
has been used for commerce, for the transportation of persons 
or property, it is a navigable waterway. For instance, if it 
wis used in the early days by the pioneers as a highway for 
mJving property, logs, or other property, or for transporting 
persons, it is classed as a navigable waterway, although, as a 
matter of fact, it may not now be navigable at all. 

But we all know that in the early days before there were 
highways and before there were railroads the rivers of the 
country were the only substantial method of transportation in 
the inland country; and so the courts hold now that all those 
streams that were at some time used for transportation of per 
sons or property may be classed as navigable waterways and 
the Federal Government has exclusive jurisdiction over them. 

Mr. BLANTON. And what about potential navigability ? 

Mr. DENISON. They are not classed as navigable waterways 
unless at some time in their history they were used for that 
purpose. It does not matter that they are not now used for 
navigation or that they are not in their present state capable of 
being used for navigation; but if they have at some time been 
used as a highway for transportation they are classed now as 
navigable waterways. 

In 1890 the Congress chose to assert its jurisdiction and to 
exclude the right of the States to construct or permit to be 
constructed buildings or bridges or other obstructions in the 
navigable waterways of the country; and then later in the act 
of March 3, 1899, the Congress, in section 9 thereof, enacted this 
provision: 

That it shall not be lawful to construct or commence the construc- 
tion of any bridge, dam, dike, or causeway over or in any port, road- 
stead, haven, harbor, canal, navigable river, or other navigable water 
of the United States until the consent of Congress to the building of 
such structure shall have been obtained and until the plans for the 
same shall have been submitted to and approved by the Chief of Engi- 
neers and by the Secretary of War. 
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Now, by that act the Federal Government through Con- 

gress asserted ifs jurisdiction and declared its exclusive juris- 
diction over all navigable waterways of the country. 
On Mareb 23, 1906, Congress passed what is known as the 
general bridge law governing the construction of bridges over 
navigable waterways. This, in brief, is the principle and gen- 
erally accepted source of the jurisdiction of the Federal Gov- 
ernment over Davigable waterways, and it is a very great 
and far-reaching power that was surrendered by the States to 
the Federal Government, 

Let me here digress just a moment to call to the attention of 
the House another source of jurisdiction by which the Federal 
Government is now recognized as having the right to regulate 
the construction of bridges and the collection of tolls that are 
charged for the use of bridges. Having jurisdiction over the 
navigable waterways of the country, the Federal Government, 
in granting franchises for the construction of bridges over them, 
may grant or withhold the privilege as it pleases; and in 
granting the privilege it may impose such reasonable conditions 


as it chooses. In the exercise of this power, the Federal Goy- 


ernment ean impose such conditions with reference to the 
construction of the bridges and their management and the 


collection of tolls for their use as it, chooses. 

But on July 11, 1916, Congress passed the first Federal aid 
road act, and since then has passed several other Federal aid 
road under which the Federal Government has contrib- 
uted hundred million dollars to the States to aid in 


acts, 


several 


the construction of improved roads for the transportation of | 


interstate commerce and for facilitating the movement of the 
mails, and for military purposes. With the improvement of 
roads and the development of motor transportation on the 
highways, most of the highways of the country have come to 
be used as channels for the transportation of interstate com- 
merce, and to this extent the States have lost their exclusive 
right to regulate them and the Federal Government has ac- 
quired certain rights in connection with the highways whenever 
it chooses to exercise its powers, 

In Indiana a drainage district organized under the laws of 
that State undertook to cut a drainage ditch across the Lincoln 
Highway, which it had the right to do under a State law, with- 
out making provision for repairing the highway with a perma- 
nent bridge. The Federal Government went into a United 
States court and asked for an injunction to prevent the drainage 
district from tearing up the highway. The injunction was 
granted, and the case was appealed to the United States Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals, where the decision of the lower court was 
affirmed, In the course of its opinion the court said (U. S. v. 
Babcock, 6 Fed. Rep. 161): 


The Government of the United States is one having jurisdiction over 
foot of soil within its territory, and acting directly upon each 


every 
citizen, * * * to which is committed power over interstate com- 
merce and the transmission of the mail. The powers thus conferred 


upon the National Government are not dormant, but have been assumed 
and put into practical exercise by the legislation of Congress. In the 
exercise of those powers it is competent for the Nation to remove ail 
obstructions upon highways, natural or artificial, to the passage of 
interstate commerce or the carrying bf the mail. It is said that the 
jurisdiction heretofore exercised by the National Government over 
highways has been in respect to waterways, the natural highways of 
the country, and not over artificial highways, such as railroads; 
* * © but the basis upon which rests its jurisdiction over artificial 
highways ts the same as that which supports it over the natural bigh- 
ways. Both spring from the power to regulate commerce, 

If this principle is true as to artificial highways such as railroads, 
why is it not likewise true as to artificial highways such as the na- 
tional highway known as Lincoln Highway, which is recognized as a 
primary interstate highway and upon which the Government has 
expended many thousands of dollars? 


In the case of Duke v. The Michigan Commission (266 
U. S. 570) the court held that a statute of the State of Michi- 
gan which authorized its public-utilities commission to re- 
quire persons using its highways for the transportation of 
interstate commerce to obtain a certificate as a common car- 
rier was unconstitutional, the court saying: 

But it is well settled that a State has no power to fetter the right 
to carry on interstate commerce within its borders by the imposition 
of conditions or regulations which are unnecessary and pass beyond 
the bounds of what is reasonable and suitable for the proper exercise 
of its power in the field that belongs to it. 


In Buck wv, Kuykendall (267 U. S. 307) the court held that 
a statute of the State of Washington which required persons 
using the highways of that State for the transportation of 
interstate commerce to obtain a certificate of convenience and 
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necessity before doing so was unconstitutional and void when 
applied to persons engaged in the transportation of interstate 
commerce. In the decision the court held that such a statute 
defeats the purpose of Congress expressed in the legislation 
giving Federal aid for the construction of interstate highways. 
In Bush Co. v. Malloy (267 U. 8. 317) the court held that a 
Maryland statute requiring persons engaged in interstate com- 
merce to obtain a certificate of convenience and necessity be- 
fore using the highways of the State was unconstitutional and 
void. 

These decisions show the trend of the courts in recognizing 
the jurisdiction of the Federal Government over the highways 
of the different States that are now used for the transporta- 
tion of interstate commerce and United States mails. And as a 
result of this additional source of jurisdiction the Federal 
Government can, when it chooses, regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waterways that are constructed as con- 
necting links on Federal-aid highways or other highways of 
the States that are used for the transportation of interstate 
commerce and the United States mails. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the 
House and Committee on Commerce of the Senate are the com- 
mittees that, under the rules, have jurisdiction of this subject. 
It may not always be a pleasant duty to perform, but it is the 
duty of these committees to consider all bridge legislation. If 
bills are filed for the consent of Congress to construct a bridge 
over a navigable waterway, it is the duty of this committee to 
consider it and report it, or refuse to report it, to the House. 
Until the time comes when the question shall be sufficiently 
settled in the public mind that Congress can know what provi- 
sions ought to be enacted into a general law, so that we can 
Wisely pass new general legislation covering all questions con- 
nected with the construction of bridges, we will have to con- 
tinue the policy of considering and passing individual bridge 
bills as they are presented by the Members. 

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. I will. 

Mr. COLTON. Referring back to the navigability of streams, 
has the gentleman found any rule determining the exact mean- 
ing of navigability? 

Mr. DENISON. There is no standard—it depends on the 
facts and circumstances disclosed in each case. The Supreme 
Court has held that the question as to whether or not this river 
or that river shall be considered a navigable waterway depends 
on the history of the river and the use that has been made 
of it for travel and transportation. 

Now, this question of bridge legislation was a very few years 
ago considered of little importance. In fact, four or five years 
ago we only had one form for all bridge bills—just a short 
consent statute permitting the bridge to be built. In fact, no 
bridges were built except railroad bridges and now and then a 
municipal bridge in some city or a town. 

But with the great change in methods of transportation, with 
the development of improved highways and motor transporta- 
tion, this question of the construction of bridges has, within 
the last few years, grown to be of very great importance to the 
country. Therefore, your committee has had to give a great 
deal of study to the provisions that should be included in the 
franchises that Congress grants for the construction of bridges. 

Now, I want to discuss for the information of the House and 
the country the policies that govern your committee in the 
preparation of the forms that these franchises should take. 

In the first place, let me say that the committee wishes to 
encourage the construction of free bridges wherever they can 
be built. Of course, we all understand that there are what are 
known as free bridges, where no charge is made for their use, 
and there are toll bridges, where a toll is charged. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is favor- 
ing and encouraging the construction of free bridges wherever 
they can be built. That is the first policy of the committee. 

In the next place we do not grant any exclusive right to 
private individuals or private companies to construct toll 
bridges. I could go into that question in detail and discuss 
it at great length if I had time. I think it ought to be apparent 
to every one of us why it would not be wise for Congress to 
grant to private individuals or to private corporations exclusive 
rights or monopolies for constructing bridges over navigable 
waters at particular places. If we should do that, if we should 
undertake to decide between various parties asking for the 
right to build a bridge over a river at a particular place, and 
if we should grant the right to one and refuse to grant it to 
another—as soon as it was granted it might immediately 
become maybe of great value and might become an object of 
traffic and speculation among unscrupulous promoters. 
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We want the country to understand that no one need pay any 
promoter a single dollar for a bridge franchise, because he can 
always come to Congress anid get one for nothing. 

We do not want to follow any policy which will place a com- 
mercial value on bridge franchises, that will result in trading 
them after they are granted, and which would encourage at- 
tempts to use improper methods to obtain them. 

The only way you can avoid that is to let the public know 
that Congress will not grant any monopoly, any exclusive right 

_ to construct bridges over any of the rivers or other navigable 
waters of the country. When we grant such a franchise to an 
individual he knows and the public knows that if any other 
responsible party comes to Congress and asks for a franchise 
to build a bridge near the same place, Congress will freely 
grant him the right to do so. 

There is one exception to this rule: If the public asks for the 
privilege of building a bridge at a certain location and if some 
private individual also asks for the right to do so, we give pref- 
erence to the public as a matter of course, 

In other words, if a State wants to build a bridge, or if a 
city or a county is asking for a franchise to build a bridge, we 
give preference to public authorities; and when we grant au- 
thority to the public to build a bridge at a particular place, we 
will not grant a similar right to any private individual or cor- 
poration. With that exception, we grant no exclusive right and 
I am sure the Members of the House, when they reflect upon 
this, will understand and approve the wisdom of that policy. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. 
tucky. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. What has been and what is now 
the policy of the committee when there are two bills seeking to 
secure a permit between two points? 

Mr. DENISON. If one of the bills is filed asking for the 
consent of Congress to a public authority like a city or a State 
or a highway commission, and the other is to a private company 
or individual, we give preference to the public authority. 

If the permits are asked for by two private individuals, and 
Members of the House or of the Senate come before us and 
upon their responsibility recommend the granting of the per- 
mits, it is the policy of our committees to grant them both and 
then let the business judgment and the business ability of the 
two individuals or two groups of individuals and public senti- 
ment determine who shall build the bridge. So far as the Fed- 
eral Government is concerned, it is entirely satisfactory if they 
build two bridges. It is a matter of business that must deter- 


DENISON, Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 


mine how many bridges shall be built and who shall build 
them. We could not safely follow any other policy. 
We can not and will not give an exclusive privilege or 


monopoly to private individuals to construct toll bridges, and if 
two or more people obtain permits to build bridges at or near 
the same place, the one who has the business ability and the 
money and public sentiment back of him is going to build it, 
and he is not going to let anybody else scare him out of it. It 
is the same principle that governs in other business matters. 
Congress does not attempt to limit the right to some one or 
another group to build a hotel or an apartment building on one 
of the streets of our city. That is a business matter, and any- 
one who wants to can build such a structure. In the construc- 
tion of bridges we do not want to say that any particular 
individual shall be given an exelusive right to construct a toll 
bridge at an important river crossing. 

We will grant him the permit to do it, and then if he has the 
money and the ability and if public sentiment is back of him, he 
will build it, and he will not let anyone else scare him out of 
it by a mere threat to build another bridge. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Has the gentleman’s committee ever given 
consideration to the question of conferring upon the War De- 
partment, without investigation by the Congress of all of these 
particular bills, a general blanket authority to issue permits to 
individuals or other associations or highway commissioners the 
right to construct bridges across navigable streams? 

Mr. DENISON. Of course, our committee has 
careful consideration to that subject. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The reason I ask that is that the passage 
of these bridge bills is largely a matter of legislative mechanics. 
It takes up a good deal of time of the committee and on the 
calendar. I would like to hear the gentleman’s observations on 
that phase of the matter if he has given it any consideration. 

Mr. DENISON. As I just stated, Congress has exclusive 
jurisdiction of this important subject. Of course, we can dele- 
gate that authority to some bureau or some official of the 
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Government, if we are willing to surrender 
the subject. That is a question for the wisd 
Bills are now pending fer that purpose. I 
last Congress filed a bill to get rid of this whole subject. 
committee at one time thought we would like get rid of it, 
that the Congress ought to get rid of it and delegate the whole 
subject to some bureau or some official of the Government. We 
have already delegated to the War Department the right to 
pass upon the plans and specifications of bridges, and before 
any bridge can be built, the plans and specifications must be 
approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War; 
but the more I have studied the subject, the more doubt I have 
as to the wisdom of delegating our jurisdiction to control the 
subject to any bureau or any official of the executive depart- 
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ments of the Government. There might be danger of abuse: 
there might be danger that the agency to whom we delegate 


the authority would give exclusive or monopolistic privileges, 
and there are other dangers it is not necessary to go into 

I have not yet come to the conclusion that it would be wise 
for the Congress to surrender this important jurisdiction and 
delegate it to some one individual or some bureau of the Gov- 
ernment. We may have to do it sooner or later. There is legis- 
lation now pending for that purpose. My colleague on the com- 
mittee, Mr. BurTNess, has a very good bill which provides fer 
that policy, now pending before the committee. But before we 
can do that it is the duty of Congress to lay down the prin- 
ciples which shall govern the bureau or other official in the 
exercise of such. a duty and to provide by general legislation 
the principles which shall govern in the exercise of that duty. 

We are now in a transitory period in the construction of 
bridges, where we have not been able yet to reach an entire 
greement on the question of policy. As soon as we have done 
that, have reached a general agreement about policies, we can 
then perhaps pass general legislation covering the whole sub- 
ject and delegate the authority to some agency of the Govern- 
ment to grant all bridge franchises. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘There is no greater or mere important com- 
mittee, in my opinion, than the committee to which the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois belongs, and I hope it wiil 
never bring in legislation delegating the power of Congress to 
any bureau in that way. 

Now, leading out from Wichita Falls, between Texas and Okla- 
homa there are two highways leading to toll bridges, and else- 
where between Oklahoma and Texas you find highways leading 
to toll bridges and toll ferries. There is one leading out of 
Dalias, and when you pass Denison and get to the Oklahoma 
line you have a toll bridge to cross or else you would have to 
cross on a toll ferry, and I could mention others between Texas 
and Oklahoma where you have a lot of toll bridges to cross. 
When you go out of Texarkana on the main highway northeast 
you soon strike the same proposition. I hope the gentleman's 
committee will act cooperatively with the Committee on Agri- 
culture, which handles the good roads proposition, and see to it 
that on ali these main highways that connect States steps shall 
be taken te provide free bridges. They are just as much needed 
Segments of the highways as any other portion of the highways. 

Mr. DENISON. Well, I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that it is the policy of our committee to favor free 
bridges wherever possible. But, gentlemen, there are places 
where free bridges can not be constructed and where they will 
not be constructed. Let us take as an illustration bridges 
over the Mississippi River between Illinois and Iowa and between 
Kentucky and Missouri, and so forth. Those are not State 
bridges. They are interstate bridges. The Federal Govern- 
ment is not going to build those interstate bridges. It costs 
from $2,000,000 to $5,000,000 to build one of them. We are 
aiding the States in constructing good roads in a limited way 
now, but it will bankrupt this Government if we ever enter 
upon the policy of building interstate bridges. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yet the finest free interstate bridge in the 
country is that between St. Louis and East St. Louis, across 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. The city of St. Louis is taxing its 
people to pay for a free municipal bridge as a municipal in- 
vestment. It has been a good investment to the city of St. 
Louis. But there are not many cities that can do what the 
city of St. Louis did. 

Mr. BLANTON. ‘Take, for instance, the section of highways 
in both Texas and Oklahoma, where the Government matclies 
dollar for dollar with the States. If the Government put up 
dollar for dollar with Texas and with Oklahoma in that way 
for bridges, many of the States would be in favor of free bridges 
and would yote money to match dollars with the Federal 
Government. 
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Mr. DENISON. No; I think it would be just the opposite. 
The people of Cairo, in my district, wanted to get a bridge 
across the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. I was asked to come 
to Congress and ask for a Government appropriation for that 
purpose. I filed such a bill in two Congresses and urged 
it as strongly as I could, but I did not get even a smile from 
anyone representing the Federal Government to approve such a 
policy. Why? The moment the Federal Government enters 
upon the policy of constructing interstate bridges it will be sure 
to cost the Government billions of dollars. There are many 
greut waterways in this country, and Congress has not yet 
reached the point where we are ready and willing to enter upon 
that kind of a policy. Since the Federal Government is not 
willing to enter upon the policy of building these expensive free 
bridges, and so long as there is no prospect of the States doing 
it, we may properly, I think, permit private capital to build toll 
bridges 

Mr. BLANTON, As one of the economists of the House, I 
am ready to vote for a measure that will have the Federal 
Government match dollar for dollar with the States of Texas 
and Oklahoma and with all other States similarly situated, to 
build free bridges as needed segments of interstate highways. 
If those bills are ever brought on the floor of the House I 
think the House will favor them. 

Mr. DENISON. T have tried that; at the same time that I 
filed a bill here asking for aid of the Federal Government to 
construct bridges across the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers at 
Cairo I made inguiries from time to timeof the Highway 
Departments of the State of Illinois, the State of Kentucky, 
and the State of Missouri to see if they would join with the 
Federal Government and appropriate funds to construct free 
highway bridges over those rivers at Cairo. I received no 
encouragement, Those States had no funds to use for that 
purpose. They were all using all they could raise for the 
construction of improved roads within their respective borders. 
They were unwilling to levy taxes upon their people to raise 
funds to construct expensive free bridges to cross the Ohio 
and Mississippi Rivers. So it is the judgment of your com- 
mittee that the time has not yet come when States will, by 
general taxation, raise funds to construct free bridges over 
the interstate rivers along their borders. When all of the 
improved highways that are needed are constructed, and when 
the people of the States are willing to be taxed to build bridges 
over the great rivers of the country, we may then expect free 
State-owned bridges. But until that time comes, we will have 
to depend upon private capital to build such improvements 
whenever public sentiment demands them. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is there not now a tendency for the 
States and subdivisions of States to finance the construction of 
bridges by issuing bonds? Is not that the modern method? 

Mr. DENISON. There has been an attempt to do that in a 
few cases. There are some of them now trying to do it, by ask- 
ing Congress to confer authority upon them to borrow money, 
when they have no such authority under their State law. The 
committee has given very careful attention to this subject, and 
we feel that there are places in this country where the people 
need the bridges and where the public authorities can not or 
will not raise the funds necessary to construct them. Until that 
can be done by the public authorfties we feel that franchises 
should be granted to private individuals to build the bridges 
with private capital. And let me say this: There is some sound 
argument in favor of such a policy. 

If we are to build a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Cairo, for instance, the farmers and business men who live in 
the upper part of the State will probabiy never see that bridge 
and never use it; and there are those who believe that it would 
not be right to tax all the people of the State several million 
dollars to enable tourists and others to cross the river at Cairo 
on a bridge instead of a ferry. 

There are a great.many people who believe that the people 
who use bridges should pay for them instead of taxing the 
people generally for that purpose. Why should the farmers of 
the State of Illinois be taxed to build a free bridge across the 
Mississippi River? And why should the people of south Texas 
and all over the State of Texas and the people of the State of 
Oklahoma be taxed to build a free bridge, or several free bridges, 
between the two States? Why not let the tourists and the 
people who use those bridges pay for them, amortize their cost, 
and then make them free? 

Mr. BLANTON. If my friend will yield, there are thousands 
of Texans who every year cross that free bridge over the Mis- 
sissippi into East St. Louis. There are thousands of them every 
year. 


RECORD—HOUSE JANUARY 19 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to leave that 
subject before I complete it. The policy of our committee is 
that when we grant the right to an individual or to a corpora- 
tion to build a bridge with private capital, we protect the in- 
terests of the public in various ways. How do we do it? I 
want to go over that subject briefly. 

In the first place, you understand that the Federal Govern- 
ment can regulate the tolls that may be charged. There is never 
one of these bridges built except at a place where there is a 
ferry and there is nobody who can regulate the ferry charges. 
A ferry is an old, antiquated, and unsafe method of crossing 
rivers, and there is no authority to regulate the tolls that are 
charged on an interstate stream. On the contrary, when a 
bridge is built, the tolls can be regulated by the Federal Govern- 
ment; and if the company or individual that builds the bridge 
charges tolls that are unfair, that are too high or unreasonable, 
anyone can make complaint to the proper Federal authority, 
an investigation will be made, and the Federal Government 
has the right to reduce the tolls. So the tolls charged on 
such bridges are subject to Federal regulation. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. By whom and how? 

Mr. DENISON, I will show the gentleman. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is, by whom? What officials or 
what group of officials? 

Mr. DENISON. The act of March 23, 1906, contains this 
provision, and every bridge in the United States over a naviga- 
ble waterway that has been built by the consent of Congress 
since March 23, 1906, is subject to this provision of law. 

Mr. GARDNER of Indiana. Are not the bridges built prior 
to that time under the regulation of the Federal Government? 

Mr. DENISON. Not if they were built before March 23, 
1906. Here is the provision in the act of March 23, 1906, under 
which the Secretary of War may regulate the tolls that are 
charged on any toll bridge constructed under that act: 

If tolls shall be charged for the transit over any bridge constructed 
under the provisions of this act, of engines, cars, street cars, wagons, 
carriages, vehicles, animals, foot passengers, or other passengers, such 
tolls shall be reasonable and just, and the Secretary of War may, at any 
time, and from time to time, prescribe the reasonable rates of toll for 
such transit over such bridge, and the rates so prescribed shall be the 
legal rates and shall be the rates demanded and received for such 
transit. 


So nobody should be afraid of the charges that will be made 
on a toll bridge, because at any time the tolls become unrea- 
sonable or the public feels that the tolls are too high complaint 
can be made to the Secretary of War, and he will have an 
investigation made immediately. He has informed us time and 
again that that is his policy, and it is the policy he carries out. 
He will have an investigation made as to the expense of oper- 
ating the bridge and its cost. After doing that he will fix the 
tolls at what will be reasonable and just, and they can not there- 
after charge any larger tolls than he fixes. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. In my State of Kentucky, on 
the eastern Dixie Highway and on the southern Dixie High- 
way—two transcontinental highways that extend entirely across 
the country—there are two bridges. One of them, I under- 
stand, cost $16,000, and last year the returns from tolls amounted 
to $126,000. Now, the Federal Government has spent millions 
of dollars in bringing business to that bridge, and I want to 
know how you can reach fellows of that kind. 

Mr. DENISON. I will tell the gentleman. That is a typical 
case and a great many of the Members do not understand situa- 
tions like that. Let me tell you how to handle that situation. 
If that bridge has been built by the consent of Congress since 
March 23, 1906, and it is over a navigable waterway of the 
United States, I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky to file 
a complaint with the Secretary of War, or have anyone else 
do it, and call his attention to the fact that they are charging 
unreasonable tolls to cross that bridge, and I will guarantee 
you will get a reduction in the tolis if they are found to be 
unjust or unreasonable. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. But suppose that bridge was 
built before March 23, 1906. The Federal Government has built 
roads to each of these bridges which bring business to them, and 
I want to know how we are going to reach them? 

Mr. DENISON. I will tell the gentleman how to do that. If 
the bridge was built way back yonder before there was any 
regulation of these matters, there may be certain vested rights 
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which we have to accept; but I advise the State of Kentucky 
to take $16,000 more and build a free bridge right by the side 
of that one, and that will stop it. Congress will grant the 
State or county a franchise for that purpose any da; 

Mr. BLANTON. May I correct one statement which the 
gentleman inadvertently made? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes; if I made one. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will investigate, he will 
find that in the case of every ferry that is on sn interstate high 
way connecting two States the War Department does assume 
control over it. It controls its rates, it controls the number of 
trips it makes per day, it controls the time it must begin these 
trips, and the time it must stop. 

Mr. DENISON. My friend from Texas is usually pretty 
accurate—— 

Mr. BLANTON. I checked that up this past summer and I 
had the owners of such ferries to tell me that the War Depart- 
ment does control them and does cause them to give certain 


service; for instance, I recall « ferry down in Missouri, par- | 


ticularly, that was caused to make more trips and to reduce 
its charges. 

Mr. DENISON. I ean not yield any further. I will state 
that if the gentleman will point out the law under which the 
War Department regulates the tolls on ferries, I will be pleased 
to have him do so. I do not think there is such a law. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, the department does it, under the law 
that gives the Government control over navigable streams 

Mr. DENISON. I want the gentleman to point out the law 
to me by which they do it. The Department of Commerce 


174 


or any prospective profits, or any earning power, but it can 
take it over by paying the actual value of the physical struc- 
ture, less deterioration 

This fully protects the public, so that if at any time the 
States or the municipalities get into a condition where they can 
financially do so, they can go into court by proper condemnation 


proceedings and take over the bridge if they want to make it a 
free bridge 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Exttorr). The time of the gentleman 
from Lllinois haus again expired 

Mr. WASON Mr. Chairman, I vield the gentleman 10 addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. DENISON. Now, in addition to this right of reeapture 
which fully protects the public, we think, we require the person 
who builds a toll bridge or the company that builds a toll bridge 
to file a sworn, itemized statement of every element of cost that 
enters into it. They have to file this statement with the Secre- 
tary of War as soon as they complete the bridge, and we are 
now requiring them to file the statement of costs with the 
highway department of the State in which the bridge is located; 
and if it connects two States, they have to file the statement of 
costs with the highway departments of the two States. 

Then we provide that at any time within three years after 
the completion of the bridge the Secretary of War may make an 
investigation of this statement of costs; we further provide 
that upon the request of the highway department of either 


| of the States, the Secretary of War shall make a full inquiry 


regulates the navigation of all rivers and requires certain | 
things as to service, but they do not control the tolls that are | 


charged, as I understand it. 

Mr. BLANTON. The War Department assumes control under 
the general law. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Is that the only remedy the 
gentlemen of the committee have thought of that is within the 
law—to build a new bridge right by the side of the old one 
which is charging excessive tolls? 

Mr. DENISON. Would not that be an effective remedy? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. That would be an effective 
remedy, perhaps. 


and investigation of the statement of costs, and then it is his 
duty to find what is the reasonable cost of the bridge—not only 
the actual cost but the reasonable cost—and whatever he de- 
termines to be the reasonable cost is the cost that shall govern 
in ense the public decides to take the bridge over by con- 
demnation. We fix the measure of damages as based upon the 
cost of the bridge, so that we protect the public against padding 
ts, against exaggeration of costs, and against any fraudu- 
lent statement of costs, 

Mr. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Has the gentleman ever had brought to bis 


of cos 


| attention by the Panamanians the question of building a bridge 


Mr. DENISON. Of course, the gentleman understands if | 


that bridge was lawfully built with private capital, we can not 
confiscate it; and if it was built before there was any such 
law as the present one, we can not regulate its tolls. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It seems to me when the Fed- 
eral Government has spent $10,000,000 to $20,000,000 to bring 
the business to that bridge, when it did not have any business 
practically at all until the Government spent that money, we 
ought to be able to take hold of it. [Applause.] 

Mr. DENISON. If the gentleman from Kentucky can figure 
out any legal remedy under the Constitution I will be glad to 
have him do so and insert it in the Recorp. I am trying to 
state what I think is the law; and I will say if that bridge 
was built by the consent of Congress, Congress has no doubt 
reserved the right to repeal, alter, or amend the law granting 
it; and if that bridge was built by the consent of Congress, 
my friend the gentleman from Kentucky can file a bill to 
repeal it and, if the bill can be passed, the Secretary of War 
will make them tear down the bridge; and he can make them 
do that at their own expense under the law. 

Mr. BLANTON. And what is to prevent us from condemn- 
ing it under the power of eminent domain as a needed national- 
highway proposition? 

Mr. DENISON. There is nothing to prevent us from con- 
demning it if there is any sufficient Federal reason for doing so. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is what we ought to do. We ought 
to exercise the right of eminent domain. 

Mr. DENISON. I suggest to the gentleman that he start 
proceedings for that purpose if he wants to. 

I want now to go ahead and contiaue iny discussion briefly 
of the policies of our committee in zranting these franchises 
to protect the interests of the public. 

First. I said we can regulate the tolls and fix them, if neces- 
sary, to make them reasonable and just. 

Second. We put in every bill that we pass a provision giving 
the right of recapture to the public. In other words, we 
give to the Federal Government or to the State government 
or any political subdivision with which the bridge is connected 
the right to go into court and condemn the bridge and take it 
over for the purpose of making it free. 

Then we limit the amount that has to be paid, after a cer- 
tain time, in order to do this; we provide that if the State 
government wants to take over the bridge after a certain 
time it can do so without having to pay for any going value, 
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over the Panama Canal? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes: I have. 

Mr. ARENTZ. What does the gentleman think about it? 

Mr. DENISON. A bridge over the Panama Canal is a very 
serious question. It involves questions of national defense that 
are very important. 

Mr. ARENTZ. The gentieman knows that there is a place 
called Bouquet ? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. ARENTZ. When Lindbergh wanted to go there the only 
way he could go was to either fly or go by boat. It seems to 
me that it would only be fair play to meet the demands of 
transportation to give them a bridge so that they might cross 
from the northern part to the southern part of their country 

Mr. DENISON. We have a splendid ferry service there now 
that answers all present needs of the people. We may some 
time find a safe way to build a bridge over the canal. 

Now, let me go a little further as to the protection of the 
public against what some think may be an imposition by private 
toll-bridge owners. 

If an individual or company has been given the consent of 
Congress to build a toll bridge, we have the right to regulate 
the tolls to be charged the public at any time; and if the public 
does not want to go ahead and buy the bridge in order to make 
it free, Congress stands ready at any time to give the public a 
franchise to build another bridge by the side of it. 

We are not only putting all these provisions to protect the 
public in every franchise we grant to build toll bridges, but in 
every bridge bill Congress reserves the right to repeal, alter, or 
amend it at any time. The Government can compel the owners 
of any bridge to change it, or remove it if it interferes with or 
obstructs navigation. 

So, the Federal Government reserves full control over the 
subject, and under the policy which the committee has adopted 
in granting these franchises we have taken every possible pre- 
eaution to protect the public; and we only grant franchises to 
private individuals when there does not seem to be any proba- 
bility of a bridge being built by the public authorities. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman believe that the pro- 
vision reserving the right to alter, amend, or repeal is suf- 
ficiently broad to justify granting another permit alongside of 
the one already built? 

Mr. DENISON. I do. Congress has absolute control over it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Has it ever been tested? - 

Mr. DENISON. The right to do it has never been questioned. 
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Now, let me state in conclusion. There are many cases where 
the States themselves can not build free bridges; they can not 
or will not tax their people to build expensive bridges over 
the rivers, especially those on their borders. They are using 
all the money they can get to improve their roads. It may be 
jong years before many of the States can raise funds to pay 
for the free highway bridges over interstate waterways. There 
is ample capital in this country that is now ready to be in- 
vested in improved bridges. Your committee sees no reason 
why, under such circumstances, private capital should not be 
allowed to be invested in order to give the people better and 
more modern methods of crossing the rivers of the country. 

I have seen statements in the newspapers within the last few 
days to the effect that American citizens invested last year 
‘2.000,193,000 in foreign countries. In other words, that vast 
amount of American capital has sought investment abroad for 
a lack of opportunities for investment in this country. Much 


of it, no doubt, was invested for the purpose of providing public 3 
purt I SI la point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near 


utilities and for other progressive developments in those coun- 
tries. Some of us think that it would not be at all unwise to 
permit some of this capital to be invested in improved methods 
of crossing the rivers of this country, provided that in per- 
mitting it to be done, we prevent the public from being ex- 
ploited and we preserve to the public the right to regulate the 
charges for the use of such bridges and save to the public 
the right to recapture them for the purpose of making them 
free, 

Mr. MANLOVE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANLOVE. I want to state that I have had four cases 
before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in 
presenting municipal bills for different counties in my district, 
and that I am personally much obliged to the chairman and the 
committee for the active and expeditious manner in which the 
business has been transacted. 

Mr. DENISON. ‘That is very kind of the gentleman. 
yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLan Ton]. 

Mr. BLANTON. The suggestion I had in mind was the fact 
that the American investment of $2,000,000,000 and more in 
Europe annually is probably responsible for all of the sentiment 
we hear expressed about canceling the debts of foreign nations 
to the United States. 

Mr. DENISON. And it would not be a bad policy to encour- 
age the investment of that American capital at home. 

Mr. BLANTON, Certainly. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. 
man yield? 

Mr. DENISON, Yes. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. The gentleman has expressed 
the conviction that the Federal Government is invested with 
exclusive jurisdiction over the navigable waters of the United 
States, that power coming under the interstate and foreign 
commerce clause of the Constitution. As a corollary of that 
conviction, does the gentleman hold that there is an exclusive 
obligation upon the part of the Federal Government to control 
the waters of navigable waterways so as to prevent floods? 

Mr. DENISON, I just spoke for an hour and a half before 
the Flood Control Committee a: and I expressed my views 
that it is the duty of the Fedefal Government to protect the 
people of the Mississippi Valley from floods, and that the Fed- 
eral Government ought to do so from the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. If there be exclusive obliga- 
tion upon the part of the Federal Government, has the Congress 
the legal right to impose upon the States and compel them to 
accept a division of that jurisdiction? 

Mr. DENISON. That is going into another question which 
I am sorry I will not have time to discuss now. I will say I 
do not think the Government can compel the States to pay any 
part of the expense required for flood control, 

In conclusion, the committee has prepared a series of stand- 
ard forms for bridge bills. They are, we believe, improvements 
over the forms used heretofore. There is an agreement between 
the committees of the Senate and the House upon these forms. 
All of these provisions to protect the public interests are in- 
serted in these forms. I shall insert them, with the consent 
of the committee, in the Recorp as a part of my remarks, and 
they will, no doubt, be made a public document, so that each 
Member of the House and the Senate can have them; and if 
in preparing bills for bridge franchises over rivers in their 
respective districts, the Members will consult the Cone@rEs- 
SIONAL Recorp and follow the form that fits the facts in the 
particular case, the bill will meet the approval of the House 
and the Senate committees, and so far as those two committees 
can control the matter, will receive the approval of the Heuse 
and the Senate. 


I now 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
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Those forms proposed for bridge bills are as follows: 
FORMS FOR BRIDGE BILLS 


JANUARY 19 


1 
(Form for publicly owned free highway bridge, intrastate) 
A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 


(Insert the name 


~>-+--=>--------------------~------>--------, to construct, main- 
of the State, county, city, or highway department) 
tain, and operate a free highway bridge across the ~_-_____ River at 


| ee 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the consent of 
Congress is hereby granted to the - Sots sithlicann an wi —— 
(Insert the name of the State, county, 

to construct, maintain, and operate a free 


city, or highway department) 
highway bridge and approaches thereto across the 


in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regu- 


late the construction of bridges over navigable waters,’ approved 
March 23, 1906, 
Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 


pressly reserved. 
2 

(Form for publicly owned free highway bridge, interstate) 

A bill authorizing the 


(Insert the name of the State, county, city, or 


to construct, maintain, and operate a free high- 
highway department) 


way bridge across the 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to fa- 
cilitate interstate commerce, improve the Postal Service, and provide 
for military and other purposes, the 


diprutatateees River, at GF MOA? ...iiiuai. 


(Insert the name of the State, 
i dsp adh ithe scecbinmmchabgheiatialannbtemsaiobttinan jacketed be, and is hereby, authorized to 


county, city, or highway department) 
construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge and approaches 
thereto across the ~...- __ River, at a point suitable to the interests 
of navigation, at or near ~.--____ , in aceordance with the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec, 2. There is hereby conferred upon the 


(Insert the name of the 
all such rights and powers 


State, county, city, or highway department) 
to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use 
real estate and other property needed for the location, construction, 
operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are 
possessed by railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge 
corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate 
or other property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, 
to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the 
proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or ex- 
propriation of property for public purposes in such State. 

Sec. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is 
expressly reserved. 


hereby 


3 
(Form for publicly owned toll bridge, intrastate) 


A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 
(Insert the name of the State, 


to construct, maintain, and 


county, city, or highway department) 
operate a toll bridge across the River, at OF DCA? ..ncccaces 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the consent of 
Congress is hereby granted to the 
(Insert the name of the State, county, 


to construct, maintain, and operate a 


city, or highway department) 
bridge and approaches thereto across the ~-.-.-.. River, at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near ~-..-- - , in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 
1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained in this act. 
Sec. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of such bridge, the rates of 
toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay the rea- 
sonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its 
approaches under economical management, and to provide a sinking fund 
sufficient to amortize the cost of the bridge and its approaches, includ- 
ing reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as possible under 
reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed -_.. years from 
the completion thereof, After a sinking fund sufficient for such amorti- 


zation shall have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be main- 
tained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be 
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so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount nex essary 
for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and its 


approaches under economical management. An accurate record of the 








costs of the bridge and its approaches, the expenditures for maintaining 

repairing, and operating the same, and of the daily tolls collected, shall 

be kept and shall be available for the information of all persons inter 

ested. 

Sec, 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex 

pressly reserved, 
t 
(Form for publicly owned toll bridge, interstate) 

A bill authorizing the : iat 

(Insert the name of the State, count city, o1 

5 . to construct maintain, and operate a_ toll 


highway department 


bridge across the River, at or near 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to pro- 
mote interstate commerce, lnprove the Postal Service, and provid for 
military and other purposes, the 


(Insert the name of the State, 
sit ee and is hereby, authorized to 
county city, or highway department 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto a 
the - : tiver at a point suitable to tl interests of navigation, 
. -. lo , in aceordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditio1 ind 
limitations contained in this act 

Suc. 2. There is hereby conferred upon — 
(Insert the name of the State, 
a ° Seapets all such rights and powers to 
county, city, or highway department 


enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess 





real estate and other property needed for the location, construction, 
maintenance, and operation of such bridge and its approaches, as are 
possessed by railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge 
corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate 
or other property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, 
to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the 
proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expro 
priation of property for public purposes in such State 
Gee; 8. Tie: COR snansmnckione qu tiidinantiie 


(Insert the name of the State, county, city, or 





Ce agemeindtianivin . is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for 
highway department) 
transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal 
rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the authority con 
tained in the act of March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 4. In fixing the rates of toll to be charged for the use of such 
bridge the same shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to 
pay for the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and oj 





the bridge and its approaches under economical management, and to 
provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the cost of such bridge and 
its approaches, including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon 
as possible under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to 
exceed -— _... years from the completion thereof. After a sinking 
fund sufficient for such amortization shall have been so provided, such 
bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the 
rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not 
to exceed the amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and 
operation of the bridge and its approaches under economical manage- 
ment. An accurate record of the cost of the bridge and its approaches, 
the expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same, 
and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall be available for 
the information of ail persons interested. 

Sec. 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


5 


(Form for privately owned toll bridge, intrastate) 


A bill authorizing ~..-~~- .., its successors and assigns (or bis or their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the ~__..... River at or near = 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to pro- 
mote interstate commerce, improve the Postal Service, and provide for 
military and other purposes, ....., its successors and assigns (or 
his or their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), be, and is hereby, 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the _._...... River at a point suitable to the interests 
of navigation at or near ~.----, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the condi- 
tions and limitations contained in this act. 

Sec. 2. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the 
Secretary of War, either the State of _._...___, any political subdivision 
thereof within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is located, 
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r two or more of them jointly, may at any icquire and take 
ver all right, title, and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and 
any interest in real property necessary therefor, by purchase or by con- 
demnpation, in accordance with the laws of such State governing the 
acquisition of private property for public purposes by condemnation or 


expropriation If at any time after the expiration of years after 
the completion of such bridge the same is acquired by cond 
expropriation, the amount of damages or compeusation 


mnation or 


be allowed 
shall not include good will, going value, or prospective revenues or 
profits, but shall be limited to the sum of (1) the actual cost of con 
structing such bridge and its approaches, less a reasonable deduction 
for actual depreciation in value; (2) the actual cost of acquiring such 
interests in real property; (38) actual financing and promotion cost, not 
to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of the cost of constructing 
and its approaches and acquiring such interests in real property; and 
(4) actual expenditures for necessary improvements 

Sec. 3. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or acquired by 
the State of or by any municipality or other political subdi 
vision or public agency thereof, under the provisions of section 2 of 
this act, and if tolls are charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll 
shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the 
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and 
its approaches under economical management and to provide a sinking 
fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor including reason 
able interest and financing cost, as soon as possible under reasonable 








charges, but within a period of not to exceed years from the date 
of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund suflicient-for such amorti 
zation shall have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be 

intained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall there 





after be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount 
necessary for the proper maintenance, p and operation of the 
ridge and its approaches under economical management An accurate 
ecord of the amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its approache 
the actual expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the 
same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall be available 
for the information of all persons interested. 

Sec. 4. The —. 


heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), shall, within 90 days after 


_....., its successors and assigns (or his or their 


the completion of such bridge, file with the Secretary of War and with 
the Highway Department of the State of . a sworn iiemized 
statement showing the actual original cost of constructing the bridge 
and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any interest in real 
property necessary therefor, and the actual financing and promotion 
costs. The Secretary of War may, and at the request of the Highway 
Department of the State of : : shall, at any time within three 
years after the completion of such bridge, investigate such costs and 
determine the accura y and the reasonableness of the costs alleged in 
the statement of costs so filed, 








and shall make a finding of the actual 
and reasonable costs of constructing, financing, and promoting such 
bridge; for the purpose of such investigation the said its 
successors and assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and 


assigns), shall make available all of its records in connection with the 
construction, financing, ana promotion thereof. The findings of the 
Secretary of War as to the reasonable costs of the construction, finane- 
ing, and promotion of the bridge shall be conclusive for the 
mentioned in section 2 of this act, subject only to review in a court of 
equity for fraud or gross mistake 


purposes 


Sec. 5. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted 


ee ee , its successors and assigns (or 





or their heirs, legal 
representatives, and assigns), and any corporation to which or any per- 
son to whom such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, 
or transferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure 
or otherwise, is hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the same 
as fully as though conferred herein directly upon such corporation or 
person. 

Sec. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 

6 
(Form for privately owned toll bridge, interstate) 


A bill authorizing —~_- inctiilgha : pailiicithe , its successors and 
assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the —_ 
at Of HOAr ...-..... 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to 
facilitate interstate commerce, improve the Postal Service, and provide 
for military and other purposes _.__...--_, its successors and assigns 
(or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), be, and is 
hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the __...... River, at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation, at or near ~~~ ., in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject 
to the conditions and limitations contained in this act. 
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Sec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon —-------_, fits successors and 
assigns (or his or their legal representatives, and assigns), all 
such rights and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, 
occupy, possess, and use real estate and other property needed for the 
location, construction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and 
its approaches as are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad 
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State in 
which such real estate or other property is situated, upon making just 
compensation therefor, to be ascertained and paid according to the laws 
of such State, and the proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the 
condemnation or expropriation of property for public purposes in such 
State. 

Sec. 3. The said —--- 


1744 


heirs, 


.---, its successors and assigns (or his or their 
heirs, legal representatives, and is hereby authorized to fix 
and charge tolls for transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so 
fixed shall be the legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War 
under the authority contained in the act of March 23, 1906. 


assigns), 


Sec. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the 
Secretary of War, either the State of _..-----, the. State ef. ........., 
any public agency or political subdivision of either of such States, 


within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is located, or any 
two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire and take over all 
right, title, and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any 
interest in real property necessary therefor, by purchase or by condem- 
nation or expropriation, in accordance with the laws of either of such 
States governing the acquisition of private property for public purposes 
by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time after the expiration 
of years after the completion of such bridge the same is acquired 
by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of damages or compensa- 
tion to be allowed shall not include good will, going value, or prospec- 
tive revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of (1) the 
actual cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches, less a reason- 
able deduction for actual depreciation in value, (2) the actual cost of 
acquiring such interests in real property, (3) actual financing and pro- 
motion costs, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of the cost of con- 
structing the bridge and its approaches and acquiring such interests in 
real property, and (4) actual expenditures for necessary improvements. 

Sec. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the States 
or public agencies or political subdivisions thereof, or by either of 


them, as provided in section 4 of this act, and if tolls are thereafter | 


charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be so adjusted as 
to previde a fund sufficient to pay for the reasonable cost of main- 
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches under 
economical management, and to provide a siuking fund suflicient to 
amortize the amount paid therefor including reasonable interest and 
financing cost, as soon as possible under reasonable charges, but within 
a period of not to exceed ~... years from the date of acquiring the 
same, After a sinking fund sufficient for such amortization shajl have 
been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and oper- 
ated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted 
as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the 
proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and its ap- 
proaches under economical management. An accurate record of the 
amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its approaches, the actual 
expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same and 
of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be available for the 
information of all persons interested. 

Sec. 6. The its successors and assigns (or his or their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), shall, within 90 days after 
the completion of such bridge, file with the Secretary of War and with 
the highway departments of the States of and 
itemized statement showing the actual original cost of constructing 
the bridge and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any interest 
in real property necessary therefor, and the actual financing and pro- 
motion The Secretary of War may, and upon request of the 
highway department of either of such States shall, at any time within 
three years after the completion of such bridge, investigate such costs 
and determine the accuracy and the reasonableness of the costs alleged 
in the statement of costs so filed, and shall make a finding of the actual 
and reasonable costs of constructing, financing, and promoting such 
bridge ; for the purpose of such investigation the said its suc- 
cessors and assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and 
assigns), shall make available all of its records in connection with the 
construction, financing, and promotion thereof. The findings of the 
Secretary of War as to the reasonable costs of the construction, 
financing, and promotion‘of the bridge shall be conclusive for the pur- 
poses mentioned in section 4 of this act, subject only to review in a 
court of equity for fraud or gross mistake. 

Sec. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted 
to _....-, its successors and assigns (or his or their heirs, legal repre- 
sentatives, and assigns), and any corporation to which or any person 
to whom such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, 
or transferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure 
or otherwise, is hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the 
same as fully as though conferred herein directly upon such corporation 
or person. 


cosis, 
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Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 
7 


(Form for privately owned toll bridge, international) 

A bill authorizing ._....--, its successors and assigns (or his or their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the River, at or near 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to facili- 





tate international commerce, improve the Postal Service, and provide 
for military and other purposes, -._...--, its successors and assigns 
(or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), be, and is 
hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the —___ River, so far as the United States 
has jurisdiction over the waters of such river, at a point suitable to 
the interests of navigation, at or near _.....-~- , in accordance with the 


provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, subject to 
the conditions and limitations contained in this act, and subject to the 
approval of the proper authorities in _...-.-.. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby conferred upon —.-----~- , its successors and 
assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), all 
such rights and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, 
occupy, possess, and use real estate and other property in the State of 
. needed for the location, construction, operation, and mainte- 
nance of such bridge and its approaches, as are possessed by railroad 
corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge 
purposes in the State of  --__.-_-., upon making just compensation 
therefor to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, 
and the proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation 
or expropriation of property for public purposes in such State, 

Gee: 6. Whee ncns..% , its successors and assigns (or his or their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), is hereby authorized to fix and 
charge tolls for transit over such bridge in accordance with any laws of 
--.. applicable thereto, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal 
rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the authority con- 
tained in the act of March 23, 1906. 

Src. 4. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights, 
powers, and privileges conferred by this act, is hereby granted to _..._--~- ‘ 
its successors and assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, 
and assigns), and any corporation to which or any person to whom such 
rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or 
who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is‘ 
hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the same as fully as 
though conferred herein directly upon such corporation or person. 

Sec, 5. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


8 
(Form for railroad bridge) 
A bill granting the consent of Congress to the ~-----~-- Company to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the ~------~ 


miver at Or G6? ..45...6, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the consent of 
Congress is hereby granted to the Company, its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and ap- 
proaches thereto across the --.. River, at a point suitable to the inter- 
ests of navigation, at or mear -~.-~---~- , in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted 
OD simian eepien sige Company, its successors and assigns, and any party to 
whom such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or 
transferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or 
otherwise, is hereby authorized to exercise the same as fully as though 
conferred herein directly upon such party. 

Sec. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved, 


9 
(Form for railroad bridge, international) 
A bill granting the consent of Congress to the ~------- Company, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the ~------. 


River at OF DCAP ..<--~oa ° 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the consent of 


Congress is hereby granted to the -------- Company, its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and ap- 
proaches thereto across the ~---~-- River, so far as the United States 


has jurisdiction over the waters of such river, at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation, at or near ~-----~~- , in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject 
to the approval of the proper authority in --------. 
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Sac. 2. | s issign rar r nd mortgs ill th 
rights, powell i ; leges iferred by th « is h gra d 
iat. Con -) 2 S sors and assigns, and any rpo 
to which or any | I » who! ich rights, powers, and ivileg bel 

old, assigned ur red, « who sbal icquire i sa 
mortgage foreclosur ) t ‘ s hereby a orized and OW i 
to ex ine ie same as f s though rred rein d mn 
~ i mrporatior n 
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10 
(Form to ex id ¢ times ) s ting a b ze 
A bill to extend © tir fo mencing and compl ig t ) 

tion of a bridge across the River, at or neal 

Be it enacted by the Senate and louse of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the tim for 
commencing and completing the const tion of the bridge across t 

River, at or near . authorized to be built by 
by the act of Congress approved are hereby extended one and 
three yeurs respectively, from the date of approva hereof 

Sec, 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this a s hereby ex 
pressly reserved 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimeus co nt to 


extend my remarks in the Rrecorp? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objex io hs 

There was ho objection. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Vinson] 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask iuimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairmen and et 
the committee, I think that the gentleman from Illinvis [| Mr. 
DENISON] should not only receive the congratulations of the 
House upon his splendid work with reference to bridge legis- 
lation but that he should receive the commendation of the 
country I feel certain that when the recapture clause which 
he initiated in bridge legislation comes to be known and under 
stood by the people of the country and benefits of its provision 
secured by the public he will receive the plaudits of the coun 
try for that pioneer work 

The independent offices appropriation bill for 1920 (H. R 
9481) hus been laid before the Congress for its consideration 
This bill, carrying appropriations for 26 independent agencies of 
this Government, would appropriate 26,195,111 toward their 
maintenance for the fiscal year of he agencies of gov 
ernment involved are as follows: 


htiemeh of 





Executive Federal Power Commission 
Alaskan Leliet 
Alien Property Custedian 


American Battle Monuments Com 


Federal Radio Commission 
Federal Reserve Board 


Federal Trade Commission 


mission General Accounting Office 
Arlington Memorial Bridge Com- Housing Corporation 

mission Interstate Commerce Commission 
Board of Mediation National Advisory Commiitee for 


Board of Tax Appeals Acronautics 

Bureau of Efficiency. Publie Buildings and Public Parks 

Civil Service Commission Smithsonian Institution 

Commission of Fine Arts Tariff Commission 

Employees’ Compensation Commis- United States Geographic Board 
sion, United States Shipping Board 

Federal Board for Vocational Edu- United States Veterans’ Bureau 
cation 


The subcommittee which prepared this measure was com 
posed of Mr. Wirt1am R. Woop, of Indiana, chairman; Mr, 
Epwarp H. Wason, of New Hampshire: Mr. Jonn W. Som 
merS of Washington; Mr. THomas H. CULLEN, of New York; 
and myself. 

The work in its preparation was most pleasant and interest- 
ing, but it is a work of responsibility : because of which, I feel 


it obligatory upon me to present a report to the Congress of | 


certain facts and conditions which developed in the preparation 
of the bill. Owing to the subject matter involved, of course, it 
is impossible to develop the entire work or any considerable 
portion thereof. I will call to your attention certain matters 
which IT think of interest to the Congress not only in connection 
with the bill under discussion for the next few days but in 
respect of other legislation. 
EXECUTIVE PPICE 

In regard to the appropriation dealing with the maintenance 

of the Executive offices, it would appear that there is carried 


| 
' 


’ 
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this bill the sum of SHO,000 « ried for tl vear to defray ex 

ii>cs al the litigatio HVE ! i oh ¢ f the oil 

ines As a maiter of f r the mui ince of the Execu 
ive Mansion and grounds | irri light reas 
Chere is a nerents 1 ulyui roy i unting 
to $1,220 There is S2.000 in t hea x item 
I t heat item is carried in another bill. Th at for the 
Executive Mansion has been obtained from the State, War, and 
Nuvy Building. Of course, that means no saving to the Treas 
ury of the United States. It is a mere matter of bookkeeping 
An appropriation of $437,180 is carried for this activity 

ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAS 

Phis agency requests appropriation for one person, name 
the Alien Property Custodian. The Budget submiited its esti 
mate in the sum of $7,500 per annum. The committee increases 
this amount to the sum of $10,000. I think that it is a reason 
able charge for the responsibility and the proper discharge of 


ficial conduct. 
It is an easy matter to attack this increase on the ground 
of economy) It can be said that the service of the present 
custodian, former Senator Howard Sutherland, has been secured 
for the lesser sum; and an argument might be presented that 
there are lessened duties involved. On October 31, 1927. there 
has been property aggregating the sum of $615,000.000, which 
had been in the possession of the Alien Property Custodian. To 
that date, $350,000,000+ had been paid out to claimants 
of this amount, more than $16,000,000 was represented in intei 
est and income derived from this property Of thi 
amount, some 358,000,000 was paid out under the 


ageregate 

Vinslow 
bill wherein the amount of the claim was limited to $10,000 

On October 31, 1927, there was property aggregating $265,- 
00.000 on hand. Of this amount, there was cash invested, 
used tor working capital, in the sum of &300,000. No interest 
was being collected upon this item. This amount is smaller 
than any similar fund at the close of any vear since the passage 
of the law. Likewise, the amount of cash with depositaries in 


the small sum of 825,000 as compared with the high mark, 
aut the close of the year, of $2.600,000--, in 1923. According 


to the record presented to us, this office, beginning with Novem 
ber 1, was made self-sustaining, which is explanatory of the 
decrease in the appropriation requested from that which was 
carried for the current fiscal year. That amount was 898,000 
This is made possible by a change in the charges against the 
property and income in possession of this office. Heretofore 
the charge has been 1 per cent on income and one-fourth of 1 
per cent on principal cash. Under the new plan the charge 
would be 2 per cent on income: nothing on receipts ot principal, 
but 2 per cent on principal paid out With this charge written 
off, Senator Sutherland states that the property will net an 
nterest earning of 344 per cent or more at the time of its 
return 

There has been a reduction in the number of employees 
between June 30, 1926, and October 31, 1927. of 55 in number 
ind an annual reduction in salaries of 363.000 

The total cost of the office, including the charge preferred 
und collected from the property in income in their hands, to 
wit : $1,500,000+, is the sum of $5,500,000 


AMERICAN BATrTL! MONUMENTS COMMI ON 


This commission has been empowered by Congress to con- 
struct fitting memorials in Europe iu honor of our soldier dead 
now sleeping on foreign soil and to commemorate their unsul- 
lied sacrifice for country. The project is now weil under way 
and consists of eight chapels erected in the cemeteries abroad, 
three large memorials and five smaller memorials commemo 
rating the combat activities in the Army, two large memorials 
and three smaller memorials commemorating the work of the 
Navy, one memorial for the Service of Supply at Tours, France; 
one joint Army and Navy memorial to be erected in Rome: and 
two bronze tablets, which will mark the general headquarters 
of the American Expeditionary Forces at Chaumont, France, 
and the headquarters of the First Army at Souilly, France 

The chapels will be located in the following cemeteries: 


Meuse-Argoune American Cemetery, near Romagn ous Montfaucon, 
France 

St. Mihiel American Cemetery, near Thiaucou Franc 

Ois-Aisne American Cemetery, near Fere-en-Tardensis, France, 

Aisne-Marne American Cemetery, near Belleau, France 


Somme American Cemetery, near Bony, Frat 


Flanders Field American Cemetery, near Waereghem, Belgium 
Suresnes American Cemetery, at Suresnes (near Paris’. France 


Brookwood Ameérican Cemetery, at Brookwood, England 


With reference to memorials outside of the cemeteries, the 


in this bill $91,280 less than the appropriation for the current | three largest ones will be erected at Montfaucon, on Montsec, 


fiscal year. 


That comes about because there was struck from ' and near Chateau-Thierry, 


France. 


ee 
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monuments will be 


1746 


The five 
follows: 

On Blane Mont Ridge, in the 

Near Bellicourt, France. 

At Cantigny, France. 

At Audenarde, near Ypres, Belgium. 


smaller battle-field located as 


Champagne r¢ France, 


gion, 


In the city of Tours, France, a monument will be erected to 
the Services of Supply. 

One of the large naval memorials will be erected at Brest, 
France, and the other in England. The three smaller naval 
memorials will be located at Gibraltar, at Corfu, Greece, and at 
Ponta Delgada, in the Azores. 

In the chapels nearest the field of activity, where a most 
distinguished class of American svldier—the missing in action 
and the unknown—lost their lives, these soldier dead will have 
their names inscribed. 

There are 3,177 in this class. The epitaph now carried on 
the crosses to the known soldier dead will be preserved in the 
chapel. The epitaph of the Unknown Soldier will be there. 
It is: 

Ilere lies in honored glory an American soldier known but to God. 


The authorization for this work is $3,000,000, and it is stated 
that the plans of the commission will be within this limitation. 
Incidentaily, I inquired if the commission was satisfied with 
the chapels and memorials so designed, and we were told that 
they were considered suitable and appropriate and in keeping 
with the dignity of our Nation. 

This item carries an appropriation of $700,000. It is the hope 
of the commission that this work will be completed in the fiscal 
year 1930. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. 
rupt the gentleman there? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. May I ask the gentleman what 
is the estimated cost of this memorial work we are doing in 
France? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I can give the gentleman the 
estimated and the authorized cost. The entire project is to be 
earried through at an expense of $3,000,000 according to the 
program of the American Battle Monuments Commission, under 
the congressional authority. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I ask the question for the 
reason that I have a bill, as the gentleman knows, proposing 
the construction of a memorial shrine on.the battle field at 
Chalmette, La., and 1 put the cost as an estimate at $250,000. 
I just wanted to see if the figures relatively would correspond. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It occurs to me that the project 
in regard to that battle field is a splendid one, and I can assure 
the gentleman that it has my hearty cooperation. 

ARLINGTON MEMORIAL 


The foundation and substructure of the Arlington Memorial 
Bridge is practically finished; a contract for the superstructure 
has been made and the stone therefor, in large part, is on hand, 
cut, and ready for use. We are told that they are keeping pace 
with the schedule originally planned and that the bridge will 
be completed in 1930 or 1931. ‘The authorization for the bridge 
is $7,500,000. This bill carries for this item $2,300,000. Upon 
pages 30 to 33, inclusive, of the hearings there is a detailed and 
itemized statement of the expenditures of this commission, clos- 
ing with November 30, 1927. This amount is $2,656,809.05. 

This bill would carry the same number of employees at the 
same salary appropriated for 1928. 

UNITED STATES BOARD OF MEDIATION 

This is the first year of the life of this activity. 
field was begun October 1, 1926. 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, there were 265 
cases submitted to it. Eighty-one of these cases were settled 
without the necessity of setting up a board of arbitration; 57 
were settled through mediation; 15 were withdrawn through 
mediation, and 9 were withdrawn voluntarily. One hundred 


Mr. Chairman, may I inter- 


BRIDGER COMMISSION 


Work in the 


and sixteen cases were adjusted so far as the responsi- 
bilities of the Board of Mediation are concerned. Of this 
last class, 32 cases Avere submitted to arbitration, of which 


number 15 had been concluded by awards and, since the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year, several other arbitrations have been con- 
cluded. There were 8 cases of which the board did not take 


jurisdiction. 

At the end of the year 149 of the total of 265 cases received 
remained unsettled. 
mediation. 

There are two general classes—those invelving wages, rules, 
and working conditions falling in one group, and the so-called 


Of this number, 92 had been assigned for 


| there had been filed with this board 32,598 cases; 13, 
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grievance cases which fall in the second group. There haye been 
85 of these so-called grievance cases submitted for adjustment, 
but there does not seem to have been disposition of any consid- 
erable number of them. The explanation for the delay in the 
complete adjudication of such cases is the failure of the indi- 
vidual or group alleging the grievance and the employer in 
agreeing upon the matter in which the adjustment board will 
be set up. The law provides that such board will be set up by 
the employer and the party aggrieved. 

Under the statute, when mediation fails it is the duty of 
this board to induce the parties to the mediation to enter upon 
an arbitration agreement. If the dispute goes to arbitration 
and an award is made, it may be entered in the Federal court as 
a judgment of court. There has been only one appeal from an 
arbitration award. It was made by the carrier. There are 
five less employees to be paid under this bill, with a consequent 
reduction of $20,910 in salaries, than were appropriated for 
in 1928. 

The appropriation seems to be $42,098 less than that carried 
in the bill for the present fiscal year, which is made up of 
the decreases in salaries and in the appropriations for the arbi- 
tration board. 

The record discloses that arbitrations are ascending in num- 
bers. 25 and 
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Their costs have run between a minimum of $228.25 
a maximum of $14,606.80. With only $33,000 to run them past 
July 1, it is very evident that the amount carried in this bill 
will be considerably insufficient. So it is very probable that 
the total cost for 1929 will exceed that of 1928. 

There is a rent item in connection with this activity to which 
I would call attention. The quarters of this board are located 
in the Earle Building. They use 7,057 square feet of space, for 
which they pay the sum of $13,800—a rate of $1.94 per square 
foot. 

Mr. 
there? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. COLLIER. I asked the question the other day, but 
could not get an answer as to approximately how much the Gov- 
ernment pays for rentals in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I have not been able as yet to 
reach the sum total, but it is my purpose to procure that and 
to convey the information to the House. 


BOARD OF TAX APPBRALS 


The amount carried in this bill is $720,740, which is $7,960 
in excess of the appropriation for the present fiscal year. This 
increase is added amount for printing and binding the opinions 
of the board. 

The work of this board has sped up considerably in compari- 
son with the work of previous years, yet there remains much 
more to be done to make their work current. In 1925, they 
disposed of 995 cases in written findings of facts and opinions; 
in 1926, 990; in 1927, about the 2,000 mark in formal opinions. 
In November of this year, 496 new cases were filed and 516 were 
actually closed. 

It might be well to show that up to December 1 of this year 
776 actually 
closed. At the time of the hearing there were 16,310 cases 
awaiting trial with an edded number of 1,615 pending the 
outcome of the negotiations between the commissioner and the 
taxpayer. This made a total of 17,925 eases on the docket 
awaiting trial. Of this number, there are some 1,800 involving 
one question affecting the Osage Indians. The chairman of the 
board estimated that 25 per cent of the cases on the docket 
would be settled without trial. He informed us that they were 
hearing cases now that were from eight months to a year old. 
In the present tax bill a provision is carried which, if enacted 
into law, would authorize the board to write memorandum 
opinions in cases of no special importance, or purely fact cases, 
without the necessity of separate findings of fact. This would 
speed up their work to some degree. 

It is interesting to note that cases of any amount are con- 
sidered by the board, $0.83 being the smallest amount involved. 
The average case involves $20,000 and the docketed cases involve 
approximately $750,000,000. 

There was some discussion at the hearings in respect of the 
disposition of old records. It seems that they are kept current 
for six months. Some suggested that after the specified time, 
some said three years and some five, that these records might 
be destroyed. It occurs to me that the value of these records 
for future use, both in civil and criminal proceedings, has been 
underestimated by those who would acquiesce in their destruc- 
tion. It is a court record involving in many instances millions 
of dollars, and might well be useful either on the part of the 


COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
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Government or on behalf of the taxpayer. It occurs to me that 
the same practice should be followed here that is followed in the 
Supreme Court, namely, the preservation of the entire record 
upon which the case in that court is adjudicated 

The rent item for this activity is $57,000. It represents an 
increase Of $5,750 for added space over 1928. Quarters for this 
activity are in the Earle Building and, while the record is 
rather indistinct, the lowest average per square foot is $1.89 

There is no reduction in personnel contemplated, with an 
increase in salaries of $11,940 

BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY 


This item carries $210,350, which is same amount as present 
year. There is a decrease of four employees which, with the 
increase of salaries, makes a net reduction on salaries of $3,000, 


ee 


[ realize that there is considerable opposition developed to | 


the work of this bureau and particularly as it affects the Dis 
trict of Columbia. It is an easy matter to realize the attitude 


of the departments, especially those in the District, toward their | 


work. I am frank in the statement that while I have not had 
the opportunity to make an exhaustive study of the work of 


this bureau, from what I have seen of it I am inclined to think | 


that its function is a much-needed work. 

In the Bureau of Engraving and Printing they made recom 
mendations for a new method of handling bank note currency 
orders in the wetting division, which resulted in the saving of 
ene clerk. A new method of examining currency backs reduced 
the spoilage to a very marked degree. There was saved in 
1927 more than 9,000,000 sheets of distinctive paper plus the 
cost of the previous printing operation. Including the cost of 
the paper, the labor, and ink required to print backs aggre- 
gate $13.04 per thousand. Deducting the total amount charged 
against the printers for spoilage in 1927 of $558.40, there is a 
saving of $135,000. According to the testimony of Mr. Brown, 
there has been a saving of more than $100,000 in the number- 
ing division, due to recommendations of this bureau 

At the present time the matter of using paper wipers on the 
presses in lieu of rag wipers is being tested out with apparent 
success. Not only is finer work done, but there is a saving of 
approximately 50 per cent of the ink. Incidentally, they are 
experimenting now with a defibering machine that not only 
will recover all the old bills but will be able to take care of 
the paper toweling. 

The plates are now being made for the making of the smaller- 
size currency, which will probably be put into circulation next 
year. It is estimated that this innovation will make a saving 
of about $2,000,000 a year. 

A movement was instituted to permit purchase, in bulk, of 
food supply for Federal Government organization in the Dis- 
trict which effected an annual saving estimated at $25,000. In 


connection with the purchase of supplies for the Government, | 


though it developed there was some effort at coordination in | 


the purchase of supplies in the District, there is an opportunity 
to effect a saving of much money by some attention to this 
work by the Congress as it affects other purchases 

Investigations into the various departments of the District 
government, which were made at the requests of various com- 
mittees of Congress, the commissions of the District, and the 
Budget Bureau, there were several investigations into the ac- 
tivities of the District. From the noise which has gone up it is 
evident that the estimated annual saving in this work of some 
$160,000 has not been pleasing to certain persons in the Dis- 
trict. In the hearings is a specific statement of the investiga- 
tion made with the consequent savings. 

Relative to automobile tags, it is shown that whereas thes 
cost approximately 15 cents per pair last year, a tag this year 
manufactured by a plant which cost $17,250, for which the ap- 
propriation was made by Congress, will cost 11 cents this year, 
inclusive of depreciation and amortization of the cost of the 
plant. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


~~» 


This bill carries an appropriation of $1,098,752, a decrease of 
§$100,000+ over the appropriation for the preceding year. There 
seems to be an increase of about 381 additional employees 
There is an increase of traveling expenses of $12,000. 
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arrests, and approximately 300 more were similarly identified, 
but who had not made false statements. The value of this 
work is obvious. This item will extend the fingerprint work 
to other cities with an increased appropriation of $6,000, 

There is an item of $8,000 for research and examination tests: 
and $4,000 for one person to have charge of the New York City 
office. This does not entail a full increase of $4,000, as here 
tofore the secretary at New York has been detailed from the 
customs service. He did part-time service 

The rent item for the Civil Service Commission is $22.92 
The rate per square foot is 80.5145 

Mi SSLON h \ ALES 

The item for this activity is e same which was apprepr 
ated for 1928, namely, $7.300. According to their report to us 
by way of the hearings. the quantity of work which they were 
called upon to do was very considerable. The manner in which 
it was done is strictly a personal conclusion 

} ii LI Ss oe *ENSAT \ COMMISSION 

The total amount carried in this bill for this item is $3.675,- 
O0U, as compared to $3,648,240 for the present fiscal vear. 
There is an increase of SO employees : an increase in salaries, 
supplies, travel, and so forth, of $75,460 as compared with this 
year; $1,800 in printing: $50,000 less in the employees’ compen 
sation fund than in 1928 

‘he longshoremen’s compensation act in the main is respon 
sible for the increased personnel and increased allowance for 
personal service. 

Under the Federal act of 1916 there have been about 20,000 
claims a year filed. The number of injuries under the long- 
shoremen’s act was estimated at 40,000 a vear. Rent of build 
ings is for quarters of the district offices. In 12 cities the 
average per square foot is $1.07 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Apparently there is an increase in personnel of 29 and a con- 
sequent increase in salaries of $80,540. As a matter of fact, 
there is no increase in personnel working under this commission 
nor in salary allowances. Heretofore personnel has been de- 
tailed to this commission from various departments and their 
salary paid from the department from which they were detailed. 
Now it is proposed to put them under the commission itself 
without increase in pay. It should inure to the benefit of the 
commission in morale. There is no increase in the total amount 
appropriated, 

Under the act the commission is authorized to collect reason- 
able annual charges for the purpose of reimbursing the Gov- 
ernment for the administration of the act. There is an ad- 
ministrative charge against licenses on a basis of the primary 
horsepower of the projected license. The charge is 10 cents a 
horsepower for the first year, 15 cents for the second year, and 
for the third and every year thereafter 25 cents per horsepower. 

FEDERAL RADIO COMMISSION 

This item carries an amount of $80,560, with an increase in 
personnel of some 10 persons, The increased appropriation is 
$28,374. However, it is a new institution. 

A very interesting discussion of the general subject was pre 
sented to the committee. It was shown that there were only 
S9 wave lengths for broadeasting which could be used in the 
United States: that there were approximately GSO broadcasting 
stations in this country. Twelve of the wave lengths allocated 
to this country are being shared between Canada and tlie United 
States. Canada has six wave lengths, which they may use ex 
clusively, while we have 77. 

The commission pointed out that radio was only a small part 
of the radio picture. We insert ap excerpt from the testimony 





| of Mr. Caldwell, acting chairman of the commission, setting 


The increase in the salaries is due, in the main, to additional | 
examinations with the accompanying typists, clerks, and so | 


forth, necessitated by the increase in the commission's work, 

due to legislation in the Sixty-ninth Congress. This additional 

employment will cost $45,060. The promotions pay $15,000. 
During the last fiscal year 5,974 other eligibles were sum- 


moned for finger printing in New York City, 893 of whom for | 


apparently obvious reasons failed to appear. Of those who ap- 
peared 122 were identified as having arrest record, who jad 
made false statements in their applications concerning such 


forth the activities who are desiring to go upon the air. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


Wide interest has been aroused in the public hearing n the lio 
short-wave situation announced by the [Federal Radio Commission to 
be held at Washington, beginning at 10 m. January 17, 1925 

Many different groups have requested opportunity to present their 
claims to be assigned channels in this part of the radio spe mi. 


Among those applying to be heard are: 
Newspaper services 
Communication companies, domestic and transoceanic 
Airplane operating companies, 
Navigation companies, 
Railroads 
Department store chains 
Electric railways 
Interurban bus systems. 
Electric power transmission systems, 
Mining and oil companies. 


os 
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Lumber companfes, 

Farm cooperative organizations. 
Motion-picture producers 

Police and fire 
Forest and watershed patrols. 
Ranch owners. 


alarm systems, 


Remote resorts and botels. 

Operators of facsimile transmission services, 
Radio manufacturer 

Television inventors. 


Radio roadcasters 
}? rs and shippers 


In nddition, representatives of the Army and Navy and of other 
Government servic which operate or supervise short-wave communi- 
ation y mm ship compasses, ship beacons, fog signals, airplane 
service iirplal beacons, and miscellaoneous short-wave systems are 
ilso expected to attend and to tell of the developments which they are 
waking and which might be affeeted by assignment of near-by short- 
wave channels to commercial services. 


In view of the and diversified applicants of short-wave chan- 
in sight, and since the present hearings are arranged to 
commission in formulating future policies for the assignment 
all persons appearing at the hearings will be 
the general claims of their respective 


many 
nel ilready 
iid the 
of short-wave channels, 


asked to discuss, initially, only 


classes of service to recognition in the short-wave bands, reserving 
their own specific applications for presentation at the close of the 
general discussion, 

Representatives of each class of service applied for will be partic- 
ularly invited to discuss: 

(1) The dependence of such service upon short-wave radio rather 
than wire or other means, 

(2) The humane, social, and economic importance of their proposals. 

(3) The number and position of channels believed available for such 
servi 

(4) Power required and interference likely to be caused to other 
services and other countries, 


(5) The probable total number of applications which will be made 
for such service within the next five years by all applicants in their 
lass 

All persons who feel that they can contribute information for the 
benefit of the commission are invited to be present and to take part 
in the discussion, 

O. H, CALDWELL, Acting Chairman, 
GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 


Appropriation for this activity is $3,820,000, which is $23,400 
less than the appropriation for the present fiscal year. There 
is a reduction of five employees and total salary reduction of 
$15,000. There is a reduction of $22,400 for contingent ex- 
penses and a reduetion of $1,000 on the printing. 

HOUSING CORPORATION 


The appropriation for this item is $475,750 or $88,486 less 
than for the past fiscal year. This is due to a decrease in 
office force in the District of Columbia of one person, an audi- 


tor, at a salary of $3,000 per year; $7,000 due to the closing of 
eertain field offices. These offices so discontinued are New 


London, Waterbury, and Bridgeport, Conn.; Niagara Falls and 


Watervliet, N. Y¥.; Alliance and Niles, Ohio; and Craddock- 
ville, Va. 

Some of these offices were consolidated with others. The 
main item in the reduction being ($76,886) a lesser amount 


appropriated for the maintenance, operation, and management 
of the hotels which seems to be very faithfully taken care of 
under the direction of Mrs. Sumner. 

In the hearings it developed that there are four buildings 
in the District of Columbia under their jurisdiction which are 
occupied by other than Government hotels. The juvenile court 
of the District of Columbia occupies one building—four floors— 
19,564 square feet of floor space. Two buildings with floor 
space of 56,592 square feet are occupied by the National Guard, 
District of Columbia, 

The Housing Cerporation informs us that this space is 
furnished these Dfstrict activities free of rent, the District 
paying a service charge. They pay what is supposed to be 
their proportion of the coal cost and their proportion of the ice 
It seems that the Public Buildings Commission was the 
authority for the use of these buildings by the Dis- 
trict activities. 

The operation 


cost, 


source of 


of the laundry has been handled skillfully. 


The departments not having their own laundry are using it. 
All departments sending more than 50,000 towels per month 
during the last year were given a reduced rate of $0.40 per 
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100, and yet the laundry operated at 
thousand dollars. A further reduction has been made, and this 
year the same rate was given to departments having 25,000 or 
more towels per month. There were laundered 2,500,000 towels 
and 59,000 miscellaneous pieces, 
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a profit of about a 


Before this laundry got into this game the ayerage cost 
per 100 for the laundry of towels was $1.17. The lowest cost 
was $0.68 and the highest cost about $2. It is fignred thai 
there was a saving of $5,000 last year in its operation. 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTER FOR ABPRONAUTICS 
The appropriation carried for this item is $600,000, an in- 


crease of $50,000 over appropriation for the last fiscal year. 

There is a new item of $30,000 for monoplane to be used in 
connection with flight reach. Heretofore biplanes alone have 
been used in this connection. There is a slight inerease in 
personnel and salary charge in the District and likewise in 
the field. 

I would like to inquire of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Wason] if he can give me information as to what was 
done in respect of the $75,000 to construct an additional wind 
tunnel. Does the gentleman know whether that is earried in 
the bill? 

Mr. WASON. I do not think it is, 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. As I recall it, when it left the 
subcommittee the bill was to carry $75,000 for this new wind 
tunnel, which we thought would be of real benefit to this re- 
search work. I might say in regard to the wind-tunnel work 
that this country seems to occupy a position of preeminence. 


England has sought from us information in regard to this 
work and is building a similar wind tunnel. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND PUBLIC PARKS 
A total of $2,584,980 is carried in the bill. This is an in- 


erease of $130,510 over the bill for 1928. An item of $30,000 
under the item of “services” shows an increase of 21 persons, 
with increased salary of some $13,970. 

Under the item of “ general expense 


” 


we find an increase of 


$116,540. This commission has taken over several buildings, 
namely : 

ON faecal I ciel a ee Ne ee 600 
In AI hs id al lspci calico 12, 000 
I ell lis eieisliin ch Cae wetbilbciil 13, 000 


There is an item of $10,000 for new elevator in the Winder 
Building that seems to be needed; an item of $7,000 for uni- 
form for the guard, which is defended upon the ground that 
their salary is $85 per month. 

It is very interesting to review the cost of rents under this 
activity. I will insert a table showing the rental cost, floor 
space, date received for operation, and cost per square foot: 














| | } 
Floor ei5 
Jame of building Rental | area | Date received ; - per 
Name of building venta | (square | for operation square 
feet) foot 
_ Se Renpenes | teal ! 
| | | | 
Oivil Gorvice.....cceccadwoon siaeaittainii | $21, 875. 00 | >| July 11,1923) $0.51% 
I a ae 21, 875. 00 | |... do | ‘ 
BET. cc. nck nxbencdbaann ae.) 20, 000. 00 | 
462 Louisiana Avenue--_..... -~| 12,000. 00 
a en 75, 000, 00 
Interstate Commerce | 72,058.00 | 
IN 5 xi ost dc atldinasestaiden iiadadddh toiasanonie 75, 000. 00 
ONE, sens cdittidddoodith cbwehigenia 24, 000. 00 
re OREN... cncumemaespanane 40, 000. 00 
i 68, 964. 70 
GED ENGNG GUINOR .. cadecdandascés uabseceuetes 
Kalorama Road garage............./........-... 13, 000 | 





The upper floor of the Canal Street garage is to be used as 
files for the General Accounting Office, which moved out of a 
building in the Mall when it was torn down. ‘The lower 
floor is being used for garage purposes. It houses 44 Depart- 
ment of Agriculture cars, and 7 machines of the General 
Accounting Office. 

The Kalorama Road garage is being used for some 89 ma- 
chines of the departments, 5 State, 12 Veterans’ Bureau, 1 
Trade Commission, and 4 Alien Property Custodian cars. 

TARIFF COMMISSION 

This bill carries appropriation of $754,000 for this activity, 
an increase of $68,000 over present year. There is an inerease 
in personnel of six persons and total increase in salaries is 
$10,690. The major portion of the increase is in travel trans- 
portation which includes per diem in lieu of subsistence. I 
thought it might be of interest to the membership to insert a 
summary table of reports by the Tariff Commission to the 
President for purposes of section 315 of the tariff act of 1922, 
showing the action of the President thereon: 
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Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It is interesting to note that of Taste I—Continued 
these commodities, paint-brush handles, phenol, and bobwhite 
quail are the only commodities upon which the tariff has been or Commodity Nature ofr 
reduced by action of the Chief Executive. ; 
For the information of the House, I will insert three tables i aoe 
which embrace the commodities upon which application for SCHEDULE a Chemica i 
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sion: 50 | Chloride of magnesium e 
, ’ , - 71 Decolorizi carboi ) 
TARLE I Commodities upon which applications have been received but 75 | Oxide of Seon ; 
concerning which no final action has been taken by the commission 77 | Varnish a 
| 80) itr of pot 
UNDER SECTION 315 Nitrate of pota . 
5 (slau De Saits Wo 
- _ poe ne — - ; — 33 Formate of ia Do. 
1 ritanium : 1 Do, 
y \, ' 
on “te Commodity Nature of request 
SCHEDULE 2 farths, earther re nd 
—— = EE —— —_ —— = ssyare 
| 
| SCHEDULE 1.— Chemicals, oils, and paints 
| | BOS | Sl winiengeinnees ah . Increase 
5 | Hydrogen peroxide.................... Increase | 206 | Pumice stone_-..-. Decrease 
ah. og. Te ee Decrease 207 | China clay Ir 
SD I, Ci vets is aewecactaduaion | Do Mica I 
28 | Certain coal-tar dyes ‘ Do Chemical stoneware I 
Re Licorice root oushineamdelign : ijustment of duty. 213 | Graphite I ! decrease, 
42 | Casein glue cian Decrease 214 | Diamond dye i 
44 | Inks, printing lithograph._.......... Increase 214 | Feldspar 0 
48 | Licorice extract........ eh eee ee Adjustment of duty. 218 | Clinical thermometers._............_. [ncrease 
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i k 
0 Whiting a May 1¥27 | Field work comple 
2 Phe la 1 3 | Report submitted t Oct. 7 lent 
| proclaimed decrease in rat luty fror 40) r cent 
base mn American selling price and 7 cent er | nd 
to 20 per cent based on American selling price at 3 
per pound, Oct. 31 27 
| a anata do ibmitted to Presider 5, 19 President 
proci ed decrease in rate fr 10) per cent 
} based on Armerican selling 1 ents per vil 
} to 20 per cent based on Amer g pr ‘ 5 
cents per pound. July 20, 1: 
28 | Synthetic phenolic resin seiisaiaieclnaaes an - Investigation temporarily suspended 


Logwood extract 
Edible gelatin 


Final report before commission 
Final report in pryparati n 











: ue eR ansies Field work compieted 
‘Animal and vegetable o id fats Feb 8, 1924 | Hearing held 
| 54 | Linseed or flaxseed oil althdeansail .....| May 4, 1923 | Report submitted to the President.* 
80 | Potassium chlorate... —— ...| Mar. 27,1923 | Repor ubmitted to the President Apr. 3, 1925 The 
President proclaimed incre n duty from |! ts 
per pound to 24 cents per pound Apr. 11, 192 
80 | Pot um permanganate bin May 26,1927 | Field work completed 
83 Sodium nitrite wate a d lo Report submitted to President Apr. 26, 1923 President 


proclaimed increase in duty from 3 cents to 4)4 cents 
per pound May 6, 1924, 
83 | Sodium phosphate Field work completed. 
1 Includes 10 oils upon which specific application has been made 
2 Report returned by the President with request for additional information. 
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7 
TarRLe I'll y efigatio ipxtif cd and present status thereof Continued 
I | | 
er € Comm ty I r a I us 
Ir gat wustie maet P 
@ i 
; ’ | 7% ent July 6, 192 
Behe e2.—I] ths, earthenware, and { f I \fagr te and magnesite brick.......-.- ! Aug. 11.1 inere ude 1 e f 
War’ \ { : i 
6 I i ; 
in t 4 t 1uU ea 
re . l it pound t f I i, 
Ne 10, 1927 
I r 7 aid Jan § t Fin eport I ration 
"T } ware Mar. 19, 192 Field work compl i 
218(217)| Perfum d io otth : May 26, 1927 D 
a4 Window ol do Dome field work mpleted 
22 Cast } iy 1 of | May 5,192 Hearing eld. Additional data ot d nd 
eens e inve he eld 
Miirr se on ea ee ee MI 97, 192 1) 
23 (rranite _ i eo a eee u , 1925 Final epar 
Beheduk —Metals and manufactures of_. Ol Pig iron a eet St Mar. 27, 1923 Report it Pr dent } 1927. Pr nt 
I | I e of d I 75 ¢ r 
68 » ‘ lay 4,192 Rey to President O 192 nt 
| proclaimed increase in duty from $3 per no 45 
per cent ad valorem $3 Per me ind 27.1 | nt 
I d on American selling price Dec, 12, 1925 
Meta I ! J 7 Inve nporarily suspended 
5 | Sere ee i Repor i to President July 22, 1925. President 
proclain » in duty from 55 cents to 82!3 
ents per 100 leaves (not exceeding equivalent of 35¢ by 
>; inches). Additional duty on leaves exceeding this 
| | ize in same proportion, Feb, 23, 1927 
306 Print rollers a ets eS = ee ee | May 4,1923 | Report submitted to President Oct. 7, 1925. The Presi- 
| lent proclaimed increase in duty from 60 per cent ad 
| valorem to 72 per cent ad valorem June 21, 1926 
| wer hearing held Aug. 6, 1923, in re authority 
| of commission to investigate this paragraph Oct. 12, 
Bchedule 4.—Wood and manufactures of 401 | Logs of fir, spruce, cedar, and western \July 2, 1923 1923, reported to President and gation discon- 
hemloct j Apr. , 1924 tinued; Apr. 1, 1924, investigation ordered at request 
of President. Final report in preparation. (See 
} ! '{ Seventh annual report, pp. 13, 14, 72-85.) 
| 41 Paintbrush handles..................- Bo Mar. 27,1923 | Report submitted to President Oct. 2, 1926. The Presi- 
dent proclaimed decrease in duty from 3344 per cent to 
1024 per cent Oct, 14, 1926. 
4110 | Bentwood chairs................... Apr. 23,1925 | Hearing held. 
Behedule ugar, molasses, and manufac i ugar Sl ak Mar. 27,1923 | Reports submitted to President July 31 and Aug. 1, 1924, 
tures of | Statement issued by President on June 15, 1925. 
503 | Maple sirup and sugar 25, 1927 | Hearing held. 
04, Rare s ms 11, 1923 | Investigation temporarily suspended. 
Behedule 7 Agricultural products and pro- 07 Milk and cream____- 4, 1926 | Field work completed. 
Visiob | | 
DS I css. cititninintarttnaitabitaniasaniecaitiaialiiaiaiet tind ; July 14, 1924 | Report submitted to President Feb. 25, 1926. The 
| : } President proclaimed increase in duty from 8 cents per 
} | | pound to 12 cents per pound Mar. 6, 1926. ‘ 
| 710 | Swiss cheese.......... ineichainit iad enema Aug. 9, 1924 | Report submitted to President Apr. 16, 1927. President 
| | proclaimed increase in duty from 5 cents per pound 
} | | but not less than 25 per cent ad valorem, to 7! cents 
| | | per pound but not less than 37% per cent ad valorem, 
| | June 8, 1927 
. | EE May 19, 1925 | Report submitted to the President Sept. 28, 1925. On 
| | | Oct. 3, 1925, the President proclaimed a decrease in 
| | | duty from 50 cents each to 25 cents each. 
713 | Eggs and egg products............- aati Aug. 4, 1926 | Field work completed 
Lok ee Investigation completed. 
| te ER ininihicig tkbnninieatinmeun aaensiancinieaies | June 24, 1927 | Field work in progress. 7 
| } |{Report submitted to President Mar. 4, 1924. Presi- 
| | dent proclaimed change of rate of duty on wheat from 
j 729 : . a ) a ill 30 cents to 42 cents per bushel; wheat flour, semo- 
730 }w heat and wheat procucts..........--.--- pov. 4, 1923 | lina, ete., from 78 cents to $1.04 per 100 pounds; bran, 
| shorts, and by-product feeds, from 15 per cent ad va- 
: | lorem to 744 per cent ad valorem, Mar. 7, 1924 
= } | [Report sent to President, Nov. 25, 1927. President 
seme ) Ohepries......coconecece i i ie cae | Mar. 22, 1927 proclaimed increase in duty from 2cents per pound 
} i| to 3 cents per pound Dee. 3, 1927, 
a | May 26,1926 Domestic field work completed. 
760 | Cottonseed aie asieteitedattieiitiaiaiasisibannnimaies Saeed eh Do. 
760 | Flaxseed_......-.- |; Aug. 4,1926 Do. 
760 | Soy beams.......... esate _.| May 26, 1926 Do, 
768 | Onions..-. sie ..| July 23, 1926 =. : ted 
770 | Fresh tomatoes.........-- & ..| June 10,1927 | Field work completed. 
770 | Canned tomatoes 2 do._......| Domestic field work completed, 
ee oD it oss. wn ncncnscainecaceaenn | Oct. 14, 1927 Do 
Ea Kchedule 9.—Cotton manufactures..........- 915 1, i aa et 97 10902 |fReports submitted to President June 12, 1925, State 
Bchedule 14 I iia id iit nig 8 1430 ih otton gloves of warp-knit fabrics... ....|| Mar. 27, 1923 { ment issued by President Oct. 3, 1925, 
Schedule 9.—Cotton manufactures........... 915 | Cotton warp-knit fabric..................- ~~ 
| Oe I a cise cases cnet onnns} ail sot oo | Investigation completed. 
t 2 : 
Sel A> IEEE. conacnccunanutsiocwbas { A Ie sacs lps ta lsbin stone candice tilledacinioms moeniiggeencana Mabon A 
cl 10.—F lax, hemp, and jute.......... Ooo ee a Investigation completed 
Bol 1.— Woo! and manufactures of__... et et eee sunnensatnestniibe: Oct. 28,1926 | In progress. — ea 
Kel 13.—Papers and books.............| 1313 | Wall pockets....................... dein Mar. 27, 1923 | Report submitted to President Oct. 1, 1925. Statement 
| | issued by President Oct. 3, 1925. 
> | > 
Schedule 14,.—Sundrieg............. eoceoene=if = }imitation ORION... .cstconcuisciineeensamiaiies | May 26,1927 , Field work completed. 
1406 | Men’s sewed straw hats....--..-.-...---..| May 29,1924 | Report submitted to President Feb. 4, 1926. The Prest- 
| dent issued proclamation increasing rate of duty on 
straw hats valued at $9.50 or less per dozen from 60 per 
»: } cent to 88 per cent. Duty on other straw bats re 
mained unchanged Feb. 12, 1926. 
; 1419 | Artificial flowers, fruits, ete.?......-....-.. Mar. 27,1923 | Investigation temporarily suspended. 
1454 Smokers’ articles of synthetic phenolic | May 4, 1923 | Do. 
resin, | 
1454 | Brierwood pipes... .......................- | iene dididi sic Field work completed. 




















1 Includes applications on lace curtains and mosquito bars. 3 Includes applications upon 2 specific commodities, 
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A Al »MIMIS 

I would like to call vour attention to the Federal Trade ¢ 
miissl Before I get down t i discussion of the bill as 
affects this activity, I feel impelled to refer to certain languag 
that is on page 9 of the report rhis language reads as folk 

\ limit n is b rried upon th ppropriati for aries a 
L il x ‘ t commiss d ition is « it 

A il haer thal i n il stigation that does not rel 
leged viol p rus 4 nile pon th 
t of ith Hlou Co ss l il 

Jution 

{ am compelled to take issue with that stutement in view of 
the opinion of the Comptroller General aud the Attorney 
General of the United States. I am perfectly free to grant 
that Mr. Woop, chairman of the subcGmmittee, takes the oppo 
site view. 

I quote from the report: 

Testimony given before the committee indicated that many of the 

vestigations directed by the Federal Trade Commission had no rel 
tion to matters involved in interstate commerce, merely being ecor 
investigations, and the attention of the Cong called to this mis 
directed energy of the commission, 

Now, I can not agree with that language. I do not think it 
meets with the approbation of a majority of the members com 


posing the subcommittee 

I do not think there should be an effort made to put pressure 
upon the Comptroller General or the Attorney General (if 
another opinion might be requested), and have it represented to 


them that this was the unanimous thought of the committee. 
So far us L am concerned, I disavow any agreement with the 
language involved. 

The appropriation for this activity is in the sum of $963,000, 
which is a decrease of $21,350 over the appropriation for the 
current fiscal year. ‘There is a decrease in personnel of two 
persons, with a consequent lessening of the appropriation of 


$2,930, in 
$10,000 

The commission for its convenience has four major divisions 
namely, legal, trude, udministrative, and economic. It 
is the latter division which dre the fii the distinguished 


and a decrease in travel expenses the sum of 


export 


WwW ‘e of 


gentieman from Indiana [Mr. Woop, chuirman of this subcom- 
mittee}. It seems that during the summer the commission 
initiated certain inquiries which the distinguished chairman 


feit were beyond their jurisdiction in virtue of a certain limita- 
tion which he had placed upon an appropriation bill, but from 
the record, it appears that Attorney General Sargent did 
interpret the limitation as Mr. Woop interprets it. 

The four inquiries concerning which much discussion was bad 
are designated as follows: 

Resale price-maintenance inquiry ; 

The blue-sky inquiry ; 

The du Pont inquiry; and the 

Price-bases inquiry. 


BLUE-SKY 


hot 


SECURITIES INVESTIGATION 


Several years report was prepared and submitted to 
the commission correlating the law of the various States upon 


ago a 


this subject. It seems to have been relegated to the back- 
ground and had not been Kept current. This inquiry merely 
brought the former report down to date. It involved a very | 


inconsiderable sum, and because of the many complaints which 
come before the commission growing out of the issuance 
fraudulent securities, it seems to me that it was necessary work 
and within the power of the commission. 
DU PONT INQUIRY 
This resolution resulted from the fact that E. I. du Pont de 
Nemours Co., from published financial reports, had a large in- 


of | 


vestment in General Motors, and that this same du Pont com- | 


pany had acquired a large holding in the United States Steel 
Corporation. This inquiry was to ascertain the relationships, 
direct or indirect, among these corporations tending to bring 
them under common ownership, control, or management, with 
information to the proper economic consequences of 
community of interests. 

There was a very considerable difference of opinion between 
the chairman [Mr. Woop] and Commissioner Myers to 
whether this information stirred up a muss or abated one, or 


such 


as 


as 


whether it caused depreciation in the value of the stocks on the | 


market or enhanced it. Being interested to know just what 
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fect it had the alue. LT cnused to bl j 


on mMArKet \ ive Liserted in 
the RecorRp a statement showing the market value a couple 
weeks prior to the announcement that the inquiry would be had, 
ind sume two weeks subseq lent thereto lt seems that the 
market value of all these stocks were gradually rising prior to 
l announcement and continued the upward trend. In each 
instance stocks reached a higher price after the announcement 
than they had on the day of the announcement or several days 
prior thereto, and have continued the upward trend up to the 
date of the dearing. I do not feel that the inquiry had any 
letrimental effect upon the value of the stock in question it 
is the function of the commissi« n under the law t ascertain 
if there has been any violation in any of the antitrust statutes. 
Subsection a of section 6 of the Federal Trade Commission 
ict is additional authority for the inquiry. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. Muay I ask the gentleman, Was that in 
vestigation initiated by the commission itself or in answer to 


a resolution of one of the Houses of Congress * 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It was initiated by the commis- 
sion itself. In this connection I might that the Federal 
Trade Commission replaced what was designated as the Bureau 


say 


of Corporations in the Commerce and Labor Department. The 
Bureau of Corporations came into being in 1902, and its sole 
function was investigating questions of this character Why, it 


was the Bureau of Corporations that was the main weapon in 
the hands of the “trust-busting’’ Theodore Roosevelt. Their 
economic investigations were his right arm—his big stick in his 
endeavor to prevent monopolistic control, 


PRICE-BASES INQUIRY 


the 


is 


to 


ta 


Referring price-bases inquiry, the reference of Mr 
Hlumphrey it rather unusual. Originally he questioned 
the power of the commission to initiate the inquiry. Upon his 
tention being called to the fact that it might have jurisdic- 
tion, he agreed that it had the power under proper resolution, 
but that the particular resolution involved was not sufficient 
upon which to base the inquiry, but it developed near the con 
clusion of his second appearance before the committee that his 
real objection to the inquiry was he was fundamentaliy opposed 
to the policy. 

The Pittsburgh-plus case was decided by the Federal Trade 
Commission some time in 1924, and Mr. Van Fleet, who was 
formerly a member of the commission—I do not know whether 


“ft 
ci 


he was a member when he testified before the committee last 
yeur or not—but Mr. Van Fleet stated that the Pittsburgh-plus 
ease saved to the consumers of the West $30,000,000. Some one 
in that connection said that if the Federal reserve bank build- 
ing—— 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Over what period of time 
was that saving of $30,000.0007 I think that would be the 


annual saving. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I took it to be an annual saving, 
but I wanted to be exact, and I found the language of the testi- 
mony simply said $30,000,000. It was either an annual saving 


or the saving from the time of the decision up to the time he 
testified before the committee. 

One gentleman at that hearing—I do not know whether it 
was Mr. Van Fleet or not—said it was estimated that if the 
Federal reserve bank in Chicago had been constructed at 2 
time subsequent to the deciding ef the Pittsburgh-plus case 
there would have been a saving of $60,000 in that building 
alone. 

Prior to the decision of the Federal Trade Commission it 


was the policy of the steel corporations to sell steel in this way: 
A firm in Chicago would give a consumer a price. It was the 
Pittsburgh price plus the freight between Pittsburgh and the 
destination of the steel. 

Undoubtedly the Pittsburgh-plus case saved much money to 
the consuming public, particularly in the Middle West and the 
West. Of course, it can not be determined as to what benefit 
will be derived from this study, but it seems to me to be 
authorized both by law and the purpose for which the commis- 
sion was created. 

In other words, if the steel were coming out of Chicago, you 
can see that not only were the Pittsburgh interests protected 
but the steel selling company would receive as an added profit 
the difference between the freight from Pittsburgh to the point 
of consignment and the freight from his shipping plant to the 
point of consignment, 

There seems to be several methods of arriving at sale prices 
There is the Pittsburgh-plus method; there is the factory base 
method, making the factory price f. 0. b. plus the freight to the 
consignee. The automobile companies give you the price f. 0. b. 
Detroit, and they charge for freight on the machine from that 
point to the place of consignment. 
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Then there ts the delivered-price method—that is, if a firm 
in Washington is selling merchandise consigned to San Fran- 
ciseo it sells at a delivered price—that is, the same price as if 
it were selling to some one in Baltimore. Of course, the pur- 
chaser in Baitimore is going to pay a part of the freight on the 
purchase shipped to San Francisco. 

I submit that the price-bases inquiry is not only a legitimate 
inquiry but a proper inquiry to be made by the Federal Trade 
Commission, 

There is one other inquiry. It is the resale maintenance-price 
inguiry. I am frank to say that I was bot much impressed with 
the resale maintenance-price inquiry, but irrespective of my 
personal opinion I am confident that it was within the power 
of the commission to institute it. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 

For this activity the appropriation is $944,162, which is $15,549 
less than appropriated for the current fiscal year. The cost of 
general administration, to wit, $32,500, is carried in this bill, 
whereas heretofore it had been paid by Smithsonian private 
income. This item is made up of salary for 16 employees and 
other administrative expenses. The endowment which may be 
designated “Smithsonian funds,” js $1,385,279.75; the invested 
funds of the Freer bequest, $4,171,880.61. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Now, as to the Interstate Commerce Commission the amount 
is $326,569 more than was carried in the appropriation for the 
current fiscal year. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I will. 

Mr. BRIGGS. How much less does the gentleman say the 
appropriation is for the Interstate Commerce Commission ? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. $326,569. 

Mr. BRIGGS. To what item does that apply? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The main item is in the valuation 
work of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. BRIGGS. That is because the valuation has made such 
progress ? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I would not say that. The work 
of valuation has not been finished, but I think that will carry 
it along in conformity with the policy of the commission. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The other activities of the commission have 
been adequately provided for—they are provided sufficient funds 
to carry on so that the commission will not be hampered in 
conducting their necessary inquiries? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. They tell us that in the formal 
complaint department they are much in need of more attorney 
examiners; that there is quite a congestion in that quarter, but 
the appropriation for this activity has been going up and up, 
and it was the judgment of the subcommittee that this appro- 
priation would be adequate. 

Mr. BRIGGS, The part I am interested in is that the in- 
quiries will not be unnecessarily delayed; that the action of the 
commission will not be unnecessarily hampered by having 
insufficient staff so that the question of freight rates can be 
promptly disposed of. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I think the gentleman expresses 
his views very well, and they are my views. I have no desire 
to hamper the work of the commission. But we thought after 
careful study that they might get along as well under this 
amount as they would if we had increased the appropriation. 
The inerease of $263,000 would not go to that work; it would 
go to the valuation work. 

Mr. BRIGGS. In other words, the committee has endeavored 
to provide enough money so that on the rate question the 
commission can discharge its duties promptly and satisfactorily? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The commission feels that they 

should have additional attorney examiners, and these examiners 
work in the cases to which the gentleman refers. As I recall 
it, Commissioner Lewis stated that the work of valuation was 
going along very well. ; 
Mr. BRIGGS. Of course, I feel that these rate problems 
presented to them for decision ought to be provided for so that 
the commission can reach a decision within a reasonable period. 
‘hese questions have got to be so very important to the various 
interests throughout the country that the commission ought to 
be adequately staffed. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. There is an increase in the gen- 
eral expense item of $103,900, which is made up of increased 
personnel and other miscellaneous expenses. Twelve thousand 
seven hundred and forty-tive dollars is added in the travel 
expense of the employees in the field. There is $80,000 less ap- 
propriated for printing and binding. 

VETERANS’ BUREAU 


The amount carried in this bill for this activity, $526,193,111 ; 
$7,715,303 less than appropriated for the current fiscal year. 
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There is a decrease in salaries and expense of two and a half 
million dollars. There is a total decrease in the personnel of 
some 12 persons, but there is an inerease in salaries for the 
personnel of the departmental service, and the field service, of 
$470,846. There is an increase in military and naval compen- 
sation of $7,100,000; a decrease in military and naval insurance 
of $7,250,000. 

There is a decrease in the appropriation for medicine and 
hospital service of $3,600,000 and decrease in hospital facilities 
and service of $1,000,000. 

There is one point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the committee, and that is in regard to the hospitalization of 
veteraus. As I understand it, the tubercular load has reached 
its peak, but the neuropsychiatric load has not reached its 
peak. I made the statement a few days ago that the peak 
would not be reached until 1935, but I was informed by a 
gentleman, whom I consider an authority, that the neuro- 
psychiatric peak will not be reached until 1940. The World 
War Veterans’ Committee, which has charge of this legislation, 
reported to this House at the last session a blanket authoriza- 
tion, which would have provided a number of hospitals that 
would take care of these neuropsychiatric cases. They are 
having hearings and will soon report to the House another 
hospital bill. It seems to me that some plan ought to be 
worked out whereby these hospitals can actually be constructed 
within the lifetime of the soldiers, 

I am not prone to find fault, but time is going on. I was told 
one time by a commission in Kentucky that a certain thing had 
to be governed by the fiscal year, but I told them that in my 
country we live by the calendar year and did not live by the 
fiscal year. But the point I want to call to your attention is this: 
Kentucky is the center of a very large area that has no neuro- 
psychiatric hospital facilities. The southern part of Indiana, 
Illinois, part of Ohio, West Virginia, Tennessee, and Kentucky 
comprise the area to which I refer. Twice the World War 
Veterans’ Committee has reported to this House a hospital bill 
which would relieve this area; once a separate bill for Ken- 
tucky; and in the last session, in this blanket bill, they had a 
million-dollar, 250-bed neuropsychiatric hospital for Kentucky. 
My position is if the neuropsychiatric veteran has a service- 
connected case, he has been entitled to hospitalization all these 
years, and is entitled to hospitalization now. He ought not 
to have to wait an additional two years to get facilities. In that 
area you can not get facilities for cases of that kind. The 
general hospital does not take them, and the tuberculosis hos- 
pital does not take them, and the Chillicothe hospital (neuro- 
psychiatric) is overflowing. The load in Ohio alone is more 
than sufficient to take care of it. In fact, there is an increase 
provided in the hospital bill for Chillicothe for neuropsychiatric 
cases. I hope that some time in the near future we will see a 
realization of this need. 

UNITED 


The amount carried in 
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STATES SHIPPING BOARD 
this bill is $12,888,750, which is 


$1,250 less than appropriated for the present fiscal year. It is 
$1,400,000 less than the estimate of the Budget for 1929, From 


the testimony before us it would appear that the fiscal year of 
1927 was the most successful year in its history. It would seem 
that in the five months of the present fiscal year ending No- 
vember 30, 1927, there has been a considerable improvement 
in its operation. We quote from the statement of Mr. O’Connor, 
chairman of the Shipping Board: 


OPERATING RESULTS OF MERCHANT FLEET CORPORATION 


The operating results of the Merchant Fleet Corporation during the 
past year have been the most successful in its history, notwithstanding 
there has been a slight decrease in the amount of salaries. 

The most recent statement which we have prepared on operating 
results covers the five months ending November 380, 1927, compared 
with the corresponding five months of the previous year, and indicates a 
reduction of over $1,800,000 between these two periods. This is an 
improvement of about 26.5 per cent and results principally from the 
smaller voyage losses reported for freighters and combined passenger 
and eargo vessels, and from increased profits for voyages of the vessels 
of the United States lines. Revenues for these services for the period 
from July to November, 1927, are better than they were in the same 
period last year, and reductions in operating expenses have been made 
which also contribute to the improvement in results. The laid-up fleet 
expenses have also been reduced during the past six months at the rate 
of about $500,000 per annum. 

During the year ending June 30, 1926, the board operated an average 
of 262 vessels, carrying 9,596,614 tons of freight at an operating deficit 
of $19,606,608. During the year ending June 30, 1927, it operated 
301 vessels, carrying 11,245,963 tons of freight, at an operating deficit 
of $15,926,411; thus while increasing the number of vessels in operatien, 
it carried 1,600,000 more tons of American commerce at a reduction in 
cost of $3,680,000, 
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We quote further fror = statement: 
a PERATING DE! T 
The reduction in st { Lnited State ) i sta hmen ) 
quitable ocean freight rates, reg r and dependable sailing \ 
flag ships, is g illy by the l lepi« g¢ tl ead 
ne in operating defi of the Government-ow i fi 1 nea 
$43,000,000 during the f r 1923 arly $16.000.000 4 
the fiscal veal 1927 
I ( i \ Ot ‘ t 
\ lication t l f reign ) I of th Uni | 
Ss Spe » th i ynich 1S minnie s tra 01 i 
bm i ewith as t I wing t p ntag ft over i 
so carried in American ar ) gn flag vessels and th ce g 
ll cargo carried hi t 4 it la y r 1921 0 1926 vl 
1 January to Jui 1927 rl le indicates that o1 h ver ' 
irgoes, which excludes tanker argoes and cargo 1 ned near 
by foreign (which is to and from the W Indies, Central America 
i Canadian ports) during the ilendar ear 1921 American-tlag 
ssels irried 31 per cent During the calendar year 1926 th 
irried 21 per cent, and for the first six months of the tlendar year 
1927 the carried 35 per cent The overseas dr irgo is that ir 
of our foreign commerce which is sub t » the st compe 
from foreign ships, and if is ) le carrying thi tha he 
Shipping Board is bending its greatest efforts 
SA F VESSELS 
During 1927 the rd sold 50 ind dual vess nd 2 for str ed 
oneration Re itl thie ird horized ! idly { ne i s f 
the three large Pacifi oa 5 timely, the American Oriental 
Li he Oregon Oriental Lin ind the American-Australia Orient 
l.in 
LAID FLEETS 
Ip ng the past few months our laid-up fleets ha een rea i 
with the results that our request for funds for liquidation expenses fo 
1929 was reduced to $2,250,000 or $750,000 less than was erauted for 
the present fiseal yeai These expens for 1926 were $3,452,000, and 
it is estimated they will be less than $5,000,000 for the current fiscal 
eu Liquidation expense includes cost of laid-up flect, sales, and a 
certain pereentage of administrative expense not strictly chargeable t 
operation, 
On December 1 the board held a total of SOS ve ls, of which 512 
were assigned to operator 5 on bareboat charter or loaned t other 


Government departments, and 491 were inactive or laid up 
SHIPPING BOARD 
The total sales value of these 52 ships sold by the Shipping 
Board during the fiscal year 1926-27 is $6.990.936.50. The 


dead-weight tonnage of these vessels is 346,550, approximately 
Svo per ton, 
Originally there were some 2.400) vessels under their control. 


Ll of them except S08 
past fiscal vear 


and disposition has been inade of a 


Fifty 
two were disposed of during the 


The 802 


ves 

sels are made up of the following: 
Cargo vessels Ae 731 
Passenger vessels - : 1% 
Refrigerator vessels = - te = 14 
fankers ee +4 
Tugs —s — lobia _ : i —_ is 
The United States Line at present, consisting of five vessels 


and four tankers, is under the direct operation of the Met 
chant Fleet Corporation. The other vessels are operated by 
operating companies. In connection with United States Li 


there is a limitation concerning this bill looking toward 1) 


addition of reconditioned boats for this line, namely, t 
Mount Vernon and the Monticello. The cost of reconditionir 
is not to exceed 512,000,000. of which $10,000,000 is to be 
loaned from the construction loan fund. Passing over th 


+} ? 
themselves, 


the 


question of their loaning money to 
express no opinion, I will discuss 
of these vessels. 

It is stated.to us in the hearings that the addition these 
two vessels, after reconditioning, to the United States Line will 
round out the line permitting of weekly sailings from New 
York. It is proposed that the will have a speed of 


about which I 
proposed reconditioning 


Ol 


vessels 


not less than 20 knots. The vessels in question are 20 years 
old, but the report from the chief surveyor of the Americin 
Bureau of Shipping places the life of the Mount Vernon afi 


reconditioning at a minimum of 10 years’ service. The Mon/ 
cello does not seem to be in quite such excellent shape as that 
of the Mount Vernon, but this same authority opinionates that 
she can operate as a passenger vessel for 10 yeurs. 
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| 
} erThinent, 


and that the hulis a ire worth S44 00.000 hey 
stund, to reproduce 
lL have been labori unde rprkinierna rofit 
Which these two vessels woul wy ift 1 mia iin j i 
much larger stim than that w I in carried th the prort Che 
eport states that im ) S HKD o | er ‘ Her 
tnnum by each vessel. I asked th hairiman he subcommit 
tee to inform me if those figures at rrect, or if the stimol 
f General Dalton on that point is correct I um frank to say 
that if the lang wwe ont +} > n> rt whi ) says tl nt é TT \ sgel 
would earn S400,000 per annur ifter reconditioning . om 
ery hen I am not it iver of I mditioning them, Cau 
they are only going to last 10 years, and you would ha i 
return of only SS.O00.000 from the two vessel 
In page 716 of the hearings. General Daiton stated before the 
subcommittee that these two boats would urn SLSOOL0O pe 
year more than the expenses. Would the gentlema rom tne 
ina kindly inform us in respect to that 
| M Woop Mr. Chairman, | ul attention to it she 
stated 
IT should like to go just a lif vi irther in explaining this situa: 
) » th ommittee respecting th reconditior ft thes \ es 
‘ Che head administrative expense of ed Sta Lin 
n t! irst place, would not be appreciably increased. It is jus + eas 
to run eight ships as it is to run six ships so far as tt gen ov 
j head admin ra xper ix ymncermed rh light be a ght 
} amot extra necessa in nection with adverti e | ) tich 
1 w ha taken car rf 
In order to b verfectly r in determining the proti n eration 
of $1,278,809, for each ssel, if reconditioned, we have set up oan 
} tdministrative charge aga th United States Lines $227,620 pet 
ar for each of the two ships i t entirely ut of proportion ta 
| what the actual cost would be ut in ting up any statement of thi 
kind we bave tried to be very conservatiy 
Mr. VINSON of Kentucky If the gentleman will continue 


on he will find my source of authority reiative to the state 
ment regarding $2,550,000 for the operation of these two boats 


Mr. WOOD. The gentleman wiil remember that there could 
be checked against them what their expense might be, but we 
should take into consideration the operation of the entire fleet 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky But the $227,639 administration 
charge is against the profit I think a goodly portion of that 
should be taken out. That would make profit of even a larger 

; Sum. 

| Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman will recall, if we hud these 
two ships, which would give us two weekly sailings instead of 
one, we could get more profit on the other ships. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. jut General 
that the earnings from the operation of these would 
exceed the expense by $2,550,000 a year. I was rather stunned 
when I the statement that a “very careful estimate indi 
eated that each vessel would approximate $400,000 per annum 
after reconditioning,” because General Dalton said they would 
earn u profit of $2,550,000: and that took into consideration the 
administration charge of 8227,629 each vessel Later 

if accomplish only three- 


in his testimony he said 
quarters of their estimate they would have a profit of $1,900,000 


Dalton said 


V essels 


saw 


for on 


they eould 


1 year for the two vessels 

Mr. CULLEN. The gentleman should remember that not- 
withstanding the spending of that money as a general proposi 
ion, would round out the lines of the fleet. and the lines 
hemselves would show a prefit; and that would be the best 
thing to do. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentuck I am in hearty accord with the 
gentleman, but it was on the basis that that return Was ¢oing 
to be approximately $2,550,000. In another part of the testi- 


mol Dalton said these boats would earn $1,248,000 


those figures. 


General 
each I recall 


Mr. WOOD. But General Dalton added this to ha the 
| gentleman has already said 
That is based on a very consery stimat nd included, of cour 
i very large mail business which we are sure could get We hav 
i 24-hour differential in our favor, so that w ould compete with tb 
six and one-half day foreign ships, our greatest competitor But if w 
suld only accomplish three-fourths of our estimate we would then ha 
ming into the line as a profit over th ost i operation abou 
$1,000,000 per year for the two vessels Out of that profi opera 
tions there could be replaced th imoun drawn from the loan and 


onstruction fund 


| 


With the speed proposed, General Daiton stated that the | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kenta ky 
mail revenue alone would amount to $1,380,000 for the two | has expired. 
vessels. He further stated that the two ships could not be Mr. CULLEN. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more 


built to-day for less than $25,000,000. It seems that they were 
designed and built as naval auxiliaries by the German Go 


“ur - 
"es 


The CHATRMAN., 
nized for 10 minutes 


The gentleman from Kentucky is fr 


more, 
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Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. That grew out of the misunder- 
standing of a question I asked General Dalton in an earlier part 
of the testimony, when [ asked him what the increased profit 
would be, He misunderstood me. If you follow that through 
on the next sueceeding page, page 718, you will see he goes 
back to this other proposition. He says: 

I referred only to the profit on the ‘recondilioned vessels in the 
amount of $1,278,000 for each vessel, which is independent of the 
other vessels of the United States Lines. 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. HARE. Who is responsible for the discrepancy in that 
siatement regurding the income of $400,000? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. In my opinion, that is an error. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. In the record it was stated 
by those in authority that after 10 years of use in first-class 
activity these vessels would also be good for another 10 years. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. That was particularly true with 
respect to the Mount Vernon, 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. It was especially true that 
one and the other was not expected to go out of service at the end 
of 10 years, so that some allowance should be made in the value 
of the vessels at the end of the period, and some consideration 
should be given to the fact that some of the other vessels are 
tied up now and are not earning anything. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I favored the reconditioning 
of these vessels as a business proposition, There was an en- 
deavor to make a picture that these vessels would be valuable 
in time of national distress. I am not particularly impressed 
with that phase of it. 

In checking up the personnel end of this bill, I find that 
there is an increase in the average number of employees for 
the activities in the bill of some 659 persons; and a reduction 
of 278 persons. ‘The increased personnel, therefore, would be 
385 persons, 

In summing up this bill is $7,715,303 less than the appro- 
priations for 1928 and under the Budget estimate with $1,360,- 
691 to spare. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dowetr, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 9481 and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

ADDRESS OF HON, LEONIDAS C, DYER 

Mr. MANLOVE. Mr. Speaker, at a meeting of the Missouri 
Society of Washington, D. C., held in the hall of nations at 
the Washington Hotel on Saturday evening January 14, 1928, 
an address was delivered by Hon. Laonipas C. Dysr, Repre- 
sentative in Congress from Missouri, on the subject of China, 
on which oceasion were present several hundred Missourians, 
including Gen, John J. Pershing, and also Dr. Sao-Ke Alfred 
Sze, Minister from China, and Madame Sze. 

Realizing the value of the information gained by Mr. Dyrr 
during his personal visits and extensive travels in China, as 
outlined in this splendid address, I ask unanimous consent to 
have the same printed in the Recorp., 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp a speech made by his 
colleague, Mr. Dyer. Is there objection, 

There Was no objection. 

Mr. MANLOVE. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp I include the following: 

CHINA 


Mr. Dyrr. China, on the opposite side of the earth to us, is much 
like the United States in its area and size, China being slightly larger 
than the United States. The Chinese are principally engaged in agri- 
culture and have been so for a long time. However, there are now 
many of them living in the larger cities and engaging in other pursuits. 
The Chinese are a quiet people and not apt to become excited. 

Their religion, if such it may be called, is Confucianism. Con- 
fucianism may be better said to be a system of morals. The real 
name of Confucius was from his family name, Kung. He was called 
Kung the Master, Kung Fu Tze. That combination of syllables was 
too difficult for European tongues, and so it was latinized into the 
form with which we are familiar. The great teacher was born in 
Shantung in 551 B. C. and died there in 478, and his grave is one 
of the sacred shrines of China. Some of his teachings were: “ The 
father who does not teach his son his duties is equally guilty with 
the son who neglects them.” “Let the government be good and the 
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people will be good.” “The great God has conferred even on inferior 
people a moral sense, compliance with which would show their 
nature invariably right.’ He taught the brotherhood of mankind 
when he said, “ Within the four seas all men are brothers.” He 
taught the “silver rule,” which is negative as contrasted with the 
golden rule of Jesus, saying, “ What you would not have another do 
to you, do not do to him,” but is a noble precept none the less. It 
would have amazed him to be told that millions would one day 
render him worship. Yet for at least twelve hundred years in the 
Temple of Confucius in Peking the Emperor twice a year offered sacri- 
fice. Twice a year also in 1,560 temples similar observances have been 
carried on for more than a millennium, 

In Asia, which includes China, Japan, and India, live practically 
two-thircs of the world’s population—1,816,000,000. AN of the 
religions of the world have come from Asia. This includes our 
religion. More people belong to the Christian religion than any other, 
numbering 700,000,000. The Confucians number 300,000,000; Mo- 
hammedan, 235,000,000; Buddhist, 200,000,000; Hindu sects, 217,- 
000,000; and Shintoist, 25,000,000, 

The civilization of China is the oldest in the world, and was a con- 
temporary of Greece, Egypt, and Rome, From 2000 B, C. to 1842 A, D. 
the Chinese were a happy and a prosperous people. During this time 
they made great accomplishments, ‘They invented lenses from crys- 
tals, mariner’s compass, gunpowder, printing, and paper making. They 
made great contributions to literature and art, to religion and phi- 
losophy, to morals and ethics, to trade and commerce, to business and 
banking, to the domestication of useful plants and animals, and other 
conquests over nature, including human nature. Other great accom- 
plishments by the Chinese of that period was the building of the great 
wall, the Ming tombs, the Temple of Heaven, the Hall of Classics, the 
Forbidden City, the gorges of the Yangtze, and the works in paper, 
porcelain, silk, jade, cloisonné, carpets, ete. 

The Chinese have never been a warlike people. China has always 
taken the position that people were good, and that they could be 
governed and reasoned with by moral persuasion. Europe took for 
granted that people were evil and that they could only be controlled 
by force. The Chinese have relied upon reason rather than force. 
The Chinese went along under their splendid system of morals and 
government during this whole period. They were prosperous and 
happy. Mareo Polo, who visited the Imperial Government at Peking 
in the thirteenth century, reported that he had never seen such refine- 
ment, hospitality, and evidences of peace in government and prosperity. 
Marco Polo came to China from the most refined part of Europe at 
that time, and hence his opinion is worth much. 

Things went along in this fashion in China until about the beginning 
of the eighteenth century, at which time India was being gradually 
absorbed by European powers. Sea adventurers, including pirates, at 
this time began to reach China. They mistreated the peaceable Chinese 
and forced trade with them to the disadvantage of the Chinese, 
Among the things that these Europeans forced upon the Chinese at 
this period was opium, This evil became so great that the Emperor 
tried to stop it. In trying to do this he endeavored to limit foreigners 
to the port of Canton. He also endeavored to put through restrictive 
measures concerning missionaries. This caused trouble between Europe 
and the Chinese and brought on China’s first real trouble, the war with 
England, 1840-1842, ‘This war is known as the opium war, due to 
China’s desire to prevent the smuggling of opium into China. China 
was defeated by England in this war, with the attendant loss of 
Hong Kong and the forcible opening te trade with Canton, Amoy, 
Fuchau, Ningpo, and Shanghai, and the payment of a $21,000,000 
indemnity, 

Following this came demands from other Eurdépean countries, as well 
as Japan, for slices of the Chinese territory and special privileges. 
Among these was the setting aside of Chinese territory in various cities 
and ports to foreign governments for the establishment of national 
settlements, the foreigners to have their own courts and laws. These 
continued demands upon China by foreign powers, and China's inability 
to withstand them, due to military weakness, brought about serious 
trouble among the Chinese themselves and an antiforeign feeling. Al- 
though China has had a population during thousands of years, esti- 
mated at 400,000,000, never had she up to this time had a larger army 
than 100,000. China had never needed a large army, because the chief 
characteristics of the Chinese were peace and good will among its own 
people and its neighbors in Asia. This antiforeign feeling and desire to 
overthrow the ruling force in China because they had lost “face” in 
yielding to the foreigners brought on what is known as the Boxer 
uprising. For this the powers demanded an indemnity of $300,000,000. 
The Chinese are still paying this to many of the powers. I am proud 
to say that my own country has declined to accept any of this money. 
The continued demand of the foreigners and the granting of concessions 
to them by the weak Imperial Government of China finally resulted 
in the revolution of 1911 and the establishment of the Republic of 
China. The Chinese people had not had sufficient experience and knowl- 
edge to establish a real republic. The result has been that so-called 


JANUARY 19 











G28 CONGRESSIONAL 


war Jords, or militarists. have largely taken over Chine, and, in 
nstances for ‘ I n, have kept Chin La l, ex ting 
{ue sources of untry in maintaining m Howevs t t 
time there is a real national spirit in China, and v I h 

u of the people who wish to save ¢ na for the Cl nd hav 





a government of its own people that will work for the happins 
prosperity of the nation. 








We of this ce ny g e China put ‘ di 
and make fo t prosperity and happiness, The United Siates 
has never demanded of China any concessi or “spheres of influen 
We are anxious to he p the Chinese in every way possibl Our i erest 
in China is, in part, for trade and commerce. The United States is 
country of great wealth, it now being estimated to be about $400,000 
000,000. This Nation is now producing on our farms and in our fa 
tories More than we can consume at home. We need markets for this 
overproduction. Asia, the Pacific, and China contain our best oppor 
tunity. The United States exported last year products to the value of 
$4,007,000, We imported products, many of which were raw materials 
for use in our factories and mills, to the value of $5,891,000,000 
Three billion dollars of these imports came in free of duty With Chin 
our trade is substantial and is increasing. 

Our first effort to engage in trade and commerce with Chi vas in 
1784. On February 22 of that year a ship that measured 360 tons, 
called the Empress of China, sailed from New York with a cargo of gin 

ng, a root grown in North America, and which is of great yal in 

hina for medicinal purposes. This ship reached Canton on August 


23, taking six.months to make the trip from New York to China This 

ship disposed of its cargo of ginseng and purchased silks and tea from 

the Chinese, which it disposed of on its return. On this ship, the 

Empress of China, when sailing from New York on August 23, 1784, 
; 


was Major Shaw, who carried with him a commission from President 
George Washington as consul and commercial agent of the United States 
Government at Canton. Our trade with China, in these early days 
was good and so continued until our Civil War. After the close of 


that war we again entered the trade with China and have 
more or less ever since. 


ontinued it 


Modern China may be said to have begun in the year of 1890, the 
Chinese not showing any special signs of a desire for western commodi 
ties until that date. China's total foreign trade—imports and exports— 
increased from about $91,000,000 in 1865 to $115,000,000 in 1895. By 


1915 it had increased to $550,000,000, and in 1926 had reached a grand 


) 7) 


total of $1,832,726,000, 

The change in the character of the trade is even more noteworthy 
than the growth in volume. In 1880, for example, the imports of China 
consisted of opium, 40 per cent; cotton piece goods, 30 per cent; metals, 
5 per cent; whereas in 1925 the imports, amounting to about $800,- 
000,000 gold, consisted of cotton goods and cotton yarn, 9 per cent; 

kerosene oil, 7 per cent; metals, 4 per cent 
tobacco and cigarettes, 4 per cent. Opium had dropped out of China’s 
legitimate imports completely. Kerosene imports, which had amounted 
to 3,500,000 gallons in 1880, reached in 1925 a total of 258,000,000 


raw cotton, 7 per cent; 


gallons. By 1925 a total of the main commodities was only 57 per 
cent of the whole—less than the opium alone in 1880—the remaining 
63 per cent being made up of a great number of the articles that 
contribute to the necessities of modern economic life. 

The exports of China show a somewhat similar change, with a total 
of $650,000,000 gold for 1925, consisting of raw silk, 20 per cent; beans 
and bean products, 18 per cent; 
and furs, 4 per cent; peanut and peanut products, 3 per cent; the re 
maining 51 per cent was made up of such varied exports as egg prod 
ucts, tungsten, antimony, vegetable oils; with tea no longer an export 
faetor of first importance, 

In the earlier years Great Britain had an overwhelmingly predominant 
place in China’s trade, but in recent years the United States and Japan 
have been rapidly crawling up. The United States is especially pre- 
dominant in two or three particular lines; in petroleum, for example, 
and soft-wood lumber, cotton-piece goods, and automobiles. It is also 
a fact that American canned goods are rapidly inereasing in use in 
China, as well as fresh fruits and vegetables from the United States in 
spite of the fact that China has a remarkable selection of vegetables 
and fruits. In 1925 almost 30,000,000 boxes of American oranges 
were imported into Shanghai alone. American flour has also become 
one of the important imports. It is evident from these facts that the 
trade with China is rapidly increasing. A much greater increase in 
trade with that country and the Orient at large is to be anticipated, 
coming from an increasing population, added wants and desires of the 
people, and especially perhaps from added purchasing power. 

According to an article appearing in the November Bulletin of the 
American Chamber of Commerce in Shanghai, the United States led 
all countries in the foreign trade of China with the exception of Japan 
for the year, 1926, the customs figures for which are now available. 
The following statistical table which was specially prepared for the 
bulletin tells the story of what happened in China’s foreign trade last 
year: 


raw cotton, 4 per cent; skins, hides, 
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nae | imports and 

exports 
TI 4 i ‘ 1.8 $548 } 
Lmerica NT, ¢ ~ } s9 
Hong Kong _.....- 4,4 mm, SOR, oO 218 $ : 
(treat Br . \ t * 202 
Brit It i 

Phe rticle which accompanied the foregoing table stated that 

iree totals for goods of British origin—-Heng Kong, Great Brita and 
British Indi re added together the il would exceed that for the 
United States; but, on the other hand, a considerable percentage of the 
commoditic handled t Japan are experted to or imported from the 
United States, and although not mentioned in the Bulletin, it is also a 
that a considerable portion of trade of Liong Kong with China 
\ Il listed as British” is either of American origin or des- 
tined Am ns I The writer of the foregoing ills 
attention to certain interesting phases of Ar im trade with. the 
Orient with which the public is not generally familiar. For exampk 
the average layman believes that t) l ted States buys more om 
Europe than from any other continent, whereas, as a matter of fact, 
America buys more from Asia than from Europe. During 1926 Asia 
shed 31.6 per eent of America’s, which was a larger percentage than 
in any previous year and over twice as great as during the average of 


the pre-war years 1910-1914 We are also told that America's trade 
with China is greater than with Australia, Belgium, Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden, the Netherlands, Colombia, and many other smaller countries 





and that the volume of America’s trade to and from China exceeds that 
of any country in South America 

The United States has been the one great power that has shown real 
friendship for China. This country bas called a halt on the other pow- 
ers in their desire to carve China into “spheres of influence.” This 
uct was evideneed at the Washington conference during the administra 
tion of President Harding The United States Government has two 
specially great foreign policies. One of these is the Monroe doctrine, 
which applies to North and South America, and the other the open-door 
policy, which applies to China. Our open-door policy, specifically de 
clared by Secretary of State John Hay, means that the United States 
will insist on the preservation of the territorial integrity of China and 
safeguard to the world the principle of equal and impartial trade with 
all parts of China. 

The China trade acts, of which I am the author and which were re- 





cently enacted into law, was to further cement the good will existing ameng 
Americans and Chinese. It enables them to do business together for 
their mutual benetit. Americans possess in China a marvelous asset in 
the good will of the people. Chinese throughout the country look upon 
Americans as their best friends, because America has always respected 
China’s territorial integrity, prohibited its nationals engaging in the 
opium traffic, returned $11,000,000 of its Boxer indemnity, and has 
4,000 of its nationals, spending about $15,000,000 each year, in mis 
sionary work in China, including modern educational institutions, medi- 
cal school and hospital facilities, and general constructive activities 


JOHN W. DWIGHT 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to an- 
nounce the sudden death of a former Member of this House, 
the Hon. John W. Dwight, of New York. Mr. Dwight was for 
many years an influential and valuable Member of this House. 
He had the confidence and friendship of the membership on 
both sides of the aisie. With the death of Mr. Dwight another 
of the strong, virile men of the old régime passes on to join 
Speaker Cannon, Speaker Clark, James R. Mann, Sereno Payne, 
and many others that we older men so well remember, and 
whose memory we all revere and respect. 

In making this sad announcement I am announcing the 
death of a very warm personal friend, and my feelings will be 
shared by many of the older Members of this House. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan- 
imous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, as one of the older Members of 
the House I wish to bring a word of tribute, love, and affection 
for my long-time friend, John W. Dwight. He was the Repub- 
lican whip of this House when I entered it and was kind enough 
to make me one of his regional assistants early in my carece 
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that I had the privilege of working with him and 
under him. The office of party whip was then an important 
und powerful one, and he was ideally fitted and equipped for the 
place. He was the right-hand man of the then all-powerful 
Speaker, and-as such exerted an important influence over the 
work of the House. By reason of my close connection with him 
I soon came to have a very deep and genuine affection for Mr. 
Dwight, which was beautifully reciprocated and which endured 
to the end. His death brings real sorrow to my heart. 
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here, so 


STABILIZING 


Mr. BURTNHSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a speech I 
delivered before the Stable Money Association on the question 
of stabilizing the buying power of money. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BURTNESS, Mr. Speaker, under leave granted me I 
herewith insert a speech which I delivered before the Stable 
Money Association at one of its sessions on December 30, 1927, 
in Washington, D. C., on the important question of stabilizing 
the buying power of money. 

This subject received a great deal of attention not only in the 
sessions of the Stable Money Association but also from several 
of the so-called “learned societies,’ which held their annual 
meetings during the week between Christmas and New Year. 
The evils of fluctuating price levels and the instability of the 
buying power of the dollar have attracted the attention of 
economists generally, as well as other people interested in public 
questions, Many believe that the problem can be solved. ‘The 
legislative proposal which I am sponsoring for the solving 
thereof is embodied in the bill H, R. 124. My speech is a brief 
explanation of that measure. 

The speech is as follows: 


fHE BUYING POWER OF MONEY 


A LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL FOR STABILIZATION 
Mr. 


assigned 


I note from the program that my colleagues, STRONG and Mr. 
GOLDSBOROUGH, well myself, have been the subject 
Legislative proposals for stabilization, so I assume that each of us are 
expected to discuss briefly the legislative proposals we have sponsored 
for the past two or three years aud with which our names have become 
identified, 


as 


as 


First let me say that I believe that one of the great needs of our 
country and the world is the general stabilization of the buying power 
of money. T therefore favor any move that will tend to bring it about. 
It is needless to discuss before an audience of this kind the many 
evils incident to a fluctuating price level, for they are known to all 
of you. Relief therefrom would stabilize business conditions, would 


protect the rights of creditors as well as debtors, would largely assure 
capital and labor a square deal, and avoid many of our serious indus- 
trial and social conflicts, Entertaining these views, I naturally approve 
all efforts made by my friend Mr. Srrone, who follows me on this 
program, whose purpose it is to instruct the Federal Reserve Board to 
so conduct its functions as to assist in maintaining a stable price level. 
I am, however, also interested in going further and procuring legisla- 
tion which would absolutely insure a stable price level. Whether that 
can best be accomplished by enacting the bill [ am sponsoring or some 
other is for Congress and the public to decide. 


The plan embodied in the Burtness bill rests on the simple theory 
that the buying power of money varies directly with the magnitude 


of its units and inversely with their number. 
but an expansion of the classic quantity theory of money, which, 
variously stated, asserts in effect that “other things remaining un- 
changed, the buying power of money varies inversely as its quantity.” 
With this old quantity theory our weight-adjustment plan does not, 
therefore, conflict, for obviousiy other things do not remain unchanged 
if the dollar’s gold weight is altered. 

In other words, H. R. 124 is based on the theory of effecting stabili- 
gation by means of changing the weight of the gold-bullion dollar to 
counteract accordingly the changes from time to time in the actual 
value of gold itself as measured by its true value—its buying power in 
other commodities. It recognizes the simple fact that gold, like any 
other commodity, may vary in value, hence in valure, from time to time, 
depending upon its supply, the cheapness with which it may be ob- 
tained, and other economic causes. 

We do not claim that this is a new thought or idea. 
has been discussed by leading economists for decades. 


This you will note is 


It is one that 
Let me quote 


a few sentences from an article from the pen of Simon Newcomb which 
appeared in the North American Review in 1879 

“The main point is that there is no reason why a standard dollar 
containing a fixed weight of the precious metal should remain of in- 
variable value, but that, on the contrary, we have every reason to sup- 
pose that its value does fluctuate. 


. . 


That a standard of value 
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with the of 
should be possible is one 


JANUARY 19 


use which no such thing as general fluctuations in price 


of the greatest social desiderata of our day no 
one will deny. * * * All we want a dollar of uniform 
measured by the average of commodities. * * * The most 
method of attaining the object is to issue paper currency which shall 
be redeemable not in gold dollars of fixed weight but in such quantities 


is value as 
obvious 


a 


of gold and silver bullion as shall suffice to make the required pur- 
chases.” 
No person in the world has done as effective work in familiarizing 


the publie with this general theory as has Dr. Irving Fisher, and I am 
greatly pleased that we will to-night have the opportunity of hearing 
him discuss these important problems from his wealth of study and 
experience, 


The specific plan I am sponsoring was formulated in a general way 
by a western student of the problem, Mr. Dana J. Tinnes. now a resi- 


dent of Grand Forks, N. Dak., as early as 1896. Its broad general pur- 
poses are the same as the Fisher plan embodied in the Goldsborough 


bill. joth plans contemplate effecting stabilization by varying the 
weight of gold in the dollar. In many essentials, however, they are at 
variance. The proponents of the Burtness bill hold to the view that 


retail prices are based on wholesale prices, so that tendencies toward 
change in the retail prices can be measured each day by comparing the 
day’s wholesale prices of all commodities with those of the preceding 
day and averaging their deviations. The bill accordingly proposes re 
placement of our one-commodity standard by an all-commodity standard, 
based all the commodities on the wholesale market. It employs, 
therefore, not an index based on certain commodities, but an all-com 
mouity market gauge. We also believe that it is not sufficient to correct 
maladjustments by occasional changes, annually, bimonthly, or at 
stated intervals. We desire not small, jerky changes in the price level, 
but a stable one, hence propose to block the tendency toward change by 
daily adjustments of the weight of the bullion dollar. Requiring daily 
adjustments and using a market gauge including all commodities prop- 
erly weighted are provisions not found, to my knowledge, in any other 
legislation. 

The bill creates a monetary standard division in the Treasury De- 
partment to handle construction of the all-commodity unit which is to 
be the standard of value, and to measure daily the tendency toward 
change in the price level and block such changes by adjustments of the 
mint rate. The market gauge is a simple index or gauge of the whole- 
sale market level which shows inversely the daily changes in the buying 
power of the dollar. Agents are to be employed by the division to 
ascertain at the close of each business day the ruling wholesale prices 
in the various markets of the country, which information will be wired 
to the division. With this information the deviation of the current 
dollar will be shown. The task of establishing the new mint rate then 
becomes merely a matter of simple multiplicatiaon. We feel that the 
whole process when established will involve little or no more work and 
expense than do the daily weather reports. 

Provision is made for revising the weightings quarteriy. This 
be done on information or trade data furnished direct by the 
saler on simple forms provided for the purpose. The entire 
gauge schedule to be checked up and necessary revision 
annually. 

Coinage of gold coins and silver dollars is stopped, and gold and 
silver minted into bars. Most of the gold in the Treasury is already 
in that form. A new issue of Treasury notes replaces all Government 
issues, but not the Federal reserve currency. These new Treasury 
notes will be stable in value, and should therefore be even more desir- 
able in bank reserves than the metal. 

Redemption funds are consolidated and interest-bearing bonds depos- 
ited to bring the total reserve, gold, silver, and bonds, up to 100 
per cent of the Government money outstanding against it. ar stage 
for the metallic part of the reserve is gold 40 per cent and silver 10 
per cent of the notes outstanding. the silver being valued at its cur- 
rent market price. The Bank of England has not taken advantage 
of its option to carry a fifth of its reserve in silver, probably because 
the silver would have to be valued at an obsolete ratio to gold. 

The provision for issue of additional notes under certain conditions 
is so framed that it can not cause inflation but can and will prevent 
the contraction of which the falling mint rate is a warning. Their 
issue at certain times thus assists the stabilization process. 

There are also provisions for protection of the gold reserve which, I 
may remark, will be no more needed with the dollar stabilized than at 
present. I perhaps need not emphasize, therefore, that the proposal 
does not in any way savor of “ greenbackism"’ or any other scheme of 
fiat money. 

Aside from recognition of the fundamental theory that the buying 
power of money varies directly with the magnitude of its units, and 
putting that theory into practical effect to stabilize prices, the purpose 
constantly borne in mind in the bill is stabilization through prevention 
of change. It naturally follows that the price stage existing at the 
time stabilization takes effect should be the mark to which the whole- 
sale price level is thereafter to be held. Stabilizing on any other than 
the current price level would cause a change at the start more or less 


on 


is to 
whole- 
market 


is made 
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disturbing to business If our purpose were accomplished, stabilization 
would appear rue light as not change but prevention of chang 

just like the hourly electrical adjustment of clocks by the Wester 

Union to Naval Observatory me 

To make this truly a prevention of chauge we deem it ne sary t 
nelude all ce¢ ities of commerce properly weighted and to make 
the adjustments daily. We le that selecting a relat ly 
articles are straws in the wind showing the tendency of the price level, 

only st N n the wind and not a scientific determination 
no in f a part can correctly register the move! s 

he Bureau of Labor Statistics would seem bear 

index n r was s 1 in 1900 with 250 unweighted 

In 1 t the reat advance in w hting the co é 

Ww i r wa ncreased to 297 By 1921 it was ! 
i ed nece t rease t I ber t 404, and in A l i 
a further incr 1 0 we ce 1 advisabl Untill re itly 4 

ist ft heen ! t fu o-date weighting rt la oO 
sal for 190% x l 1914 t 1921 From then t August, 
1927, the weig! d dat 1919 Last Aus weig! 
wert i lated from sal 1 h 19 t 192 lV} a mo 
remarkable , is ird i i index 
so that the purel ver ot noney 1a i 5 
Perfection there \ r ] ie with I nc} l all 
commoditi nd with w gs t re strictly rent 

We do not want nu ] r occa il adj tu 3 4 t I ¢ 
level which we think onld be ] r It if adjustments ¥ 
only every few months or at stated intervals I othe 
alternate pushing of pr 3 up and the pulling of the low! 
tain level, while pref ble to present conditions r t 
mately desired Daily tendencies toward r n be T 
measured and blocked by corresponding chat in th N 
dollar. Let me repeat, the plan intended to prevent char and 
therefore daily adjustm ire deemed necessary. 

We do not deny that much can be done toward stabilization by rercu 
lating the volume of money and credits in use. We concede that within 
certain limits the powers of the Federal Reserve Board are such th 
acute fluctuations ean be mitigated when those powers are exercised 
intelligently and wisel iithough at times a degree of intelligence ans 
foresight not possessed by humans would probably be required. A 
already indicated, we are in sympathy with the Strong bill, but we 
note that representatives of the Federal Reserve Board state that for 


several years now the board has attempted to avoid serious disturbances 
of the price level. From January 
1926, to January, 1927, as shown by the index number of the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics, the price level declined from 156 to 146.9, or about 
6 per cent. The index for June, 1927, was 143.7, while October, 1927, 
shows it at 150.1, or an increase in the price level in a four-month period 
of 6.4 points, or about 414 per cent. It may well be doubted 
a better showing than this will be shown in the future by 
alone. 

Change in the 


We have, however, not had stability. 


whether 
this method 
magnitude of the units of money affects their buying 
power much more promptly than does change in their number. If this 
statement is accepted as sound and if it is practical to obtain informa 
tion each day showing any tendency toward change in the price level, 


then it follows that the plan proposed in the Burtness bill would operate 
almost automatically; in fact, the administration thereof would so 
simple as to be “ foolproof.” We hope that in submitting it for public 
consideration we have contributed something worth while toward the 
promotion of stabilization. Kindly permit me to bespeak for it your 
earnest and sympathetic study. 
SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill 


of the Senate of the following title: 
S. 672. An act for the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in 
the flood areas. 


JOHN W. DWIGHT 


Mr. WOOD. 
to the memory of John W. Dwight. 
him since I first entered this House, and intimately know him 
I traveled through Europe with him. He was one of the most 
lovable men I ever knew, and in his death the country has lost 
a most valuable citizen. 
and the services he has rendered to his country, I move that 
this House do now adjourn. 

ADJOURN MENT 

The motion was agreed t accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 20, 1928, at 12 o’clock noon, 





COMMITTEH HEARINGS 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of commit- 


tee hearings scheduled for Friday, January 20, 1928, as reported 
to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees; 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to add my word of tribute 
f It was my pleasure to know 


As a tribute of respect to his memory 
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Moree 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 
To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 


marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 


agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce 


(H. R. T40). 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a, m.) 
Treasury aud Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 
(10.50 a. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill 
Agriculture Department appropriation bill 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
(7 p. m.—minority conference room, Senate Office Building) 
To consider the various bills concerning the farmers’ market 
site (subcommittee on parks and park grounds). 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 


(10.30 a. 


APFAIRS 


mi.) 


To authorize a permanent annual appropriation for the main- 
tenance and operation of the Gorgas Memorial Laboratory 
(H. R. 81258 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 
To promete the unification of carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce (H. R. 5641). 
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION 
(10.30 a. m.) 
To discuss legislation of various redamation projects. 
COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS 
(10.30 m.—committee room of the Senate Committee on 
Territories and Insular Possessions) 

Providing for the appointment of a joint committee of Con- 
gress to investigate conditions in American Samoa (8S. Con 
Res. 2). 

Providing for the appointment of a board of visitors to inspect 
and report on the conditions and government in Samoa (H. R. 
is4). 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 


(10 a. m.) 


To authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the use 
and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture of the Bieber 


Building, 1338 B Street SW., Washington, D, C. (S. 1968) 
COMMITTER ON THE JUDICIARY—SUBCOMMITTEE NO, 4 


(10.30 a. m.) 


To provide for the care of certain insane citizens of Alaska 
(H. R. 170). 

Relating to the 
Res. 37). 

To relieve the Territory of Alaska from the necessity of filing 
bonds or security in legal proceedings in which such Territory 
is interested (H. R. 328). 

To limit the period for which an officer appointed, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, may hold over after his term 
shall have expired (H. R. 8112). 

COMMITTEE 
(10 a. m.—caucus 


appointment of certain Cabinet Officers (H. J. 


ON FLOOD CONTROT 


room) 

A meeting to hear a delegation from the Sta 
Millard F. Bowen; H. N. Pharr, chief engineer 
district, Arkansas; and Alva L. Reynolds, of Long 
discuss projects proposed to control the flood 
Mississippi River. 


of Wisconsin ; 

Francis levee 
Branch, Calif., 
waters of the 


te 
~ 


(2 p. m.—caucus room) 
meeting to hear N. C. Grover, chief hydraulic engineer, 
Survey; ©. H. Birdseye, chief topegraphic engineer, 
Geological Survey, discuss projects proposed to control the flood 
waters of the Mississippi River. 


A 


Geological 


(5 p. n.—caucus room) 

A meeting to hear members of the Mississippi River Commis 
sion discuss projects proposed to control the flood waters of the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. Reip of Hlinois has asked that a notice be posted here 
stating that the Flood Control Committee would conclude its 
hearings within a few days, and if there are any Senators or 
Members of Congress who wish to appear before the committee, 
Mr. Rem would like to have them get in touch with him imme- 
diately. 
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COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 


1760 


(10 a. m.—room 277) 

To amend sections 57 and 61 of the act entitled “An act to 
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright,” approved 
March 4, 1909 (H. R. 6104). 

To prevent fraud, deception, or improper practice in connec- 
tion with business before the United States Patent Office (HL. R. 


weead 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
304, Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting 


amend section 300 of the World War veterans’ act, 1924. as 
amended,” was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 
the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings und Grounds. 
Hi, R, 6466. A bill granting a part of the Federal building site 
at Vhoenix, Ariz., to the city of Phoenix for street purposes ; 
without amendment (Rept. No, 313). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9200. A bill 
to provide for the appointment of three additional judges of the 
District Court of the United States for the Southern District of 
New York: without amendment (Rept. No, 314). Referred to 


| las County, to Piney Point, Manatee County, Fla 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. | 


Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5774. A bill 
to provide for the appointment of an additional judge of the 
District Court of the United States for the Eastern District of 
New York: without amendment (Rept. No. 319). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 445. 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to enter into a 
cooperative agreement or agreements with the State of Mon- 
tuna and private owners of lands within the State of Montana 
for grazing and range development, and for other purposes; 
Without amendment (Rept. No. 820). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. JAMES: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. S444. A 
bill for the relief of Charles F. Getchell: with amendment 
(Rept. No. 315). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Tlouse. 

Mr. JOLINSON of Tilinois: Committee on Military Affairs, 
H. kK 878% <A bill for the relief of Louis Martin; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 816). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Committee on Military Affairs. 
Hi. R. S790. A bill for the relief of Frederick Sparks; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 317). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ulinois: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 9161. A bill authorizing the President to reappoint E. C. 
Callahan, formerly a captain of Infantry, United States Army, 
a captain of Infantry, United States Army; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No, 318) Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Tlouse 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under elause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6394) granting a pension to Joann Thornton: 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (1. R. 7766) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
P. Dudrow; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill CH. R. 9260) granting an increase of pension to Effie M. 
Livingston; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows : 

By Mr. THATCHER: A Dill (FL. R. 9660) authorizing the 
Ky., to construct, maintain, and operate a 


city of Louisville, 
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toll bridge across the Ohio River at or near said city; 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. MAAS: A bill (H. R. 9661) to modify and liberalize 
the prohibition laws of the United States within the limitations 
of the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9662) to limit the enforcement operations 
of the Prohibition Unit to interstate offenses: to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 9663) authorizing Herman 
Simmonds, jr., his successors and assigns (or his or their heirs, 
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to the 


; aad : . legal representatives, and assign to construct, maintain. and 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting draft of a proposed bill * To | I 3 ae assigns) to construct, maintain, and 


operate a bridge across Tampa Bay from Pinellas Point, Pinel 
: ; to the Com 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 9664) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
ut Hazard, in the State of Kentucky; to the Commitiee on Pub 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9665) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Pikeville, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9666) for the erection of a Federal build 
ing at Paintsville, Ky.: to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9667) for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Prestonsburg. Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9668) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Whites- 
burg, Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (1. R. 9669) to amend section 300 
of the World War veterans act, 1924, as amended; to the Com- 
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. DOUTRICH: A bill (H. R. 9670) to establish a fish 
cultural station in the State of Pennsylvania as an auxiliary; 
io the Cape Vincent (N. Y.) fisheries station; to the Committce 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

jy Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 9671) to amend 
the tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Br. Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 9672) authorizing the erection 
of a monument in France to commemorate the valiant services 
of the Ninety-third Division of the American Expeditionary 
Forces; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

$y Mr. HAMMER: A bill (H. R. 9673) granting increased 
pensious to the widows or beneficiaries of officers and enlisted 
men of any branch of Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States who are killed in time of peace or war in an 
aircraft or submarine accident, or who die as a result of such 
an accident: to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 9674) to amend the act entitled 
“An act authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to collect and 
publish statistics of the grade and staple length of cotton,” 
upproved March 38, 1927; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9675) to 
provide aid and encouragement to Indians of the Five Civilized 
Tribes and to Pawnee Indians in the agricuitural and horti- 
cultural development of their restricted or trust allotted and 
inherited Indian lands in Oklahoma, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 9676) to authorize appropria- 
tions for construction at the Walter Reed General Hospital, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

jy Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9677) to fix 
salaries of certain judges of the Territory of Hawaii and Porto 
Rico; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 9678) to provide for steel cars 
in the railway post-office service; to the Committee on the Post 
Ofiice and Post Roads. 

By Mrs, LANGLEY: A bill (HH. R. 9679) to provide further 
aid to disabled veterans of the World War; to the Committee 
on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9680) providing for a mine rescue station 
and equipment at Hazard, Ky.; to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9681) providing for a mine rescue station 
and equipment at Jenkins, Ky.; to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9682) to prohibit the United States from 
prosecuting or convicting any person in any of United States 
courts of America who has been convicted or acquitted in any 
of the State courts of the United States of America for the 
same offense, whether it be for a crime or misdemeanor, of 
which both the United States and the State courts have juris- 
diction ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9683) granting pensions and increase of 


pensions to certain sol rs and sailors of the war with Spa 
the Philippine insurrection, the Chima relief expedition, t 
Coast Guard artillery rvice of th United States, the widows 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


and orphan 





Aiso, a bill (H. R. Y6S4) to amend the ac 
granti pens s and increase of pensions to certain sé : 
Sailors, an marines f the C nd Mexican Wars 
cel n widew sole ailor and marine 
widows | ( t isl ‘ l Arp nu and 
purposes; to the Committ n Invalid Pensions 

Al a | (i. - GSD) te ! ad i entitle \ ct 
to 1 s and an ! of pe ! ) r i 

al S nd h ot » 4 \ l Wi ( fau Wi v ‘ 
widow i chi ot uch Idiers, sail and 1 | nd 
er ne pensk ind 1 rease ol pel ols nh il! 
ay ed May 1, 1920, and for other purposes; to the ¢ 
mitt on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 9 pl 
of the pvople by installing automat ain controls on 
roads; for determining and installing tl most practical « 
trol of automobiles at rade crossings; f determining 
installing other appliances for the protection of the people; to 
safeguard the interest of the invento nd h peo] up 
px ng them in the development of devices and applianc n 
connection therewith; and to impose penalties and othe 
tions relative thereto; to the Committee on Interstate and I‘ 


eign Commerce 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9687) to «¢ 
lish a fre guide service for the Capitol Building; 


Committee on Accounts, 


By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 9688) to provide s¢ 
for the payment of compensation for personal injuries and 
death caused by the operation of motor vehici in the Dis 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (7. R. 9689) to amend section 1l5a 
of an act entitled “An act to establish a Code of Law for the 
District of Columbia,” as amended; to the Committee « the 
District of Columbia 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Joint resolut (H. J. Res. 173) 
exempting from tariff duty all articles imported from foreign 
countries which are exchanged for American farm products for 
exportation; to the Committee on Ways and Means 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and several y reterred as follows: 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 9690) for the relief of 
Leonard Goodwin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9691) for the relief of Hattie Webb 
Rayner: to the Committee on C! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9692) for the relief of Kelly B. Willis; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

$y Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 9698) for the relief of Ben D. 
Showalter; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (HL. R. 9694) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosa Vinton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOHN: A bill (H. R. 9695) for the relief of Anna 
King; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUSHONG: A bill (H. R. 9696) granting an in- 
0 Livy Moser; to the Committee on Invalid 


1ims 


erense of pens io } 


Pensions. 


By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. 9697) granting an increase of 


pension to Julia A. Kresge; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRATIL: A bill (H. R. 9698) for the relief of N. H. 
Thibodeaux and Josephine Thibodeaux; to the Committee on 
Claims 

By Mr. CULLEN: A bill (H. R. 9699) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Hagerty; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9700) 
to extend the benetits of the employers’ liability act of Sep 
tember 7, 1916, to James H. Lomasney; to the Committee on 
Chaiims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9701) to extend the benefits of the em 
ployers’ liability act of September 7, 1916, to William L. Sulli- 
van or guardian; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOUTRICH: A bill (H. R. 9702) granting an in- 
erease of pension to John Anna Wunderlich; te the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (TH. R. 9703) granting a pension to 


Louisa Siples; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


} a 
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By Mr. EVANS of California: A } (H. R. 9704) granting 


mn increase of pension to Clara MecCory; to t Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. O7@ for the relief of Hugh Gibson, an 
heer of the foreign ervice ot the Ltr é St es, who, while 
Se ing abroad, su ed | tneit kk es I i funds ‘ ne 
Committee on Appropriations 

I \l ISH \ (H OTM nsi to 
Marvy ¢ Lal tl ‘ mi © « Iny Prey 3 

] Mr. FULBRIGH'! A bill (H . wT) ¢ i 

‘ ( ( l ‘) the Con ! i 

biey Pe ions 

\ i (H. R. 9708) nting an incre © of | sion 
liza h Grigor’ ) cs ee « li ilid Pe ol 

ALS a bill H. R. 8709 rar > a pens t J es | 
Pil d: to the ¢ on | 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 9716 for e relief of the 
at ot South Care mil ; the Committe ‘ : 

By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bi Ht. R. OF11) granting 
a pension to Laura Hallem; to the Committee on Invalid 
Penpsio 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9712) to nd the military 
record of Curtis V. Milliman; to the Commit on Military 
Affairs 

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9713) granting an 
increase of pension to John T. Brannon; to the Committee on 


Pensions 

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 9714) granting a pen- 
sion to Lewis Kimmel: to the Committee on Pen ns 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 9715) for the relief of Owen 
MeCuen ; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 9716) t 


pay Charles Hl. Salley, 


( Salley, S. C.. for eosts, disbursement and commission as 
administrator of the estate of Jim Woodward, deceased: to 
the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. HAWLBEY: A bill (H. R. 9717) granting an increase 


of pension to Sarah A. Fleak; to the 
1 ion 

ty Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 9718) granti: an increase of 
pension to Eila Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. HOPE: A bill (H. BR. 9719) for the relief of George A. 
Day; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 9720) granting an increase 

" pension to Margaret A. Yockey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9721) fer the relief of Willie G. Chapman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9722) for the relief of Allen Nichols; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9723) for the 
relief of John M. Hammond; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 9724) granting an inerease 
of pension to Mary C. Rowe; to the Commi e on Invalid 
P¢ nsions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9725) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 9726) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Shoop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (EL R. 9727) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah J. J es; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe nsions 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bil) (H. R. 9728) granting an increase 
of pension to Lizzie Butler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9729) for the relief of W. D. Biair; to the 
Committee on War Cla 

Also, a bill (HL R. 9730) granting a pension to Samuel Pack; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9731) granting an increase of pension to 
Mourning Sisemore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9732) granting a pension to Marge Bran- 
denburgh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9733) granting an increase of pension to 
Stella C. Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 9734) granting a pension 
to Dimmis BE. Hale; te the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9735) granting a 
pension to Eloise P. Steyens; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORMAN: A bill (H. R. 9736) granting a pension to 
Kate Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9737) for the relief of Herman C. Davis; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 9738) granting a pensien to 
Ellen Bb. Lasure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Committee on Invalid 





ims, 
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By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 9739) granting an increase 
of pension to Charilla Horbour; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 9740) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward J. Burgin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

jy Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 9741) granting an inerease 
of pension to Martha M. Searles; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 9742) granting an 
increase of pension to Fannie Gordon; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RUPEY: A bill (H. R. 9743) granting a pension to 
Albert D. Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 9744) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth B. Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 9745) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia M. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9746) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Worley Armentrout; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SlODS 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9747) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
sSurns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9748) granting a pension to Laura Viney; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9749) for the relief 
of William A. Lyons; to the Committee on World War Vet- 
erans’ Legislation. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 9750) for the relief of Borroum & Bishop, 
a firm composed of James L. Borroum and Francis P. Bishop, 
residents of the State of Kansas; to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 9751) for the relief of Robert 
Y. Garrison: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 9752) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary O'Neil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 9754) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine A. Hennon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9755) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna FB. McFarland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9756) granting a pension to 
Margaret Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill CH. R. 9757) for the relief of 
the Cherrington Hospital, Logan, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9758) for the 
relief of William J. Rosselot; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (EL R. 9759) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Boseley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
ou the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2013. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of John Mancini, jr., and 
66 other residents of Providence, R. I., opposing compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2014. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition signed by E. H. Ander- 
berg and other residents of Beverly, Haverhill, Danvers, and 
Merrimac, Muss., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2015. By Mr. ARENTZ: Petition of citizens of Bunkerville, 
Nev., requesting that immediate steps be taken to bring to a 
vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by 
the National Tribune, in order that relief may be accorded to 
needy and suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2016. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition from citizens of Centralia, 
Ill.. urging the passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2017. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., 
re Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

2018. Also, resolution of the Swedish Evangelical Mission 
Church, McPherson, Kans., with reference to amending immi- 
gration act of 1924; toe the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

2019. By Mr. BOIES: Petition signed by citizens of Milford, 
Spirit Lake, Terril, Dickens, and Sioux Rapids, Dickinson 
County, Iowa, protesting against the compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Anmemneiaapman SSS 
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2020. By Mr. BRIGGS (by request): Petition of S. B. Hazel 
and others, of Montgomery County, Tex., with reference to 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2021. By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Right, Tenn., asking that the pensions of Civil War soldiers 
and their widows be increased; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

2022. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of supervisors and teachers 
of the William J. Morrison School, of Brooklyn, N. Y., approv- 
ing the resolution to prohibit the exportation of arms, muni- 
tions, or implements of war to any country which engages in 
aggressive warfare; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2023. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Mrs. R. M. Woodard and 
16 other residents of Mineral Center, Minn., protesting against 
passage of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2024. Also, petition of Mrs. O. Aune and 25 other residents of 
Duluth, Minn., protesting against enactment into law of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2025. Also, petition of Mrs. Earl Patterson and seven other 
residents of Duluth, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bili 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2026. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of 
Whitewater, Walworth County, and vicinity, protesting against 
the passage of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2027. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of approximately 750 citizens 
of Los Angeles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 
78, or any similar legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

2028. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of residents of Sche- 
nectady, N. Y., against compulsory Sunday observance bill (H.R. 
78) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2029. Also, petition against compulsory Sunday observance 
bill (H. R. 78), made by residents of Schenectady, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2030. By Mr. CURRY: Petition of citizens of California, 
against the enactment of Sunday legisiation, and particularly 
against the enactment of House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2031. Also, petition of citizens of the third congressional dis- 
trict of California for higher rates for Civil War survivors 
and also a $50 rate for Civil War widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2032. By Mr. DARROW: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, urging early and favorable action on the bill (H. R. 
$195) proposing an amendment of sections 2804 and 3402 of the 
Revised Statutes, permitting the importation of cigars and 
cigarettes in smaller quantities by parcel post; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

2033. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., against Sunday observance bill (H. R 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2034. By Mr. DOWELL: Petition of residents of Des Moines, 
Iowa, relative to Civil War pension legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

2035. Also, petition of residents of Stony County, Iowa, rela- 
tive to compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2036. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Paxton, 
Englemine, Greenville, and Taylorsville, Calif., protesting 
against Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2037. By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: Memorial of Camp Wash- 
ington Council No. 43, Junion Order of United American Me- 
chanics, of Cincinnati, Ohio, petitioning for passage of legisla- 
tion known as the Holaday bill, for the deportation and regis- 
tration of aliens within the borders of the United States; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2038. Also, petition of Cincinnati Chapter L, Disabled Ameri- 
ean Veterans of the World War, protesting against repeal of 
the statutory award granted to veterans with a rating of ar- 
rested tuberculosis; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 

2039. Also, petition of Mrs, Phoebe Potts and other adult citi- 
zens of Allen County, Ohio, protesting against consideration of 
House bill 78, providing for Sunday observance in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2040. By Mr. FOSS: Petition of 69 members of the Amer- 
ican Legion, Post No. 102, Athol, Mass., urging increased pen- 
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2041. Also, petition of l Shaw and various othe 
citizens of East Brookfield a8 "Tr esting against the pa 
sage of House bill 78. known as tl I kford Sunday ot 
servance bill; to the Committee on the I l f Columbia 

2042. By Mr. FRENCH: Peti f 100 eitizens of Id ‘ 
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citizens of St. Paul, Minn., against House bill 78, compulsory 
Sunday observance for the District of Columbia; to the Con 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 
2052. Also, petition of Stewart 
Paul, Minn., against House bill 78 


ice for the District of Columbia; to the 
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2053. Also, petition of Cl 
St. Paul, Minn., against House 
servance for the Di trict of Cc 
District bia. 
2054. Also, petition of C. H. Miller and 87 citizens of St 
Poul. Minn.. against House bill 78, compulsory Sunday 
ance for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on th 
District of Columbia 

2055. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 49 re 
Rapids, Mich., i the enactment by Con 
tional benefit of veterans of tbe Civi 
and their dependent widows; to the 
Pensions. 

2056. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Burley, Kitsap 
County. Wash.. for increase in pensions to Civil 
nd th mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
citizens of Wash., opposing 
78, the Sunday closing law for the District of Colum 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2058. By Mr. MORIN: Pe tition of the council of . 
Pa., urging passa of Dale-Lehlibach bill so as to 


the 


obsery 


sidents of Gr 
advocating gress of ddi 
legislation for the 
Committee on ilvalid 


tL . ~“-¥ 
Y¥ al Vt ia » 
d their widows; to the Cot 


meactie, 











permit optional retirement of Federal employees after 30 year 
of service with an annuity of $1,200 per annum; to the C 
mittee on the Ci service 

2059. By Mr. NEWTON: Petitioz Mary Sucke1 n, of 
Minneapolis, and others, against Sunt npulsory obser 
to the Committee the District of Columb 

2060. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Dlinois Chamt 
of Com! e, Chi o, I j ol ¢ the elimination of l 


611 from the proposed revenue act (H. R. 1); to the Commi 
on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. RAINEY: Petit 
protesting agai ‘ 
the Committee 


I compuisery Sunday observan i i; lo 


Dist ict of Columbia. 


on the 






2062. By Mr. SCHNEIDER: Petitis of numerous citizens « 
Brown County, Wis., protesting against the enactment of House 


bill 78, or any other compul 


lsory Sunday observance legislation ; 
to the Committee on the Dist 


rict of Columbia. 
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063. Also, petition of ns of Rrown County, 


numerous 








- e of Wisconsin, protest nactment of House 
bill 78 o any other compulso observance legislati« ° 
» the Committee on the a ; 
2064. By M SEGER: j MeCutehes 
Hon. Roy T. Yates, Hon ers 1 4:% 3 
of Paterson, N. J., and vici ¥ ive ° ey ension or 
Civil War veterans and de] I to the Commi n 

inv i Pe ions 
(nM By M LVIG Pe nm ¢ ] tie K ()-] I th 
other residents ¢ White I Minn rotesting 
] 176 ii I id ¢ a ‘ l ral 1 S 
t f t © Ol Distric f (% 
Ooe \ 1) 4 | ' 6 r 
{ ot | kK ¢ f NM | s St ee! 
House bill 7S of any « 1 ‘ tl» 
he Sabba to t} ¢ ! on { } 
t i M SHREVI1 Ls I of 
! l 
i ims Sul ) 
lL ( unbia 
8. I I . \! Vet ‘ \ 
I and vi { protes gern e} 
Uuls> Lu el ul i aiid pra 
iimst House bill 78; to the ¢ t ‘ t I) 
a imibia 
069. By J SINNOTI ] i er citize ‘ 
ay, Ore urgil action « leg n ding t 
reiiel OL Veterubs of the Oly \\ : Luelr vidow { he 
( mitt on Invalid Pensio1 
2070, Also, petition of nt S citize of Milton and f 
er, Ore protesting ! el { {f House bill 7 the 
2 I ( 1 ‘ s i erviule 
o the ¢ ittee « the Di ict of ¢ ‘ 

2071 », petition of 202 citiz f Hood River ar d, 
Oreg., protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, the 
Liunkfor bill, or ar similar compulsory Sunday observanes 

tion; to the Committee on the District of Columl 
By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of \y rs of Sa 
i. Kans., urging ¢ ctment of legi ion to increase the 
pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Com- 


Pensions 

voters f Wash 
ition ti crease the ] s s of Civil 
widows: to the 


Invalid 
2073. Also, petition of 
ring tment 

War veterans and their 

Pensions 


mittee on 





enae of legis! 


2074. Also, petition of vote of Cl Center. Kans.. urging 
enactment of legislation to inere tl pension Civil Wat 
veterans 1 their widows: to the Committe: Invwali 





Also, petition voters of Miltonvale 





wer lation to increase the pe ons of ¢ War vet 
erans and their widows; to the Comm e on Invalid Pensions, 

2076. By Mr. SWING: Petition citizens s Diego 
County, Calif., protesting against compulsory unday ot rv- 
ance laws; to the Committee on the District f Col Dia 

2077. Also, petition f citizens of Riverside, Calif., proté , 
igainst comy ul ry Sunday observance laws: to e Committe: 
n the District of Columbia 

2078. Also, perition of citizens of Anaheim, Calif pro ting 


ainst compulsory Sunday observanc 

District of Columbia 

Also, petition of citizens of Santee, Calif pre sting 

against compulsory Sunday 

on the District of Columbia 
2080. Also, petition of citizens of Ei 


on the 
2079, 


observance 


communiti protesting against compulsory ! 
laws; to the Committee on the D ict of ¢ aT 
2081. Also, petition of citiz f Escondido, ¢ pl ig 


oai ¢ nl 
agaist com} 


on the District of Col 


ory Sul 





2082. Also, petition of citize: of Buena Park, Cali pro- 
testing against compulsory + day o ‘rva aws i 
Committee on the District of ‘ umbia 

2083. Also, petition of citizens of Arlington, Calif., protesting 
LZ I compuisory Sunda) i ( t t] Com? . 
0 District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Diego, Calif., protesting 
as tt compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Commi 
( District if Columbia 

Also, petition of citizens of | onia, Calif., prot ng 





mpulsory Sunday observance laws; to the C 
on the District of Columb 

2086. By Mr. THATCH 
Louisville, Ky., prote z 


against c 


ER: 


against th 


Petition of numerous citizens of 


ting 
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Sabbath observance, and particularly House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2087. By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of sundry citizens of Ar- 
kansas, asking for legislation increasing pensions for Civil War 
veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2088, Also, petition of various citizens of Arkansas, protest- 
ing against the passage of compulsory Sunday observance bills; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2089. By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition signed by E. C. Ride- 
nour and other citizens of Glenford, Ohio, in favor of an in- 
crease in pension to Civil War veterans and their widows; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

2000. By Mr. WOODRUFF: Petition of citizens of the tenth 
Michigan district, against House bill 78, Sunday observance bill; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2091, Also, petition from citizens of Bay City, Mich., favoring 
legisiation increasing pension of Civil War veterans and their 
depeiidents ; io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE 
Fripay, January 20, 1928 
(Legislative day of Tuesday, January 17, 1928) 


The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira- 

tion of the recess. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti- 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (S. 672) for the purpose of 
rehabilitating farm lands in the flood areas, and it was there 
upon signed by the Vice President. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess McKellar Shortridge 
Surkley Fletcher McLean Simmons 
Bayard Frazier McMaster Smith 
Bingham George McNary Smoot 
Black Gerry Mayfield Steck 
Blease Gillett Metcalf Steiwer 
Borah Glass Neely Stephens 
Bratton (ooding Norbeck Swanson 
Brookhart Gould Norris Thomas 
Broussard Greene Nye Trammell 
Bruce Hale Overman Tydings 
Capper Harris Phipps Tyson 


Wagner 
Walsh, Mass, 


Ilarrison Pine 
Hayden Pittman 


Caraway 
Copeland 


Couzens Heflin Reed, Mo. Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Howell Reed, Pa. Warren 
Cutting Johnson Robinson, Ark. Waterman 


Dale Jones Robinson, Ind, Watson 
Deneen Kendrick Sackett Wheeler 
pill Keyes Sheppard Willis 
Ferris King Shipstead 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

THE FOURTEENTH AND FIFTEENTH AMENDMENTS 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, there has been much discus- 
sion in both Houses of Congress, in the press, and in other 
places regarding the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the 
Federal Constitution. I desire to give notice that I purpose on 
next Monday morning, as soon as the routine morning business 
is econeluded, to deliver an address on the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments to the Federal Constitution, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I present a petition signed 
by citizens of Williamsburg, Va., regarding the storage of explo- 
sives at Yorktown. It is not a very long petition, and for the 
information of the Senate I ask that it be printed in the Recorp 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Jo the honorable Senators and Members of the House of Representatives 
from Virginia in the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioners, the undersigned residents of the city of Williamsburg, 
Va., respectfully call your attention to the fact that the United States of 
America during the period of the war activities acquired a tract of land 
of about 10,000 acres lying between Williamsburg and Yorktown for the 
purpose, as stated at that time, of establishing a Navy mine depot. 

Your petitioners understood the term “ Navy mine depot” to mean 
a@ place for the storage and handling of explosives needed for the current 
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use of the Navy; and the amount of high explosives necessary for said 
purpose, your petitioners are informed, is very small. 

Since the establishment of said Navy mine depot the Government has 
found itself in the possession of large quantities of high explosives 
consisting of T. N. T. and other high explosives, and your petitioners 
are informed that they have now stored on this tract of land about 
22,000,000 pounds of T. N. T., some of which is in the storehouses 
already built upon said property, some in the open; and that new 
buildings are contemplated for the purpose of making this a permanent 
storage. 

Your petitioners realize the fact that it is necessary for the Gov- 
ernment to have a certain amount of high explosives on hand, and that 
some place should be allotted for this purpose. And your petitioners 
would not object to this area being used as a Navy mine depot, as 
originally contemplated, but from information that they have the said 
tract of land is being changed and set aside as a place for the storage of 
large quantities of high explosives, and that some of the storage build- 
ings now on said property, and others that are contemplated being 
erected, are within 2,800 feet of the outside property line and not a 
much greater distance from the only main highway that there is leading 

Your petitioners, also being informed that Congress is now under- 
taking to definitely decide about some permanent arrangement for the 
storage of high explosives, respectfully request that you will carefully 
investigate the tract of land in question. And that if upon an investi- 
gation it is found that it would be a detriment for this section of the 
country for the storage of such large quantities of high explosives 
that arrangements will be made for the removal of the excess amount of 
high explosives on said tract of land—if it should be shown that there 
is an excess—and that proper action be taken to guard the safety of 
the lives and the property of the people living in this community. 

While your petitioners hardly think it necessary, still, they call 
your attention to the fact that this peninsula is the most historie portion 
of the United States; that large numbers of tourists are daily visiting 
this community; that this is not a sparsely settled country, but the 
historic town of Yorktown lies to the east of this Navy mine depot; 
that the city of Williamsburg lies to the west and is not more than 344 
miles from the western limits of the Navy mine depot; and that besides 
the residents of the city of Williamsburg there are two State institu- 
tions; namely, the Eastern State Hospital, containing in the neighbor- 
hood of 1,000 inmates, and the College of William and Mary, with about 
1,200 students. 

In consideration of the foregoing facts your petitioners urge that the 
Navy mine depot at Yorktown be not converted into a place for storage 
of high explosives in large quantities; that such storage constitutes a 
continuing menace and cperates to retard the growth and prosperity of 
the community. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Vv. M. Teddy, H. M. Stryker, W. E. Topping, T. C. Hall, M. W. 
Foster, G. T. Brooks, R. 8S. Broocks, W. L. Thorpe, W. F. 
Low, R. W. Mahome, J. G. Warburton, B. I. Bell, C. C. Hall, 
T. T. Rogers, B. M. Gwathryn, Clarence T. Casey, Julian L. 
Casey, William Wallace, I’. H. Geddy, R. W. Lane, jr., 
W. A. R. Goodwin, Frank Armstead, J. S. Timberlake, A. G. 
Harwood, sr., T. J. McCracken, W. 8S. Hitchens, G. W. 
Brown, J. A, C. Chandler, Mrs. Alice Pollard Stryker, 
J. M. Henderson, John Garland Pollard. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas presented a letter from John R. 
Fordyce, of Hot Springs National Park, and a resolution adopted 
at the annual meeting of the Arkansas Rea! Estate Associa- 
tion, at Little Rock, Ark., favoring the prompt passage of legis- 
lation to create the Ouachita National Park in Polk and Mont- 
gomery Counties, Ark., which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Mr. KING presented a telegram from the Proyo Conservation 
Association, signed by Mark Anderson, of Provo, Utah, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Smoot grazing 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the board of gov- 
ernors of the Salt Lake (Utah) Chamber of Commerce, pro- 
testing against further consideration of the so-called Swing- 
Johnson Boulder Dam bill until certain suggested actions have 
been taken, which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented the petition of R. E. Swendseid, of 
Stanley, and 65 other citizens, all in the State of North Dakota, 
praying for amendment of the existing immigration law with 
the 1890 census as the basis of computation, and protesting 
against a national-origin basis of computation, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. JONES presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Spo- 
kane, Wash., remonstrating against the operation of the parcel 
post law as io the rate on postal cards and circular mail as 
being unjust and discriminatory, and requesting amendment 
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thereof so as te form to the 1924 rate, which was referred to | sovernment to another governmenf, there {fs an 1 inequality 
he Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, | between the parties Phis i y ft neral run of rights, so ? 
Mr. DENEEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chi | that the relationship between the parties to nderstanding that 
cago, Iil., praying for the prompt passage of legislation granting of two wholly different interest ne the sovereign stat 1 t only 
increased pensions to veterans of the Civil War and their wid to the da tes internation N LI er of u munity of 
ows, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. nations, and the other the subject of r such soverci tate wl } 
Mr. COPELAND presented a resolution adopted by the | !tself may be involved only indirectly through its ow ir 
standing committee of the Marine Soviety of New York, N. \¥ an undertakins 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Jones gov * Concession plomacy may be set dow t t ! 
ernment-ownership merchant marine bill, which was ordered | Abyssinia, ‘ 1, or Nicaragu It may d hed 
to lie on the table. ide of the political struggles of indust lL nath as a com! l 
He also presented a resolution adopted by the Near East | undertaking in which a business | ssifion is made into a pol i 
Democratic Organization, of New York, N. Y., remonstrating | deal; as a private enterprise tra rmed into a diplomat tal 
against the ratification of the Lausanne treaty between the | The foreign office, not the business n ecomes the eustodian of tl 
United States and Turkey, which was referred to the Com- | equiti olved 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ‘In other words, it is not the fact of business development ove 
He also presented a resolution adopted by the Parent-Teacher | which is sinister, but the political implications put behind this ec 
Association, of Rockville Center, Long Island, N. Y., favoring | expansion.” 
the continuance of the maternity and infancy work under the | Also : 
United States Children’s Bureau, which was referred to the} “ Until the peoples of nations deal with the larger aspects of en 
Committee on Education and Labor. policy in truly democratic terms, it seems to me that the whole question 
Mr. BINGHAM presented a resonhitiol adopted by the board of the control of neces yn diplomae ‘ ry It is part and parcel 
of officers of the State Council of Connecticut, Junior Order | of so much more vast a problem that it ca it be d if t 
United American Mechanics, protesting against the repeal of | greater political setting. In a word, to take the danger out of cor 
the national origins provision of the existing immigration act, | sions is to remove the menace which attaches in a far larger det ) 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. | the whole trené of present-day diplomacy 
Mr. WHERLER. Mr. President, I present a brief submitted | 4. Concessions are in the nature of franchises or charters, which in 
by the Anti-Monopoly League for investigation of American | the United States are matters of pul record 
concessions abroad by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee Among the most important acts of legislation in America are those 
as provided in Senate Resolution 47, offered by me on Decem- | requiring that before public franchises and charters are granted there 
ber 12, 1927, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and | must be investigation and public records, and empowering the Interstat 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the brief was referred to the Com- 
mittee On Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Commerce Commission to piss upon the issuance of securities by rail 


roads These acts are based upon the superior rights of the public te 





those of investors. Concessions granted by a government of a foreign 


country to an American citizen to exploit a natural resource are of an 


Brief for investigation of Americans’ concessions abroad by the Senate | eYem more important public nature, because they involve greater diffi 


Committee on Foreign Relations, as prov ided in Senate Resolution 47 culty in adjudication of differences of intent or interpretation loan 
by Mr. WHEELER, submitted by the Anti-Monopoly League, Bliss obtains at home because of the greater difficulty in bringing the matter 
Building, Washington, D. C in dispute before a competent court satisfactory to both parties 

, ashing \ a i 


A charter or franchise for operation of a natural resource, rai id, 


1. Location-of natural resources does not give any prima facie right | . : : 
or public utility, moreover, is granted tween more nearly equals the 


to hoard or monopolize them : ; : 
governmental agency and the financial interests. A “ concession” igs 


granted by the Government to the citizen of a powerful nation in t 
case of the United States 


In an aide memoire of our State Department of January 6, 1909 
inviting Mexico and Canada to send delegates to a conservation confere 
held here in February of that year the statement is mad 


e F e nite ates -ontrollin »-fifthe he orlda’s eral 
“The people of the whole world are interested in the natural r 5. Th a ited Stat ee a ¢ two-fif 4 of the world mineral 
. esources, doing two-filt of the world’s wot ne vir it the 
sources of the whole world, benefited by their conservation, and injured Aeon ‘ 1a’ ; co .. al - 
a > ‘ same prop ion 1 th work + wealll s yject } iat ) envy 
by their destruction. The people of every country are interested in * peepee ; oe : ate - _— itred wre 
: . i. |} in mo -Ou ries the rhe t car afford t it n . i 
the supply of food and of material for manufacture in every other | ia eee Aver aT 7 ne 4 enesatrajned 
|} selfishness of a few citizens t invoh in warfare which an | 


country, not only because these are interchangeable through processes 


localized only with great difficulty 


of trade, but because a knowledge of the total supply is necessary to aiuiceie ; , . 
Dr. C. K. Leith, of Wisconsin University, {n the October issue of 


the intelligent treatment of each nation’s share of the supply. 
“Nor is this all A knowledge of the continuance and stability of 
perennial and renewable resources is no less important to the world 


| Foreign Affairs, summarizes the relation of natural resources to prod 
tion and wealth as follows: 

than a knowledge of the quantity or the term remaining for the enjo; " The United States originates and controls about 40 per cent of the 

ment of those resources which when consumed are irreplaceable. As to wor! $ mineral produ tion, ind the United States and Great Britain 

all the great natural sources of national welfare, the peoples of to-day together control at least 75 per cent. 

hold the earth in trust for the peoples to come after them Reading : 

the lessons of the past aright, it would be for such a conference to and wae the north Atlantic countries, on nting both man power 

look beyond the present to the future.” and mineral power, are doing annually five times the mechanical work 
Although first steps were taken toward calling an international con 


ference on the allocation of natural resources, it was not held 


“By reason of their exploitation of power resources—coal, « ras, 


|} of the combined total of Russia, China, and India, the three most popu- 
ough the population of the north Atlant 

eat. With a fifth of the world’s popula 
tion, this group of countries is doing about two-thirds of the world’s 


} 


| lous countries of the world, t 






, > : countries is only « hire s¢ 
2 Americans have secured control of natural resources in many | v yat la 
‘ parts of the world and are constantly striving to secure additional 


work. The United States alone is doing about 40 per cent of the world’s 
resources. 





q Americans control or own valuable natural resources, or have conces work, and its next nearest competitor, Great Britain, about a quarter as 
sions, in nearly all important Central and South American countri much as the United States. 
j including Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, “This perspective reflects more or less the distribution of national 
4 Venezuela, Nicaragua, Guatemala, and Mexico. They have interests in wealth and the prevailing standards of living, as might be expected 
% Mesopotamia, Turkey, Russia, many parts of Africa, and elsewh« | from the fact that wealth is essentially a product of work 
They are the great financial power in Cuba, Haiti, an@ Porto Rico } Doctor Leith further comments accurately: 

Americans’ private investments abroad total about $14,000,000,000 | “We are therefore witnessing the conflict of two powerful opposing 
‘ and are increasing very rapidly. Much of these investments are in con- | fre on the one hand, world demand for raw materials, which knows 
‘ cessions for developing oil fields and mineral resources, construction | 2 Dational boundaries and whi h is forcing cooperation in order that 


demand may be efficiently satisfied; on the other, the nationalist 
irtition 





work, and plantation development. 
forces, directed toward 


& 8. Concessions secured through fraud, foree, or misrepresentation are , I resources for national gain or 


gu 








re a source of international friction, endanger legitimate investments, and | *“ urity. Many recent international episodes are an expression of this 
a are an incentive to war. problem, and more are in store.” 
; Prof. Charles Hodges, director division oriental commerce, New York 6. The development and growth of great manufacturing interests 
University, has stated the situation tersely: demands greater community of interest with respect to natural resourceg 
“In its broadest sense a concession is nothing more or less than a | 42d raw materials. 
4 contract entered into by two parties for the performance of a specified In 1920 the International Miners’ Congress adopted the following ’ 
a purpose on terms which have been freely entered into and designed to | resolution: “ That there be constituted within a brief period an inter- 
‘ confer mutual advantages. Unlike undertakings to which both parties | national office for the distribution of fuel, ores, and other raw mate- 
are private interests, the concession becomes an outstanding phase of | rials indispensable for the revival of normal economic Hite.” The 
modern international relations because of the inequality between the | League of Nations, throug its economic committee, and the economic 
parties to such an agreement, Unless the concession is granted by one onferenves have given consideration to this problem and the last 
», 
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economie conference approved the principle of an international! alloca- 
yn of natural resources. 
7. The necessity for an equitable allocation of the world’s natural 
resources is recognized in one of the most practical of the famous 
fourteen points ™: 
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The removal, so far as possible, of all economic barriers and the | 


establishment of an equality of trade conditions among all the nations 
onsenting to the peace and associating themselves for its maintenance.” 

[It was also stressed by President Wilson in his reply to the Pope’s 
peace note, in which he stated: 

“The American people * * * believe that peace should rest 
upon the rights of peoples * * * great or small, weak or powerful— 
their equal rights to freedom and security and self-government, and 
to a participation upon fair terms in the economic opportunities of 
the world.” 

It is obvious that there can not be such “ participation upon fair 
terms in the economic opportunities of the world,’ with the United 
States controlling 40 per cent and Great Britain 35 per cent—to- 
gether three-quarters of the mineral resources of the world and using 
them to crush the rest of the world commercially. Nearly all wars 
have sprung, in the last analysis, from trade rivalries and desire to 
secure natural resources. 

8. Secret concessions, secretly arrived at by Americans in conjunc- 
tion with weak or corrupt Government officials, intimidated by the 
background of America’s unlimited financial and military power, are 
a repudiation of every declared purpose of the United States in en- 
tering the World War, stamp us as hypocrites, and embitter the world 
against us. 

The vigorous opposition to an investigation of America’s concessions 
and making a public record thereof is the best and most conclusive 
proof that this should be done. 

America’s entrance into the League of Nations or her adherence to 
the World Court, or both, are relatively unimportant compared with 
America’s policy even as an “ isolationist" Nation upon basic economic 
and fiscal policies. Should she challenge the rest of the world to an 
equitable and just policy with respect to natural resources controlled 
by American nationals, by example, no power could withstand this. 
A public investigation of American concessions abroad and repudia- 
tion by the Government of sanction for any concessions obtained fraud- 
ulently, by threat of force, illegality, corruptly or unmorally, would 
be more effective in insuring peace than adoption of any resolution 
outlawing war, or starting a Navy program to cost up to $1,000,000,000. 

The test of America’s integrity and sincerity in entering the World 
War is her intelligence and actions in ending the economic causes of 
war—of which looting of natural resources in backward countries is 
lirst. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Commitee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 771) providing for the loan 
of the U. S. 8S. Dispatch to the State of Florida, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 103) thereon. 

Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 700) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to execute an agreement with the Middle Rio 
Grande conservancy district providing for conservation, irriga- 
tion, drainage, and flood control for the Pueblo Indian lands 
in the Rio Grande Valley, N. Mex., and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 104) 
thereon, 

Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to which was referred the bill (S. 1271) to more ef- 
fectively meet the obligations of the United States under the 
migratory bird treaty with Great Britain by lessening the 
dangers threatening migratory game birds from drainage and 
other causes, by the acquisition of areas of land and of water 
to furnish in perpetuity reservations for the adequate protec- 
tion of such birds; and by providing funds for the establish- 
ment of such areas, their maintenance and improvement, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 105) thereon. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS—LAWS AND TREATIES 


Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported a resolution (S. Res. 115), which was referred to the 
the Commiteee on Printing, as follows: 

Resolved, That the manuscript of the laws, agreements, Executive 
orders, proclamations, ete., relating to Indian Affairs, prepared under 
Senate Resolution 57, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session, be printed 
as a Senate document, and ‘that 50 additional copies be printed for 
the use of the Indian Office and Indian agencies. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
us follows: 
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By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: 

A bill (S. 2698) authorizing the Secretary of War to convey 
to the State of Arkansas certain lands forming a part of the 
Camp Pike area, in the State of Arkansas; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 2694) to establish a national military park to com- 
memorate the Battle of Bentonville; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2695) for the relief of Gilliam Grissom (with an 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2696) granting an increase of pension to Jacob J. 
King (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DALE: 

A bill (S. 2697) for the relief of Hattie M. McMahon; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2698) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Vermont to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Clyde River at or near Newport, Vt.; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAYARD: 

A bill (S. 2700) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Richardson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2701) granting an increase of pension to Rosalie 
Schmitt Grotz (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DENEEN: 

A bill (S. 2702) granting a pension to Alfred Barker: 

A bill (S. 2708) granting an increase of pension to Jolin §. 
Baxter; and 

A bill (S. 2704) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Kille; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2705) for the relief of Harry Evans Nowland; and 

A bill (S. 2706) for the relief of Arthur C, Lueder; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FRAZIER (by request) : 

A bill (8S 2707) to provide for the classification of all un- 
allotted land of the Klamath Indian Reservation and to reserve 
for forest-production purposes all land primarily adapted to the 
production of crops of timber; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 2708) granting a pension to Moina Michael; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: 

A bill (S. 2709) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Pendleton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: 

A bill (S. 2710) granting a pension to David Fisher (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2711) for the relief of Walter W. Jolinston; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2712) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
present former Coxswain Patrick J. Murphy with a distin- 
guished-service medal; and 

A bill (S. 2718) for the relief of Thomas N, 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 

A bill (S. 2714) granting compensation to James Ahern; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2715) granting an annuity to Arthur E. Nathanson; 
to the Committee on Civil Service. 

A bill (S. 2716) for the relief of Andrew M. Dunlop; and 

A bill (S. 2717) granting compensation to Mary I. Latta; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2718) authorizing the establishment of the Califor- 
nia migratory+ird refuge; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
E. Morris (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S, 2720) for the relief of David McD. Shearer; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A bill (S. 2721) authorizing acquisition of a site for the 
farmers’ produce market, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. METCALF: 

A bill (S. 2722) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
Fleming Potts (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 
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FLOOD D ASTI l vi MON 

Mr. GREENE introduced a bill (S. 2699) t Lut he 
appropriation for the relief of the State of Vermont o1 
count of roads and bridges damaged or destroved by the 1 { 
flood. which was read twice by its title 

Mr. DALE. Mr. President, everyone know Vi I 
suffered a great disaster from floods, and the Vermont 
tion in Congress has agreed upon this flood relief bill 1 move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Commerce 

The motion was agreed to 

CA k ALCOV RECLAMATI PROJECT 
Mr. PHIPPS s itted an amendment intended to be 


posed by him to the bill (S. 1156) to provide for the 
for diversion of the waters of the North Platte and construction 
of the Casper-Alcova reclamation project, which was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation and ordered to be 
printed 

SETTLEMENT OF ALIEN PROPERTY CLAIMS 


Mr. MAYFIELD submittec an amendment intended to be pro 
posed by kim to the bill (H. R. 7201) to provide for the settle 
ment of certain claims of American nationals against Germany 
and of German nationals against the United States, for the ulti 
mate return of all property of German nationals held by the 
Alien Property Custodian, and for the equitable apportionment 
among all claimants of certain available funds. which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be print 

DIRECTION AS TO THREE CARGO SERVICES 

Mr. JONES submitted a resolution (S. Res. 116), which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as felloy 

Whereas the United States Shipping Board has heretofore established 
under the direction of the merchant marine act thr lines of 
services from American Pacific ports to ports in the Orient I 
ating out of California, one out of Oregon, and one out of Washington 
and 

Whereas these established lines have been built up during t 





four years at an aggregate expense of over $4,000,000, exclusive of th 


cost of the vessels employed in such services, to where said lines art 
now practically self-sustaining; and 

Whereas the Shipping Board has determined to sell said thre 
contemporaneously for private operation, under specificatior and con 





ditions which will make it impo or any person or group of per 
primarily interested in any one line as an individual unit, to pur 


init, to 


and permanently maintain said line; and 

Whereas under said specifications as prepared and advertised, th« 
bidding will be confined to persons or groups of persons desiring t 
acquire and maintain all three lines as a composite unit, thereby; 
3] ed . ind 
Whereas no intending purchaser can safely bid for a line as an 
individual unit without having entered into a combination with intend 
ing purchasers of other lines; and 


destroying the integrity of the lines as heretofore estab 





Whereas the specifications published by the Shipping Board will neces 
sarily exclude from competitive bidding persons entitled to become rf 
chasers and will confine the bidding to persons and groups who ha‘ 
arranged monopolistic control of cargo shipping on the Pacific, all of 
which will result in inadequate prices for said services and in depriving 
the separate communities primarily interested in each line from becom- 


ing the owner and operator of that line, thereby preventing such indi- 
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| Mr. STEPHENS Mr. President, I k uba is consent 
I e pie l Conpsicde 1 nh [ t is 142 t re ve 
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} Sena ind the House at the last sessi but did not reac he 
‘zs dent in time to be signed by him 
fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi ks 
;} immediate consideration of Senate bill 1420, which the clerk 
W ead 
| Che Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, rhat e | i St s hereby reling all 
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ir I I's deed d i A j 21 1848 e f i i 
property s ited in Harrison ¢ Mis Ww rt \ If 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from Mis- 
i sippi f the bill will lead to any de bate? 
Mr. STEPHENS. I think not. As I said, a 





| 
; 
j 
| similar ill 
| passed both the Senate and the House at the last session, but 
| it failed to reach the President in time for his signatu 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed 


j WATER-POWER RESOURCES OF TENNESSFE 


} Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
| have printed in the Recorp a very important letter addressed 
| to me by the members of the Railroad and Publie Utilities 
| Commission of the State of Tennessee in regard to the methods 
| of utilizing water power in that State. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
| in the Recorp, as follow 

! 

| 
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Statee Sen Wash D.¢ 

| NATOR: R i f Dp 7, 1927 L- 
dressed to the Railroad 1 | Util ce i , 7 

| we respectfully s nit the followh tt t le of 0 i 

} with respect to the questic nentioned in ir lett 

| It is a matter of mon knowledg hat Tennes 3 ver n 
water-power I Irces T . mimi n } keen! felt h t 
necessity of preserving and r ng tl ights of tl Stat it th 

very beginning of the development of these resources It is the pini 

| of the attorney general of the State of Tennessee ell this 
ommission and of its counsel, that the State of Tenness | a 
his commission with power and authority to act in tl p seg. 
Having sought the advice of the attorney general and havir f ind 

thoroughly considered the matter, on October 10, 1927, the comm a 
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passed an order, which was duly entered upon its 
which order fs herewith transmitted for your information as to its 
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contents. This order states as clearly as the commission and the attor 
ney general and its counsel can do the attitude, position, and conten- 
tion of this commission with respect to the matters embraced in the 
order, 

Thereafter, on November 1, 1927, the commission made a further 
order, after having cited various applicants for water-power rights to 
appear before it on that date copy of which order is also transmitted 
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to you herewith. This order also has the approval of the attorney 


general for the State and of the counsel for the commission. 

Pursuant to the powers lodged in this commission by statute in 
Tennessee, as the commission has been advised by the attorney general 
and its counsel, the commission prepared a form of application to be 
used by applicants for water-power sites, which form indicates the 
views entertained by the commission with respect to its powers and 
duties. A copy of same is likewise transmitted to you herewith. This 
form of application was ready for distribution about the Ist of Decem- 
ber last, and was mailed to the various prospective applicants for 
Up to the present time no formal application has 
been received by the commission, 

Within the last few days a suit has been filed in the chancery court 
at Nashville by the Tennessee Eastern Electric Co., which challenges 
the power of the commission, under the statutes of the ‘tate, to take 
and exercise the powers and jursidiction claimed by the commission 
and by the attorney general for the State, as shown in the various 
documents hereinbefore mentioned and herewith transmitted. This bill 
in chancery also challenges the right and jurisdiction of the State 
itself with respect to the control over the development of water-power 
sites in Tennessee, It may be that the recent suit will have the effect 
of delaying the development of water-power sites in this State until 
the courts shall have finally acted upon the legal and constitutional 
questions raised in this bill, Since this bill undertakes to raise ques- 
tions with respect to the alleged violation of the fourteenth amendment 
of the Federal Constitution by the action already taken by this com- 
mission, it is possible that the case may ultimately be carried to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Should this be done, we fear 
that the development of the water-power resources of the State will 
be materially retarded. It is the sincere desire of the commission that 
everything possible be done to promote and hasten the development of 
the water-power resources of this State, provided always that in so 
doing the rights of the State and of its people be fully protected against 
exploitation on the part of those who are now seeking to secure these 
very valuable rights. The commission is ready and anxious at any 
time hereafter to afford to every applicant a prompt hearing and speedy 
determination of all questions raised in applications for water-power 
sites in Tennessee, and it here and now desires to make it clear that 
any delay in the development of the water-power resources of the State 
shall not be laid at the door of this commission, 

Replying to that part of your letter wherein you indicate some 
solicitude as to what effect the settlement of the question with respect 
to Muscle Shoals would have upon the granting of permits by the com- 
mission, it is respectfully suggested that the action of Congress upon 
the question of the disposition made of Muscle Shoals may have a far- 
reaching efect-—perhaps a controlling effect—upon the entire water- 
power development on the Tennessee River above Muscle Shoals. We 
are trusting to you, and to Tennessee’s other representatives in both 
Houses of the Congress, to protect and safeguard the rights of the State 
with respect to all these vast water-power resources above Muscle 
Shoals. Should such legislation be enacted by the Congress as to make 
all the other water-power sites on the Tennessee River above Muscle 
Shoals merely subordinate to or dependent upon the development at 
Muscle Shoals, in our opinion untold losses would result to the people 
of Tennessee and to the State in its sovereign capacity. The commission 
views with alarm the possibility of the passage of such legislation as 
is represented by the Madden bill, so far as it attempts to interfere 
with the rights of the State of Tennessee through this commission to 
control and make disposition to independent companies of power sites 
on the Tennessee River or elsewhere within the boundaries of this State. 
This commission regards any attempt on the part of Congress to dis- 
pose of water-power sites within the boundaries of the respective States, 
independent of the action of the State, as an unwarranted invasion of 
the sovereignty of the State and an unconstitutional usurpation of the 
rights of the States and the peoples thereof. 

You Inquire about how the commission is getting along with its 
proposition of making a charge for electricity generated by hydro- 
electric companies within the State of Tennessee, and express your 
approval of the underlying principle upon which the commission has 
based its action. The commission is gratified to know that you feel 
that it is “moving along the right line.” For the reasons above 
set out, we may say that nothing bas been done as yet, although the 
commission hopes that as.soon as litigation is cleared away it may 
haye an opportunity to put this principle into effect. At this point it 
should be stated that if the commission is allowed to go forward and 
require a reasonable charge per kilowatt-hour for electricity generated 
by the use of the State's valuable water-power resources, a substantial 
sum would be raised annually and turned into the treasury of the 
State to lighten the burdens of taxation and debt which in recent 


water-power sites 
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years have grown very heavy Such a charge is in no sense a tax 
upon the utility which enjoys the privilege of using the water power of 
the State, which belongs to its people and to the State in its sovereign 
eapucity, but, on the other hand, is only compensation to the State and 
its people for a valuable property right which the State as sovereign 
owns and which it fully protects by its laws in its capacity as trustee 
for the people. It is nothing more nor less than a lease charge, just 
such as the Federal Government proposes to exact for Muscle Shoals, 
or the State for any other State project If the State should volun 
tarily and gratuitously confer upon the various corporations seeking to 
secure these yaluable water-power sites the unqualified and unlimited 
power to develop them in their own way and without approval and 
supervision from any department of the State government, and if these 
companies should then be permitied to write into the rate base upon 
which is predicated the rate which they may charge for their products 
sold to the people of the State, the element of water-power value at an 
enormous sum, measured by the difference in the cost of generating 
electricity by the use of coal and steam on the one hand and by water 
power on the other, it would result in levying a tax, in effect, upon the 
people of Tennessee aggregating millions of dollars annually and this 
commission feels that it would be false to its trust and recreant to its 
duty if it did not stand steadfastly for the rights of the people in the 
face of such tremendous possibilities This is one of the questions 
raised in the recent suit above referred to. It is one of the propositions 
upon which this commission has planted its feet and proposes to stand 
to the bitter end. 

In your letter you have very kindly invited the commission to state 
its position with respect to the several bills that have been introduced 
in Congress, and in reply to this paragraph we desire to state that a 
biil has been prepared along the lines of the McWKellar-Garrett bill in- 
troduced in the last Congress, copy of which is herewith transmitted for 
your information, since this bill states clearly and definitely the attitude 
of the commission upon the subjects embraced therein. ‘This bill has 
the approval of the attorney general of the State of Tennessee, and was 
prepared under the direction of the commission and its counsel. Copies 
of this bill have been submitted to Senator McKrnLtar, Uon. Finis 
GARRETT, and Hon. CorpeLL Hutt. The commission would uppreciate 
it if you would confer with the above-named gentlemen in regard to 
this bill. 

Your inquiry as to what should be done in regard to the regulation 
of rates on power that comes into the State from other States, and 
power going out of this State into other States, is timely and impor. 
tant. It seems to the commission that one of the most important ques- 
tions for the consideration of Congress is the enactment of legislation 
conferring upon some body, such as the Interstate Commeres Commi 
sion, power to regulate interstate rates for electric energy, just as has 
been done with respect to the regulation of passenger and freight rates 
on railroads, and rates on telephone and telegraph companies, etc. 
There would be no more danger of a conflict of authority in the regula- 
tion of interstate and intrastate rates on electricity than there is in 
the regulation of freight and passenger rates on railroads and other 
such subjects as have been covered by Federal and State legisia- 
tion. 

If Congress should fail to make any provision for the regulation of 
interstate rates on electricity, hydroelectric companies in one State 
might transmit their energy to other States and charge enormous rates 
and thus deprive the State where the energy was generated of all right 
and power to regulate it and also deprive it of the benefit of the energy 
developed within its own borders. Take tle State of Tennessee as an 
illustration: It is rich in water-power resources. If the power sites are 
all taken up and developed electricity may be sent out of the State and 
sold at such prices as the generating companies may fix, and the State 
would thereby be deprived of the benefits which would flow from the 
industrial development of this State; that is, manufacturing towns 
might be built up in Kentucky and Alabama rather than in Tennessec, 
and thus the people of the State would lose the full benefit of these 
valuable resources, in which the State as a sovereign has a clear and 
undoubted property right. Will the representatives of the people of 
Tennessee, whether in Congress or within the State, sit idly by and see 
the people lose this priceless heritage? 

Again, in the absence of statutory regulation of interstate rates ou 
electric energy, should the hydroelectric companies for any reason de- 
sire to do so, they might sell their power to the consumers in another 
State for less than the cost of production and recoup the losses thus 
sustained by the imposition of higher rates on consumers in Tennessee. 
For instance, they might organize subsidiary companies, manufacturing 
and otherwise, located in other States to which they mfght desire tv 
sell (in a technical sense) their output at a mere nominal rate and at a 
substantial loss and thus evade the State of Tennessee and ignore its 
rights. Should such generating company be thus allowed to sell power 
to nonresident consumers at a loss, which would be reflected in its net 
rate on its entire operation, and then appear before this commission 
and demand the right to fix rates within the State sufficient to recoup 
losses sustained on interstate business, the commission does not see any 
escape from the result which would thus inevitably follow, which is that 
the commission would bave to either fix rates high enough to cover such 
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TAX REFUNI 


Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Ala 

Mr. HALE. I yield 

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate Resolution 110. I have been asked by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] and by other Senators to let 
the resolution go over and I have three or four times. 
It is very necessary that the Treasury Department may get to 
work on the names in order that it may furnish the list called 
for by the resolution to the Senate and the House of Repre 
sentatives before the measure to which it relates comes up. 

Mr. HALE. The consideration of the resolution will require 
some debate, will it not? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I think not. 

Mr. MOOT. I wish to make a statement in regard to the 


bama? 


dol e so 


resolution, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not think it will lead to any debate. 

Mr. HALE. In view of the statement of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Smoot] I hope the Senator from Alabama will not 
ask ‘or the present consideration of the resolution. 


Mr. HEFLIN. The 


COMMISSION TO INVESTIGATE THE SINKING OF THE SUBMARINE 


n I shall call up the resolution later. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate consideration of the joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 181) providirg for a commission to investi- 
gete and report upon the facts connected with the sinking of the 
submarine S—4, and upon methods and appliances for the pro 
tection of submarines. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, as I understand, the Senate took 
yesterday, and the request to have the unfinished 
business, Senate bill 744, temporarily laid aside continues with- 
out any further suggestion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
here being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the resolution (H. J. Res. 131) 
which had been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with amendments 
The first amendment was, in section 5, page 3, line 2, after 
the word “duties,” to insert “in such amounts and for such 
items of expense incident to the official duties as the commission 
in its discretion may authorize, notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of any other law or accounting requirements ’’; in line 9, 
after the word “ expended,” to insert “for the purposes of this 
resolution”; and in line 13, after the word “commission,” to 
strike out “which approval shall be conclusive upon the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office in such amounts and for such purposes 
incident to its duties as the commission in its discretion may 
deem proper, notwithstanding any other provision of law,” so 
as to make the section read: 


Is there objection to the request of 


a recess on 
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The Senator is correct. 
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he next amendment was, in section 6, page 3 ne 23, after 
the word than,” to strike out “ May 15 H28 Ll to ert 
‘March 15, 1928”: line 24, before the word eport,” to 
sert the word “full”; in the ame li ifter the word 
“ President,” to strike out “who shall” and to insert “ respect 
hat portion of tl investigation referred to in section 3 
hereof, and the President shall immediately,” so as to make 
section read: 
Sec. 6. The I ission I s 8 1 as pract t m late 
than March 15, 1928, submit a full report to the President respect 
tl pe on « the investigation referred to in section 3 hereof nd 
the President shall immediately transmit the ime and all other reports 
( d mmission to Congress, giving the re ts its vest tie 
its lations All r rds of the <« nissior upon the 
ompletion of i duties, shall be deposited with the Secretary of the 
Navy 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the joint resolution, in order to have it pending, which 
I ask to have read at this time. 

Mr. HALE. Very weil, but I 
ment about the joint resolution. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then, I shall 
the present, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, on the afternoon of the 
December last ning to the 
course near Provincetown, Mass., the submaril 
into by the United States Goast 
sunk in 105 feet of water, with a loss of 40 
familiar with the details of the disaster and 
death of the six men who were 
compartment of the submarine. 

As I said when I introduced a 
the Senate, the country 
never known it to be 
since the 
L&OS. 


should like to make a state 
withhold my amendment for 


17th of 
surface just off the trial 
e S—4 was run 
Guard de stroyer Pauiding and 
lives. We are 
with the tragic 
hut up in the forward torpedo 


while cor 


similar joint resolution in 
was stirred by this disaster as I have 
disturbed by any other naval disaster 
sinking of the Maine ia the harbor of Habana in 
The eyes of the country were on the Navy in its efferts 
0 save those six men. They were not saved. A very natural 
feeling of indignation grew up in the country, a feeling that all 
could not be as it should be with our Navy. 

Congress adjourned for the holidays before all 
been abandoned. I returned to Washington just before Con 
gress reconvened and called on the Secretary of the Navy. I 
found that he was just about to request the President to ask 


hope had 


Congress for a suflicient appropriation to provide for a nt 
mission to make a thorough study of the question of safety 
appliances and methods used in the Navy in connection with 
ubmarines and to report its findings and recommendations for 
the future benefit of the Navy. 

A naval court of inquiry had already been appointed, as the 
law provides. I told the Secretary of the Navy that it did not 
eem to me that this was sufficient; that the country would 
never be satisfied with a report made by the Navy itself I 
suggested to him that to the functions of the commission which 
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Vhat we want to find out and what the country waats to 
find out regarding the S—4 disaster is whether the Navy was at 
fault or not at fault, and if it was at fault where dues the 
blame lie. If the Navy was at fault it was because of one or 
more of several reasons; 
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First. Because the Navy did not supply adequate equipment 

and appliances to assure the safety of the men on board sub- 

marines. That is a matter purely for experts to decide. 

Second, Because the S-4 was lacking in some of the neces- 
sary equipment. That is a matter also involved with the first 
reason and therefore would need expert opinion. 

Third. Because it did not use proper precautions in the trial 
tests of the S—4. 

Fourth. Because it did not use every means in its power to 
rescue the men imprisoned on the submarine, That, involving 
as it does the questions of salvage, is a matter for experts 
and for experts only. In other words, the men who are qualified 
to pronounce upon the question of safety appliances and upon 
he question of security in the Navy are preeminently the men 
to pronounce i lso upon the N 5 disaster. 

The Secretary of the Navy told me that for the commission 
which he was about to ask the President to appoint he had 
already spoken to three civilian experts. The three men were: 

John F, Stevens, civil engineer, New York City. I think the 
Senate is familiar with the record of Mr. Stevens. He was at 
one time engineer of the Panama Canal. He has occupied 


positions of trust and importance all over the country. He is 
president of the American Society of Civil Engineers. In 1925 
he was awarded the Fritz medal for great achievement. He is 


one of the most prominent engineers in the country. 

The second man named was W. R. Whitney, of Schenectady. 
Mr. Whitney is director of the research laboratory of the Gen- 
eral Electric Co, He has been member of the United States 
Naval Consulting Board since 1915. That is the board of which 
Thomas A. Edison is president, He is a member of the National 
Research Council, a member of the National Academy of 
Sciences, fellow of the Academy of Arts and Sciences, and 
president of the American Chemical Society. 

The third man was Mr. Thomas A, Scott. Mr. Scott has 
ven in the salvage business all his life. At one time he was 
president of the Merritt, Scott & Chapman Co. He is still 
attached to that company as a consulting expert and is probably 
the leading authority on salvage operations in this country. 

Those are the three experts to whom Secretary Wilbur had 
written to ascertain if they would act on the commission which 
he was about to ask the President to appoint, if so appointed by 
the President. 

Of course, the President makes the appointments on the com- 
mission; but the Secretary had written to these men to ascer- 
tain whether they would serve if appointed, and they have 
agreed so to serve, 

Mind you, Mr. President, these men were not asked to serve 
on a commission which was to act on the S—4 disaster. It can 
not be said by anyone, however hostile to this joint resolution, 
that this proposed commission of experts was a commission 
picked out to whitewash the Navy. Nothing of the sort was 
contemplated. All that they were to do was to go into the 
question of safety appliances to be used by the Navy for the 
future, and they were picked out on account of their great 
knowledge and their capacity for just this kind of work. 

Resides these three, the Secretary was to recommend two 
naval officers, He considered that he should have one naval 
officer from the line and one from the construction corps. 

I have drawn an amendment, and I now send it to the desk, 
which I think is of considerable importance. It was not recom- 
mended by the committee. I did not have a chance to take 
it up with the committee. Some objection has been raised 
to the appointment of a committee of civilian and naval ex- 
perts, on the ground that it would not be able to handle this 
investigation and to examine the witnesses. I ask the clerk 
to read the amendment which I offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment, 

The Leeistative CrerK. On page 1, lines 5 and 6, strike 
out the words “three of whom shall be selected from civil 
life and two shall be retired officers of the Navy,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 


four of whom shall be selected from civil life and one shall be a re- 
tired officer of the Navy. Of the four members selected from civil life, 
one shall be a United States circuit or district judge. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection—— 

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President, I object to all of these 
amendments, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is—— 

Mr. SWANSON, Is the Senator from Maine through? 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. SWANSON, 
surrenders the floor. 


We can not vote on amendments until he 
Let the amendment be pending. The 


Senator can not hold the floor and have his amendments 
adopted without discussion. 
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Mr. HALE. I had no intention of doing so. I desire to 
have the amendment voted on later. 

Mr. SWANSON. Let it be withheld. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator desires to have 
the question put, he will yield the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if that amendment is agreed to 
and this commission is appointed, we shall have a commission 
with two engineers, men at the very head of their profession 
in the country, men in every way competent to deal with this 
question; one salvage expert, probably the leader in his line 
in the country: one Federal judge of the circuit or district 
court, whose whole training equips him to handle witnesses; 
and one naval officer—only one—whose naval knowledge will 
be an essential help, on the commission. I do not see how a 
fairer commission could possibly be appointed. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President——— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me finish my statement? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Then I shall be glad to answer any questions. 

I do not see how a fairer commission could possibly be ap- 
pointed. I do not believe that a commission could be appointed 
that would have to a greater extent the confidence of the 
country. 

In appointing it we do not give up any rights. Under the 
provisions of the joint resolution the commission has to report 
to the President, and he has to transmit their report to us 
immediately. Then we have to act upon it and decide whether 
or not we will adopt it. If we do not want to adopt it, or if 
we want to change it in any way, we are at full liberty to act; 
and, if it is necessary to do so, I am sure that we will act. 

The Secretary of the Navy approved my suggestion with 
regard to combining the functions of the commission, and he 
took up the matter with the President, who also approved it. 

On January 4 I introduced in the Senate a joint resolution 
similar to this one; and Mr. Butler, chairman of the House 
Naval Affairs Committee, introduced the House joint resolution. 
The House, after making a few minor amendments, sent the 
joint resolution over to the Senate. The House passed the 
joint resolution without a dissenting vote. The Committee on 
Rules, to whom the joint resolution was referred, approved it 
unanimously. The chairman of the Committee on Rules an- 
nounced that the Naval Affairs Committee of the House ap- 
proved the joint resolution. I will say that there was no record 
yote on the joint resolution in the House, but people who were 
there have informed me that no one voted against it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I desire to state that several 
members of the House committee are not in favor of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I did not say that the House committee was 
unanimous. I said that it approved the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution came over here to the Senate, and the 
committee took up the matter. By a very close vote the joint 
resolution was approved by the committee. The committee 
made several amendments, four of which are minor ones 
which clarify to some extent the language about the auditing 
of accounts. The fifth amendment advances the date of the 
filing of the report on the S—4 disaster from May 15, as the 
House had it, to March 15. We did this because we thought 
that with the probability of Congress adjourning early in June, 
sufficient time would not be left to take up any matters in con- 
nection with the report or to go on with a Senate or congres- 
sional investigation if it was then deemed wise to do so. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will give 
me an opportunity to submit in a fair, impartial, and judicial 
way the issues presented in this matter. 

As the Senator from Maine has said, this country was shocked 
and stirred as it has not been stirred since the Maine was sunk 
by the sinking of the S—4 and the efforts made to save the 
unfortunate people therein. Never have I seen people more 
stirred, more interested. The Navy Department ordered an 
investigation under the law, which the Secretary of the Navy 
or the President had a right to order, and which they have 
ordered, and the investigation is now being made. That in- 
vestigation, however, is being made by a board appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy to report as to the derelictions of 
naval officers, and, as far as the Navy is concerned, where the 
responsibility, if any, lies. 

Now, we have what proposition? That the Navy Depart- 
ment itself shall appoint a second board or commission to 
investigate and pass upon its own activities. In other words, 
this proposition is to constitute two commissions, to be named 
by the Secretary of the Navy, to investigate himself and his 
department. 

I thought possibly the President would have some hand in 
the matter, but judging from the remarks made by the senior 
Senator from Maine this work has already been done. The 
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Secretary of the Navy has already written letters requesting | 
certain people named by him to investigate the action and | 
eonduet of his own department. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the Senator must have 
misunderstood what I said. I said that the Secretary of the 
Navy sounded out these men to see whether they would accept 
if they were appointed, with a view of recommending them t 


the President: and it must be borne in mind that he called 
them for another purpose than the investigation of the sinking | 
of the S—}. 
Mr. SWANSON. In other words, the Secretary of the Navy 
has already sclected the court to pass upon the Navy Depart- 
ment in this matter | 


Mr. HALE. But his department was not on trial before the 
commission he asked for 

Mr. SWANSON I will get to that soon. I want to show 
the purpose in this scheme. I want to show how the Senate 
is insulted: I want to show how the House is insulted; how 
your power is taken from you and a scheme devised in order 
to prevent any fair, impartial, and just investigation of the 
Navy by Congress in connection with this frightful disaster. | 

What is the proposition? On the 4th of January the Secre- 
tary of the Navy wrote a letter to the President. On the 4th 
of January the President sent a message to Congress. On the 
4th of January, the same day, the chairman of the two com 
mittees of the House and Senate introduced a joint resolution 
which is embodied in this proposition that the President, 
through the Secretary of the Navy, who had already performed | 
the work for him, shall select men—two retired naval officers 
and civilians—to determine who was responsible for this un- | 
fortunate occurrence. 

The Navy Department has appointed one court to inquire 
into it, the court of inquiry. That inquiry is being held now. 
Why should the Navy Department be authorized to appoint 
a second court of inquiry to investigate its own transactions and 
its own performance and its own responsibility in this matter? 
That is what this proposition does. 

You never see a proposition like this that does not have 
around it something that makes it attractive. There are about 
2.000 devices to improve submarines before the Navy Depart 
ment. The Senate can not investigate them: so they offered a 
proposition originally intended to authorize the expenditure 
of $20,000 to have this investigation made by civilians, which 
was all right, and which I favor. The President himself, with- 
out any authorization of Congress, appointed a board known as 
the Aircraft Commission to investigate aircraft and report to 
Congress, and Congress afterwards paid the expenses. He had 
authority to do the same thing in this matter. There was no 
limitation on his authority; and if his contingent fund was 
not sufficient to pay it, Congress would have paid it. That was 
the original proposition, to which everybody agreed, and to 
which I agree; but in order to avert an impartial investigation 
of the S—}; disaster by Congress they attach to the joint resolu- 
tion section 3, which provides that this same commission shall 
investigate all the facts, responsibilities, and occurrences in 
connection with the sinking of the S—4. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator say this would not be an im- 
partial commission? 

Mr. SWANSON. I say so; yes. I say that no jury is im- 
partial when the man who is to be tried before it has the 
privilege of naming the jury. 

Mr. HALE. Naming them for an entirely different purpose. 

Mr. SWANSON. Let him name them for the purpose he has 
in mind, to aseertain what improvements are needed. What I 
condemn is that under section 3 the individual would appoint 
those who are to try his own responsibility. 

Mr. HALE. ASI said before, the Secretary of the Navy is 
not to name the men at all. He simply would suggest the 
names to the President. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator just told me that he has al- 
ready written them and asked them to serve. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; but he would have no authority to 
appoint them. 

Mr. SWANSON, Does the Senator suppose the President 
would reject them unless he turned the Secretary of the Navy 
out? What is the scheme? On the 4th of January—all this 
was done in one day—the President rushed into it, rushed t 
send his message, rushed to Congress, and what was done in 
Congress when the matter was brought to the House of | 
Representatives? It is improper to speak in one House with 
reference to what has been done in another; but since the Sen- 
ator from Maine has stated what occurred in the House I will 
also. Here was something affecting the Navy. Here was a 
nayal proposition, for the Naval Affairs Committee, but when 
it went to the House it was not referred to the Naval Affairs 
Committee. Oh, no! Differences might be precipitated there. 
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It was referred to the Committee on Rules. The Naval Affairs 
Committee was deprived of its jurisdiction The Committee on 
Rules is what is known as the partisan machine of the House. 
I have served there, and I know his committee would take 
charge of it, and there they would ve no discussion, and have 
no difference of opinion. The very fact that they would not 
let it go to the Naval Affairs Committee, the very fact that 
they would not let them consider it, the very fact that they 
turned it over to the partisan machine of the House shows the 
purpose in view. 

What is my proposition? I ask that the clerk read it. I do 


ne see how anybody can object to i Let the oir resolution 
pass, but let us amend section 3. I hope the Senator will look 
at section 3 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
The clerk will read 


rhe legislative cierk read as follows: 
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Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this would not interfere with 
the Navy Department at all in getting expert testimony and 
evidence and judgments in connection witli improvements 
needed on submarines. I am not saying that the President is 
going to appoint the commission. He is going to name whomso- 
ever the Secretary of the Navy recommends, and he has already 
made inquiry, and we have been told the names of people who 
will serve. 

[I say that when the derelictions of any man or his depart- 
ment are on trial and to be investigated. we ought to have fair, 
impartial investigators, not named by the man himself. I do 
not care how impartial these investigators are, I do not care 
how able they are, the whole Anglo-Saxon idea of jurisprudence 
is that a man shall not name the jury and judge who sit in his 
case, 

The Navy Department has appointed one court of inquiry to 
investigate this disaster, Why should it appoint a second? 
There is no necessity for it. If it desires to have this informa- 
tion my amendment will enable them to get it. 

We recall the aircraft investigation. In that case the Presi- 
dent appointed one Senator and two Members of the House. 
This is the first time in my life 1 ever heard of Congress abdi- 
cating its privileges, abdicating its power of investigation, and 
consenting in a matter that shocked the country that the man 
and the department interested shall name the people to make 
the investigation. 

I can recall that the suggestion was made in various papers, 
though it never was made in the shape of a resolution offered in 
Congress, when the naval oil reserves were involved in reeent 
investigations, that the Navy Department should appoint some 
experts, civilians and Navy people, to look into the naval re- 
serves and see what was wise to be done, and what had been 
done with them. Is there a Senator here who believes that if 
that course had been pursued, the fraud, the corruption, the 
raseality that were disclosed in connection with those naval 
reserves would ever have been run down and ascertained? If 
Congress had recreantly refused to discharge its responsibility 
and power and duty, and had turned the matter over to some- 
body else, Fall would have beeu saved, Daugherty would have 
been saved, and none of the fraud perpetrated in that connec- 
tion in recent years would have been disclosed. 

I protest against any procedure like this. It is but an enter- 
ing wedge; to do what? To deprive Congress of its power of 
investigation, to deprive Congress of its power of initiating these 
investigations, simply giving Congress the power of approval 
or disapproval of what other people do. 

I ask that three Members of the Senate be named by the Vice 
President, and three Members of the House be named by the 
Speaker, to investigate, not submarine appliances, not future 
needs, but to impartially place the responsibility in connection 
with this unfortunate accident, where it ought to be. Do you 
tell me there is politics in it? The Vice President ‘s a Repub- 
lican, and he would name a majority of that party. _ The 
Speaker is a Republican, and there could be no politics im it. 
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The only polities in it is an effort to have the Secretary of the 
Navy through the President, name a commission to investigate 
himself. I do not think that is right, I do not think it is proper, 
I do not think it would be the right: kind of an investigation to 
start. 

It is said that we can do this after the 15th of March. The 
proposal was to make the report returnable the 15th of May, 
but there was such a rebellion against that that it was changed 
to the 15th of March, and it was said that a report would come 
in by that time, and then Congress, if it was not satisfied, could 
make an investigation. 


How is Congress ever going to be satisfied if it does not 
start the investigation now? The wreck is there, the evidence 


is being taken. To wait until April or May and then go back 
to the scene of this accident seems to me would be a fruitless 
aud useless thing. 

This committee ought to have been there at the beginning of 
the session of Congress. This committee ought to have been 
there and viewed this wreck. This committee ought to have 
been there to question the people concerned. ‘This committee 
ought to have been there to place the responsibility where it 
ought to be, in a fair and just and honorable and fearless way, 
in connection with this unfortunate affair. 

I have never criticized the Navy unjustly and unfairly. I 
have been criticized by people who said I was disposed to be too 
friendly to the Navy. But in this matter the Secretary of the 
Navy himself should have come and asked for an investigation, 
and should not have sent this letter to the President and then 
come to Congress in an effort to prevent somebody else than 
people directly or indirectly named by him making this investi- 
gation. 

I have not criticized the Navy Department in this matter, 
and do not propose to until I get the facts. There has been 
too much unjust eriticism of naval people and naval activities. 
I know that Japan has accidents almost equal in number to 
ours, and other nations do, too. We can not have this service 
without accidents, But when this country is shocked as it was 
when this accident occurred—as the Senator from Maine said, 
he never had seen the country so stirred—the country is en- 
titled to an honest, fair, full, complete investigation, by people 
not named by the Secretary of the Navy, I do not care what 
their character is or what their reputation is. It is entitled 
to have somebody named by the Senate and named by the House 
to discharge their responsibility and their duty. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 
Mr. HALE. I was going to ask the Senator if he could tell 


me any other case where a Secretary of the Navy has come 
to Congress and asked for an investigation of a naval disaster? 


Mr. SWANSON. Except this? 
Mr. HALE. Any case where he has come before Congress 


and asked for an investigation. 

Mr. SWANSON, I do not remember any. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator said the Secretary ought to have 
come to Congress and asked for an investigation. 

Mr. SWANSON. He ought to have told the Senator that he 
hoped the Congress would investigate it, and if anybody in the 
Navy Department has done wrong, he should have said he 
wanted to know who they were, and to place the responsibility. 

Mr. HALB. Does the Senator recall any case where the 
Congress has investigated a naval disaster? 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not. I remember that when I was 
chairman of the committee, whenever four or five Senators 
wanted an investigation of any kind, I gave it to them. 

Mr. HALE. That is not my question. 

Mr. SWANSON. And I generally found that the Navy was 
exonerated. The more it opposes an investigation the more I 
am for it. 

Mr. HALE. 
parture. 

Mr. SWANSON. It is a new departure. 

Mr. HALE. There never has been an. investigation of an 
accident-—— 

Mr, SWANSON. We investigated the sinking of the Titanic, 
and got good results. 

Mr. HALE. That was not the Navy. 

Mr. SWANSON. It was not the Navy, but the Committee on 
Commerce, when the Titanie sunk, investigated the accident. 
The committee investigated that in order to place the responsi- 
bility, and great improvements were made along the lines of 
safety of ships. 

Mr. HALE. 
statement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
ginia yield further to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 


My point is that this is an entirely new de- 


Mr. President, will the Senator let me finish my 


from Vir- 


RECORD—SEN ATE 





JANUARY 20 


Mr. HALE. I was going to say that there never has been 
an investigation by a committee of Congress of any naval 
disaster that I can find in the history of the Navy, with the 
exception of the investigation of the blowing up of the Maine 
in Habana Harbor. A resolution to investigate that disaster 
was introduced in Congress and was referred to the Naval 
Affairs Committee, but that committee did not take action on 
it. It referred the resolution to the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee. The Senator is objecting to this matter going to the 
Rules Committee of the House. The only similar case that 
has come up in naval history has been referred, not to the 
Naval Affairs Committee, but to the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SWANSON. Of course they did not want to get the 
opinion of the Naval Affairs Committee on it. They wanted 
the partisan machine in the House to take charge of it and 
rush it through. The Senator says it never has been done. If 
it never has been done, it is time it ought to be done. We 
have heretofore been listening to the court of inquiry. If you 
are not going to investigate it, strike out section 3 and wait 
until the court of inquiry gets through. You knew the time 
had come when Congress was going to have an investigation of 
this in some way. We have had repeated accidents in the 
Navy that we have never investigated. I have not criticised 
any naval officer or any court of inquiry which has made any of 
these investigations, but this was so startling, so striking, that 
the Navy was satisfied a court of inquiry might not satisfy 
the country, so it fixed up a scheme to let the Secretary, 
through the President, name a second board to do the work 
when he already had the board named, All I ask is to strike 
out section 3 and let the resolution go through and let Con- 
gress determine the proper way to conduct this investigation. 

I repeat, I do not care who the members of the commission 
are. I have respect for the Secretary of the Navy and a kind 
regard for him, but I do not think he ought to name the com- 
mission who are to pass on the responsibility, activities, or 
derelictions of his own department. Is is contrary to every 
principle of jurisprudence that the world has ever known. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator seems to ignore the point that 
these men are not to be selected in any way to act on the S—4 
disaster, 

Mr. SWANSON. But the Senator comes in and makes 
them do it to keep Congress from having an investigaiton. If 
they are hot appointed for that purpose, let section 3 go out, 
and let the Senate and the House determine whether they will 
bave an investigation or not. That is all I ask the Senator to 
do. Does_the Senator consent to section 3 going out? 

Mr. HALE. They were appointed because they were experts. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the Senator consent to section 3 going 
out and letting the Senate and the House have an investigation? 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the Senator consent that section 3 
shall go out, and let the House and the Senate determine what 
they will do about an investigation? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly not. The House has already decided 
what it will do. 

Mr. SWANSON. Who? 
indicated by me, did it. 

Mr. HALE. “he Rules Committee could not adopt the reso- 
lution. The House itself acted. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now let me discuss another phase of the 
matter. There were six destroyers wrecked about three or four 
years ago. There was no investigation of that matter by Con- 
gress. Three or four submarines have been destroyed and there 
has been no investigation. Now, everybody knew this matter 
was going to be investigated and not left entirely to the naval 
court of inquiry. Nobody has interfered with the investigation 
by the Secretary of the Navy through his court of inquiry. It 
is not reasonable, it is not right, it is not just to Congress or 
to the people involved, that we should name a second commis- 
sion to investigate, which will be indirectly named by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. All I ask is that the investigation shall be 
conducted by a joint committee of the House and Senate, in 
order to satisfy the House and Senate and to satisfy the 
country as to the responsibility for the affair. That is all my 
resolution proposes. 

The Coast Guard ship Paulding is interested in this matter. 
The dereliction was due either to that ship under the Coast 
Guard or to the S-4 under the Navy. In determining the re- 
sponsibility between the Coast Guard Service and the Navy 
service, does anyone think the Secretary of the Navy ought 
indirectly to name the commission to distribute justice between 
the two services? In the final judgment as to who is respon- 
sible, the Paulding or the S—j, the Coast Guard Service is en- 
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titled to a committee selected by and composed of people not 
interested in one side or the other. 
The Coast Guard or the naval service is responsible, and 


here is a proposition practically to let the Secretary of the 
Navy indirectly appoint a commission to determine the re- 
sponsibility between the two services. I say it is not right, it 
is not just, it is not fair, and the Senate ought not to permit 
any such commission composed in that way to puss on the 
matter 

It is said that a circuit 


judge knows more about this pro- 


ceeding than do the Members of the House and than do the 
Members of the Senate. It is apparently believed that a 
Federal judge in two months can equip himself with more 


knowledge and information regarding the matter than can 
Senators who have studied the proposition for 20 years. I say 
it is not a reasonable proposition to submit. I wish the Seec- 
retary of the Navy would telephone the senior Senator from 
Maine {Mr. HALE], who seems to father the proposition and 
not the Secretary, and tell him that he invites the fullest 
investigation by the House and Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena 
tor yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
ginia vield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. I should be delighted to have the fullest in- 
vestigation, with the help we can get from this commission first 

Mr. SWANSON. Oh, yes; by 2&2 commission named by the 
Secretary of the Navy. Does the Senator from Maine think 
it is right for the department which is involved to write 
around the country and try to get people to sit on that com- 
mission to determine a case in which they are involved? I 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, the duties of 
United States circuit judges and district judges are defined by 
law. I do not know of any other instance in which it has been 
proposed to require the judge of a United States circuit court 
to perform duties of the nature involved in this investigating 
resolution. 

I would like to be informed why the Senator from Maine 
proposes to modify his resolution by an amendment offered by 
himself, The original joint resolution contemplates that two 
members of the committee shall be retired officers of the Navy. 
His amendment as submitted contemplates that one member of 
the committee shall be a retired officer of the Navy. His amend- 
ment also proposes that one of the other members of the com- 
mittee shall be a United States circuit or district judge. Mani- 
festly the duties of the committee are not judicial. I doubt 
the wisdom of imposing on judicial officers the duty of making 
investigations of this character, namely, nonjudicial investiga 
tions. I think it is a bad precedent. I would like to be in- 
formed what prompted the Senator from Maine to change his 
attitude on the subject and to insist now that the resolution 
be modified so that only one retired officer of the Navy shall 
be a member of the committee, instead of two, as contemplated 
by the original resolution, and that one other member of the 
committee shall be a United States judicial officer. 

It is perfectly apparent, Mr. President—at least it is to me 
that the duties of the committee are not judicial. It is per- 
fectly clear that it is an effort to impose duties on United 
States judges which are not contemplated by the statutes creat- 
ing the offices which those judges fill and defining the duties 
which they are to perform. I have great confidence in the 
judiciary of the United States. At the same time I think it is 
a questionable, not to say a bad, precedent to require a judge, 
yy a joint resolution of the Congress, to perform the duties of 
an investigator in a case like this. 

Supplementing some of the remarks made by the Senator 
from Virginia, if the investigation is to be of value it should 
be conducted, in so far as is possible, by those who are not 
under the domination of the department, whose activities are 
the subject of inquiry. It is never a sound policy to make a 
man or a representative of a department under investigation 
the judge of his or its own acts or conduct. 

I would like to have the Senator from Maine tell the Senate 
why it is proposed now to change the resolution in the manner 
axis amendment provides, if the Senator from Virginia will 
permit. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Virginia will 
yield, I shall be glad to explain. 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. It was brought to my attention, after the com- 
mittee had reported, that there was some question in the minds 
of some Senators whether the commission, as provided for in 
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the resolution, could handle the investigation of the S 
properly in the matter of interrogating thi 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Was the Senator 
with that suggestion? 

Mr. HALE. I listened to the suggestion and I thought there 
might be something in it. The idea of providing for a judge 
was simply to have some one there whom no one could qui sti yn, 
whose quilifications no one could question. In so far as drop- 
ping a naval officer is concerned, I could see no objection to that. 
The board was never made up as a nayal board in that way. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this is the proposed s« ientifie 
committee organized to give a deliverance in which the whol 
country will acquiesce; the chief figure, a circuit judge, shall 
give it six weeks’ study and make the deliverance which the 
whele country will accept. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And 
considered unfit for that purpose 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from M 
the view of a circuit judge is better. 

Mr. HALE. The judge is put there for a special 

Mr. SWANSON. What is he there for? 

Mr. HALE. To question the witnesses. 

Mr. SWANSON. A question mark, to ask as 
which he knows nothing? 

Mr. HALE. There is a precedent for this. 

Mr. SWANSON. Oh, there is no such case 
the country. 

Mr. HALE. On the Morrow Board Judge Dennison, of Micht- 
gan, acted, and he proved of great value to the } 
its Investigation, 

Mr. SWANSON. The Morrow 
investigate any dereliction 
place responsibility. It was a board to devise 
methods for aircraft. The President 
authority of the Congress. He could appoint a commission in 
this case without any authority of Congress. The President 
named upon the Morrow Board one Senator and two Members 
of Congress, and they helped to make the report. It 
splendid report. But why did he do that? It was not ap 
pointed to investigate an accident, but to recommend and ad 
vise as to the future of aircraft. 

The Senator from Maine now brings in a resolution. and 
Says he is the father of it and makes his suggestions with 
reference to it, by which it is made impossible to appoint a 
Senator and impossible to appoint a Member of the House and 
impossible to appoint indeed any one but a civilian. In other 
words, it is said by the Senator that the Senate and the House 
ought to refrain from serving on this committee 
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| Morrow Board, about which he boasts so much, was comprised 





of one Senator and two Congressman, among others. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will recall that when we met in 
committee it was suggested to the committee that if thev 
thought it advisable, we could put on the commission a Senator 
and a Congressman. 

Mr. SWANSON. I did not think it 
not the father of this resolution. I think it is a wrong pro- 
cedure. I think it is nothing but an effort of the department 
to take away from the Congress all of its investigating power. 
I shall expect to see it followed, if it is adopted, by a reso- 
lution to let the President, through the Secretary of State, 
appoint an ambassador and some international lawyer and an 
officer from the Army and another from the Navy to investi- 
gate the transactions in Nicaragua and to report to Congress. 
That will be followed by the appointment of somebody to in- 
vestigate everything to be named by the President on the sueg- 
gestion of the particular Cabinet member involved. 

I have no antagonism toward the Secretary of the Navy, who 
is courteous and polite. I have a kind regard for him and 
think he has frequently been unjustly criticized. But I am 
not going to stand by and see the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
of. which I am a member, and of which the Senator from Maine 
is the chairman and who knows a great deal about the Navy 
and submarines, abdicate its powers and refuse to exercise its 
functions as a committee and allow a circuit judge to take our 
place because he may be a little more apt in asking questions 
than is the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President——— 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator from Virginia has raised 
an important issue, and I think it is important that we get a 
clear statement of the situation. I am not in favor of yielding 
any of the powers of the Senate or of the Congress to investi- 
gate the Navy. I wili ask the Senator if the law does not now 
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authorize the President to make similar investigations to that 
which is proposed here? 

Mr. SWANSON. ‘The President can do it. He exercised the 
power in naming the Morrow Aircraft Committee. 

Mr. BROOKUHART. He wants to make such an investiga- 
tion in this situation. Not being satisfied with the pending 
measure—and I think the Senator has reasons for not being 
satisiied—-why does not the Senator offer his proposition as an 
amendment to the pending joint resolution and let us proceed 
with our independent investigation and thus in no way inter- 
fere With the President? 

Mr. SWANSON. I am glad the Senator agrees with what I 
have done. I have moved to strike out section 3 of the pending 
joint resolution. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Why is it necessary to strike out sec- 
tion 3? Why not let the President have his commission, with 
its own powers, and then provide for a congressional committee 
to investigate, too? 

Mr. SWANSON. This joint resolution was brought in here 
by the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and it is 
said that there is no use for the Senate to proceed to do any- 
thing until after the 15th of March, when the report comes in 
which is provided for in that resolution. I offered an amend- 
ment in the committee to let us proceed at once’ to investigate 
the matter and was defeated by a vote of 9 to 8. If the Sena- 
tor from Maine will consent now to let the Vice President name 
a committee of five and proceed with the investigation, I shall 
be glad. Will he do that? 

Mr. HALE. I certainly will not. I think this resolution is 
all right. 

Mr. SWANSON. Of course, the Senator was opposed to the 
Senate investigating even before the House submitted the 
proposition to us that we surrender our right, as they have done, 
to investigate. We tender a second proposal, namely, that a 
joint committee be appointed. That proposal does not inter- 
fere with any other investigation, but is confined to the lia- 
bility for the disaster to the S—4. If my amendment shall be 
adopted and a joint committee shall be named, that committee 
may investigate the S—4 disaster, and the commission appointed 
may also investigate to find out how to prevent such accidents 
and to remove the causes of them. The proposal does not pre- 
vent them from looking into the question, and its adoption would 
not make us wait until the wreck is taken away. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, as I understand the 
situation, I am with the Senator so far as the appointment of a 
congressional committee is concerned, but I do not quite under- 
stand the necessity of striking out section 3. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I ask the 
Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Why should Congress create 
two committees to investigate the S—4 disaster? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Because the executive department has 
seen fit—and it is a coordinate department with Congress—to 
ask for an investigation on its part. 

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, as the Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, 
the President of the United States already has plenary power to 
make any investigation of this subject that he chooses. 

Mr. SWANSON. If we strike out section 3—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Just a moment. The manifest 
object of this resolution is to prevent the adoption of a reso- 
lution providing for an investigation by a joint committee 
composed of Members of the House of Representatives and 
Members of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can not agree to that statement. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I want to emphasize in this 
eonnection that the Executive as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and the Navy of the United States already is endowed 
with just as much power as can be conferred upon him by any 
resolution Congress may pass, and that there can be no other 
motive underlying the insistence upon the pending joint reso- 
lution than the thought that it would be absurd for the Con- 
xress to appoint two investigating committees. 

When this committee is appointed, if it shall be appointed, it 
ought to be permitted to make a complete investigation; but 
if the Senate has in mind a reservation that there ought to be 
an investigation by a committee of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives, then we ought to compose this 
committee in such a way that the investigation can be made 
by Members of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator does not mean—— 

Mr. SWANSON. Just a moment. 
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Mr. HALE. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
a question. 

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Arkansas does not mean, 
does he, that the President can go aliead, appoint a commission, 
and spend money for the expenses of the commission without 
congressional authority? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; the President can not 
incur debts or obligations without authorization by Congress. 

Mr. HALE. So, then, it is necessary for him to request that 
authority? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. A simple resolution authoriz- 
ing the President to cause to be investigated this disaster and 
authorizing an appropriation adequate in amount would accom- 
plish ail the purposes the Senator has in mind. 

The real issue here is who shall make the investigation? 
Shall it be made by the members of the respective committees 
in charge of the responsibility of preparing and reporting legis- 
lation to Congress, or shall it be made by a committee com- 
posed in part of members selected by the department whose 
activities are to be investigated? 

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President, I am going to conclude in 
a moment, but I want the Senator from Iowa to understand 
what my proposition is. My proposition is that the investiga- 
tion of the S—4 disaster, the facts in relation to it, and the re 
sponsibility for it should be investigated by a committee of 
three Senators and three Members of the House, appointed by 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House, and not to give the authority to the President, because 
he already has authority to investigate. We can give him the 
money, and then if he wants to have an investigation he can 
order it as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy. He 
has that authority. What I protest against is for us to confer 
this power upon him and withhold it from ourselves. I am 
unwilling to be a party to a scheme in which a department can 
name its own investigators. The Senator from Maine has said 
that the Secretary of the Navy had already written and asked 
certain gentlemen to serve on the investigating committee be- 
fore he introduced a resolution on this subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Who were the gentlemen 
asked ? 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Maine named them 
earlier in the day. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have said that the Secretary 
of the Navy wrote to certain gentlemen and asked them if they 
should be appointed whether they would be willing to serve on 
a commission as a patriotic duty for which they would receive 
no salary of any kind. 

Mr. SWANSON. If I were to be tried by a jury and could 
name the jurymen, I would write and ask them, “Are you will- 
ing to make the sacrifice of sitting on the jury and see that I 
get justice”? That is the old scheme of packing juries. 

Mr, HALE, The President may or may not select the gentle- 
men whose names have been suggested, though in all probability 
he will. 

Mr. SWANSON. But why did the Secretary of the Navy 
become so active before the President asked him to do any- 
thing? 

’ Mr. HALE. It was at the time when he was considering 
the advisability of having a commission appointed. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is right. He knew the object of it 
was to prevent a senatorial or congressional investigation. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. I have already explained to the Senator 
that that had nothing to do with the object of it. I have 
already explained they were to be appointed for an entirely 
different purpose. The Senator remembers—— 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not want them to take this question 
up. Proceed as it was originally intended and I will not com- 
plain, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator remembers the purpose for which 
they were written to. 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes; and I think it is a palpable scheme to 
let somebody named by the Secretary of the Navy apply a coat 
of whitewash, if that should be necessary, in this transaction 
if we do not confine the resolution to its original form and not 
extend it as now sought to include the S—4 disaster. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator from Virginia yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I wish to say, Mr. President, 
that I should think it would be very bad policy for the Con- 
gress to authorize an investigation of this particular subject 
by two different committees, for the simple reason that in all 
probability the findings of the two committees would be dif- 
ferent. Imagine what would be the situation of the country if 
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the President were authorized by Congress to appoint an in- 
vyestigating commission and the Congress proceeded to appoint 
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another investigating commission, as suggested by the Senator 


from Iowa [Mr. Brooxuarr], and the two commissions found 
the facts to be different and made different recommendations. 
The absurdity, to my mind, of such a suggestion appears 
face of it. 

Mr. President, this disaster has created serious 
throughout the country. I have great respect for the Navy of 
the United States, great admiration for its personnel and for 
its record, but I do feel that it is of the utmost importance that 
whenever this subject shall be investigated the result the 
inquiry shall have commanding force and effect not only with 
the departments themselves, with the Executive and the Con- 
gress, but with the people of this country who are profoundly 
interested in the subject matter of the investigation. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I should like 
to ask the Senator from Arkansas if there is any question in- 
volved in this disaster that is not involved in any jury trial of 
an accident case or in any coroner's jury sitting in the case of 
a disaster? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I know of no such question. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas vield to the Senator from Rhode Isiand* 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. With pleasure, though [ had 
concluded, and I yield the floor. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, am I recognized ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
Island is recognized. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, we have had, in the sinking of 
the submarine S—4, an appalling disaster, which has shocked the 
people of this country. 
what they are entitled to know is whether the Navy Department 
could have prevented the disaster in any way: whether the de- 
partment has been negligent ; whether any naval officer has been 
negligent; and whether we can do anything in the future to 
prevent the recurrence of a similar disaster. The people want 
that information and they are entitled to have it. 

I for one believe that no greater service can be rendered to 
the Navy Department than by a thorough investigation of the 
S—4 disaster and a finding that will be accepted by the people 
of the country as being fair and impartial and as having gone 
into every detail of that lamentable occurrence. I believe that 
the people will not be satisfied with an investigation such as is 
proposed by the Senator from Maine {[Mr. Hae]; and I am 
more than ever convinced of that fact since listening to the 
debate this morning. If we follow the course the joint resolu- 
tion has traveled we can not help but realize that every effort 
is being made to prevent a congressional investigation. Appar- 
ently there is a desire to put every obstacle in the way of such 
an investigation, to delay it in every possible manner; for what 
reason I know not. 

I started out, having my belief in the efficiency of the Navy, 
that the S—4 disaster was very likely one of those tragedies 
which are unavoidable; I hope that may prove to be the case; 
but when the head of the department is apparently attempting 
to name his own investigating committee and to conduct his 
own investigation, I can not help but feel that such an investi- 
gation will not be received with the same confidence by the 
public as would an investigation by a committee of the House 
of Representatives and of the Senate. 

The Naval Affairs Committees of the House and the Senate 
are thoroughly familiar with the Navy; they are committees 
that make the recommendations for legislation for the Navy. 
They have studied the subject for years. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GERRY. I shall yield in one moment. I wish merely 
to finish the trend of thought I am pursuing. Then [I shall 
be glad to yield to the Senator. 

Although members of the committee have been intimately 
acquainted with naval affairs and naval legislation for years, 
and properly have charge of such legislation, there seems to be 
an intent here to prevent the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment conducting an investigation. 

Now, let us take for a minute the history of the resolution. 

The joint resolution, as first introduced, provided that the 
report of the commission should be filed as soon as possible, but 
not later than May 15. In other words, this commission would 
have conducted an investigation and not reported to the Presi- 
dent until May 15. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GERRY. I do. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The original joint resolution 
provided that no report should be made until next December. 
It was the House that modified it, making it May 15; but origi- 
nally it was intended that this session of Congress should meet 
and adjourn without any report on this disaster. 

Mr. HALE. No, Mr. President; I do not think that is so. 
simply was not specified. I never heard that question brought up. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is already in the reso- 
lution that in part they are not to report until next December 

Mr. HALE. Did it not say “ not later than” that time? 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, I am discussing the joint reso 
lution that was presented to the Senate and was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. That joint resolution said “ May 
15." The matter was discussed in the committee, and there was 
opposition to the joint resolution. Many Senators felt that 
there should be a full investigation, and they quite frankly 

the inference that the Senate or the House was not 


It 


resented 


qualified to conduct these investigations. The chairman, at a 
subsequent meeting of the committee—and he will correct me 


if I am in error—amended the joint resolution so that it was 
to be March 15. 

Mr. HALE. It was not at my suggestion: it was at the sug- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Howe]. 

Mr. GHRRY. Well, then, at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nebraska it was amended to read “ March 15,” 

The original joint resolution did not call upon the Presi- 
dent to transmit the findings of the commission, if my recollec- 
tion is correct, and left the discretion with him. Subsequently, 
as a result of the protests that arose by Members of this body, 
it was made to provide that the President shall transmit the 
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report, and that it shall be sent to Congress not later than 
March 15. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not think I understand the 


Senator. The joint resolution which came over from the House 
said that he should “ transmit the same.” 


Mr. GERRY. It did not state when. 

Mr. HALE. Joes the Senator mean that the word “ immedi- 
ately was not in the joint resolution? 

Mr. GERRY. The word “ immediately” was not in it. You 


have amended the joint resolution so as to provide that it shall 
be done immediately. 

The entire committee was in favor of appointing a commis- 
sion to make further investigations, or any investigations the 
President saw fit, in regard to the appliances and other devices 
for rendering submarines safer. There is no objection to that, 
and I feel that there is no objection in either body: or rather, 
I feel that either body would not only be glad but would insist 
on voting every necessary appropriation to develop further 
devices that would make submarines safer and less probable 
these appalling disasters. What a great many members of the 
committee objected to, however, was section 3 of the joint 
resolution, which gave to a commission power to investigate the 
S-—4 disaster; and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] 
has introduced an amendment to strike out this section and in- 
sert in place of it a provision that the Vice President and the 
Speaker of the House shall appoint a committee to investigate 
the S—4 disaster. 

Mr. President, that it is the apparent intent of the depart- 
ment to take from Congress this investigation is to my mind 
very clear. Instead of having a direct congressional investiga- 
tion it is developed that the Secretary of the Navy suggested 
to the President this method of procedure, that he conferred 
with the chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee, and the 
chairman has shown that he will suggest to the President, and 
the President will appoint five men of his choosing, including 
a district judge and a naval officer, and that this commission 
shall do work that to my mind should be done by the Con- 
gress. It is simply another example of the tendency of heads 
of the departments and of the executive branch of this Govern- 
ment to take over all power, and to prevent as much as possible 
the investigation of their departments by the Congress, 

I do not feel that a commission such as this, whether we have 
a circuit judge on it or not, can be half as conversant with the 
Navy and the Navy situation as a committee composed of 
Members of Congress who have been studying and working for 


| the Navy for years; and, frankly, I think the Congress has the 


right to resent the implied slight that anybody but a Senator 
or a Member of the House of Representatives should be on the 
commission. Apparently, the one desire is to prevent con- 
gressional investigation, or, at least, to delay it. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GERRY. One minute, and I am through; I will yield 
the floor. 

As I said in the opening of my remarks, I started out with 
the hope—and TI still have that hope—that the department had 
done everything possible, that there was no negligence, and that 
this disaster was unavoidable; but I want that proved to the 
sutisfaction of the House and Senate, and not only to the satis- 
faction of the House and Senate but to the satisfaction of the 
American people. I believe that can be proved in no better 
way than by weleoming a full investigation by their repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, does the Senator think he has 
fo bother about the feeeling of the House in this matter? 
Surely the House expressed itself when it passed this joint 
resolution unanimously. 

Mr. GERRY. Oh, I have heard the Senator from Maine 
reiterate that all morning. What did the House do? 

Mr. HALE. They had three hours of debate, Mr. President, 
and after the three hours of debate there was not one man who 
voiced a protest against the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. GERRY. ‘Three hours of debate! I have been in the 
House. ‘The Senator has not. 

Mr. HALE. I was in the House when the joint resolution 
passed, just before it passed. 

Mr. GERRY. I do not doubt that the Senator had a lot to 
do with its passage in the House. I am sure he did. I am sure 
he worked hard, and IT am sure all the administration worked 
hard, and I am sure they did splendid work in the three hours. 
I eongretulate him on what he has accomplished, if he is 
satisfied. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think there was any need to do any 
work in the House. I think the House saw the merits of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. GERRY. I may say to the Senator that apparently it is 
a ease of the splendid working of a machine. 

Mr. McKELLAR. A whitewash machine. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I still feel that the ques- 
tion is not cleared up as to the issue here. 

The Senator from Rhode Island conceded that there is no 
exclusive right of investigation in the Congress. The Senator 
from Virginia said the President had the right to investigate 
this maiter. The Senator from Arkansas said the President 
hes that power now. Really, as I understand the joint resolu- 
tion, about the only power granted the President that he does 
not have under the law is the appropriation of money to pay 
the expenses. I do not know of anything else that is added. 

Mr. MoKELLAR, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It seems to me I have seen in the papers 
that the Navy Department is making an investigation now. 
Why should we formally give the department the right to make 
another investigation of the matter? It is making one now, 
as I understand. 

Mr. GERRY. If the Senator will yield to me, there is already 
a court of inquiry. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Wait; let me answer that question. I 
want one at a time, and I can not answer more than one at a 
time. 

The Navy Department may be making a useless, senseless in- 
vestigation, It may be that the one the President wants to 
make is of the same charaeter; but those are questions for 
the department and for the President to decide. Either the 
Senate or the House has a right to investigate the matter if 
it is not satisfied with the other investigation. I will say that 
after the statements of the Senator from Virginia and the 
Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Arkansas 
I stand ready to vote for any resolution to investigate this 
matter, either by joint committee of the two Houses or by a 
Senate committee alone; but, to my mind, that would not—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator no doubt heard 
the remarks which I submitted during the course of the ad- 
dress of the Senator from Virginia. Does the Senator think 
that the Congress ought to authorize two investigations and 
two expenditures for that purpose touching this disaster? 

Mr. BROOKHART. First let me ask the Senator, does not 
the President have the power now to make this investiga- 
tion? 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Absolutely; and if the Presi- 
dent says to the Congress that, in the performance of his duty 
as Chief Executive, or as Commander in Chief of the Army 
and Navy, he is in need of funds to obtain the information 
that he desires, that the expense can not be met out of his con- 
tingent fund, I would vote him any reasonable amount that 
might be necessary; and I want to point out again to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that it would be a very questionable thing for 
the Congress to create two investigating committees and to 
take the risk of different conclusions on the part of those two 
committees. 

Whatever conclusion is arrived at ought to be authoritative, 
it ought to be commanding, and it ought to be made under such 
eonditions that, if legislation is necessary, the recommendations 
of the committee or commission can be effectuated. It would be 
to my mind worse than no investigation at all if the President 
created a commission and they reached a conclusion that the 
disaster was due to one state of facts and that that state of facts 
was unavoidable, and another commission reached the conciu- 
sion that the disaster was due to a different state of facts, 
which were avoidable. The confidence of the country in the 
Congress would be shaken, if not destroyed. 

There is no necessity for more than one investigation, pro- 
vided it is a fair, complete investigation. Why should Congress 
hasten to authorize the expenditure of funds for two investiga- 
tions and take the chance of different conclusions which would 
destroy the confidence of the country in the integrity of the 
investigation, and prevent such legislation as might be actually 
necessary to prevent the recurrence of such disasters? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I will answer that propo- 
sition by a statement, then I will yield to anybody; but one at a 
time. I can see only one thing at a time. 

I will concede that Congress should not authorize two inves- 
tigations by Congress. That would be a foolish thing. I con- 
cede that the Senate should not authorize two Senate investiga- 
tions, or that the House should not authorize two House 
investigations, But the investigation proposed by this resolution 
is to be by the Chief Executive himself. He did not have to 
submit to us the question of the appointment of the commission. 
The money is all that he had to ask for, but he submitted more 
than he was required to submit, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; for a moment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator is bound to real- 
ize that there are many provisions in this resolution that are not 
related directly to the mere expenditure of funds by the Execu- 
tive. The effect of this resoiution is to clothe the President with 
power to create a commission under the authority of the Con- 
gress to make this investigation, and in good faith, if the Con- 
gress grants that authority, it ought to rely on it, and for my 
part I intend to do so. If the Congress decides that it ought 
to create the commission or the committee authorized under 
this resolution, unless it becomes manifest that the committee 
has failed to perform its duty, I do not intend to vote for an 
investigation by another committee, because notwithstanding 
the fact that the personnel of this committee is not to consist 
of Members of Congress, it is, nevertheless, in a measure a con- 
gressional investigation, because the authority for the investi- 
gation is in a resolution to be passed by the Congress, and the 
duty of the investigators is defined by the Congress, Therefore 
I say that if we pass this resolution of investigation—and that 
is the intention of the persons who espouse this resolution—it is 
to prevent or to avoid the necessity for another investigation. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Will the Senator pause there? Let me 
answer that proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, I did not mean to take so 
much of the Senator’s time. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator from Virginia said, and I 
think the Senator from Arkansas said, that even though we 
held a congressional investigation, it was all right for this 
committee of experts to make their investigation from the expert 
standpoint, and to let us know the facts as they found them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator pardon me? 
I said that it was proper for the Executive, who is Commander 
in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, to take 
any course he desired to take to acquaint himself with the true 
facts involved in this disaster. 

Mr. BROOKHART. He can submit the matter to Congress or 
not, as he desires. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BROOKHART. However, he can not spend the public 
money for an investigation without our consent. 

Mr, HOWELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
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Mr. BROOKHART. In just a moment. As I see this, we are 
adding no authority in this resolution and providing for ho 
investigation that the Executive does not have authority to make 
already. If I am mistaken in that, I shall certainly not consent 
to surrender any of the power of 
to investigate anything they want to investigate, 

Now, I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, do I understand that the 
Senator from Arkansas is faverable to the resolution as amended 
by the Senator from Virginia? 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I favor the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. HOWELL. Does the Senator from Arkansas know that 
it proposes two investigations? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; I do not understand that. 

Mr. HOWELL. It does. It does not do away with this | 
commission to be appointed by the President, but it provides 


that the disaster shall be investigated by a committee of 
Congress. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I understand that I 


think that is proper. 

Mr. HOWELL. There would be two committees or 
sions to report, under the provisions of the 
amended 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansits. 
Senator from Virginia? 


commis- 
resolution as 


Under the amendment of the 


Mr. HOWELL. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I[ did not understand that 

Mr. SWANSON, Oh, no. If the Senator will permit me, I 
take from this general commission the power to investigate 


the S j 


Mr. HOWELL. Yes; but the Senator provides for two in- | 
vestigations. 
Mr. SWANSON. No. The House has presented to us a prop 


osition to let the Secretary of the Navy appoint a commission | 


which shall investigate the appliances needed to improve sub- 
marines, and, in addition, j 
disaster. The position I take is that the commission should not 
investigate the S—4 disaster. 
Houses ought to investigate that. It is different 
ent authorizations, and different things to investigate. 

Mr, HOWELL. How can this proposed commission properly 
report what appliances and methods should have been used and 
should be used in the future to avoid such casualties unless 
they know the circumstances under which this disaster took 
place? 

Mr. SWANSON. So far as it pertains to their ascertaining 
facts which would be a foundation for future improvements, 
that is all right; but to ascertain and report as to whether the 
Paulding was in fault or whether the S—} was in fault is 
another matter. 
the Navy alone, through his appointments, determine between 
the Coast Guard and the Navy. 


Mr. HOWELL. Just a moment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield: and if so, to whom? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I merely want to make a brief | 


statement. The Senator from Iowa has been very kind, and 
if it will disturb him in any way I will not insist on speaking. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am not quite through. Had the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska replied to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Virginia ? 

Mr. HOWELL. 
if I might. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well. 

Mr. HOWELL. The Senator from Virginia suggests 
there is no connection between these two investigations. 
is a distinct connection between them. 


I want to reply to the Senator from Virginia, 


that 
There 


supplemental submarine appliances and regulations should be 
adopted by the Navy to avoid and minimize similar casualties 
in the future unless the proposed commission goes into the facts 
and circumstances of this disaster? 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, I said in 
my speech that, so far as they want to improve the Navy, so 
far as they want to make recommendations, so far as they want 
to see what deficiency there was in the material and appliances, 
they would have a right to do it, but when it came to deter- 
mining as to whether the Paulding was at fault or whether the 
S-4 was at fault in this accident, I thought that all honesty 
required that they should have an impartial committee, and I 
provided for that. 

Mr. HOWELL. But, Mr. President, incidentally they would 
have to investigate the facts and circumstances in order to de- 
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either the Senate or the House | 


| irrespective of whether this resolution passes or not. I 


to investigate the cause of the S—¥j | 


A joint commission of the two | 
work, differ- | 


A scheme is presented to let the Secretary of | 


How can the commis- | 
sion provided for in this resolution properly determine what | 


Wii 


termine whether even additiona lations were 


naval recu neces 
sary. 
Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, incidentally 


they would, and I am giving them the instrumentality that you 


want. This resolution gives them absolute control of it, not as 
an incident. 
Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, the Senate will have power 


to investigate notwithstanding the adoption of this 1 
if it sees fit to do so. 


SOMILION, 
Congress will have power to investigate 
am for 


| investigations upon all occasions, because I believe they are a 
tremendous 


safeguard in the conduct of government. If the 
President and the Secretary of the Navy want an investigation, 
I say let them have it. Then let us investigate, if we are ulti 
mately dissatisfied in the premises. There will be plenty of 
time after the 15th of March, before Congress adjourns—about 
three months 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
yield to the Senator from Nevada ? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I have to go to 
want to ask 2 question. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Very well. The Senator from Utah has 
been asking for recognition for a long time, and I promised to 
yield 

Mr. PITTMAN. I agree with the Senator that the President 
has every power now included in this resolution. He can have 
any investigation he wants. I would be willing to vote for the 
resolution to authorize an appropriation of the $20,000 he asks 
for, or amend it to give him $100,000, if he asks for it. The 
only thing I do not want is to have this considered as a con- 
gressional committee instead of an executive commission. I do 
not want to be responsible for the kind of commission it is er 
for the acts of the commission. I do not want it said, when 
we start an investigation on our own hook, “ By congressional 
act you have already authorized an investigation.” 

Having absolute confidence in the President of the United 
States, I do not favor telling him what kind of an investigating 
committee he shall have. I think this resolution is an insult to 
the President of the United States. With the full power to 


the Senator from lowa 


au committee meeting, and I 


| appoint any kind of an investigating committee he wants, with 


every power we give under this resolution, all that we do is to 
say, “ We do not trust you to appoint your commission.” 

What I want to do is to strike out everything except the 
authorization of an appropriation for whatever amount he 
wants—he has asked for $20,000-—-to make any kind of an in 
vestigation by any committee that he may select, or in any 
manner that he may choose, und leave it in that shape. because 
the rest of it is an insuli to the President of the United States 


Mr. BROOKHART. 1 think I am in full accord with the 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkantsas. Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Does the Senator from Iowa 


yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What I want to make clear is 
that under the procedure we seem about to take here we con- 
template creating, under authority of Congress, two commissions 
to make this investigation. The President has power to make 
the investigation; and, as I said before, I am perfectiy willing 
to give him any amount of money he fiuds necessary to per- 
form the duty of ascertaining the facts in connection with the 
disaster. 

If we are to create a commission uuder authority of Con 
gress and tell the President who shall go on that commission 
and how the commission shall discharge its duties, as this reso 
lution seems to do, then I shall certainly oppose creating an- 
other committee of investigation under the authority of Con 
gress for the reason that I have already stated, that there is a 
danger that the two committees may make conflicting findings 
and recommendations, in which event the country will be worse 
off and the Navy will be no better off than before the investi- 
gations proceeded. 

The President, as Commander in Chief, has a duty to per- 
form. He is entitled to obtain this information. But he is 
not entitled to do it under the guise of a congressional com- 
mittee. If he wants to proceed in that way, the Congress 
should constitute the committee in the way that it believes 
best. 

I think Senators are overlooking the fact that we are abeut 
to create two committees of investigation, and that those com- 
mittees may take an entirely different view of what are the 
facts and what are the remedies to prevent a recurrence of 
such disasters as that relating to the S—j, and it is that feature 
that I want to safeguard. If we pass the joint resolution in 
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the form in which it is presented by the Senator from Maine, 
I shall still favor the creation of an additional joint committee 
of Congress or a committee of the Senate to make the same 
investigation, and I will think that it is the underlying pur- 
pose of those who propose the resolution to estop the Congress 
in a way from making any investigation of the subject by 
expressly conferring on an executive tribunal the duty of 
making the investigation. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I offered in the committee—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me answer the suggestion of the 
Senator from Arkansas first. The only part to be stricken out 
of the joint resolution is section 3, as proposed by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Frankly, I think if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia shall be agreed to, the other 
features of the joint resolution should be so modified, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PirrmMan], as to give 
the President unlimited authority and adequate funds. We 
ought not to impose on the President the duty of selecting a 
committee from a limited number of individuals, and we ought 
to give him an entirely free hand to make his own investigation 
in any way that he desires. If we want a congressional in- 
vestigation of the subject, we ought to provide for a personnel 
that will reflect itself in legislation here, and it ought to be 
composed of Members of the two Houses. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am absolutely in accord with what 
the Senator has said. I am entirely in aceord with every word 
the Senator from Nevada has said. That is what I have been 
trying to say. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, would the Senator from Arkan- 
sas favor the joint resolution if it were limited merely to the 
appropriation of the necessary funds for the President? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have said during the debate 
that I believe the duty is on the Executive, as Commander in 
Chief of the Navy, to inquire into the facts of the matter, and 
that I am perfectly willing to give him such funds as he finds 
necessary to enable him to make his investigation. 

Mr. BROOKHART. It seems to me we have reached sub- 
stantial agreement in the matter, and I can see no reason why 
the resolution should not be re-formed so as to give the Presi- 
dent the full right to make the investigation he pleases and to 
have the personnel he pleases and to report to whom he pleases. 
We can provide the money, as we ought to do, for such an 
investigation. It will be the Executive’s investigation and he 
alone will be responsible for it. We can then order another 
investigation and have one of our own for which we will be 
responsible, either as a committee of the Congress composed of 
Members of the two Houses jointly, or of the Senate alone. 
I feel that in the Daugherty investigution I contributed some- 
thing to determine the power of the Senate to make investi- 
gations. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I am in accord with what the Senator from 
Nevada said and what was said by the Senator from Arkansas, 
and IT endeavored to get the floor several moments ago to make 
that statement. I am opposed to anything in the resolution 
other than the creation of the committee named in the resolu- 
tion or amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia. I do 
not think we should mention the President at all. I differ from 
my friend in that respect. 

I have no doubt that the Commander in Chief has full author- 
ity to make such investigation as he sees fit, and when he makes 
such investigation, or if he desires in advance to get money 
with which to make it, let him send a message to the Congress 
stating that he contemplates making such investigation and ask- 
ing for such appropriation as he desires. For instance, quite 
recently he conceived the importance of sending a commission 
to the Geneva conference, and later, when the funds were ex- 
hausted, he sent a message to the Congress asking for an appro- 
priation to pay the commission. His first message asked for 
funds to pay the commission, submitted before it was created, 
and his second message, after the funds were exhausted, asked 
for funds for a continuation of the commission in subsequent 
negotiations at Geneva, 

The President bas full authority. If he desires to conduct an 
investigation, let him do so, appointing whom he pleases, when 
he pleases. I think that it is an infringement upon the power of 
the President to limit the personnel of those whom he wishes 
to appoint. After he has concluded to have an investigation, let 
him send his message to the Congress if he has not the funds, 


Does the Senator from Iowa 
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and Congress will give whatever is necessary. But instead of 
the procedure proposed in the present resolution let us appoint 
a commission, determine their limitations and their duties, and 
provide the necessary appropriation for their activities. That 
is all we need to do. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think the Senator from Utah is correct 
except in one particular. At the very beginning of the discussion 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] announced that the Presi- 
dent desired the investigation, so that in that official way at 
least, though not by any formal message, the President has 
expressed his desire for such an investigation. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. To show the Senator what the proposition 
is, I want to state what occurred in the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. I was willing for the President to have the money. as 
the Senator suggests. There is no objection to that. I offered 
a resolution in the Committee on Naval Affairs providing that 
that committee, through its chairman, should appoint a subcom- 
mittee to investigate the facts in connection with the sinking 
of the S—4, and it was voted down. I have always contended 
and I still say that if I ean be given the assurance that either 
the Senate itself, through a special committee, or the Committee 
on Naval Affairs will investigate the sinking of the S-4, I am 
willing to give the President all the money he may need for his 
own investigation; but I am not willing to give the President 
money under an implied understanding that the Congress has 
surrendered its riglt and authority, as will surely be urged by 
some Senators, to investigate the sinking of the S—4. All of 
these propositions now contended for by those on the other 
side of the aisle will be used for the purpose of proving that 
surrender. If Senators favor my suggestion, let us have the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs accept my propo- 
sition as made before the Committee on Naval Affairs, that the 
President should be given the necessary money to proceed with 
such investigation as he wants to make in connection with the 
needs for reform and the needs for new appliances, and then 
let the Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate proceed to ascer- 
tain who is responsible as between the Paulding, operated by 
the Coast Guard Service, and the S—4, operated by the Navy. 

There is no reason in the world why we should let the Secre- 
tary of the Navy make the recommendation to the President 
and the President appoint a commission and not allow the Coast 
Guard to have any representation on that commission, when 
the issue is between the Coast Guard and the Navy as to which 
is responsible. In other words, it is proposed to let the Navy 
constitute the jury to determine the matter. I am not in favor 
of that. I am not in favor of it if the proposition should come 
from the Democratic side. I am not in favor of it if the propo- 
sition should come from the Republican side. I shail ask for a 
roll call on the proposition and give an opportunity to those 
Senators who want to go on record as favoring the Navy De- 
partment, through the President, naming its own jury to try 
the case, to then express themselves. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia 
evidently was not present when the Senator from Nevada sub- 
mitted his proposition, 

Mr. SWANSON. I heard the statement of the Senator from 
Nevada, and I am not willing for such a proposition to go 
through. 

Mr. BROOKHART. His suggestion was not that we sur- 
render anything to the Executive-—— 

Mr. SWANSON, I am not going to make a surrender in this 
matter and then let it be claimed later that because we have 
given the President the authority to do it, therefore we ought 
not to make the investigation until he has completed his investi- 
gation. That is the scheme. I insist that we allow the chair- 
man of the Naval Affairs Committee to appoint a subcommitiece 
to investigate and report on the sinking of the S—}, and then I 
shall consent that the President shall have all the money he 
wants for his own investigation. 

Mr. HALE. I was not in the Chamber when the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. PrrrMan] made his suggestion. As I understand, 
he proposes to strike out all the wording of the joint resolution, 
and to provide: 


That the sum of $20,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expenses 
of a commission to be appointed by him to inyestigate and report-——~+ 


Mr. McKELLAR, No, no! 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator may be for that, but I am net 
for it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
exactly what I think the Senator from Nevada suggested : 
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That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, to be 
expended by the President for the purpose of making such investigation 
of the sinking of the submarine S—} as he may see fit 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And to follow that with the 
incorporation of the amendment of the Senator from Virginia 
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providing for an investigation by a joint committee composed | 


of members of the Committees on Naval Affairs of the House 
and Senate 

Mr. HALE. ‘That is authorizing the Senate to do it and 
authorizing the President to do the same thing, is it not? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; it is giving the President, 
as Commander in Chief of the Navy, the funds he desires to 
enable him to acquaint himself with the true facts in the case, 


and it is also providing for an investigation as contemplated | 
by the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. That is a | 


correct statement, as I understand it, of the suggestion of the 
Senator from Nevada, and that is my suggestion. 

Mr. HALE. What would the President do? I do not under- 
stand the plan. What would the President’s commission do? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It would make any kind of an investiga- 
tion the President would want to have made. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The President can employ any 
agency whatever, as he can do now. He can take any course 
he chooses to pursue. The only reason why the appropriation 
is made is that it has been stated here that he has not the funds 
with which to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me answer the Senator from Arkan- 
sas again. I think it would be contrary to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Nevada to couple such a proposition with the 
resolution just suggested by the Senator from Tennessee, The 
Senator from Nevada suggested, and with that suggestion I am 
in full accord, that our investigation should be ours, inde- 
pendent absolutely of the Executive’s investigation, and his 
independent in relation to ours. Therefore, in the resolution it 
seems to me that we should only provide for those funds in a 
general way. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that I 
stand ready to vote for his proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is not the suggestion of 
the Senator from Nevada as I understand it, and it was not my 
suggestion, I must be deficient in my power of expression or I 
would not have to take the floor so many times to explain what 
I have been trying to say for an hour. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; just a moment, please. 
The President has the right as Commander in Chief to make an 
inquiry into this subject. That is an Executive investigation. 
If he needs funds to accomplish that purpose I am willing to 
give them to him in this or any other resolution. gut L do 
think that there should be an investigation by a congressional 
joint committee, as provided by the Senator from Virginia in 
his proposed amendment. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me ask the Senator a question. I 
am in full accord with all that he has stated; but does the Sen- 
ator insist that the congressional investigation should be made 
as a condition or trade in any way? 

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; certainly not: but I do 
think that while we are dealing with the subject we should dis- 
pose of the whole matter and provide for the congressional 
investigation. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am quite in agreement with that idea, 
and if an amendment should be offered providing for a congres- 
sional investigation in addition to what we authorize the Presi- 
dent to do, I am ready to vote for it. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is exactly what we are trying to do. 
The House has passed a joint resolution to give the President 
$20,000 to conduct any investigation he wants. They ask for 
an investigation of the S—4 disaster and provide that the com- 
mission should be limited. My proposition is simply to say that 
the sinking of the S—4 shall be investigated by a joint com- 
mittee of the House and Senate, Then the measure will have 
to go back to the House, of course. I want the Senate to ex- 
press itself on the proposition of whether it wants a joint con- 
gressional commi’tee authorized by Congress, or merely wants 
to let the Secretary of the Navy name the jury to try his own 
case. That is the issue so far as I am concerned. 

Let the President appoint whomsoever he pleases. I am 
going to offer an amendment, and let it go to the House, for 
the appointment of a joint committee to investigate this subject. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I would not interfere with the presi- 
dential investigation ; I would support it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Arrange it so that the President’s commis 
sion may proceed. My proposition does not interfere with that. 
It is stated that the crux of the joint resolution is section 3. 
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Mr. HALE. What has tke President to do with this inves- 
tigation? 

Mr. SWANSON. I thought the President wanted to investi 
gate everything in reference to the submarines, and that there 
were 2,000 devices which could be studied. 

The Senator said in his speech that he had found that that 
was What they were going to investigate, and the Senator snug- 
gested that we should also turn over to them the right to inves- 
tigate the disaster in connection with the submarine S—} 

Mr. HALE. Precisely. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from Maine was the man who 
recommended that Congress should surrender its authority and 
its right of investigation, and that it be done by the department. 

Mr. HALE. I do not consider that Congress is surrendering 
its authority. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, our contention is very simple. 
We want Congress to investigate the S—§ disaster; for unless 
Congress shall investigate the results will not command the 
sume confidence, nor will there be the kind of investigation 
which we think should be conducted. That is why the Senator 
from Virginia |Mr. SwANson] proposes to strike out section 3 
of the joint resolution. Section 83 simply refers to the S—4 
disaster. Besides that, as has been brought out here, there was 
a desire to appoint a commission, as the chairman of the com- 
mittee said, to investigate safety appliances and inventions 
that might prevent future disasters. We were quite willing to 
give the President an appropriation to go ahead and investigate 
as to such inventions, but when it comes down to the question 
of the S—-}, we think Congress is the proper body to investigate. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from lowa 
yield to the Senator from New York’? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word. 
I have never known the people of my section of the country to 
be so stirred as they have been by this disaster. There is a 
feeling—and I believe it is universal—that somebody is to 
blame. The Senate can not afford to evade its responsibility. 
There must be an investigation conducted by the Senate and 
the House of Representatives in order that the country may be 
satisfied that there is no such thing as a whitewashing of the 
situation. So I «am in hearty accord with this proposal. 

If the President has no funds with which to carry on his 
investigation, let us give him funds, but of more importance is 
to have Congress itself seek to place the responsibility where 
it belongs. We can not afford to evade or escape the responsi- 
bility which rests upon us. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am opposed to the joint resolu- 
tion in the form in which is has been reported by the com- 
mittee. First, it cireumscribes the powers which belong to the 
President of the United States, the Commander in Chief of the 
Army and the Navy. It seeks to indicate to him the character 
of the machinery which shall be set up for the investigation. 
It states who the investigators shall be, one of whom shall be 
a judge—and that is very offensive to me—as was pointed out 
by the able minority leader. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that we need not concern our- 
selves in this resolution with any of the powers or functions 
or responsibilities of the Executive. Doubtless the President 
will make an investigation. He may select a judge: I do not 
know. He may select civilian experts; I do not know. That 
is for him to determine. When the President of the United 
States needs funds, if he does not already possess them, let 
him appeal to Congress and Congress will readily and speedily 
grant whatever the President requires in order to conduct a 
full and complete investigation; but it seems to me that the 
resolution which we should adopt—and it should be entirely 
disconnected, as I have indicated, from the duties of the 
President—should merely determine the manner of selecting 
the committee. ‘ 

1 am in accord with the view suggested by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Swanson] permitting the Vice President to ap- 
peint three Members of the Senate, the Speaker of the House 
to appoint three Members of the House of Representatives; 
that those six shall constitute a joint commission or committee 
for the purpose of making an investigation of this disaster; and 
provide for them the necessary funds. When that shall be 
done, that is as far as the resolution should go. I am opposed 
to mentioning the President; I am opposed to determining 
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whom he shall appoint or how he shall appoint them or to pre- 
scribing in any way the duties and responsibilities of a com- 
mission selected by the President of the United States, if he 
shail deem it wise to select one. 

[ would go further, however, Mr. President, than the resolu- 
tion or the amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia 
goes. I think the proposed commission should proceed to make 
a comprehensive study of the Navy, its needs and its wants, 
and particularly of submarines and airplanes. 

There have been a number of submarine disasters. Quite 
recently another submarine was sunk. A great many vessels 
were wrecked upon the Pacific coast. There have been, how- 
ever, no adequate investigations made of these numerous dis- 
asters occurring during the past three or four years. I am ad- 
vised that in a single instance only has the Navy Department 
even reprimanded any of those who are connected with these 
disasters. It may be that the disasters were entirely unavoid- 
able but the public are not satistied with the naval investiga- 
tions which have been made in the case of these numerous 
disasters, and, therefore, I feel that a committee should be 
appointed by the House and the Senate, with full authority to 
investigate this disaster as well as former disasters, and to 
take into account the needs of the Navy and to make recom- 
mendations relative to these disasters and relative to the needs 
of the Navy. 

Mr. McKHLLAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question ? 

Mr. KING. I promised first to yield to the Senator from 
Tennessee, and then I will yield to the Senator from Connect- 
icut. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator, 
would it not be better for this resolution to appoint no commis- 
sion at all, but merely to authorize the appropriation of $20,000 
to enuble the President to make any investigation that he may 
see fit, if he sees fit to make one? Then if the President saw 
fit to make an investigation, and wanted to use $20,000 for that 
purpose, all he would have to do would be to indicate that fact 
to the Appropriations Committees of the two Houses, and the 
appropriation would be forthcoming. He would have full au- 
thority to appoint anybody he pleased, and it would not be nec- 
essary to name the commission. Then, if the Congress desired 
to make an independent investigation, all well and good. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should prefer that that course 
should not be pursued. I want to dissociate, so far as possible, 
the executive from the legislative branch of the Government. If 
the President wants to make an investigation, let him indicate 
to the Senate or to Congress that he needs funds, and if he does 
not have adequate funds, Congress would very promptly grant 
the President whatever funds he desires; but this resolution 
which we are asked to pass, in my opinion, should deal only 
with the ereation of a joint commission, determining their 
powers and prescribing their limitations and providing the 
necessary funds for them to carry on the investigation required. 
I now yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, may I remind the Senator 
that the President has done just what the Senator from Utah 
thinks he ought to do? If I understood the Senator from Utah 
correctly, he said that if the President needed funds he ought 
to come here and say so. Is not that precisely what the Presi- 
dent did in his message of January 4? 

Mr. KING. If the Senator regards that as an application by 
the President of the United States for funds, I am willing to 
vote for a separate resolution right now providing that a cer- 
tain sum shall be appropriated out of the Treasury for the pur- 
pose of enabling the Executive at his request to conduct an in- 
vestigation into the S—4 disaster. Then go on with our resolu- 
tion; but do not couple them together... That is the view that I 
take. 

Mr. BINGHAM. . Mr. President, the President’s message was 
very brief, and if I may be permitted to do so, I should like to 
read the two short paragraphs of the message which he sub- 
mitted on the 4th of January last: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Navy recom- 
mending that Congress be requested to authorize the appointment of a 
commission of experts for the purpose of considering the development of 
safety devices for our submarines, such commission to be empowered 
to call witmesses and to pay their expenses, and also to make such 
inquiry and investigation into the S—} disaster as may be desirable. 


I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Utah to the 
next sentence: 


TI recommend to Congress the passage of a joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the appointment of such a commission of experts, and that the sum 
of $20,000 be made available for the purposes stated, 
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In other words, the President has already stated his desire 
to appoint such a commission, and has in fact asked for the 
money to pay its expenses, 

Mr. President, a little earlier in the debate the Senator from 
Virginia |[Mr. Swanson] referred to the fact that the aircraft 
board appointed by the President a little over two years ago 
had done good work; that it had congressional representation 
on it, and he referred to me in that connection. I should like 
to call the attention of Senators to one or two matters in con- 
nection with that investigation which they may have forgotten. 
Evidently the Senator from Virginia has forgotten the exact 
nature of that circumstance or he would not have referred to it 
in quite the way he did. 

In the first place, there were some very serious accidents 
which had taken place. It was not merely a commission to 
recommend new types of aircraft; it was a commission to look 
into a very serious situation which has arisen. Mr. Presi- 
dent, you may remember that the country was aroused at that 
time very deeply by the disaster to the Shenandoah, when the 
Navy lost a number of its able airship experts. The country 
was further aroused by the fact that Commander Rodgers in 
his attempt to make the flight from San Francisco to Honolulu 
had been lost for some nine days at sea and had been given up 
for lost. Nevertheless, finally, due to his skill as a navigator, 
he turned up on the shores of Kauai. By sundry statements 
which had been made with regard to accidents that had taken 
place in the service the country was further aroused to such a 
point that very great publicity was given to the daims made by 
a then member of the Army with regard to the bad condition 
of affairs in the Air Service. So, in response to a similar state 
of public opinion as we have seen in this instance, the Presi- 
dent—Congress not being in session, for this happened, if my 
recollection serves me correctly, in the early part of September, 
in the year 1925—the President did exercise his right of ap- 
pointing a commission, a commission of nine. Later he asked 
Congress for an appropriation to cover the expenses of the 
commission. Had the Congress been in session when the ac- 
cidents occurred undoubtedly the President would have done 
just as he has done in this case. 

The accident to the S-4 took place in December, and my recol- 
lection is that it was just before Congress adjourned for the 
holiday recess. At any rate the Congress was in session. So, 
instead of attempting to appoint a commission, as the Senator 
from Virginia suggested, without reference to the Congress, he 
did the natural thing of reminding Congress that an investiga- 
tion ought to be had, that a commission ought to be appointed, 
that he would like to be authorized to appoint it, and requested 
that an appropriation be authorized for that purpose. 

The air board he selected in 1925 had congressional repre- 
sentation, one Senator and two Members of the House, as the 
Senator from Virginia has stated. I will confess that it seems 
to me desirable on all commissions of this kind that there 
should be a representative of each House of Congress, in order 
the better to follow the progress of the investigation and later 
be able to report on the floor of each House what the recom- 
mendations of the commission were, and to explain them, and 
more or less to act as the advocate of the commission. I should 
like to see this commission increased from five to seven, to in- 
clude one Senator and one Member of the House, or to see it 
enlarged to eight and include one Senator and two Members of 
the House, so as to make it possible for such representation to 
be had. But the Senator from Virginia is not correct in stating 
that the suggestion of the Senator from Maine that a Federal 
judge be appointed is establishing a new precedent, for that is 
precisely what the President did in appointing the aircraft 
board. é 

The aircraft board of nine was composed, among others, of 
one ex-Army officer, General Harbord, who was there to give us 
liaison with the Army and to represent the Army’s point of view 
in this investigation. And may I further remind the Senator at 
this point that the investigation was asked for by the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy in the same spirit in 
which the Secretary of the Navy has asked for this investi- 
gation? They wrote a letter to the President asking him to 
appoint a committee of investigation. Congress was not in ses- 
sion, and so he appointed it. He put on the board also a retired 
naval officer, Admiral Fletcher, who had received the congres- 
sional medal of honor. He represented the Navy on that com- 
mittee. Also, as has been stated, the President put on a 
Senator and two Members of the House to represent the Con- 
gress, and it was a very useful thing for us who were on it to 
be able to know exactly what the commission was doing, 

Another member was an aeronautical engineer, corresponding 
in this case to one of the civilians suggested to be appointed on 
this commission, Another was a man who had been in charge 
of the aircraft board during the war, and who was entirely 
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familiar with the great growth of the air services and of what 
had been done in aircraft manufacturing during the period 
since the war; the eighth was Mr, Dwight Morrow and the 
ninth was a Federal judge, who knew nothing about aviation. 

The Senator has objected to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Maine in regard to putting on a Federal judge, 
because he said the Federal judge would not know anything 
about submarines. Mr. President, as a member of the Presi- 
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dent’s aircraft board I want to testify to the very great service | 


which was rendered on that board by the two members of it 
who admittedly knew nothing about the conditions in the Army 
and Navy and the conditions in the Air Service, namely, Dwight 
Morrow, who was the chairman of the board, and came to it 
with an entirely fresh mind, never having devoted himself at 
all to aviation, and Judge Denison, the Federal judge, who 
came smilingly saying that this was an entirely new subject to 
him and that he knew nothing about it. As a matter of fact, 
the commission depended in very great degree upon the judicial 
character of the minds of these two gentlemen who knew noth- 
ing about the subject, who came to it with fresh minds, abso- 
lutely impartial, and who gave to the investigation a judicial 
atmosphere and helped make it a great success. 

I am surprised to hear certain Senators on the other side of 
the aisle say that there is nothing judicial about this commis- 
sion, nothing judicial about the investigation. It seems to me 
almost as though they had it in mind that if there is nothing 
judicial about it there ought to be something political about it. 

In fact, they have told us that the people of the country 
would not be satisfied with an investigation by. experts and by 
a Federal judge, with one ex-naval officer to see to it that they 
had such expert advice as they needed. Personally, I think 
the Senators who have taken that position are mistaken. So 
far as I am able to follow public opinion in the State of Con- 
necticut, they certainly are mistaken, 

For instance, here is a brief editorial from one of the oldest 
country newspapers in the State of Connecticut, the Norwich 
Bulletin, a paper about 140 years old, an independent paper 
that ably represents public opinion throughout the eastern 
section of the State. Listen to what this old-fashioned news- 
paper Says. 

The editorial is headed: 

MAKE IT IMPARTIAL 

There are Democratic Senators who want a Senate investigation of 
the sinking of the S—4 instead of the impartial plan proposed by the 
President. It is impossible to look upon such a move as anything but 
partisan. The purpose is plainly disclosed in the very attitude that is 
taken. 

Everyone must be desirous of having all the facts brought out In 
connection with that deplorable affair, and there’s no question but 
what they will be; but there should be an equally broad desire that 
such a matter should be kept as free from politics as possible. The 
clamor of Democratic Senators for their own inquiry, their chance 
to kick up a lot of claims and charges, like a raft of criticism that has 
been spread about through irresponsible statements and gossip only to 
have it shown to be without foundation, makes a poor impression. 

From the political standpoint nothing would be better. But it 
isn’t the political ends that should be served through such a misfor- 
tune. The inquiry already under way by the Navy is throwing valuable 
light upon the situation that existed and is indicating the conditions 
that prevailed at the time of the collision and the efforts that were 
made to raise the submarine. 

That inquiry promises to be in every way thorough and there is no 
question but what the facts will be brought out, but for the purpose 
of having an inquiry by competent investigators, experts outside of the 
Navy, which is directly interested, the idea of an impartial board to 
conduct the same outside of politics and all other influences is what 
the situation requires. This it is believed the country prefers to a 
political inquiry regardless of the party sponsoring it. 


I submit that that is also the opinion of a large part of the 
American public. They looked upon the action of the President 
in appointing an impartial air board consisting of experts, of 
ex-representatives of the Army and Navy, a Federal judge, and 
one or two private citizens, to investigate the Air Service, as 
very successful. They wish to see the same kind of thing done 
here. They believe that it will be done better by a commission 
of experts, as suggested in this joint resolution, than by a com- 
mission which is sponsored by a minority of the committee by a 
strict party vote. It looks to the public like playing politics with 
a very serious matter, and it seems to me that we ought to be 
careful before we, by our votes, condone the playing of polities in 
this matter. 

The President has shown his desire to appoint an impartial 
commission. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] over 
and over again says the Secretary of the Navy is going to ap- 
point the commission. That is begging the question, Mr. Presi- 
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dent. The joint resolution lays upon the President of the 
United States the responsibility of appointing the commissien, 
not upon the Secretary of the Navy, although by constant 
repetition, in accordance with that well-known law of psychol- 
ogy which tells us that if you state a thing often enough people 
will come to believe it, the Senator from Virginia has almost 
convinced some Senators that the Secretary of the Navy is 
going to appoint this commission. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do. 

Mr. SWANSON. I got my information mostly from tle 
chairman of the committee, who said the Secretary of the Navy 
had already written and asked people to serve on the commis- 
sion. I do not know what he meant by it. It seems to me 
he has be en very busy in getting somebody to serve on this 
commission. 

Mr. HALE. 
me correctly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Virginia has been very 
adroit in misquoting the Senator from Maine over and over 
again, until nearly everybody in this Chamber believes he has 
been correctly quoted. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will ask the Senator from Maine what 
he did say. 

Mr. HALE. I said that the Secretary of the Navy, before 


Mr. President, I wish the Senator would quote 


| going ahead with a commission that he wanted appointed to 
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investigate submarine appliances and equipment and to make 
recommendations for the future, had sounded out three men 
to see if they would serve on such a commission if appointed 
by the President. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is all I said—that the Secretary of 
the Navy had been active in getting somebody to serve on the 
commission, and had gotten the names, and that no doubt the 
President would recommend whomsoever he had found to serve 
to suit him. All I said is what the Senator from Maine said. 
I did not know, until this morning, that he had been so active 
in getting his own jury. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Virginia has repeated his 
opinion so often that he actually believes it himself. 

Mr. SWANSON. Why, everybody believes it who knows 
anything about the natural course of things in Washington. 
Do you suppose that the Secretary of the Navy would write 
around and get people to serve on a commission to recommend 
to the President, and that the President would refuse to ap- 
point them? Not much! The Senator is very innocent if he 
thinks that has ever occurred. His innocence is refreshing, 
but it is dangerous to anybedy who trusts him. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will consider the list that he 
did write to, I think he will see that there will be no occasion 
for the President to refuse. 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not know much about the list. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is obvious. 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not know the circuit judge, but I know 
I am willing to have three Senators named by the Vice Presi- 
dent—there can not be any politics in it—and three Representa- 
tives named by the Speaker of the House to investigate this 
matter that involves two separate branches of the Government. 
You must remember that the Coast Guard is interested in this 
matter. It was a collision between the Paulding and the S—4. 
Do you not think, in all fairness and justice, that they ought 
to have an impartial committee, and not one named by the See- 
retary of the Navy, or named by the President on the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator must remember 
that in the aircraft investigation there were two separate de- 
partments concerned, the War Department and the Navy De- 
partment. Both asked for the investigation, and trusted the 
President to see to it that a proper personnel would be picked 
out ; and the country was satisfied with the personnel which was 
picked out. It has never been called a partial committee just 
because the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War 
asked for its appointment. 

In order that I may not be accused of quoting one newspaper 
from one part of my State which might differ from others, I 
should like to read a very brief editorial from the Hartford 
Courant, the oldest daily newspaper published in America. This 
is a very brief editorial, written by an editor who is far from 
always having supported the President, but whose experience 
in writing editorials for the last 25 years in western Massa- 
chusetts and northern Connecticut has shown him to be keenly 
in touch with public opinion. I should like to call it to the 
attention of my good friend the distinguished Senator from 
Virginia. 
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The editorial is headed: 
SENATE BLOCKS “ S-4” INVESTIGATION 
President Coolidge’s recommendation that Congress authorize the 
appointment of a board of five experts to investigate the S—j disaster 
and suggest improvements in submarine safety devices bas struck a 
snag in the Senate Naval Affairs Committee. It is the contention of 
Democratic committeemen, who like most politicians can discover a 


disguised motive behind every lamp-post, that the President’s plan 
represents an endeavor to “ whitewash” the tragedy and that the in- 
vestigation should be held by the Naval Affairs Committee or by a 
special committee of the Senate. This is going pretty far aficld to 
play polities 

A naval court of inquiry is now sitting in Boston, investigating the 
details of the S-4 tragedy. Its work might be supplemented by an 
inquiry undertaken by a special committee of the Senate or by the 


Senate Naval Affairs Committee, But if the naval court may justly or 
unjustly be charged with prejudice, a senatorial committee might rather 
more justly than unjustly be charged with partisanship. To insure an 
unprejudiced, nonpartisan investigation of a disaster that has greatly 
stirred the country the President bas sought the establishment of an 
unprejudiced, nonpartisan board, composed of two naval 
and three civilian experts. The House ef Representatives has given 
this plan its indorsement. 

The Senate should hasten to do likewise. If Senators insist upon 
holding their own investigation thereafter, let them go ahead and hold 
it. But there is no doubting which investigation will have the con- 
fidence of the public. The public is fully aware of the fact that the 
business and professional men who make up the Senate are as incapable 
of suggesting improvements in submarine construction as they would 
be of suggesting improvements in HKinstein’s theory of relativity. 


obviously 


Mr. l’resident, as that editor has said, “This is going pretty 
far afield to play politics.” There is no effort on the part of 
the Republicans, so far as I can see, to have a Republican 
Senator put on this commission to “whitewash” the Navy. 
There is no effort to whitewash anybody in this. This is an 
effort to find out the facts, to secure a committee that the 
country will respect as being a committee of the highest grade 
of experts, with nothing to gain politically or in their careers 
one way Or another by serving without pay on this commission; 
a committee whose findings will be respected by everybody in 
the country. The American people will know, when this com- 
mission finds either for or against the Navy, either for or 
against the Coast Guard, that they are finding what they hon- 
estly believe to be the facts, and that they are not attempting 
to play politics in this or any other matter. 

It is too often the case that those of us who are in political 
life are accused, justly or unjustly, of attempting to play 
politics. Far be it from me to say that a committee such as 
the Senator from Virginia has suggested would attempt to play 
politics. Far be it from me to say that any member of that 
committee would endeavor to get himself on the front pages 
of the newspapers as the chief investigator, day after day 
asking stinging questions of witnesses, and securing such 
publicity as might aid him in securing his reelection to the 
Senate. Far be it from me to say that there is any politics 
in it at all. But if the Senator’s idea is merely to have the 
representation of Congress on this committee, as was had on 
the air board, to which he referred, why, then, does he not 
limit it to one Senator—and I should be perfectly willing to 
have that Senator the Senator from Virginia himself—and one 
Representative, rather than to have the entire committee com- 
posed of Senators and Representatives? 

Mr, SWANSON. Mr. President, if there is any politics in 
this, it is the politics of trying to prevent a development of 
the real facts by a disinterested, uncontrolled committee of 
Congress. 

What is the politics in this? If the Navy Department has 
done nothing wrong—I am not saying whether it has or has 
not—why should it object to a full investigation? The politics 
comes in the effort to ereate a commission such as never has 
been created before with the consent of Congress, a new de- 
parture. The politics is that the Navy Department do not 
want an impartial investigation by a committee named by the 
Speaker and Vice President. I say there ought not to be any 
politics in this investigation, so in my resolution I provide 
that the two Houses, headed by vigorous Republicans, shall 
name the committee. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that on January 19, 
1928, the President approved and signed the act (8. 773) to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint an 
additional judge of the District Court of the United States for 
the Southern District of the State of Iowa. 
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CLAIM OF MARION LETCHER (S. DOC. NO. 42) 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrts in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the Uniicd States: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State 
recommending an appropriation for the relief of Mr. Marion 
Letcher, American consul general at Copenhagen, Denmark. 
It appears that on February 18, 1927, while Mr. Letcher was 
the responsible officer in charge, the office of the consulate 
general at Copenhagen was burglarized and official moneys in 
a total equivalent to $252.98, for which Mr. Letcher is ac- 
countable, were stolen. Notwithstanding the efforts of Mr. 
Letcher, aided by the local police, no recovery has been made. 

The conclusion reached by the Secretary of State has my 
approval and I recommend that the Congress authorize an 
appropriation of $252.93 to be paid to Mr. Letcher. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THe Wuire Hovse, January 20, 1928. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION-——ALLEGED MEXICAN 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I had intended having some- 
thing to say this morning about the misrepresentations regard- 
ing myself relative to the controversy which took place on the 
floor of the Senate the other day after I had made a speech 
upon the Hearst-Catholic-Mexican scandal, The Washington 
Post of this morning contains a telegram from the mayor of 
Montgomery, Ala., to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roer- 
son], in which he criticizes me. I have sent two telegrams 
to Montgomery to get some information regarding that mayor. 
I do not now wish to interfere with the progress of the pending 
joint resolution ; I myself am anxious that it should be passed ; but 
on Monday, after the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] 
shall have finished his speech, I shall address the Senate in 
reference to this matter and in reference to the mayor of Mont- 
gomery and two or three whisky newspapers in Alabama that 
have fought me always politically and which have attacked me 
since this incident occurred here the other day. 

I shall also have some things to say about some other news- 
papers. I intend that the truth about this whole subject shall 
go into the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, so that every man and 
woman in the country who is really an American, who appre 
ciates to any extent the dangers of the Roman Catholic politi- 
cal machine in this country, can find the truth in this Recorp. 

I am not fighting anybody's religion; I am willing for every- 
one to worship in any way he shall please; but no religious 
organization, be it Protestant, Jew, or Catholic, is going to 
form a mighty political machine that worms iis way into busi- 
ness and into politics and into everything else under the cloak 
of religion; a machine which attacks the public-school system, 
that would reunite church and state, and would open the doors 
of this country to the unfit hordes of foreign lands, the criminal 
refuse of Europe; and it is my business as an American, in- 
trusted with a position in this body, to stand and give warning, 
even if I battle by myself. I know I incur the displeasure of 
those who do not want to be interfered with. Those who com- 
pose that machine laugh in their sleeves at the complacency 
that they find among many Protestants whe are sound asleep. 
I am fighting for religious freedom and to hold American insti- 
tutions in their integrity and I am going to continue to make 
that fight. I owe it to the American people, who are looking 
to this body to do the thing which is necessary, to let them know 
of the dangers that threaten. 


COMMISSION TO INVESTIGATE THE SINKING OF THE SUBMARINE 
“ ” 
s-4 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 131) providing 
for a commission to investigate and report upon the facts con- 
nected with the sinking of the submarine S—j, and upon meth- 
ods and appliances for the protection of submarines. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I offer a substitute for the 
entire resolution, and ask that the clerk may read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. McKELLAR, I ask that my substitute be reported to 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clerk 
will read. 

The Curer CurrK. The senior Senator from Tennessee offers 
the following substitute: 
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Strike out all after the resolying clause and insert the following: 

“That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the sum of $20,000, to be 
expended by the President for the purpose of making any investigation 
he may desire into the sinking of the submarine S—4.” 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, in view of this 
long debate, I would refrain from speaking were it not that 
my silence might be misconstrued. The fact that this disas- 
ter occurred off the coast of Massachusetts and was extensively 
reported by the press of that State, has naturally created an 
unusual interest throughout the State of Massachusetts. 

During the Christmas recess, while in Massachusetts, I wrote 
a letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs, in which I told him of the great public interest I had 
discovered, and, as a member of the Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I asked that he call the committee together when the 
Senate reconvened and conduct an investigation. 

I believed then, and I believe now, that it was the duty of 
the Senate committee, without any resolution, without any 
act of this Congress, to investigate into this dreadful disaster, a 
disaster which swept away the lives of 40 brave defenders of 
our country, a disaster which sent to the ocean bottom six 
human beings who lived for four days, and who constantly 
and steadily during those four days were sending a message 
by the code-tapping system to the rescue workers, asking only 
one question: “How long will you be? How long will you 
be?” 

The chairman of the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, 
instead of accepting my suggestion, according to his own state- 
ment—and I make no criticism except to tell the facts—called 
upon the Secretary of the Navy and suggested to him that 
a commission of experts be appointed by the President to 
investigate this disaster. 

Immediately upon the convening of the Senate, before I or any 
other Senator could offer any resolution, er before any Repre- 
sentative could offer one, and while my letter was pending 
before the committee, the President’s message was presented to 
the Congress. It was known during the entire recess that the 
publie sentiment of this country was such that an investigation 
would be asked for, either by some Member of the Senate or 
by some Member of the House of Representatives. But for the 
chief purpose, it seems to me, of preventing above all things 
a senatorial inquiry a resolution urging a civilian commission 
was requested. 

Mr. President, let us speak frankly; it is proposed that we 
delegate the power of this body and of the legislative branch of 
this Government to an investigation by experts into what? 
Wheat expert question is involved in the disaster of the sub- 
marine S—4/? What expert question is involved other than is 
embraced in any accident upon which a jury anywhere in this 
land hears evidence and renders judgment? This case involves 
merely the questions of due care and negligence which jurors 
daily settle. What issue is here involved that requires any 
different kind of investigation than the most ordinary coroner’s 
jury in any part of this country conducts? 

Mr. President, what are the questions at issue? Three major 
questions would be involved in any inquiry into the disaster of 
the S—; submarine off the coast of Provincetown, Mass., on that 
fatal December day, the seventeenth. 

First. Whose negligence caused the collision? Was it the 
officers of the submarine or the Coast Guard destroyer? 

Second. Was the method pursued by the Navy Department in 
the rescue work that followed the collision prompt and efficient? 

Third. Did the Navy Department, in view of its experience 
with previous submarine disasters, perform its full duty in 
obtaining all information available and taking all precautions 
necessary to prevent a reoccurrence of submarine disasters, and 
did it equip itself with the proper facilities, for saving human 
life in submerged submaribes? 

None of these questions, it seems to me, involve expert knowl- 
edge. If they do, then our jury system of trying accident cases 
and the coroner’s jury system are failures. 

The only technical question that I can see involved is possibly 
one, namely, What kind of apparatus, if any, is it possible for 
the Navy to possess which would promptly and expeditiously 
save human life in a submerged submarine? 

If others want to consider themselves incompetent as Senators 
of the United States to determine who caused this accident, and 
whether or not proper methods were used to rescue imme 
diately six human lives entombed in the S—j, then I decline to 
be classed in that group of Senators. I deny that these ques- 
tions are so momentous that only experts can give an answer to 
the people of the country, 

Mr. President, something more than an inquiry into a dis- 
aster is involved here. We are beginning the establishment of 
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a precedent that threatens the destruction of the power and 
the influence of this body. You know and I know to what 
extent the country has been complaining about the establish- 
ment and the growth of bureaus. From all! political groups we 
hear a good deal of criticism against the growth of bureaucratic 
government in Washington. 

Our people are alarmed and disturbed at the extent to which 
bureaus have been created and expanded here in Washington. 
They look with alarm upon the wide and discretionary powers 
which we have delegated to these bureaus which are far re 
moved from personal contact and responsibility to the people 
I share the alarm which the people maintain, but we have 
reached a much more dangerous condition, a still graver danger 
than the establishment of bureaus and the delegation of our 
functions to them if we are now to refuse the obligation to hold 
them to strict accountability and fail to courageously perform 
our solemn duty to supervise and investigate their administra- 
tive conduct. 

To whom are these departments responsible? 
bureaus and departments fear? They fear only the legisla- 
tive branch of this Government. The people properiy ask you 
and me why we voted thus and so, and for an explanation of all 
our publie policies and acts. Are these bureaus immune from 
accountability to us? Are they not accountable also to the 
people, and to the people through the people’s chosen repre 
sentatives? Are we to abandon the policy of preserving the 
remnants of democracy left to the people of America? The only 
institution remaining to break down and check the natural tend- 
ency to usurp autecratic authority on the part of these bureaus 
is this body, the Senate. Put plainly and briefly, here is the 
proposition: Are these bureaus and departments to have their 
alleged misdemeanors and their omissions and their commis- 
sions investigated by some other authority than the dele- 
gated authority which under our Coustitution is vested in the 
Congress? 

I refuse, for one, to be merely a Senator who sits in the 
Senate to dole out money from the people’s pockets to the 
bureau heads and departments of this Government and sents 
his lips and denies himself the right to ask, “ Have you effi- 
ciently managed your bureau or department, and has the 
people’s money been prudently spent?” 

If you want to declare that the only function of the Congress 
is to appropriate money, then I refuse to define my obligation 
and my conception of a Senator’s duty as simply that of tapping 
the pecketbooks of the American people. 

Consider the humiliating position of a member of the Naval 
Affairs Committee who next month will be called upon to 
appropriate upon the recommendation of the naval authorities 
of this Government hundreds of millions of doliars, yet such a 
member of that committee can not suggest to the Secretary of the 
Navy that he inform him how the submarine S—4 disaster hap- 
pened. Are we to be told that is none of our business; that it 
is not the function of a Senator; that we are here to give 
money, but we have no business to inquire into the efficiency 
of the Navy or the methods employed in the Navy to protect 
human life? 

Mr. President, some one recently said—and I think it is one 
of the greatest tributes recently paid to the United States Sen- 
ate—that this body is the only safeguard of democracy left in 
the American Government; that it is the one body that holds re- 
straint and check upon the natural tendencies and excesses of 
bureaucratic government; and that it is the one body whose 
inquiries, investigations, and researches are feared by the execu- 
tive departments of this Government. 

Mr. President, I want to say now that this is the beginning of 
the end of real democracy if Congress abandons to other bureaus 
the accountability of its own creatures. When the ro!l is called 
each of you must declare your willingness to surrender your 
position in the watch towers, watching bureaucratic servants 
removed from direct responsibility to the people. 

The issue here and now is, are we to abrogate our power, 
are we to surrender to a bureau of the Governinent the anu- 
thority that is ours as representatives of the people to safe- 
guard their rights? That is the real issue involved here. We 
are not dealing with mere property, but human lives—40 hu- 
man lives, 6 of them entrapped for four long days pleading 
“How long will you be?” I say to you that the American 
people have a right to ask us “ How long will you be”—how 
long must the American people wait for their representatives 
to have the courage to inquire into this disaster and to fix the 
responsibility and provide the means whereby it may never, 
never again occur? 

Has it occurred to you that the investigation conducted by 
the proposed commission may be an investigation of ourselves, 
that this commission might properly find that the Congress of 
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the United States has failed to give the Navy sufficient money 
to provide itself with equipment and facilities for rescuing 
human lives, and that we ourselyes are negligent parties to 
this terrible disaster involving great loss of human life? This, 
us well as the policy of excessive administrative economy, is 
possible within the scope of the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is that why the Senator is opposed to it? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; but I am opposed to 
the President of the United States, for whom I have as high 
respect and esteem and regard as the Senator from Connecti- 
eut, appointing a commission to make an investigation that it 
is our duty to make. I am opposed to being charged by my con- 
stituents with neglect of a public duty as Senator of the 
United States by delegating my plain duty to an executive 
bureau, You slurringly cry out “ Politics.” I am amused at 
the charge that we alone are partisans, that the acts of the 
average Senator here are actuated by mere partisan motives. 
I venture to say, sir, that the average man in this body has no 
greater partisan motives in the performance of his public duty 
than any President of the United States, Democrat or Republi- 
can, 

I resent the charge that you, sir, and you, sir, and I are mere 
partisans; that in the investigation into the cause of the loss 
of human lives we would seek to ascertain how advantageous it 
may be to the Democratic Party or injurious to the Republican 
Party. I resent it with all the power at my command, sir. 
I say that there is no more partisanship in this body among 
the majority of its Members than there is in the White 
Tiouse, and I say that with profound respect and esteem for 
its present occupant. I say it of his predecessors, Democrat or 
Republican. The men who oceupy the hich office of President 
are not suddenly immune from all consideration of party ad- 
vantage or of party consideration any more than Senators. 

Mr. President, I have talked longer than I intended. I 
simply want to say now what I thought at the outset in Decem- 
ber and still think, that it was the duty of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of this body to start an investigation on its own 
initiative, without even a resolution of the Senate. I do not 
know for what business the committees of the Senate exist if 
it is not to inquire into such charges of alleged negligent re- 
gard of human life; and because I believe that, I still hold 
that it is the duty of the Senate to appoint a committee to in- 
vestigate this disaster; that there is not a single expert issue 
here except one and even that involves the possible negligence 
of the Navy, which is, Did the Navy exercise diligence to an- 
ticipate such accidents and provide itself with the necessary 
equipment, if it could be obtained, to save human life in the 
event of a submarine accident? If that issue does not involve 
the negligence of the Navy, I do not know what it does involve. 
That is the only issue, it seems to me, in the whole matter that 
ean be called technical 

I shall vote for the proposal of the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Swanson]; but I know what it means, and you, sir, know 
what it means. Since I have been here there has not been, 
with an exceedingly few exceptions, resolutions to investigate 
departments of the Government passed by the other branch 
of the Government. Even when we were seeking to investi- 
gate the notorious abuses of the Veterans’ Bureau, where 
the moneys appropriated by the people to take care of dis- 
abled veterans were being squandered, we could not get the 
other branch of the Congress to join with us in the investigation. 
There is only one body left, there is only one safeguard, one 
safety valve, to protect the American people against the possible 
arrogance of executive bureaus and departments, and that is 
this body, with its unlimited debate and with its open forum. 
I hope that we shall appoint a committee to proceed to do our 
plain duty, which is to investigate this matter. 

It is not playing politics, but it is political perfidy to neglect 
one’s public duty, to fail to do that which one ought to do, 
to fail to live up to the obligations of one’s office. I consider 
it one of the obligations of my office to inquire into the manner 
and the way in which public money is expended, into questions 
of omission and commission of public duty by those who spend 
the people’s money, into allegations of neglect in the matter of 
the loss of human life. I have no opinion as to how the accident 
happened. I do know the public is aroused. I do know that 
all kinds of charges were made. I do know that 40 human 
lives have been lost. 

Mr. President, I hope a resolution will be passed providing 
for a thorough and full investigation. I hope and pray that the 
result of that investigation may be to restore our Navy to its 
high place and prestige, to that place which the United States 
Navy has always enjoyed, one of honor, one of respect, one of 
pride by all Americans, J pray that it will be found that 
this was nothing but a pure accident that no human means 
could have prevented and po human agency could have stopped, 
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and that every possible means was resorted to in order to save 
the lives of the men in that fatal S—}. Let us find the facts, 
do our plain duty, and proclaim the truth to our employers and 
masters, the American people. 

Mr. President, to vote against a congressional investiga- 
tion is to declare to the American people that mistakes, inefti- 
ciency, or even misappropriations, omissions, and commissions 
of executive officials is not the business of this body. I resent 
and resist the policy of alleged breaches of duty on the part of 
executive bureaus being investigated by other bureaus in the ex- 
ecutive departments of our Government. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, it is not common to insist 
upon a seat on the jury to determine whether we ourselves 
have been remiss in our duties. The Navy has no right, as the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BincuaMm} insisted, upon a rep- 
resentation upon the board which shall inquire into the conduct 
of the Navy. It is not in the interest of a fair and impartial 
investigation that the accused party shall sit as a judge in that 
investigation. 

All of us know, Mr. President, how helpless an officer in the 
Army or Navy may be if he undertakes to criticize his depart- 
ment. We have seen Admiral Magruder demoted and attempied 
to be disgraced because he made some suggestions with refer- 
ence to the organization of the Navy. We have seen him 
hounded and abused by two or three social climbers who hap- 
pened to be in official position at the time when he appeared 
before a committee. 

None of us want this investigation to be a partisan investi- 
gation. None of us want any advantage, because there should 
be no advantage. There ought to be no politics in the Army and 
the Navy of these United States. There ought to be no advantage, 
therefore, to either side to conduct an investigation. It ought 
not to be within the mind of anyone that they are willing to 
play politics with a shroud, and yet I know and every man in 
America will feel, if the investigating committee shall be named 
under a resolution which gives to one man the power to name 
that committee and put men on it who owe obedience to the 
person who names him, that there will always be a lingering 
suspicion that all of the facts were not developed. I should 
always feel that way about it, and I know that other people 
would feel that way about it. 

I am thoroughly willing to acquit my friend the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hare], the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, of any intention of playing politics in this matter. 
I entertain for him a very high regard. I am not unmindful 
of the embarrassing position in which he is placed if the Execu- 
tive wants a resolution passed taking the investigation out of 
the hands of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

I am not unmindful of the embarrassment to the party in 
power which does not always support a suggestion of the 
President who happens at that time to be the President of the 
United States. But this is a matter that ought to rise above 
such a thing. 

I do not know whether the men who died by inches, begging 
for help and asking over and over again, “ Will you be long 
now?” when the Navy went away and even lost the submarine 
for hours and those men died without succor, could have been 
saved under any circumstances or not, but I feel that the 
investigation ought to be made, and made thoroughly, that each 
and every man ought to have the right to speak his honest con- 
vietions without fear of future consequences to his own wel- 
fare, and I think that such an Investigation would be made by 
no other than a committee of this body. 

I rather hope the resolution will be finally whipped into shape 
to provide for just that procedure. It is important. It is just 
as important as anything can be, because one life is just as 
sacred as a million, and the mothers and fathers of the men 
who died in that submarine ought to have the fullest assurance 
that they are going to know whether or not everything that 
could be done was done to save their boys. Nobody ought to 
want the investigation to be hedged about by possibilities that 
there will always linger in the minds of people a suspicion that a 
full investigation was not had. 

I hope the resolution will he so amended that this bedy will 
make the investigation. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, in view of the fact that I 
have a resolution pending before the Senate in the nature of 
a Senate resolution, I wish to say just a few words on the 
subject of the amendment now being considered. 

I have felt ever since this terrible disaster that there should 
be a most thorough and searching investigation made by a 

al committee, and that the investigation should not 
be made threuch the executive departments, although I have 
every confidence both in the President and in the Secretary of 
the Navy, because I know that they are both most estimable 
gentlemen and most faithful and capable public servants, 
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But I think the circumstances to be such that the investiga- 
tion should be made by a committee that has no connection 
whatever with the Navy Department. Entertaining these views, 
when the matter was pending before the Senate Committee on 
Naval Affairs of which I am a member, I proposed to that 
conmunittee that section 3 be stricken from the joint resolution 
which was passed by the House of Representatives, and that 
we recommend to the Senate the adoption of an amendment 
providing for a commitiee composed of twe Members on the 
part of the Senate and three on the part of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to carry on an investigation of the disaster to 
the S-j. The particular suggestion which I made, having 
submitted in a written proposal to the Naval Affairs Committee 
was in substance identical with the amendment which we are 
now considering, with the one exception, that the pending 
amendment provides for a committee composed of three on the 
part of the Senate and three on the part of the Heuse of Rej- 
resentatives. 

I am heartily in favor of the amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], for, as I have stated, 
it is in line with the proposal which I had previously made in 
the Naval Affairs Committee when we had this subject before 
us for consideration. I introduced only as a matter of ex- 
pediency the resolution providing for a Senate committee. 
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This pending proposal is, I think, preferable to that embraced in | 


my Senate resolution, and I therefore hope that it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I shall not take much time in the 
discussion of the pending joint resolution and the proposed 
amendment to it. I think, however, that the death of the 
men in the disaster to the submarine S—4, which aroused such 
deep interest amongst the people of this country, is so important 
a subject for investigation that Members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives should have charge of any investi- 
gation which may be made rather than a commission such as 
is proposed by the original resolution. I voted in the committee 
for the amendment of the Senator from, Virginia, and I shall 
vote for it when it comes up for action in the Senate. The 
death of these men is one of the most pitiable and terrible 
events that we have had in peace times. It was accidental. 
Who is to blame should be decided, if determination of that 
fact can be made. 

But, Mr. President, I want to talk for a few minutes about 
another group of men who are being killed and wounded and 
being placed in a position to be killed and wounded, as were 
the men who died on the submarine S—j, without any authority 
of Congress at all. I have sat here for weeks, now, awaiting 
action of the Foreign Relations Committee on the resolutions 
referred to it regarding the presence of American marines in 
Nicaragua, and for my part I do not intend to remain silent 
longer simply because the committee has failed to act. 

Marines are being sent to Nicaragua by the hundred, and 
Nicaraguans are being murdered. They are called bandits be- 
cause they would not sell their ammunition and their right to 
fight for what they believed to be self-government in their 
own country. In the current number of The Nation, the issue 
of January 25, 1928, appears an article on this subject which 
I believe is more informative as to the real reason why the 
marines are being kept in Nicaragua than is anything I have 
seen printed. 

I would not be understood as taking the position that the 
armed forces of this country should not be used to protect 
American life anywhere in the world, but I want emphatically 
to declare that I am opposed to using the armed forces of this 
country to protect the investments of Americans in foreign lands 
where revolution is rife or where governments are not stable. 

The real reason why the marines are being kept in Nicara- 
gua—I will not at this time discuss the question why they went 
there—is to protect the property of Americans acquired as a 
result of speculative investments there, and, in addition to that, 
for the purpose of fastening new and more burdensome loans 
upon the people of Nicaragua. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. DILL, [I yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is the Senator not familiar with the fact 
that the Liberal Party and the Conservative Party of Nica- 
ragua united in requesting this Government to send marines 
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there to help them organize a constabulary which would see | 


to it that a fair election was held on the next occasion when 
they are to hold elections’ Does not the Senator realize that 
that is the reason why they are there now? 

Mr. DILL. I am familiar with the fact that the Liberals 


conceded the presence of the marines in Nicaragua after Mr. 
Stimson had told them that they would be paid in gold for 
the ammunition and guns which they possessed if they laid 
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down their arms; I am aware of the fact that the marines 
have been kept there under the pretext that they were to 
supervise and safeguard an election, but in reality they are 
there to protect the preperty of Americans who have invest- 
ments there. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is the Senator acensing the distinguished 
head of the Liberal Party in Nicaragua of selling out? 

Mr. DILL. I say that the head of the Liberal Party in 
Nicaragua did not accept the proposal that the marines should 
stay there until he was offered gold for the ammunition and 
guus which he had and he was informed that if he did not 
accept it that more murines and still more armed forces would 
be brought and he would be killed or driven out of the country. 
Sandino, who is called a bandit, was one of the Liberal leaders 
who refused to do that. 

Furthermore, when the Senator talks about an election being 
held in Nicaragua under the domination of American marines, I 
remind him that we are doing more than preparing to supervise 
an election; we are riveting upon the people of Nicaragua the 
control of American business men who by loans and contracts 
are getting control of the banks and the customs duties of that 
I say to the Senator that, in my judgment, this is one 
of the blackest and foulest crimes that has been committed 
against men who have enlisted in the armed forces of this 
country to protect its flag and to protect iis people. 

I now desire to read from the article in The Nation which 
I have mentioned. After explaining some of the details of the 
situation in Nicaragua, this article goes on to state: 


There is open talk of a new loan to Nicaragua, on terms which even 
the puppet Diaz resents It will be recalled that the marines kept 
President Diaz in office when he had tost all control over 
country. We did not come to his aid free. 


his own 
We compelled him to buy 
peace, 

And when we bought the peace, instead of paying for the 
ammunition of the Liberals out of the Treasury of the United 
States, which of course we had no right to do, we paid for it 
out of money borrowed from American bankers in New York; 
and the loan is based upon the Bank of Nicaragua and the 
customs duties of that country. 

The terms of this loun are very interesting. Let me read 
further: 


For a one-year loan of $1,000,000, Diaz was forced to put a mort- 
gage on the capital stock and dividends of the National Bank of Nica 
ragua—a corporation with a paid-in capital of $300,000 and worth 
twice that—and on the entire capital stock of the Pacific Railways of 
Nicaragua—worth more than the total amount of the loan: to pledge 
the export tax on coffee, the new customs duties on tobacco, 
and liquors, and the increased tolls on other commodities: to give the 
bankers a five-year option on new Nicaraguan loans; and to transfer 
to New York, for the benefit of the credit givers, the bank’s and rail- 
road’s deposits—-said to be above $400,000. The contract also pro- 
vided that the money would be used primarily to buy (American) 
munitions and, apparently, to bribe Moneada—and would be expended 
under the direction of a special committee of three, two of the three 
being Americans, one named by the State Department, the other by the 
bankers. 
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That loan expires on March 31, although it includes a provision by 
which it may be extended for another six months. Negotiations are now 
under way for another loan to replace it and also to cover the enormous 
expenses incurred by Diaz in maintaining himself in power against the 
wishes of his countrymen. Diaz signed that loan contract willingly 
enough, but apparently the terms proposed for the new loan are worse 
still—they stump even Diaz, who is reported to be about to resign in 
disgust. A letter received by a certain large business house in New 
York from another business house in Nicaragua asserts that the diffi- 
culties of the business situation there are not due to war depression 
but to the fact that the Diaz government is negotiating a loan with 
certain New York bankers to obtain money to pay the war debts and 
damages, and the Government does not want to accept clauses of the 
contract which the bankers demand, and therefore to force the Govern- 
ment to come to terms the bank has stopped all operations with the 
exception of collecting. This, of course, as they control the customhouse 
revenues and the Banco Nacional de Nicaragua, establishes a short and 
vicious circle. Currency is getting scarcer every day, and in the end 
it will all go to the Banco Nacional, for the customs duties are the most 
exorbitant ever heard of. 

The business man adds his prediction that the legislature will have 
to accept the bankers’ terms. Meauwhile the state department, sup- 
porting the bankers, is demanding that the legislature also revise the 
Nicaraguan constitution to permit United States marines to supervise 
the elections. A pretty business, indeed, for the United States of 
America to be supporting! A fine cause to die for! 


Mr. President, I hope that the Foreign Relations Committee 
will take some action regarding the resolutions referred to it, 
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and I hope also that nobody will think that beeause there has 
been no discussion of this subject on this floor for the past 
few days we are stunned into silence bere; that we are not 
mindful of the fact that American young men are being taken 
to Nicaragua and are being used there, sacrificing their lives 
if necessary, to protect the property of Americans, that they 
may keep it, and, what is more, fasten the more tightly the 
tentacles of another loan upon the people of that country. 

Mr. BRUCK. Mr. President, I was going to ask the Senator 
from Washington a question, but he has taken his seat. 

I do not claim to have given any exhaustive study to this 
question, but there are just one or two interrogatories that I 
should like to put to the Senator from Washington. 

When a country like Nicaragua has invited an inflow of 
our capital, and our business men have established industries 
and acquired interests of one sort or another in it, and the 
time comes when Nicaragua is unable to protect the lives and 
property of our nationals within its limits, what does the 
Senator think that we should do? 

Mr. DILL. I will say to the Senator that I think when the 
Government of Nicaragua or any other country is in such a 
condition that the lives of our nationals are not safe it is the 
duty of this Government to use whatever force is necessary to 
get those people out of that country; and to that extent I have 
no criticism of what has been done in Nicaragua. What I am 
eriticizing here is not the use of our forces to get. Americans 
out, but it is the keeping of these armed forces there and send- 
ing more of them there, not merely to protect the lives of people 
who can not get out, but to put more lives there to be destroyed, 
if necessary, merely for the purpose of protecting the invest- 
ments of Americans there. 

Mr. BRUCK. Then the Senator would have our nationals 
seurry out of the country like so many frightened rats, leaving 
perhaps every dollar in the world that they have within its 
limits to be the spoil of revolutionary forces? 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I certainly am not in favor of 
using the Army and the Navy and the marines of the United 
States to keep our people in every country where revolution 
breaks out and enable them to profiteer on that country. 

Mr. BRUCE. No; not in every country, because it is not 
necessary for us to maintain a military force in every country. 
Who ever heard of our sending marines to the Argentine? Who 
ever heard of our sending marines to Chile or to Brazil or to 
any other thoroughly stable and responsible country of South 
America that is competent to protect our nationals and their 
property ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DILL. Just a minute; I want to answer the Senator. 
TI want to say to the Senator that the doctrine presented here 
by the Senator would lead us to put our Army and our Navy 
in Argentina, Bolivia, or any other country if revolution were 
rife and were destroying the property of our people. I will say 
to the Senator that we would not do it in a great, big country, 
because it would mean war. 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes; if Argentina were Nicaragua or some 
other reyolution-torn, distracted Central American country, I 
would have our marines go to Argentina. 

Mr. DILL. The policy in Nicaragua inevitably leads, if 
we follow it, to any country on the American side of the world 
where revolution breaks out and Americans have property. 

Mr. BRUCE. That has not been our history. I have just 
intimated to the Senator that occupations of foreign terri- 
tory by our marines have been of a purely exceptional char- 
acter. They have only taken place where there was no other 
course for us to take unless we were to forfeit the character 
of a self-respecting government. 

Mr. DILL. I want to remind the Senator that never in the 
history of this Republic has a President placed the armed forces 
of this country in another country and kept them there for 
months, almost a year now—not once—without the authority of 
Congress. There have been cases where a President has gone 
in to take out and save the lives of Americans; but whenever 
he has wanted to keep the armed forces of this country in a 
self-governing republic he has come to Congress for authority. 
This is the one case where the President has disregarded 
Congress, 

Mr. BRUCE. The question in this case was not one for 
Congress, it was one for the State Department, a question of 
recognition. 

Mr. DILL. I agree with the Serator so far as protecting 
the lives of these people were concerned, but not as to-the con- 
tinued occupation of the country. 

Mr. BRUCE. There has not yet been any such continued 
occupation. 

Mr. DILL. What does the Senator call the fact that we have 
kept our troops in Nicaragua, and when some of them encoun- 
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tered trouble we sent down a lot more marines and announced 
that we would send still more? What does he call that, if that 
is not occupation? 

Mr. BRUCE. We were informed by the de facto if not the 
de jure ruler of Nicaragua that he or his government was 
unable to protect our nationals and their property in Nicaragua. 
That situation was not only brought to our attention by Diaz, 
the then President of Nicaragua, but also by Great Britain, by 
France, by Italy, by Germany; and Great Britain practically 
asked us to intervene, and informed us that she was about to 
send a warship to the coast of Nicaragua as a place of refuge 
for her nationals. What were we to do under those circume- 
stances, pray, except to send marines to Nicaragua? 

I am glad that they were sent, and I am glad that when they 
were attacked there was one American officer—Major Hatfield— 
true enough to the honorable military traditions of his country 
to say, “ With or without water, the marines never surrender!” 

Mr. DILL. Oh, well, the Senator can not get away from this 
argument by beginning to glorify the American marines. I 
never knew them to fail to follow orders or do their duty; but 
I want to know whether the Senator places the lives of Ameri- 
cans and the property of Americans in exaetly the same class, 
and whether he puts on the same basis the protection of Ameri- 
can life and the maintenance of troops there to enable Ameri- 
cans to make enormous profits out of their investments? 

Mr. BRUCE. I, deny that that was the motive of this Gov- 
ernment. I deny that that was the motive of the President of 
this country. I deny that that was the motive of the Secretary 
of State of this country. I deny that that was the motive of 
any responsible official of this Government. 

Mr. DILL. Well, let us not argue about the motive. Let us 
argue from the facts. The fact is that we went in on the theory 
of protecting American lives, and we have stayed not only for 
the purpose of protecting life, because we could have brought. 
our nationals out of there, but we have stayed to protect invest- 
ments already made, and to permit our American citizens, 
American bankers to make still greater investments, 

Mr. BRUCE. We have remained there for the purpose of 
supervising an election in a country which has practically never 
known a free election, and of giving Nicaragua another oppor- 
tunity, under more favorable auspices than have ever existed 
in her troublous past, to make of herself a real, self-governing 
republican community. Does the Senator doubt for one mo- 
ment—I know he does not—that when we have performed our 
function our marines will be withdrawn, as they were some 
years ago withdrawn? 

Mr. DILL. I know that if the Senator had his way they 
would be withdrawn by order of Congress. 

Mr. BRUCE. If I had my way? 

Mr. DILL. If the Senator from Washington had his way. 

Mr. BRUCER. Oh! I do not doubt it for a moment. I do not 
doubt it for a moment, because I think I know very well, with 
great respect to the Senator, what his views about such a situa- 
tion usually are. 

Mr. DILL. I wish the Senator would explain that statement. 

Mr. BRUCE. One thing is very remarkable to me. So far 
as I can see, about the only elements in this country that do 
not approve of the action of our Government in relation to 
Nicaragua are the extreme pacifists and the radicals. Every 
time we are compelled to take any international action of any 
sort the cry of bitter disapproval goes up from these sources, 
and especially from the radical sources. I sometimes think 
that the disapproval of our American radicals under such cir- 
cumstances must be inspired by a certain degree of satisfaction 
that they find in the thought that our Government is facing a 
difficult and an embarrassing situation that affords them addi- 
tional leverage for domestic agitation. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRUCE. In the town in which I live there is not one 
single, solitary conspicuous individual, man or woman, who is 
usually believed to be a radical, who is not raising an outery 
about our intervention in Nicaragua. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, the Senator is trying to get away 
on the subject of radicals and reactionaries. I am willing to 
debate that with him at some other time, but the question of 
whether we are to pay for the right of Americans to make profits 
out of Nicaraguan investments with the lives of American boys 
is not a question of radicals and conservatives. It may be a 
question of whether you place human life about metal dollars, 
but in my judgment it is not a question of radicals and con- 
servatives, except they be radical as to humanity or as to 
property. 

Mr. BRUCE. I say that the present Republican administra- 
tion is only doing in Nicaragua what every true Democrat in 
this country would deride and scorn a Democratic administra- 
tion for not doing under the same conditions, 
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Mr. DILL. 
did do it. 

Mr. BRUCE. One did do it. Did not President Wilson twice 
send an armed force down to Mexico? 

Mr. DILL. Yes; and he withdrew them. 

Mr. BRUCE. These marines of ours in Nicaragua will be 
withdrawn in due course. Does any man doubt that? 

Mr. DILL. Yes; after they have been there for a year or 
Two. 

Mr. BRUCE. We have never gone into one of these turbulent 
countries south of us except to carry a blessing with us when 
we went. 

Mr. DILL. 

Mr. BRUCE. Bullets! 

Mr. DILL. The blessing of bullets is not the kind of bless- 
ing this country is in the habit of handing out to weaker people. 

Mr. BRUCE. 
may not be a blessing to the bandit, but it is a blessing to the 
people whose peace he is harrying. 

Mr. DILL. I remember there were certain people in Great 


I thank God no Democratic administration ever 


The blessing of bullets. 
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Sometimes a bullet in the bosom of a bandit | 


Britain, and some in America, who thought that a bullet would | 


have been good for George Washington, too. 

Mr. BRUCE. We went into San Domingo, into that dis- 
tracted country, whose finances were utterly disordered, and 
with what result, pray? 
found herself endowed with something that might be called a 
real civilization. We restored those disordered finances. We 
established law and order. 
and enlightened advice and aid to the Dominican people. 

Mr. DILL. I do not want to enter into an argument about 
San Domingo. 
ments on which we are trying to profiteer at the cost of the 
lives of American boys. 

Mr. BRUCE. And then, pursuing our usual unselfish prac- 
tice, we retired from San Domingo and from that day to this 
she has enjoyed such a degree of peace as she has never before 
known. We have gone down to Haiti, too, and, for the first 
time in its history, men and women can sleep tranquilly in 
their beds at night without any thought of violence. 

Mr. DILL. Does the Senator think we ought to go to China 
with American troops in order to make it peaceful there for 
everybody? 

Mr. BRUCE. One of the most glorious episodes in the history 
of the people of the United States was when we went to China 
during the Boxer insurrection, and our forces, with the forces 
of other civilized countries, put down that insurrection. 

Mr. DILL. Does the Senator think—— 

Mr. BRUCE. And so grateful were the Chinese people to 
us for releasing them from our share of the Boxer indemnity. 
that ever since, year after year, they have been using the money 
thus refunded to them for the purpose of sending promising 
Chinese youths to this country to be educated in our institu- 
tions of learning. 

Mr. DILL. Does the Senator think we ought to keep marines 
in China until they have an election? 

Mr. BRUCE. No: keep them there only so long as it is neces- 
sary to promote the temporary objects that took us there. 

Mr. DILL. But why should we be so kind to the people of 
Nicaragua, and guarantee them elections at the point of the 
bayonet, and not do as much for China? Is it because it 
would be such a big undertaking that the Senator forgets his 
principle of protecting life and property in China? 

Mr. BRUCE. Did we not send a force of marines over to 
China a short time ago? 

Mr. DILL. But did we keep them there for a year to hold 
an election in China? 

Mr. BRUCE. No: not an election. As far as Chinese con- 
stitutions are concerned, I do not know that such a thing as 
an election in our sense is known to it. 

Mr. DILL. Would the Senator think we ought to send them 
to Italy to guarantee an honest election there? 

Mr. BRUCE. Of course not, because Italy is a thoroughly 
civilized and law-abiding country, and a country fully prepared 
to assume the responsibility in every respect of protecting the 
nationals of foreign countries. 

Mr. DILL. But if they got into revolution over there. would 
the Senator favor sending American troops there to hold a free 
election? 

Mr. BRUCE. Of course not. We could rest assured that a 
country like Italy would successfully deal in one way or an- 
other with a revolution in a comparatively short time. 

Mr. DILL. But suppose she did not? Should we send them 
into Russia? 

Mr. BRUCE. 
esses, 
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Mr. DILL. But the Senator was talking about principles. 
He called me a radical, and I want to know how conservative 
he is now on the principle of establishing order throughout 
the world with American lives. 

Mr. BRUCE. I did not call the Senator a radical. 
assume that | did if he chooses. 

Mr. DILL. To whom did the Senator refer when he talked 
about a radical? 

Mr. BRUCE. I say that, as far as my personal knowledge 
goes, every radical in this country, man or woman, disapproves 
of our entry into Nicaragua. 

Mr. DILL. I do not particularly object to being called a 
radical. 

Mr. BRUCE. I just wish that the committee now invest? 
gating those Mexican documents, of which I am a member, 
could have its power so enlarged as to inquire into how far 
clandestine correspondence has gone on in this country re- 
cently between American radicals and communists, and radicals 
and communists in Mexico and Nicaragua. I should like to 
see, for instance, the letters of Madame Kollontai, the bol- 
shevist emissary to Mexico, to citizens of this country during 
her sojourn in Mexico, which was, I believe, after she had 
united herself to her eighth or ninth husband. No, I repeat, 
we may do so at some time in the future—though God forbid— 
but we have never gone into one of these harassed countries in 
the Caribbean Sea, or in Central America, except to confer 
benefits of incalculable value upon them. 

Think of our intervention in Cuba. 
of the finest things in human history. There was the Pearl of 
the Antilles. All we had to do was to reach out and grasp it, 
had the law of brute force been our only law. In the sense of 
conquest, it was such a prize as had been rarely offered to any 
people since the dawn of civilization. We went in; we helped 
the Cubans to secure their independence ; we drove the scourge 
of yellow fever out of their midst; we designed and helped 
them to construct a superb system of highways; in a hundred 
and one ways we brought to them the aid which only a highly 
enlightened and powerful people long accustomed to the work- 
ings of free institutions can bring to a recently liberated people. 

Mr. DILL. The Senateor does not compare—— 

Mr. BRUCE. Then, with the reservation that we should 
have the right to go back whenever the condition of Cuba 
required it, we left her shores. Twice we have gone back, 
and each time have we returned to our own land and so grate- 
ful are the Cuban people for what we have done for them that 
hardly bad we breathed out note of defiance to Germany and 
her allies during the great war before Cuba, too, declared war 
upon Germany. : 

Mr. DILL. Does not the Senator think he has gone far 
afield in discussing the Spanish-American War? 

Mr. BRUCE. I hope it will never become necessary for me 
to have to rely upon the Senator from Washington to deter- 
mine how far I shall go, because he is headed much farther in 
some directions than I expect ever to go. 

As an illustration of what our beneficent intervention meant 
to Cuba, only a few days ago the Cuban Assembly did a thing 
to which, so far as I am aware, there is no parallel in the 
annals of the human race. Recollecting what was achieved 
for their country by that distinguished American soldier and 
administrator, Gen. Leonard Wood, the Legislative Assembly of 
Cuba conferred an annual pension of $6,000 a year upon General 
Wood's widow. Surely the God of nations will not fail richly 
to recompense the people of Cuba for this nobly generous act. 
Indeed, our conduct to some of the countries south of us has 
marked nothing less than a new era in the history of mankind; 
and the people of Nicaragua will some day, I doubt not, be as 
grateful to us because of our intervention in Nicaragua and 
our friendly efforts to place her firmly upon her feet, as are the 
people of Cuba. 

I am a Democrat, but I think that when the administration 
of my country is dealing with its foreign relations all feelings 
of partisanship, to which I usually respond, should cease at 
the water’s edge. I would not uphold the conduct of the United 
States in Nicaragua if I thought it was unconscionable or 
wrong: certainly not if I thonght it was of the rapacious char- 
acter that the Senator from Washington assumes. But I do 
not think that any Secretary of State was ever more unjustly 
misrepresented than has been our present able and upright 
Secretary of State, Mr. Kellogg, in this: matter of Nicaraguan 
intervention. Has he done anything that Grover Cleveland 
would not have done’ 

Simply because there was a dispute over a boundary line 
between Great Britain and Veneznela, Cleveland proceeded 
almost to the point of defying the power of Great Britain. 
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Mr. DILL. Will the Senator let me call his attention to 
what Mr. Cleveland did when there was trouble in Nicaragua? 
Will he yield for a moment that I may point it out to him? 

Mr. BRUCE, It is unnecessary for the Senator to recall it. 
It is unnécessary for anybody to recall to me any salient fea- 
ture of the administrations of that great, popular and party 
leader. 

Mr. DILL. I think, with all due respect to the Senator’s 
memory, that he has forgotten 

Mr. BRUCE. I will not be interrupted for that purpose. 

Mr. DILL. The Senator rose to ask me a question and he 
never has allowed me to answer his question, because he is 
making a speech in my time. 

Mr. BRUCE, There can not possibly be any dispute about 
the facts relating to the Venezuelan boundary. Cleveland, like 
his predecessors, was ever mindful of what was due to the 
rights and dignity and responsibilities of this country in its 
dealings with foreign laws. None of us has forgotten the 
famous letter of Secretary of State Olney, during Mr. Cleveland’s 
time, written with reference to the boundary dispute to which 
I have just referred. The present administration, as I have 
said, is not seeking to do anything that Wilson did not twice en- 
deayor to do in his relations with Mexico. Nor did either 
Cleveland or Wilson do anything in our foreign relations that 
all American Presidents of every party have not been prepared 
to do when the honor and the safety of our country called upon 
them to do it. 

I had not intended to be drawn into this debate at all, but 
I could not sit and hear motives imputed to American inter- 
vention in Nicaragua without opposing with all the energy 
of my nature what was said in that respect. 

Mr. DILL, Mr. President, the Senator rose, he said, to ask 
me some questions and then proceeded to take the floor and re- 
fused to be interrupted in the midst of the questions which he 
was asking. But, I think, with all due respect and regard for 
the Senator's great knowledge and ability and for his memory 
of Mr. Cleveland, on which he prides himself, that I will dare 
to read, for the information of the Senator as well as others, 
what Mr. Cleveland said about some revolutions in Nicaragua. 

Instead of sending troops into Nicaragua, instead of keeping 
them there and having numbers of them killed and wounded, 
in his message of December 4, 1893, he said: 


Nicaragua has recently passed through two revolutions, the party at 
first successful having in turn been displaced by another. Our newly 
appointed minister by his timely good offices aided in a peaceful ad/ust- 
ment of the controversy involved in the first conflict. The large 
American interests established in that country in connection with the 
Nicaragua Canal were not molested. 


I expected the Senator from Maryland to talk about the 
Nicaraguan Canal, but the Senator did not place himself even 
on that ground, which to my mind gives the only excuse that 
ean be offered for keeping troops there at all and, of course, 
even that is no justification. 

The Senator from Maryland adverted to President Wilson’s 
sending troops to Mexico. I want to read what President 
Wilson said about sending troops to Mexico. He sent troops 
to Tampico to protect American lives temporarily, but in a 
special message of April 20, 1914, he requested authorization 
by Congress of his action in the following words: 


1 therefore come to ask your approval that I used the armed forces 
of the United States in such ways and to such an extent as may 
be necessary to obtain from General Huerta and his adherents the 
fullest recognition of the rights and dignity of the United States, 
and end distressing conditions now unhappily obtaining in Mexico. 


That is another Democratic President who had respect for 
the Constitution of the United States to the extent that he 
came to the Congress and asked for express authority to con- 
tinue to use the armed forces of the country. 

Congress met in December of this year, and up to this hour 
we have had no such request from the President of the United 
States. We have had an assumption of authority, and that 
assumption has continued down through the weeks and months 
we have been here. There is no indication now that this pri- 
vately conducted war is to end, but rather that the President 
intends to continue it, and Congress sits supinely by and gives 
Senators, such as the Senator from Maryland, some justification 
for thinking that Congress consents to and approves of the 
President's course. 

Mr. BRUCE. When President Wilson decided to intervene 
in Mexico he knew, of course, that that meant war. 

Mr, DILL. What does this mean in Nicaragua? 

Mr. BRUCE. Mexico is a country with millions of popula- 
tion. a country with very large resources in every respect for 
carrying on war, and therefore, when no invitation in any 
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form had come to us to intervene in Mexico, it was perfectly 
natural that Mr. Wilson should have invoked the full war 
powers of the Government. But how different is the situation 
in Nicafagua. Both organized parties in that country welcome 
our intervention They are only too glad to haye our super- 
vision of the election which is to determine which of them is 
to hold the reins of lawful power in Nicaragua. When Mr. 
Stimson went there—— 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I have the floor. 

Mr. BRUCE. I thonght that the Senator would interrupt 
me, and I thought that he would interrupt me just at that 
point. 

Mr. DILL. Yes; I do not propose that the Senator shall make 
another speech in my time. The Senator from Maryland rises 
and in my time proceeds to make a speech. 

Mr. BRUCE. Another case where “discretion is the better 
part of valor.” 

Mr. DILL. The Senator will have all the opportunity he 
wants. I did not interrupt the Senator by making speeches in 
his time. I might have risen to ask a question. I do not want 
the Senator to get so far away from the issue as he did a while 
ago when he went to discussing the war with Spain and glorified 
the American troops and the American Republic back through 
its history. I did want to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact, he having told us that Democratic Presidents did these 
things, that when Grover Cleveland and Woodrow Wilson, the 
only two Democratic Presidents we have had in modern times, 
wanted to use the armed forces of this country continuously 
in a foreign land they came to Congress and asked for the 
authority. 

I want to remind the Senator of what Mr. Harding also had 
to say on this subject. In his speech during the campaign which 
resulted in his election as President he said: 

Nor will I misuse the powers of the Executive to cover with a veil 
of secrecy repeated acts of unwarrantable interference in domestic } 
affairs of the little Republics of the Western Uemisphere, such as in! 
the past few years have not only made enemies of those who should 
be our friends, but have rightfully discredited our country as their 
trusted neighbor. 


The Senator justifies at last the troops in Nicaragua because, 
he said, both parties invited it. The Senator, of course, is in a 
debate, and men in argument will always lean to their own side 
of the case; but I must call the Senator back to the history 
of the situation, which is that our troops went there to protect 
American lives and American property, and after getting in 
there they stayed. 

Mr. Stimson was sent down there to buy off the Liberals by 
promising to buy their ammunition and their guns, and then 
they consented to it. Now, when Sandino and a little band of 
followers opposed to the intervention of this Government, oppose 
this policy, they are called bandits, and the Senator gets up here 
and glorifies the dying of American boys in the name of Ameri- 
ean investors who have properties there and who want to 
profiteer on them to the extent of getting stronger and greater 
loans than they already have. 

Mr. BRUCE rose. 

Mr. DILL. Does the Senator want to ask a question? 

Mr. BRUCE. Is the Senator in mind now to tolerate an 
interruption ? 

Mr. DILL. I will gladly tolerate an interruption, but I will 
not permit the Senator to make speeches in my time about the 
Spanish-American War and the Civil War and the Revolution. 
If the Senator has a question he desires to ask I shall be very 
glad to yield. 

Mr. BRUCE. If the Senator wants a complete monopoly of 
speech he may have it. 

Mr. DILL. I do not want that; but I do not like to be driven 
off the floor. 

Mr. BRUCE. Notwithstanding his often-professed hatred of 
monopolies of all sorts! 

Mr. DILL. I think I was pretty liberal to the Senator in 
letting him question me and talk, too, 

I do not care to continue the discussion, but I did want to 
raise my voice in protest against a continuation of the policy 
which has been carried on in connection with Nicaragua and to 
call again upon the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate to take some action regarding the resolutions which 
were presented here some weeks ago. I believe we have waited 
long enough. I believe it is the duty of that committee to take 
some action, one way or another, in order that we may have a 
chance in the Senate to express our views by our yotes on this 
policy of war against a little people down in Nicaragua. 

Mr. BRUCE rose. 

Mr. DILL. Does the Senater want to interrupt me? 
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Mr. BRUCE. No: I thought that the Senator was going to 
interrupt himself this time. 

Mr. DILL. No. I am only going to say a few more words and 
then I shall yield the floor. 

I do not want to be misunderstood. I have the kindliest 
feelings for the Senator from Maryland. I have no objection 
to his personal characterizations of me, because when he adopts 
that course I know that he is at a loss for an argument with 
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which to reply to the things that I have said, and he uses that | 


means while he thinks of arguments which he may make. 
I have no hard feelings about anything he may have said. 

Mr. President, I believe there is an American policy which has 
been laid down by the Presidents of the country through its 
history. I believe that the keeping of the marines in Nicaragua 
to cover up the record we have used in Nicaragua is in viola- 
tion of the precedents and historic policy of this Government. 
I believe that the Congress should act upon the question whether 
the President asks us to do so or not. 

IT shall not take further time to discuss the subject now, but 
shall probably have more to say at another time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in order not to take the time 
of the Senate I ask unanimous consent to have incorporated 
in the Recorp as part of my remarks in connection with the dis- 
eussion of the Nicaraguan situation the matter which I send to 
the desk. It refers particularly to foreign debts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Rosryson of Indiana in 
the chair). Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


The loan made to Diaz soon after his recognition amounted to 
$300,000, This was repaid out of a subsequent loan for $1,000,000 on 
March 19, 1927. This million-dollar loan bears interest at 6 per cent 
per annum and the security consisted of a first lien on 50 per cent of 
the surplus revenues, plus a secondary Tien on certain taxes, a first lien 
on all dividends declared by the railroad or the national bank (both the 
property of the Nicaraguan Government) and a first lien on the capital 
stock of the railroad and the bank. The proceeds of the loan were to be 
used for the purchase of supplies, maintenance, equipment, and salaries 
of the armed forces of the Republic. The loan was for a term of one 
year with a proviso that one-balf of the loan might be extended for 
another six months. 

The department is informed that this loan has been rapidly amortized, 
and the amount outstanding to-day is $538,379.88. A payment is ex- 
pected from the surplus revenues as ef January 1, which has not yet been 
received, which it is thought will be in the neighborhood of $200,000, 
which would reduce the loan to about $338,000. It is expected that 
this balance will be paid off by July 1 next. This is the only money 
owed by the Republic of Nicaragua to American bankers, 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I wish to add merely a few 
remarks. The real point of the discussion is that in view of the 
condition of disorder and lawlessness, not to say anarchy in 
Nicaragua, the President of the United States sent down to 
Nicaragua an able, accomplished, and highly experienced pub- 
lie man, Mr. Stimson, to leok over the situation and to do 
whatever could be dene to bring the warring factions in Niea- 
ragua to a peaceful understanding with each other. Mr. Stim- 
son went. Diaz, the head of the Conservatives, was in control 
of the Government in Nicaragua or such government as there 
was. The army of the Liberals, the other party in Nicaragua, 
was in the field headed by General Moneada. Mr. Stimson got 
in touch with both of the Niearaguan parties, the Conserva- 
tives and the Liberals. He experienced little difficulty in ar- 
riving at an understanding with the Conservatives, and by tact 
and address of a high order he succeeded in inducing General 
Moncada, the commander in chief of the Liberal military forces, 
to persuade all his generals, with a single exception, to lay 
down their arms and to accept the proposition of Mr. Stimson 
that there should be a free and fair popular election held in 
Nicaragua under safeguards prescribed by the United States. 

Of all the Liberal generals only one refused to lay down his 
arms, and that was Sandino, a man who for part of his life 
had been a mere military adventurer, and who, therefore, of 
eourse, could only with difficulty be reconciled to the idea of 
bringing his ealling 4s a soldier to an end. I say that, carried 
on as the operations of Sandino have beet, they, when con- 
sidered in the light of his general character and career, can be 
elassed as nothing but the desultory guerrilla warfare of a 
bandit chief; that is all. 

We must not forget that this man was for some years a lieu- 
tenant of the Mexican Pancho Villa, probably one of the most 
murderous, atrocious eutthroats that ever headed a band of 
marauders anywhere in Latin America. His headquarters, as 
I understand it, are appfopriately enough, a fox hole in the 
woods. I say “‘ppropriately enough” because he and his like 


So 


are nothing but fere nature, in my judgment, just as much 
LXIX——113 


| 


1789 


so as a fox or a wolf or any other prowling animal of the 
wilderness. He is a mere robber chief, and he and his irregular 
following alone are now opposing our efforts—our honest, 
generous, disinterested, wise efforts, and the efforts of the two 
political parties of Nicaragua to bring peace to desolate 
Nicaragua. 

With Sandino eliminated, there is no reason why our military 
operations in Nicaragua should not come to an end or why a 
peaceful election should not then be held there; and it he 
determined in an orderly and authentic way whether the people 
of Nicaragua desire that their ruler should be a Conservative 
or a Liberal. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
land yield to me? 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the Senator tell me if he does not 
think the benefits of the eighteenth amendment ought to be 
applied in Nicaragua by the marines? |[Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. No, sir; the eighteenth amendment could not 
be enforced there, and I will tell the Senator why. Only a 
few weeks ago Sandino issued a proclamation that he would 
execute any one of his soldiers who took a drink, but he soon 
found that he could not enforce his order. That is always 
the history of prohibition. So he modified his order by gran- 
diloquently stating that he would regard any man who drank 
liquor as a traitor to his country. In other words, Sandino, 
like everybody else who has attempted to enforce prohibition, 
eould not enforee it even with rifle or machine guns. So those 
soldiers of his who were to be summarily shot if they ever 
took a drink again were let out with the harmless stigma of 
“traitors te their country,” no penalty, of course, of any kind 
being prescribed for that form of treason. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was just wondering why the Senator was 
so bitter in his denunciation of Sandino; I did not know any- 
thing about him; but now I have learned the secret. It is 
probably because he is a prohibitionist. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. Perhaps he is a prohibitionist; he certainly is 
a characteristic one, so far as any ability to enforce prohibition 
is concerned. 

Mr. President, that is the way that the situation in Nicaragua 
strikes me. I followed the speech on this subject which the 
Senator from Montana delivered. I usually read his speeches, 
though I have found when I read them that I never agree with 
his conclusions, Still I keep on reading them, I will admit, be- 
cause they are always bright, vivid, and interesting. Then I 
read that most admirable speech delivered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BrneHam] on this subject, which, it seems to 
me, sums up the merits of the controversy about as well as 
anything that I have read for a long time. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I will inquire of the Sena- 
tor if he has read the work of the Senator from Connecticut on 
the Monroe doctrine, entitled “An Ancient Shibboleth”? If he 
has not read that book, 1 would commend it to him. It was 
written when the Senator from Connecticut was a professor at 
Yale. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, there is a great deal of differ- 
ence of opinion about consistency. Some one, I believe, said 
that consistency is the bogey of little minds. 

Mr. BORAH. The hobgoblin. 

Mr. BRUCE. The hobgoblin of little minds: that is right. 
The mind of the Senator from Idaho always retains everything 
that it receives. Someone else has said, “ Consistency, thou art 
a jewel,’ and then someone else has said that the only men who 
never change their minds are fools. So the Senator may take 
his choice. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
his mind, 

Mr. BRUCH. Oh, no; I do not want to put myself in the 
same class with the Senator. 

Mr. WHEELER. And I am sure I do not want to be put 
myself in the class with the Senator. 

Mr. BRUCE. I am sure the Senator does not; it is mutual. 
I believe that is all that I care to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
in the Recorp, without further discussien on this subject at this 
time, a letter by John 8S. Hemphill to the President of the 
United States, relative to the killing of his son, who was one of 
the marines in Nicaragua. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Mr. CALVIN COOLIDGE, 
Washington, D. 0. 
Dear MR. Presipent: According to dispatches of to-day—January 3— 
from Managtta, my son, Sergt. John F. Hemphill, was killed in action 
against General Sandino’s troops. 


Mr. President, will the Senator from Mary- 
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For the death of my son I hold no malice against General Sandino 
or any of his men, for I think, and I believe that 90 per cent of our 
people agree with me, that they are to-day fighting for their liberty 
as our forefathers fought for our liberty in 1776, and that we, as a 
Nation, have no legal or moral right te be murdering those liberty-loving 
people in a war of aggression. 

What we are doing is nothing less than murder, for the sole purpose 
of keeping In power a puppet President, and acting as a collector for 
Wall Street, which is certainly against the spirit and letter of our 
Constitution. 

My son was 29 years old, served 3 years of his third enlistment, 
survived honorable service through the World War against Germany, 
only to be officially murdered in a disgraceful war against this little 
nation. 

My father served through the Civil War, both my grandfathers died 
in action in the same war, and I am proud of their records, so this ig 
not from the pen of a red radical but from one who loves justice and 
fair play. 

I have four sons, and if necessity arose I would be willing to sacrifice 
not only all four sons but my own life as well in a war of defense, but 
I am not willing to shed one drop of blood in a war of aggression such 
as this one is. 

You have lost a son and know the sorrow, and we as a Nation 
mourned with you in your hour of grief. Suppose that son had fallen 
as my son has, a victim of the greed of Wall Street, would you feel that 
the financial gain was worth the cost? 

Joun 8S. HEMPHILL. 


Mr. MCKELLAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Maine does he expect a vote on the pending joint resolution 
this evening? 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that I 
do not. There are several Senators on this side of the Chamber 
who wish to be heard on the joint resolution. 

Mir. McKELLAR. I was going to say that I hope the Senator 
will let the joint resolution go over. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will vote 
on the pending joint resolution this evening. I have been here 
for a week awaiting action on it. I stayed here all day Monday 
and all day Tuesday and all the other days the Senate has been 
in session this week. The Senator from Maine has been insist- 
ing on a vote on the joint resolution all the time, and said it 
would take but a few hours to dispose of it. Senators have all 
been here to vote on it, and I should like to have it disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. I have tried my best, as has the Senator, to 
secure consideration of the joint resolution and to have action 
taken upon it during the week, but on account of the discus- 
sion on the resolution of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rreep] 
we were unable to do so. 

Mr. SWANSON. We have had a whole day for it. 

Mr. HALE, There are some Senators who desire to discuss 
the joint resolution, but when the debate took another course 
on a subject matter entirely different and the discussion on the 
joint resolution seemed to be dropped, some of them went home. 
I refer to Senators on this side of the Chamber. There are sev- 
eral who wish to be heard on the joint resolution, so I do not 
think it will be pessible to finish it to-night at any rate. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will say to the Senator now that I will 
not conseut any further to taking up the joint resolution until 
it can come up in regular course by displacing some other meas- 
ure. I have, as I have said, waited all this week. I serve 
notice on the Senator that the next time he desires to have the 
resolution taken up he will have to get unanimous consent, and 
I am not disposed to give my consent. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is a reasonable suggestion that at this 
hour of the evening—— 

Mr. SWANSON. It is not yet half-past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is a reasonable suggestion that the 
joint resolution may be laid aside now. There are other Sen- 
ators who want to debate the matter, and they have requested 
that it go over. 

Mr. SWANSON, TI wish to Say to the Senator that I will not 
give my consent to having this matter come up until it comes 
up in the regular way by displacing other business. I do not 
intend to give unanimous consent. The measure was brought 
up to-day and discussed, with the understanding that it would 
be acted on before we adjourned, That, at least, was substan- 
tially the understanding. Now that understanding is changed 
by allowing the joint resolution to go over. 

Mr. HALE. I had hoped very much that the resolution would 
be passed to-day. 

Mr. SWANSON. It -was my understanding that the joint 
resolution would be taken up and would be discussed and 
disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. I should be very glad to have the joint resolu- 
tion disposed of now, but there are other Senators who wish to 
be heard. 
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Mr. SWANSON. If they want to be heard, let them be 
heard. I repeat, I will not again give my consent for the joint 
resolution to be taken up. 


RELIGIOUS TOLERANCE—ADDRESS BY SENATOR WALSH OF MASSA- 
CHUSETTS 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have inserted in the Recorp an address delivered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] on religious tolerance at All 
Souls Unitarian Church in this city on last evening. It is a 
splendid speech. 

There being no objection, the speech was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


From the earliest days of our history, religion has been closely associ- 
ated with the principles which brought our Nation into being and has 
continued its growth and development until this day. 

We are a God-fearing people. The first settlers upon the bleak 
shores, that skirted every harbor from New England to Virginia, were 
men and women dominated by firm religious principles. They came 
during the general period of the politico-religious struggle which devas- 
tated Europe, which we call the Thirty Years’ War, and they settled 
during the following 100 years of political and religious enmity. Even 
our later great flow of immigration came from countrics in which some 
degree of suppression of the two most powerful human aspirations had 
molded men’s characters and embittered them. 

What were they seeking? Merely the privilege of living their own lives 
in their own way, inspired by a fervent zeal to be free politically and 
religiously. Here they flourished and became numerous and strong. 
Each group established a system of government in the several colonies, 
always a representative system. They centered their community life 
around their places of worship. Though the separate Colonies differed 
in customs, widely in religion, and somewhat in the details of their 
theory of government, when they saw their self-government and their 
social system menaced, they united regardless of differences in religion 
or race, and struck out promptly for independence. After winning their 
independence through the sacrifice of their common blood they set 
about to establish permanently, upon the soil of America, those princi- 
ples which had led them to dare the perils of an unknown ocean voyage, 
to take up an abode in an unknown wilderness. 

Many of the Colonies had manifested prejudice against those who 
differed with them, but when they were thrown together by a common 
cause—liberty—they at once realized the folly and stupidity of re- 
ligious intolerence. Their common ideal of self-government and the 
Union of the States, for the protection of their inalienable rights against 
the greed and jealousy of the Old World, brought the dawn of re- 
ligieus tolerance to America. Upon the battle fields of the Revolution 
men for the first time saturated the earth with their blood for a cause, 
other than that of merely satisfying the greed and selfishness of self- 
appointed rulers—a cause that made a subject the citizen and the 
ruler. Then and there they learned that there was no inconsistency, 
between strong adherence to particular religious convictions and a 
spirit of tolerance toward other religious beliefs. Upon this spirit the 
Union was built. Because we have cherished these ideals we have been 
blessed by the God of nations as no other people. 

Are we to lose this priceless inheritance? Shall the enjoyment of 
free institutions and the benefits of the expansion and diffusion of 
religion and education make us forget the lessons of the past and permit 
the kindling on American soil of conflagrations of hate, prejudice, and 
bigotry? Never, while the spirit of '76 survives! 

Must we throw aside the respective creeds that inspire each of us in 
our life of religious fervor and lofty purpose in order to live in peace and 
harmony? America must continue to show the world that her Gov- 
ernment possesses the capacity that few other governments have en- 
joyed—the capacity to settle with peace and justice all the problems of 
race, creed, and nationality. Here in America it is not for one man 
to judge his brother in his religious opinions any more than in his social 
or political opinions. It is an American's inalienable right to use 
his own judgment in every personal problem’ of life, responsible neither 
to man nor government, but to his God. Here we have learned 
that though creeds may vary and tenets of faith may differ, the funda- 
mental purpose of all religions has been to teach man how to live in 
harmony with his God and his fellow men, to the end that his soul 
may be worthy of eternal life; that the message of God to His human 
family is not restricted by national or racial laws; that the love of 
God and love of fellow men are one and the same thing. All this is 
strikingly portrayed in a beautiful inscription on one of our public 
buildings here in Washington, which reads, “God made us neighbors. 
Let justice nrake us friends,” 

Prejudice and bigotry are products of deficient information. They 
substitute passion for principle; they destroy patriotism—for patriot- 
ism embraces amity; they sow animosity and antagonism and destroy 
coeperation, 

It is not enough for us to be tolerant. Tolerant is an unhappy ex- 
pression. It suggests “to suffer,” “to bear with.” Let us cultivate 
a more positive virtue. Let us speak of good will, which is an indis- 
pensable foundation for the brotherhood of man. Every religion 
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rightly understood and practiced is a crusade of good will. America, 
that has attracted the heroic sons and danghters of all the races of 
the world, enjoys more than any other nation the unique mission of 
becoming a broadcasting station for world brotherhood, If America, 
where there has been the greatest mingling of the races and the great- 
est experiment of the ages, is to rise to the sublime heights for which 
we believe she is destined—indeed, which she has already achieved—it is 
because we have striven to substitute justice and understanding for 
rivalry, jealousy, and prejudice. 

The creed of America is that there is no inferiority of religion and 
nationality. 

Laws, leagues, and courts will never produce good will They may 
help, but love, justice, and charity implanted in the human soul can alone 
make for lasting good will. Religion, all religions, should stimulate 
love, justice, and charity and abolish hate, prejudice, and intolerance. We 
are on the way to lasting good will when priest, minister, and rabbi 
ean get together and deliberate not on the major things that divide 
them but on the major things that unite them. The next step is coop- 
eration. If Catholic and Protestant can not respect each other's 
opinions, what will a pagan world think ef Christianity? If Catholic, 
Protestant and Jew ean not live together, there is an abandonment of 
that charity which ali religions teach. 

As in the World War and at the grave of the unknown soldier, we 
asked not what class or caste or creed, we let down all barriers, we lev- 
eled all partitions, so as we move among the living and enjoy the 
blessings of peace and prosperity, let all these barriers disappear. 

We must not confuse what we call religious rights with religious 
toleration. In this country we need not ask toleration for religion and 
its free exercise, for it is an inalienable right. We live in a country 
which hwppily gives no sanction to bigotry or persecution, and tolera- 
tion is not an indulgence bestowed upon us by the grace of government, 
but recognized as an inherent right. Our ideals of religious equality 
and justice are as fundamental as our love of personal liberty and free 

speech. 

: Let us not be satisfied with mere tolerance of our neighbor, but let 
ns make of him our friend. Good will is an expansive spirit that takes 
in enemies, suppresses jealousy, and embraces rivals; good will seeks 
the good of all people across all the barriers that caste and class and 
race can erect. The possession or absence of it is an elemental test of 
eharacter. I never could understand the religious processes of the man 
or woman, who would hasten to aid his fellow being, regardless of condi- 
tion or creed, in suffering or poverty, yet would rob that same fellow 
being of the full enjoyment of that which was dearer and more priceless 
to him than anything in life; that for which he would willingly suffer 
pain and endure destitution, namely, communion with God in the manner 
his soul prompted. ‘The one is surface or exterior charity, the other 
is spiritual perfidy. 

Religious liberty is nothing more nor less than Christian charity. To 
be tolerant and charitable is to hate no man, to injure no man, to live in 
harmony with all men; to assist so far as we can those who need aid, 
regardless of religious opinion; to practice the duties of citizenship 
without favor to any religion or religious group, but with due regard to 
the rights and principles of justice, to which all religions are entiiled 
in a free government. 

The tolerant citizen does not limit his friendships and good will to 
those who only agree with him in faith. The champion of religious 
liberty is opposed to all political movements that tend to control 
spiritual conduct, and insists upon confining the jurisdiction of the 
Government to the protection of the health, happiness, and the in- 
alienable rights to life and property of the citizen. 

Religious tolerance, like political toleranee, prompts us to give every 
human being the utmost cencession which trust, justice, and decency 
permit. No man can be classed as tolerant who entertains in his heart 
a hatred of alt who differ with him on any religious doctrines, or who 
seeks to deny the American principles of political equality and religious 
freedom to all his neighbors. ; 

The words “brethren” and “ fellow citizen” are synonymous in the 
vocabulary of men secking to promote good will and mutual under- 
standing. 

We should not take too seriously the movements of lawlessness, 
bigotry, and intolerance that from time to time appear in our fair 
land. The great heart of America is tolerant. The overwhelming 
sentiment of our people is to maintain unsullied our most priceless 
liberties—tfreedom of speech, freedom of the ballot, and freedom of the 
pulpit. 

Underlying influences certain to appear occasionally not only against 
religious liberty but against our very form of government will never 
penetrate below the surface into the fair breast of the Nation. 

We have numerous forces and forms of tyranny and oppression 
outside the domain of religion to battle against and destroy. Every 
form of social and industrial Mmjustice is an enemy of liberty; racial 
hatred !s a form of oppression; monopolistic combinations that enhance 
the cost of living, lessen the purchasing power of wages, and increase 
the already too great disparity of living conditions between the rich 
and poor lead to economic slavery; the possession of the country’s 
resources by a limited few may eventually mean for America what it 
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has meant to other peoples of the world, the establishment of a dynasty 
of wealth instead of a democracy. 

If we are to preserve the soul and spirit of America, we must check 
the present tendency of directing eur governmental energy toward 
restricting instead of enlarging individual Hberty; toward bureaveratie 
instead of popular government. When governments carry this policy 
to any extreme they cease to adhere to true principles of liberty and 
to remain democracies. These, and in fact all our great political 
problems, involve no religious tenets. 

The slave mind, which education and religion should eradicate, has 
no place in a democracy. The slave mind has no vision and can not 
grasp the necessity of action when inaction means retrogression and 
disintegration, 

The slave mind is found everywhere—on the platform, Im the press, 
and sometimes in the pulpit; aye, it is found in public service and in 
politics. It applauds the cant of the demagogue and secretly encour 
ages the bigot. It votes for party labels and not principles. It fol- 
lows blindly party leadership regardless of the purpose and selfish 
interests of that leadership. It votes for the party program in the 
halls of legislation and it votes the party ticket on election day, regard 
less of convictions. 

The slave mind remains silent when one should speak, for fear lest 
the smile of favor of those in high places be lost; it follows the mob— 
for there are mobs of social snobbery and class privilege as well as 
mobs of ignorance and lawlessness, 

All nations have been cursed from time to time with movements, 
temporary tm nature, hindering the onward march ef the spirit of 
tolerance. When Jefferson advoeated the separation of the church and 
state he was denounced from platform and pulpit as an infidel, though 
he was at the same time spending his nights on the codification of 
The Morals of Jesus. 

Less than 100 years ago a political party placed a presidential 
eandidate upon a platform having no other ruling principle than 
an appeal to a supposed prejudice against Freemasonry. Later, 
Masquerading as the American Party, a strong political organization 
made an appeal to the people in one or more presidential campaigns 
based upon religious intolerance and prejudice against those of foreign 
birth. These movements failed because the principles which were 
espoused were subversive of our institutions ; because a people so per 
severing in its fight for civil liberty will never waver when put to the 
test in its opposition to religious intolerance. 

The American Protestant, the American Catholic, and the American 
Jew, and the American of no religious creed must stand united in firm 
opposition to any intolerant movement which deprives any group of 
equal rights under the law or curtails personal liberty of conscience or 
religion. 

Let us, therefore, live in the sunlight of American liberty, bating no 
man who, because of his belief, may not agree with us. Let us live in 
harmony with all men, assisting, so far as we can, those who need our 
help, regardless of their religious opinion; practicing the duties of 
citizenship without favor to any one class or religious group, but with 
due regard to the rights and principles of justice for all. 

Let us live in unity with our neighbor and make of him our friend, 
and remember that what is true of nations is as true of the individual— 
“ Give to the world the best that you have and the best will come back 
to you.” 

ADDRESS. OF SENATOR JAMES BE. WATSON 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have 
inserted in the Recorp a speech delivered over the radio by the 
Senator from Indiana |Mr. Warson|, Saturday evening, No- 
vember 5, 1927, at New York City, on the subject of the 
achievements of the Federal Radio Commission. 

There being no objection, the speech was ordered printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


ACHIBVEMENTS OF THE RADIO COMMISSION 


It is my first duty, as well as my first pleasure, to make my grateful 
acknowledgments to Mr. Merlin H. Aylesworth, president of the Na- 
tional Broadcasting Co., for this opportunity to present as fully as 
possible within the brief time allotted to me the achievements of the 
Federal Radio Commission. 

I am not a radio engineer and I shall not venture to discuss the 
complex problems involved in that phase of radio transmission. Nor 
shall I attempt to set forth the use and the importance of this great 
agency in our present daily affairs; its educational and cultura] ad- 
vantages; its utilization by business concerns of every character and 
by farmers and others interested in the dissemination of Information 
regarding all the problems relating to our farm life; the pleasure and 
enjoyment it brings to seven millions of American homes that may 
listen to instruction every day and to entertainment every night by 
the best the Nation affords. This agency by its ship-to-ship, its ship- 
to-shore, and its shore-to-ship communications almost revolutionized 
ocean transportation, rescuing handreds of lives and saving millions 
in money before broadcasting was dreamed of. Since that it has 
become the source of enjoyment te the youth, of entertainment and 
culture to those of middle life, and of comfort and consolation to the 
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aged of our land, and has woven itself inextricably into the very fiber | scramble on the part of those who had been denied the privilege of 


of our civilization. Nor shal! I attempt to portray the mysteries of 


this force which has been projected to 500 feet of firm rock and a dozen 


feet of solid lead, a force by means of whieh the voice of the orator | 


and of the prima donna may be heard across the continent swifter than 
the coming light, Certainly it is renewed evidence of the sublime fact 
that * God moves in a mysterious way his wonders to perform.” 

NOT BROADCASTING ALONE 


As a whole, the public knows more about broadcasting than any 
other phase of radio transmission, but it is by no means the sole 
subject with which the commission has been compelled to deal. The 
law of 1927 places all the uses of radio, except alone those of various 
governmental departments, under the jurisdiction of the commission. 
These uses include all point-to-point stations, which form of trans- 
mission is yet in its infancy, but which is destined to become of tre- 
mendous importance in the immediate future, 2,000 ship stations, | 
200 experimental stations, 16,000 amateur stations, 340 land com- 
munication stations, and more than 100 technieal and trade-school 
statlons. with a great host of people clamoring all the while for a 
more efficient service and with an ever-increasing number demanding 
an opportunity to “ get on the air.” 

The radio act of 1927 became law on February 23 of this year. In 
substance, it provides that no apparatus shall be used within the 
United States or its possessions to transmit energy or communica- 
tious by radio except under Federal license. Authority to issue, with- 
hold, modify, or revoke radio licenses, and to make such regulations 
regarding radio transmission as are necessary in the public interest, is 
vested by the law in the commission for a period of one year from its 
first meeting, March 14, 1927. 

The law gives great discretionary power to the licensing authority. 
It is directed to issue licenses to applicants “if public convenience, 
interest, or necessity will be served thereby,” and thus it is their duty 
to determine whether the public convenience, necessity, or interest 
served by any given radio station is sufficient to offset the crowding 
which such a station inevitably causes in the limited number of avail- 
able wave lengths. 

Similarly, the licensing authority may make changes in the wave 
lengths. authorized power, or hours of operation of any radio station 
if, in its judgment, “such changes will promote public convenience or 
interest or will serve public necessity.” The power to revoke licenses 
is given “for failure to operate substantially as set forth in the 
license" and for various other specified causes, 

This, in brief, is the legal foundation upon which the Federal Radio 
Commission undertook its work. The exact nature of the task which 
faced it can best be understood if we look for a moment at what had 
happened to American radio broadcasting during the eight months im- 
mediately preceding the passage of the radio act of 1927. 


CONDITIONS WHEN COMMISSION TOOK CHARGE 


On June 30, 1926, there were under the jurisdiction of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce 535 licensed broadcasting stations. Even with that 
number radio reception was by no means satisfactory, and the depart- 
ment was disapproving practically all requests for new licenses, for 
changes of frequency or for power increases, on the unchallengeable 
ere und that there was no more room. 

‘Then, most unexpectedly, came the decision by a Federal court in 
the Zenith case, followed by an opinion of the Attorney General based 
on it, making it evident that the Department of Commerce had no 
recourse but to approve any and every application made to it. Secre- 
tary Hoover did everything possible for any individual to do to preserve 
order, as well as private and public rights, in this great field of activity, 
but his hands were securely tied and he was rendered practically help- 
less by this decision effectively to serve the public. The Government 
issued a warning and an appeal, pointing out that public interest abso- 
lutely required the maintenance of the radio situation approximately 
unchanged until a new law was enacted by Congress, and this appeal 
was seconded by practically all the responsible organizations connected 
with radio, 

Despite these warnings there followed nearly cight months of whole- 
sale “air piracy.” Public opinion was most vehement against the 
“wave jumpers,” but, as a matter of fact, they were not the ones 
responsible for the greatest trouble, Of the 535 broadcasting stations 
licensed as of June 30, 1926, there were only 86, or 16 per cent, who 
took advantage of the situation to change their frequencies. 

Far more numerous, if not individually so troublesome, were the 
“ »yower jumpers,” 168 in number, or 31 per cent of the whole. Since 
40 broadeasters changed both power and frequency, the total number 
of those who helped themselves during the eight months’ period to 
privileges which had been denied them before the breakdown of 
regulation was 214, or 40 per cent of the entire list. Twenty-seven 
stations by some happy miracle, dropped out; the remainder, 294, or 
55 per cent took no advantage of the situation. 


RESULTING CHAOS 
After the decision in the Zenith case, practically holding that nobody 


had any right to any wave length and that the Secretary of Commerce 
had no authority to bestow any such right, there was an indiscriminate 


erecting stations or broadcasting on desired wave lengths to take what- 
ever they wanted, and this resulted in a chaos so complete that nation- 
wide interference and static and heterodyning almost destroyed the 
usefulness of this agency. 

And so it was neither the “‘ wave Jumpers "’ nor the “ power jumpers,” 
however, that did the real mischief. Searcely was the ink dry on the 
Attorney General's opinion before this wild scramble to “get on the 
air’’ began before Congress could act. Between July 1, 1926, and Feb- 
ruary 23, 1927, the Department of Commerce found itself compelled to 
license no fewer than 225 new stations. In eight months the total 
number increased 37 per cent, or up to 735 stations, 

In vain were most vigorous protests heralded throughout the land 
that there were no available frequencies; in vain were announcements 
repeatedly made that public interest was being ruthlessly sacrificed by 
the men who were rushing into a field already overcrowded. And it 
was not until the radio act of 1927 was approved that this utterly 
disastrous scramble ceased, 

PROBLEM TO BE SOLVED 


What was the new Federal Radio Commission to do with such a 
situation? It was easy fer irresponsible counselors to say, “ Cut cut 
half the stations,” but the law made no provision for revoking a license 
except for some unlawful act or for failure to obey the orders of the 
commission under the new law itself. 

And because congestion still exists and because reception in multi- 
plied instances is now anything but satisfactory we still have multitudes 
of people who insist on the commission summarily cutting off one-half 
of all the broadcasting stations in order to give the remainder exclusive 
use of these channels of communication. But these impatient indi- 
viduals must remember that there is something else besides the mere 
physical and engineering aspects of the case to be considered. It 
would indeed be easy for a competent engineer to sit down and work 
out a scheme that would solve the problem in accordance with this pro- 
gram, but it must be remembered that there are legal questions of 
personal and property rights that can not be overlooked if the law is 
to be sustained. 

Moreover, there are questions of justice and fair dealing involved, 
for the past service of stations must be taken into consideration and 
it can not be forgotten that those granted the right to certain wave 
lengths and power and division of time by the commission, even under 
stress of circumstances, and who because of such grant invested 
money and established stations and acquired a clientele have rights 
that everybody is bound to respect. Nor mmust it be forgotten that 
the rights of religious bodies are brought into the situation and that 
the contentions of labor organizations, and other associations of like 
character who insist on the right of free speech, simply must be 
dealt with and can not be cast into the scrap heap. 

Putting the “wave jumpers” and the “power jumpers” all back 
where they were on June 80—another favorite suggestion—would 
have accomplished nothing with regard to the 225 newcomers, who 
manifestly could not be put where they came from, as they had come 
from nowhere. They were all new. To make matters still more com- 
plex, a few of the “ jumpers,” and a very few, though not muny, of 
the newcomers, were clearly rendering a real and valuable service, 
quite within the intent of the law. 


OTHER DIFFICULTIES 


In recounting the complex and vexatious problems that confronted 
the commission on its assembling, please remember that Congress, 
while it established the commission, failed to appropriate a dollar 
for its organization or its operation or its maintenance. So that when 
it met te begin its duties it was anything but a going concern. Its 
members were not even personally acquainted with one another, and 
the chairman had to cal! the first meeting by radio and wire from 
Peking. 

There was no clerical staff to handle the enormous volume of mail 
that poured in. The entire organization, necessarily very limited 
because of lack of adequate funds, even to provide a sufficient corps of 
stenographers and clerks, to say nothing of technical aides, had to be 
built up by the commissioners while they were carrying on the work, 
for the public demand for immediate action was so strong and so 
entirely legitimate that delay was out of the question. 

The commission's first step was to segregate broadcasting from all 
other forms of radio activity, in order to give it immediate and prac- 
tically exclusive attention. It is by no means clear that broadcasting 
is the most important part of the field covered by the radio act, but 
certainly it was the part which, from the standpoint of public conveni- 
ence, necessity, and interest, most urgently required action. 

Then, in order to get the full benefit of the country’s best-informed 
opinion on the subject, the commission arranged for a general public 
eonference, to be held in Washington late in March, in the hope that 
suggestions might be there presented for the solution of the ‘problem. 

The conference was a magnificent success in showing the commission 
just how difficult its task was, for there was a confusion of tongues 
there almost equal to the worst static. We were most forcefully 
reminded by the varied interests represented that the commission must 


CASES pris wee rer ry 





debsisosmeide ss 











1928 








on ho account widen the broadcasting band, that it must maintain a 
separation of at least 10 kilocycles between adjacent innels, that it 
must keep stations in the sam mmunity fully 50 kKilocycles apart 
that it must not require too much division of time, that it must not 
prohibit the use of high power, that it must not put more than a very 
limited number of stations on the same frequency. Only one questi 
reiterated by the commissioners over and over i remained unan 
swered: “ How can all these admirable things he on 

Meanwhile the 60 days which the radio act set aside as a period 
of grace were passing by; on April 24 every broadcaster in th ountry 
unless relicensed, might contemplate the choice between a fine of $5,000 
and five years in the penitentiary, the penalties provided by law 
broadcasting without a license Accordingly, as the applications for 
new licenses came in, the commission issued temporary permits, good 
only until revoked or superseded, 

The commission had prepared and mailed to all broadcasters th 
forms for application for new licenses, and these forms, executed under 
oath, provided much of the information upon which any new g ul 
reallocation could be undertaken until all of the 735 licensed broadcast 
ers and the 300 or 400 new applicants had filed these forms with the 


commission, and there was no way of compelling anyone to file ther 
before the 60 days of grace were up on April 24. As a matter of fact, 
it was April had in hand the material 
sary as the basis for a general reallocation, and so, in order that broad 
easting might go on for the next few weeks, the commission issued its 


temporary permits on the old basis, except in two respects. 


before the commission neces 


TWO TROUBLESOME QUESTIONS 

During the uncontrolled period a number of broadcasters had de 
liberately violated the agreement entered into with Canada whereby 6 
of the 91 broadcasting channels were to be reserved exclusively for 
Canadian use. No temporary permits were issued for these channels 
and their complete and immediate clearance was the commission's tirst 
definite achievement. Furthermore, about 120 stations had elected t 
operate on “split frequencies "—that is, on frequencies less than 10 
kilocycles removed from the nearest authorized one o that each one 
Was causing interference on at least two wave lengths All of thes 
wandering souls, under the temporary permits were put where they 
would make a little less trouble. 

All the broadcasting applications were received and the temporary 
permits issued by April 27. Then began the work of reallocation In 


theory it would have been desirable for every station to have appeared 
before the commission and set forth its claims before it was reassigned, 
but such hearings, even at the rate of two or three a day, would have 
consumed than a and meauwhile the public would have 
had no vestige of relief. 

It was determined, therefore, to set up, as a basis for future de 
velopments, an immediate reallocation based on such evidence of ability 
to serve the public as was then available. That such an arrangement, 
involving more than 730 broadcasting stations, would be far from ideal 
was perfectly obvious. 

The making of this reallocation was a stupendous task, for not only 
did the evidence regarding the public service rendered by each of the 
stations have to be weighed, but a place had to be found for each one 
consonant with its apparent merits, clear of local overlapping, and 
reasonably free from distant heterodyning. 


more year, 


THE REAL WORK BEGUN 

The new allocations were announced on May 24, four weeks after the 
applications were all In hand, and went into effect on June 15. There 
was protest on the part of some of the broadcasters, but the authority 
of the commission remained essentially unchallenged, and the alloca 
tions of June 15, modified in individual instance, appear to have estab- 
lished themselves beyond question as the basis for the future develop- 
ment of American broadcasting service, though 
allocations have since been rendered 
cumstances. 

On May 27 began the period of public hearings, a period which will 
continue throughout the life of the commission. Any broadcaster 
who is dissatisfied with his assignment of frequency, or of power, or 
of time division may apply for any change he wishes, provided only 
that his application specifies the exact frequency, power, or time he 
desires. 

Since it is obvious that no sach application can be granted without 
injury to some other station, every wave length being packed to capacity, 
each hearing becomes a definite contest among two or more parties, 
and in this way the relative claims of the stations, on the basis of 
public service, are brought out. The same thing applies to interfer- 
ence between stations; defmite machinery has been set up for hearings 
to remedy such conflicts. 


and re- 
of cir- 


many changes 


necessary by sheer force 


Between May 27 and October 15 the commission held some 70 of 
these public hearings, most of them in Washington, although a few 


hearings were held by individual commissioners at 
giving everybedy an opportunity to be heard. As hearings 
involved at least two and some of them as many as balf a 
dozen, it follows that through this agency something like 150 broad 
casting have already appeared before the 


distant 
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commission and 
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placed on records, their statements as to 
what they have done and are doing to serve public interest, con- 
venience, or necessity The fact that every hearing is open to the pub 
lie has been of great valu bringing lication, and alse 
every valid opposition to it, out into the oper rhe commission hag 
not done its work behind closed d 8 

The hearings have provided the commission with a vast amount of 
information, and in accordance with it many changes have be« made 
in the original allocations of J 1 Furtl re, pract l experi- 
ence, which ig the only sure guide in su matters, has show many 
ises of serious ints r and such ises, whe l the 

mmission has acted under the “} convenien nece or 
interest "’ clause of the law; and by cl ges of wa leng n 

powel further divi n time has taken steps tft ! er 
ation int rence t I I This process is con ntly going 
on; every day or two é I fon ar unces mor re 

ll designed for the singl I se of vid Y r i“ sery to 
the American listener 

RESULTS CBSTANTIAL AND DEFINIT! 

It should be made clear that, in the present sta; f radio et ing, 
no ideal condition for all the broadcast listeners is conceivabl It 
would require 10,000 broadcasting stations on the air: t giv il 
the listeners what they want when they want it, and then nobody 
ould hear anything at all. The aim of the commission is to xive 
every part of the United Stxtes a reasonable variety of ‘oadcast 
service, dependalik nd fre rom normal interfere nee and t : 
same tin to safeguard the rights of the broadcasters in so far as 
they do not conflict with the richts of tl listeners. 

In some ways the greatest achievement of the commission ha een 
the extraordinary improvement in tl work being done by tl broad 
casters themselves. Knowing that the commission will judge them 
olely on the standard of public service, they have made notable 

anges in the character of their programs, and the records of the 
commission are full of instances in which, as soon as the commission's 
policy was made known, broadcasters hastened to replace programs of 
trashy entertainment by ones of real public value. Furthermore, the 
insistence on a strict maintenance of the assigned frequency has 
resulted in a marked improvement in the character of radio transmi 
sion. Whereas last February only a very few stations were equipped 
with adequate devices for staying on their wave lengths, there were 
to-day very few stations of any importance which have rot such 
equipment. 

Such, in brief, has been the work of the Federal Radio Commission 
during its first months Muech conld be said of the loyal work done 
by its far too small clerical staff, of the generous aid given to it by 
the leading scientists and engineers of the radio industry, of the 
splendid support of the press, of the fine cooperation of most of the 
broadcasters themselves, of the invalmable assistance given by other 
branches of the Federal Government. 

Its most serious handicap—-more disturbing by far even than its 
shortage of funds—was the prolonged illness and death of one of its 
five members, Col. John F. Dillon, whose long experience, shrewd jude- 
ment, and unswerving courage were an incalculable help to his cok 
leagues throughout the first 12 weeks; and very recently the unex- 


pected resignation of Henry H. Bellows, 
edge and experience and ardent of the cause had become 
of the most useful of the commission and one of the 
informed men on the subject in the whole country. 

The commission is by means inclined to overestimate its achieve- 
ment so f recognizes that there is much even in the broadcasting 
field yet to be done, and the other and potentially greater field of point- 
to-point communication is as yet practically untouched. It feels, how- 
that it bas definitely established its own authority to serve the 
public and that it has provided a basis for a progressive and orderly 
clearing of the More than 


who because of previous knowl 
an love 


members 


one 
best- 


no 
ar; it 





ever, 


radio situation 


ip this, it hopes that in 
the performance of its difficult task it has won the confidence and goed 
will of the broadcasters, of the radio industry, and, most of all, of 
the publie It is on the basis of public confidence that it has car- 
ried out the task intrusted to it by Congress in the administration 
of a very notable piece of national legislation, the radio act of 1927 

And it is my deliberate judgment, after a careful survey of the 
entire situation, that the Radio Commission has fully justified its cre- 
ation and that, notwithstanding the many disappointments that its 
decisions have occasioned, it ought to and will receive the unstinted 
support of a eful peopl 





APPROPRIATIONS FOR DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE, ETC. 
Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8269) making appro- 


priations for the Departments of State and Justice and for the 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 
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Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with and that the bill may be 
read for amendment, the amendments of the committee to be 
first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the subhead “ Diplomatic and consular establish- 
ments, Tokyo, Japan,” on page 8, line 7, after the word “ made,” 
to strike out “a part of this appropriation” and insert “ avail- 
able for the purposes of this paragraph,” so as to read: 


For the acquisition in Tokyo, Japan, of additional land adjoining 
the site of the former American Embassy and such other land as may 
be necessary, and the construction thereon of suitable buildings for 
the use of the diplomatie and consular establishments of the United 
States, the said buildings to include residences for the diplomatic 
and consular representatives, and the furnishing of the same, as pro- 
vided in the act entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of State 
to enlarge the site and erect buildings thereon for the use of the diplo- 
matic and consular establishments of the United States in Tokyo, 
Japan,” approved February 21, 1925, $250,000: Provided, That the un- 
expended balances of the appropriations for the acquisition of diplo- 
matic and consular establishments, Tokyo, Japan, available for the 
fiscal year 1928, are hereby made available for the purposes of this 
paragraph, all of which shall remain available until expended. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Allowance for 
clerk hire at United States consulates,” on page 8, line 23, after 
the numerals “ $1,645,000," to strike out “Clerks, whenever 
hereafter appointed, shall, so far as practicable, be appointed 
under civil-service rules and regulations,” so as to read: 


For allowance for clerk hire at consulates, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, $1,645,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Waterways 
treaty, United States and Great Britain: International Joint 
Commission, United States and Great Britain,” on page 23, 
after line 9, to insert: 

For an additional amount for the waterways treaty, United States 
and Great Britain; International Joint Commission, United States and 
Great Britain, including personal services, procurement of technical 
and scientific equipment, and the hire, maintenance, repair, and opera- 
tion of motor-propelled and horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles, 
$75,000, to be immediately available, which amount may be transferred 
by the Seeretary of State, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interier, to the United States Geological Survey for direct expenditure. 


Mr. McKELLAR. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 
I understand it is acceptable to the Senator from Washington. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLerK. On page 23, line 19, after the word “ ex- 
penditure,” it is proposed to insert the following: 


Provided, That no work authorized by this paragraph shall duplicate 
work done by any other bureau or department. 


Mr. JONES. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the subhead ‘“ Miscellaneous expenses, Supreme 
Court,” on page 37, line 3, after the words “ United States,” to 
insert “including rent of office for the reporter in Washington,” 
and in line 5 to strike out “ $18,874” and insert “ $20,374,” so 
as to read: 


For miscellaneous expenses of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, including rent of oflice for the reporter in Washington, to be 
expended as the Chief Justice may direct, $20,374. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 15, to insert: 


Salaries and expenses of commissioners, Court of Claims: For salaries 
of seven commissioners at $5,000 each, and for travel expenses, com 
pensation of stenographers authorized by the court, and for stenographic 
and other fees and charges necessary in the taking of testimony and in 
the performance of the duties prescribed In the act entitled “An act to 
authorize the appointment ef commissioners by the Court of Claims and 
to prescribe their powers and compensation,” approved February 24, 
1925, to be immediately available, $90,112.50. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Penal and 
correctional institutions,” on page 44, line 23, after the word 
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“of,” to strike out “$150,000” and insert “$250,000,” so as to 
read: 


United States penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kans.: For the United 
States penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans., including not to exceed 
$270,000, for salaries and wages of all officers and employees, $880,000. 

The appropriation of $250,000 for the fiscal year 1928 for a working 
capital fund is reappropriated and made available for the fiscal year 
1929; and the said working capital fund and all receipts credited 
thereto may be used as a revolving fund during the fiscal year 1929. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 7, after the word 
“of,” to strike out “ $250,000” and insert “150,000,” so as to 
read : 


The appropriation of $150,000 for the fiscal year 1928 for a working- 
capital fund is reappropriated and made available for the fiscal year 
1929; and the said working-capital fund and all receipts credited thereto 
may be used as a revolving fund during the fiscal year 1929. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 16, to insert: 


Not exceeding $20,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropria- 
tion for the erection of a family building, provided for in the act 
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Justice, and 
for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Commerce and Labor, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, approved 
February 24, 1927, is hereby made available for the erection of a 9-foot 
wire fence on three sides of the school, approximately 12,000 lineal feet, 
to prevent trespassing upon the grounds of the schools and the escape 
of the inmates. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Contingent ex- 
penses, Department of Commerce,” on page 50, line 15, after the 
name “Patent Office,” to strike out “$715,000” and insert 
*“ $735,000,” so as to read: 


For all printing and binding for the Department of Commerce, includ- 
ing all of its bureaus, offices, institutions, and services in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, except the Patent Office, $735,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Aircraft in 
commerce,” on page 51, line 20, after the word “exceed,” to 
strike out “ $153,760” and insert “ $193,760,” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


Aircraft in commerce: To carry out the provisions of the act approved 
May 20, 1926, entitled “An act to encourage and regulate the use of 
aircraft in commerce, and for other purposes,” including personal 
services in the District of Columbia (not to exceed $193,760 for the 
fiscal year 1929) and elsewhere; rent in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere; traveling expenses; contract stenographic reporting serv- 
ices; fees and mileage of witnesses; purchase of furniture and equip- 
ment; stationery and supplies, including medical supplies, typewriting, 
adding, and computing machines, accessories and repairs; maintenance, 
operation, and repair of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles; 
purchase of not to exceed five airplanes, including accessories and spare 
parts, and maintenance, operation, and repair of airplanes, including 
accessories and spare parts; special clothing, wearing apparel, and sim- 
ilar equipment for aviation purposes ; purchase of books of reference and 
periodicals ; newspapers, reports, documents, plans, specifications, maps, 
manuscripts, and all other publications ; and all other necessary expenses 
not included in the foregoing, $662,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 19, after the word 
“exceed,” to strike out “ $37,400” and insert “ $50,000,” and on 
page 53, line 2, after the word “grant,” to strike out “ $3,209,- 
850” and insert “ $3,684,850,” so as to read: 


Air-navigation facilities: For the establishment and maintenance of 
aids to air navigation, including the equipment of additional air-mail 
routes for day and night flying; the construction of necessary lighting, 
radio, and other signaling and communicating structures and appa- 
ratus; repairs, alterations, and all expenses of maintenance and oper- 
ation; for personal services in the District of Columbia (not to exceed 
$50,000) and elsewhere; purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair 
of motor-propelled, passenger-carrying vehicles, including their exchange ; 
purchase of not to exceed five airplanes, including accessories and spare 
parts, maintenance, operation, and repair of airplanes, including acces- 
sories and spare parts and special clothing, wearing apparel, and suit- 
able equipment for aviation purposes; and for the acquisition of the 
necessary sites by lease or grant, $3,684,850. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bureau of 
Foreign and Domestic Commerce,” on page 54, line 6, after the 
name “ United States,” to strike out “ $844,143" and insert 
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“ $904,143.” and in line 7. before the word “may,” to strike out 
“ $63,625 ° and insert “ $75,000,” so as to read: 


Promoting commerce in Europe and other areas: Investigations in 
Europe and other ‘areas for the promotion and development of 
foreign commerce of the United States, $904,143, of which amount not 


te exceed $75,000 may be expended for personal services in the District 
of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next 2mendment was, on page 54. line 11, after the name 
“United States,” to strike out “$458,817” and insert “ $468,817,” | 
so as to read: | 
Promoting ommerce in Latin America: Investigations in Latin | 
America for the promotion and development of the foreign commerce of | 
the United States, $468,817, of which amount not to exceed $113 <0 
may be expended for personal services in the District of Columbia. } 
! 

| 

| 

} 

} 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, at the beginning of line 
14, to insert “Promoting commerce in the Far East,” so as to} 
read: 

Promoting commerce in the Far East: Investigations in the Far 
Rast for the promotion and development of the foreign commerce of the 
United States, $365,000, of which amount not to exceed $107,060 may 
be expended for personal services in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 22, after the word 
“exceed,” to strike out “$8,500” and insert “$17,000,” so as 
to make the paragraph read: 


Promoting commerce in Africa: Investigations in Africa for the pro 
motion and development of the foreign commerce of the United States 
$105,010, of which amount not to exceed $17,000 may be expended for 
personal services in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed fo. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 13, before the word 
“of,” to strike out “ $495,000” and insert “ $540,000,” so as t 
read: 

District and Cooperative Office Service: For all expenses necessary to 
operate and maintain district and cooperative offices, including personal 
services in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, rent outside of the 
District of Columbia, traveling and subsistence expenses of officers and 
employees, purchase of furniture and equipment, stationery and sup- | 
plies, typewriting, adding, and computing machines, accessories and re 
pairs, purchase of maps, books of reference and periodicals, reports, 
documents, plans, specifications, manuscripts, not exceeding $800 for | 
newspapers, both foreign and domestic, for which payment may be made | 
in advance, and all other publications necessary for the promotion of the 
commercial interests of the United States, and all other incidental ex- 
penses not included in the foregoing, $540,000, of which amount not to 
exceed $21,500 may be expended for personal services in the District of 
Columbia, 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 18, before the word 
“of,” to strike out “$275,000” and insert “ $290,000,” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 





Domestic commerce and raw-materials investigations: For all ex- 
penses, including personal services in the District of Columbia and else- 
where, purchase of books of reference and periodicals, furniture and 
equipment, stationery and supplies, typewriting, qdding, and computing 
machines, accessories and repairs, medical supplies and first-aid outfits, 
reports, documents, plans, specifications, manuscripts, maps, and all 
other publications, rent outside of the District of Columbia, traveling 
and subsistence expenses of officers and employees, and all other inci- 
dental expenses not Included in the foregoing, to enable the Bureau of 
Foreign and Domestic Commerce to collect and compile information re- 
garding the disposition and handling of raw materials and manufac- 
tures within the United States; and to investigate the conditions of 
production and marketing of foreign raw materials essential for Amer- 
ican industries, $290,000, of which amount not to exceed $121,520 may 
be expended for persona! services in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bureau of | 
Standards,” on page 69, line 15, after the word “ field,’ to | 
strike out “$10,000” and insert “$15,000”; and in line 16, 
after the word “exceed,” to strike out “$9,200” and insert 
“ $14,000,” so as to make the paragraph read: 


Color standardization: To develop color standards and methods of 
manufacture and of color measurements, with special reference to their 
industrial use in standardization and specification of colorants such as 
dyestuffs, inks, and pigments, and other products, paint, paper, and 
textiles, in which color is a pertinent property, including personal sery- 


ices In the District of Columbia and itn t field, $15,000, of which 
mount not to exceed $14,000 may be expended for personal services in 
the District of Columbia 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “Coast and 
Geodetic Survey,” on page S82, at the end of line 21, to str 


ao ike 
out “ $311,640” and insert “ $315,640,” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 


Pacifie coast: For surveys 





ind necessary resurveys of coasts on the 
Pacific Ocean under the jurisdiction of the United States, tneluding not 
to exceed $3,000 for eonstruction of temporary shelter for the care of 


equipment and housing of personnel, $315,640 


The amendment was agreed to, 

rhe next amendment was, on page 82, at the end of line 26, to 
strike out “$26,000” and insert “$26,775,” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

Tides, currents, ete.: For continuing researches in physical hydrog- 
raphy, relating to harbors and bars, and for tidal and current observa- 
tions on the coasts of the United States, or other coasts under the 
jurisdiction of the United States, $26,775 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment wus, on page 84, at the end of line 4, 
to strike out “ $88,000” and insert “ $88,725,” so as to make the 
paragraph read: 


Federal, boundary, and State surveys: For continuing the lines of 


g 
exact levels between the Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf coasts; determining 
geographic positions by triangulation and traverse for the control of 
Federal, State, boundary, county, city, and other surveys and engineer- 


works in all parts of the United States; determining field astro- 
nomic positions and the variation of latitude, including the maintenance 
and operation of the latitude observatory at Ukiah, Calif., not exceeding 
$2,500; establishing lines of exact levels, determining geographic posi- 
tions by triangulation and traverse,:and making astronomic observa- 
tions in Alaska; and continuing gravity observations in the United 
States and for making such observations in regions under the jurisdic- 
ion of the United States and also on islands and coasts adjacent 
thereto, $88,735. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, at the end of line 9, 
to strike out “$645,000” and insert “ $650,000,” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

For all necessary employees to man and equip the vessels, including 
professional seamen serving as mates on vessels of the survey, to exe- 


ute the work of the survey herein provided for and authorized by law, 
$650,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 86, at the end of line 22, 
to strike out “ $64,500” and insert S65 so as to make the 
paragraph read: 





Office expenses: For purchase of new instruments (except surveying 
instruments), including their exchange, materials, equipment, and sup- 
plies required in the instrument shop, carpenter shop, and drawing 
division ; books, scientific and technical books, journals, books of refer- 


ence, maps, charts and subscriptions; copper plates, chart paper, 
printer’s ink, copper, zinc, and chemicals for electrotyping and photo- 


| graphing; engraving, printing, photographing, rubber gloves, and elec- 


trotyping supplies; photolithographing charts and printing from stone 
and copper for immediate use; stationery for office and field parties; 
transportation of instruments and supplies when not charged to party 
expenses ; office wagon and horses or automobile truck; heating, licht- 
ing, and power; telephones, including operation of switchboard: tele- 
grams, ice, and washing; office furniture, repairs, traveling expenses of 
officers and others employed in the office sent on special duty in the 
service of the office; miscellaneous expenses, contingencies of all kinds, 
not exceeding $90 for street-car fares, $65,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Burean of 
Fisheries,” on page 91, line 18, before the word “ for,” to strike 
out “$40,000” and insert “$47,000,” and on page 92, at the 
end of line 6, to strike out “$360,000” and insert “ $367,000.” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


Alaska, general service: For protecting the seal fisheries of Alaska, 
including the furnishing ef food, fuel, clothing, and other necessities 
of life to the natives of the Pribilof Islands, of Alaska; not exceeding 
$47,000 for construction, improvement, repair, and alteration of build- 
ings and roads, transportation of supplies to and from the islands, 
expenses of travel of agents and other employees and subsistence 
while on said islands, hire and maintenance of vessels, purchase of 
sea otters, and for all expenses necessary to carry out the provisions 
of the aet entitled “An act to protect the seal fisheries of Alaska, 
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and for other purposes,” approved April 21, 1910, and for the pro- 
tection of fisheries of Alaska, including contract stenographiec reporting 
service, travel, subsistence (or per diem in lieu of subsistence) of 
employees while on duty in Alaska, hire of boats, employment of tem- 
porary labor, and all other necessary expenses connected therewith, 
$367,000, of which $100,000 shall be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bureau of 
Mines,” on page 96, line 5, after the numerals “ $342,630," to 
insert a colon and “ Provided, That of this amount not to ex- 
ceed $500 may be expended for the purchase and bestowal of 
trophies in connection with mine rescue and first-aid contests,” 
so us to read: 

Operating mine rescue cars and stations: For the investigation and 
improvement of .mine rescue and first-aid methods and appliances and 
the teaching of mine safety, rescue, and first-aid methods, including 
the exchange in part payment for operation, maintenance, and repair 
of mine rescue trucks, the construction of temporary structures and 
the repair, maintenance, and operation of mine rescue cars and Govy- 
ernment-owned mine rescue stations and appurtenances thereto, in- 
cluding the purchase and equipment of one mine rescue car not to 
exceed $45,000, and including personal services, traveling expenses and 
subsistence, equipment, and supplies, including the purchase and 
exchange in part payment therefor of cooks’ uniforms, goggles, gloves, 
and such other articles or equipment as may be necessary in the 
operation of mine rescue cars and stations, including not to exceed 
$14,140 for personal services in the District of Columbia, $542,630: 
Provided, That of this amount not to exceed $500 may be expended 
for the purchase and bestowal of trophies in connection with mine 
rescue and first-aid contests, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 11, before the 
word “of,” to strike out “ $250,000" and insert “ $275,000,” so 
us to read: 

Kconomics of mineral industries: For inquiries and investigations, 
and the dissemination of information concerning the economic prob- 
lems of the mining, quarrying, metallurgical, and other mineral indus- 
tries, with a view to assuring ample supplies and efficient distribution 
of the mineral products of the mines and quarries, including studies 
and reports relating to uses, reseryes, production, distribution, stocks, 
consumption, prices, and marketing of mineral commodities and _ pri- 
mary products thereof; preparation of the reports of the mineral re- 
sources of the United States, including special statistical inquiries ; 
statistical studies and reports relating to mine accidents; and includ- 
ing personal services in the District of Columbia and elsewhere; pur- 
chase of furniture and equipment; stationery and supplies; typewriting, 
adding, and computing machines, accessories and repairs; newspapers ; 
traveling expenses; purchase, not exceeding $1,200, operation, mainte- 
nance, and repair of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles; and 
for alk other necessary expenses not included in the foregoing, $275,000, 
of which amount not to exceed $219,600 may be expended for personal 
services in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on page 105 I desire to correct 
a total. I offer an amendment in line 22. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Crier CLERK. On page 105, line 22, in the grand total, 
it is proposed to strike out “ $2,532,080” and insert “ $2,557,080.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Contingent 
expenses, Department of Labor,” on page 107, at the end of 
line 2, to strike out “ $389,000” and insert “ $41,500,” so as to 
read: 

For contingent and miscellaneous expenses of the offices and bureaus 
of the department, for which appropriations for contingent and mis- 
cellancous expenses are not specifically made, including the purchase of 
stationery, furniture and repairs to the same, carpets, matting, oilcloth, 
file cases, towels, ice, brooms, soap, sponges, laundry, street-car fares 
not exceeding $200; lighting and heating; purchase, exchange, mainte- 
nance, and repair of motor cycles and motor trucks; purchase, ex- 
change, maintenance, and repair of a motor-propelled passenger-carrying 
vehicle, to be used only for official purposes; freight and express 
charges, newspapers not exceeding $400, for which payment may be 
made in advance: newspaper clippings not to exceed $1,800, postage 
to foreign countries, telegraph and telephone service, typewriters, adding 
machines, and other labor-saving devices; pfirchase of law books, books 
of reference, and periodicals not exceeding $3,250; in all, $41,500; 
and in addition thereto such sum as may be necessary, not in excess 
of $18,500, to facilitate the purehase, through the central purchasing 
effice as provided in the act of June 17, 1910 (36 Stat. L. p. 531), of 


“certain supplies for the Immigration Service, shall be deducted from the 


appropriation “ Expenses of regulating immigration” made for the 
fiscal year 1929 and added to the appropriation “ Contingent expenses, 
Department of Labor,” for that year; and the total sum thereof shall 
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be and constitute the appropriation for contingent expenses for the 
Department of Labor, to be expended through the central purchasing 
office (division of publications and supplies), Department of Labor. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bureau of 
Labor Statistics,’ on page 108, at the end of line 8, to strike 
out “* $222,500" and insert “ $220,000," so as to read: 

Salaries: For the commissioner and other personal services in the 
District of Columbia in accordance with the classification act of 1923, 
220,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter Clerk. On page 42, line 26, it is proposed to strike 
out “$838,000” and to insert: 
$957,000: Provided, That of this amount $119,000 shall be available 
only for the salaries and traveling expenses of law clerks for circuit 
judges. 


Mr. JONES. That is estimated by the Budget, and I have no 
objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. On page 12, line 22, there was an omission. I 
offer an amendment to correct it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 12, line 22, it is proposed to strike 
out “ $40,000” and to insert in lieu thereof * $46,900.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on the authority of the committee 
I am offering some amendments that really would be subject 
to points of order, Every one of these amendments was ap- 
proved by the House committee and in the bill as they reported 
it, but points of order were made on the floor and they went 
out. The Senate committee has considered every one of these 
amendments. 

The first amendment is on page 39, line 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLterkK. On page 39, line 26, after the numerals 
“ $3,672,500,” insert the following: 


Provided, That there shall be paid hereunder any necessary cost 
of keeping vessels or other property attached or libeled in admiralty 
in such amount as the court, on petition setting forth the facts under 
oath, may allow. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONHS. I offer another amendment on page 47, line 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 47, line 26, after the numerals 
** $2,350,000,” insert the following: 

Provided, That hereafter contracts for the subsistence and care of 
Federal prisoners, within the discretion of the Attorney General, may be 
made for a period not exceeding three years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I offer an amendment on page 62, line 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CrerK. On page 62, line 3, after the word “ Cen- 
sus,” insert the following: 


without regard to the provisions of the classification act, for the purpose 
of assisting in periodical inquiries: Provided, That temporary employees 
of the Bureau of the Census may be allowed leave of absence with pay 
at the rate of two and one-half days a month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. On page 97, line 19, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHier CLerK. On page 97, in line 19, after the word 
“ industries,’ insert the following: 

Provided, That section 192 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply 
to such purchase of newspapers from this appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. And I offer a further amendment, on page 100, 
line 14. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer Cierk. On puge 100, line 14, after the word 
“fuel,” insert the following: 


Provided, That all moneys received from the sales of fuel shall be 
credited te this appropriation and be available for the purposes of this 
paragraph: Provided further, That the requirements of sections 8711 
and 3713 of the Revised Statutes relative to the weighing of coal and 


pope Paik Shia 








1928 


wood and the separate certificate as to the weight, measurement, or 
quantity of coal and woed purchased shall not apply to purchases by 
the Government fuel yards at free-on-board destinations outside of the 
District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I was on the committee that 
considered this bill. A suggestion was made to me by one of m) 
colleagues as to an amendment that ought to be put on the bill. 
I neglected to bring it up before the committee, but I do now, 
and offer this amendment: 

On page 27, line 11, after the word “agent,” insert “ who 
shall be appointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate.” 

This is the appointment of an agent who distributes $350,000 
and appoints all kinds of clerks; and he ought to be appointed 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to take that amendment to con- 
ference, 

Mr. McKELLAR. Ought it not to include the counsel, too? 

Mr. OVERMAN. No; the agent employs the counsel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, although I am a member of 
the committee, I was unable to be present in the committee 
when the appropriation for aireraft in commerce was consid- 
ered. I made inquiry of one of the members as to whether the 
request of the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Aero- 
nautics of a sufficient sum to carry out the provisions of the 
air commerce act had been granted by the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. To what page does the Senator refer? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Page 52. I was informed that it had been 
granted. I regret very much that I was misinformed in the 
matter, because I should have liked to lay the matter before the 
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committee. When I was informed that his request had been | 


granted I said nothing about it, and had my attention called to 
it only a few moments ago by the Assistant Secretary of Com- 
merce for Aeronautics. 

The paragraph on page 51, under the heading, “Aircraft in 
commerce,” is the paragraph which includes the very appro- 
priation for making possible that inspection of aircraft which 
the framers of the air commerce act and Congress at the time 
it was passed believed would do more than anything else to 
increase safety in the air. I think all of us will agree—— 

Mr. JONES. I will accept the Senator's amendment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What is the amendment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should like to have the amount increased 
to the amount the Budget recommended, namely, $702,000 
instead of $662,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator means that he wishes to have 
the $662,000, in line 11, page 52, increased to how much? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Budget recommended $702,000; and J 
think we will all agree that the Budget officer is sufficiently 
“hard-boiled” not to recommend anything which he thinks is 
not absolutely necessary. I should like to increase the amount 
from the $662,000, which the House passed, to $702,000, which 
is what the Budget recommended; and the chairman of the 
committee says he will accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that the clerks be 
permitted to change the totals to correspond to the action of 
the Senate. 
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de 
expended by the Territory or State of Nevada and assumed by 
said State in aid of the Government of the United States 
during the War between the States, which was ordered to lie ou 
the table. 
THE MERCHANT MARINE 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. : 

The Curer Crerk. A bill (S. 744) to further develop an 
American merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the 
transportation of the foreign trade of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment being, in accord- 


ance with the previous order, until Monday, January 23, 1928, at 
12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate January 20 
(legislative day of January 17), 1928 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
To be colonel 
Lieut. Col. Stephen Ogden Fuqua, Infantry, from January 14, 
1928. 
To be lieutenant colonel 
; Maj. Charles Russell Alley, Chemical Warfare Service, sub- 
ject to examination required by law, from January 14, 1928. 
Yo be major 


Capt. William Francis Frechoff, Infantry, from January 14, 
1928. 
To be captains 
First Lieut. Richard Brownley Gayle, Infantry, from January 
13, 1928. 
First Lieut. Jesse Benjamin Smith, Infantry, subject to ex- 
amination required by law, from January 14, 1928, 
To be first licutenants 
Second Lieut. George Francis Heaney, jr., Coast Artillery 
Corps, from January 13, 1928. 
Second Lieut. John Humphrey Evans, Infantry, from January 
14, 1928. 
MEDICAL CORPS 
° To be captain 
First Lieut. Stanley William Matthews, Medical Corps, from 


| January 17, 1928. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order | 


will be made. 

The bill is still before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. If there be no further amend- 
ment to be proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


REIMBURSEMENT OF MONEY ADVANCED BY NEVADA 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Comptroller General of the United States in 
response to Senate Resolution 106, agreed to January 11, 1928, 
reporting relative to reimbursement of money advanced and 


re 





MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS 
To be captains 
Virst Lieut. William Harvey Kernan, Medical Administrative 
Corps, from January 12, 1928. 
First Lieut. Martin Douglas Mims, Medical Administrative 
Corps, from January 15, 1928. 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ReauLtar ArgMy 
FIELD ARTILLERY 
Capt. Harry Russell Hyans, Infantry, with rank from July 1, 
1920, 
PROMOTIONS AND APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAvy 


* 


Commander Jonathan 8. Dewell, jr., to be a captain in the 
Navy from the Ist day ef November, 1927. 

Lieut. Hdward B. Rogers to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1927. 

Lieut. George R. Fairlamb, jr., to be a lieutenant commander 
in the Navy from the llth day of September, 1927. 

Lieut. Walter C. Calhoun to be a lientenant commander in the 
Navy from the 13th day of November, 1927. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Walter 8. K. Trapnell to be a leu- 
tenant in the Navy from the 2d day of December, 1926. 

The followingnamed lieutenants (junior grade) to be lien- 
tenants in the Navy from the 3d day of June, 1927: 

Michael H. Kernodle. 

Francis D. A. Ford. 

The following named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 5th day of June, 1927: 

Wilkie H. Brereton. 

James B. Hogle. 

Sammel G. Kelly. 

Asst. Surg. George W. Cooper to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, with the rank of liewtenant, from the 2d day 
of June, 1927, 
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joatswain William S. Burns to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the Sth day of 
Angust, 1926. 

Boatswain Harold S$, Bogan to be a chief boatswain in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 23d day of July, 
1927. 

eens Joshua V. B. Mecker to be a chief electrician in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 10th day of 

eNovember, 1927. 

Radioelectrician Anthony B. Pronier to be a chief radio- 
electrician in the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 
20th day of September, 1927. 

MARINE CORPS 

Capt. Egbert T. Lloyd to be a major in the Marine Corps from 
the 7th day of September, 1927, 

First Lieut. Merritt A. Edson to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 21st day of December, 1927. 

Kirst Lieut. John A, Tebbs to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 11th day of January, 1928. 

The following-named first lieutenants to be first lieutenants in 
the Marine Corps from the dates indicated, to correct the dates 
from which they take rank as previously nominated and con- 
firmed: 

James S. Monahan from the 25th day of July, 1925. 

John A. Bemis from the 28th day of July, 1925. 

Howard N. Kenyon from the 7th day of August, 1925. 

William N. MeKelvy, jr., from the 11th day of August, 1925. 

Andre V. Cherbonnier from the 7th day of September, 1925. 

William W. Davies from the 14th day of September, 1925. 

Bayard L. Bell from the 15th day of September, 1925. 

Vernon E. Megee from the 25th day of September, 1925. 

Augustus W. Cockrell from the 27th day of September, 1925. 

James M. Smith from the 1st day of October, 1925. 

William H. Doyle from the 3d day of December, 1925. 

Ernest E. Linsert from the 19th day of January, 1926. 

Orin H. Wheeler from the 27th day of January, 1926. 

Joseph DaC, Humphrey from the 11th day of February, 1926. 

Everett H. Clark from the 24th day of February, 1926. 

Lewis A. Hohn from the 3d day of March, 1926. 

William 0. Brice from the 26th day of May, 1926. 

Francis M. Wulbern from the 3d day of June, 1926. 

Edwin A. Pollock from the 6th day of June, 1926. 

Randolph McC. Pate from the 11th day of June, 1926, 

Cornelius J, Eldridge from the 16th day of June, 1926. 

Lucian ©, Whitaker from the 22d day of June, 1926. 

John R. Streett from the 27th day of June, 1926. 

Franklin C, Hall from the 11th day of July, 1926. 

Beverley S. Roberts from the 15th day of July, 1926. ° 

Dudley W. Davis from the 27th day of August, 1926. 

John C. Donehoo, jr., from the 7th day of September, 1926. 

Raymond P. Coffman from the 14th day of September, 1926. 

Rolph B. DeWitt from the 1st day of October, 1926. 

Johu B. Weaver from the 2d day of October, 1926. 

James M. McHugh from the 5th day of October, 1926. 

Rupert R. Deese from the 31st day of October, 1926. 

Harry BE. Dunkelberger from the 11th day of November, 1926. 

Second Lieut. James P. Riseley to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 9th day of November, 1926, 

Second Lieut. Clayton C. Jerome to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 15th day of November, 1926. 

Second Lieut. Emery BE. Larson to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 20th day of November, 1926. 

Second Lieut. Robert L. Skidmore to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 30th day of November, 1926. 

Second Lieut. George J. O'Shea to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 8th day of December, 1926. 

Second Lieut. Charles C. Brown to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 31st day of December, 1926. 

Second Lieut. Frederick W. Biehl to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 3d day of January, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Eugene H. Price to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 6th day of February, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Lyman G,. Miller to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 13th day of February, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Ralph E. Forsyth to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 7th day of March, 1927. 

Second Lieut. William M. Mitchell te be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 31st day of March, 1927. 

Second Lieut. James A. Stuart to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 9th day of April, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Pierson E. Conradt to be a first Doutneniee in 
the Marine Corps from the 14th day of April, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Howard R. Huff to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 10th day of May, 1927. 

Second Lieut. William W. Orr to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 29th day of June, 1927. 
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Second Lieut. Oregon A. Williams to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 7th day of July, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Clifton L. Marshall to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 25th day of July, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Evans F. Carlson to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 7th day of September, 1927. 

Second Lieut. John W. Lakso to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 21st day of October, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Harold C. Roberts to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 22d day of October, 1927. 

Second Lieut, Monroe S. Swanson to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 23d day of November, 1927. 

Second Lieut. Franklin W. R. Brown to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 21st day of December, 1927, 

Second Lieut. Will H. Lee to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 29th day of December, 1927. 

Second Lieut. William E. Lee to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps from the 11th day of January, 1928. 

The following-named noncommissioned officers of the Marine 
Corps to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps for a proba- 
tionary period of two years from the 20th day of January, 1928: 

Corpl. Clinton BE. Fox. Corpl. Louis C. Plain. 

Corpl. Harold R. Lee. Corpl. Robert L. Peterson. 

Corpl. Karl K. Louther. Corpl. Paul Drake. 

Corpl. Walker A. Reaves. Corpl. George E. Williams. 
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CONFIRMATION 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 20 
(legislative day of January 17), 1928 


STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE 


Alexander O. Caleott to be supervising inspector, third dis- 
trict. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Fripay, January 20, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Eternal God and our Father, we thank Thee that Thou art 
the accessible and holy authority for all who come unto Thee. 
We would be earnest seekers for the power of the spirit of 
service to fulfill the duties and the privileges of to-day. Lift 
us far above all blame and need of praise by inspiring us to 
make our lives noble, our love of country sacred, our loyalty 
beyond question, and our achievements a rebuke to ease. 
Blessed Lord God, help us to live among men as builders of all 
that tends for stability, order, and the very best productive- 
ness in human life. Strengthen our ties of fraternity, broaden 
our scope of charity, and may our simple, holy faith have a 
fine fruition in all hearts. After a long while let us rest where 
all night is past and where the day has dawned forever. In the 
holy name of Jesus. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9481) 
making appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry in- 
dependent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 9481, with Mr, DoweE cu in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself one hour. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I will try as 
best I can, and as briefly as possible, to point out some of the 
salient features of the bill now before the committee for its 
consideration. 

In presenting the independent offices appropiration bill for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, I desire to make the fol- 
lowing statement: 

The bill embraces regular annual appropriations for the office 
of the President and for the independent establishments of the 
Government, and its order and arrangement follow the general 
outline submitted by the President in the Budget for the fiscal 
year 1929. 

A detailed tabulation will be found at the end of this report 
showing the amounts appropriated for the fiscal year 1928, the 
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Budget estimates for 1929, the amount recommended to be appro- 
priated in the bill for 1929, tegether with the increase or de 
erease in appropriations and estimates as compared with the 
amounts recommended in the bill. 
APPROPRIATIONS AND ESTIMATES 

The Budget estimates upon which this bill is based were sub- 
mitted by the President in the Budget for the fiscal year 1929 
and will be found in detail in Chapter II of that document, 
pages 31 to 112, inclusive, aggregating $527,553,802. 

The total appropriations for the independent offices provided 
for in this bill for the fiscal year 1928 amounted to $533,908,414. 

The amount recommended to be appropriated in the accom- | 
panying bill for the fiscal year 1929 is $526,193,111, which sum, 
compared with the regular annual and deficiency appropria 
tions for 1928 and the estimates for 1929, is as follows: 

It is $7,715,303 less than the total of the 1928 appropriations, 
and it is $1,360,691 less than the estimates submitted for 1929. 

In addition to the appropriations above mentioned permanent | 
annual and indefinite appropriations made without annual 
action by Congress for the fiscal year 1929 are as follows: 








eee Ga Semmens Os IAG... esis cteahiineateniaiadliilianieetinentataiteds $15, 000 | 
Federal Board for Vocational Education-_....._.________ 7. 367, 000 
Federal Power Commission__—- doucndibicaceaeniees a ee - 8 250 | 
————————EEEE i ee 2, 700, 000 | 
i A ee ees ere Eta cle aeitiae a 60. 000 
TU NN __. 74, 500, 000 | 
IT aiceccsinn niece Nd lacie incite ita aed 84, 650, 250 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE 

Under the Office of the Executive appropriations are made for | 
the salaries of the President and Vice President and for per- 
sonal services in the office of the President. In addition, there 
are appropriations for contingent and traveling expenses, print- | 
ing and binding, the upkeep and eare of the Executive Mansion 
and grounds, and the White House police, 

ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN 

For the office of the Alien Property Custodian the committee | 
recommends a change in the language of the paragraph provid- 
ing for the expenses of this activity. Under the terms of the | 
Winslow Act the Alien Property Custodian is authorized and | 
directed to make certain charges in the handling of trust funds 
and other properties, and as a consequence the cost of the work 
of this establishment has become self-sustaining. The language 
recommended by the committee is as follows: 

All expenses of the office of the Alien Property Custodian authorized 
by the act entitled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with 
the enemy, and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as 
amended, including compensation of the Alien Property Custodian at 
not to exceed $10,000 per annum, shall be paid from interest and 
collections on trust funds and other properties under the control of 
such custodian. 


The provisions of the above paragraph limit the maximum 
compensation of the Alien Property Custodian to $10,000 per 
annum, which heretofore has been at the rate of $7,500 per 
annum. 

There is submitted herewith a statement showing all receipts 
and disbursements of the Alien Property Custodian from 1918 
to October 31, 1927, inclusive: 

Receipts and disbursements of the Alien Property Custodian, 1918 to 
October 31, 1927, inclusive 








| 


Appropriation Special account! Special account No. 23 











Fiscal year | } 





Disburse- 
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the manner in which property has been returned to claimants, 
and the division of property still held by the Alien Property 
Custodian ; all statements as of October 31, 1027: 
Trust property on hand and claims paid, October 31, 197 
Cash deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury: 
|, ee eee lll 
i isctiaticintnectitanitnancinyratniititininsititpeitaiacnaniaitialneasiiliaitie 300, 864. 23 


Total cash csesicieintieianiiemdemisiaiat bt 184, 95, 929. T4 
“aeth with depositaries___—- . a : 25, 495, 87 





Seoe eet dite cit titen a eile “ 42, 951, 506. 96 
| Bonds, other than investme ni its made » by tl e Secretary 
I, SN cis ssc nie eelaesinnicheia ab iendaeatliniedaieores 30, 284, 948. 25 
Mortgages ese ee ee Meh - 1, 824. 193. 44 
| Notes receivable... _- a saiieiaia aide — 245, 483. 45 
Real estate_ smite insincere cna ili alee a 3, 179, 717. 62 
Accounts receivable_____ , i as 877, 931. 71 
Miscellaneous incorporated business and estates in 
liquidation and remainderman accounts... . 464, 655. 73 
Total desl ii as Pr ets 264, 609. S62. 77 
Pe BE, ER ere ea ree a 350, O68, S82. 55 
Total property accounted for... 614, 678, 695. 32 
Property returned to claimants, Alien Property Custodian, as of October 
31, 1927 
Cash returned under sec. 9... ..............- anihiainiasaae $144, 224, O76. 45 
Income returned under sec. 25 a iainiee 16, 369, 034. 24 
Interest payments under He nk I's  decisio n_ aeouiebunalians 1, 972, 859. T2 
Stocks returned wader sec. 9_................._... 62, 802, 282. 93 
Bonds returned under sec. 9 ‘ ae es 5S, O77, S48. 56 
Real estate returned under sec. 9 siieiinsiaiameiansdniaiatiieds 9, 142, 825. 30 
Mortgages returned under sec. 9 anaes end 5, 676, 551. 63 
Notes receivable returned under sec. 9 Souraaiteiiae 3. 266, 693. 93 
Accounts receivable returned under sec, 9_- saiileniaadimee 6, G60, 950, OS 
Miscellaneous property returned under sec, 9..--~~ 41, T75, O98. SL 
Total value of property returned sachet 350, 068, 882. 55 
Division of property held by Alien Property Custodian, October $1, 1927 
German__-- ee ee 
Austria and Hung erian__- het linet tical 12, 337, 5638. 38 
interned. senncenithtiiiaicniieeliell 13, 250. 49 
a rnitisaitinnettanastiiniciitiada tuitinaasinstinitaiemueninesiieimnraiadii aie 7, 045, 366. 20 
gi cia pennies tha Aap pe edoaanaat 264, 609, 862. 77 


I wish to say in passing that the present officer in charge of 
alien property has carrie d out to the letter the provisions of the 
Winslow Act in making the office of the Alien Property Cus- 
todian self-supporting. A reference to the hearings in this 
matter will show that the office of the Alien Property Custodian 
has been conducted at far less expense, in proportion te the 
amount of assets on hand and the responsibilities involved, than 
at any time heretofore. 

I see by reading the Recorp that some one raised the point 
that the proposed increase in salary of the Alien Property Cus- 
todian, increasing the salary to $10,000, is subject to a point of 
order. I think if this point is raised when we come to a dis- 
cussion of the bill in detail, it will be easily determined it is 
not subjeet to a point of order, for the reason that the office of 
the Alien Property Custodian is not under civil service, is not 
subject to reclassification, and in consequence the Alien Property 
Custedian could fix salaries ad libitum. For the purpose of 
making it perfeetly within the rule, a limitation has been fixed 
upon the salary of the Alien Property Custodian at $10,000, and, 
in my Opinion, if there is anybody whose work is worthy of the 
hire and worthy of the compensation that has been fixed, it is 
the work that has been done by the Alien Property Custodian. 

To indicate the volume of work of the office of the Alien Prop 
erty Custodian, the following statement is submitted showing 
the number and disposition of claims filed up to October 31, 





Appropria-| Disburse- oi Disburse- | 2 1927 : 
tion | ments Receipts ments Receipts ments ~ N : ses J : . 
Number and disposition of claims filed up to October 31, nx 
Ne eee ae pentane # Mian aS 
g | e495 00! $494. 609. 42/........___ me! SD I NR Ds cratic eiisenin dinnetpentighsaiiniivevnialiageninn 528 
= ares es 00 = po a tte rrr nae ean tee, te seneeseonnee | Allowed by Attorney General_......-........... 6, #22 
Seese be ih " Qaent eth: THROM SN... a cicecasuslt ots xe Disallowed by Attorney General___._.....-._.-- 1, 480 
ee A ON ne Allowed by Alien Property Custodian _.._.... ~~ 23, 302 
375, 000.00) 369, O78. 68) $11, 295. 59 $0 908 190 Disallowed by Alien Property Custodian__--__--- 1, 306 
370, 000. 00} 322, O01. 54} 62,501.56} 66,060. 86)...........|.........__- Withdrawn__----~--------- ~------------------ . Joe 
281, 200.00} 281, 019.49} 85, 349.36| 51, 804. 24) $116, 201. 17] $94, 248. 46 Canceled______- - >---+------- 2,113 
225, 000.00; 203,340, 53} 14,563.65, 46, 169.25, 162, 661.34) 178, 077.09 Pending before the Alien I roperty Custodian, At- 
148. 711. 86) is om torney General, and courts_............-~.... 1, 940 
189, 220. 00 { £20, 000. 00)f, 78890 98) 57,969.77) 382, 800, 34) 335, 499. 93 1d niieiht de ; 
180, 650, 00| 127, 066, 47| 113, $42, 83] 81,971.31] 431, 213.10] 319, 575. 48 _ rota! namber filed_—————-—-—-—-—-_-_________ 38, 536 
1928 (to Oct. Total number filed since Mar. 1, 192%, to Oet. 31, af fee 
81, 1927)_.] #98, 000.00) 31,306.75] 22, 693.77} 13,280.18} 99, 760. 26] 103, 757. 78 BOT 2 2 ne nnn nnn nnn nnn as ee 
wal mn I O81, 158. 74 Property and cash returned under the Winslow bill e 
SRR EER SR eA many 889, 146. va 337, 749. 801, 192, 726. 21/1, 061, 158. 74 from Nov. 1, 1926, to Oct 31, 1927...-_-______ $4, 529, 535. 10 
1 Special account—Department of Justice deduction for administrative expense on Property and cash returned under the Winslow vill =e es 
claims allowed by the department. ; : from April, 1923, to Oct. 31, 1927_.._..._-... 53, 215, 518. 10 
? Special account No. 2—Deduetions on receipts and disbursements of the Alien Property and eash returned under provision of sec. 
1 rty ee ae oo maintenance of this office. 9, exclusive of Winslow bill.................. 280, 484, 280. 21 
eneral Accounting ice, == = 
#1928 appropriation covers full fiseal year; appropriation disbursements covers Property and cash returned to date_........-__- - 833, :, 699, 798, 31 
Period from July 1, 1927, to Oct. 31, 1927. Interest and income paid to date._..._....--.. ected 16, 369, O34. 24 


For general information the committee submits the following 
statements showing the trust property on hand and claims paid, 
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AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMISSION 

The $38,000,000 program of the American Battle Monuments 
Commission to provide for the erection of suitable memorials 
commemorating the services of the American soldier in Europe 
is well siabilized and the project consists of eight chapels to 
be erected in overseas cemeteries; three large memorials and 
five smaller memorials commemorating the combat activities of 
the Army; one memorial for the service of supply; two large 
memorials and three smaller memorials commemorating the 
work of the Navy; one joint Army and Navy memorial to be 
erected in Rome; and two bronze tablets. The names and loca- 
tions of the cemeteries in which memorials will be erected are 
as follows: 


1800 


Meuse-Argonne American Cemetery, near Romagne-sous-Montfaucon, 
Prance. 

St. Mihiel American Cemetery, near Thiaucourt, France. 

Oise-Aisne American Cemetery, near Fére-en-Tardenois, France. 

Aisne-Marne American Cemetery, near Belleau, France, 

Somme American Cemetery, near Bony, France. 

Fianders Field American Cemetery, near Waereghem, Belgium. 

Suresnes American Cemetery, at Suresnes (near Paris), France. 

srookwood American Cemetery, at Brookwood, England. 

With reference to memorials outside of the cemeteries, the three larg- 
est ones will be erected at Montfaucon, on Montsec and near Chateau- 
Thierry, France. The five smaller battle-tield monuments will be located 
ns follows 

On Blane Mont Ridge, in the Champagne region. 

Near Bellicourt. 

At Cantigny. 

At Audenarde, near Ypres. The last two places mentioned are in 
Belgium and the others in France, 

In the city of Tours, France, a monument will be erected to the serv- 
fces of supply. 

One of the large naval memorials will be erected at Brest, France, 
and the other in England, The three smaller naval memorials will be 
located at Gibraltar, at Corfu, Greece, and at Ponta Delgada, in the 
Azores; and as stated before, a joint Army and Navy memorial will be 
placed in Rome, Italy. 

The two bronze tablets referred to will mark, respectively, the general 
headquarters of the American Expeditionary Forces at Chaumont, France, 
and the headquarters of the First Army, at Souilly, France. 


It is hoped that this program may be completed by the end of 
the fiscal year 1980. 

For the current fiscal year authority was granted the commis- 
sion to prepare and publish a guidebook detailing the operations 
of the American Expeditionary Forces in Europe. This book 
wus completed in time for the American Legion Convention 
held in Paris last September, and to date approximately 17,000 
eopies have been sold, 

It will be interesting to the committee for me to state that 
during the present summer a majority of the committee, of 
which I am the chairman, visited several of these sites. It is 
gratifying to an American in going to these cemeteries and over 
these battle fields to find that the places where our soldier boys 
are buried—-those who participated in these battles and who 
belonged to the Army of the United States—are better cared 
for than those of any of our allies. 

When we were there they were just supplanting the white 
crosses that were erected at the time of their burial with 
marble crosses, upon each one of which is inscribed the name of 
the soldier, his regimental or Army assignment, and the State 
whence he came. 

There are 30,000 soldiers buried in these five principal ceme- 
teries in France. They are still finding bodies over there. 
Those of you who have visited the battle fields, especially the 
fields that were wooded, know that the timber was entirely 
killed as a result of the battles, but that immediately thereafter 
an undergrowth grew up that is as dense as can be imagined. 
The bodies that are now being found—and five of them were 
found while we were over there—are found for the most part 
in this undergrowth; and it may be interesting for you to 
know that through the ingenuity and the sense of propriety 
and desire of those in charge of our cemeteries to find all that 
ein possibly be found, they have trained dogs to locate these 
remains; and more than 90 per cent of these skeletons—and 
they are only skeletons that now may be found—can be 
identified. 

Fortunately the American Army adopted many ways and 
means of identification. By the little tags or markers they had, 
or by their teeth, or by this or that deformity, they have been 
able, as I say, to identify more than 90 per cent of the remains 
that are now being found, and therefore there are but very 
few that are being placed in the graves for the unknown, 
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In one of these cemeteries five women are buried, three of 
them killed by bullets in battle and the other two dying of 
disease, 

All are being splendidly cared for, and it is a great compli- 
ment to the United States to know that we are thus caring for 
our dead. 
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ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BRIDGE 

The committee reeommends an appropriation of $2,300,000 for 
continuing the construction of the Arlington Memorial Bridge 
across the Potomac River at Washington. The bridge as de- 
signed will be a low, level, segmental arch bridge with nine 
arches, the center spun being 185 feet long. The work is 
progressing satisfactorily, the foundations and substructure 
being practically completed. A contract for the superstructure 
is being entered into, and the stone for the superstructure in 
large part has already been delivered, cut and ready for use. 
It is contemplated that the bridge will be completed and ready 
for use in the spring of 1931. The following statement indi- 
cates appropriations and expenditures and proposed obligations : 

Cost of work and proposed obligations—Status of appropriations 





Appropri- Expended [eae 


. a — 
Date of appropriation ated 








A ee a $500, 000.00 | $500, 000. 00 |. _-....-- : 
St, tr os sacseens cane ae 2, 500, 000. 00 | 1, 495, 329. 55 | $1, 004, 670. 45 
POR, FE no inivcnccwnnccsnccssccnes- 2} MOUND bevecswnncs-scct SOR COR OD 
CI an scabies al ait cee | 5, 500, 000.00 | 1,995, 320.55 | 3, 504, 670. 45 
Estimated expenditures remainder fiscal | | 
SE Beka ibm neice a i a | 2, 839, 670. 45 
Anticipated needs for fiscal year 1929 ee es oe 3, 165, 000. 00 
OO OUR issn nttinde ccs ennpaign esieasheidt piiicanakbestaaes -| 6, 004, 670. 45 
Balance available July 31, 1927.......-.--|.-.-- 2-2 -e-| eee | 8, 504, 670. 45 
Appropriation asked for fiscal year 1929..|..............j/...........-. 2, 500, 000. 00 
Mie eles * sire ih sath eee soy | 6, 004, 670. 45 
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BOARD OF MEDIATION 

Appropriations for the Board of Mediation are recomended 
by the committee in accordance with the estimates submitted 
in the Budget. During the fiscal year 1927 the board received 
265 separate applications for its services in the adjustment of 
differences between carriers and employees organizations, which 
number involved 42 railroad labor organizations and 208 car- 
riers. Of the 265 cases submitted, 116 had been adjusted by 
the end of the fiscal year. Of these, 57 cases were settled 
through mediation, 32 cases were submitted to arbitration, 15 
cases were withdrawn through mediation, 9 cases were with- 
drawn voluntarily, and in 3 cases it was not shown that they 
were subject to consideration in mediation proceedings. 

I think that is a splendid showing and well warrants the 
legislation. I am happy to state that this activity, like many 
others, depends for success on its management. I think they 
have one of the best men at the head of this concern that we 
could possibly, have for nature seems to have made him for 
mediation. I refer to our old colleague Samuel Winslow. [Ap- 
plause. } 





BOARD OF TAX APPEALS 

Appropriations for the Board of Tax Appeals are recom- 
mended in accordance with the Budget estimates, aggregating 
$720,740, which sum represents an increase of $7,960 over the 
amount available for the current fiscal year. This increase is 
to provide for the printing and binding of decisions of the 
board. 

As of November 30, 1927, there had been filed a total of 
32,598 cases, of which 13,776 had been disposed of. Awaiting 
trial and at issue there are 16,510 cases, with 1,615 cases pend- 
ing before the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, making a 
total of 17,925 cases on the docket awaiting trial by the board. 
For the current fiscal year a substantial increase was appro- 
priated for additional personnel to enable the board to keep 
pace with the number of cases being filed. This situation is 
rapidly improving, and settlement of pending cases is being 
brought to date. This is best evidenced by the fact that for 
the culendar year 1925 but 995 cases were disposed of by 
formal findings of fact and written opinions, during the year 
1926, 990 cases were disposed of, and for the calendar year 1927 
a grand total of 2,000 formal cases were closed. The board is 
now operating about eight months in arrears. 

BUREAU OF EFFICIENCY 

To provide for the general expenses and printing and binding 
of the Bureau of Efficiency the committee recommends an ap- 
propriation of $210,350 for the fiscal year 1929, During the 
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past year the bureau conducted a number of investigations 
resulting in large savings to the Government through the adop- 
tion of the recommended improvements in the method of con 
ducting the business of the various offices, and at present is | 
engaged in a large number of important investigations with 
requests pending for assistance from other offices. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


1928 


In accordance with the Budget estimates the committee recom 
mends the sum of $1,098,752 be appropriated for the expenses 
of the Civil Service Commission for the fiscal year 1929. rhis 
sum is $100,190 less than the total appropriated for the current 
year. 

The work of the commission is constantly increasing and may 
be accounted for by the natural growth of the country, reflected 
in the consequent increase in Federal activities and still fur- 
ther represented in the tendency of Congress to place new 
agencies in the classified service. A splendid example of this 
will be found in the placing of 2,500 persons engaged in prohi- 
bition work under the civil service. For this number of posi- | 
tions 19,000 applications have been received, and additional ex- | 
aminers and clerks were required by the commission. The fol- | 
lowing statement indicates the volume of work of the Civil 
Service Commission for the past several years: 


liems of work, United States Civil Service Commission 


Item 1924 | 1025 1926 1927 
sniisiigaeineiadacciaaamaialalia tesla ai  emimingiants remaniial 
ae ~» | 

Persons examined _........- soul 248, 236 216, 135 | 221, 658 67, 340 | 
Persons appointed in classified } | } 

service ae Pen 67, 349 50, 164 38, 916 | 42, O83 
Different kinds of examinations | j | 

held, exclusive of trade positions 983 979 } 978 | 4% 
Original military preference claims 58, 127 58, 785 | 47, 858 4, 033 
Communications received ‘ 1, 130, 202 1, 050, 662 176, 259 | 
Retirement cases_............--.- 2, 063 1, 895 3, 056 
Continuance cases. __.....---- a 2, O85 | 2, 045 2, 682 
Unclassified employees . 141, 180 | 138, 405 





Classified employee ; we eve 423, 538 22, 300 

rotal employees in executive civil 
service aaee sical cabins 564, 718 560, 705 59,138 | 

Commission’s employees ‘ 467 460 452 | 





For general information the following statements are sub 
mitted, showing the number of employees in each branch of the 
Federal executive civil service on June 30, 1927,- with totals 
for November 11, 1918 (armistice date), and later dates, com- 
prising classified and unclassified (which includes presidential) 
positions: 
June 30, 1927 





' apt In District of 
Department or office Columbia 


| ; 
| Columbia 


| 
| Women Total Men | Women| Total 


ee —— aa ye ——_______. 


| 

} 

| 

| 

i 

j 

| 

| 

| 

Outside District of 
Tot al 
| 





The White House...... 3 j 
Pint ampmittinnipcguenaitie: } JRA 0 
eS 7, 880 
hg no rahdotibinn omens 1, 744 
SE a 492 | B32 
Past Clie. onncéeeceecs | 3,117 739 
Mire maaan 4,449 | 1,127 
RS Ee |} 2,225] 1,240 | 
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In passing I wish to call atténtion, as the attention of every 
member of the committee has been called to it, to the examina- 
tion that was held under the law for the classification of pro- 
hibition agents. Seventy-five per cent of those who applied out 
of the 19,000 failed by reason of the mental test. Whether that 
mental test was too high I do not know, but it oceurs to me 
that there ought to be some simplified way so that they could 
get at an honest person with intelligence enough to perform 
the duties incident to the enforcement of the prohibition act. 
It does not make much difference whether a man knows what 
the capital of the Fiji Islands is in order for him to make a 
good prohibition agent. 

EMPLOYEES’ COMPENSATION COMMISSION 

Appropriations for the Employees’ Compensation Commission 
are recommended in accordance with the estimates submitted 
in the Budget and aggregate $3,675,000. The sum recommended 
to be appropriated for salaries is $75,460 in excess of the ap- 
propriation for similar purposes for the current fiscal year and 
may be accounted for by the additional personnel necessary to 
carry out the provisions of the longshoremen’s act passed 
during the last session of Congress. This act covers the in- 
juries of persons engaged in maritime employment upon the 
navigable waters of the United States, including dry docks, 
For the purposes of administration 14 compensation districts 
were organized, and the increase recommended in the accom- 
panying bill is to provide the salaries of deputy commissioners 
and other personnel, including expenses of 14 field offices located 
in the following cities: Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltt- 
more, Norfolk, Savannah, New Orleans, Galveston, Cleveland, 
Chicago, Louisville, St. Louis, Seattle, and San Francisco. 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

The sum of $112,640 is recommended to be appropriated for 
salaries and general expenses, including printing and binding 
for the Federal Power Commission for the ensuing fiseal year. 
An increase of $80,340 in the salary appropriation for 1929 as 
compared with the appropriation for 1928 is accounted for by 
the fact that up to the present time the work of the commission 
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has been performed by employees detailed from other depart- 
ments of the Government. Seeking to remedy this situation and 
appropriate directly for the costs of this activity, the com- 
mittee inserted in the appropriation act for the current year a 
provision directing the Federal Power Commission to estimate 
for the salaries of employees whose service with the commission 
had become permanent through such detail. As a result, 28 
employees are being provided for in the accompanying bill, 
their salaries are directly charged to the expense of the com- 
mission, and it is now possible to ascertain correctly the 
amounts expended for the work of the commission. Reductions 
in the appropriations for other departments have been recom- 
mended in those instances where the salary of an employee 
engaged in the work of the Federal Power Commission was 
provided from appropriations for that department. 


FEDERAL RADIO COMMISSION 


For the current fiscal year an appropriation of $52,186 was 
earried in the first deficiency act for 1928. The sum recom- 
mended in the accompanying bill for the fiscal year 1929 is 
$80,560, an increase of $28,874. Since the organization and first 
meeting of this commission on March 15, 1927, 680 broadcast- 
ing stations have been licensed, and there are pending approxi- 
mately 400 applications. The approximate number of broad- 
casting stations in the United States is 25,000, of which 16,000 
are amateur stations, 200 experimental, 340 land and commer- 
cial stations, 40 technical and training school stations, and 
about 2,100 ships licensed by the United States, 

The question occurred to the committee that some provision 
should be made for the future to make this activity self-support- 
ing, and how best to apply the cost, or how best to apply the 
series of license fees, which is a very difficult problem. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. I will, 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. The gentleman has touched on a very 
interesting point, and for his information let me say that in the 
bill drafted four or five years ago there was carried a provision 
for graduated fees for transmitting stations—-graduated and in 
sufficient amounts as we thought at the time to take care of 
the expense of administration. 

I do not recollect whether that was in the bill which passed 
the House in 1928, but it was in one draft, and we dropped it 
out. I agree with the gentleman that it is well worthy of 
serious consideration. 

Mr. WOOD. In order that we might have something tangible 
and definite it is the purpose of the Appropriations Committee 
to ask those in charge of the activity to give us some idea of 
how best to do that thing. It strikes me that this new arrange- 
ment is so impossible to the ordinary mind—this means of trans- 
mission which is destined to be one of the greatest factors of 
communication that the world has ever known should be under 
some economic financial control. 

There are about 17,000,000 receivers in the United States. 
Of course, it would be impossible, I imagine, to have them 
contribute, but somebody sells these 17,000,000 receiving sets. 
They might be made to pay. We have more than 2,000 ships 
on the high seas, It would be a difficult proposition, impractica- 
ble, to include them, for in a large part the great service of 
the radio with reference to those ships is saving life. , 

So I say these are some of the few difficulties with which 
gentlemen solving the problem will have to contend. But it is 
one that we must eventually solve. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. I will. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. There has been a good deal of 
criticism of the Radio Commission. I wonder if the committee 
had any evidence before it in the matter. 

Mr. WOOD. No; except in a general way, and the hearings 
will disclose something about what the gentleman speaks of. 
The important thing to me seems to have a limit in the number 
of wave lengths. There are innumerable short wave lengths 
which for most purposes are quite satisfactory. 

A great amount of complaint now coming in will perhaps be 


satisfied when they can control the wave lengths or else make | 


them correlate one with the other. The subject is too deep for 
me. I do not know how they are going to do it. 


FEDPRAL TRADE COMMISSION 


I desire next to eall the attention of the committee to the 
Federal Trade Commission which we still have with us. 


Appropriations aggregating $963,000 are recommended for the | 


Federal Trade Commission for the fiscal year 1929. A limita- 
tion has been carried upon the appropriation for salaries and 
general expenses of the commission, and attention is called to 
tbe fact that under this limitation no investigation that does 
rot relute to alleged violations of the antitrust acts may be 
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undertaken upon the request of either House of Congress unless 
directed by concurrent resolution. This limitation has been 
amended to include economic investigations. It was developed 
during the hearings that the Federal Trade Commission has 
been engaged in economic investigations, not a few of which 
were undertaken upon the motion of the commission. The act 
creating the Federal Trade Commission specifically sets forth 
the powers and duties of the commission, and it may upon its 
own motion undertake investigations relating to the use of un- 
fair methods of competition in commerce, and to gather and 
compile information and investigate any corporation engaged in 
commerce. The testimony given before the committee indicated 
that many of the investigations directed by the Federal Trade 
Commission had no relation to matters involved in interstate 
commerce, merely being economic investigations, and the atten- 
tion of the Congress is called to this misdirected energy of the 
commission. The attention of the Comptroller General has also 
been called to these matters, and it is hoped that further ex- 
penditures of Federal funds for unlawful investigations may be 
prohibited. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield at this point? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Does that broaden the powers of 
the Federal Trade Commission in the gentleman’s opinion? 

Mr. WOOD. No. 

Mr, GARNER of Texas. Does it contract in any way the 
powers of the commission under the present law? 

Mr. WOOD. No; it just simply calls their attention to their 
duties under the organic act. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. In other words, you are trying in 
this appropriation bill, by putting a limitation upon it, to re- 
mind the commission of its duties as a body? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. I am free to confess that is what we are 
trying to do, and if the gentleman will just let me proceed for 
a few moments I think he will agree with me. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I just wanted to be certain. The 
gentleman is on the Committee on Appropriations and is able 
to direct the attention of these bureaus to their duties. The 
rest of the membership of the House, who are not so fortu- 
nately situated as the gentleman, do not have that privilege. I 
just wondered about the propriety of the Committee on Appro- 
priations undertaking to dictate to bureaus and independent 
offices, or to the administration itself, even, by expression of 
this character in an appropriation bill? 

Mr. WOOD. I am very glad to answer the gentleman, and 
I say that I think and I believe that by reason of his long 
service and by reason of his keeping in touch and contact with 
the operations of the various bureaus of this Government, he 
knows, as well as anybody, how prone these bureaus are when 
once created to expand and extend their authority. One of 
the great misfortunes of our Government has been the creation 
of new commissions or bureaus, being given authority under 
the organic act whereby they may adopt regulations for the 
conduct of their business. Immediately they begin to legislate. 
In consequence most of them go far afield, each of them ever 
trying to extend its jurisdiction and power. The Federal Trade 
Commission has not been immune from this offense, and to 
my mind it has been one of the greatest offenders. The Federal 
Trade Commission, by reason of the act creating it, has a 
wonderful extent of power, authorizing it to make examinations 
and inquisition into every corporation and business engaged 
in interstate commerce, 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I agree with that statement, and 
if the Federal Trade Commission personnel were composed of 
the type of men that were contemplated at the time the act 
was passed, and who occupied that position for quite a while, 
I do not think the abuse the gentleman speaks of could be com- 
plained of at the present time. 

Mr. WOOD. Possibly that is true. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Referring to the limitation that 
has been carried in the appropriation bill, what effect has 
that had upon the work of the commission? 

Mr. WOOD. It has had some effect. It has not had the 
effect that I think Congress intended it should have, by reason 
of an opinion that was handed down from the Attorney Gen- 
| eral’s office, written by a present member of the Federal Trade 
| Commission. 
| Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. By whom was that opinion 
| signed? 
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Mr. WOOD. It was prepared by Mr. Myers, written by 
Mr. Myers. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. But it was signed by the Attorney 
General? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It was addressed to the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. WOOD. And I expect as perfunctorily as most of these 
opinions are signed. It would be absolutely impossible, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky will find out sooner or later, for the 
man who signs these various opinions to prepare them himself, 
and the gentleman will learn that nine-tenths of the opinions 
which come from the Attorney General's office, like nine-tenths 
of the reports that come from the Secretary of the Treasury or 
the Treasury Department, are laid down before the chief and 
signed by him by reason of the chief's dependence on those who 
made them. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Of course, at the time the opinion 
was prepared Mr. Myers, now commissioner of the Federal 
Trade Commission, was in the Department of Justice? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I call the attention of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana to the fact that the Comp- 
troller General prior to the time the Attorney General signed 
that opinion specifically passed upon the limitation that the 
gentleman caused to be placed in the appropriation act of 1925, 
and said: 

This exception has the effect of leaving undisturbed section 6 
subsection (d) of the act of September 26, 1914, quoted above 


which section was the one that provided for inquiry being insti 
tuted at the request of the President or of either House of Con- 
gress. I ask the gentleman if it is not the opinion of the 
Attorney General and the Comptroller General that the only 
effect that this limitation has is upon concurrent resolutions of 
the Congress? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; I agree with the gentleman on that propo 
sition. And that is just the purpose we had in mind in adding 
the word “economic.” ‘The lawyers who are present and who 
are familiar with the decision handed down in the child labor 
case held, and properly, as I think, that the production of an 
article is not a matter of interstate commerce; that an economic 
inquiry into the cost of production is a thing with which the 
Federal Government has nothing to do. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr, Chairman, will the gentlema: 
yield there? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If you had the type of men com 
posing the Federal Trade Commission at the present time that 


gentleman think it would be necessary to put the limitation in? 
Would it? 

Mr. WOOD. Undoubtedly the gentleman is correct, but un- 
fortunately we have not had that character of men. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Who is responsible for it? 

Mr. WOOD. I should say President Wilson, during his eight 
years. He had left an awful mess there to clean up. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Why does not the present adminis- 
tration clean it up? 

Mr. WOOD. When I came to Congress—and I think I may 


have stated this before—there was a gentleman by the name of | 


Edward Hurley, a member of this Trade Commission, a high 
minded, broad-minded, business man in the United States, who 
proved his worth many times over during the war, and- 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I wish the gentleman would tell us 
at this time whether there is a single member of the commis 
sion now serving on that commission who was appointed by 
President Wilson? 

Mr. WOOD. I want to make this statement first. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes; and I would like to have that 
information. The gentleman should not forget that. 

Mr. WOOD. He told me that he hoped the job I had would 
prove satisfactory; he hoped that my job was entirely satis- 
factory. I had no experience at all in it at that time. I 
asked him what was the matter with his job. He said that 
when he accepted that position he understood that it was the 
part of the Federal commission to protect and encourage legiti 
mate business against illegitimate business, and he added, 
“ But I find in practice that I was entirely mistaken.” He said 
it had been the practice of this commission to stick its nose 
into legitimate business at the behest of illegitimate business. 
Now, remember that Mr. Hurley was a Democrat, and I give 
him credit for being one of the best business men in the United 
States and with having contributed much to the general busi- 
ness welfare of the country. At that time Thompson and Victor 
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Murdock and others were constantly putting into effect resolu- 
tions that were being passed by the other body, and occasionally 
by this body, for no other purpose than inquiring into and 
trying to break down the legitimate business interests of this 
country. There is a young man by the name of Myers, a con- 
tribution as a Republican to this body who filled the place of a 
socialistic member whose time had expired, and I confess they 
did not make any improvement in the appointment 

I think the only recommendation he had was from the De 
partment of Justice, he then being in the Department of Jus- 
tice, and the desire was to get him out of that body and put 
him into this one where he might be of still more trouble. That 
gentleman is now advocating the idea that all the business of 
this country, so far as corporate interests are concerned, should 
be under direct Federal control. That is to say, that there 
sheuld not be a corporation in existence except by license from 
the United States Government. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, will my friend yield? 

Mr. WOOD. In a moment. I will place this whole article 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. BYRNS. I think my question is relevant right there to 
what the gentleman is stating, if the gentleman will permit. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BYRNS. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana ff 
that policy was not recommended by the Secretary of Com- 
merce, Mr. Charles Nagel, who served in the Taft administra- 
tion, and was also recommended by President Taft and Attor- 
ney General Wickersham and approved by Judge Gary, who 
was of the United States Steel Co., with a number of large 
industrial plants located in the gentleman's district? 

Mr. WOOD. I think that came yery largely from the gen- 
tleman he got the information from 

Mr. BYRNS. I got it from the hearing. 

Mr. WOOD. I think that is so. 

Mr. BYRNS. It was not contradicted at the time the state 
ment was made at the hearings. 

Mr. WOOD I did not know how to contradict it. It came 
with an air of truth. tut IT now know that it is a slander on 
one of the greatest business men that this country ever knew. 

Mr. BYRNS. Then, so far as President Taft and Attorney 
General Wickersiiam and the Secretary of Commerce are con- 
cerned, they approved it? 

Mr. WOOD. I think that is so, so far as Secretary Nagel 
was concerned, at least. 

Mr. BYRNS. I referred to that because it seemed to be the 
policy of many distinguished Republicans. 

Mr. WOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee, Are 
you willing to subscribe to the policy that every corporation 


, : : : | organized i » Unit States s ave » license of 
the gentleman from Indiana would himself select, does the organized in the United States must have the licen of the 


United States Government? 

Mr. BYRNS. No; I am not, I will say very frankly to the 
gentleman. Sut the gentleman was seeking to criticize the 
membership of the Federal Trade Commission, and Mr. Myers 
in particular for his advocacy of such a plan, and I was simply 
seeking to show that it was not a new thing coming from him, 
but that it had been advocated by men much higher up in the 
Republican Party than Mr. Myers. 

Mr. WOOD. You have the statement of Mr. Myers to that 
effect. It may or may not be true. But we have had these 
miasmas from the beginning of time, and probably will have 
them to the end. It ought to be the desire of conservative 
business men of this country, founded on the bedrock of truth, 
that business should not be killed. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield again? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I was asking the gentleman the 
question, Who is responsible for these unwholesome appoint- 
ments? The gentleman said President Wilson was. I want to 
show, and I want the Recorp to show, that not a man on the 
commission at the present time was an appointee of President 
Wilson. The gentleman ought not to say so. President Wilson 
is not responsible for it. 

Mr. WOOD. He is responsible for the dirty mess in which 
we found this situation. 

Your man Houston Thompson was one of this same character 
of men. Your man Victor Murdock, who was appointed as a 
Republican, was not a Republican except as to the fact that he 
had the brand on him, for he was really everything else but a 
Republican. 

I am criticizing the appointment of this man Myers, who 
is a Republican. This is not political with me. I am trying to 
see this commission cither made the agency for good it was 
intended to be or else abolish it. 
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Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Let me remind the gentleman that 
I prefaced my question by saying that if the personnel of that 
commission were whut it ought to be, you would not need to 
put this limitation in the bill, and I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that the personnel is that which has been 
selected by his administration within the last seven years. The 
gentleman tried to put me off by saying President Wilson was 
responsible because of the bad situation existing there. 

Mr. WOOD. I tried to answer the gentleman from Texas by 
citing the experience of Mr. Hurley. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Why did not your party appoint 
good men to these offices? 

Mr. WOOD. Well, I suspect-——— 

Mr. GARNER of Texas (interposing). Do you not have 
the material? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. We are pretty nearly perfect but some 
time or another we make a mistake. [Laughter.] I wish to 
say to the gentleman from Texas that the whole thing started 
wrong. Mr. Hurley was appointed in 1914 and this commission 
was originated in 1913. If the character of men that the 
gentleman from Texas might have appointed and desired to see 
appointed had then been appointed and had been succeeded by 
such men throughout these years there would not be any need 
for complaint. But here is the trouble to-day. 

These gentlemen are passing resolutions and investigating 
businesses with which they have no concern, and about which 
there is no complaint, for no other reason than trying to carry out 
their ideas of what the policy of this Government should be. 
I want to read you what this man Myers said: 


I believe sooner or later we will have to pass a Federal licensing 
law for corporations The Government should have supervision over 
corporations and the right to say how and where they should dispose 
of surplus earnings. 


Think of such a document as that. I will here insert the 


article in full: 


MYERS PLAN TO PUT INDUSTRIES ON GUILD BASIS——~TRADE COMMISSIONER’S 
SCHEME WOULD REMOVE FEDERAL INTERFERENCE FROM BUSINESS 


WASHINGTON, September 20.—Big business would be permitted to 
correct its own unfair practices and ills under a novel plan proposed 
by Abram F. Myers, Federal Trade Commissioner. 

Under Myers’s proposal much of the present Government interference 
would be eliminated and industrial groups allowed to “clean their 
own doorsteps.” . 


BASED ON GUILD SYSTEM 


The commissioner plans to form each major industry into a self- 
correcting and governing body to draft its own rules of trade practices, 
supervised, if necessary, by the Federal commission. 

Myers is starting with the motion-picture industry. A trade con- 
ference of motion-picture producers, distributors, and exhibitors has 
been called in New York next month. 

“My idea is based on the old guild system,” the commissioner ex- 
plained. “It is good and wholesome,” 

“There is no reason why industries can not rid themselves of the 
ills of unfair practices without arbitrary orders from the Government. 
I believe. when all major industries are organized, business men will 
be more content and confident and that the general public will be 
better satisfied. 

“Those who carry on unfair practices are in the minority and can 
be quickly brought to terms by pressure from the industrial group. If 
this fails, then the commission can step in.” 

WANTS UNITED STATES CONTROL 

This is Myers’s solution for the ills of unfair practices, but for “ big 
business " monopolies, interlocking stock acquisitions, and violations of 
the antitrust laws he has other ideas, 

“TI believe sooner or later we will have to pass a Federal licensing 
law for corporations,” the commissioner stated. “The Government 
should have supervision over corporations and the right to say how and 
where they should dispose of surplus earnings.” 


There is only a dividing line between a corporation and a 
partnership, and if they were to apply that idea to corporations, 
in justice, if it were adopted, it should apply eventually and 
would to partnerships. There is only a dividing line between 
a partnership and an individual conducting a business, and 
logically it would soon apply to individuals. It would be 
paternalism, complete in the Government of the United States. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Is it not a fact that, no matter how good 
an official we may have in a position, whether appointed by a 
Democratic President or a Republican President, that if the 
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basic law under which they operate is bad they can not serve 
well? In other words, is it not a fact that the whole Federal 
Trade Commission act was based on the idea of the Democratic 
*arty, at the time the bill was originally passed, to get at 
some big corporation and that the framework of this law is so 
made that you can not have good results under it? I am for 
the gentleman’s proposition to either reorganize the whole 
law or else drop the Federal Trade Commission absolutely, and 
one way to do it is to stop appropriating through the appro- 
priating committee, as our Democratic friends stopped the 
Tariff Commission by not making an appropriation. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. In that connection it seems to me 
that if the commission is to be put out of business or their 
powers limited, it should be by a direct attack rather than by 
hitting under cover, and I suggest to the gentleman that in 
the opinion of the Attorney General and in the opinion of the 
Comptroller General the limitation that has been carried in 
this appropriation bill for three years means nothing so far as 
stopping any inquiry under a resolution of either the House or 
the Senate. 

Mr. WOOD. Well, it does mean this and it has had this 
effect. Of course, it can be evaded, according to the rule 
adopted down there by the majority but not by the minority, 
if a resolution is passed by the Senate or passed by the House 
in which it is alleged there is a violation of the antitrust law. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Let us get back to the original prob- 
lem that I asked the gentleman about, which was that if the 
personnel of the commission were composed of men of the type 
the gentleman would appoint there would be no occasion for 
any additional limitation or change in the law. Now, if the 
President has the resignations of these gentlemen on his table, 
which he requires with reference to members of the Tariff Com- 
mission and other appointments, why can he not accept them 
and change the personnel? Can not the gentleman make such 
a suggestion to the President? 

Mr. WOOD. It may be that after he reads this Recorp he 
will do something of that character. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Can not the gentleman go to the 
White House and give the President that information? 

Mr. WOOD. I have never been ordered away when I did go 
there. [Laughter.] I will say, in answer to the gentleman 
from Texas, that we have one man there that I am proud of, 
and I think the gentleman should be. He tries to construe the 
law as he feels Congress intended it should be construed, but he 
is in a hopeless minority. 

In order that you may know what his idea is, I will inecor- 
porate in my remarks a brief he has submitted setting forth 
his position, and he sustains his position by the quotation of 
numerous authorities and decisions of the United States Su- 
preme Court. If he is correct, and I think he is, these gentle- 
men have gone far afield in spending thousands and hundreds 
of thousands of dollars of the money of the taxpayers of the 
United States that has resulted in no good and has not been 
edifying to the Congress of the United States and has been any- 
thing but beneficial to the business interests of the United States. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman is referring to the chairman 
of the Federal Trade Commission? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; Mr. Humphrey. 

Mr. BYRNS. I want to ask the gentleman if Mr. Humphrey 
in the hearing did not say or show by his statement that if he 
had his way he would limit the work of the Federal Trade 
Commission solely to antitrust investigation, and is not that 
also the view of the gentleman? Do not the gentleman and 
Mr. Humphrey agree upon that point? 

Mr. WOOD. No; the gentleman is mistaken about that. He 
would limit it to violations of antitrust acts and to investiga- 
tions for the benefit of Congress as called for by Congress. 

Mr. BYRNS. Precisely. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS. But is it not the position of Mr. Humphrey 
that he would absolutely ignore subsection (a) of section 6, 
which gives the Federal Trade Commission the right to initiate 
investigations in the interest of fair trade and for the purpose 
of preventing unfair competition in this country? 

Mr. WOOD. Upon the other hand, he says in his opinion 
that is the duty of the Trade Commission and that gives them 
their limit of power. He cited several examples of that. He 
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would limit them to doing the things which it appears to the 
commission is a violation of the antitrust law, and the Supreme 
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Court has determined that there are half a dozen different 
statutes that are all part and parcel of the antitrust act and 
must be considered in connection with it. 

Mr. BYRNS. Of course, 1 do not want to misquote Mr. 
Humphrey, and I think I can find it here in the hearings, but 
I thought prebably the gentleman could save me that trouble 

Mr. WOOD. I can save the gentleman that trouble. 

Mr. BYRNS. Does not Mr. Humphrey say in the hearing 
that of course after Attorney General Sargent rendered the 
opinion to which he referred, he has been following the opinion 
rendered by the Attorney General, but if that opinion had not 
been rendered, it was his idea the Federal Trade Commission 
should do no more than make antitrust investigations and also 
respond to any concurrent resolution upon the part of Congress, 
ignoring absolutely the primary purpose of the act, which was 
to give publicity to unfair methods of competition and to secure 
the safety of legitimate business in this country, whether large 
or small. 

Mr. WOOD. Now that the gentleman has raised the question 
and in order that there may be no misunderstanding of the 
attitude of Mr. Humphrey, who was long an honored Member 
of this body, I will read this memorandum: 

MEMORANDUM RE BCONOMIC INVESTIGATION RESOLUTIONS 


The Federal Trade Commission, by four resolutions—one of which 
was passed by four of the commissioners, and three of which were 
passed by three of the commissioners—ordered certain economic in- 
vestigations 

I am opposed to these resolutions for two reasons: First, I do not 
think we have the authority to make such investigations; and second, 
I am opposed to them as a matter of policy. 

I find no authority, expressed or implied, authorizing the Federal 
Trade Commission to make investigations of this character If we 
have any such authority, it must, of course, be found in the statute. 
The Federal Trade Commission act, the Clayton Act, and the Sherman 
Act, in legal contemplation, are all one law and should be construed 
as if they were all enacted at the same time. (Brooklyn, etc., v. Pren 
dergast, 7 F (2d) 658; State v. Gerhart, 145 Ind. 439; 33 L. R. A. 
313 (320); Lyon v. Manhattan, ete., 25 L. R. A. 402.) 

I can find nothing in any of these acts that authorizes the commis 
sion “to employ the time and talent of economists" to “ develop facts 
ef interest to Congress and to the business world in consideration of 
important economic questions.’ I find no autbority in the statute for 
the commission to make investigations except of corporations engaged 
in interstate commerce. 

It seems to be conceded by those who favor these resolutions that 
the commission does not have the authority to compel the production 
of information necessary to carry out these investigations. Does not 
this amount to a statement that we have no legal right to make such 
investigations? 

Section 9 provides, “That for the purposes of this act the commis- 
sion * * * ghall have power to require by subpoena the attend- 
ance and testimony of witnesses and the production of all such docu- 
mentary evidence relating to any matter under investigation.” 

To concede that any subject matter is beyond the compulsory power 
of the commission as above defined is to concede that it is outside the 
powers of investigation conferred upon the commission. 

The logic of the statutory grant of compulsory power coextensive 
with the commission’s power of investigation is unimpeachable. The 
commission’s investigations and the reports based thereon are intended 
to be the basis of Federal action, administrative or legislative. To be 
of value they must disclose all material facts. An investigation based 
only on testimony and documentary evidence voluntarily produced, can 
disclose only such facts as the parties in interest are willing to have 
disclosed. Such disclostres will always be of but a portion of the 
facts—such facts as are deemed to be favorable to the parties making 
the disclosures. 3ut a part of the facts may be thus established, 
and these are likely to come from persons who are prejudiced and 
something less than frank. The statute clearly does not contemplate 
that the commission shall make such investigations or such reports. 
Federal action, administrative or legislative, can not safely be based 
thereon. 

What could more definitely define our authority to investigate than 
our power to compel the production of facts pertinent to such investiga- 
tions? What would an investigation be worth where we could only 
procure the evidence of those who might favor the proposition? How 
could we secure evidence of facts that were most necessary, if they were 
possessed only by hostile witresses? Does not the power to enforce 
obedience to our demands exactly measure our legal authority to make 
them? This seems axiomatic. So as in this instance when we pass 
resolutions that it is admitted direct inquiries that we can not compel 
evidence to carry out, we have no authority to direct such inquiries. 
To argue otherwise, is to argue that we have the right to spend the 
public money in what may be perhaps an enjoyable performance, but 
one perfectly idle and useless. If we can spend money for an investiga- 
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tion, where we have no legal right to secure facts pertine 
imagination suggest an investigation tha 
to make? What is the measure of our author 


As already stated, the Federal Trade Commission act and the Clayton 


Antitrust Act are all one in Jegal contemplatior rhese acts relate onl; 
to interstate commerce and to violation of the antitrust laws it fol 
lows then that the investigations by the Federal Trade Commis n can 


be made for only two purposes 

1. To investigate violations of law 

2. To investigate such matters as directly affect interstate commerce 
with a view to transmitting information and recomn dations to 


Congress for consideration for purposes of legisiatior 





None of these resolutions ts for ei purpose It is claimed that 
au rity for such resolutions is ft in that portion of the Federal 
rrade Commission act, which reads as follows: 


‘Sec. 6. That the commission shall also have power 

(a) To gather and compile information concerning. and to investi 
gate from time to time, the organization, business, conduct, practices, 
and management of any corporation engaged in commerce, excepting 
banks and common carriers subject to the act to regulate ymmerce 
and its relation te other corporations and to individuals, associations, 
and partnerships. 

"(b) 


in commerce, excepting banks and common carriers subject to the act 


require, by general or special orders rporations engaged 


to regulate commerce, or any class of the 





, or any of them, respe 
tively, to file with the commission tn such form as the commission may 
prescribe annual or special, or both annual and special, reports or 
answers in writing to specific questions, furnishing to the commission 
such information as it may require as to the organization, business, 
conduct, practices, management, and relation to other corporations, 
partnerships, and individuals of the respective corporations filing such 
reports or answers in writing. Such reports and answers shall be made 
under oath, or otherwise, as the commission may prescribe, and shall be 
filed with the commission within such reasonable period as the commis- 
sion may prescribe, unless additional time be granted in any case by the 
commission. 


“(f) To make public from time to time such portions of the informa- 
tion obtained by it hereunder, except trade secrets and names of cus- 
tomers, as it shall deem expedient in the public interest; and to make 
annual and special reports to the Congress and to submit therewith ree 
ommendations for additional legislation ; and to provide for the publica 
tion of its reports and decisions in such form and manner as may be best 
idapted for public information and use.” 

“Commerce,” as used in the above quotation, of course means inter 
state commerce, as is especially stated in the statute. It will be seen 
that the statute says in section (a) “any corporation engaged in com 
“corporations engaged in commerce.” None of 


these resolutions is so limited to commerce or to corporations engaged in 





‘ 


merce”; in section (b) 
such commerce. “ The declared purpose’ of each of these investigations, 
according to Commissioner Myers, the author, is “to develop facts or 
interest ’ relative to “important economic questions.” Economic ques- 
tions involve three different elements, “ production, consumption, and dis- 
tribution.” (Webster's International Dictionary.) 

Manufacture and production is not interstate commerce, and Congress 
has no power or authority to legislate in relation thereto. In the recent 
case of the Utah-Idaho, etc., v. F. T. C., C. C. A. (Sth Cir. Oct. 21, 1927), 
it is stated: “ It is well settled that production and manufacture is not 
commerce.” Other authorities to the same effect are: U. S. v. BE. C 
Knight Co., 156 U. S. 1 (12); Hopkins ov. U. S., 171 U. 8S. 578 (592); 
U. S. v. Joint, ete., 171 U. S. 505 (567-8); United Leather, etc, v. 
Herkert, 265 U. S. 457 (471); Hammer v. Dagenhart, 247 U. 8S. 251 
(272-3) ; Industrial, ete., v. U. S., 268 U. S. 64 (80). 

Consequently, the commission could not investigate economic questions 
for the purpose of furnishing information to Congress in so far as pro 
duction and manufacture are concerned, because that is a question with 
which Congress ts not cencerned and about which it can not legislate. 
Such investigations could not be of any possible use to the commission, 
as its only power is to issue orders to cease and desist from violations 


| of law. 


So far as I can conceive, such investigations for the use of cither 
Congress or the commission are equally purposeless and useless 

The argument was made for the first time before the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House of Representatives that these resolutions 
are limited by the provisions of the statute, even if such provisions are 
not written into the resolutions themselves, It would seem that this 
is rather a belated argument to sustain the action of the commission, in 
view of the fact that each resolution expressly declares that its purpose 
is to investigate economic questions, and in view of the further fact that 
the action of the economic division in conducting these investigations 
up to date shows that they construed such resolutions as directing them 
to investigate economic questions, and that is what has been done In 
other words, the limitations of the statutes up to this time in these 
investigations has been entirely disregarded. It is hardly to be expected 
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that an employee will interpret a resolution different from its plainly 
declared purpose. It was not dene in the present instance. 

Docs any Member of Congress believe that if these resolutions had 
ontained the wording of the statute that the investigations would 


. have been made? In view of the fact that investigators have already 


been sent to various parts of the country in pursuance of these reso- 
lutions, making economic investigations along the lines directed in the 
resolutions, does any Member of Congress believe that such interpre- 
tation was placed upon such resolutions by the proponents thereof prior 
to the time that the House Committee on Appropriations questioned the 
authority of the commission to make these investigations? 

In any event what would an economic investigation be worth for any 
purpose that was limited solely to the direct effect that such economic 
practices had on interstate commerce? 

I find nothing anywhere in the statute that even hints that the 
commission has power to make economic investigations, for such inves- 
tigations must necessarily go beyond the question upon which Congress 
can legislate. Such investigations must necessarily go beyond the 
power of the commission to investigate on its own initiative, because 
they involve subjects over which the States alone have control. It is 
significant that the Federal Trade Commission act itself limits the 
power of the commission to investigate, when directed by the President 
or either House of Congress, “to any alleged violations of the anti- 
trust acts by any corporation.” 

I can not believe that it is a reasonable construction of the statute 
to say that the commission has such wide power to investigate on its 
own motion and so limited a power when directed by the President or 
Congress. I can not reach the conclusion that the courts will ever 
place such broad construction upon our power, 

On the question of our authority to make such investigations it might 
he worth while to note that in so far as I know there was no discussion 
by the commission of the legal questions involved before the passage 
of these resolutions. Neither have the legal questions involved been 
submitted to the chief counsel or to any other attorney representing 
the commission for an opinion thereon, either before or since the 
passage of the resolutions, This is a departure from the precedents 
and practices of the commission. Of the three members out of five of 
the commission that voted to pass three of these resolutions, only two 
were lawyers, and only one lawyer who voted for these three resolu- 
tions—Mr. Myers—is now a member of the commission. 

POLICY 

Assuming that we have the legal authority—which I do not believe— 
as a matter of policy I am opposed to these resolutions. The appropria- 
tion bill for 1928 contained the following provision : 

“No part of this sum shall be expended for investigations requested 
by either House of Congress, except those requested by concurrent reso- 
lution of Congress; but this limitation shall not apply to investiga- 
tions and reports in connection with alleged violations of the antitrust 
acts by any corporation.” 

i can not believe that Congress ever intended that we should have 
the authority to make an investigation on our own initiative that Con- 
zress would net permit us to make upon the request of either House 
of Congress. If Congress did not want us to spend the time and 
money of the commission for such investigations upon the request of 
either House, I can find no theory that would satisfy me in concluding 
that Congress wanted the commission to do this thing of its own 
motion, Even if it be admitted that said provision in the appropriation 
bill did not apply in letter to investigations initiated by the commission, 
I can not escape the conviction that it did in spirit. In my judgment, 
by that action Congress clearly expressed the intention that it did not 
favor investigations by the commission that were broader than the 
commission could make upon the direction of either House of Con- 
gress; that is, that Congress clearly showed that it did not favor any 
investigations except when limited to “alleged violations of antitrust 
acts by any corporation.” 

None of the resolutions referred to is so limited, nor is there any 
claim that it was intended to so limit them. Commissioner Myers, 
the author of these resolutions, in a memorandum submitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, says: 

“The declared purpose of these inquiries was to employ the time 
and talent of its corps of economists, industrial experts, and investi- 
gators as much as posstble on constructive inquiries which would de- 
velop facts of interest and benefit to Congress and to the business 
world in the consideration of important economic questions.” 

In view of that declaration, I can not escape the feeling that each 
of these resclutions is a clear and direct evasion of the foregoing 
quoted provision in the appropriation bill. I can see no benefit that 
ean come from any of these investigations. The fact is that the ma- 
terial information—if there is any—that can be secured under these 
resolutions, could be secured from an encyclopedia, the Census Bureau, 
and the Department of Commerce for a mere fraction of what it would 
cost the commission. It would be useless for us to furnish a report 
on these investigations to Congress for the purpose of legislation, for 
Congress can not legislate upon economic grounds, except upon the 
narrow proposition, as they may directly affect interstate commerce. 
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As the questions of production and manufacture and consumption 
are necessary and most important items that must be considered«in 
any economic investigation, and as they do not involve interstate com- 
merce, it follows that we would be doing a useless thing to make these 
investigations for the purpose of furnishing information to Congress 
to be used in legtslation. 

Another thing: I can not escape the conviction that if Congress 
wanted these investigations made they would have directed us to do so, 
Such investigations can not possibly furnish any basis for action by 
the commission and could be of no service to the commission, as we 
can not issue orders to cease and desist based upon economic grounds, 
Our orders must all be based on some alleged violation of law. There 
is no allegation of violation of law in any one of these resolutions. I 
am strongly inclined to believe that all investigations of the commis- 
sion should be Hmited to alleged violations of the antitrust acis or to 
some interference with interstate commerce. I doubt if any investiga- 
tions for the purpose of furnishing information to Congress should be 
made unless directed by Congress. 

The report of the Senate committee on the Federal Trade Commission 
bill says, referring to the proposed commission: “ The powers, of course, 
must be large, but the exercise of the powers will not be against law- 
abiding business, but against lawless business.” 

I am in harmony with that statement. I have a conviction that it is 
to the public interest that any concern that obeys the law should be 
free from the expense, the annoyance, and injury of any investigation 
by the Federal Trade Commission. 


RESOLUTIONS 


The first resolution, which is in regard to resale-price maintenance: 
This matter has been investigated many times by different committees 
of Congress. It seems to me that about all the wisdom extant on this 
proposition has already been secured by these committees. Congress 
has declared for the policy of competition in this country. I can not 
believe that Congress desires to legalize price fixing, and unless it does 
such an investigation to furnish information to Congress would be use- 
less. I can not escape the conviction that if Congress wanted us to 
investigate for the purpose of furnishing information on this question, 
it would direct us so to do. The commission needs no information on 
this subject, as the law is sufficient, and the Supreme Court has said 
in a very recent case that the purposes of the law are clearly enough 
stated in the opinions that it has rendered on the subject. (F. T. C. 
v. American Tobacco Co., 274 U. 8. 543.) 

2. In regard to the blue sky resolution, I do not understand its pur- 
pose. Apparently it is to furnish information for State as well as 
Federal regulation. I do not conceive it to be any part of the duty of 
the commission to investigate in order to furnish information to State 
legislatures. In any event, the information sought by this resolution 
could be secured in the library from statutes and decisions instead of 
doing as the commission is now doing—sending men to various parts of 
the country to make inquiries in relation to the matter. 

3. In regard to the questions involved in the resolutions in relation te 
the economical distribution of commodities, I think the laws that exist 
fully cover the questions involved. 

4. In regard to the resolutions directing the investigation of the 
du Pont Co, and the General Motors Corporation, inasmuch as they 
allege no violation of the law, I can not see its purpose, unless it was—~ 
as the resolution apparently intends—to investigate these great concerns 
with a*view to telling them whether or not they are properly running 
their business, 


(During the reading of the above memorandum the follow- 
ing occurred :) 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman state from what page 
he is reading? 

Mr. WOOD. I am reading from a memorandum or brief. 

Mr. TREADWAY. That is not in the hearings of the sub- 
conumittee? 

Mr. WOOD. No; it is a brief submitted by Mr. Humphrey 
to me, to be placed in the Recorp. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. From listening to the statement of the 
gentleman, and also from seeing a great many statements in 
the press of Commissioner Humphrey, one would judge he does 
not want to make any investigations at all. 

Mr. WOOD. Oh, no; Mr. Humphrey wants to make every 
investigation that is warranted by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. Woop] has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for one hour more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one additional hour. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. OLDFIELD. The gentleman from Indiana was speak- 
ing about Mr. Myers. I do not know anything at all about 
him. I do know Mr. Humphrey, because I served in the House 
with him for several years, and I also know that there is one 
splendid lawyer on the commission, Judge McCulloch, of my 
State, who for many years was chief justice of the supreme 


court of our State and one of the ablest members of the su-. 


preme court we ever had, and I would suggest that the gentle- 
man in criticizing the commission should certainly leave Judge 
McCulloch out of such criticism. 

Mr. WOOD. I did not mention Judge McCulloch, did I? 

Mr. OLDFIELD. No; and the gentleman knows he is ¢ 
real lawyer or would know that if the gentleman ever had any 
contact with him. 

Mr. WOOD. No; I have never had any contact with him. I 
understand that is correct. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. He was a great judge in our State. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes: and I understand the judge does not sub- 
scribe to these highfalutin ideas of Mr. Myers. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. I do not know anything about that, but 
I would resent very seriously any suggestion with respect to 
Judge McCulloch's ability. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask a little broader 
question than the one that has been discussed here in the last 
few minutes. May I ask the gentleman to cite any one act 
during the life of the Federal Trade Commission or any one 
decision it has rendered that has been worth while for the 
American people or for the taxpayers of this country. Has 
the Federal Trade Commission, in the course of its life, benefited 
trade? 

Mr. WOOD. Well, that is a pretty broad question, and I 
suspect that several instances might be cited. I can see where 
it could be a great agency for good if they would confine them- 
Selves to the purposes for which they were organized. 

I expect that the commission had much to do with the cessa- 
tion of the Pittsburgh-plus proposition. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. As I understand, the gentleman 
is objecting to the commission instituting inquiries on their own 
motion? 

Mr. WOOD. No; I am nat. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I refer to economic inquiries. 

Mr. WOOD. I am objecting to instituting anything on their 
own motion unless they have a prima facie case that it is a 
violation of the antitrust law. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I want to call attention that 
since 1921 the commission has only initiated or put into motion 
nine inquiries of that kind—the anthracite-coal price in 1923; 
cooperation in foreign countries, 1924; terminal elevators, 1924; 
lumber associations, 1926; Pan Handle Petroleum, 1926; and 
four they have initiated this year—the resale-price question, 
the price-sale bases, the blue-sky, and the du Pont investigations. 

Mr. WOOD. To show you how absolutely futile some of their 
actions are take this blue-sky investigation, to which the gen- 
tleman refers. Of course, we are all interested in blue-sky 
legislation. The only thing they expected to do was to find 
out the action of the several States on the blue-sky proposition. 
They have a man now on the Pacific coast investigating the law 
with reference to blue sky. If you go into the law library, you 
ean get all that information, all that would be of any interest 
to this Congress for legislative purposes. 

Yet we are spending thousands of dollars on that proposition. 

eI think in one of these resolutions the gentleman expressed the 
purpose that the clerks not being otherwise employed we are 
going to do this thing. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman said a8 moment ago that he 
was not opposed to the Federal Trade Commission making in- 
quiry and initiating investigations providing it was for viola- 
tion of the antitrust law. The gentleman is falling into the 
same error that Mr. Humphrey has fallen into, because he 
repeatedly calls it an antitrust statute. The statute itself in 
the authority given to the Federal Trade Commission under 
subsection (a) of section 6 does not in any sense refer to any 
trust or unlawful combination, but gives the commission the 
right to initiate investigations concerning the practices and 
methods of corporations. 

Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman will go further and read the 
decisions of the Supreme Court on that statute he will see that 





RECORD—HOUSE LSO7 


they have held that that means a violation of the trust act by 
those engaged in interstate commerce 

Mr. BYRNS. The only reference in this Trade Commission 
act to trusts or investigations of trusts is subsection (4d), 


| which provides that such investigations can be made on the re- 


quest of the President or either House of Congress. The gen- 
tleman attempts to read back subsection (d) into subsection (a). 
Another thing, section 5 of the act deals with unfair compe- 
tition. Certainly the gentleman would not prevent the Trade 
Commission from making an investigation—— 
Mr. WOOD. The Supreme Court has held that any unfair 


| practice is a violation of the trust act. 


Mr. BYRNS. If the gentleman will pardon me, does not the 


| gentleman think an investigation to see whether or not there 


has been unfair practice or some combination in violation of the 
antitrust law of the United States by some instrumentality of 
the Government should first be made, rather than a mere charge 
based possibly on suspicion and entering into court for dissolu- 
tion. Ought not the facts to be developed first? The gentle- 


| man’s statement would deny the commission the right to make 


any investigation unless there was proof in advance that there 
was a violation? 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman is misstating my position. I 
think what they ought to do is to exercise a little common sense 
in trying to carry out the purposes of the act. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. KELLY. I am interested to get the gentleman's posi- 
tion. I understand that the Attorney General and the Comp- 
troller General have both ruled that these investigations on 
their own motion are legal. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. KELLY. In the report of the gentleman’s subcommittee 
I notice a statement here which strikes me, which states that 
the attention of the Comptroller General has also been called 
to these matters, and it is hoped that “ further expenditures of 
Federal funds for unlawful investigations may be prohibited.” 
There have been no unlawful investigations, haye there? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; half of them have been unlawful. 

Mr. KELLY. But the Comptroller General and the Attorney 
General say not. 

Mr. WOOD. I shall modify the statement that I made. I 
do not think there have been any since we adopted this restrie- 
tion, except this, that they did carry out those that were already 
in motion at that time, and the Comptroller General paid them 
because of the fact that they were authorized by the resolu- 
tions, 

Mr. KELLY. But the Comptroller General does not usually 
pay anything that he is not fully convinced of himself, 

Mr. WOOD. As I say, he was authorized. I would not say 
that they were unlawful in every respect, because they were 


| authorized by resolution, and they were put in force by the fact 


of the resolution, but they were clearly outside of the field for 
which this commission was created. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania speaks of this as the report of the committee. This 
does not purport to be the report of the committee. This is a 
report from Mr. Woop, “ from the Committee on Appropriations.” 
This is the report of the chairman of the subcommittee, and not 
the committee's report, because, of course, the committee never 
saw this until after it was submitted. 

Mr. BYRNS. If it is the committee’s report, then there are 
a great many on the committee, I will say, that do not agree 
with it. 

Mr. KELLY. That clears up the statement, then, that this 
is not the committee's report? 


Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. And if the gentleman would 


| yield, I would say that this is not my view. This does not 


express my view in regard to the matter. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. Sum- 
MERS] might have either concurred in it or not, if he had been 
there. I do not know whether he would or not, but he was not 
there. 

Mr. WASON. And, if the gentleman will yield, I am a 
member of that committee, and this is the first time that I 
have ever heard any objections to the report. 

Mr. WOOD. I expect the gentleman from Washington would 
have either concurred in it or expressed his opinion at the 
time it was adopted, if he had been there. 





ties, 





| 


en ees, 


L808 CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
deman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. This matter was discussed 
in the whole committee when the subcommittee reported the 
bill to it—not the wording of the report, but the new wording 
that was inserted in the law, and attention was called to the 
fact that it was somewhat different from what had been agreed 
upon in the subcommittee, 

Mr. WOOD. No; it is no different at all from what was 
agreed on in subcommittee, and I want to say in passing, and 
then I am done with this thing, so far as I am concerned, 
each individnal of this Congress onght to be as much in- 
terested in protecting the Treasury of the United States as 
| am, and each individual member of this committee, and of 
the Congress can know, if he will, that we have been wasting 
thousands of dollars in this activity that has never amounted 
to anything. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. That is not what we are 
discussing now. 

Mr. WOOD. TIT am not sure whether the gentleman knows 
what we ure discussing or not. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. In regard te the proviso and the 
limitation now in the bill, I do not think the gentleman from 
Indiana would say that the subcommittee agreed upon the 
Janguage contained in that limitation. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not knew why they did not agree to it. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I will tell the gentleman why. 
It was because the subcommittee agreed on an amendment by 
the inelusion of the word “economic” before the word “ in- 
vestigation,” which appears here in line 21, of page 17 of the 
bill, and never agreed to the inclusion of the words “ including 
economic investigations,” and I feel certain that the .gentle- 
man from Indiana will not stand on the floor and say that that 
is not the amendment he proposed. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I feel that the gentleman is ab- 
solutely earnest and honest in the statement that he makes, 
but I feel also that I am at least entitled to the same respect 
when IT say that the langnage is exactly as I supposed it was 
to be. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman not recall 
using the word, saying that he wanted to insert ene word? 

Mr. WOOD. The word “economic.” It is the difference be- 
tween tweedledee and tweedledum, as to whether you put the 
word in before or after the comma. I don’t care. You can 
take the comma out, if you want to, 

Let us now proceed. Next I come to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCB COMMISSION 

The committee recommends appropriations for the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, in aceordance with the estimates sub- 
mitted in the Budget, with but two exeeptions, For the 
Bureau of Locomotive Inspection the committee recommends 
that the sum of $493,056 be appropirated for the year 1929. 
This sum equals the appropriations for the current year, but 
exceeds the Budget estimate by $2,408. For printing and bind- 
ing the sum of $265,000 is recommended to be appropriated, 
which sum is $10,000 in excess of that estimated in the Budget. 
The work of the commission is increasing and the volumes of 
decisions are essential not only to the werk of the commission 
but to those engaged upon pending matters, and the conmittee 
is of the opinion that sufficient funds should be appropriated to 
make these decisions available. 

For the general expenses of the commission the sum of 
$2.564.500 is recommended to be appropriated. The sum is 
$108.900 more than the amount available for similar purposes 
for the current fiscal year and is made necessary by the in- 
ereasing number of formal cases being filed before the commis- 
sion. For the past several years the committee has increased 
this appropriation to provide for sufficient personnel to enable 
the commission to keep pace with the increased volume of work, 
but it has been found difficult to obtain competent employees, 
and the committee is of the opinion that the sum recommended 
is sufficient to meet the actual needs of the commission for the 
ensuing fiscal year, 

For the Bureau of Valnation the committee recommends the 
sum of $2,200,000 for 1929. Under the three-year program 
adopted by the committee in making appropriations for the com- 
pletion of the primary valuation work of the railroads, it is 
gratifying for the committee to be enabled to make the follow- 
ing statement: 
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Status of primary valuation of steam railroads December $1, 1927 


Percentage of 
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: ae age of 
Cases | used age of total 
ee te number 
| | trac mileage ain 
| | of cases 
i inlay 
’ | 
Hearings: | 
|B ee Re, Re 645 173, 073 87.4 
(>) Partly eomploted.................-. | 86} 51,191 | 11.5 
(c) Not yet reached ..................- | 9 10, 430 | 11 
(d) ala a aed | 74 234, 64 100. 0 [~ 100. 0 
SS  ———————S=S-—»«=*_—_—_—————s 
Final reports: | | 
(a) Final by default... .| 295 | 8, 543 3.5 28. 4 
(b) Final by decision.................- i 347 | 52,243 21.5 33. 5 
Bianisicinneseall cindberlelcbiashebudleleistaedtoekaascleidon 
(ce) TOE MINE cic nese wens | 642) 60, 786 | 25.0 61.9 
(d) Yet to be adopted...-........--...| 393 | 182,451 | 75.0 38.1 
(©) BI ss aciwictnhonshaidgebicndnne 4 1,035 | 243, 237 100. 0 | 100. 0 





To bring the primary valuations of steam railroads to date, 
the committee has again adopted a program in making appro- 
priations, which will enable the commission to complete this 
work within the next three years. The following statement 
shows the status of this work at the present time: 

Status of valuation order No. 8, December 15, 1927 


Aggre- Average : 
gate period Mile- 
| Miileage | (years) years 


be Sates en peers hi ad 
Field examinations have been completed, 

' 

} 

' 


= 
| Number 
| of roads 











as follows: 











aia ale ial 69 62, 710 6. 94 435, 392 
Rig adnan sence 145 5, 153 | 6.16 31, 781 
Total eompleted.......-..---.------ 214} 67,863 | 6. 88 | 467, 173 
| San! a 
= examinations are now in progress, as | 
follows: | 
tee be 32} 80,778) 8901 719,040 
CFI ea tinted tice ncn eniitamsiamns } 15 826 | & 29 6, 846 
Total in progress.........-..-......- | 47} 81, 604 | 8.90 | 725, 886 


VETERANS’ BUREAU 


For the Veterans’ Bureau for the ensuing fiscal year the com- 
mittee recommends appropriations in aceordanee with the 
Budget estimates. The total amount recommended to be ap- 
propriated is $485,560,000, a decrease of $7,240,000, as compared 
with the appropriations for the current fiscal year. 

For military and naval compensation an appropriation of 
$195,000,000 is recommended. On October 31, 1927, there were 
247,165 total-disability claims and 86,727 death claims, a grand 
total of 333,892. Disbursements for that menth amounted to 
$15,792,333. For the fiscal year 1929 it is estimated there will 
be a total of $341,178 compensation claims, involving an ex- 
penditure of $195,000,000. 

For adjusted compensation an appropriation of $112,000,000 
is provided in the accompanying bill. The following statement 
briefly sets forth expenditures under the World War adjusted 
compensation act: 

Summary 
Adjusted service and dependent pay: 











BUPCGRE BUDRODTIRIEG...« ovine ccmctmeuinndibdaioon $238, 629. 398. 00 
Net CEPORGICETCS . iciignemedeniidennmnantm cena aw 24,136,022. 85 
Tae, * III oie tres cientintringnesn ogrepttaesen en 14, 494, 375.15 
LSS SSSS————s 

Adjusted service certificate fund : 
Bmewst GUPTOPTIMEIRS 6 oi 6 nin ke 448, 000, 000, 00 
Tevested, - DAGRTONS chee tein spline cen cwemee 10, 900, 000. 06 
CE SER IE pein rttcqe entire mer einhenn qeneiign 1, 215, 627. 38 
460, 115, 627. 38 
EE GIO id db dh dct wtibociinnis 55, 180, 395. 84 
WeeeenGes PANG en ~ ei ere co csmenssne 404, 955, 233. 54 


In accordance with the estimate submitted in the Budget, the 
committee recommends an apnropriation of $106,750,000 for 
military and naval insurance. The following statement indi- 
cates the forms of converted insurance in force on various dates, 
together with the amount involved: 





too kate 


once 


5 ORR il el A dE ee iN RN on ni Ea 








[928 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1S0O9 



































ns oe Se —— a ~ fan ints available for the current ex and it s hoped tha 
yu) ae) I vit { is rdaditi i ' ' - , i por 
’ “ f tl commission m Lue I i ‘ 
il peri is 
= \p ] il Sui} B ra are Pr 1 in 
nce I I ! ind agereg SUSS, 700 
. 7 7 ' ri 7 » 
20-1 ‘ § . w | I : ed du ul ivi t ipp ‘ 269 
20-year i ’ ‘ B 5 - Pes Witl rieS agyvrezating di \\ % ¢ i n 
' r ‘ - . ’ s. Uf > ‘ c 
End ; the Shipping Board, but were carried uy 
1 ’ t t ix - « - 5 , - ' a : s* ; | 
0-payment life \ \ 200) 152 s { “ ft Merchant Fleet Corporation, and paid from money ava 
4 ‘ l expenses of 1 corporation lo prevel I 
: — 5 deta n the future, the committee recommends the following 
Total converted provision be made a part of the paragraph making appropri 
urance : ; , ’ , ions for tl Shipping Board 
Term insu ) ) 
ided, That the nual S Shipping | i 
Total in fore 81, 587, 008 19 le t $ s of iployees ¥ es 
vith the board 3 1 pe h de 1 the 
ss ; : Mere Fleet Cor] 
) . | The con mittes re« int is | it th lary of the secretary 
Convert nsura to the board be fixed at 87,500) so long as the position retained 
Numbe \ D Numt A by the present incumbent, and in the event of a change in in 
cumbency, compensation for that position shall be in accordance 
. _| With the classification act of 1925 
“li fo { } $09 (| s s ©, 0, O44 HS 
Ordinary life ‘ — ‘ <6 ; af a : MERCHANT FLEET CORPORATION 
20-payment life at] { ¥, 245, f 2 ) ) a ‘ ; : 
20-year endowment 4,4 SY. 15 154, 219 12, 402, O21. 9 fhe committee invites especial attention to pages 606-818, 
30-year endow mer Ni greg on ame 5 ORD. 760 inclusive, of the hearings on this bill, which relate to the 
ndowment, age 62 1), OO4. BY ~ 9 . : 
{0-payment lif 602 3, O85, TOL. R2 29, O17 19, 64 Shipping Board and the Merchant Fleet Corporation rhe ae 
5-year convertible term 264 1, 838, 606. 00 04, 652 22, 430, 3 tivities of the various bureaus of the board and the corporation, 
tence ' ce 14 2 3 M7.8 +S 10 * ; . ‘ : 
Extended insurar si ; : : personnel, claims, and operating data and information are fully 
I converted in set forth, and perhaps better than ever before set out the 
i 09 65, 177, 543. 37 | 664, 58 47, 005,515.98 status of our merchant marine 
- In order to briefly place before the Congress more pet 
irance reinstatemen Ju 126, 125,364; $423 i tinent features of the physical operation of merehant 
wa marine, the following statement has been prepars Which sets 
‘4 curs MM SiON ' ’ 
fort the personnel employed, operating data and _ results, 
The committee recommends that the sum of S754.000 be ap the status of th onstruction loan, Dieselization. insurance, 
propriated for the expenses of the Tariff Commission for the and liquidation funds, vessels sold and the laid-up fleet. and 
ensuing fiscal year This sum is $68,000 in excess of the’) the number and nature of all claims 
Comparison o ber of ¢ lo gs and annual pau roll mine une 3 Ju 1926, June , 1927, and N m ) 
Arranged t 1 ‘ i l Nover 19 
Tune 30, 1924 Tune 30 ' Tur ) 1927 ‘ 
Number 0 Annua Numbe \ N er 0 \ ‘ \ \ \ 
S. SHIPPIN VARD | 
U.S. Shipping Board pay ro 9 $277, 120 | 8 ’ 720 87 $260, 560 ; 20 7 $234, 360 
U.8.S pping Board employ @s paid by \1er- | 
chant Fleet Corporation ' ! 
Legal department neon 19 16. OF { i410 108 RR, G26 12 14, 440 2 ‘ 1o0 
Other offices ‘ . Jeetndname ) 199, 920 2 0 119 260, OS { M, 600 ‘7 817 Ran 
Total 20 S4 Ss 254 ’ my 227 49, 900 52 my. O40 ) yu) 
Employees assigned to other Government de 
partments . . z 0 ) 1 620 9 2 2 5 24. 3 « ” Ow 
Total, U.S Board : ING 1, 123, 10 a ! S10 S23 95S, f : f 92, 940 
MERCHANT FLEE YRPORATION 
Vice president and general manager 11 64, 860 840 5 0, 421 il 19, 660 } 46, 000 
Vice president—administration 
Vice president’s office | 2 14, 000 00 9 4, 160 7 620 ‘ 2. 66) 
Executive department— | 
Personnel division (including central | 
service) ha cee 15 25, 030 ) | *) 7 13, 680 9 > 100 <4 45. 760 
Statistical division re 40 83, 280 68, 640 0) 2, 460 24 64, 560 29 64, 320 
Ship sales division aera | 7 56, 600 14 41,520 { 42, 300 14 4 380 AM) 
Investigation division ........- ‘ 26 70, 660 1 42, 660 7 16, 640 
Advertising division adasa 1 38 77, 840 ) 27, 700 5 11, 880 7 19, 140 l 2, 100 
Field offices—exectitive........-... | 214 372, 483 173 323, 487 141 271, O97 158 Ol. G2 6 0 4 
|—-——— : — i 
Total executive department - 550 685, 803 253 521, 527 204 $18, O57 229 451. 80 247 184. 607 
Secretary’s office : 84 120, 560 71 104, 480 59 85, 560 66 Of, 660 ; 108. 600 
Finance department_.- 156 410, 780 112 295, 120 9 260, 205 107 "7. 040 10. 67. 400 
General comptroller’s department ‘ 526 | 1, 108, 996 4103 856, 910 | 323 701, 710 01 656, 880 290 623, 140 
Insurance departinent.......-.- : 4 76, 020 32 72, 300 26 65, 820 28 74, 520 » 77, 300 
Total, vice president—administra- 
tion. l 2 2, 416, 249 8 1, 863, 33 723 { 2 738 1, 578, 525 | 747 | 05, By 
Vice president—operations | j | 
Vice president’s office paGenatneaieol ; 00 } 21, 980 aoe ae 3 4 780 24, 780 
Operations department SE ST 1, 075 ! 82 608 1, 105, 265 ra 537, 326 08 609, 629 | 621. WO 
Maintenance and repair department... ...- 146 40) } 206, 620 128 132 410. 080 ‘ 418. 300 
Traffic department ined 140 780 138 371, 760 84 10 275, 490 11 287, 250) 
Supply department aged 187 788 2 460, 573 172 i 416, 332 207 4106, 008 
Reserve fleet division_................... ‘i i, 338 922 1, 004 1, 726, 679 | 1, 948 1 172 q 1, 258, 676 1, 230 1, 218, 808 
Total vice president—operations.......- | 3, 389 9i2 3, OFF , 982, 877 2, 600 3, 283, 951 2, OBA 2, 904, 967 1, W7 2, 976, 713 
Total Merchant Fleet Corporation. -. 4,552 | 7,382, 021 3, BRS 890, O54 5, 328 4, 868, 883 2, 783 4, 623, 152 2.753 4, 617,920 
UNITED STATES LINES | 
United States Lines. .................... seceded 670 1, O79, 321 | 694 1, 133, 667 | 645 1, 130, 11% | 612! 1,046, 579 640 1, O70, 196 
a ee eee om , GOS | 9, S84, 443 4,926 | 8%, 039, 561 4,296 |} 6, 943, 648 | 3,741 | 6,636, 351 s, 746 6, 081, 356 
| } j } } i } > = = — 
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Comparison of number of employecs and annual pay roll, June $0, 1924, June 36, 1925, June 36, 1926, Fune 96, 1927, and November 30. 27—Continned 




















a a ; —_$$$—$ es a aa 
| Fiscal year Fiseal year | Fiscal year | Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year | Fiscal year 
j 1923 1924 1925 \ 1926 1927 1928, Budget | 1929, estimate 
| 
Ne iegieipaseinhnnpeccilaiginai jain — | ohimeee sated — 
OPERATING DATA | 
Number of ships in operation (average during fiscal year): | | 
Cargo 347 | 338 299 238 282 266 RB 
Passenger and cargo 17 14 14 | il 5 | 5 | 5 
United States Lines 11 | 10 6 | 6 5 | 5} 8 
Tanker 2 17 | 21 14 | 7| 9 | 9 | 9 
Total oll Ce a aE Be : 392 | 383 | 333 | 262 | 301 285 | “288 
Total tonnage of ships in operation (based on average } | } 
number shown above), dead-weight tons : 8, 378, 342 8, 350, 583 | 2, 970, 948 2, 345, 630 | 2, 688, 833 2. 536. O88 2, 548, 648 
Number of cargo and passenger and cargo services main- | 
tained at end of fiscal year = 78 71 | 61 5 | 49 48 1g 
Total number of terminations per year (excluding tr Igs) | 1, 848 1, 686 ie 1, 569 | 1,215 } 1, 424 | 1, 275 1, 336 
OPERATING RESULTS } - | : 
Total vessel revenue onan en enenecee-enenee-| $96, 468, 843. 06 |$103, 625, 416. 83 ‘$100, 460, 150. 07 | $81, 038, 731. 5R | $86, 062, 174. 86 | $79, 172, 249. 00 $84, 725, 000. 00 
Other operating revenue (met)__...__- ciiaiieaneceane } 780, 026. 57 | 692, 374. 66 03, GOL. 49 $99, 151.2 1, 286, 198, O8 795, 000. 00 | 800, 000. 00 
Wii viebh gs oe ee | 97, 248, R69. 63 | 104, 317, 791. 49 | 100, 963,751.56 | 81, 937,882.83 | 87, 348,372.94 | 79,967,249.00 | 85, 525, 000, 00 
Total ves sel oper I initiate steed | 140, 173, 947. 17 | 141, 046, ¢ 316. 33 | 128,319, 166.18 | 97, 700,710.35 | 98, 835, 841. 87 91, 780, 711. 00 96, 725, 000. 00 
Other operatin SOUND cctasiatunslphosistaiaisinateednaamitialieiniee NG Sabb 42,106.98 | 4,467, 569. 75 2, 708, 373. 62 3, 843, 781. 23 | 4, 438, 942, 95 2, 676, 000. 00 2, 200, 000. 00 
Total expense ee OE Bi en eed | 140, 216, O54. 15 | 145, 514,186. 08 | 131, 027, 539. 80 | 101, BH, 491. 58 103, 274, 784. 82 94, 456,711.00 | 98, 925, 000. 00 
Reserve a ia ke i aan moet . piesa edna eel eects Liicncwaie ---| 2,510, 538. 00 |. : 
Deficit for ve ailbdidiceei a 42, 967, 184. 52 41,196,394. 59 | 30,063, 788.24 | 19,606,608 75 | 15,926,411. 88 17, 000, 000. 00 | 13, 400, 090. 00 
Appropriation for year . | 50,000,000. 00 | 50, 600,090. 00 | 30, 000,000.00 | 24, 000,000.00 | 13, 900, 000. 00 17, 000, 000. 00 13, 400, 000. 00 
Special fund to cover losses of lines taken back from pur- | 
chase | 
Amount of appropriation ae al elds eae a | 10, 000, 000. 00 | 1 10, 000,000.00 | 1 5, 000, 000. 00 
} 


Balance of appropriation at end of fiscal year_.......!. --| 10,000, 000.00 | 4 5,900, 000. 00 | 5, 000, 000. 00 


} ! 


















































1 Reappropriated. 2 $5,000,000 authorized for operating losses, fiscal year 19: 28, by act of Feb. » 1927. 
~ ee ee ar - aa 2 : * | | a re 
Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year Fiscal year | Fiscal year 
1923 1924 } 1925 1926 1927 
ee " oad ; alee ek ie a ie el a a hiveds —‘euee oroer eee _ A i 
OPERATING FUNDS (INCLUDING INSURANCE RESERVES) 
Operating balance carried forward at end of fiseal year... .............. pi eeidtiek woah $40, 996, 657. 01 $43, 319, 050. 80 | $40, 656, 393.72 | $41,615, 434.42 | $38, 114, 851. OL 
Liabilities carried by balance carried forward..............-...... nisadetaed ine itellndeaetiiceninsanct | 40, 996, 657. 01 42, 826, 470. 63 40, 656, 393. 72 41, 615, 434. 42 38, 114, 851. 01 
| 
CONSTRUCTION LOAN FUND 
} | | 
Balance avai ilable for use at end of fiscal year-.-. 5, 000,000.00 | 60, 881,931.62 | 57, 424,004.52 | 60, 925, 269. 97 75, 203, 465, 77 
ee ee ee i Ren He PERE RL ie 4 400, 000.00 | 5, 140, 000. 00 6, 910, 000. 33 9, 550 801, 66 
Ameunts in suspense at end of year (pending legislative SU eicntesntinnescsbacesen SES Ne ta set peetnilastadnlecaieibcaeiies | 18, 564, 447, 86 | 19, 367, 504. 65 (') 
ee ———————— —— — = = = —— — 
Total construction loan fund.................. siatitameniie Cianeuaiaienematiote eccceee------| 50,000, 000, 00 | 61, 251, 981. 81, 128, 451, 38 87, 202, 774. 95 | 84, 754, 267, 43 
DIFSELIZATION FUND | 
1 
elensn 6 Gall OC Si sk dcccceb atte eae ie SS Pa () 8, 217, 160,20} 5, 231, 417, 57 | 1, 824, 722. 16 
INSURANCE RESERVES | 
Marine insurance | . 

Reserve at end of vear Serer la eta tela ta seaitiabaie jmeioae’ seed 3, 436, 232, 29 3, 669, 668. 71 6, 391,397.56 | 7, 136,096, 32 6, 097, 020, 79 

Charges to reserve during yer ir hihliaiiinleaitucdilibiasiantatininulcestiniad Guin s demining (8) 5, 343, 318. 81 4,651,153.34 | 2,933, 699.5 3, 897, 247. 08 
Protection and indemnity insurance: 

Reserve at end of DERE. 0.2: +cccsctidhtittipatintedanncsesnsenetperandhes thames 5, 414, 217, 61 | 5, 312, 541. : 4, 971, 157. 80 4, 670, 257. 72 4, 396, 596, 35 

Charges to reserve during year. ....-................ Gettin aes deininetbiiinnaceens ) 2, 993, 410. 5 4, 472, 836, 49 1, 746, 233, 37 1, 792, 277. 12 

LIQUIDATION FUNDS 
Total receipts from liquidation of assets.................. pupeseiieaviddibenertiiinbinscumen 43, 442, 385. 61 23, 090, 661. 10 10, 373, 643, 17 3, 965, 547. 64 9, 385, 757. 72 
Distribution of receipts: 

Liquidation expenses (including administrative expenses, laid-up fleet, ete.)_.......-- (4) (9 3, 996, 800. 55 3, 432, 308, 23 3, 000, 000. 00 
‘Transfers to construction loan fund dp Wanita to nian lite tie i ad “hateia sh toh dente ata ..| 43, 442, 385, 61 11, 281, 931. 62 eo 8 ae 16, 918, 997. 13 
Receipts from sales in fiscal year 1926 in excess ‘of aac ition for liquir lation expenses | 

held in suspense until use approved by Congress, Mar, 4, 1927 sienna asa albeit tos atetiies ical heii tak Asides caceieerctes SL encpiieminiahaisinnn ie tie UG, Wi a. lccmananentininane 
Receipts from sales, including Interest on transactions Suite to June 5, 1925, held in sus- Z | | 
pense until use a pproved by Congress, Mar. 4, 1927 Se ike naetadd ein sate himbicin wn nenenee------]-- ceiesnakael Tecan 
Transfers to miscellaneous receipts, U. 8. Treasury 29.48 |__ } it 
SALE OF VESSELS 
Number of vessels sold: 

DRED: 5.4.5 cicciigiainic tne sn eben ialima nnn dieing kee irate { 24 47 

In groups for restri ected. operat ion as lines_.....- 10 5 

For SIIUNG.....« cantiaioalintnwnadeied snide behinnnda i aeemiasnnmedib nani n Bens 2 18 $3 | 

ital waitin i a os e 52 | 55 | 
Number of limes sold .......... aeeihnnnanets Sebteinsneenenssnnenateneaqensecactaghcacnevesieapenae 2 | 1 | 
Total sales price of vessels sold...........-..- I ee. $30, 138, 906. 96 | 8 $7, 045, 684 ” $8, 9985, 729. 09 | $6, 990, 937. 00 





————_—————_——>—>—— ——>S==—====== = — —— = — ————— 

LAID-UP FLEET | — 
Number of vessels laid up at end of fiscal year ...........-.- 2-2-2 ene eee eee ee eee 937 9M 914 | 580 X 506 
Tonnage of vessels laid up at end of fiscal year (dead- weight RR ac 5, 949, 122 5, 862, 726 5, 850, 273 4, 295, 754 | 3, 768, 001 
SOEPUD CEPOMIES GATED FOE en osc cequnnsccsucoesepubpinuddadiasenibaatntaes cies eos e---| $4, 418, 335. 59 2, 915, 814. 23 $2, 867, 577. 68 $2, 474,355.29 | $2, 123, 116. 69 

SPECIAL CLAIMS APPROPRIATION 

} 

Balance at end of fiscal year.........- OS aR I a ke wenennenee-enne| ' $6, 517, 924.25 | $5, 034,687.40 | $4, 596,144.79 | $3, 570, 237. | $1, 927, 767. 12 
Settlements during year from appropriation eainnsaapenteiaee iciueeusukl Noi uth anda ahiedielthentaressadaa aii --| $1, 483, 0. 85 L_ $438, 542.61 | $1, 025, 908. 83 | $1, 642, 470.84 





a a ao = = > SS 


! Act of Mar. 4, 1927, authorized inelusion of part of suspense items in construction loan fund. 

? Fund not authorized until fiscal year 1925. 

+ Reserve not set up until end of fiseal year 1923, 

‘ Liquidation expenses paid from general funds. No speeifie authorization or appropriation for liquidation expenses before fiscal vear 1925 

* Act of Mar. 4, 1927, authorized transfer of these amounts te construction loan fund. These amounts are inchaded in the total of $16,918,997.13, shown as transfers to con- 
struction loan fund during fiseal year 1927. 

* Wooden vessels —T 

? Balance set up at end of fiscal year 1923 to cover estimated settlement cost of outstanding claims payable from the special appropriation. 
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Comparison of number of employces and annual pay roll, June 30, 192}, June 30, 1925, June 30, 1926, June W, 1927, and November 30, O27—Continued 
| Fiseal we Fiscal year al year Fiscal year cal year 
1923 | rk Y 125 1927 
~ — a moe ert ee —— — - = ~ - — = 
CLAIMS AGAINST THE U.S. SHIPPING BOARD (EXCLUDING COURT OF CLAIMS CASES } 
Nuunber of claims at end of year | 
Admiralty cases aay ince elena eoacstadiialia teams ta eiin ni-eeneh ileg seated 4 | as 60 8 DS 
Legal cases aahioe 290 | 266 24 ) ? 
Miscellaneous cases. ......- bein: Doane tinh hit ial nai tt dtaneatnehcadinacgmiagaiimalii ll vt { is is 
REE GINUIEIN 6 occ ccmacncncccqunesenssasesessssesesossons ' 13 0 
ites peste OF CIES 2 < «odin no cctsne enced nnteccscosteneccedcqucsésuceecequunece 2, 065 1, 398 s T4 48 
Gross amount claimed f _ ; 
Admiralty cases a a ae $31! 31. 64 | $18, O88, OTS, 7 £11, O19, 484. 24 $6. TST. 478. 34 z 7 122.8 
Legal cases Slat “ ‘tinea aeaerduiaeinaioait 85, O10, 217, 29 76, 346, SSS, 07 60, 660, 182. 57 46, 385, O21. O1 mm 510 385 TO 
Miscellaneous cases. ..-..........-.- . esiacéimaaitancsal 272, 360. 33 24, 119. 16 1, 200, 471. 61 258, 005. 58 NO SI 
Unpaid awards - . . ........-------- 2-220 e ne enn eer n ne ee enn enneee-s- », 303. 10 0, 38 : 
Total amount claimed... ........-.-.-- ..---- --eee0cee0e----2-e eee eee 485, 909.26 | 95, 858, 782.4 » 880, 338. 42 $249. 808. 03 44, 204,513.84 
NOTE hese totals include claims which are payabie from the special Claims 1, a5 well as claims which, when led, w paid fro ther available 
funds 
To provide for operating losses incurred by the Merchant who is, I suppose, one of the best law yers in that State. repre- 
Flect Corporation the committee recommends the sum of $12,- | senting the line that he was attorney for, to say that they 
000,000 for the fiscal year 1929, This is $1,400,000 less than the came to my office and told me of the possible desire of that 
estimate submitted in the Budget. It was adduced during the | committee to come before the committee and relate their 
hearings that certain economies might be effected through re troubles. After hearing in a summary way what they had on 
ductions in fuel and supply costs and the sale of several lines | their minds, I said: 
of vessels. In addition the committee deducted the sum of | It strikes me that you gentlemen ought to get together and decide 
o~ . ‘ .7r 3 } ‘ sar " re 
$350,000, which approximates the annual earned interest ON | upon whether there should be 4 sailings te Calcutta instead of 16 
various funds under the control of the corporation To com 


pensate for this latter reduction, however, a new section has 
been added to the paragraph making appropriations for the 


Fleet Corporation, as follows: 

(e) All interest earned on the funds of the United States Shipping 
Board Merchant Fleet Corporation is to accrue to these funds and is | 
made available for the purposes hereinbefore set forth subject to the 
limitations herein established. | 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield” 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I am sure the gentleman is interested in 


establishing a permanent merchant marine, just as much so as 
Iam. Perhaps we differ as to policy and as to the treatment 
by Congress of this activity. I am wondering if the gentleman's 
committee has not made a mistake in cutting the Budget esti- 
mate a million dollars. I can not find in the hearings any place 
where a single member of the Shipping Board has suggested, 
or agreed on, or appeared to be satisfied, with the action of the 


committee in cutting the Budget estimate a million dollars. 
The estimate of the board was $14,300,000. The President's 


Budget cut that amount to $13,400,000 and the committee now 
cuts that a million dollars. 

It is true that the hearings show something of a saving in 
fuel. It does appear that some of the witnesses evidently 
assumed that all conditions affecting shipping will be as good 
in the next year as they were in the past—of which we have 
no assurance—did not demur; but I call the gentleman's at- 
tention to the statement of Chairman O'Connor, at page 7S1 
of your hearings, where he asked the committee not to cut the 
estimate of the Budget. Will the gentleman give us some idea | 
as to how he expects to help the merchant marine by cutting | 
this appropriation even below the estimate prepared and ap- 
proved by the Budget? 

Mr. WOOD. I will be glad to answer the question, I may 
say in passing that yesterday the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Brevy] made a speech in which he called attention to the fact 
that some time during the hearings a committee of gentlemen, 
headed by ex-Governor Miller, of New York, came to this town 
and had an interview with me and afterwards with members 
of the Shipping Board on account of the differences arising 
between them with respect to certain sailings in which the Fleet 
Corporation had a line of vessels, and the inference was de- 
duced from what was said that as the result of that interview 
the appropriations for the Shipping Board were reduced in this 
sum of $1,400,000. I felt at the time that it was very fair in 
him, and I felt also that there was not a member of the com 
mittee but who was in agreement with me as to what the appro- 
priation should be, who entertained for a moment the idea 
that the reduction had anything to do with that. I wish to 
eommend the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Beepy] on his state- 
ment of what occurred, and the extracts he put in disclosed 
what occurred at that meeting. 

It is only fair, however, to the gentlemen present on that 


occasion, headed by ex-Governor Miller, of New York, who is | had already been before the Shipping 


; on 


There seemed to be a difference of opinion among the gentle- 


men and the Shipping Board, and I thought there should be 
some conference between these conflicting interests in order 
that something might be agreed upon and for the purpose of 
getting a business connection between the American line as 
opposed to a connection between the British lines and the 
American line. The interest of Mr. Miller was an American 
line. They wanted an additional trip, making 15 or 16 in all. 


It occurred to me that possibly an arrangement might be made 
between them. It was with that idea in mind that I suggested 
that there should be a conference between them, and for that 
purpose I called upon Mr. O’Connor and General Dalton and 
arranged for a meeting at 1 o'clock in the afternoon, at which 
Mr. O'Connor and Mr. Plummer and Mr. Smith represented 
the Shipping Board. But the result of it was that nothing 
came of it, and nothing was ever said or referred to about a 
cut; and I am happy to say to the committee, that in order 
that there might not be any misunderstanding as to the atti- 
tude of these gentlemen and of this committee, I asked Chair- 
man O'Connor and Vice Chairman Plummer to come to my 
office this morning. Mr. Wason, Mr. Vinson of Kentucky, Mr. 
CULLEN, and myself were present; and these gentlemen stated 
that it had never occurred to them that this reduction was 
in consequence of or because of that meeting. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. I have not heard anybody charging that 
the floor. I thought the gentleman ffom Maine made a 
splendid and courageous statement. I think he was very fair 
to the chairman and to the committee, and I think that per- 
haps the chairman unduly exercised when he takes the 
position that he must defend himself and the committee even 
before a charge is made. The chairman ordered the Shipping 
Board members to come to his office. 


1S 


Mr. WOOD. No: he did not order anything of the kind. He 
invited them. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. Well, you requested them to come You 


requested these gentlemen to appear in your office before they 
appeared before your committee to present their estimates of 
funds needed for carrying on the activities of the 
Board and Fleet Corporation. 

The chairman knew, I assume, that this gentleman to whom 
you refer and this distinguished gentleman from New York, 
ex-Governor Miller, a great lawyer, who seems to think he can 
enjoin the Shipping Board from entering into the territory 
of our chief competitor under the British flag. These gentlemen 
came up here at the request of the chairman, and the chairman 
must have known that they—— 

Mr. WOOD. What chairman? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I mean the gentleman from Indiana, my 
friend {[Mr. Woop]. 

Mr. WOOD. You mean when Mr. O’Connor came up? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes; Mr. O’Connor, General Dalton, Mr. 
Plummer, and Mr. Smith, three members of the Shipping Board. 
Surely the chairman knew tbat these distinguished gentlemen 
toard and had thrashed 


Shipping 


recognized as one of the foremost citizens of that State, and | out their matters more than once before the Shipping Board. 
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I wish to be falr In any statement about the incident. T 
have stated no conclusion the gentleman might see fit to defend 
just now; but is not the Shipping Board the place for these 
parties to adjust their differences and not the office of the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Appropriations who has 80 
much to do with providing funds for the Shipping Board? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Alabama, that these gentlemen came here ostensibly for the 
purpose of appearing before the committee. After having heard 
their statements it occurred to me that their differences were 
such that they ought to be composed without airing their 
troubles before the committee. I thought that would be in- 
finitely better, and with that idea in view this conference was 


held, Let me say to the gentleman that I think it is better | 


now than a lawsuit and I think it is better now than having 
a rate war, costing the United States more than $1,000,000 a 
year, that these gentlemen get together under one flag and not 
under a divided flag. 

Mr. McDUYFIb. I agree with the gentleman entirely. What 
sort of a lawsuit has the gentleman reference to? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say it was stated upon that occasion, 
and if was stated here yesterday by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Beepy], that they are proposing to bring a lawsuit under 
section 7 of the merchant marine act, which provides that one 
line carrying the American flag shall not enter into competition 
with another American line. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Does the gentleman think there is any 
ground for such a lawsuit? 

Mr. WOOD. I am not deciding that law question at all, 
but there is a chance of having a lawsuit, and I want to avoid 
that if possible. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I do not want to burden the gentleman or 
take up too much time, but the gentleman knows that any 
money he appropriates for the Shipping Board will not be 
wasted, judging the future by the past, and the gentleman knows 
that any money that is not used will be covered into the Treas- 
ury, except that which is needed to pay outstanding obligations 
under the language of the law. That being so, what is the 
object in eliminating $1,400,000 from the estimate of the Budget? 

Mr. WOOD, I will answer that. The hearings in this case 
disclose that with the disposition of the west coast lines there 
will be more than $1,000,000 saved in that operation, because 
the loss of operation covered by the last appropriation amounted 
to $1,100,000 in round figures. Now, then, with the sale of cer- 
tain other lines it may amount to twice $1,000,000, and they 
will save more upon the purchase of oil than $1,400,000 in the 
next year. There is no trouble about this and the gentleman 
need not be exercised. I appreciate the interest he has in the 
merchant marine; I appreciate the interest he has ever mani- 
fested in upholding the Shipping Board, and he has rendered 
valuable support in that direction; but two or three years ago 
the gentleman will remember, when we made a cut upon this 
appropriation to cover these expenses, he and other gentlemen 
here thought we had made too much of a cut. At that time it 
Was agreed tentatively, and it was so expressed and is so 
expressed now, that én the event the appropriation we made was 
not suflicient te cover these losses they would not be hurt 
because of the fact that the deficiency bill could cover anything 
that might be needed. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Let me interrupt the gentleman to make 
this observation, or to ask the gentleman if in his honest opinion 
the very fact that the Congress itself cuts the President’s Budget 
will not have its effect upon the future operations of the Ship- 
ping Board and its opportunities to handle more of the world’s 
commerce ? 

Is not the psychology of it bad? Will not our competitors 
say, “ Over there in America, even the Congress does not agree 
with the President's estimate”? and the President certainly 
has not shown any great amount of enthusiasm over this prop- 
osition, and will not our competitors say to shippers everywhere 
on earth, that Congress itself is withholding from the United 
States merchant marine the funds asked for and which are 
deemed necessary for successful operation? 

Mr. WOOD. I think just the converse of that is true. It 
was the contemplation of the merchant marine act as soon as 
possible and under the most advantageous circumstances to get 
the merchant marine out of Gevernment control and into pri- 
vate control. I believe that the sooner we get all of these lines 
into the hands of private corporations or individuals that much 
sooner will we establish as a permanent fact to all the people 
of the earth that we are going to maintain a merchant marine. 
No merchant marine has ever been successfully established and 
maintained in this country except under private ownership. 
The governments of Wurope to-day are only hoping that we will 
keep dilly-dallying along as we have been dilly-dallying along 
ever since the close of the war without any definite policy, and 
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that after two or three years, when the boats we now have will 
be obsolete, and we will have faded away from the sea. To my 
mind the greatest encouragement and the greatest guarantee 
for a permanent merchant murine is to get these vessels, as 
soon as possible, into the hands of responsible operators who 
are bent upon the maintenance of a merchant marine under the 
supervision of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. May I suggest to the gentleman that the 
more we pare these appropriations the more guickly will this 
be done. Is that the policy under which the committee is 
proceeding? 

Mr. WOOD. There is a whole lot that might be said pro 
and con upon that question. I say here—and perhaps it is 
unfortunate we have to discuss this—that there is a divided 
opinion with reference to the future of our merchant marine. 
There are a few people, even having their representation upon 
the Shipping Board, who are in favor of Government ownership. 
But the great mass of the people of the United States are 
oppesed to it and they subscribe to the doctrine that the less 
the Government has to do with business the better it is for the 
people and for the Government. Now, then, with that divided 
opinion represented upon the board, I do not know how long 
it may be until we will carry out the letter of the merchant 
marine act which you will agree with me is ultimately to place 
all of these vessels in the hands of private owners. 

If these vessels or these lines are disposed of at the earliest 
possible moment, before the ships themselves have become 
decadent and decayed, I expect the gentleman will agree that 
if they were placed in the hands of private owners under such 
restrictions and such requirements as the Shipping Board has 
the right to make, it would be infinitely better than to permit 
them to rot away without replacement, because we would soon 
have nothing left. 

It is gratifying to know that we have reduced the cost of 
operation from about $50,000,000 to $17,000,000, or perhaps 
$14,000,000. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. About $16,000,000. 

Mr. WOOD. And the cost has been reduced in some degree 
by retrenchment in operation, but the vast portion of the reduc- 
tion has come from the sale and disposition of these lines. 

We have not a single cargo line but what is operating to-day 
at an expense, and it is now proposed to sell the West Coast 
Line, where we lost $1,100,000 last year. The Roosevelt Line 
that the gentlemen from New York came to inquire about is 
losing us more than $1,100,000 a year; and one of the things 
that occurred to me was that if we could sell these lines to 
some responsible agency that was bound, under the require- 
ments and specifications of the Shipping Board, to maintain 
them for a certain period of years, it would be infinitely better 
than to bé paying out $1,000,000 each year as a consequence of 
their operation. 

Mr. CULLEN. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. WOOD. I yield. 

Mr. CULLEN. I would like to clear up the situation in so 
far as it relates to the appropriations of the Shipping Board. 
There was no disposition on the part of any of the members 
of the subeommittee having in charge the appropriations of 
the Shipping Board to take away from them one dollar that 
they asked for. They came before the committee and the com- 
mittee gave them everything they wanted. 

In regard to the reduction of $1,400,000, it developed at the 
hearings that this amount of money might be saved on fuel, 
and it was even suggested, I think through the purchasing 
agent of the Shipping Board—I think the chairman of the 
subcommittee and my colleague Mr. Vinson of Kentucky will 
bear me out in this—that they could possibly save that amount 
of money plus the sale of some vessels that were out on the 
coast. 

I do not think it is fair to come in here and criticize the 
subcommittee. I am only a minority member, but I believe I 
speak for my colleague the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Vinson] when I say that the committee was honestly and sin- 
cerely giving to the Shipping Board every dollar that they 
needed for operating and other expenses. 

Mr. McDUFFIB. Will the gentleman from New York per- 
mit 

Mr. CULLEN. Yes. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. May I suggest to the gentleman there fs no 
effort or intention or purpose to criticize in the spirit the gen- 
tleman thinks we are criticizing, or that I am criticizing. I 
aim sure the committee wants to do what is right and has done 
its best, but the best of us make mistakes. 

Mr. CULLEN. Right. 

Mr, McDUFFIE. It is no reflection on the committee if a 
Member of the House seeks to get a little information or offers 
a suggestion to the committee. I hope the gentleman does not 
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feel I am being unfair to the committee in simply calling atten- | 
tion to the fact that the last words of the chairman of the Ship 
ping Board when he left this committee were, in substance 
“Please give us the amount we have in our Budget estimate.’ 
That statement is on page 781 of the hearings. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. CULLEN. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. While it may be true that the | 
chairman of the Shipping Board made that statement as he 
passed out of the room, I will submit that a fair interpretation 
of the hearing, with all the pages of evidence, will disclose that 
99% per cent of the hearing indicated that what we have done | 
was in consonance with their ideas. 

Mr. CULLEN. And in addition to that, if the gentleman will | 
Yield me a moment 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. CULLEN. As I said before, I stand ready to provide 
further funds to keep the Shipping Board provided with the | 
money necessary to continue their operating expenses, but when 
the purchasing agent comes along and says that there might 
be a possible saving in so far as coal and oil are concerned, 
there was no other course left. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. But were not the savings in oil conditioned 
upon the sale of the West Coast Line? | 

Mr. CULLEN. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Suppose we do not sell that line or sup- 
pose, if you please, we have a coal strike and we have no ships 
to move the cotton of the South and the grain of the West 
Under this paring process the board will not have money 
enough to put spot ships in the Gulf and other ports to move 
this additional commerce by reason of the cutting down of the 
appropriations. 

Mr. WOOD. May I ask the gentleman, has the Government 
of the United States ever failed to meet the emergency he 
refers to? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Because it has had money enough: and let 
me suggest to the gentleman, the gentleman said last year | 
$12,000,000 would be enough to get along on, and I e¢all the 
gentleman’s attention to the fact that already they have ex- | 
pended more than that for this year’s operation. If we can 
judge the future by the past, when the fiscal year is up they | 
will have expended about $16,000,000, and yet the gentleman 


‘said last year that $12,000,000 was enough. Now, the gentle- 


man might again be mistaken. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes: but we have not been hurt, have we? 

Mr. CULLEN. If the gentleman will yield, I want it to go in 
the Recorp that, so far as I am personally concerned, and I 
think my colleague, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. VIN- 
SON], will agree, there is no disposition on the part of the sub- 
committee, including its minority members, to take one dollar | 
away from the Shipping Board, or to attempt in any way by 
reducing its appropriations to cripple it in any form, shape, or 
manner. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I am sure of that. 

Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment, 
please? | 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BEEDY. I want to express my appreciation of the senti- | 
ment to which he has given utterance. I am very much grati- | 
fied as one interested in the work the Shipping Board is trying | 
to do. 

The gentleman a moment ago said, when it was stated that 
there might be saved in fuel a million dollars, that there was | 
nothing else for the committee to do but to cut down the ap- | 
propriation a million dollars, Does not the gentleman under- | 
stand with me that the saving of fuel was gone over carefully 
by the Director of the Budget when he recommended that the | 
Shipping Board ought to have $13,000,000 to carry on with? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
there are two items that are amply sustained by the evidence 
that warrants the committee in making a reduction. One is 
the selling of the West Coast Line, and the other the reduction 
of the cost of oil, 

Mr. BEEDY. As long as the committee is in sympathy with | 
the work that the Shipping Board is doing and stands ready 
to give them the money they need in order to comply with the 
spirit of the act and acquire a major portion of the commerce, | 
I am myself content, 

Mr. WOOD. The committee has always been disposed to do 
that, and we have stood by the Shipping Board sometimes when 
it was a pretty big job. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. I will. 

Mr. DAVIS. With respect to the observation of the gentle- | 
man from New York that Members of the House were criti- | 
cizing the committee because they differed with them, I want l 
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to state that we are not criticizing the subcommittee 
us, however, have convictions and opinions on this subject, 
and we think we know something about this problem, and I 
respectfully submit that we are entitied to express our opinion 
without being charged with criticizing the committee The 
committee is not infallible, and neither are we. The suggestion 
made by the gentleman from New York is wholly unjustified 

Another thing. It is admitted by the chairman of the sub- 
committee and others that this reduction of $1,400,000 from the 
Budget estimate submitted to the House by the President is 
predicated on a possible contingency. I want to ask the geutle- 
man from Indiana in all fairness if it is not rather unusual for 
an appropriation to be cut down on the possibility of some oc- 
currence which if it does occur will warrant a reduction? 

My. WOOD. If this was to be the end of the Congress of 
the United States and the Shipping Board was to continue 
without hope of relief otherwise, I think the gentleman's con 
tention would be a good one; but it is the purpose of Congr 
or ought to be, to save as much as possible without curtailing 
uny activity that is worthy. 

Four years ago we had the same question here, It was then 
announced on the floor that in the event the appropriation 
should prove insufficient a deficiency appropriation would be 
made. We are making that now. There is no disposition on 
the part of the subcommittee or the general committee to crip- 
ple the Shipping Board or the American merchant marine. I 
wish to commend the gentlemen who have been operating this 
board for their prudence in the reduction of expenditure, and 
it is through them we are able to muke the retrenchment we 
are Show making. It was said by some member of the Ship- 
ping Board that “ We are making such excellent showing that 
we are afraid you won't give us anything.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to indorse what the gentleman. says 
about the showing they have made. They are making a splen- 
did record of increased efficiency, increased earnings, and at 
the same time reducing expenses. I think that in itself is 
sufficient warrant that they will not spend any more money 
than is required. The gentleman from Indiana himself kuows 
that this is a tremendous proposition. They have to arrange 
the program, they have to muke contracts; they ¢an not operate 
such a tremendous enterprise on a month-to-month basis on the 
possibility that they may be able to come back and get a defi- 
ciency appropriation, especially in the face of the statute that 
prohibits an executive department from exceeding its appro- 
priation. 

Mr. WOOD. They will have more than ample money to carry 
them past and beyond the next Congress before the fiscal year 
for which the appropriation is made. There is no question but 
they will have money enough, and if worst comes to worst there 
is another Congress that can make additional appropriations. 

There are two items here which in my opinion would have 
warranted us in making a $2,000,000 reduction. 

Mr. DAVIS. But both of them are predicated upon con- 
tingencies. uppose neither of the contingencies occur, and 
suppose in addition to that, as the gentleman from Alabama 
suggested and as has occurred on two different occasions, there 
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| should be a vast accumulation of wheat or cotton or other com 


modities for which they must furnish transportation 

Mr. WOOD. They have funds enough to take care of that: 
they have a construction fund of $80,000,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. But that fund is not available for operation. 

Mr. WOOD. It is available for private operators to supply 
the emergency that the gentleman is talking about. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are only authorized to use that fund for 
making loans for ship construction and for Dieselizing ships. 
They are not authorized to make any character of recondition- 
ing under the construction loan fund, except to Dieselize the 
Shipping Board vessels. Is not that correct? 

Mr. WOOD. They can Dieselize; yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. They are au- 


| thorized to keep their ships in repair, but outside of Dieseliza- 


tion it can only be paid for out of the funds that we are an- 


nually appropriating for the operation of the ships. 


Mr. WOOD. It is the opinion of the board that out of the 
funds they are deriving they can take a portion of it and even 
apply it to the reconditioning of the Mount Vernon and the 
Vonticello. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
vield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I understand very 


| clearly from the testimony of the Shipping Board before the 


gentleman’s committee, that they have just the contrary opinion, 
that they could not do it. I venture the opinion that no one 
who is familiar with the construction loan fund, with its origin 
and with the changes that have been made in that construc- 
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tion loan fund, through legislation coming out of the Merchant 
Marine Committee, can have any such idle notion of the law 
as that. 

Mr. DAVIS. And another thing—I appreciate the interest 
of the gentleman and I appreciate his desire to economize. I 
do not want one cent more appropriated than will probably be 
needed, but I ask the gentleman if he does not think that it 
places an improper pressure upon the Shipping Board to put 
them in the attitude that, before they will have a sufficient 
amount of funds on hand to continue their operations as they 
are now doing, they must sell some of their lines? 

Mr. WOOD. Oh, no; the action of the committee was predi- 
cated upon the fact that they are going to sell some of the 
lines, and they ought to sell some of the lines. 

Mr, DAVIS. I am familiar with that proposed sale, and I 
want to say that they are far from a sale, and I doubt very 
much whether it will be consummated. It has certainly not 
reached any meeting of minds of the parties yet, and I doubt 
very much whether it will. 

Mr. WOOD. Suppose it does not. We will know whether it 
is going to be a sale or not before this Congress adjourns, will 
we not? 

Mr. DAVIS. Probably so. 

Mr. WOOD. Of course we will The advertisements are 
made, and the time limit is fixed. If the emergency which the 
gentleman is talking about and fearing possibly may happen, 
or does happen, we will be here. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to ask the gentleman a question or two 
further, if he will permit. 
Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr Chairman, before the gfntle- 

man leaves that will he permit a statement on that point? 

Mr. DAVIS. As far as I am concerned, I will 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Referring to the decrease in 
the appropriation, I ask you if the Shipping Board did not 
evidence an earnest desire to secure the provision which would 
permit of the reconditioning of the Mount Vernon and the | 
Monticello, and was not a very vivid picture painted to the 
committee that not only had the operating expense been cut 
down in the past, but that the operating expense is being cut 
down now, and that while they wanted provision made to 
secure $10,000,000 from this construction loan fund, they 
estimated it would require $2,000,000 additional to recondition 
these two vessels, and when we called their attention to that 
fact, they said they had the place where they thought they | 
could get the additional $2,000,000. Is not that so? 

Mr. WOOD. That is what they said. 

Mr. DAVIS. That has no reference to the matter under | 
discussion, 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. If the gentleman will permit, it 
would show that they were saving money in operating expenses 
and had been doing it and were doing it, and were in such con- 
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dition that they could reach out and get $2,000,000 to add to 
the $10,000,000 that we were to provide. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want some member of the committee to tell 
us where they indicated they could get it. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. As far as I was concerned, I was 
satisfied that they were in good faith when they made that 
statement. I thought they were going to save it in the operat- 
ing expense. 

Mr. WOOD. 
hearings-—— 

Mr. DAVIS. I have read them, but I do not remember any 
reference to that feature of it. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The gentleman does not mean 
to say that he does not see in the hearings where they said 
they could get the $2,000,000? 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam sure that I saw no reference to where they 
could save it, from operation or sale of vessels or elsewhere. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question in this connection? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BRIGGS. In order that the Recorp may be straight about 
the assurance of the chairman, it is my understanding that the 
chairman gives the Congress the assurance that in the event 
that this amount provided for the operation of the ships should 
prove insufficient a deficiency appropriation would be brought 
in to cover that deficiency, so that the Shipping Board and 
the Merchant Fleet Corporation will not have their activities 
and necessary duties interfered with, so that they can not be 
performed. 

Mr. WOOD. I individually subscribe to that, and I think 
every member of the committee will subscribe to it. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I want that particularly in the Recorp, because 
very frequently during the seasonal movement of crops in the 
United States, in the summer season, when the Congress is not 
in session, it falls upon me to strive to get additional ships 
for the movement of grain from the West which happens to go 
through ports of the Southwest and for cotton of the South. 
I have had a tremendous amount of difficulty from time to 
time. For instance, as the chairman knows, last year the 
British coal strike occurred—I mean in 1926—and it required 
putting into service an additional number of American ships 
by the Shipping Board to the extent of nearly 100. Without 
those ships we conld not have moved the commerce of the’ 
United States to its destination, and it is a matter of great con- 
cern that they should have enough money on hand to provide 
There- 
fore it is a matter of gratification to me to receive the assur- 
ance of the chairman. 

Mr. WOOD. I would like to extend and insert as a part of 
my remarks a statement showing the lines operated and oper 
ating results: 


I think if the gentleman will read the 

















| Number of } 
| 
Name of operator Line aod Ag sumer Revenue Expense | Losses or profits? 
| 1927 
ae 6 
| | | 
Admiral Oriental Line ?_..........-.........-.----} American Oriental Mail Line...-.....- 7} 28 $1, 504, 746. 46 $1, 779, 281. 24 $274, 534, 78 
Columbia Pacific “nipping 0.7_........----------| Oregon Oriental Line - Oe Le 10 39 2, 390, 750. 33 | 2, 738, 530. 03 347, 779. 70 
Swayne & Hoyt ?___- eaece-e---e----e~--| American Australia Orient Line  aeienaidial i9 25 | 2, 083, 946 43 | . 3 453, 566. 09 369, 619. 66 
C,H. Sprague & Son Ole icc sadek- esd (ay Sane RIGO s. ces wotetemhe 13 | 2 > ee gor i | 1 136. $e 7 2 
Rogers & Webb sicicsinastate iredlinnatetitaintictmupmeuniieeiiabiaiiied I tin nnn ou seicloihutean th 7 35 , 560, 791. 1 , 893, 336. 332, 545. 
South Atlantic Steamship A ea re ee American Palmetto Line_.......-...-- 10 59 2, 409, 823. 00 3, 025, 853. 81 616, 030. 81 
Cesmopolitan Shipping Co snncenidcnccesvad al UE PRIIND MMIRS «Cons cescaneube 9 65 2, 597, 678, 39 2, 932, 657. 15 334, 978. 76 
Black Diamond ap Co.........--...-.----} American Diamend Lines...........-- 17 | 91 4, 308, 380. 33 | 4, 924, 532. 25 616, 151. 92 
SEG Ds BEI ice endinnban gipitreienigen nn American Scantie Line... .......-. 7 28 1, 807, 574. 55 2, 047, 232. 24 239, 657. 69 
A. H. Bull & Co_.._- -----------| American West African Line........-- | 10 21 2, 703, 493. 27 2, 765, 676. 62 62, 183. 35 
Atlantic Gulf & Oriental Steamship Ab ci.. dale -| American Pioneer Line__....-...--.--- 22 37 4, 664, 857. 69 5, 573, 875. 56 909, 017. 87 
J. H. Winchester & Co. ..........-.--...--....-.--| American Merchant Lines. ....-..-..- 5 2 1, 165, 614. 81 1, 483, 229. 99 317, 615, 18 
Roosevelt Steamship Co ic eidiccstereepaiiiiaaneanatliverts ae ee sas eal tthe inth ete . i: on oe vant ue a i . 
Do. pcosudoacennncoceneniel SUE EEE REDD ciconcceseuh , 027, 029. + 649, 127. 95 2 9 
Consolidated Navigation Co_....-.......--..-.-.-.| Oriole Lines__.___. a el anne digi 18 109 3, 719, 398. 61 5, 222, 716. 17 1, 803, 317. 56 
Ruport Preamp OO... snus cc nevdactateensat -| Expert Steamship Ce. ...c00.-<-<00-~}---2-------- 2 108, 426. 58 117, 628. 71 9, 202. 13 
United Gulf Steamship Co. . . .....- «cs. -cee--0-es- a ae —, ine es sagerneenhen a = oat las an neon = 2 of —- 
Do. sie reianialdial merican SRREE EERO... since cedscuw é » 657, 155. 3 » OB1, 454. 4, 299. 
Lykes Bros. Ripley Ste amship C Bide. ee | aor SI cl Lithia tse eset | 2 = : bo 3 = 3, — = 5 ae 
Do. a ne — | gg Se a f 5, 265. 26 2, 359, 969. 9 
Miedealy pi Shipping RUNES etal ede ecne a tiael Gulf Brazil River Plate Line_.---.---- 4 12 977, 204. 81 1, 014, 525. 70 | 37, 320. 89 
tetteteeeeticeeeenenesss | ——~ "(maniacs ae |S] ed 
0. . SS ie eoacussecen on ceddiniobdews -ccens . s . ° » ~ 4s , 342. & 
Tampa Inter-Ocean Steamship C Sonica Gulf West Mediterranean Line-_...-.-.- 8 32 1, 401, 998. 54 1, 624, 239. 20 222, 240. 66 
Waterman Steamship Co_...............-.-..--.-- | Mobile Oceanic Line. -..-..--.-.------ 12 e | 2, 922, 217. 00 3, 696, 718. 27 714, 501. 27 
Pres DUO Wakes cece ee nena | American Dispatch Tin6...~..-.-2-<- rere 12 | 964, 434. 13 1, 124, 102. 68 159, 668. 55 
Siretnelh & WORT nwskcinnaksiecimmecdneuiiiail | American Far East Line. ...-.......-- es 10 | 855, 239. 43 1, 096, 623. 68 241, 384, 25 
RG Os Tbs. cccancscncnskshincindeuiereeyell | Pacific Australia Line...............-|.------—--- 8 789, 615. 90 845, 247. 37 55, 631. 47 
ER REA RIT EE Pacific Argentine Brazil Line-.......- OPES 3 318, 540, 58 375, 098. 56 | 56, 557. 98 
Dated Medea a saianenceninctasccnnitisnaciadinit tematic dbinbt taka ek 5 ae 1,174 | 62, 953, 231.05 | _75, 954, 221. 40 | 13, 000, 990, 35 
DFR. Wiimanaabee OO si. wk ecckncnaitinencsess cient American Merchant Lines (passenger) -| 5 | 52 3, 005, 292. 56 2, 914, 456. 14 | 1 90, 836. 42 
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1 Indicates profits. 
2 These lines have been advertised for sale. 
No inactive vessel expense included. 


There have been discussions relative to the possible sale of the American Merchant Lines, American West African Line, and the America-France Line, 
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Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Was any information given to the committee 
as to how much the interest will be under the new section (e) ? 

Mr. WOOD. It varies between $340,000 and $400,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. In the next paragraph there is a reappropria- 
tion of an) 
gentleman tell us What that amount was, if anything? 

Mr. WOOD. Five million dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS. And that will be available in addition to the 
$12,000,000 7 

Mr. WOOD. Yes 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. 
Yield right there? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. This interest that you are proposing 
to transfer to these funds now goes into the miscellaneous 
receipts of the Treasury? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman's time be extended one hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOOD. I want to call attention to a new paragraph 
recommended by the committee relating to the reconditioning 
of the steamships Mount Vernon and Monticello (formerly Aga- 
memnon), Which is as follows: 


Chairman, will the gentleman 


For the reconditioning of the steamships Mount Vernon and Monti 
cello at a total cost not in excess of $12,000,000, not to exceed $10, 
000,000 is made available from the construction loan fund and shall 
be reimbursed to such fund with interest at such rate and within such 
period as the board may determine, but not exceeding 10 years after 
the date of commission of such reconditioned vessels. 


These vessels have been very carefully surveyed, and the cost 
of complete reconditioning and installation of geared turbines 
and water-tube boilers, enabling them to maintain a speed of 20 
knots is estimated at $12,000,000. The committee believes that 
if more than $10,000,000 is necessary, Which sum is authorized 
by the paragraph just above set forth, it can be obtained from 


other funds at the disposition of the Fleet Corporation. Very | 


careful estimates indicate that each vessel would earn approxi- 
mately $400,000 per annum after reconditioning, and, in addition, 
would provide the United States Lines with a more balanced 


' 


funds left over from the last time. Can the | 
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Mr. WOOD. My understanding is that they are to be cabin 
ships. They are large vessels and serviceable vessels, and they 
will give us a sailing at least once a week from this side and 
from the other side as well. To my mind it will serve another 
purpose, too. Anybody going to Europe and going to these 
great capitals over there where all these competitive ocean lines 
have their offices will hear constant talking about the ships of 
the United States trading on the seas. Besides the investment, 
I think it is important to show our competitors on the other 
side that we are on the ocean to stay. I would like to have 
two new vessels: but feeling that we are not able to get 
them. the advisability of reconditioning the two ships named 
seems to be indicated, because they will fill in the breach, and 
in my opinion they will extend the possibilities of a sale of 
these North Atlantic lines to private ownership, because when 
these two vessels are completed we shall have rounded out a 
line of carrying vessels that will be complete. Without them if 
would be detrimental; and that would be taken into con- 
sideration by any one seeking to buy these lines. 

Mr. DAVIS. Assuming that this authorization is to be 
made, does not the gentleman think there ought to be some 
safeguards thrown around them, as in what is known as the 
Dieselization act, to prevent these ships from being transferred 
to foreign registry or being sold at a ridiculously low price, 
such as has been true in other instances? 

In other words, other ships have been reconditioned at large 
expense and then sold at a nominal percentage of the recondi- 
tioning cost. Does not the gentleman think that in view of the 
facts there ought to be some safeguards of that kind adopted? 

Mr. WOOD. I believe the vessels should be reconditioned. 
But the understanding of the board is, and I think it ought to 
be, that in the event these vessels are reconditioned and a sule 
is made, the same rules should apply as those we made to apply 


S15 


| with reference to the reconditioning of the Leviathan, namely, 


that the reconditioning cost should be met by the purchaser, less 
the wear and tear caused by the time of operation. 

Mr. DAVIS. That might be the policy of the present board, 
but the present board may change, and some other board may 
come in and authorize the sale at a nominal price, or sell them 
to some one who will transfer them to a foreign register. 

Mr. WOOD. I am in favor of adding such a provision as the 


| gentleman states as a safeguard. 


Mr. Chairman, during the general debate last evening when 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Vinson] had the floor we 


| entered a discussion relating to the reconditioning of two steam- 


fleet, enabling the establishment of a weekly sailing service to | 
| ment for the Recorp which will make this matter clear. 
reconditioning, operating revenues, expenses, and characteristics | 


European ports. A detailed statement relating to the costs of 
of these vessels will be found on pages 699-710, inclusive, of the 
hearings. 

Now, there is quite diversity of opinion as to whether or 
not these vessels should be reconditioned. When I came back 
from Europe I was firmly convinced that we ought to have 
two new vessels to round out our North Atlantic fleet. Ap- 
parently it is not possible to have two new vessels. Instead, 
it is suggested that we recondition these two vessels with the 
money indicated. Then they will be practically as good as 


new. You know they are German vessels, and everybody who | 


has had to do with the examination of these vessels, that were 


taken from Germany, knows how superior they are. An ob- | 


jection is made to the reconditioning from the fact that if 


they are reconditioned they will be slow. But we have the | 


statement of one of the best ship engineers in the United 


States that the speed will be practically from 22 to 23 knots | 


per hour, These engineers are firmly of the opinion that if 


these two vessels are reconditioned we will have accomplished | 


our purpose. Those who advocate the building of two new 
vessels base their statement upon the fact that two new vessels 
would last twice as long ordinarily as if these two older vessels 
were to be reconditioned. That may be true, or it may not. 
But assuming that it is true, it would cost twice as much to 
build these two new vessels as to recondition these two older 
ones. 
we can recondition these two vessels, we can have them in 
operation within 15 months. 


Then time is an important element in this matter. If | 


To build new vessels would take | 


at least 32 months. or nearly 3 years, and thus we would have | 
lost operation for nearly two years, and that means a great | 


deal in the maintenance and operation of our lines across the 
Atlantic. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it proposed to recondition these as first- 
class passenger ships, or as cabin ships? 


ships, the Mount Vernon and the Monticello, and the estimated 
results of operations. Apparently we discussed this matter 
from different angles, and I desire at this time to make a state- 


It has been estimated that if these vessels are reconditioned 
and placedgn operation each vessel will obtain a gross revenue 
of $3,927,908. Against this sum must be charged an operating 
expense, which includes voyage expenses, maintenance and re- 
pairs, advertising, and a proportionate share of the adminis- 
trative cost, aggregating $2,649,093. This sum deducted from 
the gross revenues leaves a gross income of $1,278,809 per year. 

This is the figure to which the gentleman from Kentucky re- 
ferred, and is correct as far as it goes. However, there must 
be taken into consideration the fact that these vessels are to be 
reconditioned at a cost of $6,000,000 each. To ascertain, there- 
fore, the net revenue of each vessel per year it is necessary to 
set aside certain sums for the amortization of the loan made for 
reconditioning and interest at 414 per cent per annum. 

To repay the loan of $6,000,000 on each vessel the sum of 
$600,000 must be set aside for a period of 10 years. Interest at 
4144 per cent per annum on the reconditioning cost amounts to 
$270,000 per year. These two sums, aggregating $870,000, must 
be deducted from the gross revenues of $1,278,809 per year, and 
leaves the sum of $408,809 per annum as the net revenues from 
each of these vessels. This is the figure referred to in the 
report accompanying the bill, and the figure to which I referred 
yesterday during the debate with the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I hope that this explanation will enable the membership of the 
House to better understand the situation relating to the recon- 
ditioning of these two vessels. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. During the hearings, General 
Dalton impressed upon us the fact that the question of profit 
was not the correct word in their operation. He would always 
refer to the total revenue, and the operating expenses, and the 
difference between those two items was the earnings. There 
has been no policy in this Shipping Board to amortize the 
value or cost of a vessel, or to consider any interest charge 
upon the money invested. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD, § Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it not a fact that the Shipping Board does 
prorate all of the Shipping Board’s expense among the different 
ships and make them bear their part of all the salaries, and 
other expenses of the Shipping Board and the Emergency 
Fleet Corporftion? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. That is handled as administra- 
tive expense, but there is no interest charge and no amortiza- 
tion charge in such expense. 

Mr. DAVIS. Of course, that is true. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. That is the reason I took the 
position that it was a $2,550,000 profit. I was handling the 
profit in the terms defined by General Dalton, as there is no 
interest charge and no amortization in the other calculation of 
earnings. 

Mr. DAVIS. As a matter of fact, the actual voyage losses 
of the nearly 300 Shipping Board vessels are now nominal, the 
so-called losses simply being represented by the personnel office 
expenses, and so forth, of the Shipping Board and the Emer- 
gency Fleet Corporation. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. These items with the commis- 
sions and brokerage fees offset the losses, 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to take this opportunity, rather than 
to take the time to do it otherwise, of giving the member- 
ship some ideas I have and convictions I entertain with refer- 
ence to the future of the merchant marine of the United States. 
I feel a very deep interest in this proposition and I know a 
very great many other Members do. I am at a loss to under- 
stand why a bill was introduced in another body which means 
the practical undoing of the present merchant marine act and 
ineans the establishment of Government ownership of our ves- 
sels, which, to my mind, absolutely destroys all possibility of a 
merchant marine that will be commensurate with the United 
States. I can not understand why such a thing has been done. 

I have before me an editorial in the Post under date of Jan- 
uary 19, 1928, which expresses very tersely and in a more force- 
ful way than I can the attitude I occupy with reference to this 
proposition. I want to read it: 

; THE JONES SHIP BILL 


It is surmised that the supporters of the Jones shipping bill, in 
pressing it forward in the Senate, are merely trying to impress upon the 
country the seriousness of the merchant-marine situation and do not 
expect the bill to pass. The vote by which the bill was made the un- 
finished business is by no means an indication that it is favored by the 
majority. 

The cost of replacing the freight ships owned by the Government 
would be at least $250,000,000, This would entail an annual interest 
and depreciation charge of about $22,500,000, together with an operat- 
ing loss of about $12,000,000, making an annual charge of about 
$35,000,000 upon the taxpayers. The result, aside from this steady 
drain upon the Treasury, would be the disappearance of privately owned 
American shipping in the foreign trade. 

The coastwise merchant marine is adequate, capably handled, and 
most valuable for emergency defense purposes. It does not cost the 
United States Government anything. 

No estimate of a subsidy for foreign-service yessels would cost the 
Government one-half as much as it would lose annually in interest and 
depreciation under the Jones Government-operation plan, not counting 
the loss under Government operation. It is absurd, therefore, to sup- 
pose that Congress will enact the Jones bill or that the President will 
approve it. The Commerce Committee of the Senate has done well to 
press the subject forward, but it could have saved time by preparing a 
bill that would have some hope of enactment and approval. 

What the country wants is a merchant marine privately owned and 
operated, which will not be a drain upon the Treasury, but nevertheless 
under the jurisdiction of the Government in case of war emergency, 
Surely Congress should be able to draft a bil] that would meet these 
reguirements. 


I feel that is expressive of the great popular sentiment of the 
United States. To my mind it is unthinkable that this Gov- 
ernment of ours, the greatest upon the face of the earth, should 
not have a merchant marine commensurate with her impor- 
tance, [Applause.] Countries are only made known to other 
countries by reason of their transportation facilities. Civiliza- 
tion has never been extended except through commerce. We 
may not need this agency for the purpose of civilization, but 
we do need it for the purpose of expanding our trade. [Ap- 
plause.| How can we hope to expand for the increasing pro- 
duction of the United States except through an adequate 
agency? If we are to expand, it must be across the sea into 
some foreign land. What country is going to represent us and 
the best interests of our people in expanding that trade? Cer- 
tainly England is not going to do it; Germany is not going to 
do it; Italy is not going to do it; and all of these powers are 
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now bending all of their energies to capture the trade of the 
world. Therefore I say the people of the United States—every 
man, woman, and child—have a vital interest in the determina- 
tion of this question. One out of every six persons in the 
United States is dependent for a livelihood upon foreign trans- 
portation. So this will give you some index of the importance 
of this proposition. 

The trouble is we are not ship thinking. I have said re- 
peatedly that if we thought one-tenth as much about ships as 
we do about automobiles there would not be any trouble in 
solving this proposition. But we have permitted our merchant 
marine to be frittered away. We have become used to seeing 
our transportation carried on by foreign countries, We have 
sat idly by from a time when we were carrying 89.9 per cent 
of all of our commerce in American bottoms down to a time 
when we were carrying only 8.7 per cent. Fortunately, we saw 
that rise until we were again carrying, in 1920, 42.7 per cent. 

We are seeing it decline again, until we are to-day carrying 
but 382.2 per cent. If this decreasing percentage continues it will 
not take long to wipe us off the sea, and we will again be at the 
mercy of the maritime powers of Europe and of Asia to carry 
the trade of the United States. To my mind it is a strange and 
unthinkable condition, and the Congress of the United States 
is the only power which can prevent this tragedy from oceurring. 
We have now, as we have never had before, a nucleus around 
which we can build a merchant marine that will be equal to 
meet this emergency. We have had frequent examples which 
should demonstrate to everyone the necessity of this thing. 
Before the war, if we wanted to ship something from the United 
States to South America, nine times out of ten we shipped upon 
an English, French, Italian, or German vessel. The vessel 
did not sail directly from a port in the United States to the 
destined port in South America, but it would go to the home 
port first and then to South America. The American shipper 
paid the freight and was only permitted to ship when there 
was space in the bottoms of these vessels and it did not inter- 
fere with the citizens of the country that owned the vessels. 

During the coal strike that has been adverted to here two 
or three times, if it had not been for the laid-up ships of the 
United States that were put into commission there would have 
been untold millions of dollars lost to the American farmer, 
the wheat grower, the corn grower, the cotton grower, and the 
fruit grower. 

If we are to permit this to occur again, with this rivalry that 
is going on between the maritime powers of the Old World and 
combinations they may make over which we have no control, 
we will again be subjected to whatever price they may dictate 
to carry the goods of the United States; and in case of war we 
will again see the beautiful spectacle we saw when the last 
great war broke out, when we were furnishing our boys by the 
thousands and millions, carried not upon our vessels, because 
we had no vessels to carry them, but carried by foreign vessels 
to fight battles in foreign lands; these vessels, not supported by 
convoys of ours, but by convoys of foreign countries. 

We also witnessed another beautiful spectacle. When Japan 
was threatening war against this country and Theodore Roose- 
velt sent the fleet around the world, we did not have a collier 
to furnish them coal, and had to depend upon foreign vessels 
to furnish such coal. Do we want this to occur again? 

I think the last great demonstration, which ought to prove 
convincing to every person in the United States of the necessity 
of an adequate merchant marine, was furnished by the Geneva 
convention, 

England has 100 merchant marine vessels to-day that can 
be converted overnight into cruisers, each one of them armed 
with guns of considerable caliber. Therefore she was right- 
fully interested in seeing that nothing might interfere with 
the carrying out of her plan. The United States was wise not 
to enter into the intrigue that was fostered there, and we should 
profit by the experience thus gained and establish a merchant 
marine, which is always the strong right arm of the Navy, to 
support us if the oecasion ever requires it. 

We are spending $250.000,000 or $300,000,000 a year upon a 
Navy and in building new ships, and not 1 out of 100 will ever 
fire a shot at an enemy, and nine-tenths of these vessels will 
become obsolete and of no use before they have ever been fired 
upon. 

Mr. ROMJUEB. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. ROMJUE. I am very much interested in the discussion 
the gentleman is making, and I think one of the greatest bene- 
factions that could come to this country would be a strong mer- 
chant marine. The newspaper article read just a moment ago 
seemed to make an appeal for a privately owned merchant 
marine, one that would not be a drain upon the Treasury. I 
am hoping the gentleman will explain how this may be pos- 
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sible I hope it is possible. and I 

brought about 
Mr. WOOD I 

adopted which looks to 
I want to say, ll 


I! 


been reliably inform 


1928 


would be glad to see it 


t 


am going to explain as best I 
that end in the future. 


can the plan 


that for the first time in more than 50 


; ment of American shipment are absolutely dead letters Chere 
passing, I am encouraged through having 


years a group of American citizens are prepared to invest a 
large amount of money in establishing a new ocean service | 
across the Atlantic, provided some reasonable and long-term | 
provisions are met. I understand that their plans do not de- 
pend on subsidy and that the full details will be laid before 


the Shipping Board in a week or two. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentleman permit a question 
right there? - 

Mr. WOOD. Ye 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Does that refer to passenger or freight 
service 


Mr. WOOD. I understand it refers to passenger and freight 
SCT VICE 

The reason new shipping legislation is necessary at this time 
is that the merchant marine act of 1920—Jones Act—was never 
given full effect Several of the most important features of 
that act have been suspended or nullified and it has failed of 
its declared purpose to 


by the transfer of the war-built merchant fleet to private hands. 
To realize the present problem, it is necessary to go back to 
1920 

At that time the Government had on its hands a vast fleet 


of ships built to meet the emergency of the war and the build 
ing of which helped to win the war because it demonstrated 
that the United States was providing itself with the means to 
transport to Europe whatever number of troops was necessary 
to bring the war to victorious close. 

But after the war there was a world-wide commercial de- 


pre ssion which produced a depression in shipping and it quickly 


establish a successful merchant marine | 


became apparent that neither the United States Shipping Board, | 


operating the vessels itself, as it did in the beginning, nor pri- 


vate shipping concerns could find occupation for their tonnage. | 


Congress deliberated long and carefully, and the result wus 
the merchant marine act of 1920. 
broad enacting clause this act 


In an unusually specific and | 
laid down a national shipping | 


policy. It declared that the United States— 

should have a merchant marine of the best equipped and most suitable | 
types of vessels sufficient to carry the greater part of its commerce and 
to serve as a naval or military auxiliary time of war or national 
emergency, ultimately to be owned and operated privately by citizens 
of the United State | 


The act declared: 
It is hereby declared to be th 
ever may be necessary to develop and encourage the maintenance of such 


a merchant marine. 


And the Shipping Board 
view this purpose and object as the primary end to be attained.” 
This was a big order and Congress sought not only to give the 
board wide discretion but it also recognized that a successful 
and going American merchant marine could not be created with- 


policy of the United States to do what 


was enjoined “to keep always in | 


out some form or forms of practical assistance and advantage | 
to offset the lower wage scales and lower operating costs of | 
other shipping countries, many of which grant subsidies and | 
most of which enjoy the advantages naturally arising from prior | 


establishment and long experience in world trade. Congress 
looked around for means of employing our own American com- 


merce in such a way that it would be aided by the American | 


merchant marine and should, at the same time, contribute to 
the development of that merchant marine. It was recognized 
that if American exporters and importers could be drawn into 
& more general employment of American ships the development 
of an American merchant marine would be assured, but, first, it 
was necessary that as good service be provided under the Amer- 
ican flag as under foreign flags. Without some encouragement 
American shipping interests would not buy the ships and the 
necessary capital for new lines would not be forthcoming. 

The Jones Act, therefore, provided a number of expedients 
for indirect aid to American shipping. Section 21 provided for 
extension of coastwise trading laws to the Philippines. 
was designed to restrict the carriage of merchandise between 
the Philippines and the United States to American vessels. 
Up to date this has not been done, and American vessels enjoy 
no advantage over foreign vessels in this trade between the 
United States and our most important insular possession. 
Section 28 provided that railroads might, under certain con- 
ditions, make a lower rate on freight destined for shipment 
in American vessels than that to be shipped through foreign 
vessels, This was intended to establish a preference for 


This | 
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American vessels in the movement of xports and 
imports. This section has never been effer 
Thus we see that two of the major provisions for encow 
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were, no doubt, some valid objectiongy to both. That is not 
the point. The point is that this aid and encouragement deemed 
by Congress to be absolutely essential to the carrying out of 
the policy of transferring the ships to private hands for perma 
nent operation in the interest of greater American commerce 
and national defense has been withheld. The problem now is 
to find other means of providing equivalent aid and encourage 


ment. Valuable time, seven years of it, has been lost during 
which our competitors have been building new and better 
ind more economical ships. They have been extending thei 
routes, perfecting their connections for obtaining freight in 


competitive markets, und some of them have 
with capital borrowed in the United States. 

Congress in 1920 not only realized that some aid and en- 
couragement was necessary for the successful operation of the 
war-built vessels, which the board was directed to sell under 
suitable conditions, but it saw clearly that new. more modern, 
and more economical vessels must be built, and sinee the con- 
struction of such tonnage in American yards would cost far 
more than vessels built by our competitors in Europe and in 
the Orient, Congress sought to encourage new construction. 
\ first-class merchant marine has never been built up without 
a healthy shipbuilding industry. In the golden age of Ameri- 
can shipping, just before and just after the Civil War, it was 
Yankee shipbuilders as well as Yankee skippers who made it 
possible for 90 per cent of American commerce to be carried 
under the American flag. 

Section 11 of the merchant marine act provides for the 
building up, out of money derived from sales and operations, 
of a construction loan fund to be used in loaning money at low 
rates of interest to American citizens desiring to construct 
new ships of the best and most efficient types. The purpose 
of this was to insure the new merchant marine being kept up 
to date. Unfortunately a subsequent enactment by Congress 
forbade loans to be made at less than 4% per cent, and this 
wis so high that such a loan would represent very little saving 
to the prospective builder of a ship that it would not any- 
where near offset the difference between construction costs 
abroad and here. So this provision has been practically a 
dead letter so far as bringing about the construction of new 
vessels for foreign trade by private shipowners. 

It will be seen from the foregoing that while the merchant 
marine act had a powerful purpose, the mechanism whereby 
that purpose was to be translated into action has been largely 
paralyzed. 

Another section of the merchant marine act of 1920 provided 
thut the Shipping Board and the Postmaster General might 
ake such contracts as seemed advisable for the carrying of 
the mails on American lines. Fortunately this provision has 
been carried out and a number of such contracts are in effect, 
but they are dependent on renewal from year to year, and upon 
the granting of the necessary funds by Congress from year 
to year. Shipowners never know when this encouragement 
may be withdrawn. They are unable to make their plans for 
the future with any assurance that the contract will be con- 
tinned. In this respect we are even behind the conditions 
obtaining under the old ocean mail act of 1891, pursuant to 
which contracts for 10 years were entered into. 

The United States long ago recognized the wisdom of en- 
couraging construction of vessels of superior speed for the more 
rapid, regular, and frequent carriage of the mails. If this 
policy is to be effected it should be brought up to date and 
long-term contracts authorized. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to remind the gentleman that the 1891 
act is still in effect, just as it has been all the time; and the 
reason the contracts are restricted to one year is because of 
the action of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WOOD. It is because of the controverted point as to 
whether or not they have the authority. 

Mr. DAVIS. But the point is that the 1891 act which au- 
thorizes long contracts is the law now. It is not necessary to 
enuct any new legislative provision. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will permit, that was carried 
into effect by contract and then those contracts were annulled 
by action of the Committee on Appropriations in the Post Office 
bill of last year. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. And, if the gentleman will yield 
further, contracts were not only contemplated by the 1891 act 
but the merchant marine act of 1920 reaffirmed the intention of 


been doing it 
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the Congress that the Postmaster General might enter into 
contracts covering longer terins, 

Mr. WOOD. ‘The practice to-day is for one-year contracts, 

Mr. WHITH of Maine. That came from the action of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. WOOD. ‘There is urgent need for legislation that will 
permit new construction in American shipyards which are 
almost destitute of work. American-built ships will cost any- 
where from 40 to 660 per cent more than ships built in foreign 
yards. Congress sought to help out on this situation by per- 
mitting the loaning of funds at low rates of interest. The legis- 
lation now proposed in the Wood bill for the Government to 
assume the difference between foreign and domestic costs might 
well be described as a bill to make good what Congress held 
forth but did not fulfill in the Jones Merchant Marine Act of 
1920. It is doubtful if there is a parallel in American history 
of a great measure like the merchant marine act of 1920 being 
largely nullified in administration. Pending legislation for long- 
term mail contracts we could do no more than to render effective 
the purpose of the American marine act. 

The problem of the American merchant marine is not merely 
a problem of getting the Government out of the shipping busi- 
ness, Privately owned American shipping companies, which 
built tonnage at enormous prices during the war period, deserve 
some encouragement. They are up against a powerful form of 
competition and this competition is biding its time, and if the 
United States Government does nothing to support its shipping 
a formidable attack will sooner or later be launched against 
every American line. The American companies which have 
bought ships and services from the Shipping Board are in dire 
need of assistance. Their vessels are wearing out and are get- 
ting out of date. Their competitors have built, and are building, 
new, modern, and more economical vessels, the competition of 
which is disastrous, 

At the present time we have a merchant marine act which 
makes a noble declaration, but the means of turning that decla- 
ration into reality is lacking. 

We could never have developed this great country by pious 
resolutions, If we had merely declared that the public domain 
of the United States should be settled by hard-working American 
farmers, it never would have been settled. We had to give the 
settlers the land outright under the homestead act. We never 
could have built transcontinental railroads by simply resolving 
that they should be built. We built them by giving land grants. 
So it is with the problem of building up the American merchant 
marine. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to place before you a picture 
of our position in the maritime affairs of the world. I desire 
to call particular attention to our merchant marine activities 
and will dwell on the matter of naval tonnage only to the 
extent necessary to present to you the matter of our sea power. 

Five years ago a naval disarmament conference was held in 
Washington, and since that time it is interesting to note the 
progress made by the participating nations, not only in the 
matter of naval construction but also merchant shipbuilding 
activities. 

During the past five years there have been laid down or 
appropriated for and building a total of about 300 naval vessels, 
and of these Japan is credited with 101, France 96, Italy 46, 
the British Empire 37, and the United States with but 19. 

Merchant vessels of 2,000 gross tons and over for transoceanic 
service contracted for, built or building, out of a total of about 
1,000 ships the British Empire has 741, Italy 91, France 80, 
Japan 71, and the United States 18. 

This is the picture of shipbuilding activities of the principal 
maritime nations since the United States agreed to the apparent 
desire for world naval disarmament, 

During the past summer another disarmament conference was 
held in Geneva. Because the United States had nothing fur- 
ther to offer, no ships to dismantle, no construction work to 
cease, no further depletion of our national defense to appease 
the foreign nations participating, it resulted in a complete fiasco. 
And this in spite of the fact that England might have aban- 
doned the further construction of additional cruisers, thus main- 
taining in greater degree the ratio agreed upon five years ago. 

In determining any nation’s sea power it is necessary to com- 
bine naval tonnage with that of the merchant navy to properly 
reflect naval strength; yet from the figures above quoted it is 
apparent that America is trailing far behind in the question 
of sea power. The United States is so far removed from the 
actual base of operations that even in a defensive war the 
protection of our island possessions and the Panama Canal 
would require an enormous ficet providing adequate transpor- 
tation facilities. 

During the World War the United States constructed a huge 
merchant fleet, not for the purpose of acquiring commercial 
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supremacy but primarily to compensate for shipping losses in- 
curred by submarine warfare and to assist in the ending of 
hostilities. This is evidenced by the noncompetitive types of 
ships that were authorized and constructed, and without fear 
of contradiction the United States embarked on that stupendous 
shipbuilding program for no other reason than that of meeting 
an existing emergency. 

When we agreed to the terms of the Washington Arms Con- 
ference it was generally understood that our Navy would be of 
the equivalent strength of Great Britain. Now, after five years, 
we find ourselves considerably below the ratio agreed upon, 
and from the standpoint of sea power still further outranked. 
We have sacrificed world naval supremacy and world maritime 
commercial suprem&cy; and in addition, through private loans 
our former allies have obtained $12,000,000,000, no small por- 
tion of which is obviously being used in the upbuilding of 
European navies, as well as their merchant fleets, with which 
America must compete for world trade in time of peace and 
fight against in time of war. 

That our private loans are being used for the construction of 
new ships is best evidenced by the circular which I have here, 
and which offers for sale to the American public 20-year gold 
bonds of the North German-Lloyd Co., of Bremen, in the sum 
of $20,000,000. These bonds were offered at 94 with accrued 
interest to date of delivery, to yield about 6.55 per cent to 
maturity. I should like to quote a portion of this proposal 
form, which reads in part as follows: 


Principal and interest payable in New York City at the option of 
the holder either at the office of Kuhn, Loeb & Co. or the principal 
office of the Guaranty Trust Co. of New York, in United States gold 
coin of or equal to the present standard of weight and fineness and 
without deduction for any German taxes, present or future, in time of 
war as well as in time of peace and whether the holder be a citizen or 
resident of a friendly or a hostile State. 


The proposal further states that “the proceeds of these bonds 
will be used for new construction and to repay indebtedness 
incurred for construction; and for other corporate purposes.” 

Last August I visited Bremen and while there discussed mer- 
cantile marine problems with the general director of the North 
German-Lloyd Co. Also I made it my duty to visit the ship- 
yards of the Bohm & Voss Corporation, in which yards inci- 
dentally the Leviathan was constructed. On the ways in this 
one yard 12 ships were under construction, several of them 
designed as passenger vessels to be placed in the North 
Atlantic trade. 

During the World War no American shipyard bustled with 
greater activity than this one yard in Germany. The roar of 
great forges, the clank of steel plates, the grunch of punching 
machines, and the whir of air hammers driving rivet after 
rivet, chused a profound feeling of helplessness to come over 
me, and I was thankful that yet there was time to rehabilitate 
our own shipyards, retain skilled personnel, and regain our 
prestige as a maritime nation. 

And then, gentlemen, a month later I read in the papers that 
the Cramp Shipbuilding Co. of Philadelphia was forced out of 
business because of the lack of work, and this after almost 100 
years of shipbuilding. Why, gentlemen, it was this company 
which constructed the first metal man-of-war for the United 
States, the old battleship Indiana, 

The failure of this firm caused me to ascertain conditions 
relating to our principal shipyards, and unless new construction 
is undertaken at once, the precarious existence of our ship- 
building industry will forever be stilled by that never-failing 
Nemesis—bankruptcy ! 

In Italy, where huge government loans at very low rates of 
interest have encouraged the construction of new ships, I found 
yards working night and day. The Cosulich Co. at Monfalcone, 
Italy, was placing the finishing touches on a new motor ship to 
be used in trade between Italy and South America, and I do 
not exaggerate when I say that it was one of the most beautiful 
and ornate passenger ships I have ever seen. 

And Great Britain has not been negligent in the matter of 
ship construction. Our delegates to the recent arms conference 
at Geneva will testify to that. I wish to call attention also to 
a loan of $7,500,000 floated in the United States by the Cunard 
Steamship Co. (Ltd.). Gold notes were issued to yield 5 per 
cent, and the purpose of the issue was to be applied to the 
general purpose of the company, chiefly the purchase of new 
assets or the reduction of amounts due in respect of ships 
delivered to the company. 

Always do we find that the purpose of these loans is either 
to construet or to purchase new ships. In the offer of the 
Cunard Co. it is of exceedingly great interest to note that “The 
relations between the British Government and the Cunard 
Steamship Co. have always been close as is evidenced by the 
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advance of 1905-1907 by the British Government, at 2% per 
cent, of £2,600,000 for the construction of the Mauretania and 
Lusitania, The British Government has a nominal interest in 
the stock of the company.” 

Who cain say what the interest of the British 
is in this company, but, gentlemen, rest assured 
sufficient to prevent the Cunard Co. from ever being driven off 
the seas. 

I also have here a copy of an offer by the British Foreign 
& Colonial Corporation (Ltd.), placing upon the British market 
some $10,000,000 of cumulative preference shares to yield 61, 
per cent per annum. This loan was floated by the White Stat 
Line (Ltd.), and was largely oversubscribed. 

Perhaps the lack of shipbuilding in the United States, or 
the intense activities of European countries, caused one of Great 


LESSION AL 


192% 


Government 


Britain's leading newspapers to refer to our merchant marine | 


in the following manner: 

Our companies have long found it possible to do with the American 
merehant marine what the Admiralty ure urged to do with the American 
Navy—dismiss it from their calculations! 


Gentlemen, the time has come when we must embark upon a 
shipbuilding program. Our ships must not be driven from the 
The merchant marine is not a political plaything, but 
is vital to the existence of every section of the country, and the 
welfare of every citizen! 


seas ! 


| 
I have introduced a bill to promote, encourage, and develop | 


an American merchant marine in connection with the agricul- 
tural and industrial commerce of the United States, provide 
for the national defense, the transportation of foreign mails, 
the establishment of a merchant marine traiming school, and 
for other purposes. I do not claim it a panacea for all the 
ills affecting our merchant marine, but its enactment will do 
much to regain to the United States that maritime prestige 
we once so proudly claimed. 

The first title of this bill relates to the Government-owned 
vessels we now have which were constructed or obtained dur- 
ing the war. Out of a total of 791 ships, aggregating 6,342,888 
dead-weight tons, less than half, or but 306 vessels, aggregating 
2,720,233 dead-weight tons, are actively engaged in the foreign 
trade. DD 
dead-weight 
follows: 

In the first reserve are 205 vessels of 1,662,253 dead-weight 
tons. These vessels are not immediately available for over- 
seas service, but could be made so within a reasonable length 
of time at varying expenditures for repairs. In the second 
reserve are 151 vessels of 1,000,000 tons, which at a very con- 
siderable expense for repairs could be made available in an 
emergency. In the third reserve are 129 vessels of 960,402 
dead-weight tons, which even to-day are considered surplus by 
the Shipping Board and fit only for the purpose of being 
serapped. 


tons, and may be set out in three groups, as 


As I have previously stated, the ships we now have were | 
constructed during the war period. only too often without re- | 


gard to economy of operation, speed, or possible subsequent use. 


And now, with newer and faster tonnage being thrown into this | 


nations, it will 
operated will be 


great mercantile-marine struggle by other 
be but a few years when the ships now being 
unable to compete in world trade. 

My bill provides that all vessels unnecessary for the main- 
tenance of service on lines already established shall be re- 
moved from the registry of commercial tonnage. The very 
fact that these vessels were constructed as a war measure 
should preclude them from being classed as commercial ships 
to-day; and while they perhaps are capable of carrying cargo 
in time of a national emergency I do not think it advisable to 
place them upon the scrap heap. It is proposed in the bill 
that all vessels removed from the registry of commercial ton- 
nage shall be maintained so long as practicable and economical 
to do so as vessels of the public service of a nonmerchant class. 
In this service they would be available for the transportation 
of commodities in time of need and yet would not reflect as 


a part of the competitive commercial vessels of the American | 


merchant marine. If 
such vessel shall have its documentation canceled it shall be 
offered for sale, but in the event it remains unsold at the ex- 
piration of one year from the date of enactment it shall no 
longer be regarded as a vessel of the merchant marine of the 
United States. 

This feature of the bill carried into effect on the 791 vessels 
now owned by the Government would present the following 
picture: 

Under paragraph (a) of section 1 of the bill we would have 
306 vessels of 2,720,233 dead-weight tons. Under paragraph (b) 
205 vessels of 1,662,253 dead-weight tons. And under para 


| graph 


that it is | 


The remaining 485 inactive ships aggregate 3,622,655 | 


is provided, of course, that before any | 
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(c) a total of aggregiting 1,960,402 dead- 
weight tons. In other words, there would be 306 ships which 
might be sold in connection with lines of service already estab- 
lished and whose tonnage would not be removed from the regis- 
try books because it is engaged in foreign competitive trade. 
There would be 205 vessels offered for sale which might be re 
paired for possible use and which, if unsold at the expiration 
of one year after enactment of the bill, would be classed as the 
280 vessels, aggregating 1,960,402 dead-weight tons, as surplus 
whose documentation would be canceled With the 
Government-owned fleet classed in this manner it is possible to 
obtain a better understanding of our status in the maritime 
affairs of the world, and it is with no feeling of pride that I 


vessels 


vessels, 


unnounce to you that we are a poor sixth in the number of 
vessels engaged in foreign commerce to-day. 

The second title and principal feature of the bill I have 
introduced relates to the construction of new vessels. Before 


entering into an explanation of this feature of the bill I wish 
to direct your attention to world shipbuilding activities as they 
exist at the present time. The number of ships of 2,000 gross 
tons or over built or now under construction for transoceanic 
service from and including the year 1921 shows that for every 
ship of this class built in the United States, Great Britain has 
built 41, Germany 12, Italy 5, and France and Japan each ap- 
proximately 4. Entirely aside from the number of ships being 
built it should be noted that all of this large number of foreign 
built ships are of the latest types, equipped with up-to-date 
propulsive machinery, and in general of higher speed than 
vessels built before and during the war period. 

The report of Lloyd's Register of Shipping for the quarter 
ending September 80, 1927, shows that there were 663 merchant 
vessels of 100 gross tons and over with a total of 3,074,057 gross 
tons under construction in the world at the close of the quarter. 
Of this tonnage about one-half was under construction in Great 
Britain. Germany was second, with 516,245 tons; Italy third, 
with 208,420 tons; Holland fourth, with 163,824 tons: France 
fifth, with 130,914 tons; Denmark sixth, with 96,150 tons; and 
the United States a poor seventh, with a total of 20 ships of 
91,070 gross tons. I might add that for the year ending Decem 
ber 31, 1927, the United States has been reduced to the eighth 
place, one of the Scandinavian countries having passed us 
during the last quarter of the year. 

Not only are foreign nations building more ships than are 
being constructed in the United States but they are enabled to 
build them much cheaper, because labor and living conditions 
are not comparable to those in the United States. In order to 
place before you the difficulties besetting American shipowners 
in so far as the operation of ships in the foreign trade is con- 
cerned it is first necessary to cousider the differences in the 
costs of construction. 

Fixed charges against capital invested aggregate 18 per cent 
per annum, as follows: Interest, 6 per cent; depreciation, 5 
per cent; repairs, 2 per cent; and insurance, 5 per cent. Inas 
much as American construction costs exceed the construction 
costs in foreign countries, the fixed annual operating expenses 
will exceed the operating expenses of foreign vessels. In addi- 
tion the higher American wage and subsistence expenses must 
be considered to accurately present the annual operating differ- 
ential. There is presented herewith a summary of capital and 
operating differentials of typical American vessels compared 


| with similar British vessels, and the figures given represent the 


annual average difference on a 20-year basis: 


Type of vessel, freighter (coal) : 
American cost, 8.360 dead-weight tons. 
weight ton : saaes : ie 
British cost, 8,360 dead-weight toms, at $57 per dead- 


at $95 per dead 
$704, 200 


weight ton__ essing tiie Aptian 176, 520 
Capital differential__......__._- ipavisiadidbaimanidcinen: 217, 680 
Average annual fixed charge on $317,680 higher cost of 
construction . aaiing . . ‘ 48, 446 
Wage differential, $1,758.82 per month iar 21, 107 
Subsistence differential, $271.80 per month ____.-_ 7 3, 262 
eo ee oiiininial tae — 72, $15 
The average annual differential of $72,815 represents 9.17 per cent of 
| the amount American owner has invested in his vessel 
Type of vessel, freighter (oil): 
American cost, 10,000 dead-weight tons, at $125 per 
dead-weight ton____- ; Ee soon $1, 250. 000 
British cost, 10,000 dead-weicht tons, at $80 per dead 
a i ‘ a 800, 000 


EE, SII css iaseusilinsitieacdhiniies caiman SA 150. 000 


Average annual fixed charge on $450,000 higher cost of 


construction______- pets es 68. 625 
Wage differential, $1,957 per month sad wioxapagl 12, 444 
Subsistence differential, $198 per month inuninarne 2, 316 

Detel . OOP GRBUiksk cnet centiodtiencumpemntinnee 83, 445 
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The average annual differential of $83,445 represents 6.67 per cent of 
the amount American owner has invested in his vessel. 
Type—freight and passenger (oil burner) : 





American cost, 11,900 grogs tems.......-.....6.-..-- 3, 375, 000 
British cost, 11,600 gross tons... aidhsessitaipiiiteiliasiaakiels 2, 250, 000 
SE as wcresnereictt deste beeen ckn ris eee aectee 1, 125, 000 


Average annual fixed charge on $1,125,000 higher con- 


struction cost a scsenaicddiasicn‘abentliainbemeiiaiaiin at 171, 562 
Wage differential, $1,926.35 per month. _-_.-.--_.----. 23,116 
Subsistence differential, $789.41 per month. __.---.-- 9, 473 

Total Pe aNRUM.. 2c. nmnns] secon nncacencnneses 204, 151 


The average annual differential of $204,151 represents 6.05 per cent 
of the amount American owner has invested in his vessel. 


Type of vessel—tanker (Diesel) : 
American cost, 10,144 dead-weight tons, at $130 per 
DOR ATOIER, DO ienlincnumabenren sissies ast pe acendhiadiee yi As 
British cost, 10,144 dead-weight tons, at $86 per dead- 
WHR BO anon th ntrtncitsenteninds censitn wine intended chtitacs 862, 384 


SINE <I science instciiedeunsiietcdnhaniniipdbcmundiiatntdiins 456, 336 


Average annual fixed charge on $456,336 higher con- 
struction cost ....... nididiinlaphiiannindndlmite nibs 69, 591 


Wage differential, $1,444.30 per month.----------_-- 17, 332 
Subsistence differential, $300.60 per month_---------- 3, 607 
OGRE: OOP. Da ceisitatenititicn eavinnpigimtiiiiniladlinaiie 90, 350 


The average annual differential of $90,550 represents 6.85 per cent 
of the amount American owner has invested in his vessel. 


From the above statement it is readily seen that American 
owlers are handicapped in the operation of vessels in the for- 
elgn trade primarily by higher construction costs and, in addi- 
tion, the wage and subsistence expenses. This increased capital 
charge, together with its corresponding increased fixed operat- 
ing expense, points the way to render a substantial remedy 
for the major problem affecting the American merchant marine, 
and that is to extend to American owners and operators some 
means by which they may obtain a vessel at a cost equal to 
that of their closest competitor, which in this instance happens 
to be Great Britain, and the only feasible way to extend that aid 
is at the time of construction. 

Title Il of my bill provides that when the Shipping Board 
is furnished with copies of contracts entered into by an op- 
erator and shipbuilder, indicating they are ready to proceed 
upon the construction of a new vessel, the board shall enter 
into contracts with each of the parties, receiving from the 
operator a guaranty that the newly construeted vessel will be 
maintained in a stipulated service for a term of not less than 
10 years. It may be that this stipulation should provide that 
the newly constructed vessel shall be maintained in the foreign 
trade only, as distinguished from the use of the vessel in a 
specified line of service, but that is a matter for the proper 
committee to decide, 

But whether this new vessel is to be operated on a given line 
or merely in the foreign service, this guaranty is the require- 
ment of the Government fer the interest it shall have in the 
vessel, which is to be provided in the contract with the ship- 
builder, whereby the Government undertakes to pay for the 
costs of labor and material only, which may be in excess of the 
costs for like items entering into the construction cost of a 
similar ship in foreign countries. In other words, the Govern- 
ment is willing to undertake a portion of the costs of construc- 
tion in return for a guaranteed service for a term of years. A 
recapture provision will enable the Government to resell or 
operate until a satisfactory resale can be made of any vessel in 
default. 

Under this proposal the cost to the Government is ascertain- 
able at onee, and the tetal cost in any one year will be much 
less than is being expended at the present time under govern- 
mental operation of the merchant marine. ‘To illustrate the 
manner in which the financing scheme contained in my bill 
would aid the private owner and operator, I wish to make the 
following comment: Let us take a vessel which costs $1,000,000 
in the United States. This same vessel would cost but $600,000 
in Great Britain. In order to provide the capital for the con- 
struction of such a ship, loans would have to be made in each 
instance, and when the entire cost is ascertained, taking into 
consideration that portion of the cost to be borne by the Gov- 
ernment, the vessel would cost the American owner approxi- 
mately $720,000. The exact amount would depend on the rate 
ef interest the owner would have to pay, and if the money 
were borrowed from the Government at 2 per cent, as provided 
in my bill, the actual cost would be $717,000. The cost of a 
similar vessel to a British owner would be substantially the 
same, although his interest rates might be in excess of those 
charged under the terms of my bill. 

The statement I prepared detailing capital and operating 
differentials clearly shows the need for eonstructive legisla- 
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tion in such form as will enable American owners to obtain 
vessels at a cost comparable with the cost of such vessels to 
foreign operators. My bill offers an indirect form of protection 
to those engaged in the world-wide competition for foreign 
commerce, and it is only just that this aid and protection be 
extended to our shipowners. 

The major portion of our agriculture and industry is pro- 
tected against the competition of commodities originating in 
foreign countries. The merchant vessels engaged in the coast- 
wise trade are also protected against foreign competition, and 
yet at the present time our only means of transportation by 
which our products are placed in the markets of the world is 
compelled to compete in a ruthless commercial struggle for 
existence, handicapped primarily by higher construction costs, 
maintenance and operation expenses, and without any aid or 
protection from the Government. If we are to have a merchant 
marine, privately owned and operated, the time has come when 
we must afford to the American shipowner the protection now 
extended to our industries, enabling them to begin opérations 
in a highly competitive field with equalized capital charges. 
The entire effect of my bill is to place vessels engaged in for- 
eign trade in the same category with vessels operated in our 
protected coastwise service, 

The third proposal contained in my bill relates to the estab- 
lishment of a merchant-marine training school, providing for 
appointments from every section of the United States, a pre- 
scribed course of training with compensation, and the estab- 
lishment of a retirement fund, thus assuring an annuity to any 
young man who desires to follow the sea. Graduates of this 
school would be qualified and induced to stay in the merchant 
marine, making it their career, not unlike the graduates of the 
Naval Academy. It is further provided that upon graduation 
and assignment to a vessel in the merchant service the train- 
ing-school graduate shall become a member of the Naval Re- 
serve, with a rating similar to that held in the merchant serv- 
ice. In this connection I may add very properly that through 
reliable sources information has reached me to the effect that 
the Navy Department is now engaged in the preparation of a 
plan the purpose of which is to augment the Naval Reserve, 
the men enlisted therein to serve in the merchant-marine serv- 
ice. It is admitted by everyone familiar with marine activities 
that trained personnel is a great and immediate essential, and 
regardless of the manner in which this personnel is trained, it 
is a primary asset in our national defense. 

To-day we find our shipyards have fallen into decay, skilled 
personnel trained and experienced in shipbuilding has already 
undertaken new lines of endeavor. The time has come when 
we must embark upon a merecantile-marine program that will 
establish this country in the eyes of the world. We must have 
ships for our foreign trade, and they must be American ships, 
constructed with American products and American labor. The 
prompt enactment of a bill to this end is imperative. We 
would be derelict in our duty if we failed to provide for our 
merchant marine. The establishment and maintenance of a 
sea power adequate to provide for our national defense and 
an uninterrupted transportation service for our commerce is 
our greatest heritage to posterity. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Timson having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States was presented to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 

The committee resumed its session. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILD, 1929 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. O'Connor]. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the committee, I hope that the members of the Committee 
of the Whole House will be patient with the Members who 
live in the Mississippi Valley and who will probably for many 
days to come sing songs of sorrow and lament about the 
catastrophe through which we have just passed. These calam- 
ities soften and subdue the people, and as one man said beau- 
tifully brings them nearer my God to Thee. 

Probably there has been no parallel in modern history of the 
golgotha, the crucifixion, which the people of the Mississippi 
Valley during 1927 underwent. But the people of that section 
apparently have become used to trial and misfortune and 
calamity, at least the people in the lower reaches of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

The people of the State in which I was born and reared have 
been bowed down by many griefs for almost three-quarters of 
a century. Of course, it is a matter of history that the city 
of New Orleans bowed to the conquerer’s yoke and suffered the 
fate of every conquered city during the Civil War. 
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After that came these tremendous breaks in the banks of th: 
Mississippi River above the cit) which cut us off from the 
balance of the country and the trade which sustains a great 
port like the city of New Orleans. 
Then came the yellow fever and apparently 


ll was los 








but honor. It looked for a time as if the people of that section 
ef the country n well sing the mournful refrain “ Une autre 
patrie” of, I be 


lieve, L’Africuine, or is it La Juive which 
substantially is “In another country we will seek fortune 
brighter and better than under this sky where we have suifered 
so lk ng.” 

But people like the people who live in the valley largely 
made up of Anglo-Saxon, Gallic, and Celtic races are not eastil) 
driven from home. They cling to it with affection that calls for 
the admiration of sages and poets. Year after year they have 
gone back, after baving been driven from behind them, to the 


levees of the Mississippi, tilled the soil, and have endeavored | 


to promote the welfare of their country. But there comes a 
time when misfortune bears so heavily on the people that the) 
are compelled to admit that they are not only on their knees 
but prostrate. 

Such a time has arrived in the history of the lower reaches 
of the Mississippi River. We in Louisiana have uncomplain- 
ingly borne the tremendous burden imposed on us by 31 States 
of the Mississippi Valley that sent down their torrents upon us 
annually. Not a drop of water that falls from the clouds in 
Louisiana runs into the Mississippi River. It seeks the Gulf 
in other directions. We are compelled to bear what some people 
are pleased to call in legalistic language a servitude. We are 
cmpoelled to take care of the water that flows upon us from 
31 great Commonwealths of this Nation. We are compelled 
to go down into the pockets of our people Who are none too well 
eff agriculturally and otherwise and carry and bear and sup 
port the terrific burden of a levee system made necessary by 
the fact that you have developed your country to such an extent 
that the natural servitude hus become a most burdensome one. 

We do not complain bitterly because we feel that when the 
country recognizes the truth of it the country will relieve us 
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slope of the Alleghenies and the western slope of the Rockies, 
und put through a bill that will give us that protection which 
will insure the investment of capital in the Mississippi Valley, 
and make it the great part of the United States that it ought 
to be. 

I would net want New Orleans to } misunderstood in this 

tel Cities, like individuals, are the victims of their en 
vironment. We can not eseape that environment, it operates 
upobh us trom oul birth. In order to obviate and to dissip te 
any thought that New Orleans is selfishly looking after its own 
although it would have a right to ask protection for 
a people that number over 450,000, with a wealth of more than 
a billion dollars, and whose people bave suffered so long that it 
is customary among other people to say that the day should be 
brighter the nieht has been so long and so dark, and that the 
night was so long the day following ought to be beautiful, hope 
ful, and inspirational. Let me make this statement: 

New Orleans is not satistied altogether with the bills that have 
been introduced and the engineering reports made thereon, not 
because she is asking for anything that might be much of an 
improvement on those reports but largely because the people 
above us are not satisfied We are bone of their bone, blood 
f their blood, sinew of their sinew, and flesh of their flesh, 
and our cry has been always, “ Whither thou goest we will go; 
your friends are our friends,” altering to fit this oceasion Ruth 
to Naomi: but heart to heart, heel to heel, and shoulder to 


interes 


|} Shoulder we want to march with the people among whom we 


“Ye shall know of the truth and truth will make you free” | 


is peculiarly applicable to the American people. 

I have no doubt about the correctness of the legal proposi- 
tion. If it be true that the interstate commerce clause was 
the main factor that brought the Union into existence—and I 
have heard the gentleman from Virgibia {Mr. Tucker] expatiate 
upon that not only eloquently but intellectually and convine- 
ingly—if it be true that the interstate commerce clause was the 
main determining factor that brought the Union into existence, 
then inevitably waterways fall exclusively under the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Government for this reason. The only instru- 
mentalities of trade at the time of the adoption of the Consti- 


question while the goal was ours 


tution were the waterways and the water craft that floated | 
over them and here and there a few stage coaches, Conse | 
quently, the makers of the Constitution must have intended | 


that the arteries of commerce such as the rivers would fall, in 


order to carry out the purposes of the Union, exclusively under | 


the control of the Federal Government, and as a corollary of 
that proposition it is inescapable that the control of: these 
waters, so as to prevent inundation and overflowing and suffer- 
ing to the people iiving contiguous to the banks of the rivers, 
constituted an obligation inseparably associated with the power 
that the Federal Government enjoys. 

Mr. Chairman, if that power be exclusive, how can Congress 
divide that jurisdiction and impose it, in effect, upon the States 


have lived and suffered, and among whom we hope we will 
triumph. We are one with them. Any bill that will satisfy 
the people above us will satisfy us: but I hold with a convie- 
tion that can not be changed and which can not be side-stepped 
that the Federal Government, in view of the history of the 
interstate-commeree clause of the Constitution, can not without 
subjecting itself to the thought of looking for pennies ask the 
States bordering on the Mississippi River to accept a jurisdiction 
that is not theirs merely to get from those States contributions 
in money to support a levee system that ought to be legally and 
financially supported by the Federal Government. I assert that 
with all the strength of a conviction. We did not raise that 
We knew that we were on 
safe ground, that fundamentally we were correct in assuming 
that it was a national responsibility, but in order not to appear 
in a light that might not be understood by our countrymen 
we were willing to make contributions that we were not legally 
obligated to make. We “came across,” to use an Americanism. 
but we can not do it any longer, and now in view of the past 
we hope that the people of this country will recognize the 
justice of our cause and will help that cause to triumph. I have 
not the slightest doubt if a bill comes ont on which the com- 
mittee will unite and that bill runs parallel to engineering 
recommendations in the main that this Congress will stand with 
the committee if the committee will stand for no contributions 
from the afflicted States of the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I could add anything to 
what I have said more than to repeat myself if I continued to 
talk here until doomsday. What I wished to do was to get 
the inescapable logic, the inexorable legal position of the people 
of the valley to the Members of this House, because I have 
never doubted their sense of justice, and I do know the venera- 
tion of the men on both sides of the aisle for the Constitution 


| and the laws of the country. [Applause.] But let me say a 


by requiring from them a contribution to maintain the levee | 
system, which the Federal Government under its exclusiveness | 


should still control and operate exclusively? 

I do not see how there is any escape from that legal propo- 
sition. You ean not side-step it without admitting that ex- 
clusiveness from the interstate-commerce standpoint is merely 
a phrase which does not carry the significance that the words 
ought to carry. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that the majority of the 
Members of this Congress will require a flood control bill that 
will be supported and fortified by some engineering commenda- 
tion, and I would not expect them to do otherwise. Although 
I was born and reared behind the banks of the Mississippi 
River, and know as well as anybedy who has ever lived along 
its banks its romance, and its story, and its song, I would not 
expect Congress to adopt a bill that I would bring in, which 
would, in its lack of engineering features and facts, make it an 
almost worthless document. I hope that the Committee on 
Flood Control will bring in a confection of its own, a committee 
bill that will meet with the support of those of the Mississippi 
Valley, and have the sympathy of those who live on the eastern 
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few words in regard to a subject which prompted me to ask 
for the floor. It is a glance into the near future. 

Cagliostro performed this trick with his decanter of water 
which reflected under his magic tonch and the power of his 
weird incantations the tragedies and the triumphs of the com- 


ing years. Under the spell and influence of the wand waved by 


| a statistician and economist friend I can envision a new order, 


a development, a prosperity, that will be headlined: 
A NBW KIND OF PEACE LEAGUSB 


A wise Uncle Sam will look far beyond the near horizon 
and he will see— 

The southern Republics, the world’s markets of gyrentest 
promise now, drawing surplus peoples from overcrowded 
Europe, clearing forest lands and cultivating them, opening 
mines, building roads and new towns, drawing in the finished 
articles of commerce and sending out raw materials and food- 
stuffs, requiring capital, developers, skilled men, and looking to 
the remainder of the world for the many things a new region 
rich in resources requires. 

Turning his eyes homeward, he will see— 

Surplus gold, abundant enterprise, business genius aplenty, 
but waning natural resources, 








| 
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Aud if he be really wise he ‘will sense a new and larger 
opportunity in Latin-American requirements and his own abil- 
ity to serve, and set about placing his house in order to take 
advantage of the new era that has dawned. 

First, he will turn his attention to the great central region, 
the Mississippi Valley, and put an end to the waste and ruin 
und delayed development by controlling the floods. 

Next, he will set about making those waters serve his people 
well 

Finally, he will, through impreved navigation, low-cost power, 
checked-soil erosion, irrigation, and safety from floods, encour- 
age the development of industries for the use of Latin America’s 
raw products In this way, through an improved economic 
environment he will promote the development of an ever- 
grawing buying power, both at home and in the world’s new 
miurkets of greatest promise. 

But Mexico, Central and South America are rather European 
in their tastes and reactions. What can Uncle Sam do to open 
the way for a clearer understanding between the peoples of all 
the New World countries and for the development of friendships 
based on confidence and good will? 

One thing he can do is to open the door to the same kind of 
free-will intercourse that exists between his own States and 
cities 

In the interest of New World comity and good will he can 
build and present, as an evidence of his friendship, a hard- 
surfaced highway from Canada, through the United States, to 
Mexico, Central and South America, giving each and every 
country in the New World automobile access to every other 
country. Intercourse would then develop rapidly. american 
capital would soon build wonderful resort hotels in the moun- 
tains to the southward, Contacts would develop confidence. 
Within a generation the people of Argentina, of Costa Rica, of 
Mexico, and of the United States would understand each other 
just about as well as the people of Iowa and of Louisiana now 
understand each other. 

Lindbergh has won the hearts of all Latin America, has wiped 
out a lot of misunderstanding, and has paved the way for Pan 
American comity and good will. When he returns he will 
have, at least in his mind's eye, a map of Pan American air-mail 
routes. A few millions annually voted by the United States 
Congress for such a service would help mightily. 

Subsidized steamship lines between the United States and 
southern ports would in the end pay large dividends, directly and 
indirectly. 

The gift of a thousand scholarships in United States colleges 
and universities to deserving young men and women in the 
several southern Republics would, in terms of New World comity, 
be worth many times the annual million dollars it would cost 
the Federal Treasury. 

Uncle Sam could do no better with his surplus wealth than 
to use some of it to improve the economic position of his own 
people and to enable his natural friends and fellow Americans 
to the southward to develop their own economic opportunities. 

By all means let us urge Uncle Sam to look beyond the near 
horizon and find there a new inspiration and a new goal. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ropsion]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog- 
nized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman and colleagues 
of the House, I wish to express my appreciation of the splen- 
did and forward-looking program of Chairman Woop for the 
building and maintenance of a merchant marine. I wish to 
congratulate the Democrats of the House on their selection of 
my colleague from Kentucky, Hon. Frep VINSON, as a Demo- 
cratic member of this subcommittee. He is able, honest, and 
courteous, and will render most efficient service as a member 
of the committee. 

Much has been said on the floor of the House and a number 
of measures voted looking to the relief of agriculture. The 
income on investments in agriculture and the wages paid to 
those who labor in agriculture are entirely too small and are 
not comparable to the income and wages received on invest- 
ments and for those who labor in many other industries. I 
have never failed to speak and vote for those measures in- 
tended to promote the welfare of the American farmers. No 
great industry in this country can suffer without its ill effects 
being reflected in every other industry. If agriculture is pros- 
perous, it brings prosperity to other industries; and on the 
other hand, if agriculture is depressed, this depression reflects 
itself in other trades and callings. But with all the distress 
of agriculture there is another great industry in this country 
that has been and is now in deeper distress than agriculture, 
and that is the soft-coal industry. 
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The soft-coal industry is suffering because of an oversupply 
or surplus. There are too many mines and too many miners, 
just as there are too many farms and too many farmers, 

We have a large surplus of soft coal, as well as a large sur- 
plus of farm products. We are producing more farm products 
and more soft coal than our country can consume. We produce 
and consume annually in this country more than 500,000,000 
tons of coal. About 60,000,000 tons of soft coal are produced 
in the State of Kentucky annually. We have been trying to 
take care of the surplus production in agriculture, but we have 
made no effort to take care of the surplus of the soft coal- 
mining industry. 

We produce more than twice as much coal as Great Britain, 
yet Great Britain ships to other countries about 20 times as 
much as the United States ships to other countries. 

We must increase our overseas markets. With proper ship- 
ping facilities, we should ship to the following countries as well 
as others the coul required by them: 
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Our average exports of coal overseas for the vears of 1922- 
1925 were 3,278,788 tons. The average export of coal per yeur 
from Great Britain for the same period was 64,031,000 tons. 
On aceount of the coal strike in Great Britain in 1926-27, we 
shipped overseas 19,320,022 tons, and for that same year Great 
Britain shipped overseas 20,596,000 tons. But this large ton- 
nage of American coal in 1926-27 was not carried in American 
vessels. During the fiscal year of 1922 we sent overseas in 
American vessels 228,670 gross tons of coal. This dropped to 
30,352 tons in 1925 and jumped to 80,034 tons in 1924, and 
dropped to 16,440 tons in 1926, and in April, 1927, only 105 tons 
of coke and coal were sent overseas in American vessels. We 
can readily see that, so far as the shipping of coal overseas is 
concerned, the American Shipping Board vessels have been 
either driven or taken out of the business. In fact, there ap- 
pears to be none of our American vessels engaged in carrying 
American coal to foreign ports. 

AMERICAN COAL AND COKE DISCRIMINATED AGAINST 

During the World War and just following the war the United 
States Government constructed # great fleet of vessels to aid in 
the prosecution of the war and to be used in our merchant- 
marine activities following the war. Since the war several 
hundreds of the vessels have been operated in the merchant- 
marine service by the Government or under contract with 
others. Nearly 500 of these ships are now idle and have been 
idle since their construction. These vessels, all told, cost the 
United States Government something like $3,000,000,000, These 
vessels in operation have been carrying cotton, lumber, petro- 
leum, grain, flour, and many other American products, but very 
little coal. 

The following is a list of products and the number of tons 
earried in United States Shipping Board vessels for the month 
of April, 1927, according to the United States Shipping Board 
reports : 
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It will be seen that 521,000 tons were carried in United States 
Shipping Board vessels for the month of April. 1927, but only 
105 tons of coal and coke. It is admitted that the United States 
Shipping Board loses money on every ton of American products 
shipped in these vessels, but there is no good reason why coal 
and coke should be discriminated against. The Department of 
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Commerce spends larg m very year in finding new marks 
and in making new iends for American product rh 
found the new market ! Ameri n eoal, and has 

f trated tha Ane n « i ete } I iti 
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amendment striking out $12,000,000 on pa 4 and line 
insert 513,000,000, Phis S1.000.000 is tf be used to re 
at least 10 of our . rid PRIN ver SS 
in the onerat f the 10) shin during the 
rr} the | j \ rica i/ \ ~ ] 
sed by Mr. O'Cor ! ri tl Unit S 
Board ill st al $200,000 put s ( 
on, and the lance of SS00.000 will take re 
in operation This will start a flee ef 10 ships carrying 
8,000 tons per ship, and they will be able Lo transport som 
like a half a million tons of coal the first year. We are 
that this venture will prove to be so successful and such a 
did and growing coal trade will be bu up overseas tha 
move of our idle ships will be reconditioned and placed into tl 
service Many Central and South American countries, as well 
as many sections of Europe and countries of Asia and Africa 
bordering on the Mediterranean wN« desire American coi l 
want to see American merchant marine enlarged in handling 
corn, Wheat, cotton, and other American products, bu 
same time I desire to see the trad reveloped for Americ: ai 


and coke 
A ' 1 , i? > 
American coal can successfully compete in the overseas trad 
with British coal As a mi r mi! American ports are 
almost as bear to thes ) ‘ 
ports. While American miners, on the average, receive hearly 
three times as much pay as british miners, yet because of other 


eas markets as are the HKunelish 


conditions it costs on the average $1.50 more on the ton to 
produce coal in Great Britain than it does in the United States 
With American machinery a ship can be loaded with coal it 
one-fifth of the time it requires to load coal in the British port 

America has the best coal and the cost of production is at 
least $1.50 per ton less than the cost per ton in Great Britair 
Why is it that Great Britain, producing less than one-half as 
much coal as our own country, sells twenty times as much coa 
overseas as We ti She overcomes this additional cost ft pro 
duction in railroad rates and in overseas shipping facilities. 
The freight on British coal from British mines to British ports 
in Great Britain ranges from about 60 cents to 75 cents per ton 
The railroad rate on coal from the mines nearest to our Atlantic 
coast shipping ports is about $2.50 per ton. We have special 
railroad rates on many commodities whereby we ship thes 
commodities from eastern and central United States to the 
Pacific coast perts at such rates as enables us to compete in the 
markets with like commoedities in the markets of the Orient 
(China and Japan, and so forth). Why should not America! 
coal have a preferential rate to the Atlantic coast ports to 
enable American coal to compete with British coal in the ove! 
seas markets? I am sure that plans can be worked out that will 
be just and profitable both to the producers of American coal 
and the railroads. The next step in aiding American coal t 
compete with British coal would be to build up a fleet of Ameri } 
can Shipping Board ships with such rates as would put us on 
an equal basis in the markets overseas with British coal. 
American coal must have an outlet. There is no other way to 
relieve this great industry. It has been discriminated against, 
and we are now asking for it the same consideration accorded 
to the products of forest, field, and factory. 

AMERICA MUST HAVE MPRCHANT MARINE | 

Our population now is about 120,000,000, and our national 
wealth is about $350,000,000,000. Until the nations of the earth 
reach an agreement for the substantial reduction of arma 
ments—and I strongly favor this policy—our Navy should be 
second to none. 

Nothing, however, could add more to our prosperity and at 
the same time strengthen our Navy, both in peace time and in 
war, than a merchant marine in keeping with the population 
and wealth of this country. We are producing a surplus of 
products from our mines, fields, forests, and factories. The 
world wants and actually needs all that we can produce. Our 
people must have a market, We can not expect Great Brita 
France, Italy, Germany, or Japan to carry American products 
that they themselves are producing to these markets. Their 
first concern is to carry the products of their own country. | 
We must either build up a great merchant marine of our own | 
or suffer for our short-sighted policy. I am anxious to see 
American products carried on American ships, flying the Ameri- | 
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x S ¢ l, and they 
( us he Ene- 
lis] om] ion wifl 
I ’ was a great 
ind \merican oal, and while we shipped nearly 
=U,000,000 Tt overseas, only a very few tons were ¢: in 
(merican ve The demand for the coal was s y 
it greatly increased the shipping rates, and foreign ships were 
attracted to our shores to carry this coal overseas This so 


limited the shipping space for corn, wheat, cotton, and so forth 
ireatened a loss of hundreds of millions of dollars to Ameri 
in predueers of these products 71 United States Shipping 
Board promptiy reconditioned about 100 of our idle ships to 


carry our cotton, corn, and other products overseas at a rate 
that netted a loss to the United States, while foreign ships car- 
ried our coal at rates ranging as high as $9 and $10 per ton 
If we had our own coal ships, we could compete with English 
ships with a rate around $2.50 per ton. British ships receive on 
an average near about this rate We are assured that Ameri- 


can eoal producers will provide the markets and coal for all 
hips that may be offered by tl United States Government for 
that service 

We have been spending about $300.000,000 annually for the 
American Navy, and the Secretary of the Navy has submitted a 
naval program involving about three billions of dollars. I think 
it would be wise for us to limit our program for battleships 
and other war craft and increase our expenditures for ships to 
carry American products to the markets of the world. |Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. CULLEN Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Hastrnes}. 

Mr. HASTINGS Mr. Chairman, this bill is known as the 
ndependent offices’ appropriation bill, 1929 

It makes appropriations for various boards and commissions, 
including the Interstate Commerce Commission, the Civil Sery- 
ice Commission, the Tariff Commission, and others, all expected 
to be filled by men of high character and great intellectnal 
attainments so that their findings and decisions will command 
the confidence of the entire country. 

All of these commissions are presumed to act in a quasi 
judicial capacity with no partisan bias or prejudice to influence 
their findings and conclusions. 

The flexible provision of the tariff act was enacted to remove 
the tariff from partisan consideration, but its adminstration has 
been disappointing and condemns it in public confidence. 

The disclosures of Senator Norris, of Nebraska, as shown by 
reference to the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of January 16 and 23, 
1926. contains the strongest and most conclusive indictment, and, 
I may add, conviction of the prostitution of the Tariff Commis- 
sion toe serve selfish interests that I have ever read. 

This speech should be reread and studied by every thought- 
ful citizen of the Nation. This speech is the most withering 
exposure of how the administration of governmerital affairs is 
manipulated on behalf of the selfish interests of the country 
that I have ever read. - (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, vol. 67, pt. 2 
p. 2187, and vol. 67, pt. 3, p. 2630.) 

There were six members of the Tariff Commission. On Ja 
uary 15, 1924, the commission began hearings on the sugar 
schedule. The speech of Senator Norris details he efforts 


can flag, on each and all of the seven seas, and to all the ports | made, first, to influence the decision of the commission, and 
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failing in that to delay the finding until after the presidential 
election. 

I commend the rereading of that speech to every Member of 
Congress and the people of the entire country. 

David Lewis, a former Member of Congress, was a member 
of the Tariff Commission. His term wus to expire in Septem- 
ber, 1924, Thut was just before the presidential election, To 
give a semblance of fairness and liberality toward the tariff 
question he was, through another member of the Commission, 
tendered reappointment by the President conditioned that he 
would sign in blank a resignation to be placed in the President’s 
hands to be held over Lewis's head and to be accepted at the 
President's pleasure, 

Lewis refused to sign such a resignation but was commis- 
sioned until after the November, 1924, election. Although con- 
ceded to be a man of great industry, high character, and 
splendid ability, his name was withheld and not sent to the 
Scnuate for confirmation. 

Another member of the commission, Mr. Culbertson, who held 
views favorable to reducing the duty on sugar and against the 
sugar interests was given a diplomatic position to Rumania. 

A third member of the commission, Mr. Glassie, insisted upon 
voling on the investigation of the sugar schedule, although it 





was conclusively shown and admitted that his family held | 


$200,000 wort ; ck in a sugar corporation, which would be | . ae : as 
path orth of stock in a sug pea | Coolidge administration, have insisted that the boasted prosperity was 


directly affected by his vote. Finally, an outraged Congress, 
by an amendment, compelled him to disqualify. When the ques- 
tion of the propriety of his participating in the investigation 
of the sugar schedule was challenged, he insisted upon voting 
in fuvor of his own qualifications. 

When every pressure failed to longer delay the report of the 
comission on sugar on July 31, 1924, it recommended a reduc- 


tion from 2.20 to 1.54 per pound in the duty on sugar, with a | 


differential of 20 per cent in favor of Cuban sugar, or a reduc- 
tion from 1.76 per pound on Cuban sugar to 1.236 per pound, 
or approximately one-half cent per pound. Minority and sup- 
plemental reports were made August 1, November 14, und 
November 17, 1924. 

No action was taken by the President, but it was held up by 
the sugar interests until after the election, and finally pro- 
nouncements came from a representative of the President on 
June 15, 1925, that no action would be taken, which permitted 
the old rate to stand. The sugar interests triumphed and as a 
result an additional duty of one-half cent per pound was placed 
upon the breakfast table of every consumer throughout the 
country. 

Appreciating that the Tariff Commission has lost its useful- 
ness and the confidence of the country, I think the appropriation 
of $754,000 for this commission should be eliminated. 

When we are assured that men of high character, who are 
permitted to act and make judicial findings, will be appointed 
to the commission, as was the original intention when the com- 
mission was created, appropriations can be renewed. 

To show the sentiment of my State and district on the Tariff 
Commission I quote from two editorials. The first is from the 
Muskogee Phoenix, an independent newspaper, which in a recent 
editorial makes the following comment : 

A FIFTH WHEEL 

Theoretically, there is scareely a body that should be of more public 
utility than a tariff commission. The contention of the advocates of 
protection is that tariff duties should be just enough to equalize the 
cost of production here and in the country against which the tariff is 
levied. If they are greater than this they form a barrier behind which 
monopoly shelters and abuses grow up. If they are greatly less they 
can searcely be ealled protective at all. To reach this reasonable 
middle ground has always been the professed desire of all but the 
extreme protectionists, 

It seems strange that with all the equitics In its favor the Tariff 
Commission was not born until comparatively recently. Although Presi- 
dent Taft and other friends of the tariff had pointed out that justice 
must be its aim, it was only with exceeding difficulty that the commis- 
sion was induced to make those studies which should tell just what 
ought to be the duty on a given commodity as between two countries. 
Years were spent in dreary and fruitless hearings. Endless reports 
were printed, which were full of admirable general principles. But in a 
practical sense the country got nowhere. The Tariff Commission has 
been nothing but a fifth wheel to the tariff-makers’ coach. There has 
never been a moment when it might not have been abolished without 
anybody's knowing the difference. It is going to be under heavy fire 
this winter and we do not know where its defenders will come from. 

This failure of what should be one of the most useful advisory bodies 
in the country is not due to the empty incompetence of its members, 
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for among them have been many able and public-spirited men It be 
longs with the worse than failure that attends all governmental activi- 
ties which unite the political and the economic function. The Tariff 
Commission is such a noxious hybrid. Absolute independence of politi 
eal influence is the only thing that could save it.—The Phoenix. 


JANUARY 20 


Attention is invited to the last two sentences in the closing 
paragraph: 

The Tariff Commission is such a noxious hybrid Absolute inde- 
pendence of political influence is the only thing that could save it 

The editor of this paper evidently had in mind the exposures 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The second editorial is from the Okmulgee Daily Democrat, 
an independent Democratic newspaper, as follows: 

PROSPERITY OF 1927 PURE G. 0, P, BUNK 

Slowly but surely the extravagant claims which have been made by 
Republican Party leaders that under the high-tariff policies of the 
Coolidge administration the country has been enjoving an era of un 
precedented prosperity are being disproved. One of the most significant 
statements which have been made in this respect recently was that of 
Charles M. Schwab, who since the death of the late Judge Gary is 
knowu as the steel king. “ Business,” said Mr. Schwab, “has not been 
good.” 


Democratic teaders, replying to the lavish claims made for the 


“spotty,” that it was enjoyed by great monopolistic interests, but that 


| the farmers, the wage earners, and the mercantile and smaller banking 
| interests were not sharing in the prosperity. This insistence has been 


borne out by the very high rate of failures among bank and mercantile 
establishments, which has been heavier this year than at any time io 
the country’s history. 

Finally, President Coolidge and Secretary Mellon admitted that there 
had been a period of depression, but claimed that it was passing, in 
most lines. Now, Mr. Schwab, chairman of the board of the Bethlehem 
Steel Corporation, predicts general prosperity for 1928, but admits that 
business during the last year or so has not been good, which is a con 
fession that the claims which have been so loudly made for the Coolidge 
administration and its policies have not been justified. 

“ Everybody knows we have been having a slack season,” said Mr. 
Schwab. “ Business has not been good, in spite of what some may 
insist.” 

Supporting this admission by Mr. Schwab, one of the most conspicu 
ous boosters for the Coolidge policies, are the latest employment figures 
from the Department of Labor, covering October and November. This 
report, from Republican sources, shows that employment in manufac- 
turing industries in October was the lowest for any month since Sep- 
tember, 1924, except July and August last, the low-water mark. The 
October average was 5.3 per cent below the average for the same month 
of 1926, 5 per cent below the October, 1925, level, slightly under the 
average for the same month in 1924, and 11.7 below the October, 19223, 
level. In other words, of every 100 wage earners employed in October, 
1923, more than 11 were idle during October, this year. 

Then, for November, this year, there was a further drop. The employ- 
ment level was 1.9 below that of October, while the total pay rolls were 
3.7 per cent less than in October, and that pay roll level was 7.5 per 
cent lower than in October, 1926, 5.1 per cent below the October, 1925, 
level, and 10.8 per cent below the October, 1923, level. 

Turning to the agricultural industry, which everybody knows has suf- 
fered because of the tariff favoritism of the Coolidge administration, 
mention may be made of the publication recently by a Des Moines, Lowa, 
daily paper of 32 solid newspaper pages of tax sales, most of them of 
farm lands, in one county of that State. They covered more than 30,000 
pieces of property on which taxes were in arrears, with fcreclosure 
threatened, and involved upward of a million dollars in delinquent 
taxes. These staggering figures are for one county alone. They could 
be duplicated in hundreds of other counties in the farm belt. 


We appropriate three-quarters of a million dollars annually to 
be expended by this commission. What has it done in the inter- 
est of the consuming masses? It has reduced the duty on miil 
feed, phenol, paint-brush handles, and bob-white quail. The 
tariff on pig iron was increased 50 per cent by the President on 
the recommendation of the commission, although the United 
States Steel Corporation declared a 40 per cent stock dividend 
in addition to its regular quarterly dividend and placed a com- 
fortable sum to its surplus. With the same pen, on the same 
day or the day following, he vetoed the bill to equalize indus- 
trial conditions among the depressed farmers of the West. 

We used to hear the threadbare argument that the fureigners 
paid the tariff tax. That was exploded long ago. Second, it 
was argued that the tariff was in the interest of the laboring 
man whose increase in wages is but a mere pittance of the 
millions of dollars finding their way into the manufacturers’ 
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chests to their enrichment. Of course, the manufacturers of the | 
East are prosperous because of the tribute which the great 
masses of the consuming public are compelled to pay becat f | 
this tariff legislation 

We next hear the theory advanced that the tariff d 
increase the cost to the consume! The complete answer 3 
argument. of course, is, Why do ufacturers wa i 
duties if they do not enable them ft inerease the price ol I r 
manufactured articles The disclosu in the Pennsylvania 
election show that presi t of the Manutacturers Associa 
tion contributed $300,000 to ti campaign i which is only 
illustrative of how money, which in varying amounts, is col 
lected from the mass of the peopl d used not ¢ in 
Pennsylvania but in every State, and particular in every « ‘ 
district threughou he country ec! egislation 
benefit of the selfish few Their enrichment is the resu ot 
contributions exacted through favored rislation fre 
consuming masses of the country 

It is folly to attem to suce fully argue that a tal on 
farm products, of which we preduce an exportable su t i 
of any benefit he farmers lake cotton and whea ex 
ples: The pric f each in this country is governed by 
Liverpool market Wwe raise an exportable surplus of | I 
When we have a short crop ef cotton or wheat the exportable | 
surplus is less and the demand is, of course, grea he | 
foreign market and the price advances. Every cett roducer | 


and buyer knows that the price of cotten at New Orlean 
New York is governed by the market at Liverpool. The sal 
true of wheat. It may be that now and then, because o! 


local shortage, that the tariff on wheat may be of some efit 
to the farmers living immediately south of the Canadian line 
Generally speaking, it can not be of any benefit to the w i 
producers of my State and the great Middle West. As above 
stated, the price is governed by the price at Liverpool, and 
wheat producers of my State ship no wheat to local yp s 
south of the Canadian border in competition with Canadian 
wheat. Let me illustrate it this Way: Suppose there are tw 
farmers, one who lives in the vicinity of Alexandria acr he 
Potomae in the State of Virginia and the other over on the east 


side of the Potomae in the District of Columbia, who both raise 
wheat and the market is governed by the price of wheat a 
Baltimore, Md. Can anyone successfully argue that a tarilf pre 
venting wheat crossing the Potomac from Virgibia into the Di 
trict of Columbia would effect the price of wheat in the District 
of Columbia? Frequently, because of some local condition, there 
may be a shortage of wheat in some locality, but the general 
price of wheat is governed by the price fixed at Liverpool] and 
the tariff against the importation of Canadian wheat, generally 
speaking, has no influence upon the price of wheat in Oklahoma 
or the great Middle West. 

If the western Representatives are really honest about the 
tariff benefiting the farmers, why do not they piace an addi 
tional duty on farm preducts? Everyone knows that the condi- 
tion of the farmers is one verging on bankruptcy. Congress has 
concentrated its attention upon beneficial legislation for them, 
The Republican Congress tried the tariff remedy by the emer- 
gency tariff act of 1921 and the depression continued without 
relief. The truth is it is pure bunk. If Congress were to place 
a duty of 25 cents or 50 cents a pound on cotton, does anyone 
think it would advance the price? Of course not, and no one 
is foolish enough to suggest it. My opponent in 1924, because 
of an advanced price of cotton, due to ravages of the boll weevil 
and weather conditions, urged that it was due to a tariff on 
cotton when everyone knows that there was no duty on it. 
Several years ago there was a duty on long-staple cotton, but 
even this was repealed prior to 1924. 

Finally, I can not follow the reasoning of anyone who advo- 
cates to the depressed farmers and small business men of the 
great Middle West that a tariff tax on the things they are com 
pelled to purchase adds to their happiness and prosperity. If I 
am not permitted to question the sincerity of those who ad- 
vance such an argument, I challenge both their intelligence and 
their conclusions. The tariff issue is threadbare. The people 
of the country, through rural mail service, are educating them- | 
selves upon public questions. You can not deceive them longer 
with the argument that the payment of more tariff taxes for | 
the benefit of the multimillionaire manufacturers of the East 
is in their interest. I have frequently thought that if every 
article of merchandise exposed for sale wpon which there is a 
tariff duty were marked so as to show the purchaser the addi 
tional amount paid because of the tariff duty, like stamp taxes | 
are required to be placed upon many articles of commerce, it 
would have few, if any, advocates or defenders outside of the 
manufacturing districts of the East, and certainly none who 
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represent the great consuming m: from the Middle West 
a South. |Applaus 
Mr. WASON Mr. Cl I Ll vield 18 ! t] gen- 


tleman from New Yor Mr. WAIN wrie? 
Mr. WAINWRIGH'! Mr. Cha ‘ n of the 
tee, if Sa grei tv ft e \ 1 D S in 
( mide! t th nf | ’ n 
m [ne na [M Wi tie \ l us with 
onustrut progran mt u ‘ ine 
n b t il I o Me | n- 
( S at this ses n or « rere I il ed I vy 
i é bel I , e ] 
of oul u as al ther Das a l it s 
an | I t it i ‘ i 
But | wish te call th tt I ‘ I t one 
ei e ¢ I re int 1 \¢ \ i hil ‘ o » 
stige and l to e I S14 ty Tr ¢ nti i 
‘ ‘ te tl Nt I Atl iti I n i ad hs ne« Sit t 
S i i I { t e hrs a it il s 
r ane ire ] e te k ep our flag upol that | We il¢ i 
‘ le ( Ce] t Nay or par with thi of y 
ther country) Ma t* I l hal ) ive a! uit 
m ines nad none 2 i t th tun { { sectins 
ais it may be t nue ior us te s et { I ress 
ol he sea In « } ( l ! pit bu it t we ca pire 
one day to be mistress of the seas as far as our own commerce 
neerned rhere was a time in the earlier, possibly better 
aa < ! hey i c ‘ reat | ik I } t uM) l nt, 
fe 1 comm \ ried 1 Al ricah s§ ps, when 
\merican flag Was constantly seen on every sea. And then 
carrying trade dropped and dropped until our flag had 
st faded from the seas 
In recent years, under the policy declared in our merchant 
marine law and utilizing a portion of the vast fleet, we created 
during the war, we resumed our place in the sun in the carry- 


gx trade of the world so that as much as 40 per cent of our 
commerce was carried in American ships, but later, year by 
year, that proportion has bee steadily dropping, till to-day 
it is 25 per cent, and unless something is done to halt that 
decline the history of the earlier day will be repeated, and 
but a small fraction of that great commerce carried in shij 
owned by and operated by our citizens. The question is to-day 
not merely what we ar do to keep our merchant marine 
alive, but the far greater question, whether we shall have any 
merchaut marine at all. That is the issue I believe we should 
meet in this Congress. The people of this country, my friends, 
whether they dwell or Lhe sea ward or in the in rior, demand 
and insist that we shall have a merchai marine adequate 
for the transportation of the greater part of our overseas com- 
merce; that the American flag shall be kept flying on American 
ships on every important trade route. Also, I believe, that it 
is their wish that the policy declared in the merchant marine 
act that all our Government-owned vessels suitable for over- 
seas traffic should be transferred to private ownership as soon 
as possible, and that we should get the Government out of 
this business. So our problem to-day is how our merchant 
marine shall be put on a permanent basis under private ope 
ation. There are still far too many of the ships of our great 
Government fleet directly operated by the Government or by 
operating-agents for the Government under guarantees against 
loss. Notwithstanding that great fleet of cargo and passenger 
ships of all sizes and tonnage, 13,000,000 tons in all, created 
at a cost of $6.000,000,000 to the American taxpayers, as I 
have said, a diminishing proportion is being carried in the 
American flag ships. That is not all, for to-day, in fact since 
the war, practically no ships for overseas service have been 
or are being constructed or laid down in our shipyards. They 
are idle and closed down, whereas abroad there has been the 
greatest activity in overseas construction The i 
rapidly replacing his older ships with new and improved 
vessels, while we, faced with the fact that our ships must 
inevitably wear out, become obsolete or unsuitable for any 
trade, are standing still and making no provision in this regard. 
We all know, for the facts and experience have shown, that 
we can not have an overseas merchant marine unless the Gov 
ernment—that is to say, the people and the taxpayers—give it 
substantial assistance and support. Withont such assistance 
we ean not meet the foreign competition. Without such assist 
ance the merchant marine can never be put on a permanent 
basis. Without such assistance we can not meet the foreign 
competition, and our merchant marine must languish and 
eventually expire. 

The form that such assistance shall take seems fairly well 
agreed, namely, first to assist in the financing for construction, 
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with Government credits or loans at so low a rate of interest as 
to mike up by a lesser interest charge in some degree for the 
difference in the cost of construction and of operation here 
and abroad, and next, by offering more liberal and niore per- 
manent contracts for the carriage of the mails than have yet 
been accorded. Now, in a bill I have introduced (H. R. 8914), 
I have attempted to apply this principle and to accomplish the 
desired result with the one line we have in the North Atlantic. 
Now a word. The North Atlantic lane leads from all our north- 
ern ports to the ports of northern Europe. Thousands of our 
people cross and recross that route each year. Thousands of im- 
migrants reach our shores by that route. Is it not, to say the 
least, desirable that the thousands of our countrymen who will 
go abroad each year and spend their millions on the other side 
should be afforded the privilege of traveling under the flag of 
their own country? Is it not also, to say the least, desirable 
that a large, if not the greater, portion of the millions required 
for their transportation should be contributed to the prosperity 
of their own country, to the support of all the industries that 
go into ship construction and operation, rather than to replenish 
the coffers of foreign shipowners and foreign shipbuilders? We 
may certainly assume that the vast majority of these Americans 
are good Americans, who prefer to patronize and travel on 
ships under their own flag, provided, of course, they are fur- 
nished with a service equal in speed, safety, and comfort to 
the foreign ships. Oh! I know it is the fashion to assert that 
vast numbers of American travelers decline to patronize Ameri- 
can-flag ships on account of their arid condition. But, in the 
ugeregate, that class of foolish travelers is really insignificant 
and this contention is disproved by the fact that our line—the 
American-flag line—now runs at full capacity during the tourist 
season, That demonstrates that the demand for American ships 
will keep pace with the extent of the service furnished. In 
fact, that so small a proportion of the total of first-class 
passengers is carried in American ships and that that trade 
is almost monopolized by the foreign companies is due princi- 
pally to lack of American-ship capacity. Now, this only first- 
class line on the North Atlantic is known as the United States 
Lines. It is operated by our Government through the Shipping 
Board. It is, as I understand, the only line still directly 
operated by the Shipping Board. Strictly, it is not a_first- 
class line at all, in the sense that it equals the best service 
afforded by the great British, French, and German lines. Its 
six ships are all now fairly old, three of them seized German 
ships, built before the war, reconditioned, with the exception 
of the Leviathan—by no means up to the standard of the newer 
foreign ships. Only two of its ships—the President Harding 
and the President Roosevelt—are American-built. While we 
have made no additions to this passenger line, in fact have 
built no new first-class passenger ships for overseas trade, the 
foreign lines have put a large amount of new tonnage into this 
service since the war, with splendid, great, fast steamships— 
the last word in speed, safety, comfort, and convenience. By 
the end of this year 18 more will be finished or laid down. 

The White Star is bringing out one boat of 25,000 tons, and 
is reported to have ordered another of 60,000 tons. The Cunard 
it is reported are about to build another vessel of like propor- 
tions. The North German Lloyd are building two 46,000 tons, 
with speed of 26 knots. The Hamburg-American, the Swedish- 
American, Norwegian-American, Holland-American, and Scan- 
dinavian all have building programs. They are proposing to 
scrap their old or middle-aged vessels, because the big, fast 
boats have been found to be more profitable and economical. 
The big White Star Line Cunard boats will have a speed of 
26 knots, to make the voyage in less than five days, and will 
cost, it is said, about $15,000,000 apiece. And we have abso- 
lutely no present program for the United States Lines, except 
possibly the reconditioning of two other old German-built boats, 
to be brought up to a speed of only 20 knots. And our only 
fast ship, the German-built Leviathan, has a speed of but 24 
knots, So you can see if we are to stay in this North Atlantic 
trade at all some provision should be made without further 
delay for replacement of the old boats we are now running so 
as to balance the fleet to afford at least one fast American ship 
per week. 

I shall insert in my remarks a statement furnished me by 
the Bureau of Research of the Shipping Board—a statistical 
statement analyzing the first-class trans-Atlantic traffic and the 
vessel tonnage employed in that traffic in 1927; also the ves- 
sels in the trans-Atlantic passenger traffic built abroad since the 
war and the tonnage and speed of the United States Lines pas- 
senger vessels. It shows that but 12 per cent of the first-class 
passengers are carried by the United States Lines, which has 
but 9 per cent of the tonnage engaged in the traffic. 

But let us consider for whom is all this trans-Atlantic trans- 
portation furnished? Practically for Americans, and Americans 
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only, since more than 90 per cent of those who patronize the 
Ships on the North Atlantic lane are our enterprising and 
knowledge and pleasure seeking countrymen and countrywomen. 
So there are two questions for us to consider. First, shall we 
permit foreigners to well-nigh monopolize this lucrative trans- 
portation? What are we to do with the United States Lines, 
to get it on a permanent basis under private operation? 

The answer to the first is by improving and extending the 
service of the United States Lines and building on that basis 
till sufficient accommodation is created to take care of the 
bulk of the trade. The second is to offer such reasonable in- 
ducements as to insure the United States Lines being tuken 
over and operated on a permanent basis. There can be no 
better time than right now, at this session, to solve these ques- 
tions. The first step should be to provide for the construction 
of at least two absolutely first-class and up-to-date fast pas- 
senger steamships of at least 35,000 tons burden, to be built in 
our own shipyards. This I believe to be essential, whether the 
line is to be under private or under Government operation. 
Next, to provide for more liberal mail contracts. With these 
inducements and with the excellent showing this line has re- 
cently made a responsible purchaser should be found. It is 
doing well to-day. It did better last year than the year before. 
With all its present handicaps it now takes in more than it pays 
out. The results reflect great credit on the Shipping Board. 
But, nevertheless, the effort should be made to relieve the 
Government of the operation of this line. 

It seems to be conceded on all sides that we can not have 
new ship construction unless there is some Government assist- 
ance. What form should this assistance take? Possibly a 
direct subsidy is not to be considered, but we can at least offer 
to provide them with a certain proportion of the cost of con- 
struction through the form of Government loans at a rate of 
interest low enough, in some way, to equalize the higher cost 
of operation and construction abroad. Furthermore, we can 
give them more reasonable and more lucrative mail contracts. 
It seems to be conceded by all hands that something should be 
done to afford American ship operators a more favorable form 
of foreign-mail contracts so that these contracts can be more 
permanent and the remuneration at a higher rate. 

My bill directs the Shipping Board to offer this line for sale. 
The terms of sale must provide that the purchaser shall build 
two high-class passenger and cargo vessels of sufficient size 
and speed to augment the efficiency of the present fleet, such 
new ships to be operated in the North Atlantie service with the 
other vessels of the line. The board would be authorized to 
loan from the existing construction loan fund, now standing at 
about $70,000,000, a liberal proportion, not to exceed $30,000,000, 
vf the construction cost of these two ships, to carry interest at 
the rate of not less than 2 per cent. The Postmaster General 
would be authorized to enter into contracts of not exceeding 
10 years with the owners or operators at a rate not in excess 
of $12 a mile for the actual number of miles traveled on 
each outward voyage, which is undoubtedly a more liberal mail 
subvention than has as yet been accorded under our law for 
carriage of the foreign mail. ‘The plans of the ships must be 
approved by the Navy as suitable for naval auxiliary. But 
the bill also provides that, in case no advantage is taken of 
such an offer by the Government, on reasonable terms, within 
six months, that the Shipping Board itself shall thereupon pro- 
ceed to construct these two ships at a cost for each of not to 
exceed $15,000,000, to be operated in the North Atlantie service 
as part of the United States Lines. But I firmly believe that 
that alternative will prove unnecessary, and that if the Congress 
will authorize the sale of this line, with these advantageous 
features, the right purchaser will soon come forward to take 
over and relieve the Government from the operation of this 
line under the reasonable assurance that at least one first-class 
American line will be, from now on, permanently operated on 
this our most important trade and passenger route. At least, 
this bill, if passed, will give notice that we propose to always 
keep at least one line in this service. Moreover, it will put 
new heart and life into our shipbuilding industries, and fur- 
nish our shipbuilders the opportunity to demonstrate that we 
on this side can turn out as fine, as fast, as safe, and as com- 
modious ocean liners as can be built on the Clyde or elsewhere 
in the world. And if this line so supplemented, shall prove to 
be successful and profitable, then either it may be further 
expanded or new lines flying the same flag created so 
that in the days that are to come all American tourists and 
shippers, all who are so patriotically minded as to prefer to 
travel and ship abroad under the American flag, will have 
that opportunity. And maybe we may so advance the day 
when we shall behold the flag flying from the taffrail of 
the great majority of ocean liners that enter and clear from 
our North Atlantic ports. And all I am asking is that we shall 
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speed that day by taking some effective action in this Congress 
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Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen 
tleman from Georgia [Mr, LaNKForp]. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com 
mittee, I have spent much time this week attending hearings 
on the McNary-Haugen bill befere the Committee on Agricul- 
ture of the House. The merits of various agricultural relief 
bills are being urged and the contest will wax stronger as the 
days go by; but, Mr. Chairman, I am still for my own bill, and 
all the while I am growing stronger in the faith. Faith in a 
measure must be backed by merit or fail. 

Let me tell you what I contend will be accomplished by my 
bill, then please read it, together with the arguments I have 
made in support of it, and listen to my repeated arguments in 
future in support of it, and I feel sure you will become con 
vinced of the absolute soundness of the measure in every re- 
spect. 

To my mind this bill will bring about the necessary control of 
production and marketing, thus insuring at all times a profit 
able price te the producers of basic agricultural commodities, 
such as cotton and tobacco. By ¢ nt of the farmers it will 
place their production and marketing in the hands of their 
friends, consisting of appointees by the governors of the com 
modity growing States, acting in the capacity of commodity 
councils, 

After the bill has become a law it can not become operative | 
as to any particular commodity unless three-fourths of the pro 
ducers of the commodity so desire, and can not stay in effect 
longer than one year unless 8S per cent of the farmers produc- 
ing the purticular commodity approve the operation at the end 
of the year, and then must die during the next year unless at 
least 95 per cent of the preducers of the commodity in question 
are friends of the plan by that time. 

Mr. BLANTON. This is not the bill upon which I am get- 
ting communications every day, 
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Mr. LANKFORD. No: this is my farm bil if the people 
knew fully about this bill you would bh eceiving many com- 
munications in favor of it 

Mr. BLANTON I am gettin sO ny communications from 

trict about a Lankford bill that I did not know but that 
iis might be the one 


v dis 


Mr. LANKFORD No; that is about a ppesed bill that 
the think I intreduced l ive introduced no bill w h suen 
a sas are u ad DY ‘ tf my Sunday 
il 
I BLANTON It does not affect T is 
NI LANKFORD Ne it does n excel ns ir as the 
N 1s Capital is a mode I wd or bad. 
Mr. BLANTON Then, wl re they so concerned about it? 
M LANKFORD ] I uly know, but it \ ad the 
bill many who are now opposed to it will withdraw (thet et 
ions and | in favor 
it was my intention to talk of farm legislation at this time 
1 discuss Sunday legislation « il het ni Since 
my friend from Texas has ed attention to 1 L to pro 
de one day of rest out of every Seven in the Nations Capital 
1 will make a few observations concer! g 1 t measure 
Forty-six States in our country have son kind of Sunday 
iws Two States and the Nation's Capital have absolutely 
one Most people back in our districts believe we have some 


Sunday law here and are dumfounded when they find that 
he Capita the seat of government of the greatest Christian 
Nation on earth—has no Sunday law whatever. 

| feel that our people, whom we represent, want and expect 
the Nation's Capital to be fairly representative of the senti 
ment of the great majority of the people of the country in the 
matter of Sunday laws and other legislation. Congress makes 
the laws for the District of Columbia just as the mayor and 
board of aldermen make the laws for the various cities of the 
country. Then, if we are to represent our people, we should 
enact for the District of Columbia such fair and reasonable 
laws as are for the best interest of the people here and as will 
represent the wishes of the great majority of the people of the 
Nation. 

But why are the people of the States so very much con- 
cerned about a bill to provide for a reasonable Sunday cb- 
servance here? I will tell you. Congress must take sides 
either for or against Sunday desecration here. Our failure to 
ass a Sunday law is being construed as an indorsement by 
‘ongress of the Sunday movie, Sunday theater, Sunday dance 
mall, Sunday night club, and all other forms of Sunday dese- 
cration. The movie and theater interests, backed up by those 
who wish to tear down the Christian Sunday and the various 
atheistic organizations, are making campaigns in the various 
States to destroy all Sunday legislation in the States, and are 
pointing to Washington as a model of Sunday desecration. 
Fhey are saying, “See what your Congress thinks of Sunday 
in Washington and elsewhere.” 

Washington is now used as a model of Sunday deseeration 
by those who hate our Christianity and deny the existence of a 
God. Would it not be better for us to pass a reasonable Sun- 
day law here and let it be used by those who are in the great 
majority in this country and who do not want to commercialize 
Sunday, but who recognize it as a day of rest and who believe 
that Christianity is the chief corner stone of our civilization 
ind that faith in the Great Architect of the Universe is the 
foundation of all law, all law enforcement, and of all good 
government? 

For my part, I much prefer for the Nation’s Capital to be a 
model of righteousness rather than a Sodom of ungodliness 

Let me say this: Many people throughout the country are 
being misled into signing petitions against my bill on the idea 
that it will interfere with religious freedom, bring about a 
union of church and,state, and deprive some one of some 
sacred right. I would not introduce any such a bill 

Some peopie have strange ideas of religious freedom. They 
seem to think that closing a Sunday dance hall, a Sunday night 
elub, or gambling den interferes with their religions freedom. 
Neither do I see how the closing of these dens of ii iquity would 
bring about the union of church and state. 

For the ve ry life of me I au lot understand how the “fie red 
right of religious freedom can be twisted and contorted into 
meaning the regular continuous Sunday infliction on the public 
of the obscenity of the modern movie and theater, the profanity 


( 


of the night clubs, and the vulgarity of the modern dance hall. 

No, Mr. Chairman, I would not introduce any bill to interfere 
with proper religious freedom or to deprive anyone of a con- 
stitutional right. If I should introduce any such a bill it would 
be set aside promptly by the Supreme Court. My bill is fair 
and is constitutional, and the opponents know it is constitu- 
tional. That is why they are fighting it so bitterly. They know 
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the Supreme Court will let it stand, and they want to com- 
mercialize Sunday in Washington and use the Sunday desecra- 
tion here as an argument for the ultimate destruction of Sunday 
Jaws throughout the Nation, 

But I did not intend to say so much about Sunday legislation 
at this time. I have made this speech on two subjects, which 
means that I shall in the very near future make several more 
on farm relief and at least one extended speech on Sunday 
legislation, 

Just now let me say a few more words on my bill to create 
the farmers finance corporation. 

The bill is drawn in behalf of the individual farmer, and for 
all farmers and in behalf of no one else, and yet it is fair to all. 
It is not at all compulsory and must stand or fall by its own 
strength. 

The farmer, under the bill, can hold his product and while so 
doing can borrow on the commodity the average in full for 
which the commodity has sold during the last 10 years. The 
farmer will not have to put up any collateral in addition to the 
commodity and will not be liable for any part of the loan not 
paid by the sale of the commodity, and therefore will be guaran- 
teed the average price for which the product has sold during 
the last 10 years. He can not lose, for the commodity under 
my plan will not drop below this loan value, and the Govern- 
ment’s corporation, which makes the loan, can not lose, for the 
plan provides a control of both preduction and marketing so as 
to hold off the market at all times so much of the product as 
might depress the market, thus putting on the market only so 
much of the product as can be absorbed at a profitable price to 
the consumer, In this way every cent of the loan will be repaid 
with interest. All expenses will be paid and the farmer receive 
a reasonable and fair price for his product. 

By this method an overproduction will not in the least de- 
press the market. An overproduction can not depress the 
market if it is known definitely that it is not for sale. Under 
this plan the overproduction will not go on the market, but will 
be held by the producers until there is a demand for it at such 
a price as the farmers themselves decide is fair and reasonable. 
The farmers, of course, will act through their authorized agents, 
the commodity councils. 

There will be no need for worry over crop reports, weather 
conditions, price predictions, or the probability of an overpro- 
duction, The farmer will be able to hold his commodity by 
borrowing the full average price of the commodity, thus holding 
it off the market until it can be sold at a price named by him 
and his friends. He can name his own price and get it, just 
like other folks are now doing. Of course, the price fixed by 
him could not be unreasonable. It could be and should be, 
though, for the real value of the commodity. No one could 
steal the commodity from him or get it for less than its real 
value. 

There would be very little, if any, gambling in futures, for 
eotton could not go below the minimum fixed by the loan value. 
It might go up, but could not go down. In fact, there would be 
very little fluctuation of price. The farmer could look the world 
in the face and say, “ How much cotton do you want at 25 cents 
per pound?” and could get it unless conditions beyond the 
United States controlled the price slightly one way or the other. 
Heretofore the production in this country has controlled the 
price. For many years in future the farmers of this country 
ean control their own prices if they will control their produc- 
tion, and with that control put on the market only so much 
cotton or other commodity as the demands of the market call 
for and will absorb at a reasonable price. 

This bili gives the farmers perfect control of their production 
and marketing and therefore gives them perfect control of 
prices within reasonable bounds. We need not worry about the 
price of farm products if we will only help the farmer solve his 
production and marketing problems. ° 

So it is seen the bill solves all controversies with respect to 
cotton gambling, cotton reports, insurance of fair prices, and 
price fixing. The bill enables the farmers to fix their prices as 
other industries are doing to-day. 

This bill is a wonderful improvement over the debenture plan, 
which would only help the exporter of cotton on the theory that 
some unknown, insignificant part of this help might some way 
finally find its way to the producer of cotton or other basic com- 
modity. It is likewise far, far better than the other plans, 
which only set up agencies to speculate on the farmer and make 
money for themselves, and may or may not help the price level 
for the farmer throughout any given period. Let us help the 
farmer directly, not indirectly. There is very little, if any, 
merit in most of the proposals to help the farmer by helping 
the other fellow live off the farmer on the theory that they may 
help the farmer at least to exist. 
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Under this bill the rights and privileges of the farmer are 
definitely set out. So far as possible, the bill is definite in its 
terms. The rights of all parties concerned can be easily ascer- 
tained by a reading of the bill. 

There is no equalization fee or tax of any kind provided in the 
bil. There is no need for any. The bill simply enables the 
farmers to control their production and marketing by mutual 
contract and thereby become independent in the matter of deter- 
mining the price of the product of their own labor. 

The farmers will gladly join in the control of their produc- 
tion and marketing, for it will mean an additional price for the 
commodity which they are holding as well as a good price for 
their new production. 

The farmer will make the same money out of any particular 
commodity with much less effort and labor on less land. There- 
fore he can more easily diversify his crop and make more 
money out of other products. 

The farmer will have the privilege of borrowing, if he wishes 
to exercise the right. He will be bound only to help in the 
coutrol of marketing, production, and price adjustments, and 
will have the benefit of the loan privileges if he needs money 
in order to carry his commodity until a better price is assured. 

Under the plan suggested by this bill the farmer will in no 
sense be a pensioner of the Government. I feel the Government 
owes them a debt that can never be paid, but be that as it may 
the Government will get back every penny advanced to the 
farmers’ finance corporation under this bill. To my mind the 
bill is so sound economically that only the Government will not 
lose any money, but in a short time the farmers will become 
so thoroughly independent they can borrow from banks, trust 
companies, and other financial agencies any amount of money 
needed for the orderly marketing of their crops. 

In conclusion, let me say, Come on, let us pass a real farm bill 
and let the farmers tell us what we have done for them rather 
than our telling them what great things we hope to do in their 
behalf. [Applause.] 

Mr, WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman and my col- 
leagues, notice was given by my distinguished colleague from 
Kentucky, Judge Ropsion, in the course of his eloquent ad- 
dress this afternoon that when the bill under consideration is 
taken up under the five-minute rule an amendment will be 
offered in the interest of agriculture and the coal industry of 
this country. In view of the fact that much has already been 
said on the subject of agricultural depression, I shall confine 
my remarks almost exclusively to the relief which it is hoped 
this amendment will bring to the great coal industry of America. 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, this amendment possesses 
very great merit, because it is common knowledge that the 
coal business of this country to-day is in a very grave condi- 
tion due, to some extent perhaps, to overproduction and to the 
development and use of hydroelectric energy and to the use of 
oil as a fuel, which is to-day coal’s greatest competitor. With 
the further development of water power this competition will 
naturally and inevitably become more acute and more deyastat- 
ing to the coal industry. Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this sug- 
gestion, however, as an argument against the promotion of 
hydroelectric possibilities, but simply to call attention to the 
importance of providing a means to protect the great coal indus- 
try, which employs, feeds, and clothes millions of our fellow 
citizens. While the district that I have the honor to represent 
is not essentially a coal-mining district, yet coal mining is one 
of its major industries. Mr. Chairman, I do not think I have 
ever seen the coal business of my section in such a sorrowful 
plight as it is to-day, and as it has been during the past two 
or three years. Our mines are running on short shifts, and only 
three or four days per week, with the inevitable result that the 
miner and his wife and children are suffering great hardship. 

This is undoubtedly due to some extent to unequal competi- 
tion and to overproduction, but both of these evils can be cured 
and eliminated if we can only find a market for our normal 
output. Statistics show that we produce in the United States 
more than twice the tonnage of coal that is mined in Great 
Britain, yet Great Britain exports almost 20 times the tonnage 
we export. Our average annual production of coal is 513,772,000 
tons, whereas the average of Great Britain is 229,965,000 tons. 
The average yearly export of the United States from 1922 to 
1925, was 3,967,660 tons, while during the same period Great 
Britain's average yearly export was 76,706,000. During the 
coal strike in Great Britain of 1926, the United States exported 
19,320,022 tons of coal, while Great Britain exported only 
20,596,000 tons. This is a practical demonstration of what can 
be done under favorable conditions. 
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Mr. Chairman. the amendment which will be submitted wi 
be designed to improve coal mining conditions and agricultur 
conditions in this country by providing an additional million 
dollars in the appropriation for tl United States Shiy 
Board to be used to pr Vici it least 1G verse ' ii 
equipped for coal transportation and to absorb whatever defi 
may result from competition in foreign markets in the sale of 
the surplus production in this country of wheat, corn, lumber 
eotton, and coal. Thus it will be observed that this amendment 


will not only benefit the coal industry, buf will likewise and ft 
a corresponding degree benefit the other 
tioned Mr. Chairman, this amendment will 
the coal operator and the coal miner, but if will be a blessing 
also to the farmer We descant here daily, long and loud 
about the plight of the farmer and the predicament of the coal 
operator and coal miner. Here is an opportunity to do som 
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thing more than engage in idle talk L. us adopt this amend 
ment when it is presented and do something practicable and 
substantial to relieve these two great national industries 
{ Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, whi ur country needs much anything 





ranized, and 
emphasized many 
would do more to 


else to-day is a well-financed, 
formidable merchant marine, as has 
times during this debate. Such an agency 
colve our agricultural and industrial problems than anything 
else. The greatest asset of the British Empire to-day is her 
wonderful merchant fleet that earries her commerce to every 
nook and corner of the globe. I want to see American ships 
fiving the American flag suiling the seven American 
commerce, because this will contribute more to American pres 
perity than anything else just now. While this amendment does 
not necessarily commit us to a merchant-marine policy, neverthe- 
less it is a gesture in that direction, and as such it should 
receive the cordial support of every true friend of the farmer, 
every real friend of labor, every genuine friend of industry, 
and every friend of America! prosperity in this 
Chamber. [Applause. | 

Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I will. 

Mr. HARE. I am very much interested in the gentleman's 
statement, and I am very much impressed with the statement 
where he shows that there has been such a material reduction 
in the export of coal from the United States, and an increase in 
Great Britain, Can the gentleman assign the reason for that 
reduction of export coal from the United States? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I think the gentleman misunder- 
stood me. I said that during the coal strike of 1926 in Great 
Britain our expert of coal increased materially Of course, 
after the strike was settled we came back to the normal exporta- 
tion. The adoption of this amendment will mean a great 
revival for the coal industry in this country similar to that of 
1926. [Applause. | 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. NELSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. NELSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, back in the beautiful vine-clad city of Boon 
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ville, Mo., in the district that I have the honor to represent, | 


lives a brave but broken-hearted mother, Mrs. Minnie G. Short, 
whose only son, Roger Leslie Short, lost his life in the sinking 
of the S—4. His body has not been recovered. He died in the 
line of duty. 

Only yesterday I received a letter from this old mother 
It is not a complaining letter. It is an instructive letter; and 
in the brief time allotted to me I wish to read it. It is filled 
with mother love, the strongest and most sacred love in all 
the world. I read: 

BooONVILLB, MO., January 1, 1928. 
Hon. W. L. NBLSON, 

Washington, D. CO. 

Drak Mr. NELSON: As the mother of Torpedoman Roger Leslie Short, 
I am, of course, intensely interested in any discussion concerning the 
S—} and the investigation growing out of the disaster, and feel that I 
must write you some of the things that are in my heart. 

Nothing can bring back my precious boy to me, I know that; but 
I hope that out of all this discussion there will come something that 
will make it safer for the other brave boys who go to sea for Uncle 
Sam. I wish you could read some of the letters I have received from 
other mothers who have boys in the Navy, and whose hearts are always 
filled with dread. They know my sorrow, and I know their dread of 
what may happen to their boys. I know these dear mothers feel as 
I do; they are not thinking about blaming anyone; they are con- 
cerned with the increased safety of our American boys who are on 
their country’s ships. 
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Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. McDvurrre} 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Alabama is cor 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 


mittee, I shall not assume to speak as an expert on the merchant 
marine, and I will not detain the committee long I do wish, 
however, to make one or two observations with reference to the 
Shipping Board Its progress, as shown within the last year, 


in the way of curtailing expenses and at the same time carrying 
more tonnage, maintaining all the while the regularly estab- 
lished line has excited our admiration. They are just begin 
ning to learn the busine which they had to do, because, as 
was shown by the chairman of the ibeommittee to-day, our 
flag had practically vanished from the seas. 

Along about 1900 to 1910 we were carrying less than § per 
cent of our foreign commerce. We were therefore in the posi- 


tion, after the late war, of the pioneer in a new field. We had 
to learn all oyer how to conduct a merchant marine. Now, 
within 10 years we are beginning to make a showing, and I 
congratulate the board and those who have had the manage- 
ment of the merchant marine upon the showing they have made, 

Something was said in the course of debate about the com- 
mittee’s attitude toward the merchant marine. It was even 
suggested that the committee should not be criticized for what 
they had done because they were so thoroughly in harmony 
with everybody in their views upon the mercliant marine; that 
is, those who wanted to have a real merchant marine. I repeat, 
I think every member of this committee wants to see a fully 
developed American merchant marine. The chairman of the 
subcommittee very graphically described the situation confront- 
ing us, and every man to-day has protested against anything 
that would hinder the merchant marine. Some have urged con- 
struction of additional ships, and much enthusiasm has been 
shown on this floor. 

This subeommittee, regardless of its attitude, can make a mis- 
take, and I claim it made a serious mistake when, in listening 
to the enthusiasm of those who had testified. about the savings 
of the past year, they failed to ascertain that the board itself 
and those charged with the responsibility of running these ships 
wanted $13,400,000 at least, the amount approved by tlie 
Budget; and the thing that impressed me most with respect to 
this action of the committee in making that cut in the Budget 
estimate—the thing that I fear, or the result that I fear, is that 
its cut of more than a million dollars in the estimate will be used 
by our competitors, who will tell all the shippers everywhere 
in the world that the United States is no longer enthusiastic in 
building up the merchant marine, They, our foreign competi- 
tors, would say, “The American flag will finally fade from the 
Here is proof of it: They have not the backing nor 
proper support of the people of America.” 

If I could have my way, I would add that million, and I 
would immediately write a law providing for the construction 
of additional up-to-date modern cargo ships. I would put such 
statutes on the books and appropriate enough money to show 
all the world that, instead of vanishing from the seas, we pro- 
pose to sail the American flag upon all the high seas, and we 
are there to stay. 

The President is right when he says that our American manu- 
facturers and importers are not giving proper support toe the 
American merchant marine. I was astounded to read in the 
hearings a statement by Commissioner Plummer, who quoted 
some representative of an American manufacturing company. 
They were discussing the Isthmian Line, referred to by the 
gentleman from Maine {Mr. Berepy}, who has rendered a dis- 
tinct service to the merchant marine and the country, inyolv- 
ing the extension of our service in a new field from which there 
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were 700,000 tons of burlap and bagging coming to this country. 
fhe Isthmian Line was making only 4 sailings out of a total 


that field for some of that immense tonnage in accordance with 
the terms of the law, to the effect that we should establish a 
merchant marine to carry at least a major portion of our 
foreign tonnage, this manufacturer said, according to Mr. 
Plummer: 

You would not get a ton of our business if you would carry it for 
nothing, 


That was the attitude of an American manufacturer. 

Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEEDY. What is the name of the manufacturer who 
made that statement? 

Mr. MCDUFFIE. The record does not disclose his name, but 
Mr. Plummer stated he was the representative of an American 
inanufacturing company. He told us in so many words. He 
said: 

You would not get a ton of our business if you would carry it for 
nothing. 


Mr. BEEDY. That is certainly an astounding statement for 
an American to make, and I hope the gentleman from Alabama 
will get his name and put it in the Recorp. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I would like to have his name go in the 
Recorp. Here is the reply Mr. Plummer made. He said: 

You had better strike the “American” off your name and look up the 
tariff protection that you are getting at the same time. 


Mr, BEEDY. I am in hearty accord with the statement 
made by Mr. Plummer. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Woop then asked Mr. Plummer 
whether he had communicated with chambers of commerce 
throughout the country and tried to enlist their aid and sup- 
port in arousing some interest on the part of manufacturers in 
behalf of our merehant flag. The commissioner said yes and 
he had many nice letters from these organizations. Somehow 
und in some way, gentlemen, we must arouse the interest of our 
own people in our merehant flag. Those who have control of 
the overseas tonnage, and especially those enjoying a beneficent 
hich protective tariff, should raily to the support of the flag. 

I agree with the statement that we would like to have these 
ships operated by private enterprise. That is not the primary 
purpose of the merchant marine laws, but in the final analysis 
I think the average American prefers not to have the Govern- 
ment in any sort of business. This is not the first instance, 
however, where the American Government has pioneered in 
business. It has to lead the way and blaze the trail, so to 
speak, and it has done that in many instances, and very properly 
so. It loaned its money and granted its land to build up the 
ereat transcontinental railroads, and I say very properly, be- 
cause they have made of this Nation the wonderful Nation it 
is. by bringing the East to the West and the West to the East, 
nnd developing a great empire west of the Mississippi River. 
We are pioneering in inland waterway transportation at the 
expense of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman two 
additional minutes, 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, there are many instances 
which might be cited showing that the Government has had to 
pioneer in order to get results and to demonstrate to our people 
the feasibility of various enterprises and activities so necessary 
for the welfare of the country as a whole. 

So my plea is not to cut these appropriations and thereby 
force the sale of these ships. This saving, of which we heard 
to-day, is predicated upon the fact that we will sell ships on 
the west coast. It is a conditional saving. In our effort to 
get the Government out of business do not let us destroy the 
most important activity in all the Federal Government and 
fail to get our commerce to all the nations of the world, but 
let us lend our support here in Congress with all our en- 
thusiasm: let us so act our part in this Congress in providing 
funds for the merchant marine that the whole world may know 
that the American merchant flag will not leave the seas, but 
it is there to stay on and on. [Applause.] 

Mr, CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER]. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I 
listened with interest, as I always do, to the discussion of the 
very distinguished Member from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] con- 
cerning his colloquy with the gentleman from Illinois. I also 
had a slight colloquy with the gentleman from Texas when 
we were discussing the last appropriation bill. It was upon 


| the question as to how an officer or soldier in the United States 
| Army or Navy could be consigned to St. Elizabeths Hospital for 
of 69. When it was proposed that the Shipping Board go in | 
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the Insane. As I recall the statement of the gentleman—and 
he is usually very accurate and, I will say, one of the most 
industrious and efficient Members of this House, and will be 
much missed here when he goes over to take his new seat in 
the Senate—he stated that by the scratch of a pen the Sec- 
retary of War or the Navy could commit a man to the insane 
hospital at St. Elizabeths. I served as a member of the 
Military Affairs Committee for some years and during that 
time gave some study to Army regulations. I expressed the 
thought that the gentleman’s statement was in error. I sug- 
gested that a board would have to pass upon a man’s insanity 
before he could be consigned to an insane hospital such as 
St. Elizabeths. I secured from the War Department the 
regulation and rule of the Army upon this matter, and I want 
to read into the Recorp that part which applies to the consign- 
ment of an officer or a soldier to St. Elizabeths. It is as 
follows: 


b. Board of medical officers to examine the insane: No person in the 
military service will be transferred to a hospital for the treatment of 
the insane, or discharged from the service because of insanity, except 
after a critical examination by a board consisting of at least two 
medical officers, of whom one shall, if practicable, be a specialist in 
nervous and mental diseases: Provided, That in cases of emergency 
and where no military hospital is available or suitable for the purpose, 
natives of Porto Rico or of the Philippine Islands may be placed tem- 
porarily for observation and treatment in an institution for the treat- 
ment of those suffering from mental disorders, upon the certificate of at 
least one medical officer, appointed by the commanding officer. Ex- 
amination by the board will preferably be made in hospital, and report 
will not be submitted until after the person being examined shall have 
been observed for a reasonable period of time. The report will con- 
tain the diagnosis, a detailed account of the medical history of the 
case, the board's opinion as to whether the insanity existed prior to 
entry into the service, whether incurred in line of duty, whether due 
to his own willful misconduct, or te causes not incident to the service, 
or whether it is of service origin under section 300 of the war risk 
insurance act, as amended; a statement as to whether the patient, if 
discharged from the service, can be released from military control 
without danger to himself or others; and the board’s recommendation 
for or against the patient's transfer for treatment to a designated 
institution. When the board recommends the discharge or transfer of 
an enlisted man, its report will be accompanied by a certificate of dis- 
ability prepared on the proper form. The report and all papers con- 
nected therewith will be executed in duplicate 

* ae * a ~ * * 


The insane who may be admitted to St. Elizabeths are defined 
in the following: 


6. Classes of insane who may be admitted to St. Elizabeths Hos- 
pital: Insane of the following classes, who may not be entitled to 
compensation, care, and treatment under the provisions of the war risk 
insurance act, as amended, may be transferred to St. Elizabeths Hos- 
pital, Washington, D. C.: 

a. Officers, members of the Army Nurse Corps, contract surgeons 
warrant officers, warrant officers of the Army Mine Planter Service, 
Army field clerks, field clerks of the Quartermaster Corps and en- 
listed men who become insane while in the military service; civilian 
employees of the Quartermaster Corps or Finance Department who 
become insane during such employment; persons who, while in the 
service of the United States in the Army, have been admitted to St. 
Elizabeths Hospital, and have been thereafter discharged from it on 
the supposition that they have recovered their reason, and have, within 
three years after such discharge, become again insane from causes 
existing at the time of such discharge, and have no adequate means 
of support; the indigent insane persons who have been in the Army and 
have been discharged therefrom on account of disability arising from 
such insanity, or who have become insane within three years after 
their discharge from the Army, from causes which arose during and 
were produced by service in the Army. 


The next paragraph which I want to read is that which de- 
fines exactly the terms and procedure necessary before a soldier 
in the Army can be confined in St, Elizabeths Hospital. 

7. Procedure for transfer of the insane to St. Elizabeths Hospital. 

a. Authority: Authority for the transfer of noncompensable insane 
to this hospital will be secured from the War Department as prescribed 
in paragraph 4b(1). 


I now want to read the language which provides how the 
insane soldier can be assigned to St. Elizabeths Hospital. 


b. Noncompensable insane: (1) When entitled to care and treatment 
at the expense of the United States.—Request for authority to transfer 
or discharge a noncompensable insane patient who is entitled to care 
and treatment at the expense of the United States (par. 2b(1), ac- 
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companied by the report of the Board of Medical Officers (par. It 
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The procedure is that first U n comes before a board of 
competent medical examiners and they make a finding in the 
case. The matter then goes through military channels to The 
Adjutant General of the Army, who must approve it. It then 
s es, at last, to the Secretary of War f he order to whie 
the gentleman f m Tex reterr No arbitrary order by the 
Secretary of War cousigning a soldier to St. Elizabeths without 
vial and finding by a medical board is possible. 


Mr. BLANTON. Will rent i ’ 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Texas, 

Mr. BLANTON. That order, after all, is 
the pen of the Secretary of War 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes. The Secretary merely gives 
the written order to carry out the 
medical board. 

Mr. BLANTON. And that order is what Docter White re 
ceives as his authority for holding that man for life. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes 

Mr. BLANTON. And then he does hold him for life on that 
scratch of the pen. Now, if our distinguished friend, the former 
Governor of Nebraska, will look the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
the gentleman will find I cited the other day a case from the 
Navy—and the Navy has the same rules as the Army—where a 
Navy board was organized with two doctors on it. Without 
giving the man any hearing—Lienutenint Commander Sandlin— 
they found him in “a paranoid state” on a superficial examina- 
tion and confined him to St. Elizabeths Hospital. When they 
had their so-called hearing these doctors refused to even let his 
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wife be present when they examined him, and they allowed him | 


no witness. 
I produced evidence there, and I want the distinguished gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER| to read that evidence. 
It is of such a conclusive nature that it leads to but one con- 
clusion—his sanity. 

This evidence convinced four members of the board out of the 
five that the man was not insane; but the man who was chair- 
man of the board, the fifth member, still held he was insane, 
notwithstanding the fact that the board, on a four-to-one vote, 
released the man, and he is released now and going about 
his own business. This is what I meant by a mere scratch 
of the pen. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is done, after all, by a scratch of the 
pen. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. If the gentleman has finished his 
speech, I would like to say a word in the time I have left. 

It is true, as the gentleman says, it takes the order of the 
Secretary of War to finally complete the consignment of a 
man to the insane asylum, but, as I have called to his attention, 
the procedure is the same as it is in civil life, and before a 
man is declared insane or before the Secretary of War can 
scratch that pen of his they have got to go through all this 
procedure I have referred to to protect the man who is under 
examination as to his mental condition. Therefore, I submit I 
was correct in what I said the other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ne 
braska has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
yield two minutes more, as I would like to ask the gentleman 
a further question. 

Mr. CULLEN. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I say to the distinguished gentleman 
from Nebraska that since I have raised this question, the de- 
partments are getting uneasy about their power. They have 
had Secretary Work prepare two special bills, and within 
the last two days they have been sent to Senator Capper, 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia of 
the Senate, to be introduced in the Senate. Do you know what 
those bills do? One of them is to take away the writ of habeas 
corpus, so that they can not get a writ of habeas corpus granted 
by courts, which would be unconstitutional. The effect of 
the other bill is to provide that they shall not be entitled in 
any case to a trial before a jury. This takes away from these 
people the two most valuable rights they have under our bill 
of rights. And we must defeat both of them. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Gentlemen of the committee, the 
thing which I wanted particularly to call to your attention 
was that the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy 
has no such authority as was claimed, nor the arbitrary power 


When I forced the Navy to give this man a hearing 
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of the medical board is absolutely essential 

fhe CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read down to and including line 3 on purge 2 

Mr. WASON Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

vy rise 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, pending that motion and be 

e we rise, may I submit an inquiry? Will this bill be tl 
business to be taken up on Monday? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; jt is expected this bill shall continue 
under consideration on Monday, until it is finished 

Mr. BLANTON. And we will not have a meeting to-morrow? 


Mr. TILSON W 
nt, perhaps not, 
The motion was agreed to 

Accordir 

[Mr. Titson] having resumed the chair, Mr. Dowenr, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 


reported that he 


e will see a little later. If we can get n- 


cly the committee rose; and the Speaker pro ten 


committee having had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 9481, the independent offices appropriation bill 
resolution thereon. 


had come to! 
ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman 
from Connecticut, the Republican leader, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that when the Heuse adjourn to-day it stand adjourned 
until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day 
it shall stand adjourned to meet on Monday next. Is there 


objection ? 


an 
(reper ee 


Mr. GARNER of Texas. Reserving the right to object, 1 
would like to ask the spokesman for the leader whether or not 
he has any business in which the country might be interested 
to consider to-morrow? In view of the fact that the Republican 
organization has no business in whieh the American people is 
interested, and that probably whatever business it might have 
would not be particularly interesting te the American people, 
I will not object. 

Mr. MAPES. The gentleman from Michigan does not speak 
for the Republican organization. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. No; 
can leader. 

Mr. WOOD. I might add that the Republican administration 
think it needs a rest. 


but he speaks for the Republi- 
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has accomplished so much that we 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I think it needs a rest from the 
Republican administration. 

Mr. BLANTON. And I think they will get it. 

MARION LETCHER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


{ Laughter. | 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State rec- 
ommending an appropriation for the relief of Mr. Marion 
Letcher, American Consul General at Copenhagen, Denmark. 
It appears that on February 18, 1927, while Mr. Letcher was 
the responsible officer in charge, the office of the Consulate Gen- 
eral at Copenhagen was burglarized and official moneys in a 
total equivalent to $252.93, for which Mr. Letcher is accountable, 
were stolen. Notwithstanding the efforts of Mr. Letcher, aided 
by the local police, no recovery has been made. 

The conclusion reached by the Secretary of State has my 
approval and I recommend that the Congress authorize an ap- 
propriation of $252.93 to be paid to Mr. Letcher. 

CALVIN CooLipGE. 
Tue WHITE Hovss, 
January 20, 1928. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pnrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6053. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River on the Linden-Lexington road, in Perry and Decatur 
Counties, Tenn, 
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ADJOURN MENT 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordiigly (at 5 o'clock and 6 
minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with its previous 
order, adjourned until Monday, January 23, 1928, at 12 o'clock 
noon, 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, January 21, 1928, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 

To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 
avricultural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce 
(if. Ik. TO40). 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 
(10.380 a. m.) 

District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Agriculture Department appropriation bill. 

War Departinent appropriation bill. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN APFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to execute an 
agreement with the Middle Rio Grande conservancy district 
providing for conservation, irrigation, drainage, and flood con- 
tro! for the Pueblo Indian lands in the Rio Grande Valley, 
N. Mex. (H. R. 70). 

COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. mi.—caucus room) 

A meeting to hear the Hon. Gifford Pinchot, Governor of the 
State of Pennsylvania; Col. W. T. Wooten, chairman of the 
spillways board; Alva L. Reynolds, Long Beach, Calif.; and 
Millard F. Bowen discuss projects for the control of the flood 
witers of the Mississippi River. 

(2 p. m.—caucus room) 

A meeting for the discussion of projects to control the flood 
waters of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. Reip of Illinois has asked that a notice be posted here 
stating that the Flood Control Committee would conclude its 
hearings within a few days, and if there are any Senators or 
Members of Congress who wish to appear before the commiitee, 
Mr. Rem would like to have them get in touch with him im- 
mediately, 

COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS 
(10.350 a, m—committee room of the Senate Committee on 
Territories and Insular Possessions) 

Providing for the appointment of a joint committee of Con- 
gress to investigate conditions in American Samoa (S. Con. 
Res. 2). 

Providing for the appointment of a board of visitors to inspect 
and report on the conditions and government in Samoa (H. R. 
184). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

305. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting report as to the rents received from properties located on 
sites of proposed public buildings purchased in the District of 
Columbia by the United States Government; to the Committee 
on lxpenditures in the Government Departments, 

3u6. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation 
amounting to $50,000 for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year 1929 (H. Doc. No. 145); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

8u7. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Hudson River, N. Y., with a view to removing rock in front of 
the town of Poughkeepsie; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

3808. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies 
of abstracts of proposals received during the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1927, for materials and labor in connection with works 
under the Corps of Engineers; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Executive Departments, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Committee on World War 
Veterans’ Legislation. H. R. 500. A bill making eligible for 
retirement under certain conditions officers and former oflicers 
of the World War, other than officers of the Regulary Army, 
who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in the 
service of the United States during the World War: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 826). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
S. 1968. An act to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
pay for the use and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture 
of the Bieber Building, 1558 B Street SW., Washington, D. C., 
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 327). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WINTER: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 6684. 
A biil to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, as amended, relating to isolated tracts of publie 
land; with amendment (Rept. No. 328). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. 7472. A bill to grant to the town of Cicero, Cook County, 
lil, an easement over certain Government property; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 329). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado: Committee on the Publie Lands. 
H. R. 8744. A bill to accept the cession by the State of Colorado 
of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands embraced within the 
Mesa Verde National Park, and for other purposes: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 830). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 9081. 
A bill to provide further for the disposal of abandoned military 
reservations in the Territory of Alaska, including Signal Corps 
stations and rights of way: without amendment (Rept. No. 331). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. MORROW: Committee on the Public Lands. S. J. Res. 
838. <A joint resolution giving and granting consent to an amend- 
ment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico, providing 


| a method for executing leases and other contracts for the devel- 


opment and production of any and all minerals on lands granted 
or confirmed to said State by the act of Congress approved June 
20, 1910, and to the enactment of such laws and regulations as 
may be necessary to carry said amendment into effect if it is 
adopted ; without amendment (Rept. No. 332). Referred to the 
House Calendar, 

Mr. WHITE of Kansas: Committee on Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 8. J. Res. 47. 
A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States fixing the commencement of the terms of 
President and Vice President and Members of Congress and 
fixing the time of the assembling of Congress; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 383). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SINNOTT : Committee on the Public Lands. 8, 1959. An 
act to transfer to the Secretary of the Navy jurisdiction over oil 
and gas leases issued by the Secretary of the Interior on lands in 
naval petroleum reserves; without amendment (Rept. No, 334). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
9676. <A bill to authorize appropriations for construction at 
the Walter Reed General Hospital, and for other purposes: 
without amendment (Rept. No, 3388). Referred to the Cvom- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAUGEN: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 7459. A 
bill to authorize the appropriation for use by the Secretary of 
Agriculture of certain funds for wool standards, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 339). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the slate of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTRES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 348. 
A bill for the relief of Fayette L. Froemke; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 321). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
1405. A bill granting six months’ pay to Maria J, McShane: 
without amendment (Rept. No. 822). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, 
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Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 4066. A bill 
to place John P. Holland on the retired list of the United States 
Navy; without amendment (Rept. No. 325). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whoele House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 4931 
\ bill for the relief of Frederick D. W. Baldwin: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 324) Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 5898 
A bill to anthorize certain officers of the United States Navy 
and Marine Corps to accept such decorations, orders, and medals 


em by foreign governments in apprecia 


have been tendered 


tion of services rendered: without amendment (Rept. No. 325) 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. YON: Committee on the Public Land S. 440. Ana 
for the relief of Charles H. Send; without amendment (Rept 
No, 335). Referred to the Comm e of the Whole House 

Mr. HILL « W ttee on the Publie Lands 
H. R. 6569. A bill for the relief of Frank Hartman; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 356). Referred to the Committee of th 
Whole House 


‘ashington: Comn 


Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 4126 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue a pate 
to Katie Cassiday for a certain tract of land; without amend 
ment (Rept. No. 357). Referred to the Committee of the Whol 


Mr. GAMBRILL: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 2477 
of Joseph S. Carroll; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 340). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, publie bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 9760) authorizing the 
granting of pensions to dependents of the officers and men who 
lost their lives by the sinking of the United States submarines 
S-51 and S—}; in twice the the amount due under the existing 
law in each case; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ESTEP: A bill (H. R. 9761) to extend the time for 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Monongahela 
River at or near Pittsburgh, Pa to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9762) to regulate the com- 
mitment to and discharge from St. Elizabeths Hospital of per- 
sons certified by heads of departments and establishments; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 9768) granting allowances for 
rent, fuel, light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth 
class, and fer other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 9764) to establish a national 
conservatory of music for the education of pupils in music in 
all its branches, vocal and instrumental, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9765) to amend 
the tariff act of 1922; to the Commitiee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 9766) to classify certain 
positions in the Railway Mail Service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9767) to authorize an appro- 
priation for the relief of the State of Vermont on account of 
roads and bridges damaged or destroyed by the recent flood; 
to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9768) establishing a division 
ef identification under the jurisdiction of the bureau of inves 
tigation of the Department of Justice; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 9769) to authorize the con 
struction of a statue to Theodore Roosevelt on Battle Rock, at 
Port Orford, Oreg.; te the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9770) authorizing the construction of a 
road in the Umpqua National Forest between Steamboat Bridg« 
and Black Camas in Douglas County, Oreg.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9771) setting aside certain lands of the 
Willamette meridian in Oregon as a public park, and appro- 
priating money therefor; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. MEAD. A bill (H. R. 9772) amending the act of Feb 
ruary 28, 1925, reclassifying the salaries of postmasters and 
employees of the Postal Service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 9773) authorizing the 
Manufacturers’ Blectric Terminal Railway, its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Missouri River, at or near the mouth of the Big Blue River in 
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Jackson County, Mo., where the same empties into the Missouri 
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 9774) eranting allow- 


ances for rent, fuel, light, and equip 
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t post isters ¢ he 


fourth class, and for other purposes; to the Comm he 
Post Oftik e and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WELCH of California: A bill (H. R. 9775) au riz 
ing the establishment of the California mig ry-bird 1 ge: 
to the Committee on Agric u 

By Mr. SELVIG: A bill (H. R. 9776) to a { World 


War veterans act, 1924; te the Committee on World War \ 


eri . Legislation. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A Dill (H. R. 9777) establishing 

tional board of magazine and book censorship and designat 
ng the duties and powers thereof; to the Committee on Inte 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (by request): A bill (H 
mend an act entitled “An act providing for the visi« and 
printing of the index to the 
March 3, 1927; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 9779) authorizing the 
eranting of pensions to dependents of the officers and met ho 
lost their lives by the sinking of the United States submarine 
S—5l and S—% in twice the amount due under existing law in 
each case; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 9780) granting certain lands 
to the State of Oregon for the benefit of the Oregon Agricultural! 
College for the purpose of conducting educational, demonstra- 
tive, and experimental agricultural work by means of irrigation; 
t e Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NORTON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9781) to amend 
section 200 of the World War veterans’ act, 1924; to the Com- 
mittee on Wurld War Veterans’ Legislation 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9782) to amend the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia so as to empower the cor- 
poration counsel tor the District of Columbia and his assistants 
to administer oaths; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 9783) to provide for recogni 
tion of heroism of members of the 1908-9 Peary Arctic Club 
North Polar Expedition, under command of Rear Admiral 
Robert E. Peary, United States Navy; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

$y Mr. GRAHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 9784) for the 
issuance and execution of warrants in criminal cases and to 
authorize bail: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request). a bill (H. R. 9785) to amend section 1025 
of the Revésed Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9786) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to make persons charged with crimes and 
offenses competent witnesses in United States and Territorial 
approved March 16, 1878, with respect to the com- 
petency of husband and wife to testify for or against each 
other; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RATHBONE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 174) pro- 
viding a wreath to be placed at the Lineoln Memorial com- 
memorative of the anniversary of the birth of President Lin- 
coln; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
175) to change the name of the Ancon Hospital in the Panama 
Canal Zone to the General Gorgas Hospital: to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 176) 
granting consent of Congress to an agreement or compact en- 
tered into between the State of Wisconsin and the State of 
Michigan for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a 
highway bridge across the Menominee River; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foregin Commerce 

By Mr. LARSEN: Resolution (H. Res. 95) authorizing and 
direeting the Federal! Trade Commission to investigate alleged 
violations of the antitrust laws by fertilizer corporations; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 96) requesting the Attorney General 
to furnish information regarding violation of the antitrust laws 
by the fertilizer corporations and penalties if any imposed: to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Resolution (H. Res. 97) provid- 
ing for the consideration of Heuse bill 500, for the retirement 
of disabled emergency Army officers of the World War: to the 
Committee on Reales. 


Federal Statutes. ipprov ad 





courts,” 


MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows: 
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By Mr. HARRISON: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Virginia, in regard to the port of Hampton Roads; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 9787) for the relief of the 
heirs or assigns of Pardon Worsley; to the Committee on War 
Claims 

Also, a bill (CH, R. 9788) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa A. Parker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWLING: A bill (H. R. 9789) for the relief of 
Sallie BE. MeQueen and Janie MeftQueen Parker; to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUSHONG: A bill (HL. R. 9790) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Reed; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of 
Kiliza Sturgess: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (IL. R. 9792) granting a pension to 
Clarinda Mason Smith: to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H, ‘R. 9793) to correct the 
military record of Frank S. Felts; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 9794) granting an increase 
of pension to Rosa Matheny; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9795) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles LI. P. Tugwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

$y Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 9796) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah Jane Sherer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9797) granting an increase of pension to 
Susie Oneal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 9798) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Amanda J, Gilliland; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 9799) granting an increase of pension to 
Manerva Hedges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9800) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia A, Culver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 9801) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah J, Ober; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill CH. R. 9802) granting an increase of 
pension to Luey M. Sperry; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SIONS, 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (HL. R. 9808) granting a pension to 
Edgar F. Toinby; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9804) 
granting an increase of pension to Ida Chilson; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 9805) granting a pension to 
Catherine Donald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 9806) for the relief of 
the I. B. Krinsky Estate (Inc.) and the Fidelity & Deposit Co. 
of Maryland: to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 9807) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebecca Ellen Fowler; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MICHAELSON: A bill (H. R. 9808) for the relief 
of Morris Skolnik; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9809) grant- 
ing a pension to Annie H. Kenny: to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 9810) granting a pension to 
John S. Funk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUAYLE: A bill (H. R. 9811) for the relief of Frank 
Hanley; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9812) for the relief of Hattie Carnegie 
(Inec.) ; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 9813) for the relief of 
Catherine Simon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCHAFER: A bill (H. R. 9814) granting a pension 
to Blaine Alexander; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. STOBBS: A bill (H. R. 9815) granting a pension 
to Klien M. Davenport; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 9816) for the relief of Ales- 
sandro Zauri; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9817) for the relief of Alessandro Zauri; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9818) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma J. Bull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 9819) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma Martin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 9820) granting an increase of pension to 
Felicia B. Frew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9821) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret BE. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9822) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline E. Trumbull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9823) granting an increase of pension to 
Emaline Sprinker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

$y Mr. THURSTON: A bill (H. R. 9824) granting an ip 
crease of pension to Henrietta Stevenson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

>3y Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9825) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emma M. Paye; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9826) for the 
relief of William Champney; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 9827) for the relief of 
George Pettit; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2092. By Mr. ADKINS: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Illinois, protesting against proposed legislation contained in 
House bill 78, or any other bill enforcing the observance of the 
Sabbath; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2093. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of William KE. Lamphiere 
and 15 other residents of Washington County, R. L., opposing 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2094. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition signed by Charles Hart- 
man and other residents of Danvers, Mass., protesting against 
the enactment of House bill 78, cr other compulsory Sunday 
observance laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2095. Also, petition signed by Archie R. Titus and other 
residents of Danvers, Mass., protesting against the passage of 
legislation establishing compulsory Sunday observance, and 
particularly House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2096. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition from citizens of Allendale, 
Ill., urging the passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2097. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of residents of Bakersfield, 
Calif., protesting against the passage of the Lankford Sunday 
bill (H. R. 78) ; to the Commiitee on the District of Columbia. 

2098. By Mr. BOIES: Petition signed by citizens of Battle 
Creek and Ida Grove, Ida County, Iowa, protesting against the 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2099. By Mr. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Wood County, 
Wis., protesting against House bill 78, and all other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2100. By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of Cincinnati Chapter No. 
1, Disabled American Veterans of the World War, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, opposing any change in the statutory award for arrested 
tubercular World War patients; to the ‘Committee on World 
War Veterans’ Legislation. 

2101. By Mr. BYRNS: Petitions of citizens of Woodlawn, 
Montgomery County, Tenn., for increase of Civil War pensions; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2102. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Frank Long and 35 
other residents, of Ripley County, Ind., urging the passage of 
legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans 
and their widows; to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

2103. By Mr. CARLEY: Petition against compuisory Sunday 
observance (H. R. 78) signed by Mrs. Jennie Buch, of 654 
Seventy-first Street, Brooklyn, N. Y., and 29 other citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2104. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition urging an increase in 
Civil War veterans’ and their widows’ pensions, signed by resi- 
dents of Toledo, Ohio; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2105. By Mr. COLE of Iowa: Petition of Dora Lemmon and 
40 other signers, residents of Marshalltown, Iowa, protesting 
against the passage of a compulsory Sunday observance bill for 
the District of Columbia, known as House bill 78, or any other 
national religious legislation which may be pending; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2106. Also, petition of Roy Eastman and 40 other signers, resi- 
dents of Marshalltown, Iowa, protesting against the passage of 
a compulsory Sunday observance bill for the District of Colum- 
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bia. known as House bill 78. or any other national religious | 


legislation which may be pending; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ; 

2107. By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: Petition of citizens of 
Iowa, protesting against the Sunday bill (H R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2108. By Mr. DRIVER: Petition signed by the citizens of 
Harrisburg, Ark., protesting against the passage of the Lank- 
ford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia 

2109. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of Mrs. William Lee 
Sales, chairman of literature, California Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, pertaining to revision of postal (pareel post) rates; t 
t] Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

2110. Also, petition of William G. Graham and other citizens 
of Nevada City, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee o1 
the District of Columbia. 

2111. Also, petition of citizens of Yreka, Hornbrook, Fo 
Jones, and Ashland, Calif., protesting against the Lankfor 
Sunday closing bill for the District Columbia; to the Ce 
mittee on the District of Colu ia. 

2112. By Mr. ESTEP: Petition of Council of Associa 
suilding Trad L807 Spring Garden Street, Philadelphia, Pa 
(Joseph W. Allison, sec.-treas.), setting forth the urgent need 
for increasing the strength and elliciency of the United Stat 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2113. Also, petition of the council of the city of Pittsburgh 
urging the passage of House bill 25 and Senate bill 1727, other 
wise known as the Dale-Lehlback bill; 
Civil Serviee. 

2114. Also, petition of Board of Allegheny County Commis 
sioners, Pittsburgh, Pa., urging support and yote for passage of 
the Dale-Lehibach bill (H. R. 25 and 8. 1727) ; te the Committe 
on the Civil Service. 

2115. Also, petition of Clyde Kelly Branch, National Associa 
tion of Letter Carriers, Pittsburgh, Pa., urging support and 





to the Committee on the 





vote for the Dale-Lehlbach bill (H. R. 25 or S. 1727): to the | 


Committee on the Civil Service. 

2116. By Mr. FREEMAN: Petition of Margaret R. Young. 
and others, against House bill 78, Lankford Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

2117. Also, petition of Florence EB. Jones, and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2118. Also, petition of Marion J. Hatfield, and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: t 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2119. Also, petition of J. Lynde Porter. and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2120. Also, petition of M. BE. Alford and others, against com- 
pulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2121. Also, petition of Oscar N. Walker and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2122. Also, petition of Elsie G. Marsh and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2123. Also, petition of Donald E. Kenyon and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2124. Also, petition of B. Bergman and others, against com- 
pulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2125, Also, petition of Paul C. Coates and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2126. Also, petition of J. W. Hekeley and others, against com- 
pulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2127. Also, petition of S. M. Bullard and others, against com- 
pulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2128. Also, petition of Mrs. James Abbott and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2129. Also, petition of Mrs. John Olsen and others, against 
compulsory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2130. Also, petition of Abiel Metcalf and others, against com- 
pulsory Sunday ebservance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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2131. Also, petition of L. Broeler and others, against compul- 
sory Sunday observance (H. R. 78), Lankford bill: to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbi: 
2152. By Mr. GARBER: Petition signed by certain residents 


of Manchester, Okla., urging the enactment of legislation to 


eri $72 per month to every Civil War survivor, $125 per 
month to every Civil War survivor requiring aid and attendance, 
and S50 per me nth t every Civil War widow: to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions 
2133. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Petition of citizens of 
Kingsville, Tex., favoring Sunday observance legislation; t a 
Commiitee on the District of Columbia. 
2134. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of residents of East Jamaica, 
a t gislation for compulsory Sun 


weed esting against pr sed le 





dav observance in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2135. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of residents of Bellingham, 
Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2156. Also, petition of a number of residents of Everett, 
Wash., and vicinity, protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2137. Also, petition of residents of Issaquah and Fall City, 
Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; te 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2138. Also, petition of residents of Mount Vernon and vicinity, 
Washington, protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing 
bill; to the Committee en the District of Columbia. 

2139. Also, petition of residents of Stanwood, Wash., 
ing against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2140. By Mr. HALE: Petitions from over 300 citizens of 
Manchester, Auburn, South Deerfield, Candia, and Raymond, 
protesting against any legislation making Sunday observance 
compulsory ; te the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2141. By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Petition of numerous 
citizens of Sheridan County, N. Dak., against the enactment of 
House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legis- 
lation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2142. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Tuttle, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2143. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Sheridan County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2144. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Sheridan County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2145. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2146. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; te the Committee on 


protest- 


| the District of Columbia. 


2147. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 


| compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 





| 


the District of Columbia 

2148. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Bowdon, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2149. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 7S, or any other 
eompulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2150. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2151. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the Distriet of Columbia. 

2152. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Sykeston and 
Woodworth, N. Dak., agatnst the enactment of House bill 78, or 
any other compulsory’ Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2153. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Sykeston and 
Woodworth, N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 7%, or 
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any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2154. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Foster County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2155. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Barnes County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2156. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Valley City, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2157. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Valley City, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2158. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Valley City, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2159. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Kidder County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2160. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Kidder County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2161. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Kidder County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2162. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Stutsman County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2163. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Pittibone, James- 
town, Woodworth, Heaton, and Sykeston, N. Dak., against the 
enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2164. Also, petition of the Erling Skjalgson Lodge, No, 163, 
Sons of Norway, Rolette, N. Dak., in favor of the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner General of Immigration; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2165. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Woodworth, N. 
Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2166, Also, petition of six citizens of Harvey, N. Dak., against 
the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2167. Also, petition of nufherous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2168, Also, petition of numerous citizens of Welis County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

2169. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2170. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

2171. Also, petition of seven citizens of Harvey, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2172. Also, petition of eight citizens of Harvey and two citi- 
zens of Woodworth, N. Dak., against the enactment of House 
bill 78, or any other Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2173. Also, petition of nine citizens of Wells County, N. Dak.., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2174. Also, petition of 12 citizens of Wells County, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
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Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2175. Also, petition of 14 citizens of Wells County, N.. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2176. Also, petition of nine citizens of Wells and Sheridan 
Counties, N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or 
any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2177. Also, petition of two citizens of Hastings and five citi- 
zens of Kathryn, N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 
78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Coiumbia. 

2178. Also, petition of six citizens of Wells County, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2179. Also, petition of 11 citizens of Wells County, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2180. Also, petition of eight citizens of Wells County, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2181. Also, petition of 10 citizens of Sheridan County, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2182. Also, petition of 10 citizens of McClusky, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2183. Also, petition of 15 citizens of Martin, N. Dak., against 
the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2184. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Wells County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2185. By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of residents of Toledo, 
Lane County, Bandon, Yamhill County, Canary, Corvallis, Lin- 
coln County, Salem, Aurora, Donald, Gaston, Beaverton, Marion 
County, Silverton, Clackamas County, Brownsville, Siletz, 
Hillsboro, Tillamook, Washington County, Sheridan, Molalla, 
and Forest Grove, all in the State of Oregon, and 16 petitions 
of residents of first congressional district of Oregon, praying 
Congress to oppose the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2186. Also, petition of residents of Coos County, Oreg., to 
Congress, to increase the pensions of Civil War veterans aud 
their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2187. By Mr. HILL of Washington: Petition of Willard Fay 
and 40 other persons of Colville, Wash., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78, and all other compulsory Sunday 
observance bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2188. Also, petition of C, D. Robison and 23 others of Omak, 
Wash., protesting the passage of House bill 78, and all similar 
bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2189. Also, petition of Peter Larson and 58 others, of Spo- 
kane, Wash., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
and all similar proposed legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2190. Also, petition of C. A. Price and 25 others, of Spokane, 
Wash., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, and 
all other compulsory Sunday observance bills; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2191. Also, petition of John G. Snyder and 84 others, of Spo- 
kane, Wash., protesting against House bill 78, and all other 
proposed legislation compelling Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2192. Also, petition of P. W. Heber and 14 others of Hunters 
and Fruitland, State of Washington, protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 78, and all other proposed legislation to 
compel Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2193. Also, petition of Nellie Carpenter and 18 others of 
Fruitland, Wash., protesting against House bill 78, and all other 
proposed legislation to compel Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2194, Also, petition of G. B. Ruble and 31 others of Colville, 
Wash., protesting against House bill 78, and oll other proposed 
legislation to compel Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 
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2195. Also, petition of C. R, Peebles, of Okanogan, Wash., and 
125 others of Okanogan County, said State, protesting against 
House bill 78, and all other proposed legislation to compel 
Sunday observance: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

£196. Also, petition of B. A. Belknap and four others of Kett 
Falls, Wash., p 
proposed legislation to compel Sunday observance; to the Com 
mittee on the District Columbia. 

2197. Also, petition of Mrs. Roy Leonard of Riverside, Was! 

Do protesting against House 


} 
I 
‘ 
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and 53 others of Okanogan, Wash., 
bill 78, and all other proposed legislation to compel Sunday 
observance: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2198. Also, petition of J. E. Dolan, of Oroville, Wash., and 23 
others of Okanogan County, Wash., protesting against House 
bill 78, and all other proposed legislation to compel Sunday 
observance: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2199. Also, petition of L. M. Farrens, of Tonasket, Wash 
and 124 other persons of Okanogan County, Wash., protest 
against House bill 78. and all other proposed legislation to 
compel Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

2200. Also, petition of H. B. Shute and 61 other persons of 
Stevens County, State of Washington, protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78, and all other compulsory Sunday ob 
servance bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2201. By Mr. KADING: Petition signed by citizens of She 
boygan, Wis., advocating legislation increasing pension for Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

2202. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition signed by Abraham John 
son and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observ 
ance legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2203. Also, petition of Euphemia Brady, of Verndale, Minn. 
and others, urging action on Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





ytesting against House bill 7S, and all other | 
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immigration act of 1924, known as the national origin clause; 
to the Committee on Immigration a1 Naturalizatic 

2218. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Hagerman 
N. Mex., protesting against House bill T8, compulsory Sunday 
observance for the District of Columbia; to the Cor 
the District of Columbia, 

2219. By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition signed by 
O. R. Henning and others, of Madison, Wis., protesting against 
the enactment of any Sunday observance legislation: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

2220. Also, petition signed by Martin Gilbert and others, 
if Madison, Wis., protesting against the enactment of any Sun 


mittee oh 


day observance legislation ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2221. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Brown-Lipe 

Chapin Co., Syracuse, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 
S27; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of th American Brown-Boveri Electric 
Corporation, protesting against the appropriation carried in 
House bill 9481, independent offices appropriation bill, for the 
reconstructing of the steamships known as Mount Vernon and 
Monticello; to the Committee on Appropriations 

2223. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of residents of 
Olean, Wellsville, and Bolivar, N. Y., protesting against House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2224. By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of Earl Cox and other resi- 
dents of Clark County, Mo., opposing the passage of House bill 
78, relative to Sunday observance; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2225. Also, petition of J, L. Dooley and others, of Schuyler 
County, Mo., protesting against legislation as proposed in House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2226. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of Elizabeth Dowdell 





|} and others, of Boonville, Ind., that bill granting inerease of 


2204. Also, petition signed by Mrs. Byron B Potter, and 


others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance leg 
islation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2205. Also, petition presented by W. L. Dunston and others, 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance legislation; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2206. Also, petition presented by Ina Maguire and others, 
pertaining to the compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2207. Also, petition presented by Paul England and others, 
protesting against the compulsory Sunday observance legis 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2208. Also, petition presented by Peter Cook and others, pro- 
testing against compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2209. By Mr. KOPP: Petition of 202 citizens of Brighton, 
Iowa, protesting against the passage of the compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation, and particularly House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2210. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Baltimore Trust Co., 
Baltimore, indorsing House bill 7092, irrigation of Columbia 
Basin; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 

2211. Aliso, petition of Joh& S. Kelly, 1106 West Saratoga 
Strect; Henry B. Wilcox, of Merchants National Bank: and 
Jumes A. Latane, Calvert Building, Baltimore, Md., opposing 
House bill 8125; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

2212. Also, resolution from Maryland Farm Bureau Federa- 
tion, Baltimore, urging block 669 of Eckington area as best 
location for new market; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2215. Also, petition of National Society United States Daugh- 
ters of 1812, of Narberth, Pa., urging favorable action on House 
bill 206; to make the Star-Spangled Banner the national anthem ;: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2214. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, 
urging the immediate passage of bills increasing the pensions 
of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2215. By Mr. McKPFOWN: Petition of C. A. Saxby, T. L. Hol- 
land, C. O. Stacy, W. B. Moore, and 60 other citizens of Wewoka, 


pension to Civil War widows be enacted in a law at this session 
of Congress ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2227. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Myron C 
Fish and 15 other citizens of Rochester, N. Y., protesting 
against the Lankford bill (H. R. 78), compulsory Sunday observ- 
alice; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2228. Also, petition of Mrs, Clara Curry and 12 other citizens of 
Batavia, N. Y., protesting uguinst the Lankford bill (H. R. 78), 
compulsory Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2229. Also, petition of John J. Baker and $2 citizens of 
Rochester, N. Y., protesting against the Lankford bill (H. R. 
78), compulsory Sunday observance; to the Commitiee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2250. By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 126 citizens of Atlanta, 
Fulton County, Ga., protesting against the passage of legislation 
enforcing compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

2231. Also, petition of 55 citizens of Atlanta, Fulton County, 
Ga., protesting aguipst the passage of legislation enforcing 


| compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 
| of Columbia. 


Okla., protesting compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- | 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2216. By Mr. MCREYNOLDS: Petition protesting against the 
passage of the Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) from Bledsoe 
County, Tenn.; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2217. By Mr. MICHENER: Petition from Irish-American Re- 
publican Relief, Gaelic League of Detroit. and Irish-American 
Progressive Club, of Detroit, asking for repeal of section 11 of 
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2232. Also, petition of 110 citizens of Atlanta, Fulton County, 
Ga., protesting against the. passage of legislation enforcing 
compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2233. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Mr. Roy T. Nelson and 
10 other adult residents of Crookston, Polk County, Minn., pro 
testing against the passage of House bill 78, or of any other bill 
providing for the compulsory observance of the Sabbath; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2234. By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of 15 citizens of Bend, 
Deschutes County, Oreg. protesting against the enactment of 
House bill 78, the Lankford Sunday bill, or any similar com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2235. Also, petition of numerous citizens of The Dalles, 
Oreg., protesting against enactment of House bill 78, the Lank- 
ford bill, or similar compulsory Sunday observance legisla- 
ion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2236. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of voters of 
Salina, Kans., urging enactment of legislation to increase the 
pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

2237. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of Mr. R. A. Boynton and 
99 other citizens of Cobb County, Ga., protesting against com 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia 

2238. By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Resointion of the Longmont 
Lions Club, Longmont, Colo., opposing passage of the Box bill, 
or any other measure that tends to further restrict the immi- 
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gration of labor from Mexico; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

2239. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of 109 resi- 
dents of the eighth congressional district of Michigan, protest- 
ing against the passage of House bill 78, or any other bill pro- 
viding for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
{he District of Columbia. 

2240. By Mr. WASON: Petition of Marion S. Flanders and 
&5 other residents of Boscawen, N. H., urging that immediate 
steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill 
carrying the rates proposed by the National Tribune in order 
that relief may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and 
their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2241. Also, petition of 30 residents of Hillsborough and Kast 
Washington, N. H., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7%, known as the Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the 
Joistrict of Columbia. 

2242. By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Denver, Colo., urging the enactment of legislation for increase 
of pensions to Civit War veterans and their widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

22483. By Mr. WILSON of Mississippi: Petition of M. G. 
Norrell and others, of Hattiesburg, Miss.,- against House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2244. Also, petition of I. W. Mathieu and others, of Hatties- 
burg, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2245. Also, petition of H. O. Rogers and others, of Hatties- 
burg, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
}istrict of Columbia. 

2246, Also, petition of Mrs H. O. Rogers and others, of 
Hlattiesburg, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2247. Also, petition of G. B. Rogers and others, of Laurel, 
Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2248. Also, petition of W. E. Cooper and others, of Hatties- 
burg, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

2249. Also, petition of Mrs. J. D. Batson and others, of 
Hattiesburg, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2250. Also, petition of G. C. Beaumont and others, of Lumber- 
ton, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2251. By Mr. WYANT: Resolution of Monessen Branch No. 
1021, N. A. I. C., in favor of House bill 25; to the Committee 
on the Civil Service. 





SENATE 
Monpay, January 25, 1928 


The Chaplain, Rev, Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 


O God, who art the author of peace and lover of concord, in 
knowledge of whom standeth our eternal life, whose service is 
perfect freedom, defend us this day with Thy mighty power, 
that all our doings being ordered by Thy governance may be 
righteous in Thy sight. Send Thy Holy Spirit and pour into 
our hearts that most excellent gift of love, the very bond of 
peace and of all virtues, without which whosoever liveth is 
counted dead before Thee. Grant this for Thine only Son, 
Jesus Christ’s sake. Amen. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of the legislative day of Tuesday, January 17, 1928, 
when, on request of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was ap- 
proved, 


MBSSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti- 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (HI. R. 6053) to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Tennessee River on the Linden-Lexington 
read, in Perry and Decatur Counties, Tenn., and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President. 


SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION—-SALARIES, BUREAU 
OF PENSIONS (8. DOC. NO. 44) 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the President of the United States, transmitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation, fiscal year 1929, for 
salaries, Bureau of Pensions, Department of the Interior, 
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amounting to $15,000, which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed, 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the rofl. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


Ashurst Ferris King Schall 
Barkiey Fess Mchellar Sheppard 
Bayard Fletcher MeLean Shipstead 
Bingham Frazier McMaster Shortridge 
Black George MeNary Simmous 
Blease Gerry Mayfield Smith 
Borah Gillett Metcalf Smoot 
Bratton Glass Moses Steck 
Brookhart Gooding Necly Steiwer 
Broussard Gould Norbeck Stephens 
sruce Greene Norris Swinson 
Capper Haie Nye ‘Thomas 
Caraway Harris Oddie Trammell 
Copeland Harrison Overman Tydings 
Couzens Hawes Phipps Tyson 
Curtis Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass, 
Cutting Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Howell Ransdell Warren 
Deneen Johnsen Reed, Pa. Waterman 
Dill Jones Robinson, Ark, Watson 
kdge Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Wheeler 
Edwards Keyes Sackett Willis 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Ejighty-cight Senators haying an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. Petitions and 
memorials are in order, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. KENDRICK. I present a short resolution adopted by the 
Saratoga Valley (Wyo.) Stock Growers Association, protesting 
against the lowering of tariff duties on beef and the removal 
of restriction on beef products imported from South America, 
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


SARATOGA VALLEY Srock GROWERS ASSOCIATION, 
Saratoga, Wyo. 
Whereas the present price of beef appears high to the eastern con- 
sumer, as compared to the prices enjoyed by them in the year 1921, 
and in consequence of which numerous activities have sprung up to 
check the advance, and movements are being instituted by certain politi- 
cal and commercial bodies toward the lowering of tariff duties on beef, 
and the removal of restriction against South American cattle coming 
into the United States: Now be it 
Resolved, That this association does strongly protest against any 
elimination of what little protection the cattle industry has been suffered 
to retain and calls upon the Wyoming delegates in the National Con- 
gress to exert themselves to the utmost to prevent the consummation 
of this injustice. 
M, M. Cusutne, Secretary. 


Mr. McMASTER. I present a resolution adopted by the exee- 
utive committee of Codington County Post, No. 17, American 
Legion, of Watertown, S. Dak., which I ask may be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currelhcy. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolution 


Whereas the Congress of the United States has in the past provided 
for the coinage of and distribution of special coins of the 50-cent 
denomination, commemorative of historical milestones in the progress 
and growth of the Nation; and 

Whereas Col. Charles A. Lindbergh has by his flight to Paris pro- 
moted the aerial development of the Nation and brought about a better 
feeling between this country and France, as well as having accomplished 
an unparalleled feat in the world’s history : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the executive committee of Codington County Post, No, 
rm, American Legion, of Watertown, S. Dak., That it hereby memorializes 
the Congress of the United States when it next conyenes to provide for 
the coinage of special half dollars in honor of the extraordinary accom- 
plishments of Colonel Lindbergh; that copies of this resolution be trans- 
mitted to Colonel Lindbergh and to our congressional delegation, with 
the request that they present copies of this resolution to both the House 
of Representatives and the Senate; and that they use their influence to 
bring about the enactment of such legislation as may be necessary to 
carry out the intentions of this resolution, 

Official : 

[seaL.] WRIGHT TARBEL?, 

Post Adjutant, 
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Mr. NORBECK. I present a resolution adopted by the South 
Dakota State Chamber of Agriculture, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Agri 
culture and Forestry 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Whereas the Senate and the House of Representatives of the State of 
South Dakota at its reg session has repeatedly by joint resolution in 
dorsed the pri les embodied in the McNary-Haugen bills; and 

Whereas at the special session convened June 22, 1927, a joint reso 
lution was passed iting an agricultural equality commission and 
appropriations made in support of said commission: Be it 

Resolved by the South Dakota Chamber of Agriculture in session reg 
ularly assembled at Aberdeen, S. Dak., this 13th day of January, 192, 
That it is the sense of this body that the agricultural commission 80 
created should regard the will of those legislative bodies creating said 
commission, as expressed by those bodies in joint resolutions first r 
ferred to; and be it further 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this body that tl MecNary-Haugen 
bills now before Congress represent the strongest measures now offered 
for agricultural equality; that repre i g as they do the combined 
efforts of the strongest bodies representing agricultural interests 
throughout the Nation, ng the support of those men who have been 
in closest touch with the agricultural problem for the past five years; 
that it is to the interest of every individual and organization within 
the State interested in the welfare of culture to give its unstinted 
and unqualified support to these measures. 

We deeply regret the publicity coming from the Washington press 
purporting to indicate that our governor had expressed himself as not 
supporting the McNary-Haugen principles. 


STATE CHAMBER OF AGRICULTURE, 
By R. M. Crowper, President 
A. L. Bure, Secretary. 


Members: State Grange; 
Dakota; South Dakota 


; Wheat 
South Dakota Farm 


sureau 


Assov 
Agricultural 


Growers’ iation ; 


Federation ; 


Finance Corporation of South Dakota; South Dakota 
Potato Growers; Sioux City Producers’ Commission Co 
Equity Union Creamery; South Dakota Poultry Pro- 
ducers Association; South Dakota Crop Improvement 


Association; South Dakota Holstein-Friesian Associa- 
tion; Farmers’ Elevator Association; South Dakota 


Brotherhood of Threshermen; Western South Dakota 
Alfalfa Seed Growers’ Exchange; Dakota Farmer (as 
soclate member). 


Mr. NORBECK also presented a telegram in the nature of 
a petition from R. A. Morgan and other citizens of Vermillion, 
Clay County, S. Dak., praying for the passage of legislation 
requiring the labeling of food packages as to kind of sugar 
content, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial signed by Rev. T. 
and 66 other citizens of Souris, N. Dak., protesting against the 
quota provision of the existing immigration law and 
against the passage of legislation decreasing the immigration 
quotas of the Scandinavian countries, which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. WARREN presented a resolution adopted by the Lions 
Club of Thermopolis, Wyo., favoring the making of adequate 
appropriations for reforestation work, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Lions Club of 
Thermopolis, Wyo., favoring the passage of legislation to aid 


T. Carlson 


also 


in insuring an adequate growth of: timber, which was referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of teachers of the Garfield 
High School, Seattle, Wash., praying for the passage of legis- 
lation creating a Federal department of education, which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cin 
cinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COPELAND presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
New York, N. Y., praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the New York State 
National Guard Association, praying for the passage of legis- 
lation granting the Twenty-ninth (Blue and Gray) Division 
of the National Guard adequate and appropriate armory facili- 
ties in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


the 


Cooperative Wool Growers of South 
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also presented a resolution adopted by Vincent B. Cos- 
tello Post, No. 15, American Legion, Department of the District 
of Columbia, protesting against placing the office of register 
of wills under the jurisdiction of the clerk of the Supreme 
| Court of the District of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
| Mr. ODDIE presented memorials numerously signed by sun- 
| dry citizens of the State of Nevada, protesting against the 
passage of legislation providing for compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the 
| Committee on the District of Columbia 
| INDUSTRIAL CONDITIONS IN THE SOUTH 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on yesterday there was pub- 


lished in the Washington Sunday Star an article by Dr. Julius 


Klein, Director of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com 
merce, on the South’s trade, which | ask unanimous consent 
may be published in the Rxecorp. 

Mr. President, the facts and figures given by Doctor Klein 
concerning the recent development of industry in the South, 
the increase in her export trade, are interesting, indeed. They 
show the splendid strides that have been made by our portion 
of the country since the World War, Doctor Klein is one of 
the most valuable men connected with the Government In my 


judgment, he is doing more to build up our foreign trade and 


commerce than anyone who has ever been connected with our 
| Government. He is a man of splendid attainments, of good 
sense, of great activity, and of wonderful knowledge of our 
foreign and domestic commerce. He is a most pleasing and 


delightful speaker and he is frequently called to all parts of 
our country in carrying out the duties of his office. Though he 
is not a southerner, he has no sectional views and his treatment 
of this matter is certainly a most pleasing one to our people 
in the South, and, I believe, is most pleasing to the people of 
this country. 1 would like for every southern newspaper to 
publish in full the article prepared and published by Doctor 
Klein. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I wish to say that since I 
tirst came to the Congress in 1911 I have urged in every way 
L could the increase of appropriations for the purpose of extend 
ing our foreign trade. In the last appropriation bill I was glad 
to increase the number of our representatives abroad and also 
| our commercial representatives in this country for the purpose 
of extending our trade. One of the reasons that I am so 
vitally interested in the building up of our merchant marine is 
for this Same purpose of extending our trade. We can not 
extend this trade as it ought to be unless we have a merchant 
marine of our own. We can not compete with other nations 
if we do not have a merchant marine of our own and have to 
use our competitors’ ships. We must have our own ships. We 
must have our merchant marine. We must add to and build 
it up so that our country may trade where she pleases, when she 
pleases, and with whom she pleases, and I am one of those who 
believes that she ought to trade with all the world 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, leave is granted. 

Mr. Klein’s article is as follows: 


[From the Washington Star, January 22, 1928] 

SouTH’s RETURN TO LEAD IN Export TRADE Is SEEN—RECENT DEVELOP- 
MENT OF INDUSTKIES IS CONSIDERED INDICATION THAT ForMER Com- 
MERCIAL POSITION IS IN SIGHuT 

(By Julius Klein, Director Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce) 
! 

The yellowed pages of our official statistical publications of a century 

or so ago reveal many interesting facts regarding the commercial 


awakening of the young Republic. One of the outstanding features was 
the astonishing predominance of the South in our foreign trade 

In fact, during the eighteen hundred and twenties not less than 45 or 
50 per cent of our total export trade was in cotton and at least half of 
the remaining proportion was in other products of the southern planta 
tions and forests, particularly tobacco and naval stores 


To-day cotton 
still heads the list, but it represents only 18 per cent of our total 
overseas sales. Our economic historians have made much of the rapid 
development of the West and its repercussions upon the commercial 

| and industrial life of the Nation, but so far as foreign trade was con- 
|} cerned the period before the Civil War had as its most conspicuous 
| feature the predominance of the South. 

COTTON RAISING INCREASE 
Indeed, the rapid expansion of cotton raising into the relatively newer 
| States of Tennessee and the lower Mississippi Valley during the first 
| quarter of the century had much to do with this situation. Thess 


total 
were 


newer plantations were contributing nearly half of ti 
exportable 1830, when the 
300,000,000 pounds, as compared with only 87,900,000 pounds in 
This accounted for the rapid rise in importan of 

| Orleans in our foreign trade during this early period 


supply f 


cotton by shipment just under 
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Louisiana had passed New York as our leading export State, and she 
retained this leadership down to the Civil War not simply becanse of 
the enormous expansion of cotton growing but also because of the de- 
velopment of the southbound river traffic from the newly opened lands 

f the West. In fact, by that time three of the four leading States 
n our export trade were in the South. New York was second to Louvisi- 
fina, and South Carolina and Georgia followed closely thereafter. 

All of this is simply by way of a foreword—a confirmation of the 
ommonly accepted impression that the “old South” lived by its for- 
eign trade in plantation products. The picture was, of course, entirely 
distorted by the Civil War, and particularly by the profound changes 
ation which took place during the decades 
thereaft« But although wars are usually thought of primarily as 
destructive and are associated chiefly with the appalling losses of men 
and materials, there is also at least a moderately compensating factor 
in their stimulation of new constructive energies by way of carrying 
on the conflict, and especially of restoring the resultant damage. And 
so in the case of the holocaust of 1914-1918 there were a numnber of 
profound commercial and industrial transformations in this country and 
abroad which have reacted upon the economic life of the South in 
bringing it back to a position of prominence in our foreign trade, 

The war completely remade the international commerce of the world. 
Factors and influences were set in motion which had never been contem- 
plated previously. This has been particularly true of the realignment 
of trade routes and of the stimulation of new industries into activity. 
In no other part of the United States were these two elements more 
vigorously evident than in the South. 


in industry and transpo 





CANAL’S EFFECT ON TRADE 

In the first place, the Panama Canal, by the most fortuitous cir- 
umstances, was opened at the very gateway of the South on the 
eve of the war. As a result, what had previously been one of the most 
retarded trade areas on the globe was suddenly made accessible, and 
our Southern States were on the threshold of this new scene of com- 
merelal possibilities. The significant factor in this connection was the 
tremendous demand stimulated by the war for every type of raw 
materials most immediately available along the western seaboard of 
South America, Nitrates were imperatively necessary for explosives 
and to stimulate the overburdened soils of the combatant nations. 
Then, too, the minerals of those countries, notably copper, tin, and 
such minor but none the less significant ones as tungsten, molydenum, 
etc., Were immediately in great demand for ammunition purposes. 

Our ports, especially from Baltimore southward, became the centers 
of much of this commerce, Trade routes immediately began to shift, 
and the South came to the fore in traffic along the new lines. 

Associated with this development there came a series of new indus- 
tries throughout the South, utilizing on the one hand the raw materials 
just mentioned and on the other hand drawing stimulus from the un- 
precedented demands from across the Atlantic. Among these was, of 
course, the great new iron and steel development of Tennessee and 
Alabama, which had opened before the war, but was given its greatest 
impetus during that crisis. Chemical plants alse sprang up throughout 
thig area, and the newly established textile industry shot upward with 
spectacular speed, 

AGRICULTURE LOSES GROUND 


Without too extensive a statistical detour, it may be noted that 
these new developments bave erowded agriculture out of its once 
dominant position in the South, and as a result manufacturers are 
now in first place, with an annual value of well in excess of $9,000,- 
000,000 as compared with a gross value of $5,000,000,000 for agri- 
eulture and livestock products, not deducting erops fed to livestock, 
If we are to include mineral products on the nonagricultural side of 
the seale, we add another $1,700,000,000, 

In fact, Mississippi and Arkansas are the only Southern States 
showing a higher value of farm preducts than for manufacturers and 
minerals 

The interesting phase of this new development in its foreign-trade 
aspect is its traly astonishing diversity, which has enabled the South 
to spread fits overseas market risks in a multitude of trade areas, 
whereas in the old days practically the whole of its commercial future 
was ticd up with the buying power of one great customer—namely, 
the textile industry of KRngland. To-day the exploitation of an astonish- 
ing array of raw materials, which bad been practically untouched in 
pre-war days, except on a very small scale, has greatly minimized the 
risks of ber industrial position and very substantially strengthened 
her general economie stability. 

The value of manufactures of the United States tncreased from 1925 
to 1925 about $2,500,000,000, with a bona fide volume increase of at 
lease equal proportions, since there were no drastic price fluctuations 
during that period, The South contributed nearly 40 per cent of this 
expansion, which was far more than its normal proportion on the 
basis either of population, area, or capital resources. 

There are many significant features of this new industrial diversi- 
fication. One of the most promising is the fact that it has been built 
up to ne Jittle extent through ewner management—the executives in 
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immediate charge of the plants are fin large part the actual owners. In 
other words, the South is much less burdened with the dead hand of 
absentee ownership than is the case with many older industrial sec- 
tions of the country. This has made for an alert adjustability of pro- 
duction and marketing policies, which has been particularly important 
during the world-wide changes in international commerce since 1914, 
The buying power of whole nations has been completely remade in those 
years. New demands have come into being and with them the means of 
gratifying them through the stimulation of new industries to meet war 
requirements and to cope with enforced war-time isolation during the 
period of shortage of shipping. 
EXECUTIVES ARE YOUNG 


The young executives of the southern factories—and no observer can 
make a tour of any considerable number of factories below the Mason 
and Dixon line without being impressed with the energetic youthful- 
ness of their managers and directors—are constantly on the lookont for 
new openings and intimately in touch with changes in requirements and 
possibilities for their products. 

The resourcefulness is invaluable in these days of spectacular and 
sudden changes in trade requirements. The enormous improvement in 
means Of communication throughout the world, the introduction of 
trans-Atlantic telephony and of radio service everywhere, of much 
more rapid and efficient Diesel-motored shipping: of commercial avia- 
tion on an undreamed-of scale, of immensely improved automotive traffie 
for freight as well as passenger purposes, and of electrified rail service— 
all of these new contributions to transportation and communication have 
vastly complicated the problems of merchandizing. They transmit the 
impulses and reactions from world-wide eyents, so that the effects of 
the latter are promptly evident in business circles thousands of miles 
away. 

This new situation gives an impressive advantage to the younger 
and more watchful industrial organization, and in that respect the 
South enjoys a decided advantage over the operations of the older, 
more settled parts of our industrial and commercial structure. Ex- 
perience may be the best teacher in some respects, but too rigid a 
devotion to the traditions and precedents of the past is certainly a 
serious disadvantage in these days of kaleidoscopic trade changes, 

By way of concrete illustration of this situation two instances may 
be cited. The postwar housing activities in the United Kingdom 
created an extraordinary demand for new types of woodwork. This 
was appreciated and promptly capitalized by certain southern producers 
considerably in advance of their older and presumably more experienced 
competitors in different parts of northern BWurope and this country. 
The result has been the development of certain types of new flooring, 
processed wood, ete., by southern mills, in which a substantial (rade 
has now been built up. Similarly the same industry has undertaken 
the exploitation of the trade in various lines of hardwood sporting gear 
to satisfy the new trade that has been stimulated by the astonishing 
increase in tourist traffic since the war. A large portion of the skis 
now used at the winter resorts in Switzerland originate in Memphis and 
other southern centers. 

NEW TEXTILE INDUSTRY 

The new textile industry of the South, which marshals 1,000 mills, 
with half the total spindles of the country and includes $30,000,000 
worth of rayon plants, ts amother example of the newer industrial and 
commercial spirit which has made the South a conspicuous element in 
international commerce. Here, again, the aggressive leadership of the 
interested executives has had quite as much to do with the advance 
ment of the industry as the accessibility of raw material or the more 
moderate wage scale and tax rates. 

Instead of specializing on fabries for wearing apparel during a pertod 
when style changes made such a policy highly precarious the bulk—~ 
at least 75 per eent—-of the southern plants are producing textiles for 
industrial uses. Executives have been watchful of the successive new 
demands incident to the growth of industries in other parts of the 
world and are capitalizing these new markets to the full. Some of 
them have even succeeded to the extent of shipping certain types of 
duck fabrics—a specialty of some southern mills—to Manchester, Eng- 
land, in considerable quantities, which is certainly “carrying coals to 
Newcastle.” 

These facts explain the rapidly growing stake which the new South 
has in our foreign trade in fabricated wares, a group which accounted 
for some 60 per cent of the exports of the Nation as a whole in 1927 
as compared with 30 per cent some 25 years ago. ‘To-day our trade 
in wholly and partly manufactured goods is valued at abont $2,000,- 
000,000, in which the South has not only a substantial share but 
one that is increasing more rapidly than that of avy other part of the 
Nation. 

INCREASED OVERSEAS BUSINESS 


This is a commeree which is entirely different from our old pre-war 
trade. In the “ medieval” years before 1914 our commerce was made 
up either of self-selling staples requiring no particular sales effort 
abroad or a very few patented specialties produced by large companies, 
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It is well to bear in mind that many of the indus i northern 
Latin America are closely comparable to those which have been d 
veloped in the new South—sugar refining, oil-well operations 
tropical fruit, and lumber undertakings, et Mu of ly 
and expert personnel for these new developments should regi 
originate in the South, as is indeed already the case in many instar S 

Incidentally it might be noted that this growing expansion of south 
ward exports by no means involves a life-and-death strus with 
European competitors. The real detriment of the pot es for 
our trade there is the strengthening of per capita buying is 
result of improved standards of living, mor stable politica ond 
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the experience of the southern factories in recent years is any criterion 


we may expect a good portion of this new trade to fall into 
hands 

The west coast of South America has been made immediately ac 
cessible to southern ports by the opening of the Panama Canal, which 
lies almost directly south of the tip of Florida If we include the 
markets of the whole western seaboard of Latin America, from low 
California to Cape Horn, we discover that whereas the United States 
supplied about 32 per cent of their total imports in the pre-war day 
our proportion at present is about 50 per cent and is steadily incre 


ing Here again the South is contributing substantially, and much 


of the stimulation of port improvement along the south Atlant se 4 
board and the Galf is in anticipation of a further increase in iis 
trafii 
ON EVE OF EXPANSION 
The same general situation holds true in the Far East, where wat 


time isolation brought into great activity a whole category ol Ww 
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Mr. STEPHENS, from he Committee on Claln » which 
were referred the following bills, re rted the eacl thou 
mendment and submitted report rereon 

A bill (S. 1287) for the relief of the Near East Relief (Ine.) 





Rept. No. 106) ind 

A bill (S. 2591) for the relief of Maria Maykovica (Rept 
No LOT} 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them seve ly with 

amendhien ind submitted reports thereon 

\ (S. 1122) for the reli f S. Davidson & Sons (Rep 
Ni 10S) 

\ bill (S. 2585) for the relief of the owners of cargo laden 
board the United States transport Florence Luckenbach on or 
bout December 27, 1918 (Rept. No. 109) ; and 
A bill (S. 2586) for the relief of the owner of the Coast 


rransit Division barge Vo. 4 (Rept. No. 110). 


M BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2420) for the relief of Adriano Cruceta,. i 
citizen of the Dominican Republic, reported it without amend 
ment and submitted a report (No. 111) thereon. 

Mr. STEIWER. from the Committee on Claim oO which is 
referred the bill (S. 459) for the relief of the city of New York 


reported = j nent 
112) 
M 


ferred 


ft without amend! ind 
thereon. 


HOWELL. fro e Committee on ¢ 
relief of 


laims, to 


the bill (S. 625) for the Ros 





mitted an adverse report (No. 115) thereon 

Mr. KEYES. fro he Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 278) to amend 
section 5 of the ntitled “An act to provide for the con: 
struction of certain public buildings, and for other purposes,” 
ipproved May . 1926, reported it with amendments and sub 
mitted a report (No. 114) thereon 





Mr. TYSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
ich was referred the bill (S. 777) making eligible for reti 
ment, under certain conditions, officers and former j f 
the Arn f the United States, other than officers of Regu 
lar Army, who incurred physical disability in line of duty while 
1 the service of the United Stat during the World War 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No 

115) thereor 
RILLS AND JOIN I ~¢ rre ~ .TRODU CED 





Bills d joint resolutions were troduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

ty Mr. HAWES 

A bill (S. 2729) to provide against destructive floods of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries, for the protection of life 
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Mississippi River : 
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\ bill (S. 2730) authorizing the city of Louisville, Ky to 
construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near said city: and 

A bill (8S. granting the consent of Congress to the 





Rogers Bros. Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Ohio River at Ashland, Ky.; to the Committ on 
Commerce 
By Mr. SACKETT (for Mr. Gorr) 
A bill (S. 2732) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E 
with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
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‘nsions, 
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By Mr. STIORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 2733) to amend the military record of Joseph 
Cunningham; and 

A bill (S. 2734) to provide for the advancement on the retired 
list of enlisted men who served in the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 2735) for the relief of John H. Hughes; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

ty Mr, FERRIS: 

A bill (S. 2736) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Bennett; to the Committee on Pensions, , 

A bill (S. 2737) for the relief of Morgan Miller; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 2738) for the relief of C, R. Olberg; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2739) to establish an agricultural experiment sta- 
tion in Florida; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2740) to provide for the locating and establishing 
of a national park in the State of Florida, to be known as 
Ponce de Leon National Park, and providing for the securing of 
land therefor; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

Ry Mr. EDGE: 

A bill (S. 2741) to anthorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
modify agreements heretofere made for the settlement of a 
Claim in behalf of the United States against Tioga Steel & Iron 
Co.: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (8S. 2742) granting a pension to James J, Freeman; and 

A bill (S. 2748) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Meehan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2744) to protect trade-marks used in commerce, to 
authorize the registration of such trade-marks, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Patents. 

(Other bills introduced to-day by Mr. Watsu of Massachu- 
setts appear under a separate heading.) 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 2751) to amend section 213, act of March 4, 1909 
(Criminal Code, title 18, see. 336, United States Code), affixing 
penalties for use of mails in connection with fraudulent devices 
and lottery paraphernalia ; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

ty Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: 

A bill (S. 2752) to amend section 80 of the Judicial Code to 
ereate a new judicial district in the State of Indiana, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 2753) granting the consent of Congress to the 
board of county commissioners of Morrison County, Minn., to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at Little Falls, 
Minn.: to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 2754) to provide for the payment of war-risk 
insurance to Nancy J. Underwood, the beneficiary designated 
in the war-risk insurance policy of Shirley S. Underwood; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MCMASTER: 

A bill (S. 2755) for the relief of Henry Grebe; and 

A bill (S. 2756) to amend the military record of John C, 
Hiarker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 2757) granting a pension to Margaret Hamilton; 
and 

A bill (S. 2758) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A. 
Moore; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2759) granting an inerease of pension to Alice 
Emerson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2760) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
M. Cleary (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 2761) to equalize the rank of officers in positions of 
great responsibility in the Army and Navy ; 

A bill (S. 2762) to give military status and discharges to the 
members of the Russian Railway Service Corps, organized by 
the War Department under authority of the President of the 
United States for service during the war with Germany; and 

A bill (S. 2763) for the relief of W. 8S. Hesack; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2764) for the relief of Nelle McConnell; and 

A bill (S. 2765) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin Braz- 
nell; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2766) for the relief of William C. Gray; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


JANUARY 23 


By Mr. JOHNSON: 

A bill (S. 2767) to amend the military record of Elson A. 
Buckley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2768) granting an increase of pension to Rufus W. 
Atwood; 

A bill (S. 2769) granting a pension to Zachary G. Jamison; 

A bill (S. 2770) granting a pension to Minnie Louise Rolph; 

A bill (8. 2771) granting a pension to Nellie Snapp; 

A bill (8. 2772) granting a pension to Carrie Stillwell; 

A bill (S. 2773) granting a pension to May C. Alvord: 

A bill (S. 2774) granting a pension to Christina K. Earle: 

A bill (8. 2775) granting a pension to Edward Byrne; 

A bill (S. 2776) granting a pension to Catherine G. Shore; 
and 

A bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to Salome A. Eshelman; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 2778) granting a pension to Oscar F. Kimball (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2779) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Cantillion (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 2780) for the relief of owners of cargo aboard the 
steamship Boley; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2781) to amend the Code of Law for the District 
of Columbia so as to empower the corporation counsel for the 
District of Columbia, and his assistants, to administer oaths ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2782) granting an increase of pension to Kate <A. 
Morse (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 2783) to provide for the forfeiture of patent rights 
in ease of conviction under laws prohibiting monopoly; to the 
Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. ODDIE: 

A bill (S. 2784) granting a pension to Hugh E. Maguire; to 
the Commitiee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUCE: 

A bill (S. 2785) for the relief of the New Amsterdam Cas- 
ualty Co. (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res, 83) providing that the naval 
submarine base at Key West, Fla., shall be restored to an 
active operative status; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A joint resolution (8S. J. Res. 84) relating to ownership of 
stocks and bonds of industrial, railroad, mining, banking, ship- 
ping, oil, and other corporations, firms, and partnerships by 
Members of the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America, and by employees of the Federal 
Government, and their relation to such corporations and firms; 
to the Committee on Finance. 


AMENDMENTS TO LAWS AFFECTING DISABLED VETERANS 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I present sey- 
eral bills for reference to the Finance Committee, proposing 
amendments to the World War adjusted compensation act, as 
amended; amendments to the World War veterans’ act, 1924; 
and an amendment to the law relating to medical examinations 
of applicants for pensions of veterans of the Civil War, Indian 
campaigns, and the war with Spain. 

I ask that a brief statement explaining these amendments be 
printed in the ConcressionaL Recorp in the ordinary Recorp 
type. 

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

First. 8. 2745. An amendment to the World War adjusted 
compensation act, as amended, providing for the extension of 
the time when veterans or dependents of deceased veterans may 
apply for adjusted-service certificates. 

Under the present law veterans or the dependents of deceased 
veterans were required to apply before January 1, 1928. 

The amendment proposed permits the filing of these applica- 
tions at any time, either by the veterans or the dependents of 
deceased veterans, 

Unofficial figures indicate that at least 400,000 veterans or 
their estates have failed to apply for adjusted-service cer- 
tificates, to which all World War veterans are entitled. It 
is said that approximately 50,000 Massachusetts veterans alone 
have failed to apply. The Government having recognized the 
right of all veterans or the dependents of deceased veterans to 
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receive this adjusted insurance, should permit persons entitled 
to same to make application at any time during life. 

Second, S. 2746. An amendment to section 202 of the World 
War veterans’ act, 1924, would provide the same money allow- 
ances for the dependents of veterans whose disability is rated as 


total and permanent as is now bv law provided for the dey na 


ents of veterans whose disabil ty is rated as total and temporary 

The law now provid compensation for dependents of 
veterans having a disability rating of temporary and total, but 
not for the dependen of veterans having a permanent and 
total rating This mak n unfair distinction between tem- 
porarily disabled veterans and permanently disabled ones 

The United States is the only country in the world which 
does not recognize dependency on a total and permanent dis 
ability rating of its veterans 

Third. 8.2747. An amendment to section 202 of the World 


would extend free out-patient treat- 
ment in Veterans’ Bureau hospitals and dispensaries for any 
disease or injury, without regard to its nature or origin, to 
the veterans of all wars who are now receiving a pension or 
compensation from the Government 

Under the present law only veterans of the World War are 
entitled to out-patient treatment at the Veterans’ Bureau 
hospitals. 

The facilities at the disposal of the doctors in the Veterans’ 
Bureau hospitals are so complete that no great expense will be 
eutailed by granting this out-patient treatment to the pension- 
ers, ete., of other wars 

There are many veterans of the Civil and Spanish 
and the Indian campaigns living at home who require periodi- 
eal medical attention and treatment and, under existing laws 
are unable to get this treatment except at the hospitals main 
tained by the soldiers’ homes or at their own expense, 

Fourth. S. 2748. An amendment to section 200 of the World 
War veterans’ act of 1924 would classify veterans suffering from 
chronic diseases of the heart or circulatory 
or nepbritis within the presumptive clause of this section 

At present veterans suffering from any of these diseases, in 
order to get a favorable decision on a claim for compensation, 
must show, by the presentation of medical evidence, that these 
diseases, or any one of them, existed within one year from the 
cate of discharge from the service, and that the disability was 
actually a service-connected one. 

This proposal would presume a service connection of these 
diseases if shown existent prior to January, 1921. And, further, 
would amend the present law, in so far as these four diseases 
are concerned, so that any veterans concerned may file their 
claims for compensation at any time within one vear from the 
date of enactment of this amendment. 

The law now requires these claims be filed within five years 
from the date of discharge from the service. 

Fifth. S. 2749. An amendment providing for the medical ex 
amination of pensioners and claimants for pensions by the 
United States Veterans’ Bureau. 

Under present laws pensioners and claimants must be ex 
amined by the regular medical boards of the Pension Bureau 
convened from time to time as exigencies require, at central 
points throughout the Union, 

With the extension of medical and clerical facilities of the 
Veterans’ Bureau it is thought that the work and expense of 
conducting these examinations under this new plan will tend to 
simplify matters and conduce to a more efficient handling of 
this work. 

Sixth. 8.2750. An amendment to existing law providing for 
the admission of sons of deceased veterans, or veterans injured 
in line of duty, under certain condition, to Military Academy at 
West Point and Naval Academy at Annapolis, 

Under an act of Congress upproved June 8, 192@, the Presi 
dent may appoint 40 cadets to the Military Academy and 40 
midshipmen to the Naval Academy from among the sons of 
officers, sailors, soldiers, and marines who were killed in action 
or died prior to July 2, 1926, of wounds contracted in line of 
duty during the World War. 

The amendment proposed would broaden the scope of 
law and provide that the President include among his 80 ay 
pointments the sons of officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who were disabled to a compensable degree during the World 
War. 

Under operation of the present law, only 5 appointments to 
West Point and only 2 to Annapolis were made in the first year, 
leaving 73 vacancies. The proposed amendment would give 
equal opportunity to sons of disabled, as well as deceased, offi- 
cers, soldiers, sailors, and marines to take advantage of this 
opportunity to enter these academies. 


War veterans act of 1924, 


system, diabetes, 
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Mr. WALSH of Mas 1usetts lw | e following bills, 
which were severally read twi by t ties d erred to 
the Committee on Finance 

A bill (S 2745) to extend iIndennitery | I l ippl 
cation for the benefits of the W i War adju L comp 
tl act; 

\ bill (S. 2746) to amend an t entitl v iv vet 
erans act, 1924," as amended, approved June 7, 192 

\ bill (S. 2747) to amend the Werld War veterans act 4 
is amended, in respect of out-patient treatment 

\ bill (S. 2748) to amend sé on 200 of the World War ve 
erans’ ct. 1924. as amended; 

A bill (S. 2749) providing for the medical examinat 
pensioners and clai ints ‘ } s10ns ry the Lnited Sta $ 
Veterans’ Bureau; and 

\ bill (S. 2750) authorizing t appointment of cadets at the 
United States Military Acade my and tidshipmen at the United 
States Naval Academy from amon he sons of disabled vet 
eruns of the World War 

CHANGE OF REFPERENC! 


Agriculture 


further consideration of 


McKetiar, the Committee on 


rrestry was discharged from the 


On motion of Mr. 
and | 
the bill (S. 2015) to authorize the creation of organized rural 


conununities to demonstrate methods of reclamation and bere 


‘ 


planned rural development, and it was referred t 


Committee on [Irrigation and Reclamation 


Hits of 


STGN-POSTING WORK ON HIGHWAYS 


] } 


Mr. JONES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him te the bill (S. 1341) to amend the act entitled “An act 
o provide that the United States shall aid the States in the 
oustruction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for 
ther purposes, which was referred to the Cotmmittee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed 
THE MERCHANT MARINI 

Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him.to the bill (S. 744) to furth develop an 
American merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the 


transportation of he foreign trade of the United States, 
for other purposes, which v 


to be printed. 


and 
' 


as ordered to lie on the table and 


AMENDMENT TO WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILI 


Mr. COPELAND submitied an amendment intended te be pro- 
posed by him to the War Department appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year 1929, which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


On page line , insert the following 
Provided further, That not to exceed $15,000 of this appropriation 
shall be expended for continuing work incident to and of repairing the 
old building known as the “ Castle at Fort Niagara, N. Y., and in ad 
dition to this amount the Secretary of War is authorized to expend 
such sums as may be contributed from private sources for 1 re- 
habilitation of such old lilding 


COMMITTEE SERVICE 


On motion of Mr. Watson, and by unanimous consent, it 
wis 

Ordered, That Mr. Gorr be excused from furthe service as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that Mr. Moses 


be assigned to service on the committee 
CHARLES EVANS HUGHES’ 
Mr. EDGE. 


HABANA ADDRESS 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to hate 


printed in the Recorp a very notable speech made on last 
Saturday night by former Secretary of State Charles Evans 
Hughes, chairman of the American delegation at the Pan 


American Congress in Habana, Cuba. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. Hughes's speech is as follows: 


We are charmed with Cuba. Our eyes rest with delight upon the 
beauty of Habana. Our hearts respond with gratitude and affection to 
the eloquent words of the President of Cuba and to the warm greetings 
We feel that we are identified with you in spirit 
and bound to you by the 


of the Cuban people. 
ties of sacred memories and invincible aspi- 
rations. 

We cherish the thought that Cuba, in ber liberty 
the vindication of the idealism of the people of the United States. It 
is that idealism which at the very beginning, during the struggles of 


over 100 years ago, nurtured our policy in this hemisphere It is that 
jome 


ind inds pendence, is 


idealism which has ever been the guardian of our liberty at 
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DOMINATED BY IDEALS 


You will find us keen in trade, zealous for the advantages of com- 
mercial intercourse, but no one knows us well who falls to recognize, 
despite all our shortcomings, the dominance among us of the ideals of 
independence and democracy. These brought us to the aid of Cuba in 
1S98, and again summoned us with imperative command to take our 
part in the titanic contest of the World War. You can not adequately 
explain the United States in statistics of population, of commerce, or of 
wealth, There is a power above all these which gives final direction to 
our public opinion and establishes the standards of our statesmanship, 
according to which we take measure of executives and legislators. 

If you would find what we worship in our inmost thoughts, do not 
rest content with going to our marts, but visit our shrines. We like to 
be thought shrewd, but we erect no monuments to mere shrewdness. 
We reserve cur highest veneration for the greatest exemplars of liberty 
and independence—Washington, Jefferson, and Lincoln. They are still, 
and I trust ever will be, the true spokesmen of the American spirit. 

Sut this idealism is that of practical and industrious people. We 
rejoice with you in the material gains of progress. With vast and 
increasing populations there must be opportunities well used, to give 
talent its proper play and workers their full reward, or we should 
have the discontent that leads to anarchy rather than the cooperative 
efforts which give better standards of living and a widely diffused 
prosperity. The advancement of civilization is in the care of the 
factory, the plantation, the markets of commerce, as well as the halls 
of learning. Progress must have fits economic basis, and the commercial 
movement between North America and Latin America is one which 
in the main is equally satisfactory to the statesmen and the econo- 
mist. The steady development of our commercial exchanges reflects the 
contrasts of products and of industrial needs. 

Latin-American products for the main part are typically those which 
cither are not produced in North America or are produced there only to 
a degree insufficient to fill the national needs. Conversely, the typical 
products of the United Siates, so far as they enter foreign commerce, 
are those which in large measure are not produced in Latin America 
er are produced there in amounts insufficient to satisfy national 
demands, There can be no better basis for the development of inter- 
national exchanges advantageous to all concerned. Along with this 
development has come a rising purchasing power, notable both in the 
United States and in many Latin-American States. This has been 
particularly the case in Cuba, which has geveloped per capital imports 
exceeded by few countries in the world and equaled by no other Latin- 
American country. The statistics showing the growth of economic 
relations between American countries in the last 25 years emphasizes 
the growing unity of economic interest. 

In 1910-1914 exports from the United States to Latin America had 
already reached a value of over $302,000,000 a year. But the steadily 
increasing demands of the Latin-American countries have now pushed 
the total far above that level. The total exports from the United 
States to Latin America in 1926 were over $872,000,000, or more than 
two and one-half times the value a quarter of a century earlier, show- 
ing an absolute gain over the pre-war years of $570,000,000, 

But the growth of purchases by the United States in Latin America 
has been even more remarkable. In 1910-1914 these purchases had a 
value of $435,000,000; but the purchases of the United States in Latin 
America rose in 1926 to $1,094,000,000, an increase of over 250 per 
cent, and a gain in total of $659,000,000. 

REVIEWS TRADE FIGURES 

lt is especially gratifying for the people of Cuba and the United 
States to consider the growth in the commercial exchange between the 
iwo countries. Imports into the United States from Cuba have risen 
from $122,000,000 in 1910-1914 to an average of almost $300,000,000 
for the period 1921-1925. Exports to Cuba from the United Statcs in 
the same periods have grown from $63,000,000 to $181,000,000. 

There are developments long planned and partially achieved in both 
countries which have been of the greatest importance. I refer to our 
national highway building programs. Land and other forms of wealth 
haye but litHle value when they are inaccessible or difficult of access, 
Nothing is of greater importance to the development of an appropri- 
ately diffused prosperity than the establishment of efficient highways. 
The plans for the promotion of public health through advanced measures 
of sanitation, for increased facilities for public education, for the 
better utilization of natural resources; these are basic conditions of 
economic advance. 

We could not be satisfied with the expansion of commercial relations 
if these contacts failed to develop a better understanding and a more 
comprebensive and sympathetic view of the lives and the problems of 
our peoples. We need the clear analysis of facts, the intellectual grasp, 
the open mind with its seientifie method and its unbiased conclusions. 

But we wish more than intellectual appreciation, Understanding is 
of the heart. There must be the sympathetic interest which ripens 
quickly into esteem and affection. There is no guaranty of friendship in 
disregard of differences. 

The difference in individuals, groups, and nations save life from 
monotony and give to our contacts a never-failing fascination. But, 
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however noteworthy the varieties of our particular environments, our 
resemblances are more fundamental than our differences. Evyen our 
problems, to the keen observer, have many elements in common. Under- 
neath the superficial contrasts there is the bond of fellowship between 
democratie peoples in their age-long quest of solidarity, efficiency, and 
equal justice. It may be a long journey to our goal, but we are on the 
way. At the sixth Pan American Conference we are taking counsel 
together to help us onward. 

In the eloquent address of the President of Cuba at the opening of 
the conference he said: “ Pan Americanism is not merely the result 
of covenants, treaties, or noble institutions, it is also and primarily 
publie spirit, will of the people, and collective ideal.” 

Pan America rests upon four pillars. The first is independence. It 
is the firm policy of the United States to respect the territorial integrity 
of the American republics. We have no policy of aggression. We wish 
for all of them, not simply those great in area and population and wealth 
but for every one, to the very smallest, strength and not weakness. 
What a fatuous idea it would be to think that the United States 
desired that any of these states should be weak or the prey of disorder! 
There -is no promise for the United States in that. We do not wish 
their territory. We have troubles enough at home without seeking 
responsibilities abroad. The rights we assert for ourselves we accord 
to others. Nothing could be happier for the United States than that 
all the countries in the region of the Caribbean should be strong, self- 
sufficient, fulfilling their destiny, settling their problems, with peace at 
home and the fulfillment of their obligations abroad. It is in the 
strength of these powers, as equal and responsible states, and not in 
the weakness of any, that lies our confidence for future tranquillity 
and the mutual benefits of intercourse. 


STABILITY VITAL FACTOR 


The second pillar of Pan Americanism is stability. Independence is 
not enough. Independence gives opportunity, but stability is essential 
to take advantage of it. It is our desire to encourage stability in the 
interest of independence, 

Let me recall to you an illustration. Several years ago, in circum- 
stances which it is not necessary for me to reveal, the United States 
entered Santo Domingo. But what did we do? Did we endeavor ta 
stay? On the contrary, we labored to get out. It would have been 
very easy to remain, but the Government of the United States was most 
solicitous to arrange for the termination of its occupation and the with- 
drawal of its forces, and endeavored earnestly and successfully to aid 
the Dominican people in establishing a sound basis for an independent 
government, 

The leaders of all parties were brought together for consultation. A 
plan of evacuation was agreed upon; arrangements were made for a@ 
provisional government and for the establishment of a permanent gov- 
ernment. These arrangements were carried out and the United States 
withdrew. It was my happy privilege to be associated with these 
endeayors which had this successful fruition. If we had cherished an 
imperialistic purpose, we would have remained in Santo Domingo, but 
we withdrew. We would leave Haiti at any time that we had reason- 
able expectations of stability and could be assured that the withdrawal 
would not be the occasion for a recurrence of bloodshed. 

Meanwhile, we are endeavoring in every important direction to assist 
in the establishment of conditions for stability and prosperity, not that 
we may stay in Haiti but that we may get out at the earliest oppor- 
tunity. We are at this moment in Nicaragua, but what we are doing 
there and the commitments we have made are at the request of both 
parities and in the interest of peace and order and a fair election. We 
have no desire to stay. We wish Nicaragua to be strong, prosperous, and 
independent. We entered to meet an imperative but temporary exigency, 
and we shall retire as soon as it is possible. 


FOES OF GOOD WILL NOISY 


The third pillar of Pan Americanism {fs mutual good will. Strong and 
stable governments that do not trust each other afford no assurance of 
peace and beneficent collaboration. Good will does not mean identity 
of views. It is not jeopardized by candid, but at all times, friendly 
expressions, albeit there are differences of opinion. The enemies of good 
will are on every hand. There are those who seek to find in every act a 
wrongful motive, who poison the air with suspicion, who will never 
be content. For, as the great English wit, Sidney Smith, once said: 
“You can never make those content whose game is not to be content.” 
Fortunately, these enemies of happy relations between our countries are 
few. They are noisy; they are constantly active, but after all they can 
not affect the deep currents of our life. 

There was once a catechism which I understand contained this ques- 
tion: “ What is the difference between the Lord and the devil?” And 
the answer was: “ The Lord excels the devil in original power, but the 
devil makes up for it in Infernal activity.” 

Good will rests on mutual respget, upon a common appreciation that 
each harbors no mistrust of the other. In international relations jus- 
tice is the impregnable foundation of good will, but confidence in the 
sincerity of each other is essential. We desire the wide dissemination 
of information, but unfortunately good works, the calm and quiet efforts 
of those who have the good will of nations at heart, rarely contain ele- 
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PRA PA { oO ;F SI ry 

The fourth pilla f Pan A ricanism is operation, re ind 
good will are not ends ut m rh give us the promise but 1 
the fruit It is in our rki tog r that we reap the benefits wi ’ 
friendly relations sl d stow ( eration among the Pan Amet . 
States does not n 1 th Y ition of a superst It does not 
mean that ny the 1 Am R blic or any group t e 
Republics ll a pt t it e others It is the cooperation o 
equals for common ad ntage in thos lirec yns where there is prospect 
of success 

Cooperation does not mean that we sh fferences in con 
ditions and in the varied circumstances our lives It 
means mutual helpfulness, where we can De f ssistance by d : 
0 her what we can not so well do alone 

It is not for us t e wearied with futile xieti rbout the futur 
It is for us, in our day and gene ion, to pl our part And if we 
do that with sincerity of purpose and an earnest desire to ; 
the cause of civilization so far as it is in our keeping, future genera 
tions will rejoice in the heritance of our labors. 


PROPOSED FEDERAI OF 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I hold in my hand an article 
which appeared in the New Orleans Christian Advocate, entitled 
“Dangerous to the Nation and especially to the South,” writte! 
by of the greatest men of the Nation, Bishop Warren A 
Candler, a great author and a great statesman. I that it 
may be printed in the Recorp 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without object 

The article referred to is follows: 


DEPARTMENT EDUCATION 


one 
ask 
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is so ordere 


ion, it 


is 


Education next to religion affects most influentially and vitally 
life of any people, and hence it yuuld be most caret y fostered i 
safeguarded 

his is especiall) e of a nation orga ed as is our Federal U1 

In the matter of ed tion the Federal Government has neitl 

zht nor the duty to interfere with its authority 





Nevertheless, a Li to establish a | 











like that of the Department of the I ior and other exe ive depart 
ments, has been pressed for a ‘tion by the Congress during ] 
se\ il years 

This measure has been introduced in the present Congress. Lo 
ists and agitators are urging its passage, and the President has recom 
mended it in his last annual m ig 

To create a departmen if religion w not be mors nre ) é 
or more dangerous than would be the erection of a department f 


education. 


Sut while the pending bill has strong and organized support, both 
within and without the Congress, the it majority of the American 
people are not awake to the peril which would most certainly arise 
from the adoption of this mischievous measure 

Wise and patriotic men in both HUouses of the Federa! Congress 
have been able to defeat the measure heretofore, but they have not 
had from their constituents the support to which their wisdom and 


; 1 } Tr) 
entitled them 


of Congress from the 


fidelity 


Members South have opposed it un: nously, 
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and they have done well to oppose it, as will appear from an argun 
for the bill which was published in a number of church papers of the 
North some weeks ago 

The writer approaches the subject with a seductive alt r 
appeal to sectionalism and partisanism, as a few paragr: from it 
show most clearly. He begins with a reference to the disc yn of the 
right of the two Senators elect from Illinois and Pennsylvania to take 
their seats in the Senate, and proceeds to say: 


Federal 
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“The right of the citiz to cast their ballots 
officials promises to split the forthcoming Congress into sharply defined 
camps. Machine politics Pennsylvania have 
that sponsors for that State plan to counter by uncovering conditions 
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No Federal department of education is required for the promotion 
of the education of the negro 

The States on the Pacific coast ed no such meddlesome department 
to solve for them the race issues which confront them. 
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The Amertcan people are really and sertously threatened by a dan- 
goreus form of bureaucracy, centralized at Washington, and constantly 
calling for larger and larger appropriations with each successive year. 

The measure proposed for the establishment of a department of edu- 
cation at Washington served by an expensive staff of secretaries, and 
sending its agents and supervisors into all the States, is a most dan 
gxerous form of centralization—perilous to the whole country, and 
especially dangerous to the South. 

It is quite evident that there is no natural or logical connection 
between the seating of the Senators elect from Illinois and Pennsyl- 
vania and the establishment of a Federal department of education. 
The article moves along through a current of antisouthern criticism 
to its objective, which objective is the rallying of northern sentiment 
to the support of this thoroughly unwise and unconstitutional measure 
which is packed as full of evils as the Trojan horse was full of Greeks. 


ADDRESS BY WILLIAM GREEN, PRESIDENT OF THE AMERICAN 
FEDERATION OF LABOR 


Mr. SHIPSTEHAD. Mr. President, on January 13 of this 
year Mr. William Green, president of the American Federation 
of Labor, delivered a very thoughtful and able address before 
the Chicago Bar Association on the subject of “ Eeonomie Free- 
dom and Industrial Peace.” I ask unanimous consent that that 
uddress may be printed in the Recorp. 

‘There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows, 


PCONOMIC FREEDOM AND INDUSTRIAL PEACE 


The human race has ever sought the enjoyment of freedom, It has 
Jearned, however, that this can only be secured and maintained within 
certain prescribed legal limitations. Men can not be free like the wild 
beasts of the forest or the birds of the air. Society must be protected 
through the imposition of self-restraint and the adoption and enforce 
ment of laws which will operate to protect and safeguard the rights 
of all, We can only enjoy liberty within the law and establish 
freedom when we maintain a proper regard for the rights of others, 

All attempts to suppress human liberty and the exercise of indil- 
vidual and collective rights incite conflict and invite reprisal. This 
human characteristic has manifested itself at every stage of the world’s 
history and has been the mainspring of the world’s social and political 
progress. Invariably all attempts of one group of society to dominate 
and control another group are based upon some form of selfishness 
and greed. Yhey usually grow out of a clashing of interests, either 
financial, economic, or political. Behind all the achievement of modern 
civilization lie centuries of intense struggle, great sacrifice, and deter- 
mined effort. 

This has been the bitter experience of the men and women of labor. 
From the days of barbarism and feudalism they have fought, with 
courage and determination, for the realization of economic and politi- 
cal freedom. Their heroie deeds as they broke the legal, social, and 
economle bonds which held them constitute a glorious page in the 
world’s history. They lifted themselves through their own efforts from 
one social level to another, because they were inspired by an imperish- 
able idealism and a consciousness and understanding of their individual 
and collective rights. Through all these changing periods in the social 
and economic status of labor the workers learned many valuable lessons, 
Organization and collective action grew out of these experiences. The 
value of concerted effort and cooperation became better understood. 

The growth of trade unions paralleled the development and growth 
of corporations, This was a natural, logical consequence of our modern 
factory system and a rational devetpment of our expanding indus- 
trial life. 

The organization of working men and women represents the mobiltza- 
tion of their collective resources and economic strength. It stands as a 
protection against exploitation and serves as an _ instrumentality 
through which they may advance and promote their common interests. 
he gradual substitution of collectivity among working people for indi- 
vidualism in industry provoked hostility and opposition among many 
employers of labor. The exercise of the right of the working people to 
organize was not only challenged but also bitterly opposed. This has 
led to the extended and constantly broadening use by many employers 
of court injunctions in labor controversies. 

it is this kind ef opposition which has led labor to vigorously protest 
against the character of injunctions, with their broad and sweeping 
terms, issued against labor restraining it from doing things which it 
firmly believes it has a legal and moral right to do. This policy of 
fighting trade-unions through the use of injunctions is embittering 


labor. It reasons that in many instances the courts place themselves 
on the side of corporations and big business in their attempts to destroy 
jabor organizations The situation growing out of the use of court 
injunctions has beeome acute. Labor regards it as its most serious 


problem, It is a real grievance against which labor emphatically com- 
plains, smarting under a deep sense of wrong and injustice. Labor 
is determined to seek legislative redress from the destractive effects of 
court injunctions. 

The question of economic freedom is involved in this court-injunction 
problem, Shall the right of labor to organize, to function, to solicit 
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members, and to strike be abridged? Shail labor be free, economically 
free, and may it enjoy the rights and privileges which economic freedom 
guarantees? What shall be the answer to these questions? 

In the Bedford Cut Stone Co. case an injunction was granted which 
restrained members of the Journeymen Stone Cutters’ Association of 
North America from refusing to set stone manufactured by a company 
which refused to employ these union men in their quarries. By this 
action union men were compelled to work against their will and to 
serve a corporation indirectly, at least which would not employ them or 
any of their union members in the quarries where the stone was manu 
factured for use. The injunction in this case was based upon the alle- 
gation that the acts of the union stonecutters constituted an inters 
ference with interstate commerce. Upon this point Mr. Justice Brandeis 
and Mr. Justice Holmes, in a vigorous dissenting opinion, stated: “If on 
the undisputed facts of this case refusal to work can be enjoined, Con- 
gress created by the Sherman law and the Clayton Act an instrument 
for imposing restraints upon labor which reminds of involuntary servi- 
tude.” 

This solemn warning of these two distinguished jurists made a deep 
impression on the hearts and minds of labor. The very suggestion that 
labor, through judicial interpretation and the use of the injunction, 
might be reduced to a condition of involuntary servitude arouses and 
intensifies the determination of labor to be free. A choice must be made 
between the exercise of the right of workingmen to be the master of 
their own labor power, to give service or withhold service at will and 
as free men and a condition bordering on involuntary servitude, 

Free men shrink from the contemplation of a condition where, 
through a court order, labor would be completely stripped of the use of 
its economic strength, the only power which working men and women 
ean exercise as a means of protection against tyranny, injustice, and 
oppression. The right of labor to organize has been recognized and con- 
eeded by the courts and by a crystallized public opinion. If it may 
enjoy this right, then it should be permitted to function. If labor may 
organize but can not use its economie strength for its own protection, 
when organized, then the recognition of the right to organize is mean- 
ingless. If it is an illegal organization, why not say so! Why say 
unions may exist and then enjoin them from exercising their normal 
functions? 

There are numerous other injunctions which have recenily issued 
against labor which in force and effect reduce labor to a condition 
approximating economic bondage. In the Schoonmaker injunction, issued 
a short time ago, it was held that a refusal to mine coal and a resort 
to picketing at ‘the mine, where a strike was declared constituted inter- 
ference with interstate ecommerce and bonding companies were restrained 
from furnishing bonds in appeals taken in house-eviction cases. In the 
first Coronado case the United States Supreme Court heid that “ Coal 
mining is not interstate commerce and the power of Congress does not 
extend to its regulation as such.” In view of these apparently contra- 
dictory decisions it is impossible for labor to know or understand what 
constitutes a conspiracy to interfere with the shipment of goods in inter- 
state commerce, 

The whole legal status of labor is uncertain and unknown. We find 
to our surprise, when a new injunction is issued—more sweeping and 
comprehensive than the one which preceded it—that labor is enjoined 
from doing many things it had been doing without question for many 
decades. In the midst of all the confusion which has been created 
through the issuance of injunctions affecting labor, working men and 
women hold that it is more essential to the preservation of the Republic 
that labor should remain free, economically and industrially free, than 
that some corporation’s goods should, at the cost of the exploftation of 
unprotected workers, be shipped in interstate commerce. Human rights 
should take precedence over property rights. 

It is this distinction which labor seeks to legally establish through 
the passage of legislation which it proposes as a remedy for court in- 
junctions. We propose that the equity courts return to the original 
purpose and use of the equity power, which was the protection of physi- 
cal, taifgible, transferable property. This was the practice followed in 
England from which we inherited our system of jurisprudence. Injune- 
tions are not used in labor disputes in England but they are on the in- 
crease here. The power of the equity courts is not invoked in con- 
troversies between employers and employees there. Houses, land, money, 
buildings, supplies, and materials are property. Let this and all other 
tangible, transferable property be protected through the use of the in- 
junction, if threatened with irreparable injury, when there is no remedy 
at law, 

It is the classification of business, barter, good will, and other intan- 
gible values as property and subject to equity jurisdiction which forms 
the basis of many applications for injunctions. Labor holds that legal 
proceedings dealing with these values should be Instituted and dealt with 
in the law courts instead of the equity courts. 

We believe that Congress intended through the passage of the Clay- 
ton Act that labor should be made free and that this legislation would 
accord labor relief from injunctions and the antitrust provisions of the 
Sherman Act. Labor was thrilled when it learned that Congress incor 
porated in the provisions of the Clayton law the declaration that “ the 
labor of a human being is not a commodity or article of commerce.” 
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The New York World in an editorial on October 18, 1914, stated: 
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INVESTIGATION OF SINKING OF SUBMARINE “ S—4 


The VICK PRESIDENT The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resvlution coming over from a previous day 

The CHieF CLerk. The resolution (S. Res. 109) submitted by 
Mr. TRAMMELL on the i2th instant to create a committee of the 
Senate to investigate the sinking of the submarine S—4, 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, in view of the fact that we 
have had before the Senate for consideration the House joint 
resolution reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs touch 
ng this matter, and also a proposed substitute, I ask that the 
resolution may go over, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

rAX REFUNDS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another resolution coming over from a previous day 

The Cuter CLerK. The resolution (S. Res. 110) submitted by 
Mr. Herc_in on the 14th instant, requesting the names of certain 
persons receiving tax refunds. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I would like to have the reso 
iution read as modified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the proposed 
modification. 

The CuHier CLierK. The Senator from Alabama modifies his 
resolution by inserting on page 1, line 4, after the word “re 
funded,” the words “and the amount so refunded in each case,” 
so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 


requested te furnish to the Senate a list, by States of th names of 
people to whom taxes have been refunded, and the amount so refunded 
in each case, in the ist refund of taxes made by the Secretary of the 


lreasury 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah wish 
to speak to this resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have stated to the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] that I would not press the reso- 
lution if it should lead to debate. Therefore I ask that the reso- 
lution may go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MOSES. What is the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a resolution presented by the 
Senator from Alabama calling for the names of those receiving 
tax refunds. If any Senator desires to speak it is in order to 
do so on this resolution, no matter what the subject on which he 
desires to speak may be. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, in view of my understanding 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson], I ask that the 
resolution go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 











i 
, 
H 
i 


1848 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FORCE AND EFFECT OF THE FPOURTEENTH AND FIFTEENTH AMEND- 
MENTS 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, whenever occasion arises that 
makes it desirable to influence the votes of southern Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, threats are made by certain parties and 
from certain sources to enforce the fifteenth amendment or to 
reduce southern representation in the House of Representatives 
under the second section of the fourteenth amendment, and thus 
curtail the political power of the South. This effort of intimida- 
tion is indulged in in order to influence southern Representa- 
tives in Congress to aet contrary to their judgment and con- 
vietion, I can not too strongly express my resentment of such 
threatening utterances from whatsoever source they may 
emanate or whatever may be the motives that prompt the in- 
dulgence. The time has passed when such utterances can be 
cffective in accomplishing results in the South. Threatening 
language is that used either by superiors or self-assumed 
superiors in addressing their supposed inferiors. I resent that 
nny person or the representative of any constituency in this 
Union should arrogate to himself the authority to indulge in the 
menacing language which is so frequently applied to the South. 
‘he time is passed in the history of this country when the 
South is subject to hostile and repressive supervision or can be 
intimidated by partisan vituperation. The time has been 
auspiciously reached when this Republic is a Union of 48 States 
equal in rights, equal in privileges, and each State equal in 
every respect to eyery other. Those who now repeat the bitter 
aubimadversions of the sixties and seventies should realize that 
certain victorious States no longer hold 11 of their sister States 
under military domination and control, These 11 States as 
members of the Union are in no sense whatever inferior or 
subordinate, and purpose to assert and maintain their rights as 
defined in the Federal Constitution. 

The South is no mendicant asking favors, and the activities 
of the small surviving horde of harpies which once preyed upon 
her vitals cause her only feelings of disgust and contempt; but 
they serve to remind her of the horrors of its former times and 
confirm her in the resolve that never again shall she be cursed 
with the conditions which brought confusion and disaster to one 
of the happiest and loveliest portions of the Nation. Conscious 
of unswerving loyalty to the Union, conscious ef her rights under 
the Constitution, conseious of a patriotic desire for the develop- 
ment of the entire country along the pathway of prosperity and 
justice, willing to make in the future such unstinted contribu- 
tions and sacrifices to national greatness and glory as she made 
in the olden days, the South proposes to exercise her rights 
under the Constitution as her own will and judgment may 
dictate, undeterred by those who are controlled by either hate 
or ignorance. 

Mr. President, let us, divesting ourselves of all partisan pre- 
dilections free from all political considerations, fairty and justly 
examine the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments and ascer- 
tain their full import as disclosed by the circumstances sur- 
rounding their enactment and the interpretation that has been 
given them by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States and determine whether their provisions have been vio- 
lated, and conclude whether there is any necessity for further 
congressional action or legislation. I shall not enter into any 
discussion of the regularity and validity of the adoption of the 
amendments, a question which has been the subject of much 
debate and difference, since that question has been disposed of 
finally by the Supreme Court. 

I shall not discuss the question of their wisdom or unwisdom, 
but in passing shall only state that many of the leaders who 
were most responsible for their enactment afterwards gravely 
doubted whether they furnished a proper solution of the prob- 
lems existing in the South at the conclusion of the Civil War. 
Many of them in their declining years even apologized for the 
evils that were produced by enactments which the right-minded 
umong their advocates designed to have the contrary effect. 
The disgraceful reconstruction conditions to which they led 
did find some apologists but no defenders. 

Mr. President, it is proven by all the debates in Congress at 
the time, it is conceded by historians and law writers, and held 
by the Supreme Court that the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fif- 
teenth amendments were adopted to meet conditions in the 
South created by the large number of negroes living in that sec- 
tion at the conclusion of the Civil War. The thirteenth amend- 
ment abolished slavery and gave the negroes absolute freedom. 
The thirteenth amendment did not go any further than the 
abolition of slavery. It did not make a citizen of the negro and 
did not confer upon him the right of suffrage. The fourteenth 
amendment was intended to make the negro a citizen of the 
United States, to give him the right to contract, to sue and be 
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sued, the full right to acquire and hold property, and “all the 
privileges and immunities” that appertain to a citizen of the 
United States. The right of suffrage was not given, but that 
was left absolutely in the control of the States. The Supreme 
Court in repeated decisions has held that the right of suffrage 
is not “a privilege or immunity” conferred by the fourteenth 
amendment, and that it does not vest suffrage in the negro or 
anyone else, and that under the terms of the second section 
the right is recognized as belonging absolutely to the States. 

The thirteenth and fourteenth amendments left unchanged the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the States respecting the exercise of 
the right to vote. It was the purpose of the second section 
of the fourteenth amendment to induce the South to confer 
suffrage upon the negroes who had been freed by the thir- 
teenth amendment, by providing for representation in the 
House based on population of the respective States, and 
for reduced representation in the proportion that citizens 
of the United States might be denied or abridged in their 
right to vote in a State except for crime or treason. The 
South was presented with this proposition: Enfranchise the 
negre and you will have full representation on the basis of your 
entire population; disfranchise him and your representation in 
Congress will be reduced to the extent of the negro population. 
It was hoped by those who supported this proposition that the 
States of the South would enfranchise the negro and thus obtain 
unrestricted representation and not disfranchise him and suffer 
reduced representation. The second section of the fourteenth 
amendment was very offensive to some rabid Republicans, like 
Sumner, of Massachusetts, because it conferred on the States 
of the South the power to disfranchise the negro. Senator 
Henderson, of Missouri, a radical Republican, when it was 
being considered, offered the fifteenth amendment as a substi- 
tute, but it was defeated, as it was feared at the time that it 
would not be ratified by a sufficient number of States. Later I 
shall discuss this second section and hope to convince the Sen- 
ate that it is not operative and was repealed by the fifteenth 
amendment. The Southern States refused to confer suffrage on 
the negro, declining to be bribed by the offer of complete repre- 
sentation in Congress, knowing full well the inevitable demorali- 
zation and disaster that would follow. Disappointed at the 
attitude of the South on the 27th of February, 1869, Congress 
submitted to the States for approval the fifteenth amendment. 
This was intended as a settlement of the question of negro 
suffrage in the South. That amendment is as follows: 


The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. 


Mr. President, let us examine the suffrage situation at the 


time of the adoption of the fifteenth amendment, the debates in. 


Congress disclosing the purposes sought to be accomplished by 
its adoption, and the decisions of the Supreme Court defining 
its import and meaning. Until the fifteenth amendment was 
adopted the States had absolute control of suffrage. Suffrage 
before the Revolutionary War was in the control] of the Colonies, 
each colony fixing its own qualifications for its voters. The 
Articles of Confederation contained no provision affecting suf- 
frage in the new States. The only provision in the Federal Con- 
stitution regarding suffrage is in section 2 of Article I, which is 
as follows: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of Members chosen 
every second year by the people of the several States, and the electors 
in each State shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of the 
most numerous branch of the State legislature. 


This provision did nothing more than prohibit the States 
from having a qualification for electors of Congress different 
from those of electors for the most popular branch of the State 
legislature. Subject to this limitation the Constitution left 
suffrage wholly within the control of the States. At that time 
the respective States of the Union had varying qualifications, 
the matter being left, as stated, absolutely within their discre- 
tion. The right to vote, or suffrage, is still left with the States 
under all decisions of the Supreme Court and also in the opinion 
of law writers, except so far as this right may be affected by 
the fifteenth and nineteenth amendments. 

We will now examine the fifteenth amendment and ascertain 
what are the rights of the States under it regarding suffrage. 
We may look to the proceedings and debates in Congress for 
light upon this question. The Supreme Court has uniformly 
held that to be a proper guide for information in determining 
the meaning to be given legislation and to constitutional amend- 
ments. On January 11, 1869, Mr. Boutwell, as chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee of the House, reported a resolution in- 
tended as the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution, which 
provided : 
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The right of any itizen of the Uni i States to vote shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or any State by reason of the 
race, color, or previous condition of slavery of any citizen or class of 
citizens the United Stat 

rhe Congress shall hay power to enfore by p r¢ leg siation } 


provisions of this article, 


When this amendment was pending in the House—now, I call 
the attention of Senators to this—Mr. Shellabarger offered a 
substitute for the Boutwell resolution, as follows: 

No State shall mal rr enforce any law which shall deny or abridge 
te any male citizen of United States of the age of 21 years or over 
and who is of sound mind, an equal vote at all elections in the State 


in which he shall have s tual residence as shall be prescribed by 
law, except to such as have engaged or may hereafter engage in ins 

‘tion or rebellion against t United States, and to such as shall be 
duly convicted of treason, felony, or other infamous crimes 


Now. this was offered in the House of Representatives as a 
substitute for the existing fifteenth amendment. 

Chis would have conferred universal manhood suffrage on all 
the citizens of the United States except those who were con- 
victed of crime and such as were disenfranchised on account of 
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participation in the secession movement. The House defeated | 


this proposal by a vote of 126 to 61. 
refused to give the Federal Government power to require the 
States to eonfer suffrage upon all citizens of the United States 
21 vears of age and to give to the United States Government the 
right practically to institute universal manhood suffrage. 

That was refused; and I can not too often iterate and reit- 
erate that. That is the interpretation which some people now 
think should be given to the fifteenth amendment—a provision 
that was rejected in the House of Representatives by a vote of 
126 to G1. 

lt was argued that if this should be done the Federal Govy- 
ernment would absorb all the power of the States in connec- 
tion with suffrage and elections, and the States would disappear 
in a consolidated Nation. It was argued that very few, if any, 
of the States were willing to surrender the power they then 
possessed in respect to suffrage and put themselves under the 
unlimited domination of the Federal authority. Thus, the Hous 
of Representatives by an overwhelming vote refused to approve 
the theory of universal suffrage which is now contended for by 
some as the proper interpretation of the fifteenth amendment 
The proceedings in the Senate as well as in the House dis 
close beyond controversy that Congress intended to give this 
amendment no such interpretation as is now sought. The 
Boutwell resolution went te the Senate where it was long and 
elaborately debated. Mr. Stewar hairman of the Judiciary 
Committee offered a substitute for the House resolution, as 
follows: 

rhe right of citizens of the United States to vote and hold office shall 
not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on 


account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 


Thus, the House decisively | 


Che fifteenth amendment as it now reads does not include the | 


words “hold office.’ but those words were included in that 
proposal, 

Several amendments to this substitute were offered, some of 
them bestowing universal manhood suffrage as proposed in the 
[louse, but all of them were rejected. Finally, after being first 
defeated by a small vote, the Senate by a vote of 31 yeas to 27 
nays adopted a substitute to the Stewart resolution offered by 
Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, which was as follows. Now, 
I enll attention to this substitute, which was first rejected, and 
then offered and adepted by a small majority. 

That no discrimination shall be made in any State among tt 
citizens of the United States in the exercise of the elective franchise or 
in the exercise of the right to hold office in any State, on account of 
race, color, nativity, property, education, or religious creed. 


That amendment passed the Senate by a very small vote, and 
went to the House. The Senate also adopted a proposal by 
Senator Morton, of Indiana, making certain provisions for the 
election of electors for President. And so the Stewart resolu- 
tion, as amended on the motion of Wilson and Morton, passed 
the Senate. It should be noted that this resolution provided 
that there should be no discrimination on account of race. 
color, or previous condition of servitude, and also on account 
of nativity, property, education, or religious creed. Had it 
been submitted to the States in that form and been ratified it 
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that discrimination on property, education, nativity, and re 
ligious creed should be forbidden, and by subsequent action and 
judgment refused to prohibit property or educational disquali 
fications upon the right to vote. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an 
interruption ? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will 

Mr. WATSON. Do I understand the purport of the Senator's 
argument to be that it was not the purpose of the fifteenth 
amendment to confer the right of suffrage on the negro, and that 
it does not confer that right? 

Mr. SWANSON. No: my contention is that the fifteenth 
amendment does not confer suffrage on anybody. It prohibits 
any State or the United States from discriminating in suffrage 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 
If the Senator will read it, he will find that that is what it 


says. 
Mr. WATSON I have read it. I want to get the Senator's 
view. 


Mr. SWANSON. My view is clear, if the Sen 

Mr. WATSON. I am listening 
est to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. I say that suffrage remains in the States as 
it existed in colonial times, Revolutionary times, and up until the 
fifteenth amendment Was passed, except that neither a State nor 
the United States can pass any law discriminating on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude, or on account 
If the Senator has not that view, he differs from every 
decision of the Supreme Court 

Mr. WATSON. No; I am not making any contention on that. 
What I wanted to get at was this: The Senator's construction, 
then, is that under the operation of the fifteenth amendment a 
State may pass a property qualification or an educational 
qualification ? 

Mr. SWANSON. I shall show that the Supreme Court has 
said that repeatedly, if the Senator will just content himself 
und wait until I reach that phase of it. 

Mr. WATSON. The second section of the fourteenth amend 
ment provides, as the Senator knows, that if the States shall 
adopt any restriction of suffrage- 

Mr. SWANSON. I will get to that. If the Senator will con- 
tent himself, I will dispose of that. That is the fourteenth 
amendment. I am discussing the fifteenth amendment now. 

Mr. WATSON. All right. I shall be glad to hear the Sena- 
tor on the second section of the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. SWANSON. All right. The Senator will hear me fully, 
and when I reach it he can interrupt me all he pleases, Let u 
not get diverted from the fifteenth to the fourteenth. The 
Senate did not appoint a committee of conference but receded 
from the Wilson and Morton amendments and yet refused to 
concur in the Boutwell resolution. The House adhering to its 
decision and the Senate refusing to coneur, the Boutwell reso- 
lution was defeated. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. Pr 
terruption? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will. 

Mr. BORAH. When the fifteenth amendment first came over 
to the Senate the Senate adopted an -amendment 

Mr. SWANSON. Prohibiting an educational qualification. 

Mr. BORAH. Well, including that with others—nativity, edu- 
cation, and property. The Senate adopted that, and it went to 
the House and the House defeated it. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is right. 

Mr. BORAH. Then, when the Senate took up the fifteenth 
amendment on a report from its Judiciary Committee and sent it 
over to the House the House put on an amendment, “ nativity, 
property, or creed,” and the Senate defeated it 

Mr. SWANSON. I will show that on final judgment and 
debate, and its final conclusion when it passed, both the House 
and Senate refused to attach to the fifteenth amendment any 


itor will listen. 
I always listen with inter- 


of sex, 


ident, will the Senator suffer an in- 


| prohibition on account of property or educational qualifications. 


would have prohibited the States from establishing any property | 


qualification or any educational qualification. When the reso- 
lution went to the House that body, by a vote of 133 to 37, 
refused to concur in the Senate action. Thus by an overwhelm- 
ing majority the House placed its negation upon the suggestion 


It is perfectly clear that the House and the Senate each 
refused finally to submit an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting discrimination on account of nativity, education, 
or property. When the status was announced in the Senate, 
Senator Stewart at once moved that the Senate adopt the 
joint resolution which had been originally proposed by Sena- 
tor Henderson, and after many substitutes had been offered, 
each in turn defeated, it passed the Senate by a vote of 35 to 
11. This resolution went to the House and was there amended 
and passed, as follows: 

The House tried to put on. as suggested by the Senator from 
Idaho, an aimendment to the fifteenth amendment as it passed 
the Senate. 
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The House amendment was as follows: 


The right of citizens of the United States to yote and hold office 
shonld net be abridged or dented by any State on account of race, color, 
nativity, property, creed, or previous condition of servitude. 


The House adopted that amendment to the fifteenth amend- 
ment, though it rejected it when the Senate presented it. 

The Senate disagreed to the House amendments and asked 
for a conference, the result of which was a compromise, the 
llouse substanti:ully receding from its modifications. The reso- 
lution as agreed upon by the conference was passed by each 
body and was sent to the States for ratification and became the 
present ifteenth amendment. 

It can not be too often stated that the proposition to prehibit 
discrimination for any other purpose except race, color, or pre- 
yious condition of servitude was rejected in both the House and 
the Senate. It was distinctly understood in both Houses of 
Congress that the resolution as passed permitted suffrage 
qualifications to be imposed by the States on any ground except 
“on account of race, coler, or previous condition of servitude.” 
This was explicitly admitted and advanced by Senator Morton, 
from the State of the Senator from Indiana, who tried to en- 
large the scope of the resolution, but failed, and finally voted 
for it as the best that could be obtained. Now I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to what this great Republican leader, Senator 
Morton—-who, next to Senator Fessenden of Maine, was more 
responsible for this amendment in the Senate than all others 
combined—said about the fifteenth amendment, 

This Republican leader spoke as follows: 

The pending amendment is: 

“The right of citizens of the United States to vote and hold office 
shall not be denied or abridged by the United States, or any State, 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” 

It will be observed — 


Said this Republican leader, who was leading the fight for 
these amendments— 


That this language admits or recognizes that the whole power 
over the question of suffrage is vested in the several States ex- 
cept as it shall be limited by this amendment. It tacitly concedes 
that the States may disfranchise the colored people or any other class 
of people for other reasons save and except those mentioned in the 
amendment, 

a o . . * f . 

This amendment leaves the whole power in the States just as it 
exists now, except that colored men shall not be disfranchised for the 
three reasons of race, color, or previous condition of slavery. They 
may be disfranchised for want of education or for want of intelligence. 
The States of Louisiana and Georgia may establish regulations upon the 
subject of suffrage that will cut out 49 out of every 50 colored men 
in those States from voting, and what may be done in one of these 
States may, perhaps, be done in others. They may, perhaps, require 
property or educational tests, and that would cut off the great majority 
of the colored men from voting in those States, and thus this amend- 
ment wouTtd be practically defeated In ali those States where the great 
body of the colored people live. Sir, if the power should pass into the 
hands of the rebel population of those States—perhaps I should beg 
pardon now, I should rather call it the conservative or Democratic 
population—if they could not debar the colored person of the right of 
suffrage in any other way, they would do it by an educational or a 
property qualification. 


His view was undisputed, and it proves beyond dispute that 
Congress understood and it was conceded by all that if the 
amendment as submitted should be passed, any State could 
impose property or educational qualifications and that this 
might practically deprive nearly all the negroes of the right of 
suffrage. That this would be perfectly permissible, no one 
doubted. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE and Mr. BORAH addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator from California rose first. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have listened to the words of Oliver 
P. Morton, of Indiana, a great Senator, a great Republican 
Senator. Does Senator Morton advance the thought there, or 
did he ever elsewhere express the thought, that a law could be 
passed prescribing an educational or a property qualification 
and made applicable to the colored man which was net equally 
applicable to the white man? 

Mr. SWANSON. He did not, and the Supreme Court has held 


that any law that attempts that is null and void. The qualifica- | 


tions must apply to everybody, irrespective of race, color, or 


previous condition of servitude. I will give the Senator the | 


decisions of the Supreme Court if he will just content himself. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I happen to know what they are, 
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Mr. SWANSON. I will discuss them for my own pleasure, 
then, and not for the Senator’s enlightenment. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator from Virginia can not 
enlighten me on that subject. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; I could not, and I am not trying to. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator could not. 

Mr. SWANSON. That would be a work of supererogation I 
should never attempt. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGH. That would be a foolish attempt on the 
Senator’s part. 

Mr. SWANSON. I recognize that these men who stand on 
Mount Sinai do not need instruction. Very few people get to 
Mount Sinai, and I am not one of them. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No; but we observe the Ten Com- 
mandments. 

Mr. SWANSON. Not everybody who speaks from Mount 
Sinai observes them. I have found that most of the people 
who, subsequent to Moses, have spoken from Mount Sinai vio- 
late them. That is my experience. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, does the Senator in his 
speech give the names of the States which have educational, 
qualifications? 

Mr. SWANSON. I do, later in my speech. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. BORAT. I think there is a background to the proposi- 
tion, excluding education and property, that signifies a great 
deal. It does to me, at least. Six Northern States had just 
defeated negro suffrage in their respective States, and Indiana 
was one of them. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will say to the Senator that there were 
but six States in the Union that conferred negro suffrage when 
the fifteenth amendment was adopted, and, as I understand, the: 
State of Connecticut, which is ably represented in this body, 
rejected negro suffrage about the year before the fifteenth, 
amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Will my friend permit a kindly ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SWANSON. I will. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Why, to-day, in the year of our Lord. 
1928, indulge in these ante-bellum arguments? 

Mr. SWANSON. I am showing what the fifteenth amend- 
ment means. The people who are eternally attacking the South 
as violating it are mistaken. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Nobody is attacking the South. 

Mr. SWANSON. The South was attacked the other day, as 
appears in the Recorp. 

Mr. WATSON. I do not know of anyone who is taking a 
position opposite to that advanced by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia as to the meaning of the fifteenth amendment. What f 
want is to have the Senator discuss the second section of the 
fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will do that. 

Mr. WATSON, Granting that a State may pass a property 
qualification or an educational qualification on the right of 
suffrage. 

Mr. SWANSON. I will discuss that. 

Mr. WATSON. If the Senator will discuss that——- 

Mr. SWANSON. I shall discuss it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator, in the 
course of his discussion, explain why the people of a State can 
not elect their own Senator? 

Mr. SWANSON. That has been discussed here by the Senate, 
and it is a work of supererogation to discuss it further. When 
a man appeals from the final judgment of a court of last resort 
he is engaged in folly, and I never engage in it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. A decision of the Senate is not res 
adjudicata. 

Mr. SWANSON. It is in that matter, when it passes on it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the doctrine of stare decisis does 
not prevail. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, Senator Morton prophesied 
that if the Conservative Party of the South should come into 
power, they would impose property and educational qualifica- 
tions which would substantially eliminate the negro vote. When 
the Conservative Party of the South did obtain power they 
passed educational and property qualifications which accom- 
plished the precise results foretold by Senator Morton and which 
it was not denied would represent an entire legitimate exercise 
of power. It was expected by some and hoped by others the 
amendment would serve to perpetuate conditions then existing 
in the South where there was hegro suffrage and control. The 
reconstruction acts of Congress denied representation in Congress 
to each of the 11 Southern States until the State should by State 
constitution provide universal manhood suffrage, 
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governors in 


consisting of 


These acts further provided that the military 
these 11 States should prepare a list of all voters 
all negroes and other male citizens 21 years of age, except 
those who had participated in the secession. The military 

these acts, prepared such lists of 


included all the negroes and dis 


governors, in pursuance of 


yoters, which practically 


franchised nearly all the whites. The yoters on these lists we 
authorized to elect delegates to constitutional conventions to 
prepare constitutions to be ratified by these very voters. By 


this process in nearly all the Stutes negroes and their un 
scrupulous white allies were put in control of local, municipal, 
and State governments. The constitutions prepared by the con 
ventions thus called provided for universal suffrage with prac 
tical general disfrunchisement of the white people who had 
participated in secession. Thus the fifteenth amendment was 
intended to continue the existing Republican control in the 
South. It was not believed that the Conservative or Demo 
eratic Party could ever come into power under the new State 
constitutions and hence with negro suffrage assured Republican 
control in the South would be prepetuated. The extreme radi 
cal wing of the Republican Party, to which Senator Morton 
and Senator Wilson belonged, was unable to secure a prohibi- 
tion of education, property, and other qualifications because of 
the misgivings as to ratification. Many of the States outside 
of the South had at that time educational and property quali 
fications and it was believed enough States would reject the 
amendment to prevent its adoption and that for this reason 
the amendment must be confined to discrimination on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

We will now exumine the interpretation given the fifteenth 
amendment by the Supreme Court. -In United States against 
Reece and others the Supreme Court says: 


The fifteenth amendment does not confer the right of suffrage upon 
anyone. It prevents the States or the United States, however, from 
giving preference in this particular to one citizen of the United State 
over another on account of race, color, or previous condition of servi 
tude Before its adoption this could be done It was as much wit 
the power of a State to exclude citizens of the United States from 
voting on account of race, ete., as it Was on account of age, property 


or education. Now it is not, 


In United States against Cruickshank Chief Justice Waite 


said: 


From this it appears that the right of suffrage is not a necessa 
attribute of national citizenship; but that exemption from discrimina 
tion in the exercise of that right on account of race, etc., is rh 
right to vote in the States comes from the States; but the 
exemption from the 
States. The first has not been granted or secured by the Constitution 
of the United States, but the last has been 


right of 


prohibited discrimination comes from the United 


The Supreme Court of Massachusetts in the case of Stone v 
Smith (159 Mass. 413) held that the amendment to the consti- 
tution of the Commonwealth providing that— 


no person shall have the right to vote who shall not be able to read 
the constitution in the English language and write his name— 


is valid and not contrary to the Federal Constitution. In the 
same case the court held as valid, and not in violation of the 
Federal Constitution, a statute of that State providing that 
registration of voters shall require certain applicants for 
registration— 

to read at least three lines other than the title from an official edition 
of the constitution in such manner as to show that he is neither 
prompted nor reciting from memory— 


And also— 
to write his name in the register. 


The Supreme Court of Massachusetts sustained that pro- 
vision, holding that it is not invalid under the fifteenth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 
tion? 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator can content himself to hear 
this or go out, just as he prefers. 

This case also held that suffrage was not one of “ the privi- 
leges and immunities” conferred under the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution. It also declared the right of the 
States by a uniform and impartial rule of prohibition to deny 
the right to vote to such of its inhabitants as were not thought 
to possess the qualifications necessary for an intelligent and 
impartial exercise of the right. 

Thus, Mr. President. the Supreme Court of Massachusetts has 
sustained the validity of the provisions in its constitution and 
also its statutes which are similar to those in the Southern 


Does anybody question that proposi- 
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which operates to disfranchtise 
will not pay taxes required as a prerequisite for voting. The 
lecision concurs in tl i the Supreme Court of the 


United sulirage was not « ferred on ione by 
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States that 


the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments, but that the deter 
mination of the right remains with the States, except the States 
are prohibited from passing any law affecti the voter which 


discriminates on account of race, color, or previous lition of 


servitude 

The Supreme Court of the United 
Williams against Mississippi decided that 
constitution of Mississippi making ability to read any 
of the constitution or understand it when read a necessary 


States fm the case of 


section 244 of the 


section 


| qualification to vote to be not in conflict with the Federal Con 


The court further held that section 241 of the same 
constitution, prescribing as i qualification to yote 
esidence in the State for two years, one year in the precinct, 
and prepayment of all taxes legally due by bim prior to the Ist 
day of February of the year he offers to yote, to be likewise 
valid 

This decision sustains the constitutionality of the provisions 
in the Mississippi constitution known as the “ understanding 
clause.” The decision is in accord with the decision just 
previously cited of the Supreme Court of Massachusetts. The 

understanding clause,” so-called in the Mississippi constitu- 
tion which eliminates a large number of the negro voters of that 
State, has been sustained by the Supreme Court of the United 
States as valid under the Constitution of the United States, and 
there is no justification for anyone to criticize that constitution 
hecause it is effective in saving the State from being ruled and 
ruined by the ignorant and illiterate. Mississippi has been able 
to obtain for herself a government constructed and directed by 
her intelligent, patriotic, and capable citizenship in a perfectly 
legal and constitutional manner. 

Mr. President, Chief Justice White at the October term, 1914, 
of the Supreme Court rendered in the case of Guinn v. U. S. (238 
L. S. 347) a very important judgment on the fifteenth amend 
ment, Which I will now ask the Senate to cousider. It refers to 
whut was alluded to by the Senator from California. The deci 
sion in that case was upon the constitutionality of a section of 
the constitution of Oklahoma providing that no person shall be 
registered or vote unless he is able to read and write any sec- 
tion of the constitution of the State, and also provided that no 
person or lineal descendant of such person who was on January 
1, 1866. or any time prior thereto, entitled to vote under any 
form of government or who resided in some foreign nation shall 
be denied the right to register on account of his inability to 
read or write any section of the constitution. The court held 
this provision null and void. It held that a literacy test was 
valid and not contrary to the fifteenth amendment when applied 
to all, and was no dicrimination on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude, but when its clear purpose aid 
practical effect Was to so discriminate it was invalid and con- 
trury to the fifteenth amendment. In discussing the fifteenth 
amendment the court said: 


stitution 


necessary 





(a) Beyond doubt the amendment does not take away from the State 
governments in a general sense the power over suffrage, which has 
belonged to those governments from the beginning and without the 
possession of which power the whole fabric upon which the division of 
State and national authority under the Constitution and the organi 
zation of both Governments rest would be without support, and both 
the authority of the Nation and the State would fall to the ground 
In fact, the very command of the amendment recognizes the possession 
of the general power by the State, since the amendment seeks to regu 
late its exercise as to the particular subject with which it deals 

(b) But it is equally beyond the possibility of question that the 
amendment in express terms restricts the power of the United States 
or the States to abridge or deny the right of a citizen of the United 
States to vote on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude. The restriction is coincident with the power and prevents its 
exertion in disregard of the command of the amendment. But while 
this is true, it is true also that the amendment does not change, modify, 
or deprive the States of their full power as to suffrage except, of 
course, as to the subject with which the amendment deals and to the 
extent that obedience to its commands is necessary. 

With these principles before us, how can there be room for any serious 
dispute concerning the repaugnancy of the standard based upon January 
1, 1866 (a date which preceded the adoption of the fifteenth amend- 
ment), if the suffrage provision fixing that standard is susceptible of 
the significance which the Government attributes to it? Indeed, there 
seems no escape from the conclusion that to hold that there was even 
possibility for dispute on the subject would be to declare that the fif 
teenth amendment not only had not the self-executing power which it 
has been recognized to have from the beginning, but that its provisions 
were wholly inoperative because susceptible of being rendered inappli- 
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cable by mere forms of expression embodying no exercise of judgment | say that all this false clamor, all this abuse directed against 


and resting upon no discernible reason other than the purpose to dis- 
regard the prohibitions of the amendment by creating a standard of 
yoting which om its face was in substance but a revitalization of con- 
ditions which when they prevailed in the past had been destroyed by 
the self-operative force of the amendment. 


At the same term of the court, in Myers v. Anderson (238 
U. S. 368), Chief Justice White delivered an. opinion of the 
court nullifying the so-called grandfather or descendants clause 
contained in the statutes of Maryland fixing the qualification of 
voters for the city of Annapolis. Thus in both the Oklahoma 
case and the Maryland case the court declared the grandfather 
and descendants provisions invalid, and as they were interwoven 
inseparably with the other provisions of the law it declared 
the entire suffrage provision invalid and the previously existing 
election laws as continuing in operation. It was held the fif- 
icenth amendment being self-executing nullified by its own 
force these enactments and restored the prior election laws. 

At the October term, 1926, of the Supreme Court, Justice 
Jiolmes, speaking for the court, declared null and void that 
part in the Texas primary law which provided that “in no 
event shall a negro be eligible to participate in a Democratic 
Party primary election held in the State of Texas.” 

In this case, which was a suit to recover damages from the 
Democratic primary judges at El Paso for refusing to permit a 
negro to vote in the primary, the court said: 

States may do a great deal of classifying that it is difficult to believe 
rational, but there are limits, and it is too clear for extended argument 
that color can not be made the basis of a statutory classification affect- 
ing the right set up in this case, 


The Supreme Court at the October term, 1914, in the case of 
United States « Mosley (288 U. 8S. 383), Justice Holmes deliver- 
ing the opinion of the court, held that section 19 of the Criminal 
Code was constitutional and applies to acts of two or more 
election officers, who conspire to injure and oppress qualified 
voters of the district in the exercise of their rights to vote for 
Member of Congress by omitting the votes cast from the count 
and the return of the electoral board. 

These four cases clearly establish that the right of suffrage 
is left to the States, and that they can impose qualifications and 
conditions requisite to its exercise, provided they do not dis- 
criminate on account of sex, race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude. These cases also establish the law to be that 
where a voter js illegally deprived of his right to vote he can 
recover damages from the election officers and that the officers 
guilty of thus depriving him of his right to vote are liable to 
prosecution under the existing statutes of the United States. 
Hence, there can be no complaint that all classes of voters 
have not ample protection afforded them by the courts and the 
Federal law. Under the decisions of the Supreme Court no 
necessity exists for further legislation. This conclusion is 
strengthened by the decision of the Supreme Court that the 
power of Congress to legislate under the fifteenth amendment 
is limited to preventing the States from denying or abridging 
the right to vote on account of race, color, or previous condi- 
tion of servitude, and does not apply to individuals. And the 
courts extend to every voter the protection of all rights he has 
under the fifteenth amendment and all the rights and remedies 
that Congress has any authority to give him in carrying out 
the purposes of the amendment. 

Mr. WATSON, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. SWANSON, I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. Speaking my own personal views, I do not 
think the fifteenth amendment is being violated. If there be 
any violation it is of the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. SWANSON. But let us continue to talk about the fif- 
teenth amendment. Hewever, I am glad the Senator has made 
that statement. 

Mr. WATSON. I think the South has a perfect right to ap- 
ply its educational qualifications and its property qualifications, 

Mr. SWANSON. But the newspapers and public speakers 
are always referring to the fifteenth amendment as being vio- 
lated. 

Mr. WATSON. I do believe, if the Senator will allow me, 
that the second section should be enforced. 

Mr. SWANSON. I am glad to get the Senator’s concession 
that the South is completely exonerated from any violation of 
the fifteenth amendmeut. 

Mr. WATSON. But I do not make the same concession as to 
the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. SWANSON, All right. I will get to that later; but I am 
glad there is one Senator who has nerve and courage enough to 





the South's violation of the fifteenth amendment, is uncalled 
for, unreasonable, and that there is nothing in it. 

Mr. President, in considering the fifteenth amendment and 
the power of Congress, it should be noted, as Watson, on the 
Constitution, says, quoting many authorities to sustain him: 


The fifteenth amendment has reference only to acts of the United 
States and States and not to any action of private individuals. 


Hence, it follows that no power is vested in Congress to legis 
late against individuals. ‘The prehibition is confined to the 
United States and the States. States act through their ofii- 
cers, legislative, executive, and judicial. 

Mr. President, let us summurize the conclusions that are 
inevitable from these decisions and the circumstances surround- 
ing the adoption of the fifteenth amendment. 

First. The States have unlimited power over suffrage and in 
fixing the qualifications of voters except so far as expressly 
prohibited by the fifteenth amendment. 

Second. The fifteenth amendment confers no right of suf- 
frage whatsoever on any yoter but continues the former status, 
except that no State can puss a law denying or abridging the 
right to vote on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, this being the full extent of the change. 

Third. Educational and property qualifications for voting, re- 
quirements of residence in Stute and locality for a limited 
time, and the prepayment of taxes prior to the time of the 
right to vote, if applied to all citizens irrespective of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude, are not in contraven- 
tion of the fifteenth amendment, but are valid even though 
their effect may be to eliminate a large percentage of a certain 
class of voters; and the power of States to fix such qualifica- 
tions was understood by Congress and the States as valid when 
the amendment was adopted, and has been uniformly recognized 
as valid by the Federal and State courts, 

Fourth. Provisions in State constitutions and election laws 
commonly known as grandfather or descendants clauses, 
creating the right to vote but fixing a time when the right 
aecrues so that it is impossible that the negro could under any 
circumstiunces be made eligible for the right given others, are 
discriminatory on account of race and color, and are invalid; 
and such provisions, whether contained in State constitutions 
or statutes, as have not expired by limitation, are held by the 
Supreme Court to be null and void. 

Fifth. The fifteenth amendment is self-executing and by its 
own force declares as null and void all acts of legislation that 
create discriminations in voting on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude, and no protection is afforded 
officers who vouch such legislation as a defense. The courts 
will award damages to individuals thus deprived of their rights 
under the fifteenth amendment, and officers who seek to enforce 
the legislation that is null and void are liable in damages as 
well as subject to prosecution. 

Sixth. There is no necessity whatsoever for any further legis- 
lation by Congress, since the courts already give all the pro- 
tection and have all the authority to do so that is in any 
direction possible. 

Mr. President, accordingly it seems to me that the complaints 
we so frequently hear that the South is violating the fifteenth 
amendment are without any foundation or justification what- 
ever. If there is a single Southern State that has an election 
provision denying anyone of the right to vote on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, the provision 
is null and void, and hence any such discriminatory legislation 
has no effective existence. No act of Congress is necessary to 
make discriminatory provisions invalid, as things already in- 
valid can not be made more invalid. Many negroes have been 
eliminated as voters, not by any violation of the fifteenth amend- 
ment but by the States imposing educational and property 
qualifications, the requirements of residence a certain length 
of time in State and locality, and the prepayment of capitation 
taxes as a prerequisite to voting, all of which have been sus- 
tained by the uniform decisions of State and Federal courts, 
have been recognized as legal and valid by all constitutional 
law writers, and which, T repeat, were considered permissible 
by the proponents of the fifteenth amendment and understood 
permissible by the States when it was ratified. 

All of the clamor against the South about the nonenforcement 
of the fifteenth amendment is engendered either by ignorance 
or is inspired by the ulterior purpose to intimidate and threaten 
the South and embarrass her judgment and will upon other 
matters, The South has exercised her constitutional right to 
eliminate a class of ignorant, shiftless, and corrupt voters who 
for many years were in charge of her local, municipal, and 
State affairs, with the result of unspeakable impoverishment 
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and disgrace. And, Mr. President, I am sure I voice the senti 
ment and judgment of the patriotic men of the North, East, 
and West when I say that no right-minded person can desire a 
return of the wretched conditions which were incident to thi 
days of reconstruction—the darkest period in all the history of 
America. 

Exercising their clear legal and constitutional right, the 
Southern States have enacted suffrage laws which are necessary 
to obtain clean, economical, and capable governments. The 
South is resolved and determined that no part of that section 
shall ever become a Haiti or Santo Domingo and the dark, 
festering sores of reconstruction shall never reappear to afflict 
her, Suffrage laws, legal and constitutional, are and always 
will be invoked to save the happiest and fairest portion of this 
Nation from being again blighted by the rule of ignorance and 
corruption, 

Mr. President, I have clearly proven, I think, that the fifteenth 
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within the limitations of the Federal Constitution, let him 


| get it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. That position is exactly opposed to the one 
that the Senator has heretofore taken, because only a short time 
ago 


Mr. GLASS. No; it is not at all. I am simply tired of 
Senaters like the Senator from Maryland threatening the 
South with universal negro suffrage unless the South sanctions 
the violation and nullification of the eighteenth amendment to 
the Federal Constitution. I want to serve notice upon him 
that neither he nor any of his associates can constrain or re- 


| strain Virginia in her attitude upen that question by threaten- 


amendment can not be violated and that any attempt at its | 


violation is constitutionally impossible. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, does the Senator mean by 
“other matters” the prohibition law or the eighieenth amend 
ment? 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not know of anybody that objects—— 

Mr. BRUCE, Is it not a fact that the eighteenth amendment 
and the claim that it should be rigidly enforced is the inspira- 
tion of the speech which the Senator is making to-day? 

Mr. SWANSON. Not at all; but to all people who say that 
we southern people are violating the fifteenth amendment I am 
making this speech. Many elaim that we are violating the 
fifteenth amendment. I have heard enough of it. The Supreme 
Court has sustained every constitution we have there to-day 
that I know of, and I have not tried to inject any issue except 
the issue that the South is exercising its constitutional right 
under the fifteenth amendment of prescribing educational and 
property qualifications, which it has the right to do. 

Mr. BRUCE. I trust the Senator before he completes his 
speech will nevertheless explain why it is that such a small 
percentage of the negroes of the South vote and why it is that 
so much larger percentage of the whites vote. I live in a 
State where there is no restriction of any kind imposed on 
negro suffrage, and the negroes vote quite as freely as the 
whites. I am curious to know why things should not work that 
way in those other Southern States where the Senator alleges 
that no discrimination whatever is operated by the law 


Mr. SWANSON. We can not have a discrimination under | 


the fiffeenth amendment on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. If there is any such discrimination it is 
null and void and invalid, and that has been frequently held 
by the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court has held that we 
have a right to impose qualifications for education, for prop 
erty, and for length of resideuce. It is applied to whites and 
colored alike, and the State has exercised its right merely 


to do that, whether it prohibits negroes or whites or any others | 


from voting. 

Mr. BRUCE. ‘Then the discrimination must be in the appli- 
eation of the constitutional and statutory provisions. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator knows of any violation 
under the fifteenth amendment, or of any officer making an 
improper application of our statutory provisions, I remind him 
that the Supreme Court has decided in repeated cases that 
such officer is liable for damages and liable to prosecution. 
If the Senator knows of any such case, and it ought to be cor- 
rected, why does he not have the party in interest make com- 
plaint, and have the party violating the law indicted and 
prosecnted ? 

Mr. BRUCE. The point I make is that if the Southern 
States have contrived by one means or another to escape the 
consequences of negro suffrage, it would seem to me that we 
who are opposed to the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amend- 
ment might be allowed to practice some degree of ingenuity, 
too, in escaping the trammels of the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, may I ‘ask the Senator from 
Maryland if he is among those who threaten the South with 
universal negro suffrage unless the South shall quietly sanction 
the violation of the eighteenth amendment to the Federal 
Constitution ? 

Mr. BRUCE. Why, of course, not. Looking at the matter 
in the light of historic charity, for that is what it comes to, 
I think the South was absolutely warranted in doing everything 
it did do to avert the first results of the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. GLASS. There is no historic charity about it. The 
South does what it does within the provisions of the Federal 
Constitution, and if the Senator from Maryland or anybody 
who coincides in his view of the matter can get his liquor 
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ing Virginia with negro suffrace. 

Mr. BRUCE. It is absolutely untrue that I have ever at any 
time made any such threat. 

Mr. GLASS. The Senator upon the floor of the Senate time 
and time again has asserted that those people who are thirsty 
for their dram have as much right to nullify the eighteenth 
amcndment to the Federal Constitution as the Southern States 
have to nullify the fifteenth amendme and the Recorp will 
show that he has said that. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield further to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. BRUCE. I say that if the Southern States have the 
right, by the exercise of legal ingenuity, to nullify, practically 
speaking, the fifteenth and fourteenth amendments, we have the 
right by any lawful means in our power to extricate ourselves 
from the tyrannous oppression of the eighteenth amendment and 
the Volstead Act. 

Mr. GLASS. Then why does not the Senator exercise the 
ingenuity to do it? [|Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. We have sought to do that very thing. We 
have introduced bill after bill into Congress in an endeavor to 
amend the Volstead Act as well as to amend the eighteenth 
amendment, but so far without avail. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I must decline to yield 
further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I suggest peace and harmony. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. BRUCE. 
dubious source. |Laughter.] 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. I think an onlooker in Venice may have a word 
to say without being regarded as influenced by conditions which 
some people think obtain in the South. I think it is fair for 
those who say that the South has by legal ingenuity disfran- 
chised the negro to point eut where that legal ingenuity is. 
| have given a great deal of attention to this matter since those 
who are opposed to the eighteenth amendment have undertaken 
to suggest the nullification of the fifteenth amendment in the 
South to find out wherein the South by any dishonest practice 
or legal ingenuity which would not bear the stamp of morality 
does disfranchise the negro under the fifteenth amendment. 
I do not know wherein they have dene so. I have gone through 
the laws of the Southern States, and I am unable to find that 
to be the case. I am now speaking of the fifteenth amendment 

Nobody objects to your getting liquor under the eighteenth 
amendment which can be obtained in accordance with the 
eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator from Idaho does, beeause he has 
consistently oppesed any modification of the Volstead Act limit 
ing the use of intoxicating beverages. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I will net yield my time for 
a prohibition discussion. Such a discussion is not within the 
purview of my remarks, 

Mr. BRUCE. Well, prohibition is the inspiration of the 
Senator's entire speech, and it seems to me it is very relevant. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, let me say just a word in con 
clusion. I should like to knew wherein the South is violating 
the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. GLASS. The Senator will never find out, because it is 
not true. 

Mr. BORAH. That is what I think. 

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to know how the South could 
violate the fifteenth amendment. It could not violate it, be 
cause if it should pass a statute contrary to the fifteenth 
amendment, which is addressed to the States and to the United 


The suggestion for peace comes from a very 








1854 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


States, the Supreme Court has decided that it would be null 
and void. The Supreme Court has decided that if anybody 
tried to execute a law which is null and void to the detriment 
of any individual, the individual affected may sue for damages 
and also have the officer attempting to execute it prosecuted. 
If the power existed to nullify, it is impossible to violate the 
fifteenth amendment, which is self-executing under the decisions 
of the Supreme Oourt. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator, of course, is perfectly conscious 
of the facility with which a board of judges of election can 
pervert for racial or other purposes such a provision, as in 
force in the State of Mississippi, which withholds the suffrage 
from any person who can not read a constitutional provision 
and understand it. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, a similar 
provision was in the Massachusetts law. 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. Why do you strike at a provision of law in 
the Southern States and be silent as to a similar provision in 
a Northern State? 

Mr. BRUCK. The whole background was different in Massa- 
chusetts. They had no such powerful compelling motive to 
pervert the application of the law. .The white people of Missis- 
sippi believed that they were struggling for nothing less than 
civilization, for nothing less than self-preservation, and so that 
provision, of course, that no man should vote unless he could 
read a clause of the Constitution and understand it exquisitely 
served all the practical exigencies of the occasion. 

Mr. SWANSON, But the Supreme Court has said that that 
law is valid. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, as a matter of fact, there is no 
such provision as the Senator from Maryland has cited in the 
constitution cf the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. BRUCE. Was there not a provision of the constitution 
in that State that a voter must be able to read? Was not such 
a provision in the Mississippi constitution, or was it in the 
constitution of some other Southern State? 

Mr. GLASS. That is not what the Senator said. There is a 
provision in the Mississippi constitution which requires a voter 
to be able to read or write or in default of that literacy qualifi- 
cation to understand a clause of the constitution. 

Mr. BRUCE. That is practically the same thing. 

Mr. GLASS. Which is not a provision for disfranchisement 
but is a provision for enfranchisement. 

Mr. BRUCE. How easy it would be to find that the white 
race had one measure of understanding and the black race 
another measure of understanding. Mind you, Mr. President, 
in spite of what the Senator from Virginia says, I will not be 
put in the position in any way of condemning what was done 
by the people of the South after the reconstruction period to 
protect their civilization, but I say that what is sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander, 

Mr. GLASS. If the gander has not sense enough to take the 
sauce, whose fault is it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. It is your fault and the fault of the other 
instrumentalities that have set up this system of prohibition 
tyranny. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I can not yield any further. 
My remarks were not intended to precipitate a wet and dry 
discussion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator from Virginia 
permit me to make a brief statement? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not believe there is any law in Missis- 
sippi which violates the fifteenth amendment. If there is, I 
should like to ask the Senator to bring it to the Senate Chamber 
and read it. 

Mr. BRUCE. Does the Senator believe that the law is never 
applied in such a way as to work practical disfranchisement of 
the negro? If he does, I say that he has a capacity for all- 
absorbing credulity that I had not been disposed to impute to 
him. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the law as applied in Missis- 
sippi applies to the whites the same as it does te the blacks, 
and it will be found from the statistics that there are almost as 
many whites disfranchised as there are blacks. The fifteenth 
umendment does not preclude disfranchisement on an educi- 
tional test, and the Supreme Court has held that it does not. 

Mr. BRUCE. I am not talking about law in tke abstract; I 
am talking about the administration of the law. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I can not yield further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
declines to yield further and the Senator from Virginia will 
proceed, 
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Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I hope I have made it clear 
to the Senate that the fifteenth amendment is self-executing 
and does not apply to individuals, but applies to the States, and 
that any law of a State that violates the fifteenth amendment is 
null and void. 

Mr. President, I purpose to discuss another phase of this ques- 
tion which is frequently presented and upon which threats are 
likewise based. There are those who insist that while there is 
and can be no violation of the fifteenth amendment in the South, 
nevertheless under the second section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment Congress should reduce the representation of the South in 
the House of Representatives and curtail the power of the South 
not only in the House but also in the Electoral College which 
elects a President. While there have been no serious efforts to 
do this, yet bills to accomplish it have been introduced in the 
House and the proposition has been included in the platforms of 
parties and made the subject of no little discussion. 

Mr. President, I for one am tired of the universal attacks and 
threats made on the South. The South is living under the 
Constitution and proposes to live under it and to exercise its 
rights under it regardless of criticisms that may come from any 
source. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
for just a moment more? Has the Senator heard me make 
any threat against the South? 

Mr. SWANSON. I have not alluded to the Senator. 

Mr. BRUCE. I asked that question in view of what the 
Senator's colleague said. Has the Senator ever heard me make 
any threat against the South? 

Mr. SWANSON. I have not, 

Mr. BRUCE. Has the Senator ever heard me make an 
attack upon the South? 

Mr. SWANSON. I have not. The Senator has made some 
speeches, but I do not know whether he ever taiked about the 
South violating the fifteenth amendment or not. I can not say 
as to that. 

Mr. BRUCE. No; I never have. 

Mr. GLASS. Does the Senator from Maryland insist that he 
has never here in the Senate assailed the South for alleged 
violation of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments? 

Mr. BRUCE. I do not recall ever having done so. I have 
called attention to the fact, of course, that the fourteenth and 
fifteenth amendments are not fully in force in the South. 

Mr. SWANSON. I deny that. 

Mr. GLASS. So do I. 

Mr. BRUCE. And in the existing state of pubiic opinion they 
could not be fully enforced. 

Mr. SWANSON. I deny that. 

Mr. GLASS. I assert that the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution is enforced in the South and hangs about the South 
like a dead corpse and has done so for 60 years, and has com- 
pelled us in Virginia to disfranchise thousands upon thousands 
of white men along with the negroes. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President: 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I can not yield further. 

Mr. BRUCE. I ask the Senator to yield for just one more 
question, because the Senator knows that his colleague flies 
into such a state of demoniac fury whenever he enters into 
debate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to be 
patient, but he must remind the Senator from Maryland that 
the Senator from Virginia has declined further to yield, 

Mr. BRUCE. Will not the Senator permit one more question? 

Mr. SWANSON. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
declines to yield. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I have yielded for interrup- 
tions that have already consumed at least a half an hour, I did 
not wish to have a prohibition debate injected into my speech, 
which was intended to have nothing to do with prohibition. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I am not debating prohibition; 
I am resenting the assertion that Virginia violates the fifteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
declines to yield even to his colleague. 

Mr. GLASS. I say that such an assertion is not true. 

Mr. SWANSON. I say Virginia does not violate the fifteenth 
amendment, and I go further and say that it can not violate it. 

Mr. GLASS. Of course, it can not. 

Mr. SWANSON, Anybody who will read the fifteenth 
ameudment and the decisions of the Supreme Court will realize 
that that court has decided the fifteenth amendment applies to 
the States and to the United States, and not to individuals, and 
that no State can pass a law discriminating on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude. Any law which 
attempts to do that is null and void, and when a law is null 
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and void it can not be made 
decided in the Oklahoma « 


held that any oliicer who 


any lore 
se and other ca 
tries to eniorce an 


liable to damages to the individual who has been deprived « 
his right to vote and liable to prosecution under the nineteenth 
section, as I recall of the election law. In view of that situa 


violation of the fifteenth amendment 





tion there can not be any 


in the South atte mi} ed or enfol d, and al the talk that the 
southern people are violating the law, that we are a parcel : 
lawbreakers and violating our oat to the Constitution is no 
true, but is a travesty on the tru 

Now, Mr. Preside I want to discuss t second section ol 
le ourteentlh a endment Witt d to de privibs thie 5 th 

i pit t { i I 

M BRUCI M I ( t, will e Senate let me ~ 
ur ‘ ] j ‘ es 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Do the Se or from Vi 
gini: i. yield to the Senator from Maryland? 


Mr. SWANSON. Yes 


Mr. BRUCE. I should lly Ti T hear the Senate ex- 
plain wl t is that, not tanding what he ¥s, such a vet 
small per entage of negroes vote in the South. In the Sta i 
whicl [ live th vote q e as freely o the whi . Vi j 
is it that just as soon as you cross the Potomac River you find 
that they no longer vote so freely as the whites? 

Mr. SWANSON, Does the Senator want them to vote? 

Mr. BRUCE. That is beside the question. In the State of 
Maryland it is ir policy to let them vi s freely as ft 
whites, 

Mr. SWANSON, There is no property qualification in th 


State of Maryland, is there 
Mr. BRUCE. No 

Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. BRUCE. No. 


And no edueational qualification? 
We have universal snffrage. 
Mr. SWANSON. Maryland has not exercised its right under 

the fifteenth amendment, but Virginia has 
Mr. BRUCE. We try to educate the negro up to the duties 

of citize snl} and then let him vote. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I ean not 


yield any fur 


ther They may have universal suffrage in Maryland, whicl 
they have a right to ve, but in the Southern States we have 





educational and property qualifications on 
conditions there. Hewever, they do n 
‘olored people, for if that 
and void under the decisions of the 
set rid of conditions of 
o back to the 
South from being a Haiti or a San Domingo—and when we 
prevent such a thing as that happening we cught to receive 
encouragement and not criticism—we have merely imposed 
educational and property qualifications as the Constitntion 
permits us to do, and which it was understood when the amend 
ment was adopted that we would right to do. Wher 
an effort was made to amend it to prohibit us from doing what 
we have done, both the House and the Senate refused to enact 
such an amendment. That is the reason for the condition 
which prevail. The Southern States have had a perfect right 
to do as they have done under the Constitution, and they have 
been sustained by the Supreme Court: and the State courts 
of Massachusetts, which State enacted a similar law, have sus- 
tained such right on the part of the State of Massachusetts 
Now, Mr. President, wha threat that is made 
against us? It is under the second section of the 
amendment. Let us fairly examine the fourteenth amendment 
and the second of it to see whether the people—let us 
fairly and without prejudice, with a free and open mind, ex- 
amine the second section of the fourteenth amendment and se 
if it confers on Congress any such authority as is suggested, 
That section is: 
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Suywreme But to 
and illiteracy and not to 


reconstruction, to 


were the 


Court. 
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horrible days of 





have a 


t is the next 


fourteenth 


section 


Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States 
counting the whole n' 
persons in each excluding Indians not taxed. 

right to vote at any election for the choice of electors 
and Vice President of the United States, Representatives in Congress, 
the executive and judicial officers of a State, er the members of the 


legislature therein, is denied to any of the male inhabitauts— 


according to their respective numbers imber of 


State, But when the 
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Note that— 


of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens of the United States, 
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crime, the basis of representation therein shall be reduced tn the pro- 
portion which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the 
pumber of male « ens 21 years of age In such State 
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The seciion repeals that portion of se n 2, Article |! f 
the Constitution which provided for the apportionment ef Rep- 
resentatives in the House. The Constitutional Convention, 
when it met had much difficulty in fixing the basis ef rep 
sentation in the House of Representatives Should it be based 
on the number of qualified voters or on the entire popu pn? 
‘That was the question. 

If based on population, what peo should included? 
That was avother question. The Stati had great differences 
among themselves about the qualification of voters The States 

nz to conform t i single uniform standard of 


nd were unwilling to sur 
power to fix the qualification of voters. Such 
mild have involved a centralization of | er 
Government destructive of the anthorits of 
a vestige of State rights would have been left. 
the Constitutional on rejected any proposal 
representation in the Hlouse of Re 


qualified 





Therefore 
to establish 
the basis of 
as the basis, 

Article I of 
taxes to be apportioned among the several States accord- 


' 
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resentative on 
ided to accept popul 


voters and de ation 
the Constitution provided for representation and 


direct 


ing to their respective numbers, to be determined bv addir to 
he whole number of free persons, incinding those bound to 
service for a term of years, and, exclnding Indians not taxed, 


three-fifths of all other persons. The expression “ three-fifths 
of all other persons” was intended to include the slaves. By 
this compromi the North and South were each given full rep- 


ion for their white population, 


hree-fifths representation for its 


and the South wzas given 
The idea re- 


zro slaves, 





vailed in the Constitutional Convention that representation and 
taxation should be in accord. Thus the negro slaves of the 
South were counted three-fifths for taxation and three-fifths 


ome that the 
account in fixing representation in 
if slay were excluded for 
ation they should also be exclnded for the purpose of 
as the Revolutionary War had been waged in support 
great principle that there should be no taxation without 
ation. Thus the compromise was effected, the negro 
slaves of the South being estimated at three-fifths bot 
taxation and representation. 

The question of the qualification of vot 
and entirely to the respective States, In 
sentation in Congress was definitely fixed ant 

voters was left to the States. This continned until the Fed 


al Congress en tion leg 


for representation It was contended by 
should not be taken into 
Congress. The South replied that 


represent 
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acted its reconstrus slation providing 


the conditions upon which the 11 seceding States should be 
permitted again to have representation in Congress. To muke 
effective the reconstruction policy the thirteenth, fourteenth, 


fifteenth amendments to the Constitution were 


i ado ted. 
All the thirteenth amendment did was to fre 


all negroes who 


were held in slavery and it went nto further, Suffrage, when 
is amendment was adopted, had not been conferred on the 
negro, There were only six States in the Union where ro 


nuffrage existed at that time. It would have been impossible to 
ecure ratification of the amendment had it included negro 
suffrage. The judgment of the country was decidedly against 
such plan. 

Mr. 


assassination, 


any 
Lincoln, in the address made a few days before his 
snggested that suffrage might be conferred upon 
t! e negroes who had served in the Federal Army and others 
who were sufficiently intelligent and eduneated. That 


connection with 


was the 
limit of his suggestion in 
of the nero. 

After the adoption of the 
songht te ettle the new status of the negro ho had heen 
The first 

ction conferred citizenship upon the negro; enabled him to 
contract, sne and be sned, hold and acquire property, and have 
all the rights and immunities of a citizen of the United States 
The Supreme Court has that the right of 
suffrage is not “one of the privileges or immunities of citizens 
of the United States conferred by the fourteenth amendment.” 
It has repeatedly decided that the negro obtained no suffra 
right by the fourteenth amendment, but that suffrage, under t 
fourteenth amendment, was to remain under the jurisdiction of 
the States. 

[I wish to confine my remarks to the second section of the 
fourteenth amendment, and especially that pertion upon which 
is grounded the contention that Congress has authority to 
reduce southern representation in the House of Representatives. 
Mr. President, we should examine this amendment and 
tain what its purposes were, and what were the objects sought 
to be accomplished, this being in accordance with the general 


the enfranchisement 
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reneatedly decided 


a 


y 
he 


ascet- 





| 
| 
| 





1856 


rule of construction of constitutional or statutory provisions 
which are assumed to have had definite objects in mind and 
definite evils which should be remedied. 

Justice Miller, in interpreting the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments in the Slaughterhouse cases, said: 


But what we do say, and what we wish to be understood, is that in 
any fair and just construction of any section or phrase of these 
amendments it is necessary to look to the purpose which we have said 
wis the pervading spirit of them, the evil which they were designed to 
remedy, and the process of continued addition to the Constitution, until 
that purpose was supposed to be accomplished as far as constitutional 
Jaw can accomplish it. 


It is to be noted that this expression of the learned justice is 
contained in an opinion defining how the fourteenth and 
fiftecuth amendments should be considered and construed. 
Enormous weight attaches to the view of a judge who could 
have had no disinclination to extend the provisions of the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments as far as possible in order 
to vive full protection to the negro and carry out as far as he 
properly could do se the purpose and plan of a Government 
which was in the hands of the party to which he belonged. 

First. What were the purposes sought to be accomplished by 
section 2 of the fourteenth amendment? Mr, Thaddeus Stevens, 
who was Republican leader in the House of Representatives 
when it was submitted, and who was more responsible than 
any one else for the fourteenth amendment, introduced a reso- 
lution proposing to amend Article I of the Constitution, pro- 
viding for representation in the House of Representatives, so 
us to provide that representation should be apportioned among 
the several States according to the qualified voters in the 
respective States. 

This proposition was favored by Senator Sherman, of Ohio, 
and nearly all the Senators of the West and Middle West. If 
representation among the States should be apportioned on the 
basis of qualified voters, the West would have had its repre- 
sentation greatly increased, and the East and New England 
would have their representation greatly decreased. There were 
2,000,000 aliens in New England and the East who could not 
vote and yet were a part of the population, and were included 
under the then existing law in fixing the basis of representa- 
tion. If Mr. Stevens's proposal for basing representation on 
qualified voters should prevail, these aliens would be excluded 
from the reckonings and the representation of New England 
and the East would be reduced. In addition a great many male 
persons had left New England and the East and gone West, 
thus making the preportion of qualified voters in the West 
much larger in proportion to population than in the East and 
New England. As New England and the East had an excess 
over the West of aliens, women and children representation 
based on voting and not on population would have been a great 
deprivation to them and a corresponding advantage to the 
West. 

The opposition of the East and New England was led by Mr. 
Blaine, of Maine. In discussing the Stevens proposal Mr. 
Blaine said: 


Basing representation on voters—unless Congress should be empow- 
ered to define their qualitications—would tend to cheapen suffrage 
everywhere. There would be an unseemly scramble in all the States 
during each deeade to increase by every means the number of voters, 
and all conservative restrictions, such as the requirement of reading 
and writing now enforced in some of the States, would be stricken 
down in a rash and reckless effort to procure an enlarged representa- 
tion in the national councils. Foreigners would be invited to vote on 
a mere preliminary “declaration of intention,” and the ballot, which 
can not be too sacredly guarded, and which is the great and inestl- 
mable privilege of the American citizen, would be demoralized and 
disgraced everywhere. 

And the worst feature of all is that there is no need whatever of 
precipitating tae evils I have referred to. The great end of depriving 
the South of representation which is based on the colored population 
until that population is enfranchised can be very readily secured with- 
out accompanying it with these offensive inequalities of representation 
among the loyal States. The Constitution may be amended s0 as to 
prevent the one evil without involving others of greater magnitude, 
and I venture to express the belief that the proposition submitied by 
me this morning, and on my motion referred to the Committee on Re- 
construction, will, if adopted, secure the desired result, 


Mr. President, this speech of Mr. Blaine, the leader of the 
Republican Party, twice its nominee for President, declares 
what’ First, that he considered it would be a greater evil for 
the Mederal Government to create unlimited manhood suffrage 
and base representation upon it than it would be to deprive the 
negroes of the right to vote. Second, that he did not believe 


suffrage should be cheapened and the right of citizenship con- 
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ferred upon people destitute of the qualifications to exercise 
this great privilege. Third, that he would propose an amend- 
ment which would not affect the qualification requirements of 
suffrage in other States but would compel the South to enfran- 
chise the negro or submit to a reduced representation in 
Congress. 

Mr. Blaine’s resolution, offered as a substitute for the Stevens 
resolution, was as follows: 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States which 
may be included in this Union according to their respective numbers, 
counting the whole number of persons in each State, excluding Indians 
not taxed: Provided, That whenever the elective franchise shall be 
denied or abridged in any State on account of race or color all persons 
therein of such race or color shall be excluded from the basis of 
representation, 


Mr. Stevens accepted the substitution and it passed the 
House and went to the Senate, so it is perfectly apparent that 
the effort made in the House to base representation on the 
number of qualified voters in each State was overwhelmingly 
defeated, and the House decided it would adhere to the plan 
then existing of basing it upon population with the reduction 
provision contained in the Blaine substitute. The House un- 
hesitatingly rejected the proposition now urged by some that 
representation should be based upon the number of votes cast 
in the elections or the number of qualified voters in each State. 
The sentiment which influenced its defeat was irresistible. 

When the Blaine resolution reached the Senate it provoked 
much discussion and much difference of opinion among the 
Republicans. On the 9th of March, 1866, by a record vote of 
25 to 22, it was brought to a vote and failed to receive the neces- 
sary two-thirds. Sumner and other extreme radicals opposed it 
because, as they argued, it in terms recognized the right of a 
State to discriminate against voters on account of race or color 
and limited the reduction to this discrimination, and that in- 
stead of enfranchising the negro voter in the Southern States 
it would result in his disfranchisement, although reducing 
representation. 

The speeches of Blaine, Stevens, Sumner, Henderson, Conk- 
ling, and others cleariy disclose the purpose it had in mind in 
the second section of the fourteenth amendment. The pur- 
pose was evident—either to force the South to enfranchise 
the negro or submit to a reduction of its representation or 
power in the House. Any course taken by the South, it was 
contended, would be beneficial to the Republican Party. Should 
it enfranchise the negro the Republican Party would control 
the 11 Southern States and thus enhance its chances of con- 
tinuing in power. Should the negro not be enfranchised, south- 
ern representation would be reduced and Republican power in 
Congress and in the national elections would be greatly en- 
hanced. — 

Senator Henderson, of Missouri, a stanch radical Republican, 
bitterly antagonized the Blaine resolution and offered instead a 
provision, which was practically the fifteenth amendment, 
abolishing all discrimination by the Federal Government or 
States on account of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude. He insisted that the end sought for could be better and 
more effectively attained by striking out the provision for re- 
duced representation and prohibiting discrimination on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

That was the amendment that he thought would settle the 
suffrage question in the South. 

Mr. Henderson, in the course of his remarks, said: 

It is the proper amendment. I am aware that the Senate will vote 
it down. Let them vote it down. It will not be five years before this 
body will vote for it. You can not get along without it. 


Mr. President, in less than two years his prophecy was ful- 
filled and the fifteenth amendment was submitted and ratified 
by the States. Thus, the fifteenth amendment, which Senator 
Henderson offered as a settlement of the negro question wher 
the fourteenth amendment was pending, became a settlement of 
the negro question, and through its adoption that portion of the 
second section of the fourteenth amendment permitting reduc- 
tion of representation was repealed and is not now operative, 
because a new solution was made two years afterwards, when 
the fifteenth amendment was passed. The Congress and the 
country had decided by adopting the fifteenth amendment to 
make a different settlement. Mr. Henderson, in discussing his 
proposal relative to the elective franchise which afterwards 
became the fifteenth amendment, said: 


I do not ask that they shall grant it to every uneducated negro. 
I would not do it. I would as soon think of giving treasure te the 
idiot. But if the negro is educated, if he discharges his duties as a 
citizen, if he is qualified for the suffrage, why not give it to him upon 
au equality with others? 
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Thus, the author of the fifteenth amendment realized the right 
and necessity of fixing educational and other qualifications in 
order to prevent evils which would arise from universal negro 
suffrage, The author of the fifteenth amendment himself ap- 
proved the educational qualifications contained in the consti- 
tutions and election laws of the Southern States. It 
with poor grace for others to complain of a violation of the 
fifteenth amendment when the author of this amendment pointed 
out at the time the necessity for educational qualifications in 
order to prevent the gravest evils which would arise from 
ullimited negro suffrage. 

As previously stated, the radical Republicans, led by Senator 
Sumner, objected to the manner in which the fourteenth amend- 
ment was proposed as it came from the House with the Blaine 
substitute. Objections arose because it especially conferred 
upon the South the right to disfranchise voters on account of 
race and color with reduced representation. They urged that 
this would be very prejudicial to the Republican Party in some 
States, and that the provision would make ratification difficult, 
and for these reasons the House resolution for the amendment 
was defeated. 

After this reverse and some delay a measure was agreed 
upon by the Republican leaders and introduced in the House 
by Mr. Stevens, which passed the House and came to the Sen 
ate. In the Senate debate developed further differences of 
opinion among the Republicans and favorable action appeared 
doubtful. Facing the prospect of final defeat, the Republicans 
in the Senate caucused during several days, and as a result 
of protracted effort approved a_ resolution, the fourteenth 
amendment, which passed the Senate by a party vote and upon 
receiving the concurrence of the House, the amendment wus sub 
mitted and ratified. This is the history of the fourteenth 
amendment as it now stands in the Constitution. 

Mr. President, it can not be overlooked that the amendment 
was adroitly framed in order to get rid of objections urged by 
certain radical Senators. It was designed to and did acco.a- 
plish the same purpose as the proposal for which it was sub- 
stituted. It discarded the language expressly permitting dis- 
franchisement on account of race and color which had been 
opposed by enough Senators to prevent its acceptance, and used 
language which would still permit this discrimination with the 
penalty of reduced representation if the negro should be dis 
franchised. 

This substitute was in effect the same as the other resolution, 
would accomplish the same results, but was stripped of the 
verbiage which had proved an insurmountable obstacle. The 
amendment, it can not be too frequently stated, was intended to 
deal with the conditions and in the same manner as the pro 
posal which it displaced. 

Under the amendment as it passed, if the negro should be 
enfranchised representation would be increased, and if dis- 
franchised representation would be decreused. Under the 
amendment, inasmuch as the fifteenth amendment had not then 
been adopted, the Southern States possessed the right to dis 
criminate on account of race and color. It only differed from 
the Blaine resolution in not expressly giving the right to dis- 
criminate on account of race and color, and did not confine the 
reduction in representation to such discrimination alone. It 
operated, and was deliberately meant to operate exactly as the 
Blaine measure, though there was an adroit change in language. 
Discussions in the State legislatures and in the press at the time 
serve to make incontestable the view that has just been stated— 
namely, that the South was afforded the alternative of enfran- 
chising the negro or of disfranchising him and Hearing the 
penalty which would attach, 

The contention was that if the amendment should be ratified 
there would be no reduction in representation except in South- 
ern States where there was a large number of negro voters. 
Mr. Conkling, one of the leaders of the Republican Party, re- 
plying to criticism, said: 


comes 


The amendment we are pressing is not for Greece or Rome, or any 
where where any besides Africans were held as slaves. 


This great Republican leader was clear and frank in ad 
mitting that the amendment was to apply only where negro 
slaves and not other voters were disfranchised; that it wus to 
be operative in the South alone; that it was designed to dispose 
of the problem of negro suffrage. 

Mr. Thad Stevens, speaking in the House, was equally clear 
and frank. Referring te the South, he said: 


If they do not enfranchise the freedman, it will give to the rebel 
States but 37 Representatives. Thus shorn of their power they would 
soon become restive. Southern pride would not long brook a hopeless 
minority. True, it will take two, three, possibly five years before they 
conquer their prejudices sufficiently to allow their late slaves to become 
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their equals at the polls. That short delay would not be injurious. In 
the meantime the freedmen would become more enlightened and more 
fit to discharge the high duties of their new condition In that time 
the loyal Congress could mature their laws and so amend the Constitu- 
tion as to secure the rights of every human bein 
impossible. 


This Republican leader, more responsible than anyone for 
what was done, was unequivocal in declaring that the purpose 
was to force the South either to give the negro suffrage or 
have its representation severely cut, and that the solution was 
only temporary and would be followed by another amendment, 
which would finally dispose of the entire problem. 

Of course, what he had in mind was the fifteenth amendment, 
which was submitted and ratified a few years later. Mr. Presi- 
dent, let me say once more that the party responsible for the 
fourteenth amendment took the position when he projected it 
that the provision of the second section looking to reduction of 
representation was only intended to apply to the South in case 
it should refuse to enfranchise the negro, which under the 
amendment it had a right to do, and that it was only a tem- 
porary experiment to be followed by a more permanent device. 

Mr. President, by the adoption of the fifteenth amendment 
the right to disfranchise voters given in the second section of 
the fourteenth amendment on account of, race or color was 
prohibited to the States was repealed, and the South was de- 
prived of the alternative furnished by the second section of the 
fourteenth amendment. Can there be any question that the 
solution of the problem effected by the second section of the 
fourteenth amendment was discarded and another solution 
found by the fifteenth amendment; and that accordingly, in sub- 
stance and in effect, the provision relative to suffrage in the 
earlier amendment was repealed by the later amendment? The 
answer to this question, the answer which is in line with the 
view I am now presenting, is found in all of the contempora- 
neous proceedings that attended this matter, in the surround- 
ing circumstances, and in the well-considered opinions of the 
most thoughtful students and writers who have given it definite 
attention. 

In the Slaughterhouse cases, previously mentioned, Justice 
Miller in delivering the opinion of the court interpreting the two 
amendments stated that it is necessary to look to the purposes 
sought to be accomplished, the evils designed to be remedied, 
and the process of continued addition to the Constitution until 
the purposes could be accomplished and the evils remedied as 
far as possible. 

Mr. President, the fifteenth amendment destroyed most val- 
uable power possessed by the States, making impossible the 
solution of the problem as contemplated by that section. It 
absolutely changed the political conditions created by that sec- 
tion and made a new and entirely different settlement of the 
problem of negro suffrage. The irresistible conclusion is reached 
that the fifteenth amendment repealed the penalizing provi- 
sion of the fourteenth amendment for reduced representation 
in the House. There is no principle more fully established 
than that where rights are withdrawn to the exercise of which 
penalties are attached that the penalties disappear with the 
withdrawal of the rights. When the fifteenth amendment de- 
stroyed vital rights theretofore enjoyed by the States the 
attaching penalty disappeared. 

Mr. President, it is true that the question at issue can never 
be determined by the courts, as the authority to fix representa- 
tion in the House is vested in Congress, and that Congress 
alone has authority to determine the question. I am satisfied, 
however, that Congress will never place upon section 2 of the 
fourteenth amendment the narrow and ridiculous interpretation 
for which some contend. The penalty clause of the fourteenth 
amendment is as follows: 


g and render disunion 


But when the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors 
for President and Vice President of the United States, Representa- 
tives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a State, or the 
members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of age and citizens of the 
United States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in 
rebellion or other crime, the basis of representation therein shall be 
reduced in the proportion which the number of male citizens shall bear 
to the whole number of male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 


What would be the result if this provision should be enforced 
by Congress so as to reduce representation in the House? The 
basis of representation is fixed on the number of inhabitants in 
each State. The proportion of representation is not fixed on 
the basis of qualified voters. This idea was emphatically re- 
jected in both the House and Senate. Representation is given 
to every person enumerated by the Federal census as living fn 
the State. The penalizing clause provides that reduced repre- 
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sentation shall only accrue where the male inhabitant of a 
State, and who is a citizen of the United States, is denied his 
right to vote, or that right is abridged. Let it be observed 
that all aliens who live in large numbers in certain sections | 
of our country are a part of the basis of representation, and not 
laid uside bceause they can not vote. Representation is given 
to all anarchists, communists, Chinese, and Japanese who live 
in any State, and the fact that they can not vote is not a factor 
for reduced representation, The curtailment of representation | 
oily comes when a citizen of the United States has his right 
to vote denied or abridged. Thus, we have the anomaly, if this 
section is to be literally interpreted and enforced, that the 
foreigner and alien will be preferred over American citizens. 
I repeat, the foreigner and alien is given full representation, | 
although he does not vote, yet an American citizen can not be 
estimated in giving representation to his State unless he is a 
qualified voter. 

It would be a gross injustice to permit States to have repre- 
sentation in the House on account of those who are not citizens 
of the United States and do not vote, and refuse representation 
to the citizens of the United States because they do not possess 
the educational and other qualifications required by the local 
laws. Is the alien anarchist to be rated above the native 
American? Are our immigration laws to be made a subject of 
ridicule and derision by allowing the foreigner to be a source of 
political power and the citizen rendered powerless? Are for- 
eigners a better source from which political power can be 
derived than American citizens? Can such a_ situation be 
regarded as possible in such a Republic as this? 

Ix it not plain that American citizens can be maintained on 
an equality with aliens in obtaining representation in the 
House only by taking the position that the fifteenth amendment 
repeals section 2 of the fourteenth amendment? The con- 
clusion to which we are compelled is that representation must 
be based on population only save and except that there can be 
no discrimination on account of race or color, Mr. President, 
if this conclusion is not accepted and the penalty section of the 
fourteenth amendment is held to be still operative, what will 
be the situation in the United States regarding representation 
in the House? Why, representation would be reduced in. any 
State, in any section of the Union, in the proportion that the 
right of any male citizen to vote is denied or in any way 
abridged. Is an educational qualification an abridgment of the 
right to vote? At the time the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments were adopted Massachusetts and many other States had 
educational qualifications. Is it reasonable to suppose that if 
these states had understood that the word “ abridged” would 
include educational qualifications they would have been per- 
suaded to favor the amendment? I ask anyone who has the 
hardihood to so answer this inquiry in the affirmative. 

Mr. President, not Massachusetts alone, but more than one- 
third of the States to-day have educational qualifications, and 
if an educational qualification such as exists in the Southern 
States is an abridgment of the right to vote under the second 
section of the fourteenth amendment, the representation in all 
these States would also have to be proportionately reduced. 
But is it conceivable that America will consent to reduce the 
representation in such States and adhere to the policy that in 
the proportion that a section is illiterate its representation 
shall be increased and its political power enhanced? It is 
fundamental that the success and endurance of a republic is 
founded on the extent of the intelligence and patriotism of 
its voters. 

A republic can not survive where political power is based on 
ignorance and not intelligence. No policy can be suecessful that 
gives a premium for ignorance and incompetency and imposes 
a disability on education and intelligence. Never before in the 
history of America has there been greater necessity for intelli- 
gence and education in directing our public affairs. The vast 
extent of our country, the many perplexing and important prob- 
lems, foreign and domestic, demand more now than ever before 
an intelligent electorate, and yet there are those who in the 
passion of partisanship and prejudice would abandon this con- 
ception. 

Mr. President, if the second section of the fourteenth amend- 
ment is to be literally construed and enforced there will be 
brought about a most astonishing condition. Any State which 
denies the right to vote to any male inhabitant 21 years of age 
and a citizen of the United States, except for participating in a 
rebellion and other crimes, will be liable to the penalty pre- 
scribed. Such a construction would prevent a State from deny- 
ing the right of suffrage to idiots or insane persens without 
being subject to reduced representation. If it is to be literally 
construed, it would condemn any regulation requiring registra- 
tion or the prepayment of a poll tax as a prerequisite for voting. 
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It would prohibit the requirements in nearly all the electoral 
laws of the States that a person should reside in a State so 
many years and in a local community so long before he could 
vote. If it is to be literally construed, a citizen of the United 
States is entitled to vote in a State the moment he arrives, and 
if this right is in any way restricted by registration or require- 
ments of residence it is an abridgment and the penalty pre- 
scribed in this section would have to be enforced against the 
State. 

The section reads the right to vote “in any way abridged,” 
and these qualifications, if this section is to be literally con- 
strued, amount to an abridgment, and hence would inyoke the 


| penalizing provision. If the section is to be literally construed 


and enforced, the voting by the Australian ballot is an abridg- 
ment and would become a reason for reduced representation. 
If the section is to be literally construed and enforced, the 
only States that could have full representation for all the in- 
habitants living there would be a State without qualifications 
for voting except that the person should be 21 years of age and 
a citizen and free from participation in rebellion and other 
crimes. This would create such a chaos of corruption and 
irresponsible voting as to result in the practical destruction of 
the ballot. Compliance with a rigid interpretation of this sec- 
tion would make elections impossible without the existence of 
unrestrained frauds and corruption. The elections would be 
so tainted with fraud that all respect for them would be 
obliterated. 

But it is contended by some that while the amendment is 
impossible of literal enforcement, it would not exclude reason- 
able regulations with regards to suffrage. But who is to deter- 
mine what regulations and restrictions are reasonable and 
which are not? The amendment says “in any way abridged,” 
which, if taken literally, means universal suffrage to all persons 
over 21 years of age unrestrained and unabridged in any re- 
spect. There is no State in the Union that could measure up 
to this standard, and it would be impossible to ascertain the 
extent, if this section is to be strictly construed, of the reduc- 
tions that would be made. It is impossible of enforcement, and 
being impossible of enforcement, even if not repealed by the fif- 
teenth amendment, it becomes inoperative and Congress finds 
itself powerless in the matter. 

Mr. President, either the word “abridged” must have such 
interpretation or else it must mean it does not apply to quali- 
fications and requirements which are within the power of the 
voter ultimately to meet. His right to vote is not denied or 
abridged, only delayed until he can acquire the qualifications 
considered wise and necessary for exercising the right of 
suffrage. 

Mr. President, the passage of the nineteenth amendment fur- 
nished additional proof that Congress considered that the 
fifteenth amendment repealed the second section of the four- 
teenth amendment. The nineteenth amendment provides: 


The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 


The fourteenth amendment provides for the reduction of repre- 
sentation where voting is denied or abridged to “ any of the male 
inhabitants of such State.” Thus, if the penalizing section of 
the fourteeuth amendment is still operative, the reduction of 
representation occurs only when a male citizen has his right to 
vote denied or abridged. It does not apply to female citizens 
who have their right to vote denied or abridged. So if the 
penalty section of the fourteenth amendment is still operative 
along with the nineteenth amendment, we have the further 
anomaly that all men and all women in a like condition shall 
vote, but when the penalizing section becomes operative the 
reduction shall only affect the male citizens whose right to vote 
is denied or abridged and not the female citizen. As we are 
considering a penalizing section and not a suffrage-conferring 
section it would seem that the word “male” would continue 
in the fourteenth amendment and would not be eliminated by 
the text of the nineteenth amendment. Is it to be believed 
that if Congress and the States had not considered that the 
penalizing section of the fourteenth amendment was repealed 
by the fifteenth amendment that they would have permitted 
this anomaly to exist, or the doubt regarding it, and would 
not have made the nineteenth amendment either correct this or 
clear the doubt? 

Mr. President, it seems to me the only conclusion that can 
be reached, considering all the circumstances surrounding the 
enactment of the fourteenth amendment and the fifteenth 
amendment, is that the fifteenth amendment repealed the penal- 
izing section and that the negro voters have been fully and 
amply protected by the fifteenth amendment. Representation 
is now based, as it has always been based since the foundation 
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of our country, upon the population and not the voting. The 
suffrage is still with the States unrestrained and uncontrolled 
by the Federal Government, except that the States can not 
make any discrimination on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude, or sex. With these exceptions the State 
has full power of suffrage. When a State undertakes to violate 
any constitutional amendment the Supreme Court of the United 


States will interfere and declare these statutes null and void | 


aud give ample protection to those who are injured by efforts 
to enforce nugatory laws. The Southern States stand on equal- 
ity in this respect with all other States and will not be intimi- 
dated by threats nor deterred by criticism from pursuing the 
course deemed by them best for the industrial development and 
the political salvation of their section. 

We appreciate that the difficult problem confronting us must 
be settled justly and fairly, and for the higher good of all con- 
cerned. We realize we can not settle it in prejudice, malice, or 
ill will without the results being prejudicial alike to us and 
the others involved. We recognize the necessity for dealing 
fairly and justly with all classes and races in our section. We 
have enacted laws providing for qualifications and requirements 
for voting which we deem necessary to protect ourselves from 


a Class of voters whose introduction into politics has been most | 


ruinous, not only to ourselves but to themselves and the entire 
country. We have gone no further than was necessary to pro- 
tect the South from having a repetition of the infamies, social 
and political, which cursed our section in the dark and dismal 
days of reconstruction. Our suffrage provisions are similar to 
those contained in many other States which are enforced and 
declared legal and constitutional. We believe these enactments 
are legal and constitutional, and if they are not, they will be 
invalidated by the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
there is no necessity for continued agitation of this question 
and the repeated efforts to discourage and humiliate the South, 

Mr. President, the South is back in this Union on an equality 
with each of the 48 States. It is possessed of equal rights and 
equal responsibilities. It will fearlessly assert its rights and 
will patriotically discharge its responsibilities. The South re- 
joices that in every field of national endeayor her sons have 
toiled and sacrificed so successfully, so bravely, that many are 
numbered among America’s immortals) No section of this 
country loves the Union better or is willing to make greater 
sacrifices for it than the people of the South. They are proud 
of their fathers, the work of whose masterful hands is seen in 
all parts of our magnificent national superstructure. 

Mr. President, I believe the narrow, partisan talk indulged 
in by some to arouse prejudice against the South now falls on 
deaf and unsympathetic ears. The partition wall between the 
North and the South, which once existed, has been battered 
down by the patriotic heart throbs of more than 120,000,000 


people who are now one, loving one flag and one country. The 
flag once rent now floats without a seam. 

Mr. President, why seek unjustly and illegally to lessen 
southern power? The hour may come in time of storm and | 
stress when one of the best defenders of our great national 
interest will be the conservative and patriotic forces of the 
South. Sirs, made brave by burdens borne and overcome; made 


patient by long suffering; chastened by great misfortune; made 
self-reliant by conquering difficulties and distress as great as 
ever afflicted a poeple; cherishing to a passion the high ideals in- 
herited from her matchless Washington and her majestic Lee; 
thrilled by the possibilities of an industrial development and 
wealth almost unspeakable created by her own skill and effort, 
the Seuth presents a combination of strength and of sentiment 
destined to make her once again a wise leader of national 
thought and national achievement. 

During the delivery of Mr. SwaNnson’s speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Srerwer in the chair). 
The Senator from Virginia will suspend for a moment. The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ute the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Cuier Crerx. A bill (S. 744) to further develop an 
American merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the 
transportation of the foreign trade of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

After the conclusion of Mr. SWANSON’s speech, 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President— 

Mr. BRUCE. I understand the Presiding Officer has reeog- 
nized me. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Under previous notice on last Friday that I 
would address the Senate immediately following the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson }—— 

Mr. BRUCE. There was nothing obligatory about that. 
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Mr. HEFLIN. I just sent word up to the Chair a little while 
ago that that arrangement had been made, and that 1 wauted 
him to recognize me, and I understood the Chair stated that he 
would do so; so I rose . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Maryland, 

Mr. BRUCE. I will say to the Senator from Alabama that I 
intend to speak very briefly; otherwise 1 would not speak at 
all under the circumstances. 

Mr. HEFLIN. About how long does the Senator from Mary- 
land intend to speak? 

Mr. BRUCE. Such a question is always a little drastic— 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I submit te the Senator from 
Maryland 

Mr. BRUCE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. That he ought to let me have the floor, be- 
cause it has been arranged, and I hope that the Senator will not 
insist on getting in here now and preventing me from speaking. 
I have had no lunch; I have given notice that I would speak 
at this time: and I trust the Senator from Maryland will not 
insist on proceeding. 

Mr. BRUCE. I am very sorry, but some remarks of a highly 
personal nature have been made with reference to me ip connec- 
tion with the colloquy that has just taken place. Under other 
circumstances, I should be glad to yield to the Senator from 
Alabama. I do not expect to speak except briefly, but under 
the circumstances I must insist upon my rights. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I want to state that I do not 
think the Senator has any right to speak in view of the under- 
standing that I had with the Senate and with the Chair. 

Mr. BRUCE. That maiter has been decided. I knew nothing 
of that understanding. There is nothing obligatory in the an- 
nouncement of a Member of this body that he is going to speak, 
There is nothing obligatory in a statement upon the part of the 
Presiding Officer that he wiil recognize any particular Senator 
when he rises to his feet. I will say to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that but for the special nature of the circumstances I 
should not at this time rise. 

Now, I wish to say a few words about my relations to the 
Senator from Virginia ;|_Mr. Grass]. In one of his poems the 
Latin poet Martial said that his relations to his sweetheart 
were such that there was no living with her or without her, 
and I begin to feel that way about the Senator. Nobody knows 
better than he does how greatly I respect his abilities and 
character, and what a sincere admiration I entertain for him 
in all respects. I have over and over aguin gone so far as to 
say that if our party was at a real loss for a proper candidate 
for the Presidency of the United States I did not know anyone, 
so far as capacity and other qualifications for the place are 
concerned, on whom its choice could better fall than on the 
Senator from Virginia; and yet I regret to say that it is impos- 
sible for me ever to mention the Volstead Act or the eighteenth 
amendment without having the senior Senator from Virginia 
rush at me as I have so often when I was a boy in South- 
seen an infuriated bull rush through the sedge grass 
and old field pines of that region at some object that had 
excited his wrath. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, does the Senator from Mary- 
land allude to me as “the senior Senator from Virginia” or 
does he allude to the junior Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BRUCE. Oh, I thought for the moment that Senator 
GLASS was the senior Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH. The Senator from Maryland had reference to 
age and not to service? 

Mr. BRUCE. I must say, however, that so far as the real 
senior Senator from Virginia is concerned, I entertain for him, 
too, nothing but feelings of the strongest respect ; but, of course, 
I was referring to Senator Gass, who for the moment I thought 
was the senior Senator from Virginia. 

However, simply because I mention the Volstead Act or the 
eighteenth amendment is no reason why the lips of the Senator 
from Virginia should foam like the lips of a pythoness. He 
seems to find a peculiar pride in the fact that he has never 
taken a drink. All I have got to say on that subject is that, in 
my humble opinion, he has denied himself a very rich measure 
of perfectly legitimate enjoyment. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, may I remind my friend, the 
Senator from Maryland, that I never ventured upon that topic 
at all here in the Senate Chamber, until» he was unkind enough 
to suggest that I had taken too many drinks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUCE. I do not recall any such statement as that. 
Perhaps that was provoked by the very vehement way in which 
the Senator from Virginia sometimes throws himself into de- 
bate. Of course, I was not familiar.with him when I first 
became a Member of this body. 


The Chair recognized the Sen- 
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Mr. GLASS. Of course, the Senator from Maryland is so 
characteristically temperate that he can not appreciate the 
vehemence of anybody else. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BRUCE. All I have got to say is that if everybody had 
the same ardent temperament that the Senator from Virginia 
haus I myself would be strongly in favor of prohibition if it 
could possibly be made enforcible. Passionate as is the tem- 
perament of the Senator from Virginia anyhow, if he were to 
take to drink God only knows what murderous consequences 
would follow. 

Mr, GLASS. It may be that that is the reason why I have 
got sense enough not to take a drink. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator has got sense enough for anything 
except that he has not at times, it seems to me, just exactly 
the proper sense of the measure of patient consideration that 
is due from one brother Senator to another. 

Of course, the admirable, able, and interesting speech de- 
livered by the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] 
was inspired merely by what has so often been said recently; 
that is, that if the South was justified in finding means for 
ciret mventing the fifteenth amendment to the Federal Constitu- 
tion, and lawfully circumventing it, then we antiprohibitionists 
would also be justified in resorting to any legal means that we 
could for the purpose of circumventing the eighteenth amend- 
ment to the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. BRUCE. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is not the only source from which 
attacks haye been made on the South in connection with the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendinents; they have come from 
political and many other sources. The South being subjected to 
eviticism from so many sources because of the allegation that 
it was violating the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments, of 
defying the Constitution, and being violators of law, whether 
those accusations were made by the so-called drys or the so- 
called wets, whether made by politicians in statements or news- 
papers, I felt the time had arrived for the South to speak out 
and show that it was not violating the Federal Constitution 
or any law but was merely exercising its right. I did not have 
in mind the so-called wets a bit more than the so-called 
drys; but I wanted to make it plain that we in the South 
have violated no law; that we are living up te the Constitution ; 
that we purpose to live under it; that we purpose to exercise 
our rights under it. So I thought the time had come for the 
South to repel the criticisms coming from many different 
sources that Wwe were violating the Constitution, I hope the 
Senator does not think that we are violating it. 

Mr. BRUCE. I hear no such other criticism emanating from 
any substantial source, 

Mr, SWANSON. Very well; then, there is no difference 
between us? 

Mr. BRUCE. The only line of criticism that has been 
brought to my attention was that to which I have just referred. 
I had supposed that we had passed out of the deep troubled 
waiters in which we found ourselves in the South for quite a 
time after the Civil War into waters perfectly serene and 
tranquil. So far as I can see, the whole country at the present 
time, without reference to party, is accepting, and I might 
almost say, accepting unmurmuringly, the results which have 
been brought about by the political efforts of the South to keep 
in check the full consequences of the second section of the 
fourteenth amendment and the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BRUCH. Yes, 

Mr. GLASS. Let me call the Senator's attention to this 
incident: Not long ago there was a suggestion that Federal 
marshals should be sent to the State of Kentucky to supervise 
a purely State election there. It was not merely a suggestion: 
it was an attempt on the part of certain public men in that 
State to induce the Department of Justice in Washington to 
proceed upon that course. A representative of one of the 
metropolitan newspapers of this country, foremost in its advo- 
cucy of the repeal of the Volstead Act, asked me what I thought 
of the proposition, and with my characteristic conservatism I 
suid I thought it was idiotic. Thereupon this newspaper edi- 
torially challenged me to define the difference between having 
the Department of Justice in Washington send its agents to 
supervise a State election in Kentucky and having the depart- 
ment charged with the duty here in Washington sending its 
agents throughout the State to enforce the Voistead Act. Of 
course, the difference was so manifest that I did not trouble 
myself to respend to the editorial. It was the difference be- 
tween having the Federal Government do something that it 
had no eonstitutional or statutory right to de and having it 
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do something that it was obliged by the Constitution and the 
statute to do. 

Mr. BRUCE. I think that the Senator laid down a perfectly 
clear and unanswerable distinction, 

Mr. GLASS. Exactly. But thereupon that newspaper 
threatened the South with a revival of the issue of universal 
negro suffrage unless the South would abate its advocacy of 
prohibition. That editorial was forwarded to me with the re- 
quest that I answer it if I could; it was dispatched to me by 
the head of the association organized to repeal the eighteenth 
amendment, with the statement that the Senator from Mary- 
land himself would vouch for the character and good sense 
of this gentleman. It was not until that had been done that 
I presented myself in a public way upon this problem. So 
how the Senator from Maryland could proceed to identify me 
as a prohibition zealot or among the leaders of that cause I 
am unable to say, unless it be that I am not in the habit of 
drinking liquor. 

Mr. BRUCE. I should be very glad to take the Senator out 
of that class of zealots even if he were within it. 

Mr. GLASS. I wanted to point out to the Senator that that 
sort of an attack has been made against the South, and it 
has been made repeatedly. 

Mr. BRUCE. That was not called to my attention. It must 
have been made in a very isolated way. 

Mr. GLASS. It was made in a very concerted way until I 
made my response to the distinguished gentleman who _ re- 
ferred me to the Senator from Maryland as sponsor for his 
character and good sense, 

Mr. BRUCE, I have had very often in my life to refuse to 
act as a reference for people who were referred to me. 

Now, I want to say just this: There is no Member of this 
body who believes more firmly than I do that the adoption of the 
fifteenth amendment was one of the most lamentable things that 
ever happened in the political history of any people—a thing not 
more regrettable for the whites of the South than for the 
colored people of the South. 

Mr. GLASS. And vicious in itself. 

Mr. BRUCE. It was, as Talleyrand said, one of those blun- 
ders that are worse than a crime. I will not stop to ask whether 
it was a crime; suffice it to say that it was one of those blunders 
that are worse than a crime. 

Hardly had the thirteenth amendment been adopted before 
Gen. Wade Hampton, of South Carolina, who was a true states- 
man, as we all know, advocated in a speech at Columbia, S. C., 
the extension by the State of South Carolina itself of the fran- 
chise to the negro. His idea was that in the first stages of his 
enfranchisement the enfranchisement of the negro should be a 
discriminating one as respects the negro; and I am free to say 
that the fault I find with the fifteenth amendment is that it 
does not discriminate. The fifteenth amendment should have 
been so framed, as General Hampton contended, as to leave in 
the hands of the whites of the Southern States the power in 
the beginning of discriminating between the whites and the 
negroes; that is, of not at once admitting the negro in as full 
measures to the suffrage as the whites. In other words, the 
historic background of the whole subject should have been duly 
tnken into consideration—the fact that the negro had been 
recently a slave and that for centuries his master had been a 
freeman, and the fact that the whites, of course, had enjoyed 
all kinds of privileges and advantages conducive to the intelli- 
gent exercise of the suffrage that the colored people of the 
South had not enjoyed. 

If that had been done, if the wise counsels of General Hamp- 
ton had been followed, in my judgment in process of time the 
southern whites would gradually have extended a larger and 
larger measure of civic capacity to the negro, just as the negro 
showed that he was fit for it; and all the turmoil and the sec- 
tional misunderstandings and the tragic consequences of every 
sort that flowed from the fifteenth amendment would have been 
avoided. 

The fifteenth amendment was adopted; and, while I approve 
as unqualifiedly as either one of the Senators from Virginia of 
all the steps by which the southern people succeeded in anticl- 
pating the distressing results that would have followed the un- 
qualified extension of suffrage to the negro before he was pre- 
pared for it. I think that the time has now come when the 
whites cf the South should be a little more liberal to the negro, 
not simply as a matter of obligation to him but as a matter of 
obligation to the permanent interests, the lasting welfare, the 
long future of the southern whites themselves. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRUCE, Yes. 
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Mr. BORAH. 
be more liberal to the negro, does he mean from the political 
standpoint, or economically and industrially? 

Mr. BRUCE. I mean, of course, economically, industrially, 
and educationally, too, to begin with. I think that the southern 
whites should be absolutely liberal to the negro in those respects. 

Mr. BORAH. My opinion is that the South is much more 
liberal to the negro economically and industrially than the 
North, 

Mr. BRUCE. I do not deny that proposition. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does not the Senator from 
Maryland know that every Southern State levies taxes for the 
support of schools for the colored population? 

Mr. BRUCE. Ido. I most gladly confirm what the Senator 
says. I think that industrially and economically and educa 
tionally the negro of the South at the present time has every 
opportunity that he could reasonably expect. 

Mr. ROBINSON of ArkansasX Will the Senator yield for 
another question? 

Mr. BRUCE. I wilh 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does not the Senator also 
know that the principal portion of those taxes is voluntarily 
imposed upon the white people by legislation enacted by them? 

Mr. BRUCE. Of course, that is the case; and it is a most 
creditable thing to the southern white people that they did not 
enter on that policy only a few years ago. They entered on it 
almost immediately after the conclusion of the Civil War. 


I say, considering the resources of the South, the whites have | 


done everything substantially that they could be justly expected 
to do to elevate the economical and educational condition of 
the negro, 
social amaigamation or intermixtures at the South. I do not 
hesitate to say, speaking for my own race, that I trust that 
the time will never come when any darker tint of any kind, 
African or Mongolian, will ever creep across the fair disk of 
the white Anglo-Saxon face at the South, but I trust that 
in time the negro will come to feel the same pride in his 
race that I do in mine. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, just in what particular does 
the Senator think that greater liberality shonld be shown? 

Mr. BRUCE. I think that the general attitude of the South 
toward the negro as a citizen and a voter might at this day 
be a little more liberal than it is. That is to say, I think the 
occasion has passed for the attitude of the people of the South 
to be quite so intolerant in that regard as it has been in the 
past. In other words, I am giving countenance a little bit 
to the ideas—I know that the Senator will not relish what I 
say any more than that—that have been advanced recently 


by men like Mr. Fairfax Harrison, of Virginia, or Mr. Henry | 


W. Anderson, of Virginia, and other Virginians that I might 
name, who think that a strong minority party in Virginia 
would not be a bad thing. 

I think the South would be immensely benefited in every 
respect by cultivating just a little more liberal spirit than it 
has at the present time. I think it perfectly natural that it 
should be a little more intolerant than the rest of the United 
States in some regards; but, in my opinion, the most impor- 
tant lesson that it bas to learn now is that of tolerance 
tolerance for social usages and habits differing in some respects 


from its own, tolerance for the spirit of free inquiry in the | 


theological field, tolerance especially for diversities of sectarian 
belief, 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, may I urge this point—— 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GLASS. Without seeming in the slightest degree to sug- 
gest that the speech of my distinguished colleague [Mr. Swan- 
50N] was not complete, may I, right at this point, answer a 
question propounded by the Senator from Maryland, who de- 
sired some explanation of why a large body of the negro race 
failed to exercise the right of suffrage? I will take as an 
example the Senator's own State of Vircinia, where he was 
born and brought up. 

Mr. BRUCE. Indeed I was; and I am proud of it. 

Mr, GLASS. It so happens that I myself largely drew the 
suffrage article of the Virginia constitution, and in almost a 
word I can recite its provisions, and ask the Senator from 
Maryland to point out the inequity of any one of them, or the 
discrimination as between the white race and the colored race, 
and ask him to suggest how the suffrage laws of Virginia could 
be rendered more generous or more liberal to the Negro race 
with perfect safety to the Commonwealth itself. 

We provide, in the first place, that a man shall be 21 years 
of age, whether he be white or black. We provide that he 





Of course, I, too, am opposed to anything like | 
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When the Senator says that the South should | shall have had a certain length of residence in the State, 


| shall register, whether he be white or black 
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whether he be white or black. We provide that he shall have 
resided for a certain length of time in the city or county in 
which he offers to vote, whether he be white or Dlack We 
require that before he shall have the privilege of a voter he 
We require that 
he shall make out his application for registration in his own 
handwriting, without memoranda or assistance of any sort, 
stating in the application his name, his place of residence, his 
business, and, on the day of his application, his age, which in 
volves not only a literacy test but an ability to compute from 
the day of his birth to the day of his application for registra- 
tion, and that whether he be white or black. After he shall 
have been put upon the registration books we require that he 
pay $1.50 poll tax, to be devoted to the public-school educational 
fund of the State, whether he be white or black. We require 
that he shall pay this poll tax six months in advance of the 
election. 

The Senator knows that in the reconstraction period, and for 
a long time thereafter, it was the habit of this unhappy race 
te act en bloe, en masse, in groups, and under the leadership of 
mean White men. The Senater knows that it was their habit 
to sell their votes to the highest bidder en bloc. The design 
of the election laws of Virginia was to put a stop to that species 
ef corruption. The poll-tax prerequisiie of six months in ad- 
vanee of an election produced a certain situation. No candi- 
date has been nominated fer any office. There is no induce. 
ment to the negro to sell his vote six months in advance of the 
election, because there is nobody to buy; and those require- 
ments—I have stated them exactly—apply with equal force to 
black and white. 

The result is that instead of casting 157.000 votes at a 
presidential election, as was formerly the case in Virginia— 
votes either bought or mustered under the leadership of mean 
white men appealing to the racial prejudices and passions and 


| ignorance of the race—I seriously doubt if there are as many 
| as 20,000 negro votes cast in Virginia Will the Senator sug- 


gest any desirable alteration in those requirements? 

Mr. BRUCE. I am—— 

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 want to remind my friend from Maryland 
of his promise to me. I hope he will not permit the whole 
constitution of Virginia to be discussed here. 

Mr. BRUCE. It seems to me that the Senator from Ala- 
bama should convey his reminder to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is yielding. 

Mr. GLASS. The Senator wanted that inquiry answered, and 
I think I have answered it, and now I am asking the Senator 
what alteration he would suggest in the suffrage laws of my 
State in order that the negro may be treated with the greatest 
consideration. 

Mr. BRUCE. I did not have Virginia, which is quite far 
north, so much in mind when I was making the statemenis 
that I did make with reference to electoral conditions in the 
South. I am very glad to hear that electoral conditions in 
the State of Virginia are in such a healthy state. Perhaps 
they are leading up, gradually, to the formation of a good, 
strong, minority party there, which I think would be one of the 
best things that the State of Virginia could have. 

Mr. GLASS. We would have had a minority party in the 
whole South long ago if we had not had the fifteenth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRUCE. I believe that as firmly as does the Senator 
from Virginia. When I first went to the State of Maryland 
there was not a more partisan State in the United States. 
You almost put yourself at personal risk when you entered 
into party disputation, and for a long time the people of the 
State thought that utter ruin would overtake them if the 
Democratic Party were to meet with any reverse. Of course, 
the fact that for some time we had only a single party in 
Maryland led to all the characteristic abuses, election abuses, 
administrative abuses, legislative abuses, and the rest that 
usually attend such a situation, north of the Petomac at any 
rate. Then, finally the people of the State of Maryland, with- 
out resaré te party, vose wp an@ elected a Repubiiens ‘gev- 
ernor, and since that time, as it has suited their pleasure, they 
have elected Democrats and Republicans indistinguishably to 
the office of governor. 

I do not hesitate te say that unquestionable benefit has fol- 
lowed from the fact of our having, instead of one singie, stag- 
nant, arbitrary, tyrannical party organization, two vigorous 
parties in the State of Maryland. Our people have become thor- 
eughly independent in the formation and exercise of their 
political sentiments, all sorts of administrative reforms have 
been adopted that would not have been adopted if the State 
had continued to be hopelessly a one-party State; and while 











| 
} 
: 





1862 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


I do not think that some of the southern communities are by 
any means ripe at this time for such a change, I have a strong 
feeling that if the State of Virginia at least would only foster 
a minority party. she would find, even if that party occasionally 
cume into power, that it would be no bad thing for the State. 
Those views are the views of some eminent Virginians at the 
present time, if I am not mistaken. 

Now, to get back to the eighteenth amendment—and by doing 
that, of course, I am simply getting back to the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Swanson ]—I say that we have the right, by any 
lawful means that we can command, to soften, as far as it is 
possible, the rigor of the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BRUCE, I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not suppose anybody would question that 
proposition at all 

Mr. BRUCE. Still, whenever we bring in a measure looking 
to a mitigation of the rigor of the eighteenth amendment, we 
always receive, I am very sorry to say, the opposition of the 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. TI have not seen any proposition of that kind. 
But suppose 1 were opposed to it. I might be opposed to a 
particular proposition, but the right of the Senator, or any 
other Senator, to move, within the eighteenth amendment, to 
modify the Constitution or to modify the law, nobody in his 
right mind would ever dispute. 

Mr. BRUCE. I suppose not, and yet, at the same time, I 
have always understood the Senator to apply the sweeping word 
“nullification” to any and all efforts of every sort made to 
modify the Volstead Act or the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator has not understood me correctly, 
then, in that regard. I have stated over and over again that 
you net only have the right to urge a repeal, you have a right 
to urge modification, but you have a right to urge the modifi- 
cation of any law, to bring it within the amendment, if you 
think it is not at present. There is no doubt about that. But 
there are those—and if the Senator is interested to know who 
they are I can advise him—who deliberately say, ““ We can not 
repeal the eighteenth amendment; we can not modify it; we 
will defy it.””. Those are the people I speak of. 

Mr. BRUCE. I do not know who they are. I do not sup- 
pose that in the United States there is an individual who 
abomipates the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amendment 
more than I do, and yet at the same time—and the Senator will 
benr me out in this—I have never at any time given the 
slightest approval here to the idea that the Volstead Act and 
the eighteenth amendment. should not be enforced, and enforced 
like any other law or constitutional provision, so long as they 
are in operation. The Senator will doubtless recollect that 
when it was alleged that it was impossible for one judge to 
look after the great number of violations of the Volstead Act 
in Maryland, I came to this body and secured the creation of 
another Federal judgeship for that State, and practically the 
whole time of the additional judge is given up to hearings in 
Volstead Act cases. I have never at any time turned my face 
with approval to any suggestion that any judge should be 
criticized, or that any officer of the law should be reprehended, 
when engaged in the lawful enforcement of the Volstead Act. 

The fight I and thousands of others in this country are 
making is, first of all, for the modification of the Volstead Act 
nnd then for the amendment of the eighteenth amendment. 
The Senator knows that General Andrews, one of the most 
intelligent men who has ever been connected with the Prohibi- 
tion Unit in my time, and also Mr. Waddell, another most 
intelligent prohibition administrator, have certified that if Con- 
gress would only pass a luw allowing a larger alcoholic content 
for beer, that would work a great change for the better in pro- 
hibition conditions throughout the United States. So far as the 
modification of the Volstead Act is concerned, that is all we 
are striving for. We think that if the use of a 2.75 or 3 per 
cent beer, which is certainly not intoxicating, were allowed, 
that would do a great deal to mitigate these deplorable condi- 
tions of lawlessness which now prevail. 

In addition to that, as the Senator knows, I have brought for- 
ward a most conservative proposition looking not to the repeal 
ef the eighteenth amendment, but to the amendment of the 
eighteenth amendment. That program proposes to amend the 
eighteenth amendment in such a manner as to enable Congress 
to adopt the Quebec system of liquor control, which has worked 
in the Province of Quebec as well as any legislation of the 
sort can ever be expected to work, 

That is our program, a lawful program, a perfectly legitimate 
program, and, as I said before, if the South is to be allowed by 
lawful means to circumvent the effect of the fifteenth amend- 
ment—it has circumvented it—— 
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Mr. GLASS. “Is to be allowed?” Who can prevent the 
South from doing that? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GLASS. I do not know of anybody in the Congress of 
the United States who wants to prevent it except the only white 
man that I know on earth, with a single exception, who seems 
to regret he was not born a negro. 

Mr. BRUCE. Who is that? 

Mr. GLASS. Oh 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator surely does not intend to apply 
such language as that to me? 

Mr. GLASS. I am utterly astonished that the Senator in his 
wildest imagination could think I intended to apply it to him. 

Mr. BRUCE. I know the Senator could not; I never felt any 
real doubt on that subject. Yet the language was so equivocal 
that I did not know what its scope was. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, it seems to be conceded now 
that the fifteenth amendment is not being violated. 

Mr. BRUCE. It is being circumvented. 

Mr. BORAH. Let me ask the Senator, confining our remarks 
to the fifteenth amendment, how the fifteenth amendment is 
being violated or circumvented? 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I am absolutely unwilling to go 
into that subject. I have already said I approve of all the 
Jawful methods, even of the most extreme, by which the fifteenth 
amendment was nullified at the South, but I said at the same 
time that I think that an era has now come in the history of 
the South when the South can afford to deal with its racial 
problems in a very different manner from that in which it had 
to deal with them in the past. That is the point. I am not 
willing to be taken back over the field of discussion that the 
Senator from Idaho would open out. 

Mr. BORAH. I am not asking the Senator to go back. I am 
asking the Senator at this time to point out wherein any 
Southern State is circumventing or nullifying the fifteenth 
amendment. 

Mr. EDGER. The Senator will not say that the Southern 
States have not attempted to, will he? 

Mr. BORAH. ‘There have been laws passed which the Su- 
preme Court has held were in contravention of the fifteenth 
amendment. That is not an unusual thing. Laws have been 
passed in the Northern States which have been held in con- 
travention of the fourteenth amendment. What I say is that at 
the present time I should like to know what laws are on the 
statute books of the States in the South which are in violation 
of the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. BRUCE. I am not going into that subject. 

Mr. BORAH. I believe if the Senator will investigate the 
matter he will find that, so far as the charge now being made is 
concerhed that the fifteenth amendment is being circumvented 
or violated, it is a mistake. 

Mr. BRUCE. The fact is, as we all know, that the negro 
does not vote. Is that from a lack of inclination to vote? We 
know that is not so. As soon as we cross the Potomac, we find 
him voting everywhere. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the South has a perfect right, 
under the fifteenth amendment, to pass an educational test. 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. That is not violating the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. BRUCE. But laws can be applied in such a way as to 
answer all the purposes of discriminating statutes. 

Mr. GLASS. I want to assert for Virginia that the laws 
there apply with perfect equality between the whites and the 
blacks. 

Mr. BRUCE. I recollect a few years ago that I happened to 
be present at a conversation between the late Cardinal Gibbons, 
that eminent and beloved prelate who lived in Maryland, and 
Senator Tillman, of South Carolina, and myself. The cardinal, 
in the course of the conversation, said to Senator Tillman, in 
that unique voice of his, “ How many negroes are there in 
South Carolina?” “Ah,” said Tillman, “your eminence, we 
are so little in the habit of counting them at elections that I 
really can not tell you.” That is but one of many illustrations 
which might be used of the methods by which the South—for 
its own preservation, mind you; I am not disputing that— 
brought about this condition of safety in which it finds itself 
to-day. 

A Senator in this body said to me that when an election was 
taking place in a Southern State under one of those constitu- 
tional provisions requiring the voter to read and understand a 
portion of the Constitution, a negro was asked to read and 
explain the two words “quadrilateral parallelogram.” So you 
see you do not have to have disfranchising constitutional provi- 
sions or statutes on the statute books in order to disfranchise a 
voting element in a community. The real thing that disfran- 
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chises, of course, is the bsolute determination of the white 
race tl hegre ee nerally is unfit for suffrage, law 
or no law, n or no Constitution, he shall not bring 
southern civilization to a state of shipwreck. 

Mr. BORAH As ] 1d the Senator's 
this: That in the administri 
dishonest and 


Mr. BRUCE. Everywhere. 


at. so long 


position, it is 


ition of the election laws there a 


Mr. BORAH And, as I under | the Senator, citing the 
acts of those crooked and dishonest administrators as a pt 
dent, he wants the same right to ¢ those things in the el 
ment of the eighteenth amendment 

Mr. BRUCE Tine d, I do t I der that There a 
issues far more Vv 1 than the nue to whether prohibi i 


is or is not a sound policy There is that issue as to whether 
anything is left to human society or whether the foundat s 
of the orderly, upright, and fearless administration of justice 
in the courts are undermined 

Mr. BORAH. What I am trying to ascertain is why the 


fifteenth amendment is y cited as a justifi 
treatment of the eighteenth amendment? 


the South has 


constant! 


found lawful mes sl 


nullifying, wherever it was necessary to nullit 
pernicious effects of ! sulfrag W are sear ng for 
lawful means by which the full foree of the eighteenth amend 
ment may | reconciled with liberal changes. 





Mr. HEFLIN and 

The VICE PRI 
to whom? 

Mr. BRUCE, 1 
a moment; but before he 
is what I mean by the long 


Mr. EDGE addressed the Chair. 

ISIDENT. Does the Senator yield; and if so, 

ll vield to the S« from New Jersey it 
me say this: Thi 


South, and, mind you 


nator 
interrupts me let 
future of the 


TI am a southerner, and there is not a drop of bleod in my veins 
that is not southern bledd There is no one who is more 
devoted to the South than 1; but I trust that my patriotism is 


broad enough to include the whole 


longer a 


' The 
He is no lenger an ignorant, staggering freed 
man such as he was just after the Civil War. He is 
education, and intelligence along with it. He is acquiring prop 
erty. He is becoming a better citizen; he certainly is in 
Maryland, Another thing is that there has been a vast efflux 
of negroes from the South to northern communities, where tl 
are beginning to exert a very great measure of political in 
fluence. 

I say in view of these facts that measures which once 
the requirements of the South, and justly and properly suites 


country 


SlnVe 


acquiring 


them in every respect, are not ju the measures now on whicl 
the welfare of the South should be made to depend. I think 
that the whole attitude of the South toward the negro ought 
to be a little more liberal than it has been in the past. I think 
it can be without any sacrifice of sound principles or a1 

peril to the social integrity of the white race. That is what 
we believe in Maryland. We give negroes there the same 


educational 
race has 

Mr. BORAH. 
amendment in Maryland? 

Mr. BRUCH. There was an effort made to circumvent it 
15 or 20 years ago by the adoption of some of those consti 
tutional devices to which reference has been made to-day, but 
the people of Maryland refused to give their approval to them 

Mr. BORAH. If Maryland is not now practicing 
vention, why not follow Maryland as a precedent with regard 
to the eighteenth amendment? 

Mr. BRUCE. I think Maryland could be taken as a good 
precedent on almost any subject. I think our people entertain 
about as sane and conservative and judicious views on publi 
matters as any people in the United States. Some time ago I 
said incidentally to President Coolidge in a conversation with 
him, “ You know, Mr. President, our people in Maryland are a 
very successful, sane, well-balanced people.” In reply he spoke 
up with more animation than I had ever seen him exhibit at 
any time previously in his life, and said, “ That, Senator Bruce, 
is undoubtedly so.” I took pains to convey that statement back 
to our people in Maryland. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. BRUCE. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON, If I understand the gravamen of the 
tor’s complaint, it is that the South is not sufficiently liberal 
to the negro, but treats him with injustice and harshness, and 
ought to moderate its treatment of the negro. On behalf of 
Virginia, I resent that statement. 

Mr. BRUCE. I did not say that. 
justly, on the whole, in Virginia. 


opportunities that the members of every other 


But you are not circumventing the 


circum 


Sena 


The negro 
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is treated very 
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hardly had 
who fought 


Mr. SWANSON. I resent i When 
money enough to educate its own soldiers—th: 


Virgil 
boys 


in the Confederate Army—it took one-third of the funds which 
it received from the Federal Government for an agricultural 
college—when people could not g o college because we did 
not have colleges and gave it to creat a negro college at 
Hampton, a great institution for the colored peopk When 
she did not have money enough to educate her own own chil 
dren she created a great college for colored teachers—a normal 
school at Petersburg—to educate negro teachers t teacl he 
negro people, to encourage higher educatior t a time when 


we were almost depriving our own children of education 

I know in my own county we have had negro schools, which 
ercrowded I resent 
that Virginia is unfair to the 


vere never O\ the sugge 


commerce, 


should say 
Tuy 
au 


nh oe ation, or in any ther \ \ They have a better chance 
n Richmond than they have in Baltimore 

Mr. BRUCE I am in ho position to institute a comparison. 

Mr. SWANSON, But the Senator has « ne » 

Mr. BRUCE. I do know that in Marvland the negroes have 
political freedom, but I do not say that that would be a good 
thing for a community where the negroes are in the majority) r 
nearly in a majority I am not saying tl 

Mr. SWANSON, Any negro in Virg 1 can vote w will 
et $250 in money and stay there a « iin length of tin mad 

\ ertain educational qualification: I resent the im Ion 
n Virginia 

Mr. BRUCE There no imputation about it rhe Senator 

simply setting up a straw man and knocking him down 

Mr. CARAWAY Mr. President, may | s] he Senator a 
qu tion ? 


Mr. BRUCE Just a moment, if the 
I have said repeatedly that I think that the South 


scnaror 


is done everything which anybody could reasonably expect it 
to do for yeurs back to improve the educational status of the 
negr I am net going to say that any more. I said it once 
and I do not propose to say it again. I have not said a thing, 
it seems to me, to which any southern Senator could possibly 


obje t unless he is given over toa he peles 
Mr. HEFLIN Mr. President— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


yield to the Senator from 


i 





Does the Senator fr in 


Alabama? 


Mr. BRUCE. I say at the present time, and I say it as 
southerner, that the Southern States should first of all cu 
vate a spirit of tolerance in more than one respect. 

Mr. HEFLIN Mr. President, I rise to a peint of order. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Not in all the history of this body ha i 


Senator intruded himself in and take 


Senator who gay notice that he was going to speak L re 
» he rose, and l ught to have been rec 4 / dl ini il oraume 
with an understanding that I would be recognized in comp! 


ance with the notice giver bat a new Senator, inexperienced 
as Presiding Officer, who happened to be in the chair at the 

me, recognized the from Maryland. |! 
situation, and the Maryland insisted that he 
would talk, but talk He has been on the 
floor 50 minutes. I insist that he has not the right to consume 
this time when I had given that I would speak. I am 
entitled to speak, and I now ask that the Senate pass upon this 
matter 

The VICK PRESIDENT 
pied by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Srerwer 
occupant of the chair was notified that he 
Senator from Marylind. In that eve 
land has the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN jut the Chair 
recognize me according to the notice given 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkanvas M 
tor from Maryland yield to me? 

Mr, BRUCE. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I hope 
afforded the Senator from Alabama to make his address, 

Mr. BRUCE. An opportunity will be afforded. 

Mr. HEFLIN. And there will be ample opportunity for me 
to pay my respects to certain Senators. 

Mr. BRUCE. I have only a few more words to 
want to them. 

While the South appears to be more intolerant in spirit at the 
present time than other sections of the country, it should in 
justice be recollected that with the exception of small portions 
of its territory it has a very small foreign element in its popu- 
lation. The South is inhabited mainly, of course, by descend 
ents of the Anglo-Saxon stock which came to this country 
during the colonial period and after the Revolutionary period. 


Sena tor 
Senator from 


only a few moments. 


notice 
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It should also be remembered that the Catholic population of 
the South, outside of the State of Louisiana, is very small. As 
1 often say to my southern friends, if there were only more 
Catholics in the South they would not be so much misunder- 
stood. I do net believe there is any general widespread feeling 
of intolerancé in the South, but there would not be any worth 
speaking of if there were more Catholics for the other elements 
of the southern population to associate with and intermarry 
with aud have a thorough understanding with, as is the case, 
for instance, in the State of Maryland. But the peculiar con- 
stitution of the southern population and other causes have 
brought it about, as I see it, that the South at the present time 
is marked by an intolerant spirit of which it should divest itself 
just as soon as possible. I think it is going to have a perfectly 
splendid Opportunity, when the next Democratic National Con- 
vention meets, to show to the world that its sectarian and 
sumptuary prejudices are not so deeply ingrained as they ap- 
pear to be. That is all that I desire to say. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from 
Maryland how long it bas been since the end of the Civil War? 
Let me ask the Senator if he believes that a southern man could 
be nominated for President of the United States? He is talk- 
ing about prejudice. ; 

Mr. BRUCK. If a southern man could be nominated? 

Mr. GLASS. Yes, 

Mr. BRUCE, Certainly I think so, 

Mr. GLASS. Why has not one been nominated in the last 
65 vears? 

Mr. BRUCE. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. GLASS. That is not prejudice, is it? 

Mr. BRUCE. I think we will have a southern man in the 
White House again in the future. 

Mr. GLASS. Yes; but the Senator's great-great-grandchildren 
will not live to see it. 

Mr. BRUCK. When we put Woodrow Wilson, a southern 
men, in the White House, we put him in through the back door, 
and | think that the time will come pretty soon when we 
will bring in a southern man, provided he has the same high 
qualifications for the office as anybody else in the country gen- 
erally through the front door of the White House. I had hoped 
at one time that it might be the Senator from Virginia himself. 

Mr. GLASS. Oh, no; it will never be. 

Mr. BRUCE. ‘There is no reason why it should not be, 

Mr. GLASS. A good many southern men have superior quali- 
fications to some other people who a®e conspicuously talked of 
for the Presidency. 

Mr. BRUCE. I can not admit that unqualifiedly just at this 
time, because I think that superior qualifications for the Presi- 
dency are possessed by Gov. Alfred E. Smith, of New York, as 
well as Gov. Albert C, Ritchie, of Maryland. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—AI!ILEGED MEXICAN PROPAGANDA 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. Bruce] has certainly punished the galleries to-day, He 
could not resist, when he saw this magnificent array of fine 
men and women, getting into the Recorp something about the 
eighteenth amendment. If the Senator keeps up the “ lick” he 
is going, he is going to defeat himself. He butted in here on 
Friday on the Nicaraguan question and took the side that 
favored the murder of our boys in Nicaragua. That is what 
they are doing down there. They killed an Alabama boy down 
there. This morning he took issue with the two distinguished 
Senators from Virginia on the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments, nnd waded down into the pool, out again, and in again 
until he almost drowned. 

Mr. President, his performance in taking the place that I 
was entitled to under the custom of the Senate was very im- 
proper and in very bad taste. If he had given notice, as I had, 
and had risen and notified me, though I had gotten recognition, 
I would have yielded to him. I do not believe there is another 
Sevator in this body who would have insisted on holding the 
floor under the conditions that he did. 

1 know that there is no rule that entitles a Senator to give 
notice that he will speak, and then take the floor in spite of 
anything that may arise, but it has been a custom here that 
has never before been vielated. This body is about 150 years 
old, and no Senator, so far as I know, has ever taken such a 
position in all the history of the Government, but the Senator 
from Maryland {|Mr. Bruce], standing here talking away on 
the eighteenth amendment and on the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments. Against the attacks on the South on those ques- 
tions, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bora], able, strong Repub- 
lican comes to the defense of the South, backing up the able 
speech made by the Senator from Virginia |Mr. SwANson], a 
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princely and powerful Democrat, backed up by his colleague 
{[Mr. Giass], both of whom presented an unanswerable argu- 
ment in support of their position. However, the Senator from 
Maryland wanted to get in: he could not resist the temptation 
to get in. He did not walk in; he fell in. |[Laughter. | 

Will not that read good in Maryland—God bless that State! 
The people of that State are not in sympathy with anybody 
that jumps on the South about the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments. How they will hang their heads when they see 
that the senior Senator from Maryland has done that thing here 
to-day! I have not the time to waste more on that phase of the 
question. 

It was bad taste from many standpoints. I had been misrep- 
resented by newspapers over the country, especially by the 
Roman Catholic press, and had given notice that I would reply 
to those villainous sheets that have lied about me and my posi- 
tion, and I would reply to some of the whisky sheets in my 
State, and the Senator from Maryland gets in here, intrudes 
himself in, and gets the floor from a new and inexperienced 
Senator who did not know the rules or the customs, and gets 
recognition, 

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, will the Senator vield to me? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will yield for just a moment, but not for a 
speech. 

Mr. STEIWER. I assume the distinguished Senator from 
Alubamu refers to the junior Senator from Oregon, who hap- 
pened to be in the chair for the moment. I will say to the 
Senator from Alabama that I fully intended to recognize him, 
in accordance with his request, when the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Swanson] yielded the floor. The Senator from Alabama, 
however, apparently was asleep in his chair and did not rise to 
his feet; he did not address the Chair; he did not seem to be 
conscious that the Senator from Virginia had discontinued: so 
the Chair recognized the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce], 
who addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the fact is—and that is all I 
want to say—that a Member of the House, a good friend of 
mine, Representative Bett, from Georgia, was talking to me. 
As he was just walking away I nodded my head and said, “ Mr. 
President ’; but the Senator from Maryland did address the 
Chair before I did; I concede that. If, however, the present 
occupant of the chair [the Vice President in the chair] had 
been in the chair after the notice had been given, and I had 
addressed the Chair nearly simultaneously with the Senator 
from Maryland, I would have been recognized by the Vice 
President of this body. But enough of that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
intend that as a compliment or the reverse? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I did not hear the statement of the Chair? 
What was it? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to state the 
rule. This is a good time to emphasize the rule. The rule 
requires Senators to address the Chair as well as to rise. The 
Chair thinks the Senator from Oregon pursued the proper 
course, 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Chair has the discretion to recognize 
whom he pleases when four or five Senators arise. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. When they address the Chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have frequently seen a Republican Presid- 
ing Officer recognize a Republican, and I have seen a Demo- 
eratic Presiding Officer recognize a Democrat, when two or 
three Senators were trying to obtain recognition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator to 
understand at this time that it is necessary, in order to get 
recognition under the rules, for the Senator to rise and address 
the Chair. The Senator from Alabama has stated that he was 
unable to do that; therefore the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
STEIWER|, Who was then in the chair, was correct in his recog- 
nition of the Senator from Maryland, 

Mr. HEFLIN. I did not say that I did not rise and address 
the Chair; but I did say that the Senator from Maryland 
addressed the Chair first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland first 
addressed the Chair, and the duty of the Chair was to recog- 
nize the Senator from Maryland. The Chair does not want 
his position on this matter misunderstood. The Chair agrees 
thoroughly with the position of the Senator from Oregon, for 
the reason that the Senator from Maryland first addressed the 
Chair, on his feet. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Then does the Chair hold that a notice given 
by a Senator does not carry any weight? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Not after a Senator has been 
recognized. A Senator who gives notice of an intention to 
speak should rise to his feet and address the Chair and then 
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obtain recognition and proceed. 
subject are clear. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Chair takes that position against the 
custom that has obtained for 150 years. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That custom has not obtained for 
150 years. In every case the Senator who was recognized rose 
and addressed the Chair. The ruling under Rule XXI has been 
to the effect that an announcement that a speech would be made 
does not exempt the Senator from the necessity of first address 
ing the Chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. 


The precedents upon that 


The custom to which I refer has never been 


previously violated, so far as I know; Senators old in the serv- | around and say, “The Senator from Alabama is recognized. 


ice tell me it has never before been violated; I have a right to 
my views on the subject. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. So the Senator from Maryland had 
a right to insist upon recognition, Under the precedents and 
rule that has been the custom if insistence be made. 

Mr. HEFLIN. That does not in any way alter my opinion 
about the conduct of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, 1 simply wish to say that it 
has been a custom in this body ever since I have been here 
when a Senator gave notice that he would speak on a particular 
day at a particular time to permit him to have the floor at 
that time unless he voluntarily surrendered it to some one else. 
It is, of course, merely a matter of courtesy, however, Mr 
President. but it is a courtesy that has always been observed in 
this body until to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
to be correct, that it is a matter of courtesy. 

Mr. HEFLIN. ‘That is what I have insisted on. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will yield for a moment, but I want to go 
on with my speech. 

Mr. NORRIS. I can pot let the statement which has been 
made pass by without calling the attention of the Senate to 
what I believe to be its incorrectness. I wish to say to the 
Senator from North Carolina that, while I think that has been 
the custom observed, yet it is not for the Chair to remind a 
Senator who has given notice. If some other Senator addresses 
the Chair first I do not see how the Chair can avoid following 
the rule of the Senate which says that it is his duty to recognize 
the first Senator who addresses the chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand, Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to call attention to the fact that 
there have been precedents to the contrary, which show that 
what the Senator says has never occurred has occurred; at 
least, it has happened to me, for when I have given notice I 
have been deprived of the right to deliver an address according 
to my notice. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course, the Chair has to recognize the 
Senator who addresses him first under the rule, but when atten 
tion has been called to the fact that another Senator has given 
notice that he would proceed at that time I have never known 
the Senator gaining recognition by reason of his alertness to 
insist upon holding the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, there seems to be some divi- 
sion of opinion on this question. So far as I am concerned, so 
long as I shall be a Member of this body, I shal! observe that 
eustom. If I should arise and secure recognition and any 
other Senator should then tell me that he had given notice that 
it was his time to speak and he was to follow another Senator, 
as I did in this instance—when I said that I was to follow the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson|]—I would say, “ Very 
well; I yieid to the Senator’; but that was not done by the 
Senator from Maryland. I merely wish the Recorp to show 
and I want those who are here to know just what sort of 
efforts are being made in this body to keep me from getting 
the truth into this Recorp. That effort is not going to suec- 
ceed ; there is not enough power in the hands of the opposition 
to prevent me from getting the truth to the American people 
if I live. I try to be fair to all Senators, and I never offend a 
Senator unless he has done something to offend me. No Senator 
ean cite an instance in my service in either branch of Congress 
where I have ever done that; but I know my rights and I 
know the rights of the people and I know what is vital to 
the welfare of this Government. I have my own opinions as 
to wnat is the highest and best interest of this country, and I 
am going to continue to do my duty as I see it. The Senator 
from Maryland can not keep me from addressing this body. He 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


1865 


may offend me and aunoy me by such a performance as he 
carried on here to-day. 


What was his speech worth, after all, breaking into the able 


| speech of the Senator from Virginia and drawing that Senator's 


a ee 


colleague |Mr. Guass] into a running debate? ‘hen the Senntor 
from Idaho had to rise up and rebuke him. All that while he 
was holding the floor when I had given notice that I was going 
to speak following the Senator from Virginia and had werd 
from the Chair that he would recognize me when Senator 
Swanson had finished his speech. I[ thought that when the 
Senator from Maryland rose the Chair would rap and look 


He could have done that. Presiding officers do it frequently 
Rut as quick as a lightning flash he recognized the Senator from 
Maryland. The Senator from Maryland said “ Mr. Presick 
just ahead of me, but the Chair could have said, “ The Senator 
from Alabama.” I think the present occupant of the chair 
would have recognized me under the exact circumstances that 
existed. [Laughter.] I got up when the Senator from Mary 
land arose, but he shid “ Mr. President” a little before I did 
The present occupant of the chair was not in the chair at the 
time and he does not know what occurred. I am trying to say 
that he would be fair about it; I believe he would have recog- 
nized me. He is just passing on what they have told him. I 
think he is a fair man and a courageous man. 

Mr. President, the subsidized press is becoming a serious prob- 
lem in this country. It has misrepresented what occurred here 
the other day, lied deliberately about my speech and what oe 
curred in the Senate. They took a few words out of a speech 
which lasted probably three hours, a running debate between 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] and myself pari 
of the time. At one point the Senator from Arkansas was inter- 
rupted by me, and I said: “ Well, the Senator would not make 
that speech down in Arkansas.” He said, “ Yes; I will make it 
in Arkansas and in Alabama”; and I said, figuratively and in 
fun, “The Senator would be tarred and feathered if he did.” 
I laughed; the Senator from Arkansas laughed; the whole Sen- 
ate laughed; and the oceupants of the galleries laughed; and 
yet these little subsidized bucks in the press galleries who shape 
their creed for their cravings and swallow their convictions and 
honor for coin, carried the statement all over the country that 
I had solemnly told the Senator from Arkansas that the people 
would seize him and spread tar over him and put feathers on 
him if he went down in Arkansas and in Alabama and made 
that speech. 

I am satistied that the Senator from Arkansas does not be 
lieve that I believed that they would do that; and I intended 
to strike that from the speech. A lot of things are said here 
in running debate that sound all right and amuse those who 
hear it, but Senators strike them out when it is over and they 
come to look over the notes of their speeches, because in cold 
print the meaning might be misinterpreted. The Senator from 
Arkansas would be as safe in my State, speaking on any sub- 
ject, as I would be in his; but these little villains, hired to do 
dirty work, picked that out above everything else and said 
that Senator Heriin said that Senator Rospinson would be 
tarred and feathered. Oh, what a terrible thing they tried 
to make out of that. They sent it dewn in a hurry to sub- 
sidized newspapers in my State, and the money to buy one and 
maybe two was furnished by the breweries; and I am going to 
have an investigation made of them. One was conducted by 
the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. OverMAN] in 1918, when 
the war was on, and the German-American Alliance and the 
breweries were operating in the United States. They furnished 
money to buy the Montgomery Advertiser, of Montgomery, Ali., 
one of the villainous sheets that picked out this expression 
from a speech of three hours and seriously insisted that I really 
meant that the Senator from Arkansas would be tarred and 
feathered. 

BREWERS BUY MONTGOMBRY ADVERTISER 


Mr. President, one of my ancient newspaper enemies in Ala- 


| bama—the Montgomery Advertiser—is mad because 1 have 


assailed its candidate for President, Al Smith. It is seeking 
to make some people believe, in Alabama and elsewhere, that 
it has just now decided to support Al Smith. all because of my 
speech in the Senate against Smith and the Roman Catholic 
political machine. Miserable old hypocrite! It kept its candi 
date in the background while I was speaking in Alabama in 
October and November last, but I told the people that it would 
come out for Smith when a sufficient amount of Smith financial 
oil has been poured into the Advertiser machinery. 

Homer tells us that the people could always tell when the 
goddess came to Thebes. So the announcement that the Mont- 
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gomery Advertiser has declared for Al Smith shows that the 
Roman Catholic whisky brewer interests have been to Mont- 
gomery. 

Listen to this: 

[Senate Document No. 61, Sixty-sixth Cengress, first session] 
BREWING AND LIQUOR INTERESTS AND GERMAN AND BOLSHEVIK PROPAGANDA 
Ifon, Leg S. Overman, 

Chairman Subcommitte, Judiciary Committee, 

Acting under Resolution No. 307, United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator: * * * ‘The second “whereas” in the pre- 
amble to the resolution relates to an entirely distinct line of inquiry of 
even greater importance. It deals with charges that there is evidence 
in the Department of Justice and in the offices of United States district 
attorneys showing the political activities of the United States Brewers 
Association and individual brewers, and their connection with the 
German-American Alliance, © ® #* 

That the United States Brewers’ Association and individual brewers 
and liquor organizations have by indirect methods attempted to sub- 
sidize certain newspapers, magazines, periodicals, and publications, 
many of the articles being first censored in the office of the United 
States Brewers’ Association before being printed. * * * 

Senator Woxrcorr. That collateral note is not the same collateral 
note that you read in the first connection? 

Major Humes. No, sir; this is the collateral note that is attached to 
the note of Mr. Sheehan. The former collateral note I read was at- 
tached to the note of Mr. Allen. 

Senator Worcorr. | gather from you that there were two notes 
totaling $100,000, 

Major Humes. Yes, * * # 

Senator King. The point I had in mind is whether there is any 
controversy as to the ownership of the newspaper at present, and the 
contention which IT understand you make, namely, that it was acquired 
by brewers or the brewery interests. 

Major Humes. I know of no dispute. The records of the other de- 
partments of the Government show that the ownership is as indicated 
by these securities. * * *& 

Senator OVERMAN. I suppose there will be notice of it in the news- 
papers. The claim, as I understand it, Major, is that the brewers paid 
for the Montgomery Advertiser $100,000? 

Major Humes. That they financed the purchase. * * * 

We have purchased from Mr. Frank P. Glass his entire interest in 
the Advertiser which is 50 per cent of the total capital stock. We will 
operate and control the paper with the aid and cooperation of the 
family of the late Maj. W. W. Screws which owns the other 50 per 
cent of the stock. * * *# 


¥. P. GLASS SELLS HIS INTERWST IN THE ADVERTISER TO SHEEHAN AND 
ALLEN 


* * ® Frank P. Glass, who has been for 30 years owner of 50 
per cent of the stock of the Advertiser has disposed of his entire hold- 
ings to W. T. Sheehan, editor of the paper, and Charles H. Allen, the 
paper's advertising manager. * * * 

TESTIMONY OF MR. CHRISTIAN W. FRIGENSPAN 


(The witness was sworn by the chairman.) 

Senator OverMAN. What is your name? 

Mr. FRrIcenspaNn. Christian W. Feigenspan. 

Senator Wo.corr. And your residence? 

Mr. FreigensraNn. 53 Lincoln Park, Newark, N. J. 

Major Humps. Mr. Feigenspan, you were present while the collateral 
wus being presented and the names read a few moments ago? 

Mr. FweIGgenSPaAN. Yes, sir. 

Major Humes. Will you state in what business the individuals and 
concerns whose names were signed to that collateral are engaged? 

Mr. Petcenspan. I think they are all brewers. 

Major Humes. I believe you are one of the signers? 

Mr. FRIGENSPAN. I am. 

Major Humps. Are you in the brewing business? 

Mr. Feigenspan. I am. 

Major Humes. Will you state whether or not all of those persons are 
members of the United States Brewers’ Association? 

Mr. FeicenspaNn. I believe they are. * * * 


My information is that Allen and Sheehan were nothing 
more than dummies in that transaction, and that as soon as 
Glass got the brewers’ money he proceeded to turn most of it, 
if not all of if, over to Victor H. Hanson. 

This is the paper that went out of its way to misrepresent 
and malign me for a remark made in fun in running debate. 
Of course, I did not mean it literally. The Senator from 
Arkansas did not, I am sure, regard it as such, or he would 
have said something about it at the time. All the Senators 
took it in the spirit in which it was meant. No Senator has 
told me that I ought not to have said it. They laughed and 
said, “ Why, we knew it was said in fun, that you did not 
mean it.” Of course, they Knew that I did not mean for it 
to be taken seriously. 
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But, now, look what you have got up here in this press 
gallery! [Laughter.] You have got some very clever boys 
up there. I repeat, I reserve the right to talk about them 
when they need to be talked about. They write about me 
as they please. [Laughter.] There are two classes of them. 
One of them is a clever, clean, courageous, honest class: the 
other is an unclean, dishonest, and a cowardly class. There 
are two classes of them; and those who took this expression 
out of my speech and insisted on it as a serious statement are 
cowardly puppets, every one of them. They could not take 
what I said here about other matters that were serious. They 
lost sight entirely of letters that I read from many States in 
the Union, saying how I had been “framed” in this Mexican 
matter. 

You know, I sometimes think they conspired together, some 
of them, to ignore the speech that I made about conduct that 
vitally affects the American people, and will in the near future, 
unless something is done to stop it, affect them more and more; 
so they decided to pick that up, and give publicity to that, and 
emphasis to that, and ignore the other things I said to keep 
the people from knowing the truth. 

Why did they not tell the people that I was receiving tele- 
grams and letters from all over the country saying that I 
Was entirely right in the position I had taken, and that 
Knights of Columbus money was furnished to have this con- 
spiracy carried out, and to drag my name into disrepute? 
That is a serious charge; and I made the statement, as I 
had a right to make it, that I believed that they were back 
of this attack on me. I have never ceased to believe it. Who 
else could be more interested in “framing” me and seeking 
to destroy me than the Knights of Columbus and the Roman 
Catholic political machine, which I exposed in the Senate 
when they were ready to get us into war with Mexico. I re- 
ceived thousands of letters saying that I did more to prevent 
war with Mexico than anybody else. 

Who, in the whole country, was more offended at me than 
they? Who else could want to destroy me in this body, and 
destroy me politically in my State quite so much as they? 
Nobody that I know anything about. This Al Smith wet 
bunch and the Roman Catholic political machine are very 
anxious to injure me in every way possible. 

Mr. President, the mayor of Montgomery, Ala., wired 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roprnson]| inviting him to 
come down there and speak. The Senator is receiving some 
messages and letters from my State, and I am receiving a 
great big bunch of them from his State [Arkansas]. He has 
his enemies in Arkansas, and I have mine in Alabama; but 
no friend of mine and no man who has ever sincerely been for 
me has gone off on this tar-and-feather makeshift that these 
little pen-pushing fellows framed up and sent over the wires 
as the leader of a story, out of a speech that lasted nearly 
three hours, in which I showed that the Premier of France 
in 1925, Mr. Herriot, said that the Pope congratulated the 
Catholics of France for organizing themselves into a Roman 
Catholic political party; and Mr. Herriot charged that the 
Roman Catholics were forming political parties in every 
country. 

I had stated that on this floor, and I stated that Mr. Herriot 
said that “the Pope should keep his hands out of our business ; 
we will not take orders from the Vatican.” 

That is a big proposition. It is a big question. Mr, Herriot 
said they are trying to form Roman Catholic parties in every 
country. That is what I contended on this floor; and not an 
important line of it was printed. That was my speech in part. 
When Senator Roprnson said, “I will make that speech in 
Arkansas and Alabama,” I said, “If you do, they will tar and 
feather you.” He laughed; I laughed; all of us laughed; the 
crowds in the gallery laughed; and that is all there was to it— 
I said Arkansas and Alabama—and now they have left out 
Arkansas, these little squirrel heads in the press gallery. 
{Laughter.] I wonder why they left out Arkansas? They just 
put Alabama init. You read the Recorp—I said Arkansas and 
Alabama. Well, of course, I know they are not going to tar 
and feather the Senator from Arkansas in either one of those 

laces. 

. I intended, as I said before, to strike that out; but I was 
pretty tired when we adjourned. I had to go over a long 
speech made before I was drawn into a second speech by 
Senator Roprnson, and the time soon came to send them in to 
get them in the Recorp, and I had to leave out of that day’s 
Recorp part of my first speech, and I simply overlooked the 
“tar and feather” remark. That is all there is to that. 

The mayor of Montgomery wired the Senator from Arkansas 
and invited him to come down there and speak. I should be 
glad to have him go. I probably will go with him, and we 
could both speak at Montgomery, Ala., and Little Rock, Ark,, 
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on the same oecasion. We might arrange a joint debate where 
both of our constituents could hear the issues discussed, and I 
ean assure him that he will not be “tarred and feathered,’ 
and I know I would not be in the least danger in Arkansas 
But the mayor of Montgomery said: 


I speak not only for the city of Montgomery but for the majority of 
the people of the State. 


Well, he has covered entirely too much territory in that 
statement, 

I got a letter from a member of the legislature of Senator 
Rogpinson’s State telling me that 2,000,000 people in Arkansas 
were with me; so it looks like they are covering a heap of 
territory in both of these States. The mayor of Montgomery 
claims a bare majority of my State, which would be about a 
million and a half, and according to this legislator’s letter 
from Arkansas I have got Senator Roprnson bested by a half a 
million people on that proposition ; but the mayor of Montgomery, 
though he claims to speak for the people of the State, can not 
do that, and never will. He is mayor of Montgomery. His 
father is a very distinguished, fine old southern gentleman. 
This man is classed as a “wet,” and of course the “ wet” 
group down there combined with the Roman Catholic vote and 
elected him mayor. 

Now he has allowed his imagination to run away with him 
and he has covered too much territory when he arrogantly 
asserts the right to speak for the people of the State—a mayor 
of one city saying that he speaks for the whole State is cov- 
ering a lot of territory. There are over 3,000,000 people in 
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my State, and I am satisfied that 2,800,000 of them never heard | 


of him, and yet he is going to speak for the State! He 
covered, I repeat, entirely too much territory. 

This little mayor down there reminds me of a story Bob 
Taylor used to tell about, a tall, Ichabod Crane looking fellow 
who went into a saloon with a long floor running back to the 
fireplace, sanded and the walls whitewashed all around. A 
bunch of mountaineers were standing back there by the fire 
place warming their hands, and this fellow slapped his band on 
the counter and frightened the bartender, who had his back 
to him, and said, “ Stir me up a toddy, quick!” The bartender 
stirred it up and gave it to this fellow, and he guiped it down 
in a second, and turned and looked toward the men at the fire- 
place, and said “I can whip any man in Memphis.” Nobody 
spoke. He said, “Gimme another one of them things,” and 
the bartender gave him another one. He turned around again 
and said, “1 can whip any man in the county of Shelby’; and 
nobody spoke. He said, “Gimme another one, and make 
it strong!” ‘The bartender gave him the third one, and he 
took that, and then he turned and said louder than before, 
“TI can whip any man in the State of Tennessee.” A tall moun- 
taineer with a fist like a yearling’s head came out, struck this 
fellow under the jaw, and sent him sprawling on the sanded 
floor; and after he had raised himself from the floor he said. 
“Gentlemen, I am of the opinion that I covered a leetle too 
much territory in that last statement.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, that is the way it is with this mayor of Mont- 
gomery. He has covered a little too much territory when he 
boasts that he. speaks for the State; and I am going to call on 
the people of Montgomery to pass on his unealled-for and insult- 
ing telegram—the part that referred to me. I mean the one 
he sent to Senator Ropinson. Now, let me give you his Catholie 
connections. As soon as I got a copy of the telegram he sent 
to Senator Ropinson I said, “ There is something strange about 
this man’s conduct. I wonder if he has any Catholic connec- 
tions.” I commenced thinking about it, and I said, “I believe 
one of his sisters married a Semple—Darry Semple, a Roman 
Catholic”; and I wired to a distinguished citizen of Mont- 
gomery and asked him to give me the facts. Gunter’s sister 
married Darry Semple, a Roman Catholic. Semple, Gunter’s 
brother-in-law’s sister was Mother Superior Semple, who was 
in Mexico for years, She came here in 1926 and testified in 
support of the Boylan resolution; and the Boylan resolution 
declared that we should sever diplomatic relations with Mexico 
immediately, and Mr. BoyLan is a Roman Catholic. Severing 
diplomatic relations with Mexico meant war. 

Mother Superior Semple testified. She is the woman I quoted 
on this floor last January and February, the woman who stated 
that Mr. Sheffield intimated to her that he could not say much, 
but for her to go back to the United States and talk long and 
loud about conditions over there. I am just giving the facts. 
These are good people in Alabama, and I am saying nothing 
against them. A brother of Mayor Gunter’s brother-in-law is a 
Roman Catholic priest. So you get the environment of Mayor 
Gunter, who sends a telegram up here saying that I reflected on 
the State and maligned the State. So when anything like this 
happens I always look for the Roman Catholic connecting link. 
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I am going to show in a few minutes what I did to the daily 
papers there that have opposed, misrepresented, and slandered 
me for 25 years. I have whipped them in every battle I have 
fought with them, and I will whip them again, 

I want to show what happened right at Montgomery. the 
eapital of the State, where Mr. Gunter is mayor. The Mont- 
gomery Advertiser, the Birmingham News, and the Age-Herald 
are all tarred with the same stick—and that is not said in fun, 
that is said in earnest; they are all tarred with the same stick, 
and I believe the testimony that I intend to take will prove 
that the same infamous whisky and beer and Roman Catholic 
interests control them all. I am going to seek an investigation 
that, I believe, will straighten that matter all out. 

There is a mortgage on the Birmingham News, recorded in 
the courthouse at Birmingham, Jefferson County; I think the 
amount is for $2,000,000. They have tied it up somehow, I am 
informed, with the First National Bank of Birmingham. I 
think they are undertaking to cover their tracks, just as they 
did in the brewery deal for the Advertiser investigation con- 
ducted by the able Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OvER- 
MAN], when he was chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 

These Al Smith inspired papers assailed me for my position 
here last winter when I helped to defeat the Roman Catholi¢ 
program for war with Mexico. They denounced me over the 
State, and when I got home, on September 4. I received inyita- 
tions to speak all over the State—to come and speak and 
answer those papers. I went to thirty-odd places, and at every 
place I spoke I denounced those papers and named them in 
resolutions, and the audiences stood up en masse like receiving 
the benediction at church, passing the resolutions condemning 
those papers. And they passed resolutions indorsing me. Does 
that look as though Mayor Gunter speaks for a majority of the 
State? 

Now I am going te tell you what happened in Montgomery. 
About two months ago I spoke in the city auditorium. Old 
men there told me it was the largest crowd that had ever 
assembled in the auditorium since it was built—3,500 people 
I suppose five or six hundred of them stood. During my 
speech I paid my respects to this Al Smith bunch. Of course, 
they had been doing things under cover and in a roundabout 
way supporting Smith, saying nice things, but coming out and 
saying every now and then, practically saying, “ We have not 
declared ourselves.” Now, the Advertiser—miserable old hypo- 
crite—comes out and says that in answer to my speech here 
they “hereby declare for Smith.” Since I came out with the 
speech I made they come out for Smith. 3efore I made the 
speech I delivered somebody had already come out and touched 
them with whisky coin. Somebody had poured financial oil 
on the machinery of that old paper before they ever came out. 

Mr. President, I made a speech at Abbeville, Ala. on the 
17th of August. I spoke to 6,000 people at a barbecue. The 
able Representative from the third district, Congressman 
STEAGALL, Whom I see in the rear of this Chamber, was there 
and also spoke. Six thousand or more people were present. 
After that speech the Montgomery Advertiser contained a most 
villainous, cowardly, and lying editorial about me. I came on 
back to Washington, as I had some other speaking engagements 
and could not answer them at the time, but I went back down 
there and had them repudiated by resolution all over the 
State. Then I went to Montgomery and spoke to 3,500 people 
in the city auditorium, and I hold in my hand the two resolu- 
tions that were passed there, which I send to the clerk’s desk 3: 
and I ask Mr. Crockett, the Chief Clerk, to read them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The following resolution was unanimously adopted: 

“Whereas the Birmingham News, Age-Herald, and Montgomery Ad- 
tiser have been so pronounced, partial, and persistent in thelr publica- 
tion of Roman Catholic political propaganda in Alabama; and 

“Whereas the Birmingham News, Age-Herald, and Montgomery Ad- 
vertiser, in their efforts to serve their Roman Catholic financial bene- 
factors and to injure and bring into disrepute Senator Hew.in for tell- 
ing the truth about the efforts of the Roman Catholic hierarchy and 
the Knights of Columbus to get the United States into war with 
Mexico in behalf of the Catholic Church, have resorted to unfair, inde 
cent, and dishonest methods; and 

“ Whereas the Birmingham News, Age-Herald, and Montgomery Ad- 
vertiser in their efforts to hide the truth and to minimize and belittle 
the services of Senator Herrin to prevent war with Mexico, have not 
only been unfair and unjust to him, but unfair and unjust to the people 
of the State: Therefore be it 

* Resolved by the people of Montgomery County here assembled, 
That we do most earnestly congratulate and commend Senator HEFLIN 
for the work he did in the Senate to prevent war with Mexico. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Now read the next one. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The following resolution was unantmously adopted : 

“ Whereas on August 19, 1927, an editorial attaeking Senator HEeriin 
appeared in the Montgomery Advertiser; and 

“ Whereas said Montgomery Advertiser editorial was not only based 
upon false premises, but the unwarranted and insulting language used 
showed that it was inspired by a desire to misrepresent, injure, and 
slander Senator Heriin; and 

“Whereas said Advertiser editorial was not only offensive and in- 
sulting to Senator Hertin, but shocking, offensive, and insulting to the 
fair-minded, patriotic people of Alabama: Therefore be it 

* Resolved by the people of Montgomery County assembled here in the 
capital of the State of Alabama, That we do most earnestly and em- 
phatically resent, condemn, and repudiate said Advertiser editorial and 
express our indignation at the employment of such unfair and dishonor- 
able newspaper tactics against Senator HEFLIN, who has been twice hon- 
ored by election to the United States Senate by the people of the State 
of Alabama: Be it further 

“ Resolved, That we feel that we owe it to ourselves, the people of the 
State, and to Senator Heriin to express our bitter condemnation of the 
methods employed in that editorial to insult, vilify, and slander the 
senior Senator from the State of Alabama.” 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the people of my State have 
already answered the attacks of my enemies. Those who took 
advantage of this facetious remark I made to the Senator from 
Arkansas have been my political enemies. It is much ado about 
nothing. They have never been able to make a dent on my 
political shield, not one; and if Mr. Gunter wants to try his 
popularity, I challenge him to run for governor in 1980 in Ala- 
bama. If he should be elected to that office, he would have 
some right to speak for the people of that State, but he has no 
right to speak for the people of the State now, and in the tele- 
gram he sent to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] he 
does not speak for a majority of the people of Montgomery city, 
the capital of my State. He speaks for some of them. So far 
as the invitation to the Senator from Arkansas is concerned, I 
bid him welcome to speak in my State at any time that he 
feels like doing so on any question he wants to discuss. Those 
enemies of mine who have seized upon this statement that I 
made the other day in running debate, a retort to the Senator 
from Arkansas, do not speak for the intelligent, fair-minded, 
patriotic, honorable people of my State. 

If any one of them wants to challenge that statement, when I go 
down there I will debate this matter with him in his own town, 
and at the conclusion of the debate I will move that Mayor 
Gunter went out of his way to insult me when he sent a part of 
that telegram to the Senator from Arkansas, and that he knew 
when he sent it that the remark was made in a facetious way, 
and I will ask the people to pass on the subject as to whether 
they repudiate me or Mayor Gunter. One of those speeches I 
am going to make at Montgomery. 

What else? One other teiegram, I understand, was sent to 
the Senator from the fine old city of Anniston. Montgomery is 
one of the finest cities in the country. Mayor Gunter does rep- 
resent some people who live there, and some good people who do 
not agree with me, but he does not speak in his attack on me 
for a majority of the people of Montgomery, nothing like it. So 
a telegram has come from Anniston, another fine city in my 
State, to the Senator from Arkansas, I understand, signed by 
several citizens, probably a hundred, Among fhose in that list 
is Mr. Willett, the attorney for Priest O'Connor. 

Priest O'Connor, a Roman Catholic, committed a felony in 
my State at Anniston. He is guilty of one of the most heinous 
crimes in the catalogue of crimes. He played the part of a 
physician, and he is not a physician, performing an operation 
upon a woman. He destroyed life that was his own offspring, 
and in doing so almost took the life of the woman. He fled the 
State and went into Canada. The State of Alabama sought to 
bring him back, as they would any other criminal, Jew, 
Protestant, or Catholic. What do you suppose happened? The 
grand jury at Annisten, Calhoun County, indicted him for that 
felony. The affidavits of the woman and of her husband were 
taken, both of those people being Catholics. You know it had 
to be a mighty heinous offense for them to go inte court with 
it. They swore about this foul performance of which this priest 
was guilty. Priest O'Connor fled into Canada, on his way back 
to Ireland, where one of their friends at Birmingham, I have 
been told, said he could go back into the ministry if he got out 
of the country, with that all left behind him. He defied the 
sovereign power of my State. He defied the courts of the land. 
He fied the country, and the governor of my State wired me to 
ask for extradition papers. 

Did I do wrong in asking for the return of a Roman Catholic 
priest? I would have asked for the return of a Protestant or 
a Jew just as quickly, but I did ask for the extradition papers, 
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and we got them. They apprehended him up in Canada, and 
the courts commenced passing on his case. He fought return 
to the State, and two or three courts have passed on it and 
have held that we had a right to bring him back. I have been 
criticized for my efforts to help bring that man back, when I 
was here at the Capital, and the governor of my State wired 
me to take the matter up with the Department of Justice and 
bring this man back and let him be tried by the courts of my 
State. Did I do wrong in that? Have we jurisdiction over 
that? 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No; I do not yield to the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. BRUCE. It is well that the Senator does not: I can 
contradict those statements in my own time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not yield to the Senator. He can not 
contradict anything in my time. He can contradict all he 
pleases when I am through: and then I will contradict him 
if his statements run counter to the facts that I have stated. 

Did I do right to insist on bringing this man O'Connor back? 
“Equal rights to all and special privileges to none,” was what 
Thomas Jefferson said. He has been quoted frequently about 
intolerance and other things. He said another thing: “ With- 
out a single exception, every priest-ridden country has lost 
its liberty.” Now, here was a priest hiding in Canada, appre- 
hended by officers there. 

We seek to bring him back to answer for the murder of his 
own offspring, and he had almost taken the life of its mother, 
He fled and when the instrumentalities of my State were in- 
voked, I, a Senator at the National Capital, was requested by 
the governor to do something, and I was criticized and taken 
to task by the priests of Mobile for having anything to say 
about it, when I had been requested by the governor of my 
State to do so. 

Senators will be astounded to hear what they did, not two 
or three Catholics, but the whole Catholic Church in my State. 
They fought the return of this priest, and young Willett, of 
Anniston, Ala., whose name is on that telegram to the Senator 
from Arkansas and who is opposing me and expressing his 
opinion when I am trying to get this priest back whom he is 
defending and out of whom he is getting a fat fee. What do 
you suppose happened? The Roman Catholic Church! Priest 
Paton stated in a three-column article, published in the Mont- 
gomery Advertiser and the Birmingham News and Age-Herald, 
that the Catholic Church of Alabama would fight the return 
of this man to be tried in the courts of Alabama, where he com- 
mitted the crime. 

Think of the Catholic Church doing that. My! Whither are 
we drifting in America? Suppose a Protestant Church had 
made such a statement. Suppose a Protestant minister had com- 
mitted that crime and had gone out of the country and the 
Protestant Churches should announce that they would fight the 
return of the Protestant preacher; what sort of howl would 
have gone up over the country? But here is a Roman Catholic 
priest—Eaton, of Mobile, where another one of these telegrams 
attacking me comes from—making such a statement in the press 
of Alabama. This priest, named Eaton, said in his article that 
they would fight the return of Patrick O'Connor to answer these 
charges in the State of Alabama. 

What else do you suppose he said? He said, “We have a 
Catholic Church court in which we investigate all crimes, and 
we can punish Catholics by sending them off into some place 
of confinement for many years.” Have I not been telling you 
that they have a government separate from and above this 
Government? Do you need any more proof than this? I, a 
United States Senator in the American Government, am told 
that a Roman Catholic priest who fled the country ought not to 
be brought back to answer in an American court, and a Roman 
Catholic priest in my State tells the State that the Catholic 
Church of Alabama will not permit his return if they can help 
it, and will not turn him over to the civil courts of my State, 
but they insist in that article that they will try him in a Roman 
Catholic Church court. 

Can you get some idea about the environment in that situa- 
tion of those who are sending these statements or wiring insult- 
ing things here about me? Mr. Willett, one of them, is the 
attorney for O’Connor. They wanted to let O’Connor stay up 
there. They made another move recently to keep him there, and 
every court that has passed on the question says he must come 
back. 

My colleague and I went to the State Department and had 
a long talk with one of the officers about it. We told him we 
understood they were trying to let the matter drop and 
O’Connor remain there and that we did not intend to let them 
do it; that it was right for this man to come and answer to 
the courts of the State, and, if guilty, to be punished like any 
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other criminal, and if not guilty, to be acquitted; but he must | 


comeback to Alabama and answer like any other citizen when 
charged with the commission of a felony. 

A little infant lies dead in the soil of Calhoun County, a 
woman prostrate and almost dead at the time of the commis 
sion of the crime. and the doctor told her husband what the 
matter was. A Catholic priest committed that heinous crime 
and fled to Canada, and he is still there; and the Roman Cath 
olic priest, Eaton, of Mobile, Ala., announces over his signa 
ture in the Montgomery Advertiser, the Birmingham News and 
Age Herald, that they will not permit hint to return and be tried 
in the courts if it is within their power to Keep him away 
Mob spirit! What do you cali that? Suppose it had been a 
Protestant Church? We never would have heard the last of it. 

So much for a few gentlemen who reside in Mobile and 
Priest Eaton! 

Do not ever be deceived when you see attacks made upon 
me by villainous sheets that seek to have you think that the 
people in Alabama are not with me in the fight I am making 
here. They are swamping me with letters and telegrams in 
dorsing my position. They come, not only from my State, but 
from all over the country 

I have an invitation to speak to the Democratic Club of 
Harvard University, another one to speak in Philadeiphia, on 
from over in Maryland, and another one at Syracuse, N. Y 
They are coming in every day. Do not let anybody deceive you. 
The people of this Nation are waking up. 

We have already reached the point in the United 
where we can not get such truths as I have uttered here to-day 
in the newspapers. Do you know what happened in Alabama? 
The Age-Herald, the News, and the Advertiser scandalized my 
State with their lies about how the Ku-Klux Klan was mobbing 
people down there. They had people of other States believing 
that Alabama was composed of outlaws and mobs, and that they 
were whipping people and killing them right and left. I said 
at the time that that was a part of their program to distract 
the attention of the people from themselves. and to get some- 
thing started to fight on for an Al Smith delegation. Did not I 
hit the nail on the head? Here is the old Advertiser, hoary in 
wrongdoing and sin, coming out and saying that because I 
made my speech, “ We declare for Al Smith.” 

That was not the cause. Oh, no. The cause is coin which 
clinks when dropped on the eounter. My speech was not the 
eause. They have been preparing for this by slandering the 
State. The authorities in Alabama indicted 75 or 100 people 
at Luverne, Crenshaw County, and the jury met and tried some 
of them, and the facts came out in the open court, where both 
sides could be heard, and the jury acquitted them one after 
the other. The whole thing has proven so far to be a farce, but 
they have hurt the name of my State; they have given it a 
bad name by what they have done. 

What did they say about Priest Not a word 
I challenged them in my speeches over the State to condemn 
his crime, to treat ail alike. Not one editorial hinted at con- 
demning Priest O'Connor. Even the Age-Herald had a sugges 
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tion in one of its stories that “it was to be settled in a church | 


court when Senator HEFLINn butted in.” 
that? Acquiescing in the doctrine of the priest, holding that 
we ought to yield and let them settle it in a church court if a 
Catholic man was involved. 

Two governments were fighting for his possession, the Ameri- 
can Government and the Roman Government. They 
Roman Government should have him and try him. I said the 
American Government should have him. Which flag—the 
American flag, the Stars and Stripes, or the flag of the Roman 
Government? Why is it they would not print anything about 
O'Connor? There was no dispute about the facts. Two Roman 
Catholie citizens swore that he had committed the crim: We 
could not get the daily papers there to say anything about him. 
They would talk about Protestant members of the Ku-Klux 
Klan or anything else, but not a word about a Roman Catholic. 
Why? I told you last Wednesday. If you attack them, they 


come up and say, “If you ever do that again, we will stop taking 





your paper; we will boycott you.” 

The result is that they have scared a lot of newspaper men 
half to death and have seared a lot of public men so that 
they shake like an aspen leaf and are afraid to open their 
mouths on the subject. Somebody ought to tell the church 
something. I do not know how long I will live to do it. I have 
received threatening letters and have been warned that they 
would get me, and they may; that they would put something in 
my food. I have had peopie. men and women, to warn me to 
watch about my food and where I eat, and to be very careful, 
that it would happen when I least suspected it. I do not know. 
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What do you think of | 


said the | 


| Catholic issue. 
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I do not know how they will dispose of me if they do; 
but if they do, 1 want the Senate to hear me and the peopl 
here assembled to hear me: I have written a letter 
in the United States, and I have told them in 
these threats and what I think 


to 37 men 
detail about 
about them I have named 


some people, and I have said in case I should be taken off in 
this fashion that I want them to make public my statement and 
I want them to carry out my suggestions and ex ite my will 
o the letter. IL am not afraid of them. They are not going to 
frighten me 


I resent their infamous and brazen conduct in trying to 
intimidate me in this body; their cowardly, sneaking conduct in 
writing letters to me and warning me what they will do if I 
ontinue this fight, 


Listen, Senators: ] 


They 
the Protestant people of 


uve mighty near shut the press to 
America who love religious freedom. 
Go and try to put something in a paper that even 
their activities, affecting religious liberty, 


liberty, and see what happens 


touches on 
civil liberty, political 

Go to one of these peupers and 
ask them to put a piece in their paper which eriticizes them 
in the least, and see what answer they will give you 

I told you that when I went around the country speaking in 
the spring and summer, every place I went 1 was told by men 
und women that the priests and the Knights of Columbus had 
lone their best to keep them from having a hall in which to 
have me speak, when a Knight of Columbus had lectured on 
Mexico in the same hall just a night or two before. My 
friends, is that Americanism? No; that is Romanism. Talk 
about intolerance! That is it, the distilled essence of it 

At one place a young man told me, “ They are going to come 
here and speak, and I think I will keep them from getting the 
school hall. I can do it.” I said, “Do not do that 
not the American spirit. Let them speak. Let them have their 
say. Let them publish their notices or statements in the 
papers. Do not do that. They are doing that kind of thing. 
That is not Americanism. That is Romanism.” Yet they talk 
about me being intolerant when I undertake to tell the truth 
on them, and there is not one of them living that can dispute 
my statements. I am quoting from the written word. Let 
them dispute what Premier Herriot said. 

He charged that the Pope was trying to build up a political 
party in every country; he charged that he was 
with politics in France 
States? 


That is 





interfering 
Now, what is he doing in the United 
I told the Senate the other day that on September 10, 
1924, the Pope said that it was not only his right but his duty 
to advise Catholics how to vote. If that were 
Protestants there would be a howl that would go up in this 
country, but somehow they have got some people hypnotized 
and they will not come out and speak the truth against them. 
Their last effort is to suppress free speech in this body. 
Listen to the first amendment to the Constitution, which reads: 


going on with 


Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion. 


I read the other day from the Church and State Book, writ- 
ten by a Roman Catholic, president of a university, in which it 
was set out that as soon as they are strong enough they would 
establish a Catholic state. Then they said, “ We will cause the 
Protestants ""—that is the substance of it—* to their 
propaganda, and we can use proscriptive measures upon them.” 
Then it asked, “ What can they—the Protestants—do against 
a Catholic state?” Yet the Constitution provides that Con 
gress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion 
So they are violating that. The Constitution further forbids 
the making of any law prohibiting the free exercise thereof! 

We are not trying to interfere with them: we want them to 
exercise their religion and to worship as they please; but | 
am fighting their political activities. Take Priest Euto of 
my State, writing this article showing that the Catholic ¢ 
is meddling in Government affairs in my State to “ prevent this 
man’s return.” So they are violating that provision 

The Constitution forbids us to abridge free speech They 
tried to do that in my tour of some of the States list spring 
and summer. Now they are setting up a howl here to prevent 
free speech in this body. It is also forbidden to abridge the 
right of people peaceably to assemble. They tried tu do that at 
a few places; and at three or four places they told the people 
that if I spoke in a public hall in the city they would disturb 
the meeting and not permit me to speak. So they 
that provision of the first amendmeltit to the 
United States 

What else? The Washington News had a very 
in some respects written about me by a very clever young man 
the other day, but he got his facts mixed up. He said, among 
other things, that I had been twice elected to the Senate on the 
He is entirely mistaken and be misunderstood 
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nice article 
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the facts. I told him that in 1920 one of the candidates against 
me for the Senate attacked me. I said, “That was not the 
first time that gentleman and I have disagreed.” I said, “ They 
had a bill before the legislature requiring inspection of all 
schools in the State, and I had stated that the bill ought to 
pass; treat them all alike; inspect Catholic, Jewish, and 
Protestant schools,” and I said, “What do you suppose hap- 
pened? They made a fight that the Catholic schools be exempt 
and not subject to the law providing for State inspection.” 
There is another instance of putting Rome above the civil gov- 
ernment of this country. I said, “ What excuse is there for 
exempting a Roman Catholic school? Treat them all alike. Is 
there anything unfair in that?” Well, what do you suppose 
happened to me? Every Roman Catholic in the State voted 
against me for taking that stand. 

What were they punishing me for—some political offense? 
No; but because I dared to say we ought to inspect their schools 
just as we inspec, Protestant schools and Jewish schools. They 
voied against me in 1920, but I carried 55 counties out of 67. 

Then in 1924 I had no opposition at all; the question was 
never mentioned, and played but a very small part in the first 
campaign. So, Mr. President, the people of my State know that 
when I take a position in this body I am right on it; they at 
least know that I think I am right, and that I am willing to take 
the consequences whatever they may be for me in this body 
or back in the State. I do not ask any of my enemies to do 
differently. Those who oppose me here have got a right to take 
their stand, and I have got a right to take mine 

Here is what the Birmingham Age-Herald and News say. I 
knew if they found an opportunity to tell a falsehood they would 
tell it. Talking about the conference the Democrats held, those 
papers stated : 


The Alabamian gained the floor of the Senate Thursday afternoon 


nnd threw a charge of cowardice against those who he said had passed 
on the question during his absence, 


I never did anything of the sort. I criticized the Senator 
from Arkunsas [Mr. Rosinson] for having the matter come up 
in my absence; but as to the other Senators, I said they could 
not do anything else when the question was put up to indorse 
his past leadership than to do it; that I indorsed it myself in 
the main. Now, that newspaper has twisted out of that the 
statement that [I denounced my friends who voted to express 
confidence in the Senator from Arkansas and in his leadership 
in the past as cowards and scoundrels. Nothing of that kind 
ever happened. 

Here is another extract from the Montgomery Advertiser: 

Finally, and not the least in importance, the Advertiser regards 
this as an especially happy moment to announce its choice of Governor 
Smith. Speaking for itself, the Advertiser is glad to present this decla- 
ration as its conception of an appropriate answer on the part of 
Alabama Democrats to Senator J. Tuomas Her.in’s fanatical outburst 
in the United States Senate two days ago. 


Mr. President, I am withing for that miserable old hoary- 
headed hypocrite to state its position; but when it claims the 
right to speak for Democrats I draw the line. That old sheet 
sold out in 1896, bolted the Democratic Party, and supported 
Palmer and Buckner, two old graveyard candidates for President 
and Vice President. I know the record of these poltroons. It 
is my business to know it. They are on one side and I am on 
the other; and regarding them I follow the Scripture, which 
says: 

Come ye out from among them and be ye separate from them. 


And when I am that way with them I know that I am on 
the Lord's side [laughter], because He has not got any use for 
that bunch, and whenever they shall come to final judgment I 
know whut will be said to them: “ Depart from me you workers 
of iniquity ; I never knew you.” [Laughter.] That is just what 
is going to happen. 

Let me remind the Senate that Senator John Sharp Williams, 
of Mississippi, made one of the most insulting speeches ever 
made in this body. He insulted net only the Senate itself but 
the people of the States who selected the Senators.when he 
stood in this body and said; 


1 had rather be a dog and bay the moon than to be a Senator in 
this present day. 


Do you think any of these squirrel heads in the press gallery 
made any reference to that? [Laughter.] Why, they thought 
it was the funniest thing in the world. He reflected on every 
Senator here when he said it—able strong men. He reflected 
on the States who sent them here when he said he would rather 
change his form from a human being to a dog and bark at the 
moon in the night time than to oceupy a place in the greatest 
law-making body in the world. They never said anything 
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about that; they just laughed and said it was funny, a very 
nice piece of wit and humor. But when I, figuratively speak- 
ing and in fun, said to the Senator from Arkansas that they 
would tar and feather him in Arkansas and Alabama one of 
them overjoyed at an opportunity to misrepresent and injure 
me exclaimed: “There it is; Jesus Christ! Let’s dig him on 
that.” And they jumped on it, and it floated down into my 
State, and there sat the owners and editors of these newspapers 
with their mouths open like a hungry dog ready to catch a 
bone. So they seized on it and put it across the front page; 
and Victor Hanson, the editor of the Birmingham News—poor 
knock-kneed, pudding-headed Victor—commenced to send tele- 
grams over the State, I am told, to various people asking, 
“If Senator Roprnson should speak in your town, would he be 
tarred and feathered?’ 

What do you think of that, Senators? That is the bunch that 
is for Al Smith in my State. I do not think Hanson has come 
out as yet; he has been trying to stay behind the screen for the 
present making out he is for Qwen D. Young. They do not 
know yet exactly what to do, but when I get down there I will 
bring them into the open and the Democrats of the State will 
attend to them. I will expose them. I have done it before 
and the people have stood by me. We passed a resolution de- 
nouncing Vieter Hanson’s newspapers at Birmingham in the 
city auditorium. There were 7,000 people there, and everyone 
but 5 stood up in favor of the resolution denouncing it as 
dishonest, cowardly, and contemptible. That is the bunch, 
headed by a poor, miserable wretch, wiring to various persons 
in Alabama to know if Senator Ropinson should come and 
speak would they tar and feather him, and many of the persons 
to whom the telegram had been sent perliaps had never seen 
the newspaper in which I was charged with that statement. 

They are carrying on a deceptive and villainous campaign 
such as that about a remark of mine made figuratively and 
in fun. I am accumulating the facts, and when I get down 
there I will have some fun out of these gentlemen, I am look- 
ing up some things now about their record and connections 
that I think I will give you an opportunity to understand more 
clearly later on. 

Mr. President, what I said was a mild-mannered utterance, a 
May morning zephyr compared to a colloquy between John J. 
Ingalls and Senator Voorhees, of Indiana. Let me read it to 
you: 

Mr. INGALLS, Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to ask him 
whether the soldiers of Indiana did not threaten to hang him with a 
bell rope on a train between Newcastle and Terre Haute after he made 
that Lincoln dog speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Voorueps. Mr. President, the Senator is a great liar when he 
intimates such a thing—a great liar and a dirty dog. 


The Presiding Officer said “Order! Order!” But that is 
all he did. 
Then Voorhees continued: 


Such a thing never occurred in the world. That is all the answer I 
have to make 


Mr. President, there are some stirring incidents here in which 
Senator Morgan, of Alabama, had a part; and he used some 
pretty bitter language to Senator Edmunds, of Vermont, and 
other Senators, Senators have misunderstandings. One day 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. GLAss] and I were having a 
debate here about the Federal reserve system, and the Senator 
did not understand one of my statements, and rose and said 
that I had made a false statement, and I said that the Senator 
himself had made the false statement—nsing an uglier word, 
We both violated the rules. The Senator from Georgia, Mr. 
Watson, suggested that we both be seated and asked to strike 
out of the Recorp what both of us said; and Senator Grass 
said he did not know that I had said exactly what I had, and 
if he had he would not have said what he did; and then I said 
if he had not said what he did I would not have said what I 
did [laughter], and the thing was dropped. 

Those things happen often here and in the House; but these 
miserable, contemptible curs who sent out statements like that, 
that I seriously said that the Senator from Arkansas would be 
tarred and feathered, knew they were falsifying the situation, 
and they were telling something that was not true. 

I repeat what I said, that I laughed, the Senator from 
Arkansas laughed, Senators all around laughed, and the occu- 
pants of the galleries laughed. They showed that they took it 
as a facetious remark, made in retort, in running debate; and 
yet these people took that up to seize an opportunity to give the 
Montgomery Advertiser—hoary-headed old sinner—and other 
papers a chance to come out for Al Smith. 

Well, I am glad I got them to break the ice thus early. It 
will give me a longer time to operate on them. They are not 





obey! 
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going to carry Alabama. Alabama is not going for Al Smith; 
neither is any other Southern State, unless it be Louisiana 
This country is not going to vote for a Tammanyite, a “ wet” 
candidate from New York, who has nullified the Constitution 
of his country by appreving an act which left New York asid 
and withdrew support of the eighteenth amendment. 

Think about the great moral forces of this Nation getting 
behind that candidate with the record he has. No! I would 
be against him if he only came from Tammany and was a 
‘wet’ and a nullifier, without his being a Roman Catholic 
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but, speaking for myself, knowing the program they have for | 


the present and their history of the past, with Mexico on the 
program for war and annexation, and Nicaragua Catholic-ruled 
by the force of American bayonets, I would vote against him 
because he is a Roman Catholic, on top of those other things. 

I am speaking for myself. Tammany, denounced by Cleve- 
land and- Wilson; a wringing “ wet,” condemned by the 
moral forces of the Nation; a nullifier, condemned by patriotic 
people the country over; and a Roman Catholic, with war 
threatening in Mexico, war already in progress in Nicaragua, 


where we are fighting to hold a Roman Catholic in the office of | 


president who never has been elected to it 
those grounds. 

That is my position. 

What else? 

Let me tell you something of the political history of this 
man. I saw his group at the convention in New York in 
1924, when my party had made a good fight in the months 
preceding it. I had done the best I could here. We were 
united, better than we have been in a long time. We presented 
almost a solid front. We marched over to that convention 
when it looked like Democratic victory was in sight. I spoke 
to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Watson] before I left, out yonder in front of the 
Senate Office Building, and the contest between the two par- 


I oppose him ou all 


There is no quibbling about that. 


ties seemed so close that both of them remarked, “It is going | 


to be a horse race this time.’ They knew the situation. 
knew, with the Harding administration reeking with scan- 
dal, with Cabinet officers dragged out of their places, three 
or four of them, exposed and lashed by the Democratic 
Party in the Senate, the country was ready to indorse and 
take advantage of our leadership and ready to put us in 
office to clean house at the Capital; and Alfred Smith and 
his group appeared on the scene, and they struck down that 
party hope and destroyed it on the floor of the convention— 
about what? About a religious question. 

The Roman Catholics raised the issue that the Ku-Klux Klan, 
a secret Protestant organization, had to be denounced by the 
Democratic National Convention. Just think of it. Good men 
and women on every hand said, “It has no place in this con- 
vention.” The Al Smith bunch wanted something to fight on. 
They hung on to it. 
a majority of the convention, 
his flanks until they finally dragged him down. 
that convention so long that McAdoo’s friends advised him to 
get out of the way. They had done their dirty work. They 
had killed the political chances of my party; and when the 


convention refused to denounce the Klan, Al Smith’s Roman | 


Catholic political machine gathered about John W. Davis and 
got him to repudiate it, in spite of the action of the National 
Democratic Convention. Four States were lost by that act, 
without considering the losses already caused by their perform- 
ance in the convention. Al Smith was the candidate they flung 
in there to kill off McAdoo. They succeeded, and killed the hope 
of the Democratic Party. Then talk to me about remaining 
silent, with this product of Tammany coming out to be the 
leader of the National Democracy, with this wringing-wet can- 
didate to lead us as a candidate for President, with this nulli- 
fier, with the Roman Catholic machine defying the army of 
Democracy and saying, “ You have got to nominate him be- 
cause he is a Catholic ’—it is without a parallel in history and 
ought to be rebuked. 

The Methodist Church 
Church does not say it. 
that. 
Lutheran Church, none of the great Protestant branches, say 
that. The Roman Catholic Church is the only church that says 
it: “ You have got to nominate him because he is a Catholic. 
If you do not nominate him, it will be because he is a Catholic.” 

Well, there are enough things to defeat his nomination with- 


does not say that. The Baptist 
The Presbyterian Church does not say 


They | 


McAdoo, a Protestant, was the choice of | 
The Smith crowd hung on to |} 
They held | 


The Christian Science Church does not say that. The 


out him being a Catholic; but, being a Catholic, when they are | 


still seeking to involve us in war, and with war still threaten- 
ing, it is enough to cause us to say, “Not at this time, Mr. 
Smith, if you please.” 

Now, let me show you what is going on. 





I hold here an editorial from the Irish Catholic World. 
Here itis Listen to it! An editorial: 

Will the Democratic Party nmit suicid 

And then they set out, in a column and a half. that we are 
about to reject Al Smith because he is a Catholic, and if we 
do they threaten to destroy the party Listet 

What answer will be returned to the un-Amé i id un-Democratie 
demand should the Democratic Nation Convention inmindful of the 
Constitution of the United States or the teachings of Jefferson or the 
radiiions of the Democratic Party, yield to the f x 
There will be such a thinning of the Democratic ranks t t nothing 


will be left of the Party but a mere skeleton 


Democrati 


There is your threat. If we do not nominate him they are 
going to vote for some other ticket and beat whoever we nomi 
nate. Is there anything new in that? What did they do in 
1916? One of the greatest men who ever graced the White 
House, Woodrow Wilson, was a candidate for reelection, living 
up there in New Jersey, with New York, his sister State, just 
across the river right alongside of him. What did this Tam 
many bunch do? What did this Al Smith group do? They 
sought to destroy him politically. They did not support him 
They opposed him. They beat him in New York. They beat 
him in New Jersey, his own home State. That is the kind of 
Democrats they are; but they could not defeat him. He was 
elected by the people of the South and the West uniting. That 
is what we can do this time if this side will wake up to its 
opportunity and get out from that eastern bunch that betrayed 
the party in 1916. 

And in 1924 they voted against John W. Davis after he had 
complied with every request they made of him. He went out 
by himself, all alone, after the convention had adjourned, and 
he had no authority under the sun to do it, and denounced the 
Ku-Klux Klan because that crowd wanted him to do it. They 
insisted on having it done in the convention, The convention 
refused. Therefore the action of the convention was binding 
on them if they were Democrats. They violated the action of 
the convention, and got the nominee te do it by himself, and 
then turned their backs on him, shoved him in the stream, and 
went back and voted for Coolidge. 

Then some people wonder why so many Democrats all over 
the country are crying out against the nomination of Al Smith 
and suying they can not vote for him if he is nominated. I am 
getting letters from the best Democrats in the country, men 
and women, saying they will not vote for him if he is nomi 
nated. It would be the hardest political fight the South ever 
had to carry such a burden in the face of this man’s record. 

Now, I want to make another criticism of Al Smith. He is 
not a national figure. I heard him speak in that convention at 
New York. Before that time I had the impression that he was 
a big, strong man. He speaks like a ward heeler. He has not 
and, I think, can not visualize and grasp the broad national 
situation. He has a kind of aggressiveness; he knows how to 
pat people on the back and shake hands, but he is in no sense 
a big, broad-minded statesman. He does not measure up to the 
stature of a man that should be President of the United States; 
but certain whisky interests and brewery interests and the 
Roman Catholic political machine, who call themselves Demo 
crats when it suits their purpose, with Tammany back of it 
all, have decided that they are going to come out now and say, 
‘You are against him because he is a Roman Catholic: and if 
you do not nominate him we are going to bolt the party.” 

Well, some say if be is nominated half the Democrats wil! 
decline to support him. We ought not to permit anybody's can- 
didacy to destroy the Democratic Party. You ask any southern 
Senator here how the people at home talked about this matter 
before they came on to Washington, and they will! tell you that 
on the streets in groups, everywhere, they said: “If Smith is 
nominated we will vote the Republican ticket.” And, Mr. 
President, when a southern Democrat says that, it means a 
heap. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, I have in my hand a newspaper article 
that I want to read. It appears as an advertisement in the 
Washington Post. The crooks are paying to have their attacks 
reprinted here at the Capital. This one is signed by Paul Block, 
of Pittsburgh, the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, the Newark Star- 
Eagle, and the Toledo Blade. He has an advertisement in the 
Post in which he said: 


The action of the Democratic conference meant the utter repudiation 
of Heflin. 


I will tell you who he is in a minute. You know, I know a 
good many of these crooks. I have to keep up with them in a 
way to keep them from stealing the Capitol. Here is what the 
New York Evening World said to-day: 
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Rebuke to Her.in regarded as spineless. 


Here is what Robert Barry, the author of this article, a 
Roman Catholic, said: 


Democratic Sé@hators having the most bitter resentment against 
IIEPLIN declared to-day they were obliged to admit he was correct 
in that contention, to wit, that the Democratic conference had: acted 
cravelly and cowardly in side-stepping the real issue raised by the 
Robinson-Heflin controversy. 


I did not say anything of the kind, I did not say they acted 
cowardly and cravenly. He is saying that himself. On the 
contrary, I did say they could not do otherwise on the resolu- 
tion that was adopted. It made no reference to me. But I said 
qpen, and I assert now, that it was understood in that con- 

erence—and I was not present—when the resolution was passed 

that this resolution “in no way reflected on Senator HEFLIN, 
und in no way referred to the colloquy between the Senator 
from Arkansas” and myself; it just expressed confidence in 
his leadership in the past. They left our debate in the Senate 
out of it, set it aside, and it has in no way been acted on by 
the Democratic Senators. Democratic Senators present have 
assured me that it was distinctly understood before the resolu- 
tion was adopted that the action of the conference was in ne 
wuy to be construed as a criticism or reflection on me. At 
the conclusion of the conference Senator Srmmmons asked 
Senator Rosinson about remaining on the committee investigat- 
ing the Hearst scandal, if he and the committee intended to 
make a thorough investigation and go after the scoundrels who 
perpetrated this thing, and properly denounce them, and the 
Nenator said he would. So the New York Evening World’s 
statement is untrue in saying that I abused the Senate con- 
ference of Democrats. 

Mr. President, I do not intend, if I can help it, to permit 
these papers to mislead and deceive the people. My enemies 
are undertaking to make it appear that my Democratic col- 
leagues rebuked me for my speech, when I denounced the 
Hearst-Catholic-Mexican scandal, and defending myself against 
the most slanderous charges ever brought against a United 
States Senator in the history of this body. They took the 
position that I had a right to speak in my own way about the 
matter, and that the Senator-from Arkansas had a right to 
speak about what he pleased, and there is no disagreement 
between us on that, so far as I know. I am willing for 
him to do that, and I will continue to do the same thing, regard- 
less of what any Senator's opinion here may be. But I do 
not intend that these newspapers shall spread the impression 
over the country that the Democrats of this body have re- 
buked me and criticized me in their action for my position 
on this floor the other day, It is not so. I have a right, as 
a Senator from Alabama, to speak about what I please without 
asking any particular Senator in this body. I have not asked 
before, and I will not de it now or hereafter. I will continue 
to pursue the course which I think is right and proper. 

Now, I will tell you about this man Block, who advertised 
his attack in the Washington Post. As soon as I saw it I 
said, “ They have got him somehow.” And I remembered that 
when I was in Pittsburgh speaking, some Protestant preachers 
told me that the Roman Catholics, bishops and priests, at- 
tacked the Protestant churches generally, in the newspapers 
they printed a page in the Pittsburgh papers excoriating the 
Protestants, and then the Protestant preachers got together, 
various Protestant denominations, and prepared an answer, 
and went down to get the newspapers in Pittsburgh to print it. 
They said, “No; we are not going to engage in a religious 
controversy.” We said, “You have started it. You printed 
the attack on us. We had not said anything, and now we are 
answering their attack. We have a right to answer. We have 
been assailed, Print our answer and then drop it. Both sides 
will have been heard.” What do you suppose they said? 
They answered, “ No; we will not do it.” Then the Protestant 
ministers said, “All right, we will put it in as an advertise- 
ment.” And these Pittsburgh papers refused to print it when 
the Protestant preachers offered to pay for it. Block is one 
of the scoundrels that owns one of those Pittsburgh papers, 
that group that printed an indictment by the Catholics against 
the Protestants, and refused the Protestant people the oppor- 
tunity to reply when they offered to pay for it. That is the 
bunch that is after me. 

Now I want to refer again to the editor of the Birmingham 
News, Victor Hanson, the same little fellow that I told you 
Was sending telegrams out over Alabama to the mayors say- 
ing, “If Senator Roginson should speak in your town, would 
he be tarred and feathered?” How ridiculous! Of course they 
would wire back, “ No, he would not be tarred and feathered.” 
1 said here that he would not be; that I said what I did in a 
figurative way. I am going to show you what this paper, in 
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its better and brighter days, said about me. Before reading 
that, however, I want to refer to the New York World, whose 
Roman Catholic editors take so much pleasure in digging me 
nowadays. The New York World of September 26, 1917: 


Having in mind nothing but the honor of the House of Representa- 
tives, most Americans will wonder why Mr, Hpriin of Alabama had 
no support when he was making a plain case against the Kaiser's 
apologists in that body. 


Selah! Some of you Bible readers know what that means. 
This is from the Birmingham News of September 28, 1917: 


That canard— 
Papers were attacking me then as they are now— 


whether published through studied design to misrepresent the Presi- 
dent, or through carelessness of some reporter, is answered by the 
Chief Executive himself, Woodrow Wilson. 


God bless his memory! 


From the outset Mr. Herrin has earned the friendship and esteem 
of the President by reason of his tntense Americanism and unfalter- 
ing support of every American measure, 


I put that up against the attacks of the venal and corrupt 
newspapers that are attacking me to-day. 

This statement from the President— 

Listen! This is from the Birmingham News— 
will be gratifying to the friends of Congressman HEFLIN— 

I was in the House at that time— 


whose worst fault, if it may be called a fault, is that he is candid 
to the point of fearlessness. All through those months antedating 
the war, and even after that declaration, there were congressional 
speeches attacking the methods of the administration, speeches with 
double meaning, delicate turning and twisting of sentences, that 
might have been attributed to Germanic influence. Through all that 
mélée of strange tongues TOM Her.Lin, of Alabama, was at the fore- 
front of the fighting in defense of clean, outspoken, thoroughgoing 
Americanism, 

If that specter still lingers in the corridors of the Capitol, if there 
are any lurkers back of curtains trying to influence Members of Con- 
gress, if there is any secret propaganda not revealed to the clear 
light of day, let us not, like Hamlet, run the curtains through with 
a sword, but let the hideous thing be drawn out from its hiding, 
where the American people may see its visage. 


And, Mr. President, I am doing some of that drawing out 
from behind the curtain here to-day. Continuing the Birming- 
ham News said: 


If all our Congressmen were as thoroughgoing and true blue as 
HEFLIN, there would be no suspicions, there would not have been any 
delay in perfecting the Army and Navy machine. 


They abuse me now, but they complimented me then 

Mr. President, I appeal from Philip drunk to Philip sober. 
Yes; they criticize and condemn me now, under the influence 
of the Al Smith régime, but they complimented me when I was 
fighting an important battle by myself and had the approval 
of the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy Woodrow 
Wilson. 

When the House was drifting, just before the war program 
got well under way there were speeches being made that an- 
noyed the President, when some Members seemed to be trying 
to delay the passage of the war measures. Our boys were speed- 
ing on to France, I got up and said the time had come to close 
ranks, and I said that anybody who attacked the program after 
we had become an ally with England and France and Belgium 
was giving aid and comfort to the enemy. I had a personal 
difficulty with one of the Members of the House. I was doing 
what I thought was right. The President of the United States 
approved my position, and this paper in Alabama approved it, 
I succeeded in silencing the opposition to the program to supply 
our boys with food and arms. Here is one from the Brooklyn 
Daily Eagle. They also have been digging me recently: 


HEFLIN is always regular in his Democracy, and the same can be said 
of his Americanism. 


Here is one from the Baltimore Sun. The editor of that 
paper was hired to write a mean article in some magazine at- 
tacking me last fall. He said that I was sick. That was a sug- 
gestion from his Jesuit friends. They will have letters written 
to you and about you saying you are sick. They want to plant 
the thought in your mind that you are a sick man. This is a 
part of their Jesuitical mental process program. So they fell 
upon an easy mark and got the editor of the Baltimore Sun to 
write an article in one of the magazines, and paid him well for 
it. It was a villainous thing. Such as you would expect from a 
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hired villain. But here is what the editorial page of the Balti 
1917 


more Sun said about me in 191% 
Mr. Her in is the « y mar n either h of Co sw » had t 
courage to sav wh the itrv in general s been king Is | t 
rebuked becau s had the manhood to indict 1 men who 
have been hindering and rassing t r untry, who rN ' 
tically aiding and abetting t lious eff s ( man 
rutors, to embarrass 1am st tion and cl! { i ‘ ! 
untiwar sentiment ? 
Such a verdict against Americanism and in favor f th ikewarm 
ned t isa ff ed w 1 fresh | » t nous sed mn 
whicl we iV ! I Vv 5 mY l is } itts tl l l 
States It nvbody i to be ens i it ! t Mr. H&eFLIN 
Senators, you must pardon me for reading these eulogistie 


things about myself, but it is the only way that you would 
ever know anything about them, because you would not get 
them in the newspapers Many of the newspapers would mot 
publish what I am saying here to-day. Little by little and bit 
by bit they are shutting out the things that give the truth to 
the people about the activities of the Roman Catholic political 
machine Mark my prediction, if this thing continues and 
progresses as it has for the last five years, the time will come 
ins'de of 10 years when you can not even get a Protestant 
paper to print an advertisement that vou would pay for which 
contains an attack on the dangerous activities of the Roman 
Catholic machine in the United States 

That political machine worms itself into business That 
political machine is always on guard when a Catholic is put 
up for office. It is one of the principles of the Catholic Church 
that when a Catholic is a candidate, Catholics should vote for 
him regardless of what he stands for. I quoted that in my 
speeches here last winter in January or February. They have 
wnother provision that no law denounced by the Pope has 
any binding effect upon Catholics.” I am giving you the facts 
Instead of these papers misrepresenting me and lying about me, 
let them tell the truth and answer my arguments I am an 
American. If I know my own heart, I am trying to serve 
mv country and I intend to do it 

[I do not know what certain Senators had in mind the othe 
day, but it did not work, and it will not work. I do not 
charge any conniving, but the day the Senator from Arkansas 
{Mr. Ropinson| made his speech assailing me, the Senator 
from Montana |Mr. WatsH] had asked the Presiding Office 
to recognize him immediately after Senator Rosprnson had 
finished. 


[ was being assailed | 


by Senator RosBinson and certainly 


under all the rules of fair play and justice I had the right to | 


rise and reply. The Senator from Montana had gotten an 
agreement to be recognized and therefore I would have been 
shut off and would not have had a chance to reply 

This morning when the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce] 
got the floor under the conditions which he did, it looked 
shady and exceedingly bad. I had given notice and he was 
told about it that Lt would speak at that time. Let him say 
what he wants to say in his own way. 1 will not object to 
that. I want to say for myself that if a Senator makes the 
announcement that he is going to speak and I happen to get 
the floor ahead of him I will yield to him. No one will ever 
eatch me violating that custom. I respect it. This is the first 
time I have ever seen the custom broken, and it was broken by 
the Senator from Maryland, who has no sympathy at all with 
the position I take against the dangerous activities of the 
Roman Catholic political machine. We had some sharp words 
in debate here last winter about it and will probable have some 
more. 

His conduct looks strange to me, Senators. The truth about 
these things is going in the Recorp. They are going into 
Maryland, they are going into Alabama, they are going into 
all the States, and after a while somebody is going to write 
to their Senators, and ask them where they were when they 
were trying to keep Senator Heriin from speaking on this 
matter and telling truths that nobody could dispute. Some 
body will be doing that somewhere along the way. 

I wanted to read a stutement from the Delaware Fxpress 
Listen to this. This paper is all right now. But they will 
attack it. I am going to make inquiry a year from now, if I 
am living, as to how it stands then. This is from the Delaware 
Express of January 6, 1928: 

Premature The American people May and they may not some tim: 
modify or repeal the eighteenth amendment to their Constitution, but 
whatever action they may or may not take in this regard will be of 
their own volition and wholly independent of the orders of the Vatican 
Most Americans will resent the advice given them by the Osservatore 
Romano, the official organ and mouthpiece of the Roman heirarchy at 
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\ W 1 New \ Dav { sia that 
{ it pts to enfor I 1 in A u $ 
t say dang is t W l ’ T) 
Expr s 10f thos V l ‘ rel " 
s that such t 1 ~ 
les — mpt is ‘ ! Neitl | i th 
( gress jis vet I i t the Le gre ‘ ‘ Vi ke our 
l ins » th witl i 1 without 
I t three American n ers - nay 
I Ilvising the |] aj tv that Whi 
Hl i the ¢ gress v { e adv ( 
Ro 
Yet Senators get up here and tell how I have injected the 
religious issue When I uassail the political activities of the 


Roman Catholic Church I am lectured! As Premier Herriot, of 
France, said, “ They are forming a Catholic party in France, 
and the Pope has congratulated them.” The Premier announced 
that France would not take orders from the Pope, that France 
is a free country independent of the Vatican he ire med 
dling with affairs over here, and the Pope claims that they 
have a right to advise Catholics how to vote, and here they 
ire vetting into American politics and saying that we ought to 
repent the eighteenth amendment. That is a suggestion to the 
Roman Catholic crowd. Why can not this thing be talked about 
without them becoming so sensitive? Religious freedom is a 
dear thing in this country 

lL believe in it with all my heart I would not prevent the 
Catholic from worshiping us he pleases. I want every one to 
worship as he pleases, but [ am going to continue to fight the 
Roman political activities of the Roman Catholie political ma- 
chine hiding behind the sereen of that church. Let them fight 
in politics like other people tight When we say, “John Jones 
is 2 candidate: Billy Johnson is a candidate; Henry White is 
a candidate,” they get up and say * So-and-so is a candidate and 
he is a Roman Catholic, so we are for him,” Find one that is 
not. Now they stand up and tell us if we do not nominate Al 
Smith we are failing to do it because he is a Catholic and they, 
as Catholics, because of that, will bolt the Democratic Party 
Then they will say that my speeches may drive them out of the 
Democratic Party They are already out They have a Roman 
Catholic party and there is also a Democratic Party and a 
Republican Party. Why not tell the truth about it? Were 
they Democrats when they were trying to beat Wilson in 1916 
because he would not go to war with Mexico for the Catholic 
Church? Were they Democrats when they turned against John 
W. Davis and violated the expres hoice of the convention, 
and then turned and voted for Coolidge? Were they Demo- 
crats in that corrupt old Tammany machine when they helped 
to beat a Democrat? Then they come here and say “ Here is 
our candidiute. Take him or we will bolt the party and the 
party will commit suicide if it does not nominate the Roman 
Catholic candidate.” 


| Mr. President, another word and I have finished—for to-day 


{| Laughter. | 

I have probably three or four hundred telegrams over in 
my office commending my course. Here are a few that come in 
this morning, and my secretary has just brought them over to 


me l am going to read just a few Here is one from 
Dothan, Ala.: 

| Ileartily indorse your movements We as a party are ack of you 
to a man Enjoyed your speech you gave in ou ent a Anniston 


[ spoke up there last September. 


We will stump the State for your reeleciion whenever it becomes 
necessiry to ce it We are bhoosting for y« Havine creat mes g 
here 

EVANGBLI I J. Dans inp Parry 


Mr. President, he is one of the greatest evangelists in the 
country. He is a close second to Billy Sunday. 
Here is one from Lineviile, Ala.: 
Give them all you have, Our people are wit ou heart and soul 
J W TONES, 
Vayor, 
Oo. W. Yates, 
Pre dent Chamber of Commerce 
That is one of the answers that Hanson got when he wanted 
to know if anybody would be tarred and feathered They 
| knew that what I said was in fun 
Here is one from Birmingham: 


Ilearty congratulations on brave stand taken against alcohol and 
company Thank God the South has one 100 per cent Senator who has 
the backbone to teil aleohol and his Catholic bunch where to head in 


i P. M. Lapp 
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Here is one from Foley, Ala.: 


Regardless of the comments and threats of the Roman-controlled 
liquor-ruled press of Alabama or the Rome and rum soaked mayors 
or corkscrew politicians, rest assured that every clean, Christian 
American citizen in Alabama loves you for your brave stand for 
America and her institutions, and our hearts are beating in one grand 
harmonious union, in the words of that great hymn, “ Onward, Chris- 
tian Soldiers.” 


Here is another one from Ashland, Ky.: 


We, the members of the Tri-State Civic Association of Ohio, Kentucky, 
and West Virginia, commend you for your stand in the year past on the 
American question and give to you and your associates much credit for 
maintaining a peaceful condition between the Government of the United 
States and the Government of Mexico. We most heartily indorse your 
stand as that of being against the candidacy of Al Smith for President 
of the United States on the Democratic or any other ticket, and hereby 
extend to you our most hearty support in prevention of the same. 

W. G. Beck. 


Here is another one from Houston, Tex.: 


Congratulations on your great fight to keep out of office those men 
who would tear down some of our good laws. Be not disturbed by 
hostile press. Untlinchingly fight for what is right. You shall have 
our prayers and hearty support. Keep up this great, glorious, com- 
mendable fight. We are with you. 

TABERNACLE Baptist CHURCH, 
Houston, Ter. 


Here is another one from Birmingham, Ala.: 


I have in my possession a letter received from the home State of 
Senator Ropinson expressing the hope that Senator Her in, of Alabama, 
should be nominated for President of the United States— 


Mr. President, I would accept the nomination! [Laughter.] 


and we believe there are enough voters who feel the same way to-day 
to elect you. 
Yours truly, 
SALLig O. Cooper. 


She must be a very intelligent woman. [Laughter.] 

Here is one from my home town, where I went to read law 
in 1892. Before I had been in that town a year the people 
elected me mayor. I appreciate that almost as much as any 
office I ever held. I was just a young lawyer starting into the 
practice, but they elected me twice mayor of that town. I have 
lived there ever since: 

The Women’s Missionary Society of the Lafayette Methodist Church 
stand behind you in your policy against a wet candidate for President 
and indorse your fight to preserve peace for our country. Our prayers 
are with you. 

Mrs. Let GRIFFIN, 
President, 
Miss Berry McNAmorn, 
Corresponding Secretary. 

Here is one from Pritchard, Ala.: 

Duan Str: We, the First Baptist Church, at Pritchard, cordially in- 
dorse your stand on the floor of the Senate of recent date and want 
you to know that the sentiments of Mayor Gunter and Harry Hartwell 
are not the sentiments of the entire State. 

S. B. HArrineron, 

E. L. Cuarg, 
JONES, 
Committee. 





Here is one from Marion, Ala.: 


Stand pat, We are with you, 

J. ELENDRICK. 

And others. 

Here is one from Tuscaloosa—the University of Alabama is 
there: 

Go to it. We are with you regardiess of the whisky-soaked subsidized 
press and Roman Catholic political machine. You are making votes by 
the theusands. A fine, courageous representative, God bless you. 

Your friend, 
J. S. YERBy. 

And scores of others, 

BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 

Sir: We, ex-soldiers of. the World War, are grateful to you for your 
great speech and position and your great debate. We herewith indorse 
your policy and extend you our favor and cooperation. ‘forward, 
march! Keep up the good work! Alabama is with you. 

W. J. B. SMorHerRs, 
H. Y. YerRBy. 
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Here is one from a distinguished lady in New York: 


GREAT NORTHERN HOTEL. 
My heartfelt gratitude for your courageous, God-inspired defense of 
Americanism in the Senate te-day. Dare to be a Daniel. God is on 
the field when most invisible, keeping watch above His own. 
Kitty C, CHEATHAM, 


Mr. President, I have received probably 1,500 letters from 
various States in the Union, as well as many telegrams, com- 
mending my course. I have not had time to go through them 
all—not one-fifth of them, even. I shall want to use portions of 
them from time to time in showing how the people of the coun- 
try stand upon this question. I am going to continue my fight 
in behalf of religious freedom, in behalf of freedom of speech, 
in behalf of a free press untrammeled, in behalf of the right 
of peaceful assembly all over the country, in behalf of political 
freedom, fair and just to all, in the United States. I am not 
going to permit any political group, if I can help it, under the 
cloak of religion, to hamstring my party, to “ hog-tie” my 
party, and say that my party has got to nominate a man be- 
cause he is a Roman Catholic. It is not going to be done. 

We have got to face this issue. I thank Senators on this 
side for their support of free speech in this body. Their people 
back home will indorse them. There are but few Democrats 
here, not over six or seven, that would indorse the action of 
any Democratic Senator if he had tried to reprove or to rebuke 
me in a resolution in the conference for my stand on this floor 
and for making any sort of a speech that I wanted to make 
about questions that affected my honor, my reputation, and my 
integrity as a public man and the good of my country. I had 
a right to make the speech I made, and Democratic Senators 
said I had a right to make it. They separated the clash be- 
tween the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roprnson] and myself 
from the other matter—left it out entirely. That is the truth, 
and every newspaper hereafter that states that I was rebuked 
by a Democratic conference states that which it knows is 
absolutely false. 

I know all sorts of pressure that is going to be brought on 
Senators. 

The New York World had an editorial stating that the action 
of the Democratic conference did not amount to anything; that 
you Democrats ought to have condemned me. That is what they 
want done. I challenge them to have a Democratic conference 
rebuke me by reselution for asserting my rights as a Senator 
and defending free speech. I would demand a roll call of the 
Senators who voted on such a resolution, so that the position of 
every Senator would be known. The New York World and the 
Catholie editor who wrote that editorial can not run the Demo- 
eratic Party. Whenever a Tammabpy man, a wet Roman Cath- 
olic Constitution nullifier gets control and dictates its policies L 
will be ready to quit the Democratic Party and millions of other 
Democrats will quit with me. They are not going to make a tail 
to the Roman Catholic kite of the Democratic Party. I am 
against anything that leads in that direction. They are intoler- 
ant; they are not satisfied. I am the one they are after. They 
wanted me rebuked because I helped to break up their war pro- 
gram with Mexico. If they had had their way they would have 
had our troops baptizing the soil of Mexico with the blood of 
brave American boys in an effort to restore the Catholic Church 
to power in Mexico and the Pope’s $18,000,000 income formerly 
dragged out of Mexico every year would have been restored. 

That income has departed; it has been cut off. American 
boys would have been sent there to get that back if the Roman 
Catholic war advocates had had their way. So, I am the man 
above all men that they despise. So much did they despise me 
that they framed me in order to try to destroy me and then to 
intimidate me and frighten me into silence whenever the Roman 


Catholic political machine made its program known. They have 


not intimidated me. I will continue to fight for my country, 
for the right, and for the truth. Mr. President, I am fighting 
for religious freedom in its broadest and profoundest sense. I 
am fighting for the continued existence of the public-school 
system of America—fighting for free speech and the right of 
peaceful assembly—fighting to hold this Government true to the 
purpose of its creation; I am fighting for the birthright of every 
true American, be he Gentile or Jew, Protestant or Catholic. 
I am against an influx of unfit foreigners—the criminal refuse 
of foreign countries coming into this country. 

Let us stand by yonder flag and what it represents. As long 
as I am a member of this body, by the help of God that flag 
shall never be used in battle where American boys are to be 
killed fighting to restore the Roman Catholic Church to power 
in Mexico. 

Mr. JONES obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRUCE. Will the Senator yield to me for just about 
two minutes for the purpose of making « brief statement? 
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Mr. JONES. I will yield to the Senator when I have made | 
the request which I am about to make. 

Mr. BRUCE. I was not permitted to make the statement | 
a While ago. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that | 
when the Senate concludes its business to-day it take a recess 
until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair | 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, all I wish to say is simply this: 
I happen to have some information in regard to the case of 
the Catholic priest in Alabama mentioned by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Heriin]| who was charged with a heinous offense 
and fled from the State of Alabama. The information that 
comes to me is that it is quite generally believed that that priest 
is innocent and that he fled from the State of Alabama because, 
dominated as that Stute is by the Ku-Klux Klan influence, he 
did not believe that he could get a fair trial there. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The State is not dominated by any such 
influence. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator from Alabama stated only a few 
days ago that he himself, except in some minor respects, was 
entirely in sympathy with the principles of the Klan. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I indorse many of their principles. 

Mr. BRUCE. The Governor of Alabama, of course, is a 
klansman, and even the attorney general was a klansman until 
he became so disgusted with the general state of lawlessness 
that existed in the State that he got out of the order. At any 
rate, it is my information that there is good reason to think—of 
course, I have no personal knowledge of the matter—that 
this priest is innocent. and that he fled from the State of 
Alabama because he believed that he could not possibly under 
existing conditions get a fair trial there. So nruch for that. 

I am also informed that before application was made to the 
State court for the indictment of this priest and for extradition 
process with which to bring him back to the United States, an 
application was made to the United States district attorney for 
the State of Alabama, an application based on the same accusa- 
tion, and that the United States district attorney, after con- 
sidering the case, refused to give his support in any form 
whatsoever to an effort to get the Secretary of State of the 
United States to issue extradition process to Canada to bring 
the priest back. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BRUCE. I yield, of course, but I had thought that the 
Senator could hardly have the face to ask me to yield after 
having refused positively only a few moments ago to permit an 
interruption by me. However, I yield to him. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator consumed a half a day of my 
time before that. 

Mr. BRUCE. No; the Vice President said it was not the time 
of the Senator from Alabama, but mine. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The district attorney to whom the Senator 
refers Was a law partner of the national Republican committee- 
man from Alabama, and the national Republican committeeman 
was the lawyer in the case to keep O'Connor from coming back. 
He was in the case with Willett. He recommended the district 
attorney for his appointment and got the place for him as 
district attorney. The district attorney under his influence 
declined, after steps had been taken to bring this man back, to 
pursue it any further, but he now states that he is willing for 
the State courts to take him over and try him. The grand jury 
had indicted him. 

Mr. BRUCE. I would not like to think that even a Ku-Klux 
Klan United States district attorney in the State of Alabama 
would be so absolutely lost to a proper sense of official duty as 
to be influenced by his brother-in-law. 

Mr. HEFLIN. It was not his brother-in-law but his former 
law partner and the national committeeman who recommended 
him for his position and got it for him. 

Mr. BRUCE. Even if that be so, no man would be fit, of 
course, to be United States district attorney or fit for any 
office who would allow himself to be influenced in the discharge 
of his duty in such a criminal case as this is supposed to be 
simply because some individual had given him active support 
for his appointment. 

Those are the facts, Senators. Those are the facts, as 
brought to my attention. 

Mr, BLACK, Mr. Vresident, who gave the Senator those 
facts? 

Mr. BRUCE. Those facts were given to me by two or three | 
different individuals. 

Mr. BLACK. Does the Senator mind stating them? 

Mr. BRUCE. I do not; of course, I do not; among others, 
Father Eaton, who I have no reason to believe is any but a high- 
minded honorable, upright servant of God. 
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Mr. BLACK. Does the Senator mind stating the others? 
Mr. BRUCB. Bishop Toolen wus another. Naturally enough, 
of course, this poor priest, whether he is guilty or not, had to 


| look to his ecclesiastical superiors to see that he got some sort 


of fair treatment, and I woula have had a poor opinion of them 
if they had not done everything in their power to secure him 
a fair trial. 

The extradition process was issued on the application of the 
State authorities to Canada, and there, as I am informed, it 
has been in controversy for some time; and it still remains to 
be determined whether Canada, as I understand the matter 
will under all the circumstances of the case, honor that extra 
dition process and return the priest to this country. So you 
see the case, so far as my information goes—and, after all, it is 
of a comparatively limited character—is a very different one 
from that presented te you by the Senator from Alabama; and 
the idea of any such man as Father Eaton or Bisbop 
Loolen being capable of deliberately attempting to shield a man 
guilty of a flagitious offense from the penalties of the law is 
one that my mind, at any rate, rejects instinctively, and rejects 
with disdain. 

No! If that priest is truly guilty, so far as his ecclesiastical 
superiors are concerned he will not only be subjected to the 
penalties of the municipal law, but. in addition to those, he 
will be subjected to spiritual penalties almost, if not fully, as 
drastic. That is to say, there is, in addition to the penalties 
of municipal law, a, process of excommunication to which a 
recreant or criminal priest is subjected by his own church 

Nothing, I say, could be absolutely more indefensible than the 
suggestion that even if this man’s church had known him to be 
guilty of such an atrocious offense he would have continued in 
the discharge of his sacred functions as a priest. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, just one minute. 

Mr. JONES. I withhold the motion. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I just want to say that I have in my posses- 
sion two affidavits, one from the husband and one from the 
wife. They are both Catholics. They state under oath that 
they will swear, if given an opportunity, that this priest com- 
mitted this crime. I do not know what they have told the 
Senator from Maryland, but these are the facts. 

Mr. BRUCE. I am informed that after making those afti- 
davits, when the matter came up before the United States dis- 
trict attorney, both husband and wife backed water 

Mr. HEFLIN. No. 

Mr. BRUCE. Well, that is my information, that they both 
backwatered; in other words, they acted in such a manner as 
to throw distrust over the entire accusation 

Mr. HEFLIN. No; these affidavits were made after that 
Federal court transaction 

Mr. BRUCE. Oh, well, it may be: under Klan pressure 
doubtless they have changed their minds some two or three 
different times as to whether the man was or was not guilty. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President- 

Mr. BRUCE. Now, I could answer all that the Senator from 
Alabama has said by having inserted in the Recorp—though 
I will not do it—two recent articles, one under date of January 
7, and the other under date of January 14, published in 
Collier’s Weekly, showing the fearful conditions, so far as 
social order and administration of the law are concerned, that 
prevail in the State of Alabama at the present time. Among 
other things, in the last three years there have been no less 
than 700 lawless floggings in that Stiute, in some instances of 
old men, women, and children. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I challenge the statement. It is not so. 

Mr. BRUCE. The statement is made by a man who went 
down to the State of Alabama and accumulated his facts there. 

Mr. HEFLIN. He accumulated some falsehoods. I say it 
is not so. The Senator does not know. 

Mr. BRUCE. It may be. Recently one State’s attorney 
under the influence of the klan has withdrawn no less than 
100 indictments against some 34 men. I am not casting any 
aspersions on the good people of Alabama. There are noble 
men and women in that State. and they are fully alive to the 
significance of the bigoted crusade of the Klan as has heen 
brought to our attention through the columns of the Alabamnu 
press within the last few days: but no voice has ever been 
lifted-——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets to do so, but 
he wili have to remind Senators that a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of executive business has been made. ; 

Mr. BRUCE. I do not see why a speech should necessarily 
yield to the abuses of Republican patronage. 
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Mr. WATSON. It is pretty important, Mr. President. 

Mr. BRUCE. No doubt; but still more important is the 
question as te whether an innocent man is to be railroaded 
into jail or to the gallows. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Somebody has badly imposed on the Senator 
from Maryland about Alabama. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. JONES. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
colisideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

RECESS 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate, in accordance with the 
order heretofore made, take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously entered, took a 
recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 24, 1928, at 12 o’clock 
meridian, 


NOMINATIONS 
Beccutive nominations received by the Senate January 23, 1928 
UnNiTrep STATES District JUDGE 

Charles A. Dewey, of Iowa, to be United States district judge, 

southern district of Lowa. r 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

Seth W. Richardson, of North Dakota, to be United States 
attorney, district of North Dakota. A reappointment, his term 
having expired. 

POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 

John Hi, Nixon to be postmaster at Goshen, Ala., in place of 

J. UH. Dixon, to correct name. 
ARIZONA 

trigham Y. Peterson to be postmaster at St. Johns, Ariz., 
in place of J. W. Brown, deceased. 

Beulah Maitland to be postmaster at Buckeye, Ariz. 
became presidential July 1, 1927. 

James E. Kintner to be postmaster at Grand Canyon, Ariz., 
in place of J. E. Kintner. Ineumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 18, 1927. 


Office 


CALIFORNIA 

Frank E. Quirk to be postmaster at Rosemead, Calif. 
became presidential September 1, 1927. 

Jerome B. Frisbee to be postmaster at Lindsay, Calif., in 
place of T. TH. Faus, resigned. 

John J. Blaney to be postmaster at Weaverville, Calif., in 
place of J. J. Blaney. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
24, 1928, 

Edwin J. Thompson to be postmaster at La Jolla, Calif., in 
place of E. J. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 9, 1928. 

Charles Hofstetter to be postmaster at Harbor City, Calif., 
in place of Charles Hofstetter. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 9, 1928. 


Office 


COLORADO 

May I. Wood to be postmaster at Crawford, Colo., in place of 
W. J. Wood, deceased. 

James C. Wilson to be postmaster at Yampa, Colo., in place 
of J. C. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired August 23, 
1P26. 

Edward F. Green to be postmaster at Tungsten, Colo., in 
place of E. F. Green, Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 18, 1927. 

Charles D. Hathaway to be postmaster at Hugo, Colo., in 
place of C. D. Hathaway. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1928. 

Idamay Spurlock to be postmaster at Fairplay, Colo., in place 
of Idamay Spurlock. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
3, 1927. 

Eben H, Bebee to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, Colo., in 
place of E. H. Bebee. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
9, 192s. 

CONNECTICUT 

Albert E. Wellman to be postmaster at Torrington, Conn., in 
place of A. BE. Wellman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1928, 

James V. Golden to be postmaster at Noroton Heights, Conn., 
in place of J. V. Golden, Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
wary 22, 1928. 


——» 
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James J. Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Meriden, Conn., in 
place of J. J. Fitzpatrick. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1927, 

DELAWARE 

John F. Phillips to be postmaster at Rehoboth Beach, Del., 
in place of J. F. Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 7, 1928. 


Howard Schweitzer to be postmaster at Hartly, Del., in 
place of Howard Schweitzer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1928. 


William H. Morris to be postmaster at Greenwood, Del., in 
place of W. H. Morris. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7, 1928. 

FLORIDA 


Carrie F. Davis to be postmaster at Watertown, Fla. 
became presidential July 1, 1927. 

Frank W. Allaben to be postmaster at Fulford, Fla., in place 
of M. R. Keeley, removed. 

Thomas R. Gamble to be postmaster at Wildwood, Fla., in 
place of T. R. Gamble. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary &, 1928. 

Paul R. Whitaker to be postmaster at Monticello, Fla., in 
place of P. R. Whitaker, Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 8, 1928. 


Office 


GEORGIA 


Clive A. Renfroe to be postmaster at Lumber City, Ga., in 
place of C. A. Renfree, to correct name. 


IDAHO 


Harold P,. Gorton to be postmaster at Cascade, Idaho, in 
place of C. B. Mirgon, resigned. 


ILLINOIS 


Arthur M. Smith to be postmaster at Stockton, IL, in place 
of G. W. Menzimer, removed. 

Hugb A. H. McDonald to be postmaster at Rock Island, IL, 
in place of H. A. H. McDonald. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 7, 1928. 

Reuben D. Coffin to be postmaster at Pleasant Plains, Ill., in 
place of R. D. Coffin. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7%, 1228. 

' Robert R. Banta to be postmaster at Oquawka, IIL, in place 
of R. R. Banta. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928. 

George T. Schuler to be postmaster at Mounds, IIL, in place 
of G. T. Schuler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 
1928, 

Ulysses E. Smith to be postmaster at Metropolis, IL, in place 
of U. E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928, 

Charles N. Smith to be postmaster at Madison, Ill., in place 
of C. N. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired January 15, 
1928, 

Horace J. Boozell to be postmaster at Ipava, Ill, in place 
of H. J. Boozell. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928. 

Olive Whitworth to be postmaster at Harvel, UL, in place of 
Olive Whitworth. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928. 

Charles H. Derry to be postmaster at Greenview, IIL, in place 
of C. H. Derry. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1928. 

INDIANA 

Jesse M. Cage to be postmaster at Sharpsville, Ind., in place 
of J. M. Cage. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1928, 

Quimba O. Hollowell to be postmaster at Ridgeville, Ind., in 
place of Q. O. Hollowell. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 3, 1928. 

Perry Leavell to be postmaster at Red Key, Ind., in place of 
Perry Leavell. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 
1928. 

Roland B. Craw to be postmaster at Oxford, Ind., in place of 
R. B. Craw. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 1928. 

Leslie P, Nelson to be postmaster at Newport, Ind., in place 
of L. P. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 
1928. 

Ora Myers to be postmaster at Greenfield, Ind., in place of 
H. EB, Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 
1928. 

Herbert O. Stuteville to be postmaster at Grand View, Ind., 
in place of H. O. Stuteville. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 23, 1928. 





efmis.3 


eames 


Rane pies 











1928 CONGRESSIONAL 

Ira Craig to be postmaster at Farmland, Ind., in place of Ira 
Craig. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1928. 

Lionel A. Pratt to be postmaster at Dunkirk, Ind., in place 
of L. A. Pratt. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 
192s. 

IOWA 

Arthur F. Ogren to be postmaster at Kingsley, Iowa, in p 
of A. G. Ogren, deceased 

Edwin 8S. Watts to be postmaster at Harvey, Iowa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1927 

Chester M. Burnside to be postmaster at Waucoma, Iowa 


in place of C. M. Burnsid Incumbent’s commission expired 


December 19, 1927. 


Arthur E. Granger to be postmaster at Marion, lowa, in 
place of A. E. Granger. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu 
ary 24, 1928. 

James O, Vail to be postmaster at Garden Grove, Iowa, in 


place of J. O. Vail. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
19, 1927. 
John F. Homer to be postmaster at Dewitt, Iowa, in place of 


J. F. Homer. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 
1927. 

John C. Dow to be postmaster at College Springs, Iowa, in 
place of J. C. Dow. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7, 1928. 


KANSAS 

John M. Erp to be postmaster at Grainfield, Kans., in place of 
IK. M. Heinz, removed. 

Russel R. Bechtelheimer to be postmaster at Ulysses, Kans., in 
place of R. R. Bechtelheimer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1927. 

Earl R. Given to be postmaster at Randall, Kans., in place of 
E. R. Given. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1928. 

Cliff W. Weeks to be postmaster at Osborne, Kans., in place 
of C. W. Weeks. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1928. 

Harvey P. McFadden to be postmaster at Natoma, Kans., in 
place of H. P. McFadden. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1928. 

Elmer E. Hilton to be postmaster at Hunnewell, Kans., in 
place of E. E. Hilton. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu 
ary 24, 1928. 

Lewis S. Newell to be postmaster at Harveyville, Kans., in 
place of L. S. Newell. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
ry 22, 1928. 

George G. Griffin to be postmaster at Clearwater, Kans., in 
place of G. G. Griffin. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
ary 22, 1928. 

Harry Bb. Gailey to be postmaster at Cambridge, Kans., in 
place of H. B. Gailey. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem 
ber 18, 1927. 

Mattie L. Binkley to be postmaster at Brewster, Kans., in 
place of M. L. Binkley. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 22, 1928. 

YVertie O. Booth to be postmaster at Bird City, Kans., in place 
of VY. O. Booth. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1928. 

KENTUCKY 

Thomas J. Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Martin, Ky., in 
place of M. V. Allen, resigned. 

Henry W. Bishop to be postmaster at Falmouth, Ky., in place 
of F, W. Stith, resigned. 

Dewey Daniel to be postmaster at Hazard, Ky., in place of 
Dewey Daniel. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 
1928. 

LOUISIANA 


John R. Parker to be postmaster at Ponchatoula, La., in 
place of L. A. Wood, deceased. 

Ella A. McDowell to be postmaster at Hodge, La., in place 
of E. A. McDowell. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7, 1928. 


MAINE 
Marjorie Gatcomb to be postmaster at Vanceboro, Me., in 
place of Maybelle Medeiros, resigned, 
MARYLAND 


Napoleon T. Nelson to be postmaster at Trappe, Md., in 
place of C. V. Collison, resigned. 


Lafayette Ruark to be postmaster at Westover, Md., in place | 


of Lafayette Ruark. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
22, 1928. 

Hattie B. H. Moore to be postmaster at Marydel, Md., in 
place of H. B. H. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
wary 22, 1928. 
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Charles H. Johnson to be postmaster at Edgewood, Md., in 


place of C. H. Johnsot Incumbent'’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 7, 1928. 
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MICHIGAN 
Hugh A. McLachlan » be postmaster at Evart, Mich., in 
rt 

f W. B. Atkinso removed 

Frank J. Adams to be postmaster at Rogers City, Mich., in 
lace of F. J. Adams. IlIncumbent’s commission expired January 
I : 
3, 1928. 


Dp ace ¢ 


Edna B. Sargent to be postmaster at Levering, Mich., in place 
of Bb. B. Sargent -ncumbent’s commission expired J 
1928 


inuary 21, 


MINNESOTA 


Cline C, Barker to be postmaster at Kinney, Minn., in place 
of C. C. Parker, to correct name. 
William Peterson to be postmuster at Atwater, Minn., in place 
| of Z. V. Johnston, removed 

Ernest J. Grunst to be postmaster at Alpha, Minn., in place 
of Otto Rakness, removed 

Milton P. Mann to be postmaster at Worthington, Minn., in 
place of M. P. Mann. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1928. 

MISSISSIPPI 

William J. Stephens to be postmaster at ‘Webb, Miss., in place 
| of W. J. Stephens. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1926. 

James T. Skelton to be postmaster at Goodman, Miss., in place 
of J. T. Skelton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 
1928. 
| Susette F. 


McAlpin to be postmaster at Bolton, Miss., in 
place of S. E. McAlpin. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan 


uary 17, 1928. 


MISSOURI 


Ione C. Ritter to be postmaster at Lees Summit, Mo., in place 
of H. T. Fowlkes, resigned. 
Cornelius F. Strack to be postmaster at Wright City, Mo., in 
place of C. F, Strack. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 14, 1928. 

Harry N. Lutman to be postmaster at Versailles, Mo., in place 
of H. N. Lutman, Incumbent’s commission expired January 14 
} 1928. 
Eldridge G. Hoff to be postmaster at Stockton, Mo., in place 
of E. G. Hoff. Incumbent’s commission expired January 4, 1927. 

Elliot Marshall to be postmaster at St. Joseph, Mo., in place 
of Elliot Marshall. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
14, 1928, 

James W. Fleming to be postmaster at Parkville, Mo., in 
place of J. W. Fleming 
ary 14, 1928 

Charles E. Curtice to be postmaster at Neosho, Mo., in place 
of C. E. Curtice. Inecumbent’s commission expired January 14, 
1928 
Leslie R. Millsap to be postmaster at Mount 
| 


Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 


Vernon, Mo., in 
place of L. R. Millsap. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 14, 1928 

Ethel I. Kehr to be postmaster at Marthasville, Mo., in place 
of E. I. Kehr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 
1928, 

Benjamin H. Linhardt to be postmaster at Jefferson City, 
Mo., in place of B. H. Linhardt. Incumbent’s commission ex 
pired January 14, 1928 

Myrtle V. Duncan to be postmaster at Iberia, Mo., in place ef 


M. V. Dunean. Incumbent’s commission expired Jaiuary 21, 
1928. 

Amanda P. Renfrow to be postmaster at Humanisville, Mo., 
in place of A. P. Renfrow. Incumbent’s commis nm ¢ pired 
| January 14, 1928, 
| William E. Duff to be postmaster at Houston, Mo., in place of 

W. E. Duff. Incumbent’s commission expired Janua 14, 1928. 

William W. Shoop to be postmaster at Green ¢ . Mo., in 

place of W. W. Shoop. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 


ary 21, 1928 

Ralph E. Jolinson to be postmaster at Elmer, Mo., in place 
of R. E. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
GUN 


January 23, 


MONTANA 


Glenwood H. Corrington to be postmaster at Ryegate Mont 
in place of C. C, Peterson, removed 

uth Allen to be postmaster at Voplar, Mont., in place of 
H. C. Walker, deceased. 


} 
NEW JERSEY 
James Hamilton to be postmaster at Englishtown, N. J., in 
place of E. H. Kuebler, resigned 
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in place of C. G. Hanks. 
cember 12, 1926. 
Frank EB. Gersie to be postmaster at Clifton, N. J. 
lish office in place of branch office.) 
NEW YORK 


Violet M. Hill to be postmaster at Loomis, N. Y., in place of 
V. M. Hill. Ineumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1928. 

Earl J. Hotwes to be postmaster at Elma, N. Y. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1927. 

George L. Helfter to be postmaster at Williamsville, N. Y., in 
place of G. L. Helfter, Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
vary 8, 1928. 

Luther J, Shuttleworth to be postmaster at Springville, N. Y., 
in place of L. J. Shuttleworth. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January &, 1928. 

Charles i. Carrier to be postmaster at Sherburne, N. Y., in 
place of C. L. Carrier. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
vary &, 1928. 

Williard G. Bullion to be postmaster at Richfield Springs, 
N. Y., in place of W. G. Bullion. . Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 8, 1928. 

Lida M. Schwetz to be postmaster at Port Byron, N. Y., in 
place of L. M. Schwetz. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 8, 1928. 

William O. Cooper to be postmaster at Oxford, N. Y., in place 
of W. 0. Cooper. Incumbent’s commission expired January §8, 
1928. 

Edward Everett to be postmaster at Millerton, N. Y., in place 
of Edward Everett. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
8, 1928. 

Frank H. Burmaster to be postmaster at Irving, N. Y., in 
place of F. H. Burmaster. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1928. 

Oby J. Hoag to be postmaster at Greene, N. Y., in place of 
©. J. Hoag, Ineumbent’s commission expired February 10, 
1927. 

Hugh A. Prentice to be postmaster at Gainesville, N. Y., in 
place of H. A, Prentice. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 8, 1928. 

George H. P. Hackett to be postmaster at Ferndale, N. Y., in 
place of Anna Keegan. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep- 
tember 1, 1926. 

Herbert N. Rothenmeyer to be postmaster at Clarence, N. Y., 
in place of H. N. Rothenmeyer. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 8, 1928. 

Lewis A, Brunnemer to be postmaster at Blue Point, N. Y., in 
place of L. A. Brunnemer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 8, 1928. 

Robert C. Downey to be postmaster at Akron, N. Y., in place 
of R. C, Downey, Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 
1928. 


Incumbent’s commission expired De- 


(To estab- 


NORTH CAROLINA 

Charles E,. Zedaker to be postmaster at Red Springs, N. C., in 
place of J. C. Snoddy, jr., removed. 

Lat W. Purser to be postmaster at Vanceboro, N. C., in place 
of L. W. Purser. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1928. 

Alexander B. Berry to be postmaster at Swanquarter, N. C., 
in place of A. B. Berry. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1928. 

John H. Elliott to be postmaster at Stony Point, N. C., in 
place of J. H. Elliott. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1928. 

Cyril L. Walker to be postmaster at Roper, N. C., in place of 
C. L. Walker. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1928. 

Arthur B. Dickey to be postmaster at Murphy, N. C., in place 
of A. B. Dickey. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1928, 

William F. Ballard to be postmaster at Mount Holly, N. C., 
in place of W. F. Ballard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1927. 

Charlie H. Murray to be postmaster at Middlesex, N. C., in 
place of C. H. Murray. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1928. 

Theodore FE. McCrary to be postmaster at Lexington, N. C., 
in place of T. E. MeCrary. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1928. 

NORTH DAKOTA 


Forrest Daniel to be postmaster at Sykeston, N. Dak., in place 
of Forrest Daniel. 
22, 1928. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 
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Clifford G. Hanks to be postmaster at West Englewood, N. J., 


JANUARY 23 


Otto Sougstad to be postmaster at Northwood, N. Dak., in 
place of Otto Sougstad. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1928. 

Genevieve Gregor to be postmaster at Dawson, N. Dak., in 
place of Genevieve Gregor. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1928. 

Matt Johnson to be postmaster at Bottineau, N. Dak., in place 
of L. F. Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expired February 24, 
1927. 

OHIO 


Joshua J. Rumbaugh to be postmaster at Alger, Ohio, in place 
of S. B. Moffett, removed. 

M. Margaret Searl to be postmaster at South Webster, Ohio, 
in place of M. M. Searl. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1928. 

Charles F. Faris to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Ohio, in place 
of C. F. Faris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1928, 

Elizabeth McNaught to be postmaster at Frazeysburg, Ohio, 
in place of Elizabeth McNaught. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires January 24, 1928. 

John Roth to be postmaster at Excello, Ohio, in place of John 
Roth. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1928. 


OKLAHOMA 


Daniel G. Wood to be postmaster at Sasakwa Okla., in place 
of W. P. Harris, resigned. 

Alvin S. Gibson to be postmaster at Roosevelt, Okla., in place 
of A. S. Gibson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1928. 

Mary E. L. Allen to be postmaster at Ramona, Okla., in place 
of M. E. L. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
14, 1928. 

Harry B. Kelly to be postmaster at Hockerville, Okla., in 
place of H. B. Kelly. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
22, 1928. 

Calvin C. Wilson to be postmaster at Henryetta, Okla., in 
place of C. C. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
14, 1928. 

James O. Dowdy to be postmaster at Haskell, Okla., in place 
of J. O. Dowdy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 14, 
1928. 

Elace B. Lairmore to be postmaster at Dewar, Okla., in place 
of E. B. Lairmore. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
16, 1928. 


OREGON 

Elizabeth C. Lewis to be postmaster at Tigard, Oreg. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1927. ‘“ 

Leslie B, Frizzell to be postmaster at Houlton, Oreg. Office 


became presidential July 1, 1927. 

Nels C. Nielsen to be postmaster at Wendling, Oreg., in place 
of N. C. Nielsen. Incumbent’s commission expires January 2 
1928. 

Henry H. McReynolds to be postmaster at Pilot Rock, Oreg., 
in place of H. H. McReynolds. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 30, 1927. 

Diana Snyder to be postmaster at Aurora, Oreg., in place of 
Diana Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 
1927. 

PENNSYLVANIA 


Daniel K. Miller to be postmaster at Birdsboro, Pa., in place 
of H. E. Brinley, deceased. 

J. Mateer Pollock to be postmaster at Wilmerding, Pa., in 
place of J. M. Pollock. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1928. 

John G. McCune to be postmaster at West Newton, Pa., in 
place of J. G. McCune. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 22, 1928. 

Helen lL. Chaffee to be postmaster at Wesleyville, Pa., in place 
of H. L. Chaffee. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1928. 

William E. Bowers to be postmaster at Waynesboro, Pa., in 
place of W. E. Bowers. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 8, 1928. 

Gordon C. Kuhns to be postmaster at Trevorton, Pa., in place 
of G. C. Kuhns. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 
1928. 

Robert E. Frech to be postmaster at Stowe, Pa., in place of 
R. E. Frech. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1928. 

Frank G. Jones to be postmaster at Spartansburg, Pa., in 
place of F. G. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 23, 1928. 
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1928 


William A. 
piace of W. A 
vary 22, 1928. 

Harry L. Kelley to be 
place of H. L. Kelley. 
ary 22, 1928 

Luther P. Ross to be 


Bailey to be postmaster 
Bailey. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


postmaster at Slippery Rock, Pa., in 


postmaster at Saxton, Pa., in place of 


L. P. Ross. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 1925 
Edward G. Carper to be postmaster at Roaring Spring, Pa., 
in place of E. G. Carper. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 


uary 23, 1928. 
William M. Thomus to be 
place of W. M. Th 
ary 22, 1928 
Clinton B, 


postmaster at Ridgway, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 


lis, 


White to be postmaster at New Wilmington, Pa., 


in place of C. B. White. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan 
uary 22, 1928. 
William S. Durham to be postmaster at Mont Clare, Pa., in 


place of W. S. 
uary 8, 1928. 
Mabel G. 
place of M. G, 

ary 8, 1928 
John L. Coldren to be postmaster at 
of J. L. Coldren. 


182s 


Durham. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


Wetzel to be 
Wetzel 


postmaster at Middleburg, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 


Manheim, Pa., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 


George J. Thumm to be 
place of G. J. Thumm 
uary 8, 1928. 

sSenjamin F. 
place of B. F. 
uary 22, 1928 

John B. Chase to be 


postmaster at Lansdale, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


Jenkins to be 
Jenkins 


postmaster at Jeannette, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


Greenville, 
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at Southwest, Pa., in | 


Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- | 


of FE. E 


postmaster at Pa., in place 

of J. B. Chase. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
192s. 

Roy R. Rhodes to be postmaster at Freedom, Pa., in place | 

of R. R. Rhodes. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 


192s 

Kathryn L, 
place of K. L. 
uary 23, 1928 

Charles R. Kschinka to be 
place of C. R. Kschinka. 
uary 8, 1928. 

Hope B. Sterner to be 
of H. B. Sterner. 
1928. 

Samuel A. Morrison to be 
place of S. A. Morrison. 
uary 10, 1925. 

William M. Heaps to be postmaster at Darby, Pa., in place 
of W. M. Heaps. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 
192s. 

Frank U. Armstrong to be postmaster at Cheswick, Pa.. in 
place of F. U. Armstrong. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 23, 1928. 

William W. Latta to be 
place of W. W. Latta. 
ary 23, 1928. 

Mary A. Kerr to be postmaster at Boyers, Pa., in place of 
M. A. Kerr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1928. 

Will O. Depp to be postmaster at Big Run, Pa., in place of 
W. O. Depp. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1928. 

John R. Baltz to be postmaster at Ardmore, Pa., in place of 
J. R. Baltz. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8, 1928 

RHODE ISLAND 

James H. Whatley to be postmaster af 
Office became presidential July 1, 1927. 

Thomas F. Lenihan to be postmaster at 
place of T. F, Lenihan. 
ary 24, 1928, 


Petrini to be postmaster at East 
Petrini. Incumbent's 


Brady, Pa., in 
commission expires Jan 


postmaster at 
lncumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


postmaster at Dewart, Pa., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired January §, 


postmaster at Delmont, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Jan 


postmaster at California, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 


Bridgeton, R. IL. 


Westerly, R. L., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


George C. Cox to be postmaster at Beach, S. C 
Office became presidential July 1, 1927. 

John W. Geraty to be postmaster at 
in place of J. W. Geraty. Incumbent’s 
January 8, 1928. 

Murphy T. Sumerel to be postmaster at Ware Shoals, 8. ¢ 
in place of M. T. Sumerel. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1928. 

William J. Hughes to be postmaster at Loris, S. C., 
of W. J. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1928. 


Myrtle 


Yonges Island, 8. C 
commission expired 


‘ 


Dushore, Pa.., in | 


iC. B. 


in place | 


Arthur P. 
in place of A. P. 
uary 23, 1928. 


Horton to be postmaster at Heath 
Horton. In 


Springs, S. C 


umbent’s commission expires Jan 


TENNESSEE 


Billie Creson to be postmaster at Mulberry, Tenn 
came presidential July 1, 1927. 


Office be- 


John E. Davenport to be postmaster at Woodbury, Tenn., in 
place of J. E. Davenport. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan 
uary 22, 1928 

Samuel C. Patton to be postmaster at Dayton, Tenn., in place 
of S. C. Patton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22 
1928 

John L. Harris to be postmaster at Bethel Springs, Tenn., in 
place of J. L. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 19, 1927 


TEXAS 
Walter C. Sparks, jr., to be 
of Raymond Mullen, resigned. 
Isaac C. Plumlee to be postmaster at 
Alexander, deceased. 
Nora M. Kuhn to be postmaster at Paige, Tex., in place of N. 
M. Kuhn. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 1928 
Francis M. Bell to be North Zuleh, Tex., in 
place of F. M. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expires Jqnuary 
24, 1928. 
Beulah W. 
place of B. W 
24, 1928. 
William R. Williams to be postmaster at 
place of W. R. Williams 
uary 24, 1928. 
Thomas E., 
place of T. E 
uary 24, 1928. 
John B. Vannoy to be postmaster at 
of J. B. Vannoy. 
1928. 
Cass B. 
of C. B. 
24, 1928 
Nora C. MeNally to be postmaster at Godley, Tex.., 
of N. C. MeNally. 
1928 
Daniel B. Bynum to be postmaster at Eustace, Tex., 
of D. B. Bynum. 
1928, 


postmaster at Taft, Tex., in place 


Pioneer, Tex., in place 


postinaster at 


Carles to be 
. Carles 


Tex., in 
+ January 


postmaster at Muleshoe 
Incumbent’s commission expire 


Montague, Tex., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
postmaster at Matador, Tex., in 
Incumbent's commission expires Jan- 


Williams to be 
Williams. 


McLean, Tex., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 


Rowland to be postmaster at Hamlin, 
Rowland. Incumbent’s commission 


Tex., 
expires 


in place 
January 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 


Minnie Owens to be postmaster at 
of Minnie Owens. 
1928. 


Dickinson, Tex., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 


UTAH 
Joseph W. 


place of J. W 
uary 23, 1928. 


Johnson to be 
Johnson. 


postmaster at Layton, Utah., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 


VIRGINIA 


Claude T. 
of BF. A, 


DeBusk to be postmaster at Saltville, Va., in place 
Hyde, removed. 


WASHINGTON 
John E. Meyers to be postmaster at 
became presidential July 1, 1927. 
Curtis B. Bay to be postmaster at Lynden, Wash., in place of 
Bay. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1928, 


Scenic, Wash Office 


WEST VIRGINIA 

Waitman T. Grose to be postmaster at 
place of W. A. Hatfield, resigned. 

Pete A. Spurlock to be postmaster at Logan, W. Va., 
of C. M. Browning, resigned. 

James A, Little to be postmaster at Waverly, W. Va., 
of J. A. Little. 
1928. 

Ernest T. Morrison to be 
place of Justus Stalnaker 
December 18, 1927. 


Stirrat, W. Va., in 
in place 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 


postinaster at 
Lncumbent’s 


Sutton, W. Va., in 
commission expired 


WISCONSIN 


McNutt to be postmaster at Oxford, Wibs., 
McNutt. 


Norma E. 
of N. E. 


1928. 


in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 17, 


WYOMING 
Robert A. Hoover to be postmaster at Green River, Wvyo., in 
place of E. W. Ace, removed. 
Calloway Gillespie to be postmaster at Rock River, Wyo., in 
place of Lk. W. Gillespie, resigned. 





CONFIRMATIONS 
Perecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23, 1928 
DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 


William W. Schott to be secretary, Diplomatic Service. 
Addison E. Southard to be Foreign Service officer, class 2. 
Jobn K. Davis to be Foreign Service officer, class 3. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Claude R. Porter to be member of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY 


To be colonel 
Douglas Potts. 
To be lieutenant colonel 


Lesley James MeNair. 
To be majors 


Frederick William Huntington. Charles Joseph Allen. 
Howard J. Houghliand. John Lawrence Dunn. 
John James Bohn. James Gregory Monihan. 
Roland Roy Long. William Gaston Simmons. 
Charles Belding Oldfield. Charles Andrew McGarrigle. 
Carl J. Smith. Alexander Putney Withers. 


To be captains 


David Dean Barrett. 
Lawrence James Meyns. 
Thomas Harry Ramsey, 

Leon Dessez. 

Lawrence Iverson. 

Archibald Luther Parmelee. 
Walter Byron Fariss. 

John Patrick Crehan, 
Frederic Arthur Metcalf. Donald Sutter McConnaughy. 
Harry Emerson Storms, John Theodore Sunstone, 


To be first lieutenants 


Will Walter White. Philip Roy Dwyer. 
William Jackson Morton, jr. Sylvester John Keane. 
Wilbur Ray Pierce. Allen Lloyd Keyes. 
Donald Henry Galloway, Damon Mott Gunn, 
Howard William Serig. Charles Metz Seebach. 
Daniel DeBardeleben. Harry McKenzie Roper. 
Patrick Weston Timberlake. James Henry Workman. 
Clyde Kenneth Rich, Charles Wesley Gettys. 
Paul Wakefield Wolf. Henry James Pitt Harding. 
David Larr. William Shepard Biddle, 3d. 
Laurence Carbee Craigie. 

MEDICAL CORPS 

To be colonels 


William Lawson Little. 
Allie Walter Williams. 
POSTMASTERS 


Arthur Eugene Fox. 
Carleton Smith. 

Paul Conover Gripper. 
LeCount Haynes Slocum. 
Edwin Fry Barry. 
Frederick Harry Black. 
Josef Robert Sheetz. 
Charles Paul Cullen. 


ARKANSAS 


Berry Ozbirn, Ash Flat. 
Edward 8S. Miller, Bentonville, 
Lena G. Bundren, Biggers. 
Peter K. Wylie, Carthage, 
Thelma Jones, Elkins. 

Edgar G. Guinels, Emerson, 
Larkin A. McLin, Harrisburg. 
James O, Crunk, Hughes. 
Adolph O. Border, Knobel. 
James L, Willson, Moro. 

Leah W. Harkey, Plainview. 
Pauline Preseott, Rosston. 
Thomas W. Steel, jr., Scott. 
Claude E, Spyres, Sheridan. 
Carleton H. Denslow, Stuttgart. 


GEORGIA 
Clive A. Renfroe, Lumber City. 
PENNSYLVANIA 


Wayne M. Culley, Burgettstown. 
Harry 0, Campsey, Claysville. 
Clarence E. Keffel, Donora. 
John C. Chamberlain, Everett. 
Lulu Buffle, Lock No. 4. 

J. Herbert Evans, Mather. 
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WITHDRAWAL 


Ezecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate January 23, 
1928 


POSTMASTER 
NEBRASKA 
Paul E. Watts, Unadilla. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, January 23, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev, James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Out of the bosom of our Heavenly Father has come this 
radiant day, and we praise Thee. We thank Thee for the 
noontide in the midst of life and labor; we thank Thee for the 
Sunset glory; we thank Thee for the light in the depths of the 
stars as We wait for the morning dawn. Send out Thy light, 
O God, to those who sit in darkness; give courage and 
strength to those who falter and broaden the vision of all. 
With brave hearts and stout hands may we grip heroically the 
problems of our Republic. The ones who need us have a valid 
claim against us. Direct us always to discriminate between 
the good and the bad, the false and the true. Through Christ. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 20, 1928, 
Was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
a bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 8269. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the 
Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1929, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a 
bill (S. 1425), an act to remove a cloud on title, in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested 


THE LATE MAJ. GEN. GEORGE W, GOETHALS 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, it is well for us to pause in the 
midst of our labors to pay a word of tribute to a great Ameri- 
can who has fallen. On Saturday last, January 21, 1928, Maj. 
Gen. George W. Goethals passed from the scene of his earthly 
labors to his great reward. The word “Panama” alone, 
coupled as it must always be with his name, is sufficient to 
enroll it on the roster of the immortals. It was his brain and 
great executive ability that at last brought to pass the dream 
of the centuries of finding a passage to Asia. His work at 
Panama entitles him to a place high on the roll of the Nation’s 
great builders. 

General Goethals was honored in many ways by our country 
and by foreign countries. Congress thanked him for his work 
in connection with building the Panama Canal. He was made a 
major general. He received the distinguished-service medal for 
meritorious service in reorganization of the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s Department during the World War. France decorated 
him with the Legion of Honor, Order of Commander; the Brit- 
ish Crown conferred upon him the Order of Knight Commander 
of St. Michael and St. George; and the Chinese Government 
made him a member of the Grand Cordon of the Order of Wen 
Hu (Striped Tiger). 

Above all the honors that governments or earthly rulers could 
confer or offer stands the fact that General Goethals was in 
himself a great American, made great by an incomparable serv- 
ice rendered to mankind. The conditions under which he did 
his work at Panama gave him almost autocratic powers. How 
effective he used these great powers was shown by the results 
attained in the accomplishment of his task, but only those who 
worked under him or visited the Isthmus during his stay there 
will ever be able to fully realize how just and fair he was even 
to the humblest employee in his administration of affairs. In 
the midst of his great task, as a just judge, he sat as a court 
on the Sabbath day and heard patiently those who had just 
grievance; nor did anyone have reason to go away from his 
presence without having justice done him, Thus in a most 
praccical way did he demonstrate that truth, justice, and fair- 
dealing are ever the distinguishing characteristics of true 
greatness. 
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As long as the commerce of the world continues to flow from 
ocean to ocean through the canal made possible by their com 
bined genius, so long will the names of George W. Goethals and 
his great colaborer, William C. Gorgas, be remembered and re- 
neated around the globe. 

' Mr Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Lilinois [Mr. DeENIson] may proceed for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Phere was no objection 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, last Saturday there passed 
away in New York City one of America’s greatest men, Gen 
George W. Goethals The world has recognized the genius 
and the splendid achievement of General Goethals. Some day, 


1928 


{I hope, our country will give him the recognition to which he | 


is entitled. For the present I think we 
from our labors for a moment to note his passing and bear 
brief testimony to the loss which I am sure every American 
must feel in the death of General Goethals 

General Goethals was a typical product of the West Point 
Military Academ) He graduated from that institution as a 
second Jieutenant in the Engineering Corps in 1880. He was 
not unlike many hundreds of other young American boys who 
go through the United States Military and Naval Academies. 
Modest. studious, devoted to his career, patriotic, a man of 
vision who looked ahead unselfishly to his country’s future. He 
served creditably in the Engineer Corps during the war with 
Spain, and in the later years of his life, after he had retired 
from active duty, he was again called into active service and 
performed valuable services in connection with the Emergency 
Fleet Corporation and as Quartermaster General during the 
World War, for which he received the distinguished-service 
medal from Congress for especially meritorious and conspicu- 
ous service in reorganizing the quartermaster department. 

But the fame of General Goethals will rest with his signal 
achievement in constructing the Panama Canal. The construc- 
tion of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama had been the 
dream of students and of statesmen for more than 800 vears 
Spain, England, Germany, and France all contemplated under 
taking the task. But all abandoned it save France who, after 
two disastrous attempts, failed to accomplish it. 

The United States made this wonderful dream come tru 
and it was the splendid ability and unselfish services of Gen 
eral Goethals more than all else that enabled us to do se 

He had shown unusual ability as engineer in charge of the 
improvements of the Ohio River and the construction of the 
jocks and dams on that river, and at Muscle Shoals and else 
where; und when the difficulties encountered in the early days 
of our efforts on the Isthmus of Panama made it appear doubt- 
ful whether this country could successfully unite the two 
oceans, General Goethals was called into service and placed in 
charge of the work at Panama; and in 1914 the greatest project 
ever undertaken by any government in the world was com- 
pleted under his guiding mind and hand. 

His life will long be an inspiration to the youth of our coun 
try, and an illustration of the thought that the young men 
who graduate from our Military and Naval Academies can 
serve the country well and achieve fame by peaceful achieve 
ments as well as on the field of battle. The uninformed and 
the unthinking too often eriticize the Army engineers who are 
charged with various activities of our Government. But the 


engineers in the world than the Army and Navy engineers of 
this country. And when crises have arisen, the Government 
has often turned to them for leadership. And it will do so 
again, 

We are now confronted with a problem as great and perhaps 
as difficult as the construction of the Panama Canal. <A million 
and a half people and billions of dollars worth of property are 
threatened every few years from the inundation of the Missis- 
sippi River and its tributaries. The country is looking for men 
of the genius and the ability and the leadership of General 
Goethals to find a solution in this great problem. I om sure 
the Members of this House share with me in the belief that 
another General Goethals can be found among the Army engi- 
heers who can add to the achievement of General Goethals on 
the Isthmus of Panama another splendid achievement in the 
Mississippi Valley by the execution and completion of some suit- 
able plan to end the terror and the losses from the floods of that 
river and bring peace and prosperity to so many of our people 
who live along its fertile valleys. 

It would be well if every Member of Congress, and as many 
American citizens as possible, could visit the Isthmus of 
Panama and see the great canal, completed and in successful 
operation, a monument for all time, not only to the genius and 
splendid achievement of General Goethals, under whose man- 


might well pause | 
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agement the project was completed, but as well to the sacrific 
and the splendid ability of General Gorgas, and of Colonels 
Selbert, Gatllard and Hodges, nd thers w . assistance 
made the work of General Goethals possibl \ mmendable 
effort is now being mide to erect a suitable memorial to Gen 
eral Gorgus near the scene of his labors on the Isthmus of 
Panama, Let us hope that our Government wil! not long delay 
the erection of a suitable memorial to commemorate the genius 
and the achlevemenc of General Goethals, by whom more than 
all others that great project was made possible | Applause. | 
MUSCLE SHUALS 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennesse Mr. Speaker, I have bere a 
letter addressed to me by the Railroad and Public Utilities 
Commission of the State of Tennessee, re ing certain obje 
tions Which, on the behalf of the State, that commission is 
urging to the so-called Madden bill, designed to carry into 
effect the cyanamid offer on Muscle Shoals Inasmuch as this 
communication deals with a very live matter of legislation, 
which must be passed upon by this House, and in view of the 
fact that this commission is cfficially asserting its objections 
on behalf of the State of Tennessee, I ask unanimous consent 


to insert it in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting 
a letter from the Railroad and Pubiie Utilities Commission of 
the State of Tennessee, Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, this letter 
deals entirely with that one question ? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee It deals entirely with certain 
phases of the so-called Madden bill 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Yes 

Mr. GARNER of Texas L notic that the gentleman said 
that this Congress must deal with this legislation Does the 
gentleman have any hope that the Congress will deal with the 
Muscle Shoals proposition at this session? 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I hope so 

Mr. GARNER of Texus I am very glad to hear the leader 
of the minority say that I remember the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [|Mr. SNELL] at the last session giving 


hotice to this House that unless some arrangement was made 
soon to settle the Muscle Shoals question, he was in favor of 
the Government taking it over and completing it and doing the 
work, And everybody applauded him 

Mr. SNELL. I will say that my position is just exactly what 
it was then 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would like to see the gentleman 
vet busy 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ten 
nessee yield to me? I would like to get into this colloquy for 
Just a ininute. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes: I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have reintroduced the bill 
which was pending last year for the adjustment of Muscle 
Shoals 1 have sent to the Military Affairs Committee a com 
plete, detailed statement of what the bill contains I have 
urged in that letter immediate consideration on the part of the 


| committee and have asked them for further hearings, if fur- 
fuct is, that there is not a finer or better qualified body of | 


ther hearings be necessary. As the author of the bill, earnestly 
interested in adjudicating a problem which ought to have been 
adjudicated long ago, in my judgment, I am anxious to see 
the legislation enacted. I want to see it enacted not only 
because it proposes to utilize the vast expenditure made by the 
Government for the manufacture of nitrates during war times 
by this utility, and fertilizers in time of peace, the purpose for 
which the original investment was made, but also because if 
proposes to prevent what I think is to-day a useless waste of 
money already invested. In fact, I want to see whether the 
water-power companies of the United States have more power 
to pass legislation in this House than the House itself has 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
say that all who have knowledge of this Muscle Shoals question 
in and out of the House of Representatives I think fully appre- 
ciate the zeal which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEN | 
has displayed in prior Congresses and in this, in an effort to 
have this question disposed of. There is a realization that his 
activity has been wholly unselfish and that all that he has done 
has been in a sincere effort to promote the public interests. His 
efforts have been appreciated, I am sure, throughout the coun- 
try, and particularly in that section of the country in which 
this great project is located It is desirable, I think, that 
certain legal questions having been raised by the constituted 
authorities of Tennessee, the matter should be placed in a posi- 
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tion where it can receive the attention of the committee and of 
the Congress, in the hepe that there may be an adjustment so 
that we can legislate and dispose of this project. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman a question, 
making a reservation fer that purpose. Do I understand the 
gentleman to say that this document speaks the positien of the 
State of Tennessee ? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It speaks the position of the 
Railroad and Public Utilities Commission of Tennessee. 

Mr. BLANTON. But have the people of Tennessee authorized 
this commission to speak for them on Muscle Shoals? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. They have had no way to 
authorize them. 

Mr. BLANTON. When I ask that question I mean no re 
flection on that commission of the State of Tennessee, but I am 
afraid that a certain board of water engineers in the State of 
Texas is under the influence of the great power companies of 
the country. Is this commission in Tennessee outside the influ- 
ence of the great Power Trust of the United States, so far as 
the gentleman knows? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have no reason 
to believe that the commission is under the domination in any 
way of what the gentleman from Texas calls the Power Trust, 
either locally or generally. If the gentleman wants to know 
the purport of this communication he can learn of it by reading 
it, and I trust he will do so, for it is interesting and important. 
1 think it was, perhaps, on or about the 7th of December or 
somewhere in the early part of December that the House gave 
its consent and I placed in the Recor the order issued by the 
Public Utilities Commission of the State of Tennessee. No; it 
is in the Recorp of December 8, 1927, asserting the authority 
of the State over the eontrol of hydroelectric power. It is a 
legal proposition. The questions that are raised in this com- 
munication which I ask to pat into the Recorp now are purely 
legal, 

Mr. BLANTON. The reason why I asked the question is 
that I was convinced this past summer that the Power Trust 
have their tentacles around a majority of our board of water 
engineers in the State of Texas, so that a stockman can not put 
in a dam across a draw on his own ranch to conserve the water 
that falls on his own property, because the Power Trust claims 
eontrol of all the waterfall of the entire western half of the 
State of Texas. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON, Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Texas to make the allegation that the railroad commission, 
which is presided over by as fine a man as 

Mr, BLANTON. No; I was not referring in any way to the 
railroad commission, I had reference only to the board of water 
englieers of our State, to which you have to go when you want 
to build a dam over any stream in Texas. I have the highest 
respect for the Railroad Commission in Texas, but I am afraid 
I have lost confidence in two members of our board of water 
engineers. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentieman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, under the leave 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following 
letter received by me from the Railroad and Public Utilities 
Commission of ‘Tennessee relating to the control of the water- 
power resources of the State and Muscle Shoals: 

RAILROAD AND Pusnic UTILiTttes COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF TENNESSER, 
Nashville, January 18, 1928, 





Tion, Fints J, Garrett, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Your letter of the 10th instant, addressed to Mr. Dunlap. 
a member of the Railroad and Public Utilities Commission of Tennessee, 
requesting the commission to make a statement*of fits views in regard 
to such portions of the Madden bill (H. R. 8305) as may affect the State 
of Tennessee, has been received and carefully considered by the com- 
Your suggestion that it is best to have a clear-cut under- 
standing on this subject now, rather than later, seems timely and 
proper, 

In response to your request the commission begs leave to state that 
it has given the most thoughtful consideration to the Madden bill, and 
has reached the conclusion that the passage of this bill tn its present 
form would constitute a clear invasion and subversion of the rights of 
the State of Tennessee in and to its water-power resources on the Ten- 
nessee River and its tributaries above Muscle Shoals. 

The commission is advised by thoroughly capable engineers that the 
‘water-power resources of that part of the Tennessee River and its 
tributaries above Muscle Shoals and within the State of Tennessee 


mission, 
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would probably exceed 20,000,000,000 kilowatt hours per annum. This 
constitutes a resource that is so vast and so valuable that it is diffienlt 
to visualize the possibilities of development along ali industrial lines te 
which the State of Tennessee and its people are entitled. That the 
State has a very definite right and vital interest in the development of 
these resources can not be gainsaid, 

The Madden bill contains a provision in the last paragraph of see 
tion 1 that the “ United States covenants and agrees that it will not 
itself, or by permit or license, authorize or empower any third party to 
construct, operate, or maintain any dam or dams on the Tennessee River 
and/or its tributaries in such form or manner as will materially impair 
or detract from the full use and enjoyment by the lessee of the proper- 
ties (at Muscle Shoals), or any of them, demised to the lessee by this 
lease.”’ 

As the commission understands the above provision, the lessee of 
Muscle Shoals, under the Madden bill, would be able to prevent the 
development of any of the water-power resources on the Tennessee 
River above Muscle Shoals merely by showing that such development 
would materially impair or detract from the full use and enjoyment of 
the property at Muscle Shoals by Air Nitrates Corporation and American 
Cyanamid Co. 

The commission respectfully submits that the State of Tennessee is 
as much entitled as a matter of right to the maximum benefits which 
would result from the proper development and utilization of the water- 
power resources of the Tennessee River and its tributaries within the 
boundaries of this State as the Federal Government or any lessee is 
entitied to the maximum benefits from the operation of Muscle Shoals, 
and the Federal Government has no legal or equitable right to sub- 
ordinate the water-power resources on the Tennessee River and its 
tributaries within the boundaries of this State to Muscle Shoals and 
thus impair the value of such resources to the State of Tennessee and 
its people. 

The above general provision is followed by certain specific provisions 
contained in paragraphs T and U of the Madden bill. By paragraph T 
the United States “ eovenants and agrees to acquire and construct with 
reasonable promptness Cove Creek Dam, to be constructed upon the 
Cove Creek site on the Clinch River, located approximately 8 miles in 
a direct line north of Clinton, Tenn.” 

The manifest purpose of this provision of the Madden bill is to 
dispose of this great property, which is perhaps worth as much as 
Muscle Shoals, without the United States ever having expended 1 cent 
in its development at the time of the execution of the lease, and in 
total disregard of the sovereign and proprietary rights of the State of 
Tennessee, 

Under section U of the Madden bill it is provided that the lessee— 
that is, the Air Nitrates Corporation and the American Cyanamid Co.— 
will, within 90 days after the date of the lease, cause to be organized 
a subsidiary corporation “ empowered to engage in the business of de- 
veloping, generating, transmitting, and distributing electric power, and 
will cause said subsidiary corporation to file, within 90 days after its 
organization, with the Federal Power Commission, an application for 
a preliminary permit to enable said subsidiary corporation to secure the 
data and perform the acts required by section 9 of the Federal water 
power act, with a view to acquiring and obtaining a license to con- 
struct, operate, and maintain, in accordance with the terms and pro- 
visions of said act, except as herein otherwise provided, the following 
dams, to wit: 

(1) Senator dam, to be constructed upon the Senator site on the 
Clinch River above the mouth of the Emery River. 

(2) Melton Hill dam, to be constructed upon the Melton Hill site 
on the Clinch River, in Anderson and Knox Counties. 

(3) Clinton dam, to be constructed upon the Clinton site on the 
Clinch River, near Clinton, and thereupon the said commission shall 
issue such a preliminary permit forthwith. 

It is then provided that the subsidiary corporation shall have threes 
years thereafter within which to make examinations and surveys, ete. 
During the three-year period the subsidiary corporation shall have and 
enjoy priority In applying for a license under the terms of said act to 
acquire, construct, operate, and maintain any one or more of said dams. 
If within said period of three years the subsidiary corporation shall 
elect to acquire and construct any one or more of said dams, it shall 
promptly apply for a license to do so. 

It is then provided that, “Thereupon, in accordance with plans 
and specifications appreved by the Secretary of War, and which shall 
be well adapted te develop, conserve, and utilize in the public interest 
the navigation and the water-power development of such region, the 
said commission (Federal Water Power Commission) shall issue to 
the said subsidiary corporation a license to acquire, construct, eperate, 
and maintain the dam or dams specified in said application, which shall 
eonfer upon said subsidiury corporation all the rights and privileges 
of said act.” 

It will be noted that this bill does not require the subsidiary corpora- 
tion to construct any oue or more of these dams at any time; neither 
does it limit the time within which any one or more of satd dams shall 
be constructed. The practical result from the operation of these 


provisions of the Madden bill would simply De that the Cyanamid Co. 
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and the Air Nitrates Corporation would have three years and a half 
whether or not they would 
he dam sites named 


during wil h time they could determine 
ma ke the prop sed development of any one of t 
which would be nothing less than an exclusive option in favor of thes« 


companies for that period of time At the expiration of the three and 
a half years they would then make application to the Federal Pow 
Commission for a license, and would have such additional time to 
make the development as might be given them by the Federal Powe: 
Commission The nature, character, and extent of the improvement 
t each dam would likewise be left to these companies, subject, of 
ourse, to the approval of the Federal Power Commission. 

Another highly important msideration is that the lessee making 

se developments, when | lk f made at all, would be under no 
( gation to the State of Tennessee in so far as the distribution of 


power might be at is, the citizens of this State could 


concerned 


not have any preferential right; neither would the State have any 
assurance that the entirety of this power would not be carried beyond 
the limits of the State to supply cities and manufacturing plants 
located in other neighboring States In this way it is not only possible, 


but highly probable, that neither the State of Tennessee nor its people 


would derive anything more than a mere negligible sdvantage from 


the development of these valuable power sites located in Tennessee 
rhe State of Tennesse would probably get nothing more than a small 
property tax on the money invested in the plants. 
Creek, if that dam should be con 
structed by the United States Government and the title be held by it, 
it would not be subject to direct 
and thus the State might los: 
The State of Tennesse 


to the Tennessee 


Of course, in the case of Cove 


taxation in the State of Tennessee, 
every possible benefit from that source 
and its people have certain rights with respect 
River within its borders which would be wholly lost 
Madden bill become a law In 
Supreme Court of the United States 
styled Fox River Paper Co. ct al. v. Railroad Commission of Wisconsin 
on May 31, 1927, the rights of the State of Wisconsin are 
recognized 

The railroad commission had assumed the power and jurisdiction 
under the statutes of that State to determine whether or not a permit 
Should be granted to the applicants to raise their dams which had been 
constructed years ago. The law of Wisconsin provides that every appli 
cant for a permit is required to file with its application proposals in 
writing, consenting, among other things, to the granting of a permit 
subject to the condition that the State of Wisconsin, if it shall have 
the constitutional power, or any municipality, on not less than one 
year’s notice, at any time after the expiration of 50 years after the 
permit becomes effective, may acquire all of the property of the grantee, 
used and useful, under the permit, by paying therefor the cost of 
reproduction in their then existing condition of all dams, locks, build 
ings or other structures or equipment, used and useful, under the permit, 
as determined by the commissian, and by paying in addition thereto 
the value of the dam site and of flowage rights and other property as 


to the State and its people should the 


the recent case decided by the 


clearly 


determined by the commission prior to the time the permit was granted, 
plus the amounts paid out for additional flowage rights, if any, ac- 
quired after the valuation made by the commission, and that the appli 
cant waives all rights to any further compensation The question was 
made and pressed upon the courts of Wisconsin and upon the Supreme 
Court of the United States that the compensation thus provided for by 
statute was wholly inadequate and that the State was without authority 
to make such exaction 

In the course of the opinion the following language appears: 

“If the legislature may wholly refuse permission to erect a dam or 
other structure in the navigable waters of the State, it follows that it 
may grant such permission upon such terms as it shall determine will 
best protect the interests of the public. The legislature could impose 
the condition that the dam should be removed when it obstructed navi 
gation, or that it should be removed at the end of 
time ; for example, 30 years.’ 

Omitting the cases cited by the Supreme Court in support of the posi 
tion, which are numerous, the court used the following language 

“Althongh presumptively title to the soil under navigable waters within 
the State is in the State, the nature and extent of the rights of the 
State and of riparian owners in navigable waters within the State and 
to the soil beneath are matters of State law to be determined by the 
statutes and judicial decisions of the State.” 

it is also said in the course of this opinion, omitting citations: 

“The State’s consent Is necessary for the construction of a bridg: 
or dam in a navigable river, subject to the superior power of the United 
States over navigation, and plaintiffs concede that the maintenance of 
such a dam without such permission constitutes a public nuisance.” 

Further on in the opinion the following language appears: 

“We are not concerned with the correctness of the rule adopted by 
the State court, its conformity to authority, or its consistency with re 
lated legal doctrines. It is for the State court in cases such as this to 
define rights in land located within the State, and the fourteenth 
amendment, in the absence of an attempt to forestall our review of the 
constitutional question, affords no protection to supposed rights of 
property which the State courts determine to be nonexistent. 


a definite period of 


* We accept as conclusive the State court's view of the nature of the 





rights of riparian owners We therefore find in the refusal of the com 


mission to grant the permit no denial of the property rights of plain 





tiffs, and hence no vivlation of the fourteenth amendmen Compliance 
with section 31.09 is the price Whi h plain fs must pay tos il the 
right to maintain their dam.” 

In other words, the Supreme Court said that the Stat f Wisconsin, 
icting through its railroad commission, had the power t mpose a con 
dition upon an applicant who sought a permit to build o 1ise its 
dam hat it should agree in writing that the Sta r any municipality 


it the end of 30 years might take over the property and pay for same 
a certain basis, and that its consent was the price it had to pay 

for the permit 
rurning now to the laws of Tennessee, permit us to call your attention 
o the case of Elder v. Burrus, opinion by Judge Turley, 6 Humphrey 357 


in which it is distinctly stated that the waiters of our navigable rivers 


elong to the public. 

In th ise of Stewart v. Clark ( Swan 9) it is held that the soil 
covered by the waters of a navigable stream, as well as the use of the 
stream, belongs to the publi In that case the court had under con 
sideration the question whether or not the Nolachcuky River is a navi 
gable river in the legal sense of th term It is said 1 the course 
of the opinion that— 

If the river be a public navigable stream, in the legal sense, the 
oil covered by the water, as well as the use of the strean belongs to 
the public sut if it be not navigable in the legal meaning of the 

rm—ias is the case in England as to all streams above the flow of 
the tide the ownership of the bed of the stream is in the riparian 


proprietors, but the public has an casement therein for the purposes of 
transportation and commercial intercourse 

The court defines the 
ng, “And this easement o1 
of the 


ence to this class of rivers, as to rivers navigable in the technical mean 


word “easement” in the same opinion by say- 


servitude of public interest, in the phrase 
Roman liw, is as absolute and unlimited in the public, in refer 


ing 


of the term.” The court was speaking of streams which were valu- 
able for floatage as for rafts, etc., in the language last above quoted 

In the case of Miller 1 
Shields prepared an claborate opinion for the Supreme Court of Ten- 


State (16 Cates 293), in which Chief Justice 


essec, the court discussed the rights of the State and reviews the deci 
sions of this State and of other States, and reaffirms the doctrine 
announced in the old cases, two of which are cited above 

Supreme Court of 


laws of the particular State must govern, we 


In view of the declaration so recently made by th 
the United States that the 
respectfully call your attention te the fact that in the State of Tennes- 
see 1y an unbroken line of decisions, it has been held, and is now the 





law, that the State of Tennessee owns not only the soil under all nayil- 
gable streams within its borders, but it also owns, as a valuable property 
right, the use of the waters flowing therein. The State also holds an 
stream 


easement in all that class of nonnayvigall which rise te the 


dignity of watercourses which would be ‘considered as being of suffi- 
cient volume to generate electricity ; that is, that class of streams which 
These 


roads and navigable 


are used for the floatage of rafts, flat boats, or other small craft. 
reams are highways in the same sense that publi 
streams are highways 
There is another consideration to which we would respectfully direct 
under the police power of the 
the impounding of large bodies of water by the erection of dams may be 


your attention, and that is that, State, 
reculated by the State not only because they may constitute a menace 
to the safety of the prople in t 
also because the health of the people may be thereby affected 





1¢ valley below the impounded water but 


Summarizing the objection to provisions hereinbefore outlined of the 
Madden bill, in so far as they affect tl 





> rights of the State of Tennessee 
and the welfare of its people, we submit the following 
First. Th 


tary rights of the State of Tennessee and its people in and to the water- 


Madden bill in its present form utterly ignores the proprie- 
power resources within the boundaries of the State 

Second, It totally disregards the political or sovereign rights of the 
State of Tennessee and its jurisdiction and authority to superviee, 
regulate, and control the development and utilization of its water-power 
resources 

Third. It denies Tennessee the right to select the applicant or apy 
ants who shall be permitted to develop these resources within the 
State and the use to be made of the electrie energy thus generated— 


that Is, whether same is to be consumed chiefly within the State of 





Tennessee or exported to other Stites, and whether the same sh 
consumed at the point of generation or 
State for the general service and benefit of all the people It denies 
to this State the right to say whether capital and individuals in Ten 
nessee, or in the South or in any 
shall enjoy the right to make such development and the benefits accruing 
those who may be permitted to make use of 


widely distributed over the 


particular section of the country 
therefrom to these 
resources 

Fourth. It subordinates the water-power resources of the Tennessee 
River and its tributaries above Muscle Shoals and within the bound- 
aries of Tennessee to Muscle Shoals, and proposes to direct such devel 
opment and make such use ef ihese resources within Tennessee as 
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primarily benefit the operations at Muscle Shoals, regardless of the effect 
thereof on the value of the water resources within Tennessee, 

Wifth. The Madden bill by one single act of Congress proposes to 
divest Tenneseee of all of its right, title, and interest in and to water 
resources within the boundary of the State equivalent in potential 
hydroclectric energy to two-thirds of that being generated at present in 
the whole of the United States, and equivalent to one-half or more of 
the entire water-powgr sources within Tennessee. 

Sixth. If the Federal Government can thus legally, through the 
Madden bill, make disposition of one-half of the water-power resources 
ef this State without the consent or permission of the State, it can, 
by the same logic, assert and exercise the unqualified right to dispose 
ef all the water-power resources in Tennessee, 

It seems to us that the Madden bill, in the particulars above men- 
tioned, undertakes to assert powers which the Federal Government 
does not possess under the navigation clause of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, and which have never been recognized by the supreme court of 
this State or by the Supreme Court of the United States as belonging 
to the Federal Government, 

The foregoing is Intended as a criticism only of those provisions 
of the Madden bill which would assert the jurisdiction of the Federal 
Government over and its right to dispose of the water-power re- 
sources of the State of Tennessee without’ the consent of this State. 
The commission expresses no opinion as to the merits or demerits of 
the bill in question, so far as it proposes to dispose or previde for the 
operation of Musele Shoals as a separate and distinct property. That 
is a matter which you and other Members of the Tennessee delegation 
and of the Congress will determine as national representatives of all 
the people. 

Very respectfully, 
Harry H. HANNAH, Chairman. 
Porter DUNLAP, Commisisoner. 
E. D. Hitt, Commissioner. 


Mr. HUGHES. I want to say for the information of the 
House that if the Members of the louse knew of the zeal with 
which the Committee on Military Affairs is working on the 
Muscle Shoals proposition they would feel satisfied with what 
is being done in the committee. That committee hopes to 
make a full report some time this week, and in a way that we 
hope will be satisfactory to all and for the best interests 
of all, 


PERMISSION OF A COMMITTER TO SIT DURING THE SESSION OF THE 
HOUSE 


Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I ask unanimous consent that that 
committee may hold meetings this afternoon during the sessions 
of the House, 

The SPEAKER. By direction of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the gentleman from South Dakota asks unanimous 
consent that that committee may sit this afternoon during the 
session of the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


GEN, NATHAN BEDFORD FORREST 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, under a special order made 
last week Major SrepMan, of North Carolina, was given 
time on which to address the House on Saturday last on the 
jife and character of General Forrest. The House adjourned 
over on that day. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina be permitted to extend his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. STEDMAN. Mr. Speaker, Saturday, January 21, was 
the birthday of Nathan Bedford Forrest, and my heart prompts 
me te express my admiration for his character, which I have 
had for many years, 

One who reads the history of the unfortunate struggle be- 
tween the States of our great Republic will find upon its pages 
the record of his life. His splendid qualities won for him the 
esteem and unchanging love of his countrymen and attracted 
the admiration of thousands whose homes were in foreign lands. 

Nathan Bedford Forrest was born in Bedford County, Tenn., 
on the 21st of January, 1821. His father, William Forrest, was 
a man of influence with the people of the section of the country 
in which he lived. His mother, whose maiden name was 
Mariam Beck before her marriage, was a woman of rare ability. 

He inherited from his ancestry those splendid qualities which 
distinguished his life. 

He loved the truth and ever followed its dictates. He was 
the embodiment of physical and moral courage of the highest 
type. The emotion of fear found no resting place in his 
breast. He loved little children, and during his campaigns 
often stopped at houses where they were and would take one of 
them with him for several miles and return the child to its 
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home by some trusted soldier. When the Civil War was over 
he went to Memphis, Tenn., and became a model and consistent 
member of the church. He died in the triumph of the Christian 
religion and left a name without blemish or stain. Fortunate 
is the nation which can furnish such a model for its young men. 

The mighty river which winds its way through the territory 
which was the theater of his great achievements will ever sing 
his requiem, 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 9481, the 
independent offices appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Dower] 
will please take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 9481, the independent offices apprepria- 
tion bill, with Mr. Dowex. in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 9481, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9481) making appropriations for the Executive Office 
and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and 
offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill for amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
INDEPENDENT ESTABLISHMENTS 
ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN 


All expenses of the office of the Alien Property Custodian authorized 
by the act entitled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with 
the enemy, and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as 
amended, including compensation of the Alien l’roperty Custodian at not 
to exceed $10,000 per annum; shall be paid from interest and collec- 
tions on trust funds and other preperties under the control of such 
custodian. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the chairman of the subcommittee about lines &, 9, and 10, 
which provide that— 
the expenses of the office, including the salary, shall be paid from inter- 
est and collections on trust funds and other properties under the 
control of such custodian. 


As I understand it, these trust funds and other property 
aggregate $250,000,000. All this is under the control of the 
custodian, and he has deposited the funds, here, there, and 
everywhere in banks, at his discretion. The Comptroller 
General in his elaborate report in November, 1926, after he 
had investigated the custodian's office, said that there was 
very little accuracy about the accounts in the office; that it was 
difficult to tell what had been paid out here and what had 
been paid out there and when it had been paid out; that the 
accounts were not at all as they should be. Now, how much 
interest, how much of profit, does this custodian get out of the 
$250,000,000 ? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that 
the present Alien Property Custodian is trying to carry out 
literally the provisions of the Winslow Act. That act, section 
24, provides that— 


The Alien Property Custodian is authorized to pay all taxes (Including 
special assessments) heretofore or hereafter lawfully assessed by any 
body politic against any money or other property held by him or by 
the Treasurer of the United States under this act, and to pay the neces- 
sary expenses incurred by him or by any depository for him in secur- 
ing the possession, collection, or control of any such money or other 
property, or in protecting or administering the same. Such taxes and 
expenses shall be paid out of the money or other property against which 
such taxes are assessed or in respect of which such expenses are in- 
curred, or (if such money or other property is insufficient) out of any 
other money or property held for the same person, notwithstanding 
the fact that a claim may have been filed or suit instituted under 
this act. 


Mr. Sutherland has more nearly carried out the law with 
reference to the administration of the Office of the Alien Prop- 
perty Custedian than anybody who has preceded him, and the 
hearings, on page 7, set forth the whole business, the invest- 
ments, the amount of interest, and everything. 

Mr, GARNER of Texas. The gentleman will remember that 
the alien property bill has been passed by this House and is 
now pending in the Senate. We had a hearing on that bill 
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about a year ago. I will say for myself—and I think I speal 
for a goodly portion of the Committee on Ways and Means— 
that the present custodian impressed us as trying to administer 
that office according to law and according to the ethies which 


the gentleman from Wisconsin thinks ought to control publi 


business. That, I think, can be said about the present head of 


that office, but I doubt whether it could be said about some of 
the officials who are still in that office and were in the office at 
that time. I thiuk that is where the trouble comes Some of 
the subofficials he has abont him seem to have m know ledg 
about the affairs of that office than he seems to have, and it was 
the idea of the committee that the future he would familiar 
ize himself with its affairs and run them as he should. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In December, 1926—a year ago 
ast December—the alien property bill came up. A year before 
that time the President had directed Comptroller Genera 


McCarl to make an investigation of the Office of the Alien 
Property Custodian aud submit a report. That report, a volu 
minous document, was made by the Comptroller General on 
November 15, 1926—a year ago last November—about three 
weeks before the House took up the bill, and yet the Hous 
knew nothing about the report until after it had passed the 
alien property bill and adjourned for the holiday recess. 

Then the report was made public, though even yet compara 
tively few have ever seen it. That report, I will say to the 
gentleman from Indiana—perhaps he is familiar with it— 
showed a condition of affairs in the Office of the Alien Property 
Custodian more disgraceful than has ever been known in any 
other bureau of the United States Government within my ex 
perience. There had been fraud, falsehood, and a reckless dis 
regard of the rights of everybody or everything excepting only 
the pocketbooks of the grafters who were doing the business. 

The gentleman from Texas |Mr. GARNER} said he has an idea 
that there are some people still in that office who ought not to 
be there and have this property turned over to their control 
This statement of the gentleman from Texas reminds me that 
the Comptroller General reported as a minor incident the fact 
that three or four men employed in that bureau had gone over 
to Europe ostensibly to make some sort of an investigation. 
They came back and it was found that they had expended more 
than $27,000. The Comptroller General asked them for som« 
thing in the way of vouchers. They could not produce any 
that he could use. He asked them for something to show that 
their statement of expenditures was proper, but they 
produce nothing. 

They still had more than $5,000 left and the comptroller says 
the money was kept by two of the men and the whok 


could 


thing 


fixed up by the obliging Alien Property Custodian, who simply- 


increased the amount of the salaries of these men to $1,000 a 
month, so as to cover the amount they had not accounted for 
And the Comptroller General says also in his report that some of 
these very men were then still in the office of the Alien Prop 
erty Custodian. And it is a fact that they were there when the 
Hlouse passed that alien property bill to turn these million 
over to their keeping. These facts justify the surmise of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Is it not true and has not the gentleman 
discovered that the operations of this bureau from the very 
beginning have been more or less dubious? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. More, I should say 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. And, in fact, that much property was 
seized which never should have been seized? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is true. I wish to sum 
marize my judgment by saying—and frem the statement just 
made by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa it is evidently 
his judgment—-that there has been nothing more disgraceful in 
the records of this Government from its foundation than the 
shameless things that have characterized the administration of 
the affairs of the Alien Property Custodian’s Office. |Ap- 
plause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BRIDGE COMMISSION 


For continuing the construction of the Arlington memorial bridge 
aeross the Potomac River at Washington, authorized in an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across the 
Potomae River from a point near the Lincoln Memorial, in the city of 
Washington, to an appropriate point in the State of Virginia, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 24, 1925, to be expended in ac- 
cordance with the provisions and conditions of the said act, $2,300,000, 
including all necessary incidental and contingent expenses, the mainte- 
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expend d. 


Mr. DALLINGER Mr. Chairman, I move to stril 


last word 


I would like to ask the committee if the amount carried in 
this paragraph is all that the commission can eco ically ex- 
pend on this project during the next fiscal vear? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; that is all they feel they can expend, and 


in all prebability they will not expend this much 
Mr. DALLINGER. May I ask the committee how soon tl 

finished * 

Mr. WOOD. It is supposed to be completed in 1931, as far 

as the Government is concerned. Of course, the District of 

Columbia has a good deal yet to contribute toward this brid; 


bridge will b 


_ 


Mr. DALLINGER At the present rate, does the gentleman 
from Indiana think the bridge will be completed at the time of 
the two hundredth anniversary of the birth of George Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. WOOD Yes: I think so 


zg on fine. I do not 


structure is 
believe in nhiy experience Ll have ever 
seen any public construction going o i as rapidly as 
this work is going on, 

Mr. DALLINGER And the gentleman thinks that the con- 
struction work is going on as rapidly as it ca 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; I think so 


The work on this 
oil 


as nicely or 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 

For | printing and ding for he Civil Se ( ‘ in 
luding all of its bureaus, offices, institutions nd services mated in 
W w 1, LD. C., and elsewhere S5S8.000 

etal, Civil Service Commission, $1,098,752 


Mr. HUGHES Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. If I were as well informed on this bill as I should be, I 
would move to strike out, at line 19, page 10, $26,000 for the 
examination of presidential postmasters 

I feel there is a lot of money being expended for this piur- 
pose that is a useless expenditure of money 

Recently in my home town there was a vacancy in the office 
of postmaster at Huntington. There were three applicants for 
this position whe were satisfactory to the patrons of the 
office 

Mr. WOOL. Mr. Chairman, I submit a point of ordei rhe 
paragraph which the gentleman is evidently directing his atten- 
tion to has been passed 

Mr. McKEOWN Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has not of- 
fered to strike out the language but has simply moved to strike 
out the last word 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman can not discuss that particular 
item, but I do not care to interfere with him 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
Woop] desires to question the right of the gentleman to speak 
upon anything except the paragraph just read, the point of 
order will be sustained. 

Mr. WOOD. Evidently that is what the gentleman wants to 
do, but I shall net press the point of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. I was speaking of the paragraph in the bill 
which I thought affected me in my district, namely, the para 
graph dealing with expenditures for the examination of first- 
class postmasters. 

As I started to say, in a recent vacancy at Huntington there 
were three applicants for this post office who were satisfactory 
to the patrons. The Civil Service Commission refused to con- 
sider any one of the three and sent a representative from the 
Civil Service Commission to Huntington, who stayed there 
several days and solicited the people to make application for 
postinaster at Huntington. By going over the whole city they 
succeeded in getting 42 people to make application for post- 
master at Huntington. [Laughter.| After this was done they 
then sent three representatives from Washington and they 
stayed there for 10 days or 2 weeks, visiting practically every 
business .house, every factory, every bank, every minister, 
to look into the qualifications of these 42 appiicants who would 
make a satisfactory postmaster for Huntington. They went 
into the details and teok up the character of every one of 
these applicants, and after a long time selected from this list 
three men from whom former Congressman Woodyard had an 
opportunity to select a postmaster. 

They had on this list of the first three applicants men who 
were well fitted and well qualified, but I think this is an abso- 
lutely useless expenditure of money. I think it creates a whole 
lot of discord in a community, and I think they have used as 
poor judgment in this matter as they have in selecting the men 
who are to work in the prohibition service. 
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Mr. McCKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes. 

Mr. McKEOWN,. Does the gentleman see any reason why 
an administrative office such as postmaster of a large city should 
have anything to do with the Civil Service Commission at all 
or why the Civil Service Commission should have anything te 
do with such appointments? 

Mr. HUGHES. I do not. I fully agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. McKEOWN,. Would not the same results follow in the 
selection of postmasters as have happened since we turned 
over to the Civil Service Commission the selection of prohibition 
officers ; that is, a man who could add a few figures and write 
“a good sentence or two, but did not know anything about en- 
forcing the law, is selected over a good officer of the law. 

Mr. HUGHES. I just wish to say with reference to prohi- 
bition that there are men who have been in that service since 
prohibition began and who have given satisfactory service; but 
out of all such employees, I am reliably informed, there are 
only 5 per cent that were selected. In some States none. 
Now, I believe if this commission would use practical business 
methods, a much larger list of eligibles would be available and 
this department would not be embarrassed as they now are. 

I think the Civil Service Commission should get some busi- 
ness qualifications into that bureau and see if they can not 
give the country something that is worth while instead of 
dealing with technicalities from which they now make up their 
examinations of applicants, 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUGHES. I will. 

Mr. RANKIN. Under the schedule provided under the pres- 
ent administration for examination of postmasters 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West 
Virginia has expired, 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN. Under the present schedule for the examina- 
tion of applicants for postmasterships, under the present ad- 
ministration it is provided that their educational qualifications 
cah not amount to more than 20 per cent. 

Mr. HUGHES, Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Whereas their alleged business qualifications, 
which phrase is very indefinite, may be rated as high as 80 
per cent, 

Now, does not the gentleman think if we are going to get any- 
thing like a reasonably decent administration of these post 
offices that come under the civil service that that schedule 
ought to be rearranged in order that a man’s education and 
other qualifications, his ability, may amount to something in 
this examination? 

Mr. HUGHES. No; I do not agree with the gentleman; I 
think the business qualifications should count wholly without 
any educational qualifications, 

Mr. RANKIN, All right; then, as I understand the gentle- 
man, it makes no difference whether they have any educational 
qualifications at all 

Mr. HUGHES. Neo; it does not make any difference, if they 
have acquired an ability to give a good business administra- 
tion. I think that is all that is necessary. 

Mr. RANKIN. AI! right, the gentleman bas qualified as a 
postmaster under present administration. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. I have heard the statements made by gentle- 
men on the floor of the House with reference to examinations 
that were held for prohibition officers by the Civil Service 
Commission. I went down to the Civil Service Commission and 
looked at the questions. I want to tell the House that an 
average eighth-grade school boy could read those questions 
and answer them correctly. 

The examination consisted of three papers, two questions on 
each paper, six questions, and those questions gave the man 
in office an advantage, because they referred generally to the 
duties of an agent. The other paper consisted of 40 questions, I 
believe, and each question had 5 answers, 1 right and 4 wrong, 
each numbered just as you see questions in many of the daily 
papers to-day. 

All the applicant had to do was to put the number to the 
right answer. Surely that could not be considered a difficult 
test or requiring great educational attainments. 

For instance, here is one question, and it is typical of the 
set of questions on that paper. 
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The next question is based on the following statement: 
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. Prohibition work is not easy; it often means enduring condi- 
tions that are anything but pleasant. Prohibition agents must be 
prepared to carry on their work at all times, regardless of weather, 
hours of work, surroundings, or necessity for traveling. They must 
often encounter and tactfully manage a public quite unsympathetic 
and uncooperative. 

In connection with prohibition work, which of the following is em- 
phasized in the statement? (1) Importance to the Nation, (2) hard 
ships, (3) attitude of violators of law, (4) need of cooperation, (5) 
variety— 


Surely it would require no college education to pick “ No. 
2”"—hardships—as the correct answer. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes, 

Mr. McKEOWN. Does the Civil Service Commission pro- 
ceed upon the ground that they did many years ago when they 
propounded three questions, and if you answered two-thirds 
you were eligible for appointment? If an applicant answered 
one question wrong and two that he did not know, he was 
answering two-thirds and was eligible? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. These applicants were not required to 
answer the questions. All they were required to do was to pick 
the correct answer by number and so indicate it on the ques- 
tion blank, 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does the gentleman justify putting the 
prohibition officers under the civil service? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I voted for it. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does the gentleman know that under 
that examination nobody except a Republican can get office’ 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not believe that anyone in the State 
or the United States, whether you take them from the pulpit 
or the bar or the bench, or from the Army or Navy, can en- 
force that law. It is not possible of enforcement. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does the gentleman have any idea that 
under the present civil service anybody but a Republican can 
be appointed % 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I am not an authority on that. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does not the gentleman know that 
nobody but a Republican can get in through the civil service? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not true. The Internal Revenue 
Bureau is full of Democrats and so are many other depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. They were there originally. 

* Mr. LaGUARDIA. Covered into the civil service? I think 
the gentleman from North Carolina is in error. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For all other authorized expenditures of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion in performing the duties imposed by law or in pursuance of law, 
including secretary to the commission and other personal services, con- 
tract stenographic reporting services to be obtained on and after the 
approval of this act by the commission, in its discretion, through the 
civil service or by contract, or renewal of existing contract, or other- 
wise, supplies and equipment, law books, books of reference, periodicals, 
garage rental, traveling expenses, not to exceed $225 for newspapers, 
foreign postage, and witness fees and mileage in accordance with sec- 
tion 9 of the Federal Trade Commission act, $895,000, of which amount 
not to exceed $771,050 may be expended for personal services in the 
District of Columbia, including witness fees: Provided, That no part of 
this sum shall be expended for investigations, including economic investi- 
gations, requested by either House of Congress except those requested by 
concurrent resolution of Congress, but this limitation shall not apply 
to investigations and reports in connection with alleged violations of 
the antitrust acts by any corporation. 


Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order to that 
portion of the paragraph beginning on line 21, page 17, reading 
as follows: 


Provided: That no part of this sum shall be expended for investiga- 
tions, including economic investigations, requested by either House of 
Congress except those requested by concurrent resolution of Congress, 
but this limitation shall not apply to investigations and reports in con- 
nection with alleged violations of the antitrust acts by any corporation. 


I insist, Mr. Chairman, that that proviso is a change in 
existing law. It is new legislation. It undertakes to impose 
new duties upon the administrative officers, none of which can 
be done on an appropriation bill in the guise of a limitation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with the exception of the power con- 
tained in section 5, which was placed in the Federal Trade 
Commission act by the Senate after it passed the House, the 
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1 


only power and authority that the Federal Trade Commission | 


has under the act is derived from section 6. 
Those powers are set forth under various subsections or sub- 


heads. For instance, first, subsection (a) gives to this com 
mission the right to gather and compile information, and to 


investigate from time to time the organization, business conduct, 
practices, and management of any corporation engaged in com- 
meree, excepting banks and common carriers, subject to the act 
and its relation to other corporations, 
and partnerships. 


i 


to regulate COmmerce, 
and to individuals, 


associations, 


That gives to the Federal Trade Commission the authority to | 


initiate investigations and may, of course, include 
all other kinds of investigation if 
requirements of the act. 

(b) provides for general or special orders, and 


necessary to carry out the 


Subsection 


so forth, relating to the investigations initiated by the trade 
commission. 
Subsection (¢) relates to any final decree which is entered 


against any defendant corporation in any suit of the United 
States to prevent violation of the antitrust act. 

I call the Chair’s particular attention to subsection (d): 
House of Congress to 
d violation of the 


ither 
relating to any allege 


upon the direction of the President or e¢ 
investigate and report the 


antitrust act by any 


facts 
corporatior 
Then follows subsection (e)— 

providing for the application of the Attorney General to investigate and 


make recommendations fer the readjustment of business, 


Subsection (f) applies to making public the findings. 


Subsection (g) is the authority to classify corporations and 
mike certain rules and regulations, and subsection (h) to in- 


vestigate from time to time trade conditions in and with foreign 
countries, 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that the power of this Federal Trade 
Commission and its authority is derived from those various sub- 
sections of section 6. There is no authority in that act giving 
either House of Congress nor the Congress as a whole the right 
to request the Federal Trade Commission to make any investi 
gation save as to alleged violations of the antitrust act by any 
corporation. That is the only authority that Congress has 
under this act, and that authority is given to either House of 
Congress. What does this proviso seek to do? I read: 

That no part of this sum shall be expended for investigations, includ- 
ing economic investigations, requested by either House of Congress except 
those requested by concurrent resolution of Congress— 


Then there is the exception in the attempt to bring it within 
the express provisions of the aet— 
but this limitation shall not apply to investigations ‘and reports in 
connection with alleged violations of the antitrust acts by a corporation. 


In other words, under this limitation it is proposed to require 
the Federal Trade Commission when Congress passes a concur- 
rent resolution to make other investigations, save those investi- 
gations that are specifically provided for in the act. 

That is clearly changing the existing law. It is imposing an 
additional duty upon the members of the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, because as the law is written they are not required to 
observe a concurrent resolution on the part of Congress. Of 
course, we know, Mr. Chairman, that a concurrent resolution 
has not the force and effect of law. It is simply a resolution 
passed by the two Houses, and not signed by the President. 
If it were a joint resolution it would not be necessary to go into 
this bill, because this Congress has the right at any time, by 
actual law, either by act amendatory or by joint resolution 
signed by the President, to direct the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion or any other commission of this Government to perform 
certain duties and services. 

The Chair is an experienced parliamentarian and is very 
familiar with the rules and precedents. I shall not, therefore, 
take up the time of the Chair for the purpose of citing any 
number of precedents which could be eited to sustain the 
proposition I make, that a limitation on an appropriation bill 
can not impose new duties on administrative officers, or change 
existing law, resulting in new legislation. This matter was very 
fully discussed by Mr. Frederick C. Hicks on January 8, 1923, 
as appears on page 523 of the Manual and Digest. 
held that a limitation must not give affirmative directions, must 
not impose new duties, and must not be accompanied by lan- 
guage not properly limiting the appropriation; and he made a 
very exhaustive review of all of the precedents, covering sev- 
eral pages of the Manual and Digest, to sustain his holding. 

There is another reason why this point of order is well 
taken. Under section 3984 of Hinds’ Precedents it is held that 
where a proposition might be construed by the administrative 
Officer as a modification of a statute, it may not be held as such 


economic and | 


Mr. Hicks | 
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a limitation on an appropriation as is permis 
appropriation bill. 

I am going to cite the gentleman from 
himself to show that, according to his 
indorsed by the chairman of the Fe 
this limitation does restrict the Feder 
in investigation solely of antitrust violat 


ISS87 


sible on a general 


Indiana 
view, and 


[Mr. Woop] 
which was 
rrade Commission, 
Trade Commission to 
The Chair very 


1 . ? 
deral 


ions 


well Knows that that was not the primary purpose of this act, 
because we have antitrust acts and have had them for a num- 
ber of years. The primary purpose of this act was to enable 


the Federal Trade Commission to make investigations ; to 
unfair practices and methods in competition for the protection 
of legitimate both large and small. This limitation 
plainly broadens the scope of the powers of the Federal Trade 
Commission, and I have no objection to that, because I am 


business, 


very earnestly in favor of this Federal Trade Commission and 
think that with the proper kind of a chairman at its head it 
could be made a very effective instrumentality in the protec- 


tion of legitimate business. But I speak now of the purposes 
for which this limitation is placed in this bill and the object 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] in putting it into 
the bill, because he has not attempted to al his hostility 
to this Federal Trade Commission. In fact, he declared in the 
hearings that he felt it onght to be abolished. What does ha 
say? Speaking of the limitation, he during the hearings 
on this pending bill: 


conc? 


said, 


that limitation to 
lation of 


Now, I do not think you have the 
investigation unless it is 
law. 


right under 


make any one that involves a vi 


the antitrust 


That is the construction of the limitation by the gentleman 
from Indiana. It is true that Attorney General Sargent very 
properly held that it did not restrict the Federal Trade Com- 
mission. For the life of me I ean net see how anybody except 


my distinguished and able friend from Indiana and possibly 
the Chairman of the Federal Trade Commission can arrive at 
any other conclusion. But that is the conelusion of the gen- 


tleman from Indiana. Further, on page 557, he says this: 


I will say here, without desiring to interrupt 
this limitation; and that I drew it with the 
commission itself right to make any 


is some question of the violation of the antitrust law. 


your statement, that 
fixed 
' 


investigation unl there 


I drew idea that the 


has no 


Now, if the gentleman from Indiana is correct in his conclu- 
sion, then, of course, it is subject to a point of order, because it 
plainly changes the law. In addition to that he said: 


I do not think that that act fs susceptible to any other construction. 


Now, here we have this proposition, Mr. Chairman: The act 
itself gives to either House of Congress the right to request 
the Federal Trade Commission to investigate. What? Simply 
antitrust violations. There is not a syllable in this act which 
gives either House of Congress or Congress by concurrent reso- 
lution the right to require or request the Federal Trade Com- 
mission to investigate or make any other sort of investigation 
saving investigations of violations of the antitrust act. But 
under this limitation the Federal Trade Commission is di- 
rected, where a concurrent resolution is passed, to make all 
investigations, including economie investigations. 

I say, therefore, that it certainly imposes new duties on the 
Federal Trade Commission. It is a change of existing law. 
It is new legislation. Therefore plainly, it seems to me, it is 
subject to a point of order, and not in order on an appropria- 
tion bill in the guise of a limitation. 

In addition to that is the other objection I again call the 
attention of the Chair to, and that is that a limitation which 
may result in a ministerial officer understanding or receiving 
the idea that there is a modification of the statute is subject to 
a point of order. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, there is a change in this limita- 
tion from the limitation that has been upon this bill for a 
number of years by in the insertion of the words “including 
economic investigations,’ on line 22 of page 17. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] insists in his point of order that 
by the insertion of this word we are udding new duties to this 
commission. The very converse is true. Instead of adding new 
duties we are taking duties from this commission. They have 
been making economic investigations that are not warranted by 
the organic act and upon mere resolutions passed by the com- 
mission itself. In any event this is a limitation upon the ex- 
penditure of money. This is limiting the expenditure of this 
appropriation against economic investigations. We were en- 
deavoring to show the other day during the general debate 
that this commission had gone far afield in making investiga- 
tions that are not of violations of the antitrust law or of the 
laws of the United States. Those are the only things they can 








1888 CONGRESSIONAL 


do. We are providing against economic investigations, because 
economic investigations are not violations of the interstate com- 
merce act. The Supreme Court of the United States has held 
in the child labor act that production, while economic, is not 
interstate commerce, 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS. Is there anything in this act or any reference 
in this act to economic investigations? Yet the gentleman in 
this limitation places upon the Federal Trade Commission the 
duty of making economic investigations. 

Mr. WOOD. ‘The gentleman is just as far wrong as he pos- 
sibly can be. The heariugs show that they have been making 
economic investigations, and we are prohibiting them from doing 
that again, 

Mr. BYRNS. That may be true, but we are talking about 
ihe act, not what the Federal Trade Commission is doing. 

Mr. WOOD. They have no power under the organic act to 
make economic investigations, but they have been doing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man’s position is that now the law does not admit of economic 
investigations. : 

Mr. WOOD. ‘That is right, and they have been doing that 
thing. There have been four resolutions that were adopted by 
the commission lust July, every one of which was economic, and 
without authority of law, in my opinion, either under the opin- 
jon of the United States Supreme Court or under the organic 
act, so that we are limiting the expenditure of public money by 
saying that they can no longer do this thing; that is, make 
economic investigations. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair is ready to rule. On this ques- 
tion it appears that the committee contend that under the law 
as it now stands the commission has not the power to make 
economic investigations. As the Chair understands the position 
of the committee, if Congress passed a concurrent resolution 
then the commission would have that power. If that be correct, 
this paragraph would be legislation extending beyond the au- 
thority now granted in the law, and the Chair will sustain the 
point of order; that is, the point of order on the proviso, 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, line 13, I make a point 
of order to the following language: 


Or renewal of existing contract, or otherwise. 


I reserve a point of order on that particular language in 
order to ask a question of the gentleman from Indiana. I 
notice that in providing for contract stenographic service for 
the Federal Trade Commission, and also I believe for the Board 
of Tax Appeals, and also I believe the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, the paragraph provides not only for contracts for 
stenographic service, which, of course, the committee may do, 
and 1 understand that if contract service is provided for, it 
means competitive contract services, and that the contract 
would be let to the lowest bidder. Now, the committee has seen 
fit to go further than that and to permit a renewal of an exist- 
ing contract or otherwise without competitive bidding. Now, 
it seems to me that authorizes the commission to renew the 
existing contract, even though the cost thereof would be more 
than to let it under competitive bids. I would like to have 
some information from the gentleman from Indiana as to that. 
Why should the committee recommend a provision of that kind? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Texus, they have let these contracts on competitive bids, time 
and time again, and the contracts have been abandoned and not 
carried out. That has been especially true with reference to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. The clause to which the 
gentleman has called my attention has been inserted with refer- 
ence to very nearly all of these activities. The clause is inserted 
for the purpose of effecting a saving rather than to cause the 
expenditure of money for the reason that these competitive 
contracts have not turned out to be satisfactory in every in- 
stance. Very frequently, in the midst of one of these hearings, 
the man who has had the competitive contract has defaulted, 
which made it necessary for the commission to go out and hire 
somebody at so much a page, and that has proven to be more 
expensive than to let the commission have discretion in making 
these contracts, 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, in view of the ex- 
planation of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop], I with- 
draw the reservation of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The> gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Woop: On page 17, line 20, after the word 
* fees,” insert: “ Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended 
for investigations requested by either House of Congress except those 
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requested by concurrent resolution of Congress, but this limitation shall 
not apply to investigations and reports in connection with alleged 
violations of the antitrust acts by any corporation.” 


Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the proposed amendment is a change of existing law, is new 
legislation, and imposes additional duties upon executive of- 
ficers. I make the further point of order that under the prece- 
dent I cited a while ago it may be calculated to make execu- 
tive officers believe or feel that it is intended as a modification 
of the statute. 

It is the same proposition that was presented a while ago, 
except that the gentleman from Indiana has left ont the words 
“including economic investigations,” and that is included in the 
word “investigations,” because, of course, the word “ investi- 
gations” includes all kinds of investigations, economic and 
otherwise, 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will say that the amendment 
I have offered is a verbatim copy of the law as it now is and 
has been for the last three or four sessions of this Congress. 
It has been held against a point of order to be in order. 

Mr. BYRNS. I do not understand that a point of order was 
ever made against this particular language. Will the Chair 
hear me just for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. BYRNS. In addition to what I have just said with ref- 
erence to investigations, this amendment seeks to make it the 
duty of the Federal Trade Commission to make investigations, 
which includes all kinds of investigations, economic or other- 
wise, upon a concurrent resolution by Congress, which, of 
course, has not the effect of law. The act itself only gives to 
either House of Congress the right to request investigations by 
the Federal Trade Commission of antitrust violations. This 
would make it the duty of the commission to act on a concur- 
rent resolution by Congress upon any sort of an investigation, 
something the act does not contemplate. Therefore, it imposes 
new duties on executive officers and is clearly a change of 
existing law. 

Mr, NEWTON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS. Yes. 

Mr. NEWTON. I do not see how the gentleman comes to 
that conclusion at all, The proviso is: 


JANUARY 23 


That no part of this sum shall be expended for investigations. 


That includes all investigations except those pertaining to 
antitrust laws. In the limitation that is placed upon the ap- 
propriation the committee has merely reported an exception 
to the limitation. It is not a direction to investigate upon a 
coneurrent resolution of Congress, but it is a limitation upon 
the limitation, namely, that this proviso shall not apply to in- 
vestigations requested by concurrent resolutions of Congress. 
There is no direction about it at all. It is merely a saving 
clause, so that this limitation would not apply to concurrent 
resolutions requesting investigations, 

Mr. BYRNS. But if the gentleman will examine the statutes 
he will find there is no authority in the act giving to Congress 
the right to request or direct investigations by concurrent 
resolutions. 

Mr. NEWTON. I do not dispute the gentleman in that fact 
at all. 

Mr. BYRNS. Here is a proposition upon the part of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana by his amendment to make it the duty 
of the Federal Trade Commission to investigate whenever 
Congress by a concurrent resolution requests any sort of an 
investigation. That is clearly a change of law. 

Mr. NEWTON. No; the gentleman is clearly wrong in that, 
as he will see if he will only read what is stated here: 


That no part of this sum shall be expended for investigations re- 
quested by either House of Congress. 


Mr. BYRNS. Read on. The gentleman is reading from the 
proviso which has been stricken out. 

Mr. NEWTON. No; “the gentleman” is not. The “gen- 
tleman from Minnesota ” is reading from the amendment which 
has just been submitted, and the purpose of the amendment 
is to except from the limitation any limitation upon the power 
of the commission to investigate when there has been a con- 
current resolution of Congress requesting it. But it does not 
order the commission to do so; it does not authorize them to 
do so and it does not direct them to do so. It merely takes 
that out from the limitation upon the appropriation. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if I heard it 
correctly read, is exactly the same limitation that was proposed 
in the bill as presented with the words “including economic 
investigations” eliminated. Is not that correct? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
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It is significant that the three products specifically mentioned in the 
Trade Commission’s order have adhered more closely to the arbitrary 
$2 Chicago differential than plates, shapes, and bars. Within the past 
few weeks the influence of Pittsburgh has been sufficient to reduce these 
products $2 a ton; while $2, Chicago, was inherently strong, it could 
not withstand the competition of $1.80, Pittsburgh, and less. 

As with the eight-hour day in the mills, what is roundly scored to-day 
as revolutionary is the accepted practice of to-morrow. The current 
method of quoting has become commonplace, and there is no agitation 
for revision from either producers or consumers. 


Mr. NEWTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I will. 

Mr. NEWTON. The gentleman agrees that these investiga- 
tions made at the instance of one branch of Congress, many 
of which have cost a great deal of money, ought to be curtailed? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. That was the purpose of the 
limitation. We are all agreed on that except as they pertain to 
violations of antitrust act, and it now seems possible that 
by making some reference to the antitrust act, a resolution 
passed by either branch of Congress could evade the limita- 
tion, So, after all, our limitation did not prove effective if 
resolutions were adroitly drawn, 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I- move to strike out the 
last two words. For one, I can not allow the appropriations 
for the Federal Trade Commission to go by in a perfunctory 
way without expressing my position on the Federal Trade Com- 
mission. I have done it on the floor before, but I do not want 
to vole for the appropriation and have it appear that as far as 
I am concerned I approve of the Federal Trade Commission, 
because I do not. 

The whole conception of the Federal Trade Commission was 
an attack on business. It was formed on the presumption that 
anybody who did business in the form of a corporation was a 
detriment to the welfare of the people. That is about the foun- 
dation of the Federal Trade Commission. 

The original act was framed for that purpose alone. The 
activities of the commission have been attacked on the floor ever 
since the organization first started and they deserved to be, 
and I hope for one that the day is not far distant when some 
one will come forward with a proposition for its abandonment. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Is it not a fact that the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission was the legitimate successor of a com- 
mission established as far back as 1890, and that was succeeded 
by another, and this did not begin in 1913, as far as the prin- 
ciple involved is concerned? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think the Federal Trade Commission 
began at the beginning of the Wilson administration and was 
one of the attacks by the Democratic Party on the methods 
of doing business in this country. It has not resulted in benefit- 
ing business, as on paper it was supposed to do, but it has taken 
the attitude from the start that anybody doing business in the 
form of a corporation was a breaker of the law to begin with. 
That may be exaggeration, and, of course, the gentleman from 
Tennessee {[Mr. Byrns] will deny its accuracy, because he is 
the defender of this particular favorite board of former Presi- 
dent Wilson. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. 
yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I call the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that the Federal Trade Commission bill as originally 
introduced in this House did not carry any administrative 
powers. It followed in the footsteps and was possessed of the 
power of the Bureau of Corporations, which was set up in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor under President Roosevelt 
in 1908. 

The very inquiries that are the object of the ire of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] are similar inquiries to those 
prosecuted by the Bureau of Corporations. The Bureau of 
Corporations was the right arm of President Roosevelt in his 
fight against monopoly, and so when the gentleman says that 
the Federal Trade Commission as it is at present constituted is 
a Democratic child, while there is no need for us to deny or to 
disavow paternity, I call the gentleman’s attention to the his- 
tory of its predecessor. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have not the details at hand and, of 
course, it is useless to talk on this subject at all. This is an 
appropriation bill merely and the appropriation is going through, 
but if the Bureau of Corporations was of such great value to 
the administration of President Roosevelt and others why was 
it not left alone? If then it was good, why did we not keep it 
as it was, instead of spreading it out and giving these added 
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peat, to the detriment of the well-being of business in this 
country? 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I think I can answer the gen- 
tleman, if he will yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I shall be very glad to have the gentle- 
man auswer the question and I shall yield the floor to the 
gentleman for that purpose, because he knows my ideas of the 
merits of the Federal Trade Commission. The gentleman is a 
friend of the commission, and all I have to say in conclusion is 
that I hope the day is not far distant when this House will 
follow the example set by the Democrats in stopping appropria- 
tions for the former Tariff Commission, which also was of great 
benefit to other administrations. I hope the time is not far 
distant when some one will have the nerve to stand on this 
floor and stop appropriations for the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion and thereby save a million dollars to the taxpayers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for one minute, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to enlighten my 
good friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] with refer- 
ence to the reasons which influenced the establishment of the 
Federal Trade Commission. The gentleman from Kentucky 
{[Mr. Vinson] is clearly correct in his statement as to the his- 
tory of the legislation. It carries those powers and duties 
which were vested in the Bureau of Corporations, but that 
bureau was a subordinate bureau. Congress established the 
Federal Trade Commission as an independent establishment of 
this Government, directly under the President of the United 
States, 

Mr. TREADWAY. 
a question? 

Mr. BYRNS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nessee has expired. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. 
out the last two words. 

Mr. TREADWAY. If the gentleman will yield, I will ask 
the question of him. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I yield. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Has not the Federal Trade Commission 
been so independent that all of its life it has been attacked 
as overstepping and overriding its authority under the law? 
That is one question, and the other question is, has it not been 
a detriment to business from its very inception? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I shall answer the question by 
citing the gentleman one specific case. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, one! 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I can cite a dozen, but I call 
his attention to the Pittsburgh-plus case. The testimony before 
the committee was that in one year it had saved $30,000,000 to 
consumers of the Middle West and the West. I grant there is 
a certain philosophy of government in this country that would 
say that they overstepped their bounds when they rendered 
that opinion in 1924, but there are some of us who think that 
the Pittsburgh market and the seller of the steel throughout 
the country should not have the arbitrary right to compel the 
consumer to pay the Pittsburgh price plus the freight from 
Pittsburgh when the commodity is shipped from the point of 
sale. 

I took the floor, Mr, Chairman, for the purpose of presenting 
the history of the Federal Trade Commission, particularly in 
connection with the limitation which has been under discus- 
sion, and its power to initiate inquiries; and in that connection 
I ask that I may extend my remarks, including therein state- 
ments relative to each inquiry which it has instituted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The amendment which has been 
stricken out on a point of order sought to limit the functions 
of the Federal Trade Commission. This proviso stricken from 
the bill reads as follows: 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended for investiga- 
tions, including economic investigations, requested by either House of 
Congress except those requested by concurrent resolution of Congress, 
but this resolution shall not apply to investigations and reports of 
alleged violations of the antitrust acts by any corporation. 


I respectfully sumit to the House that this limitation upon 
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placed in the appropriation bill approved March 3, 1925, by the 
distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop], chairman of 
our subcommittee, for the purpose of preventing any investiga 
tion that might have been requested of the commission by either 
body of Congress. This it fails to do, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Woop] to the contrary notwithstanding. The 
limitation did not have the legal significance that represented 
his purpose. The limitation, on its face as originally drawn 

only to investigations requested 
by either House of Congress. Not only is this apparent in its 
context, but it has been so declared by the Comptroller Gen- 
eri, passing upon the direct question involved, July 19, 1925, in 


and as now presented applies 
‘ Ss 


which certaln Senate res lutions were involved 

The opinion of the Comptroller General upon this subject 
specifically states that the language of the resolution— 
but this limitation sha not apply to investigations and reports in 
connection with alleged v ations 0 the antitrust icts by any 
corpor I 


has the effect of leaving undisturbed section 6 (d) of the a 
creating the Federal Trade Ct I ion. 

There is further authority t proviso does not have the 
power intended, and such at rity is no less than the opinion 
of the Attorney General of the United States, the Hon. John G 
Sargent. in a letter to the President, dated October 24, 1925 
pages 541 to 546, hearing before our committee in which 
there is a very elaborates ssertution relative to the powers and 








legislative purpose of this activity. And even though thi 
splendid agency proceeds under the distinguished authority 
above quoted, we are permitted to see the ire of the distin 
guished gentleman from Indiana [|Mr. Woop], as evidenced in 
the hearings before the committee. 

At this point, in order that the discussion may be considered 
logieal, we will consider section 5 and section 6 of the Federal 
Trade Commission act. These sections read as follows: 


(Sec. 5.) Power to prohibit: The commission is empowered and 
directed to prevent persons, partnerships, or corporations, except banks 
and common carriers subject to the acts to regulate commerce, from 
ising unfair methods of competition in commerce. 


We quote subsections a, b, c, d, and e, section 6, Federal 
Trade Commission act: 


Additional powers of commission: The commission shall also have 
power 

Investigation of corporations: (a) To gather and compile information 
concerning, and to investigate from time to time the organization, busi 
ness, conduct, practices, and management of any corporation engaged in 
commerce, excepting banks and common carriers subject to the act to 
reguiate commerce, and its relations to other corporations and part 
nerships 

Reports by corporations (b) To require, by general or special 
orders, corporations engaged in commerce, excepting banks, and com 
mon carriers subject to the act to reguiate commerce, or any class of 
them, or any of them, respectively, to file with the commission in such 
form as the commission may prescribe annual or special, or both annual 
and special, reports or answers in writing to specific questions, furnish 
ing to the commission such information as it may require as to the 
organization, business, conduct, practices, management, and relation 
to other corporations, partnerships, and individuals of the respective 
corporations filing such reports or answers in writing. Such reports 
and answers shall be made under oath, or otherwise, as the commis 
sion may prescribe, and shall be filed with the commission within such 


reasoni 





period as the commission may prescribe, unless additional 
time be granted in any case by the commission 

Investigation of compliance with antitrust decrees: (c) Wheney 
final decree has been entered against any defendent corporation in any 
suit brought by the United States to prevent and restrain any viola 
tion of the antitrust acts, to make investigation, upon its own initiativ« 
of the manner in which the decree has been or is being carried out, and 
upon the application of the Attorney General it shall be its duty t 
make such investigation It shall transmit to the Attorney General 
report embodying its findings and recommendations as a result of any 
such investigation, and the report shall be made public in the discretior 
of the commission 


Investigations of violations of antitrust statutes: (d) Upon the 


direction of the President or either House of Congress to investigate 


and report the facts relatin 





to any alleged violation of the antitrust 
acts by any corporation 

Readjustment of business of corporations violating antitrust stat 
utes: (e) Upon the application of the Attorney General to investigate 
and make recommendations for the readjustment of the business of any 
corporation alleged to be violating the antitrust acts in order that the 
corporation muy thereafter maintain its organization, management, and 
conduct of business in accordance with law. 
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International Harvester Co. (2 vols.) : Senate resolution, December 
17, 1906, trust prices, ete. 

‘etroleum industry (report by Federal Trade Commission): Senate 
Resoluilon 457, Sixty-second Congress, third session, prices, restraint of 
trade, 

jlealdten oil field (1 vol.) : Senate resolution, March 28, 1914, prices. 

To show conclusively the fact that such inquiries were to be 
undertaken by the commission, we quote excerpts from commit- 
tee and conference reports concerning the power of the commit- 
tee under section 6, subsections a, b, and f: 

{H, Rept. No, 533, G3d Cong., 2d sess., to accompany H, R. 15613] 

Therefore the bill removes entirely from the control of the Presideat 
and the Secretary of Commerce the investigations conducted and the 


information acquired by the commission under the authority heretofore | 


exercised by the Bureau of Corporations or the Commissioner of Corpo- 
rations, All such investigations may hereafter be made upon the 
initiative of the commission, and the information obtained may be made 
public entirely at the discretion of the commission. (P. 3.) 

* * ” x a * 


There has been no attempt to deal with the question of maintenance 
of fixed prices. The commission has been giyen no power to pass orders 
in any way regulating production. It has not been clothed with au- 
thority to make a declaration as to the innocuousness of any particular 
corporation or agreement, even if coupled with the right to revoke such 
order in the future. All those problems are interwoven with the indus- 
trial business of the country in such a way as to be effectively legis- 
lated upon, if at all, only after the most exhaustive investigation by 
trained experts, 

* * # * * * * 


It must be remembered that this commission enters a new field of 
governmental activity. The history of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission is conclusive evidence that the best legislation regarding many 
of the problems to come before the interstate-trade commission will be 
produced from time to time as the result of the reports of the commis- 
sion after exhaustive inquiries and investigations. * * * It is 
largely the experience of the independent commission itself that will 
afford Congress the accurate information necessary to give to the coun- 
iry from time to time the additional legislation which may be needed. 


we * * * * * * 


Those facts which ought to be the common property and the common 
knowledge of American business men are for the first time to be gathered 
and controlled as to their publicity by an independent commission. 
Powers of investigation, safeguarded by proper constitutional limita- 
tions, are taken from a now subordinate department under the control 
of the Executive and given to this nonpartisan body. (Pp, 7-8.) 





{S. Rept. No. 597, 63d Cong., 2d sess., to accompany H. R. 15613 
(pp. 11—12)] 


The commission has power to investigate the organization, business, 
financial condition, conduct, practices, and management of any corpora- 
tion subject to the act which it may designate and its relation to other 
corporations and to individuals, associations, and partnerships, and in 
aid thereof to require the production of information, statements, and 
records and the examination of books, documents, correspondence, con- 
tracts, ete., affecting the commerce in which such corporation is en- 
gaged, and to require annual or special reports from such corporations 
or classes of corporations as the commission may designate. The com- 
mission may make public any information obtained by it except as to 
trade processes, names of customers, and other matters not deemed to 
be of public importance, and may also make annual and special reports 
to Congress, including recommendations for additional legislation. 

It will be seen that while large powers of investigation are given, they 
are not greatly in excess of those possessed and for years exercised by 
the Bureau of Corporations, * * * The powers, of course, must be 
large, but the exercise of the powers will not be against law-abiding 
business but against lawless business. It will be persuasive and cor- 
rective rather than punitive, so far as well-intentioned business is con- 
cerned, Although the commission is given a wide discretion, experience 
has proved that governmental administrative bodies seldom abuse such 
authority. To attempt to make precise limits between what they may 
and what they may not do would often seriously hamper their success- 
ful administration. To almost every inquiry it might be possible to 
make specious objections, which, while lacking any real merit, might 
effectively clog the conduct of the inquiry. 


As indicative of the proper construction of power by the 
commission, since its creation it has initiated some 36 inquiries 
on its own motion, only 9 of which have oceurred since the year 
1921, including the 4 inquiries which were initiated in 1927. 

In the debate on this item during the consideration of this 
bill January 20, 1928, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] 
stated his real position in this colloquy: 
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Mr. Vinson of Kentncky. As I understand, the gentleman is objecting 
to the commission instituting inquiries on their own motion? 

Mr. Woop. No; I am not. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I mean economie inquiries? 

Mr. Woop. I am objecting to instituting anything on their own motion 
unless they have a prima facie case that it is a violation of the anti- 
trust law. 


That statement paints the true picture of the view of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana; but, according to other statements that 
he has made on the floor of the House, on another day I respect- 
fully submit that his current view is not that which he held 
on April 1, 1924 (ConGressionaL Recorp, vol. 65, p. 5341), when 
this statement was made by him in the discussion of the limita- 
tion that was endeavoring to restrict the work of the commission. 
Upon that occasion he said: 


Under the act creating the Federal Trade Commission it has the duty 
of making investigations upon its own motion whenever it finds there 
are practices that are not warranted by legitimate trade. Now, that is 
the primary function of the Federal Trade Commission, In addition to 
that, it shall, upon the request of either House of Congress or the Presl- 
dent of the United States or Attorney General of the United States, 
make investigations where it is patent or believed that the antitrust laws 
have been violated. And yet many of the resolutions that have put the 
Federal Trade Commission into action and have inyolved the expenditure 
of thousands of dollars had nothing to do with the violation of any 
antitrust law. 


What stronger answer is needed than his own language? We 
quote again: 

Under the act creating the Federal Trade Commission it has the duty 
of making investigai{ons upon its own motion whenever it finds there 
are practices that are not warranted by legitimate trade. Now that is 
the primary function of the Federal Trade Commission. 


No doubt, on that occasion, his mind was clear in respect of 
the language of section 5 and subsection a of section 6. He 
was closer to the day when the Bureau of Corporations per- 
formed the function which he designates to be— 


the primary function of the Federal Trade Commission. 


That was their primary function; that is their primary func- 
tion, and whenever that power is restricted, then its powers 
of which monopoly is afraid will wither and die. 

The learned gentleman from Indiana, upon another occasion, 
in debate on this floor, January 29, 1925 (CoNGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, vol. 66, p. 2657), when the limitation carried in that 
bill, the subject matter of discussion in the Comptroller Gen- 
eral’s opinion and in the Attorney General’s opinion, and sub- 
stantially the same limitation which was included in the bill 
as reported to the House in the effort to secure support for 
this limitation after complaining of the abuse of power by one 
body of the Congress, said— 


investigations of this character frequently require the expenditure of 
considerable sums granted for the regularly prescribed work of the 
commission— 


The gentleman from Indiana further said: 


There is nothing in this restriction that would prevent the Trade 
Commission from complying with all the original provisions of the act. 


In every instance, until to-day, the gentleman from Indiana 
has recognized the statutory powers of the commission. Now, 
he shows his true purpose, and that is to cut off the power 
of the commission in an amendment carried in the proviso sup- 
plemented by language carried in the report. 

Referring to the language, and I will include herein the para- 
graph of the report complete : 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Appropriations aggregating $963,000 are recommended for the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission for the fiscal year 1929. A limitation has 
been carried upon the appropriation for salaries and general expenses 
of the commission, and attention is called to the fact that under this 
limitation no investigation that does not relate to alleged violations 
of the antitrust acts may be undertaken upon the request of cither 
House of Congress unless directed by concurrent resolution. This 
limitation has been amended to include economic investigations. It 
was developed during the hearings that the Federal Trade Commission 
has been engaged in economic investigations, not a few of which 
were undertaken upon the motion of the commission. The act creating 
the Federal Trade Commission specifically sets forth the powers and 
duties of the commission, and it may upon its own motion undertake 
investigations relating to the use of unfair methods of competition in 
commerce, and to gather and compile information and investigate any 
corporation engaged in commerce, The testimony given before the 
committee indicated that many of the investigations directed by the 
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The language of the present limitation, while including thes 
words—" including economi vestigatiol dds to and takes 
from the limitation which was construed by the Comptrolle1 
General and Attorney General not a whit, because undoubted) 
the word “investigations ” that is first observed in the proviso 
is inclusive of economi inve cations 

, 


We respectfully submit that the 
control commission, a part of which we have set forth 
is statutory authority for the inquiries complained of. 


authority is not affected by the limitation on 


act creating Federal 
herein, 
This 


the appropriation 


the 


bill I do not subscribe to this language in the report: 

The testimony given before the committee indicated that y of 
t} investigations dire l y the Feder rrade Commission had 1 
relation to matters involved in interstate commerce, merely being 
nomic investigations, and the attention f the Congress is d to 
this misdirected energy of the mmission 


The following language is quoted from the report: 


The attention of the Comptroller General has also les ealled te 
matters, and it is hoped that further expenditi of Federal f fol 
nlawful investigations may be rohibited 


I 

It may be that some one has performed the 
to in the quotation, but there was no 
subcommittee or the whole 


ns referred 
action in the 
reference to this 


functle 
aflirmative 


committes with 


matter. Of course, no one would justify e expenditure of 
Federal funds for unlawful investigations. It should be stated 
that the investigations of the commission have been in accord 
ance With law and, because some do not agree with the law as 
presented to the commission, it should not be stated, even in 
ferentially, that their work had been in violation of law 

So I submit that under the organic law the commission has 
the power of initiating the inquiries; that under the authority 


of the Comptroller General and the Attorney General the limi- 
tation serves no real purpose. 
The action of my friend from Indiana apparently is based 


in the summer of 
number, to wit: 
second, price-bases in 


upon the ire which certain inquiries, initiated 
1927, These inquiries are four in 
First, resale-price-maintenance inquiry ; 


occasioned. 


quiry; third, the du Pont inquiry; and fourth, the blue-sky 
Securities inquiry. I would discuss these inquiries, togethe 
with the authority for their making. 

RESALE-PRICKH-MAINTENANCI INQI KY 


The commission has many cases of this character coming be 


fore it. I do not agree with the attitude of at least ene mem- 
ber of the commission relative to this inquiry as well as the 
results that might be obtained. This inquiry has to do with 
the conditions which obtain surrounding contracts for the resale 


price of commodities, and it is the purpose to determine its 
Status in the various jurisdictions so that the commission may 
be better equipped to handle the case coming before it, and that 


Congress might have information upon which it could act if 
legislation was thought desirable. 

So we are not inclined to agree with the desirability of leg 
islation in this particular field. Under section 5 and unde 


subsection a of section 6 of the creative 
ample authority for its initiation. 
PRICI 

We are in hearty accord with this inquiry, both as to power 
io do it and its purpose. In 1924 the commission decided a case 
which is commonly called the Pittsburgh-plus case, which 
prevented a distributor from Chicago, for illustration, selling 
steel to the consumer at the mill price in Pittsburgh plus the 
freight from Pittsburgh. 

In the hearings before the committee last year Mr. Van Fleet 
stated that more than $30,000,000 annually had been saved the 
consumers by this one case, and it was testified that if the Fed 
eral reserve bank in Chicago had been constructed subsequent 
to this ruling, there would have been a saving of 360,000 as a 
result thereof. 

I am in hearty accord with the work of the commission in 
compelling the Bethlehem Steel Corporation to desist from ob- 
serving the Pittsburgh-plus method in selling its steel; which 
was of material benefit to the consuming public. I think that 
the country will be well served by the inquiry into the freight 
basing methods now in use. In my judgment, it will mean much 
to the consumers of the country. 

The Pittsburgh-plus method may be designated as the basing- 
point method. 


act the commission had 


BASES INQUIRY 
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The factory-base method is the price f b. f ory, plus the 
ft rht from factory to loeality of I | 
rhe « vered-price method is one in which the st r delivers 
its pr aducts to customers il J il ‘ i ( \ Wi 
ising the price on the « rausp l in only be 
a I Ln ing custo} cle l pa he 
I ht that it costs to deliver it to the dist ! | 
ption of this | ment d method by cer I ron I 
wt has caused considera ppre \W l 
tl It is regarded 3 i part of an ef t ralize l 
na uring in the ’ 1 industrial i 
I Vi of last yea complaint W issued by the <« mii 
nst certain manutactu S OL rahg bollers, cha Y 
| iW eoneurt yes ! ind mi ni i delivered 
| y with intent and purpose destroy local producers 
l competitors in the Pa cuas larke 1 i this | t 
Mr. Myers, comm oner, Says 
I i mi n k ad e with 
t s poll ot any } or try witt 1 
ledge « he | l e and ¢ ef of tl ‘ 
1 ne reca ) ! s i es all ¥ the y ’ 
g ‘ ffected en at 
in our judgn t l ity for this ingui may be f l 
on 5 and subsection a of section 6 of the creative a 
HE DU PONT INQI 
Published reports of the E. I. du Pont de Nemours Co. showed 
t il ddition to its known holdings in the General Motors 
cs it had acquired a large investment in the steck of the 
t? (i States Steel Corporation 
Chis announcement gave rise to much agitation in the new 
papers and elsewhere as to the purpose and effect of such ac- 
ion, the suggestion being frequently made that it was in 
elf, or would result in, a violation of the antitrust laws 
We insert the resolution itself for your consideration: 
Vr ed finat l f the I I 
l . ( t it has a large h s t the stock f 
I ( M I ( l 
\ tly rep i } iat the id «¢ 
( I ly acquire la } ling t ipital vo t 
l i St S Corpo! j i l I I f 
dir | sent { ‘ ed t 1 1 t? 
p d tl ways l I l Corl ! tik 
i 
Wi I : hme I nity « nte ong e 
thre pol I ‘ é e au he largest in 
porat n t \ t of | nd 
Whereas the ct creating this mmi I horizes it to imauire 
nto the organization, business, conduct, practices, and management of 
aid corporations: Now therefore be it 
R eae d, That the chicf economist of this commission be dir di to 
iquiry ft e made into tl re shiy lirect or indirect 
a g the United States Steel Corporation he General Motors Cor 
x iou ind ti KE. I. du Pont de Nemours Coe., tending to bring them 
uy other importa ndustrial corporatios uuder a common own 
ip, ¢ trol, or Management, with nformatic as to the probable 
I nsequences of sucl ommunity fr interest and } eport 
is ninission 
In the hearings the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] was 


with this his objection 
in part, to the 
of the stock of 


committee 


listurbed reference to inquiry, busing 
detrimental effect it had upon the market value 
these corporations. The chairman of the 


Commi Mvers were at a variance as to 


sub- 


and sioner 


the effect it had upon the market, and particularly the stocks 
involved, and in order to determine the matter to the satisfac- 
tion of ourselves and Members of the House I have caused to 
have inserted table showing these market values. There was 
an upward trend in the market and, seemingly, this inquiry 
had no effect upon it. The values continued to mount. We 


insist that section a of subsection 6 is ampl 
investigation. 


authority for this 


UTIES INQUIRY 


BLUE-SKY-SECI 
It seems that some years ago there was an attempt to bring 
down and correlate all of the legislation upon this particular 
subject, and it is in an unfinished state; and this merely brings 
the matter down to date. The violation of blue sky law oft- 
times involves interstate commerce, and I am of the opinion 
that they were within their statutory powers in doing this work. 
Authority for this inquiry is contained in subsection a of 
section 6, as well as in the general power that it would have to 
facilitate and expedite proper decision in cases involving com- 
plaints in this sphere, 
The gentleman from Indiana throughout the hearings and on 
the floer has been insistent that money has been wasted in these 
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inquiries prosecuted upon the motion of the commission. 
insert herewith a list of such inquiries: 


MOTION OF THE COMMISSION 


This list comprises only inquiries initiated by the commission and 
does not include those inherited from the Bureiu of Corporations, nor 
does it indicate any of the very numerous inquiries into cost, prices, and 
profits made during the war under general orders from the President; 
but does include those subjects of wartime inquiry which, under special 
order of the commission, after the war were made a subject of further 
study and on which printed reports were issued. 

These inquiries, with the dates of initiation, were as follows: 

Cooperation in American export trade, 1915, 

Trade and tariffs in South America, 1915. 

Uniform accounting, 1915, 

Industry 1915 

Trade association practices, 

Lumber industry, 1916. 

Interlocking directorates, 1916. 

Premiums, coupons, and trading stamps, 1918. 

Leather and shoe industry, 1918. 

1919, 

1919 

Steel costs and profits, 1919. 

Lumber costs and profits, 1919. 

Canned food costs, 1919. 

Flour milling costs and profits, 1919, 

Woolen rag trade, 1919. 
Wyoming petroleum industry, 
Paper industry, 1919, 
Coal prices, 1919, 
Steel prices, 1919. 
Lumber prices, 1920. 
Cotton textile prices, 
Leather prices, 1920. 
Flour prices, 1920, 
Iloarding food products, 1920. 
Open price associations, 1921. 
Blue-sky securities, 1921 
Anthracite coal prices, 1923. 
Cooperation in foreign countries, 
Terminal elevators, 1924, 
Lumber associations, 1926. 
Panhandle petroleum, 1926. 
Resale-price maintenance, 1927, 
rice bases, 1927. 

Blue-sky securities, 1927. 

Du Pont investments, 1927. 


Since its organization, under subsection d, of section 6, the 
House has exercised its power under the statute to have investi- 
gations made by the commission in eight instances which we 
set forth herein, together with a short explanatory statement 
thereof : 


INVESTIGATIONS BY THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION SINCR ITS ORGANI 
ZATION IN 1915, AS CONDUCTED AT THE DIRECTION OF (A) HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, (B) SENATR, (C) THE PRESIDENT, (D) THE ATTOR- 
NBY GENERAL, AND (E) MOTION OF THE COMMISSION 


(A) HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


(1) Bituminous coal: House Resolution No. 352, Sixty-fourth 
Congress, first session. 

An investigation of the alleged depressed condition of the 
bituminous coal industry.. The report suggested various meas- 
ures for insuring a more adequate supply of bituminous coal at 
reasonable prices. 

(2) Cotton yarn: House Resolution No, 451, Sixty-sixth Con- 
gress, second session. 

An investigation of the very high prices of combed cotton 
yarn, and the inquiry disclosed that there had been an extra- 
ordinary advance in prices, and that the profits in the industry 
had been extraordinarily large for several years. 

(8) Petroleum prices: House Resolution No, 501, Sixty-sixth 
Congress, second session. 

An inguiry into high prices of petroleum products. The re- 
port pointed out that the standard companies practically made 
the prices in their several marketing territories and avoided 
competition among themselves. Various constructive proposals 
io conserve the oil supply were made by the commission. 

(4) Sugar supply: House Resolution No. 150, Sixty-sixth 
Congress, first session. 

The extraordinary advance in the price of sugar in 1919 led 
to this itiquiry, and the price advance was found to be due 
chiefly to speculation and hoarding in sugar. Recommendations 


reports, 
1915, 


Copper costs, 


Coal costs, 


1919. 


1920, 


1924. 


were made for legistative action to cure these abuses. 
(5) Shoe costs and prices: House Resolution No, 217, Sixiy- 
sixth Congress, first session, 
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The high prices of shoes after the war led to this inquiry, 
and the investigation attributed such high prices chiefly to sup- 
ply and demand conditions. The economic waste, due to the 
excessive variety of styles and rapid changes therein, was 
emphasized. 

(6) Tobacco prices: House Resolution No, 533, Sixty-sixth 
Congress, second session. 

An inquiry into the prices of leaf tobacco and the selling 
prices of tobacco products. The unfavorable relationship be- 
tween them was reported to be due in part to the purchasing 
methods of the large tobacco companies. As a result of this 
inquiry, the commission recommended that the decree dissoly- 
ing the old Tobacco Trust should be amended and alleged viola- 
tions of the existing decree prosecuted. Better systems of grad- 
ing tobacco were also recommended by the commission. 

(7) Radio industry: House Resolution No. 548, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, fourth session, 

The patents in the radio industry which the commission was 
called upon to investigate by this resolution were found to be 
controlled by a combination of a few great companies, as also 
commercial communications by radio. The commission, since 
issuing the report, has instituted proceedings against these com- 
panies. The facts in the report were stated at the time to be of 
vital importance in considering what legislation should be pro- 
vided for to regulate the radio industry. 

(8) Cottonseed industry: House Resolution No, 4389, Sixty- 
ninth Congress, second session. 

This resolution directed the commission to make inquiry and 
report if there is a combination, agreement, or association to 
fix prices for cottonseed. This report is now in the course of 
preparation, 

Since the creation of the commission the Senate has called 
upon this agency in 34 instances, list of which is insterted 
herein, together with a short statement relative thereto: 
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(B) SENATE 


(1) Fertilizer: Senate Resolution No. 487, Sixty-second Con- 
gress, third session. 

This industry disclosed the extensive use of bogus inde- 
pendent fertilizer companies used for purposes of competition, 
but through conferences with the principal manufacturers 
agreements were reached for the abolition of such unfair com- 
petition. 

(2) Petroleum pipe lines: Senate Resolution No. 109, Sixty- 
third Congress, first session. 

This report showed the dominating importance of the pipe 
lines in the great mid-continent oil fields and that the pipe- 
line companies which were controlled by a few large oil com- 
panies not only charged excessive high rates for transporting 
petroleum but also evaded their duties as common carriers by 
insisting on unreasonably large shipments, to the detriment of 
the numerous small producers. 

(3) Gasoline: Senate Resolution No, 457, Sixty-third Con- 
gress, second session. 

This report was on the subject of gasoline prices in 1915, 
which disclosed the high prices of petroleum products and 
showed how the various Standard Oil companies had continued 
to maintain a division of marketing territory among them- 
selves. The commission suggested various plans for restoring 
effective competition in the oil industry. 

(4) Sisal hemp: Senate Resolution No, 170, Sixty-fourth Con- 
gress, first session. 

In response to a resolution calling on the commission to 
assist the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry by 
advising how certain quantities of hemp promised by the Mexi- 
can Sisal Trust might be fairly distributed among American 
manufacturers of binder twine, the commission made an inquiry 
and submitted a plan of distribution, which was followed. 

(5) Anthracite coal: Senate Resolution No, 217, Sixty-fourth 
Congress, first session. 

The rapid advance in the prices of anthracite at the mines, 
compared with costs, and the extortionate overcharging of 
anthracite jobbers and dealers were disclosed in this inquiry, 
and a system of current reports called for regarding selling 
prices, which substantially checked further exploitation of the 
consumer, 

(6) Newsprint paper: Senate 
fourth Congress, first session. 

This inquiry resulted from an unexpected advance in prices. 
The report showed that these prices were very profitable and 
that they had been partly the result of certain newsprint asso- 
ciation activities which were in restraint of trade. The De- 
partment of Justice instituted proceedings, in consequence of 
which the association was abolished and certain newsprint 
manufacturers indicted. 


Resolution No, 177, Sixty- 
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(7) Book paper: Senate 
Congress, first session. 

This inquiry, following shortly after the newsprint inquiry 
had a similar origin and disclosed similar restraints of trade, 
resulting in proceedings by the commission against the manu- 
facturers involved to prevent the enhancement of prices. The 
commission also recommended legislative action to repress r¢ 
straints of trade by such associations. 

(8) Flags: Senate Resolution No, 365, 
first session. 

A sudden increase in the price of American flags led to this 
inquiry, which disclosed that wl 
active to fix prices shortly before, the price advance had been 
so great on account of the war demand that further price fixing 
had been superfluous. 

(9) Meat packing profit limitations: 
177, Sixty-sixth Congress, first session. 

This inquiry had as its object the study of the system of war 
time control established by the Food Administration. 
were recommended by the commission, including more 
control of the business and lower maximum profits. 

(10) Farm implements: Senate Resolution No. 223, 
fifth Congress, second session. 

The high prices of farm implements led to this inquiry 
which disclosed that there were numerous trade combinations 
to advance prices, and that the consent decree for the dissolu 
tion of the International Harvester Co. was absurdly inade 
quate. The commission recommended a revision of the decree 
and the Department of Justice proceeded against the company 
to that end. 

(11) Milk industry: Senate 
Congress, third session. 

This inquiry was into the fairness of milk prices to pro 
ducers and of canned milk to consumers, and whether they were 
affected by fraudulent or discriminatory practices. The report 
showed marked concentration of control and questionable pra 
tices in the buying and handling of cream by butter 
turers, many of which have since been recognized as 
by the trade itself, 

(12) Pacific petroleum : 
Sixty-sixth Congress, first 

On the Pacific coast the great increase in the prices of gaso 
line, fuel oil, and other petroleum products led to this inquiry, 
which disclosed that several of the companies were fixing 
prices, 

(13) Commercial feeds. 
sixth Congress, first session. 

The inquiry into commercial feeds, which aimed to discover 
whether there were any combinations or restraints of trade in 
this business, was diligently pursued, and though it disclosed 
some association activities in restraint of trade it found no 
important violations of the antitrust laws. Certain minor 
abuses in the trade were eliminated. 

(14) Southern livestock prices: Senate Resolution No. 133, 
Sixty-sixth Congress, first session. 

The low prices of southern livestock, which gave rise to the 
belief that discrimination was being practiced, were investigated, 
but the alleged discrimination did not appear to exist. 

(15) Tobaeco prices: Senate Resolution No. 129, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, first session. 

This inquiry was directed to the low prices of leaf tobacco 
and the high prices of tobacco products. It disclosed that in the 
sale of tobacco several. of the largest companies were engaged in 
numerous conspiracies with their customers—the jobbers—to 
enhance the selling prices of tobacco. Proceedings against these 
unlawful acts were instituted by the commission. 

(16) Export grain: Senate Resolution No. 135, 
Congress, second session. 

The low prices of export wheat gave rise to this inquiry, which 
developed extensive and harmful speculative manipulation of 
prices on the grain exchanges and conspiracies among country 
grain buyers to agree on maximum prices for grain purchased 
Legislation for a stricter supervision of grain exchanges was 
recommended, together with certain changes in their rules. The 
commission also recommended governmental action, looking to 
additional storage facilities for grain not controlled by grain 
dealers. 

(17) House furnishings: Senate Resolution No, 127, Sixty 
seventh Congress, second session. 

The alleged failure of house-furnishing goods to decline in 
price since 1920 as much as most other commodities alleged to 
be due to restraint of trade was inquired into by the commission 
and two reports were issued. The first dealt with wooden 
household furniture and the second with household stoves. 
These reports showed that extensive conspiracy existed under 


269, Sixty-fourth 


Sixty-fifth Congress 


Senate Resolution No 


Change: 
complete 


Sixty 


Resolution No. 


431, Sixty-fifth 


mannfac 


unfair 


coast Senate 


Resolution No, 138 


session. 


Senate Resolution No, 140, Sixty 


Sixty-seventh 


tile a trade association had been | 
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the form of cost-accounting devices and meetings to inflate the 
prices of such goods. 
(18) Flour milling: Senate Resolution N 
Congress, second session, 
rhe report covered the cost ef production of wheat flour and 
the profits of the flour-milling companies in recent years. It 
miller and consumer 
arising from an excessive and confusing variety in the sizes of 


flour packages, 


212, Sixty-seventh 


so discussed the disadvantages to the 


(19) Cotton trade: Senate Resolution No. 262, Sixty-seventh 
Congress, second session. 

lurther discussion in the decline in cotton prices 

(20) Fertilizer industry: Senate Resolution No. 307, Sixty- 


seventh Congress, second 


SeSsLOn 


Chis inquiry developed that active competition generally pre 
vailed in the industry in this country, though in foreign con 
tries combinations controlled some of the most important raw 
materials fhe commission recommended constructive legisla- 
tion to improve agricultural credits and more extended cooper- 
ative auction in the purchase of fertilizer by farmers 


(21) Foreign ownership i 
lution No. 311, Sixty 


petroleum industry: Senate Reso 


seventh Congress, second session 


rhe acquisition of extensive oil interests in this country by 
the Dutch-Shell concern, an international trust, and disecrimina 
tion practiced against Americans in foreign countries provoked 
this inquiry, which developed the situation in a manner to pro 


mote greater reciprocity on the part of f 
99 


(22) Cotton trade: 


‘elon fgoverlLmelts 
Senate Resolution No. 429, Sixty-seventh 
fourth session, 


Congress, 


This report recommended that Congress enact legislation pro- 


viding for some form of southern warehouse delivery on N« 
York contracts, and as a part of such a delivery syste the 
adoption of a future contract which would require that not more 
than three adjacent or contiguous grades should be delivered on 
any single contract, 

23) National wealth, debt, and income: Senate Resolution 
No. 451, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session 

This inquiry was specially directed not only to national 


wealth, debt, and income, but for investigation of the problem 
of tax exemption and the increase in Federal and State taxes in 
recent years. Among other things, the report comprises an elab- 
orate estimate of the amount and ownership of tax-exempi se- 
curities by different classes of corporations and persons 

(24) Calcium arsenate: Senate Resolution No. 417, Sixty- 
seventh Congress, fourth session. 

The high prices of calcium arsenate, a poison used to destroy 
the cotton-boll weevil, led to this inquiry, from which it appeared 
that the cost was due to the sudden increase in demand rather 
than to any restraints of trade. 

(25) Bread industry: Senate Resolution No. 163, Sixty-eighth 
Congress, first session. 

This inquiry was into the production, distribution, transpor- 
tation, and sale of flour and bread; to ascertain costs, profits, 
and prices at each stage of the process of production and dis- 
tribution from the time the wheat leaves the farm until the 
broad is delivered to the consumer. Also to inquire into the 
development in the direction of monopoly and concentration of 
control in the milling and baking industries, together with evi- 
dence indicating violations of the antitrust laws. 

(26) Cotton merchandising practices: Senate Resolution No. 
252, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, 

Certain objectionable practices prevailed among cotton fac- 
tors or shippers, a concrete illustration of which would be the 
delivery of consigned cotton by a factor or owner on his future 
contract where the consignees had not given permission to use 
it in that manner. 

(27) Packers’ consent decree: Senate 
Sixty-eighth Congress, second session. 

The commission was directed to submit all available infor- 
mation on the nistory and existing status of the consent decree 
entered February 27, 1920, in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia against the five principal meat-packing companies 
which bad been charged with forming a combination in viola- 
tion of the antitrust laws. The commission was also directed 
to submit an opinion on the effects to be expected if the decree 
were enforced, or modified, or annulled, together with the rec- 
ommendations of the public policies involved. 

(28) Empire Cotton Growing Corporation: Senate 
No. 317, Sixty-eighth Congress, second session. 

The commission was directed to report regarding the devel- 
opment, methods, and activities of the Empire Cotton Growing 
Corporation, and as to the probable effect upon American cotton 
growers of the action of the British Government, as outlined 
in article 6 of an ultimatum to Egypt with respect to the in- 
crease of the area to be irrigated in certain portions of Egypt 


Resolution No, 278, 


tesolution 
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for the growing of cotton. The report concluded that if the 
Egyptian district in question were all put into cotton of Ameri- 
can types, or types that compete with them, the resulting yield 
would not seriously impair the position of the American cotton 
grower, 

(29) American and Imperial Tobacco Cos.: Senate Resolution 
No. 329, Sixty-eighth Congress, second session. 

This resolution called for an investigation of the activities of 
the American Tobacco Co. and the Imperial Tobacco Co. (Ltd.). 
The inquiry covered (1) the present degree of concentration 
and relationship between the two companies involved and (2) 
tle methods employed by these companies with respect to co- 
operative marketing associations. 

(30) The electric power industry: Senate Resolution No. 329, 
Sixty-eighth Congress, second session. 

This resolution alleged that the General Electric Co. has 
acquired a monopoly, or exercises a control in restraint of trade 
or commerce, in violation of law, of or over the production and 
distribution of electric energy and the manufacture, sale, and 
distribution of electrical equipment and apparatus. The com- 
mission was directed to report the means employed by the Gen- 
eral Electric Co. in monopolizing electric energy or power, and 
also the means of the company to acquire or maintain such 
monopoly. 

(31) Open price associations: Senate Resolution No. 28, 
Sixty-ninth Congress. special session. 

This resolution called on the commission to report the num- 
ber and nature of open price associations, their names, the num- 
ber of their members, and importance of such associations in the 
industry; (2) to report to what extent, if any, the effect of 
such open price associations has been to maintain among mem- 
bers thereof uniform prices to wholesalers or retailers, or to 
secure uniform, or approximately uniform, increases in such 
prices; and (8) to report with respect to alleged violations of 
the antitrust laws, if any, engaged in by such open price 
associations, 

(32) Petroleum prices: 
Congress, first session. 

In this inquiry the commission was directed to report with 
respect to the very material advances recently made in the 
prices of crude oil, gasoline, kerosene, and many other petro- 
leum products, and whether or not such price increases were 
arbitrarily made and unwarranted, whether or not there had 
been any understanding or agreement between various oil com- 
panies or manipulations thereby to raise or depress prices, or in 
conditions of ownership or control of oil properties, or of refin- 
ing and marketing facilities in the industry, which would pre- 
vent effective competition, and also the profits of the principal 
companies engaged in these industries during the years 1922- 
1924, inclusive. 

(33) Cooperative associations: Senate Resolution No, 34, 
Sixty-ninth Congress, special session. 

The commission was directed to make inquiry and report (a) 
into the growth and importance of cooperative associations, 
including particularly the cost of marketing and distribution of 
such cooperatives, as compared with corresponding costs of 
other types of distributors, and also to report any alleged viola- 
tions of the antitrust laws, and to submit recommendations for 
legislation, if necessary, 

(34) Stock dividends: Senate Resolution No. 304, Sixty-ninth 
Congress, second session, 

The commission was directed to ascertain and report the 
names and capitalization of corporations that have issued stock 
dividends, together with the amount of said stock dividends, 
since the decision of the Supreme Court holding that stock divi- 
dends were not taxable, and to ascertain and report the same 
information as to the same corporations for the same period of 
time prior to such decision. A report was recently sent to the 
Senate on this subject. 

Since the creation of the commission the President of the 
United States upon seven different occasions has used the 
power of this commission in its investigation work. The in- 
quiries and short statement relative thereto is inserted here- 
with: 


Senate Resolution No. 31, Sixty-ninth 


(C) THE PRESIDENT 

(1) Food inquiry: Direction of the President, February 7, 
1917. 

The President's food inquiry, undertaken with a special ap- 
propriation of Congress, resulted in a very important series of 
reports on the meat-packing industry, which had as their imme- 
diate result the enactment of the packers and stockyards act for 
the control of this industry and the prosecution of the big 
packers for a conspiracy in restraint of trade by the Depart- 
ment of Justice. Another branch of the food inquiry developed 
important facts regarding the grain trade which were of as- 
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sistance to Congress in regulating the grain exchanges and to 
the courts in interpreting the law. Reports were also issued on 
the flour-milling and food-canning industries. 

(2) War-time cost finding: Direction of the President, July 
25, 1917. 

The numerous cost inyestigations—some 600 in all—made by 
the Federal Trade Commission during the war into the coal, 
steel, lumber, petroleum, cotton textiles, locomotive, leather, 
canned foods, and copper industries, not to mention scores of 
other important industries, on the basis of which prices were 
fixed by the Food Administration, the War Industries Board, 
and the purchasing departments, like the Army, Navy, Ship- 
ping Board, and Railroad Administration, were all done under 
the President's special direction, and it is estimated that these 
cost-finding activities of the commission helped to save the 
country many billions of dollars by checking unfavorable price 
advances. Subsequent to the war a number of reports dealing 
with costs and profits were published based on these war-time 
inquiries. Among these may be mentioned reports on coal, 
copper, lumber, and canned goods. 

(3) Wheat prices: Direction of the President, October 12, 
1820. 

The extraordinary decline of wheat prices in the summer and 
autumn of 1920 led to a direction of the President to inquire 
into the reasons for the decline. The chief reasons were found 
in abnormal market conditions, including certain arbitrary 
methods pursued by the grain-purchasing departments of foreign 
governments. 

(4) Price deflation of agricultural products: President's direc- 
tion, March 21, 1921. 

The President asked the commission to inquire into the de- 
cided and progressive deflation in the prices of most of the 
staple agricultural products and to inquire into the reasons why, 
in the face of a very great shrinkage in prices of agricultural 
products, the consuming public has failed to get the benefit of a 
corresponding reduction in the cost of foodstuffs; to inquire as 
to whether the shrinkage in the value of basic commodities 
has been adequately reflected into the price of the products 
which the public buys. Based upon the commission’s response 
to this direction, the President dealt with the subject mutter 
of price deflation in his subsequent annual message to Congress. 

(5) Gasoline inquiry: President’s direction, February 7, 1924. 

This report was entitled “Increase of Gasoline Prices in 
1924,” and upon its submission to the President the report was 
referred to the Department of Justice for consideration in con- 
nection with his inquiry into related phases of the petroleum 
industry which was undertaken by that department. The report 
embraces data on production, stocks, investment and profits of 
producers, refiners, and marketers, and a study of competitive 
conditions in the industry as a whole, with particular reference 
to the position and activities of the so-called Standard group. 

(6) War-time profits and costs of the steel industry: Direction 
of the President. 

This report dealt with both profits and costs in the steel 
industry and related to the period of the World War, and 
showed the effect, first, of the World War, and then the entry 
into it of the United States. Profits are analyzed in various 
ways, and particularly as to the differences between large and 
small companies. 

(7) Anthracite-coal price pyramiding: 
President, September 15, 1925. 

At the direction of the President the commission examined 
certain alleged practices of price manipulation in the anthracite- 
coal trade. 

Since the creation of the commission the Attorney General of 
the United States has twice called into activity this agency. 
We set forth the list, together with a short statement relative 
thereto: 


JANUARY 23 


Direction of the 


(D) ATTORNEY GENERAL 

(1) Lumber industry: Request of Attorney General, Septem- 
ber 4, 1919. 

The commission examined certain alleged trade combinations 
in the lumber industry. Violations of the antitrust acts were 
disclosed with respect to the Southern Pine Association, West 
Coast Lumbermen’s Association, Western Pine Manufacturers’ 
Association, Northern Hemlock & Hardwood Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation, Western Red Cedar Association, Lifetime Post Asso- 
ciation, and Western Red Cedarmen’s Information Bureau. 
The Department of Justice has instituted proceedings in conse- 
quence of the commission’s recommendations with respect to the 
Southern Pine Association and the Western Pine Manufacturers’ 
Association. 

(2) Raisin combinations: Request of Attorney General, Sep- 
tember 30, 1919. 

A combination of raisin growers in California was referred 
to the commission for examination by the Attorney General pur- 
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commission found that it was only organized in restraint of 
trade but was being conducted in a manner that was threaten 
ing financial disaster to the growers. The 


commission recom 


i 


ended change of organization to conform to law, which was 
adoy i by the raisi LTowel 

VV res} trully bmit vork of he col ISS101 
should not be hampered or restricted | mitations carried 
it bill, Uy tl reuine W bmit t work 
( ( ol Issl ! i he ( I provis 

I Clerk read as fi ws 

_ € ( ( er (x , A ox - ¢ ‘ G 
eT S7 ( i s v ¢ | ( 
l “eS nce with t n of 92 $s 7 | 
in all, $3,575,000 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsit Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word simpl Oo say a word about the Comptroller 
General and his office. I am led to do this because of a pet 
. il experience which demonstrated to me the vast importance 
to the Government d to the people of that position and the 
vast importance of having the rigl man in that positic 


A certain bureau of the Government advertised for a machine 
which it wished to buy 

It printed certain specifications 
20 drawn, and deliberately so drawn, as to prevent—the bureau 
thought—a very reputable and competent manufacturer 
district from submitting a bid with any hope of having it 


in my 
accepted. The manufacturer wrote to me ind also wrote to 
another Member of the House, a personal friend of hi 
LAMPERT, Of Wisconsin. Together we went to this bureau. 


} 


x, Mr 
The 
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snant to the Federal Trade Commission act (sec. 6), and the | knowledge of the law, integrity, and courage—and McCarl 


Those specifications were | 


officials, with much of what might be denominated earnestness | 


overdone, insisted that they were within their rights, and thai 
my constituent’s bid was not within the specifications. My 
colleague from Wisconsin and I informed the gentlemen that in 


our opinion they had drawn the specifications in that way for 


no other purpose than to exclude anybody except the compan) 
to whom they wished to give the contract 

Our labor did no good. My constituent’s bid was ignored. 
They reported in favor of a higher bidder, and the secretary 
of their department approved the contract which they had 
awarded. 

Then we went to Comptroller General McCarl and laid the 
indisputable facts before him. After two or three weeks had 
passed, the Comptroller General communicated with those bu- 
reau chiefs and with the department head and said, “ Your 
specifications are improperly drawn They are drawn to 
exclude certain competent manufacturers and to favor others, 
and the contract must not be carried out.” 

My constituent had bid a little more than $10,000, The next 
low bid wus $11,000. There were four other 
bids, all higher; six in all. One man in the Government 
service wrote to the bureau people who had drawn these speci- 
fications, and they read to Mr. LAMprERT and myself his letter. 
In it he said that he would ignore the first bids and give the 
contract to No, 6, and it was the highest in the lot by several 
thousand dollars. The author of that letter thus exhibited ¢ 
moral obtuseness altogether too common jn the matter o 
Government contracts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsi 
has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Comptroller General said, 
“You can not go on with that contract, although it has been 
awarded and some part of the machine may have been com 
pleted. Nevertheless you can not pay one dollar on that contract 
out of the funds in the United States Treasury.” 

Then what? My constituent, the lowest responsible bidder, 
secured the contract, made a fine machine, and it is doing most 
excellent service. 

After we came back following the summer vacation a con 
stituent called my attention to another Government bureau 
which had issued an advertisement asking for bids and con 
taining specifications, and said, “ Here is another job.” Those 
were his words. And a manufacturer in Buffalo also wrote tha 
it was a job, and that the specifications had been so drawn as 
to exclude everybody except the man or concern or corporation 
to whom they wished to award the contract. And McCarl got 
hold of that job and stopped it too. 

I have heard Comptroller General McCarl criticized severely 
at times on this floor. No man is perfect. But there are three 
things which are absolutely necessary in a Comptroller General 


more than 


i 
f 


bines them all, and a government is indeed fortunate which has 
such a splendid man in its service. [Applause 

The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will read. 

the Clerk read as follows 
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Mr. DALLINGER Mr. C] man, I ve | ( he 
st word 
hhe CHAIRMAN The gentlen from Mas isetts moves 
to strike out the t word 
Mr. DALLINGER Ll would | to ask tl hairma f tl 
mmittee how loug this w d property is to be pendil ind 
what it consists of, and if ther i} t so many yea 
after the close of the war, of havi! hese matters closed uy 
Mr. WOOD. It is on f th iftermaths of the w that will 
be l time in conelus D ll G ument purchased 
t } vy things during its war ix \\ } e a lot of 
estate, and street-car lines, and suburban roads, and u 
Loy | erty v l the « ! But tl 
Ww l isclose ¢ ra ti} Vi I | ropsM \ a \ t 
vill be done with reference to ck g it out I think th are 
iking a pretty fair showil Of course, the Government will 
se in the disposition ol this propert because of the sacrifices 


it must make to get rid of it 

Mr DALLINGER, Is this pr perty located all 
country? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. It extends from San Francisco to Port- 
land, Me., and from the Gulf to the La 

Mr. DALLINGER. Has the committee any inventory of 
what the property is supposed to be worth? 


- of 
ove! ue 


Mr. WOOD Yes. You will find in the hearings, beginning 
on page 259, a very complete résumé of that property and an 
estimate « its valine In a word, it is shown that they have 
2.300 mortgages in force and they have 267 pieces of vacant 


property 

Mr. DALLINGER. 

ayment? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. It is town lots and tenement houses and 
boarding houses and everyth else that was built durin he 
war to take care of these war activities 

Mr. DALLINGER. Is there included in that any camp sites? 

Mr. WOOD. No; these were all industrial housing proposi- 
LIOGHS 


The Clerk read as follows: 


These mortgages were taken as part 


Washington, D. C., Government hotel for ¢ rnment worker For 
mainte incé } i I ceme i i 1d res 1 nts 
therein, including purchase and replacement « quis it and personal 

rvices and including not to exceed $300 for the repair and mainte 

e of an auton le for official use, $403,250. of which amount not 
to exceed $238,590 may be expended for personal services in the D rict 
f umbia in addition to any mea! ind lodging allowed employees: 


Provided, That no person shall be employed hereunder at a rate of com- 
pensation exceeding $5,000 per annum, in additior ) any mea and 


person may be employed at that rate 


Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
striking out lines 6 to 18, inclusive, on page 20, the 
paragraph 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows 

Amendment offered by Mr. Dat rR: On page 20, beginning in line 


6, strike out the entire paragraph ending in line 18 


Mr. DALLINGER. The land between the Capitol and the 
Union Station some years before the outbreak of the Huropea 
war was taken under authorization of Congress for park pur- 
poses, so there could be a beautiful approach to the Capitol 
from the Union Station. That territory was covered by build 
ings and most of the buildings were demolished. Then when 
the war came on these Government hotels, so called, were 
erected on that location. I never could understand why fit was 
done. When they were entirely occupied they only provided 
accommodations for about 1,800 of the 30,000 or 40,000 female 
employees of the Government. When they were constructed it 
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was said they were only temporary and that particular type of 
construction wus supposed to be good for only three years. 
They have been there for 10 years. It is nine years since the 
armistice was signed, and every year we are told they are going 
to be torn down and the approach from the Union Station to 
the Capitol beautified, But every year in comes this appropria- 
tion. in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, they will never be torn 
down until Congress stops appropriating for them. I do not 
know how many people are being housed there at the present 
time, but I do know the nuynber is very small, because some of 
the buildings are not occupfed at all, while some have been given 
over to the use of the National Guard of the District of 
Columbia. 

It seems to me Congress ought to take some action to have 
those buildings torn down and the approach between the Union 
Station and the Capitol beautified. It is a disgrace to the 
District of Columbia and a disgrace to the Nation for people to 
come out of the beautiful Union Station and come up to the 
Capitol with the situation as it is now. I am wondering how 
long Congress is going to stand for it, and 1 trust this amend- 
ment will prevail. 

Mr. HAMMER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMER. Why tear them down and deprive the ladies 
who are employees of the Government of a home until we are 
ready to beautify the premises? 

Mr. DALLINGER. Why are we not ready to beautify the 
premises ? 

Mr. HAMMER. If they were torn down, would it cause us 
to get ready any quicker? 

Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly it would. 

Mr. HAMMER. There is another thing I would like to ask 
the gentleman. Probably the genileman can not answer it, but 
I imagine the chairman of the subcommittee can. They in- 
creased the price from $47.50 a month to $50 in order to cover 
rent charges. Now, why is it they continue to charge these 
ladies that additional $2.50 or $5 since they quit paying rent 
and when they made, as I understand it, $50,000 clear last 
year? 

Mr. DALLINGER. I will say to the gentleman that I can 
not answer his question; but why were they put there in the 


first place? They ought never to have been erected in that 
location, 
Mr. HAMMER. But they are there, and they are good 


buildings in which to house these lady employees. 

Mr. DALLINGER. They were to be torn down at the end 
of three years, but they are still there, and they will remain 
there until Congress stops appropriating money for them. 

Mr. HAMMER. Would not their destruction operate to 
increase rent in the District? 


Mr. DALLINGER. No. The effect of it would be infini- 
tesimal. 
Mr. HAMMER. I can not see why the suggestion is made 


to tear them down until we are ready to tear them down. 

Mr. DALLINGER,. We are ready. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Chairman, I will say, in answer to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that there are some 918 young 
ladies still occupying these buildings. They were built in the 
first instance because the clerical force that was attracted to 
this city during the war was subjected to all sorts of profiteer- 
ing. It is too long a story, but there are some here, perhaps, 
who remember what occurred then. Lessors were putting five 
or six of these girls in one room-——a room that was only fit for 
the occupancy of one person—and they were charging each one 
of them the price they would have charged had they been 
occupying the room entirely alone. It was a matter of Govern- 
ment necessity at that time. 

Now, with reference to beautifying that part of the city. 
There are pending in the courts of the District a half dozen 
eases condemning certain portions of this property. These cases 
have been pending for 20 years and are still undecided. The 
point was well made by the gentleman from North Carolina 
that until they are ready to beautify these grounds and make 
them a part of the improvement that has been contemplated 
there is no use of demolishing these Government hotels. They 
were built, perhaps, better than they knew. They are in splen- 
did condition, There are some five or six of them that are not 
now occupied as Government hotels, but these are oecupied by 
various other activities of the Government and some of the 
activities of the District of Columbia. 


No one is compelled to live in these hotels. Most of the 


young ladies who are occupying these homes are doing it be- 
cause they are getting better accommodations there for the 
amount of money they are paying than they could get elsewhere. 
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To my mind, it would be a calamity to close them, If these 
900 young women were thrown out upon the public to-morrow 
to find some other places to go and get accommodations the 
profiteer would again be getting in his work, as they have been 
doing in this town ever since the war. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. DALLINGER. 
1st of July, would it? 
Mr. WOOD. No. 
Mr. DALLINGER. 

morrow? 

Mr. WOOD. But there is no reason for it. These grounds 
could not be beautified, and the result the gentleman would like 
to see accomplished can not be accomplished until certain of 
these law suits are finally determined. To-day you can not walk 
from here to Union Station without seeing some of these places 
half built up, and the cases with respect to those properties are 
still pending in the courts. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Can the gentleman from Indiana give us 
any idea when these buildings will be torn down—— 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. DALLINGER (continuing). And when we will be able 
to begin to carry out the plan that was determined upon 20 
years ago? 

Mr. WOOD. I think when the Government has the title to the 
other property finally decided in the court, where these cases 
are now pending, we will get rid of the Government buildings. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Can the gentleman give us any idea when 
that will be? 

Mr. WOOD. No; I can not, because of the fact I can not tell 
when these cases are going to be decided in the courts of the 
District. 

Mr. HUGHES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HUGHES. What is the necessity for this appropria- 
tion? If these buildings are being used, rented, and so on, why 
are they not self-sustaining? 

Mr. WOOD. They are self-sustaining. The fact of the busi- 
ness is they are paying a little profit into the Treasury. It 
is perhaps not quite accurate to call it a profit, because there 
is nothing included for overhead or for interest on the invest- 
ment; but these Government hotels are paying a surplus into 
the Treasury. 

Mr. NEWTON. Then the gentleman thinks the buildings as 
now constructed look a whole lot better there than to have a 
lot of vacant, torn-up ground; and that is just about what will 
happen if we abandon these buildings before we are ready to 
go ahead with the improvement which we all want to see. 
For one I would rather have the place used at it is being used 
instead of having a lot of vacant ground there. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Minnesota if he can tell the House when we 
are going to be in a position to beautify these grounds? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Indiana to direct the attention of the com- 
mittee to page 275 of the hearings where there is given the 
amount of receipts and also the amount of disbursements, the 
receipts being $445,788.68 and the disbursements $393,967.47, 
showing that the receipts are approximately $50,000 more than 
the disbursements. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; and, in addition to that, they have been 
saving the Government thousands of dollars a year in the 
laundry which they have down there to take care of all such 
work in the various departments. There is also a saving 
through the manufacture of ice. I think this institution is 
one of the most profitable institutions the Government has, and 
while it may be an eyesore and may continue for some years 
to come, yet it will not continue longer than the eyesores that 
many of us have seen since we have been here, where the 
grounds are filled to the second floor of various buildings, and 
the title to this property is still pending in the courts of the 
District of Columbia. The title to the ground upon which 
these hotel buildings are located has been settled, but as to 
some of that ground we are there by suffrance, ready to get 
off immediately when the other titles are adjudicated. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied with the 
explanation of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] and 
I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For all other authorized expenditures necessary in the execution of 
laws to regulate ecommerce, including one chief counsel, one director 
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ing expenses, and stenographic reporting services to be obtained o1 
and after the approval of this act by the commission, in its discretion 
through the civil service or by contract, or renewal of existing con 
tract, or otherwise, $2,564,500, of which amount not to exceed $2,008,010 
expended for personal services in the District ef Columbia, 


may bé 

exclusive of special counsel, for which the expenditure shall not exceed 
$50,000; not exceeding $3,000 for necessary books, reports, and 
periodicals; not ex eeding $100 in the open market fe s purchas 
of office furniture similar in class or kind to that listed in the gene 
supply schedule; and not exceeding $159,000 1 ent f bu vs 
the District of Columbia: Provided, That this appropriation shall not 


be available for rent of build gs in the Dist t of Col 


Public Buildings Commission 





able space is provided by th 
Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, I strike out the last 
word, and ask unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. I obje tic n to the reques of th 
gentleman from Kansas? 
There was no objection. 


move to 


there 





Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
the item before us has to do with the work of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and I want to make a few observations 
with reference to the progress of the work being done under 
the resolution passed by Congress in January, 1925, which 


provided for a general survey and readjustment of th 
rates of this country. 

I am prompted particularly to speak at this time about this 
by reason of a decision in the Federal court in California, 
handed down upon Wednesday of last week, January 18. _ I 
have just received this morning from the Attorney General’s 
office a copy of the bill in equity filed by 48 railroads attacking 
the so-called Hoch-Smith resolution, and the interpretation of 
the resolution by the Interstate Commerce Commission; and 
also a copy of the decision of the court in that case. It is a 


freight 
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of finance, and one director of traffic at $10,000 each per annum, travel | of the country. On 


decision of very great importance. The case was one of the | 


definite cases in which the Interstate Commerce Commission 
had granted substantial decreases in freights and had based its 
action specifically upon the Hoch-Smith resolution, and is com- 
monly referred to as the California fruit case. 

The case was brought by the California Growers and Shippers’ 
Protective League to obtain reductions on transcontinental rates 
on citrus fruits. Some time prior to this the fruit people of 
southern California had brought a similar case, but their appli- 
cation had been denied by the commission. After the passage 
of the Hoch-Smith resolution they brought another case, and 
on July 20, 1927, the commission granted the application and 
granted very substantial freight reductions of 12 or 13 cents a 
hundred pounds, and based its action squarely upon the reso 
lution. The decision was attacked, and 48 of the great railroads 
of the country were permitted to join in the suit, which indi 
cates their view of its importance. They sought to enjoin the 
putting into effect of the reduced rates. The case was heard by 
a specially constituted Federal court in California, consisting of 
Circuit Judge Rudkin and District Judges Kerrigan and St. 
Sure. The attack was upon the constitutionality of the resolu 
tion itself, upon the constitutionality of the commission’s con- 
struction of it, and upon the findings generally of the commis- 
sion. The decision of the court sustains the action of the com- 
mission in every particular, denies the injunction, and the new 
reduced rates will be ordered in, 


some of the very large cases the hearings 
ure completed or ne: rly so. 
In a number of cases already d: 


commission has 


nstrued and applied the Hoech-Smith solution, and some of 
these cases have been of great importance. I wish I had time 
to read from some of these decisions, but I shall not imp 
upon the House to do so at this time 

Let me refer, for the information of those wh ay be fur 

r interested in the history of the resolution and the progress 

made und it, to a very splendid an omprel sit 

report made on the subject by he rate committee of th 
N Association of State Railroad d Public Utility Com 
missioners at the annual convention of the association in Dallas 
rex., last October. The report was presented by Hon. Hugh H 
Williams, of New Mexico, chairman of the committee, and i 
omplete and convineing answer to the critics who have sought 
to diseredit the legislation The report, which covers 22 pages 
and which was unanimously adopted by the association, outlines 
tt need for the legislation, the steps leading up to its enact 
ment ‘lis of various trade and business bodies, farm organiza 
tions, traffic experts, and others wl had long urged i ind 
sweeps awiy various misrepresentations concerning the ci 


stances under which Congress passed 
up in detail many cases in which the 
taken action in compliance with it 
The report then sums up the results so far 
Hoch-Smitl 


it But before doing so let me remind vou that this association 


The report then takes 


commission has already 


uttained under the 
resolution, and as the summary is bri i will re 


of State commissioners is an old association, 


omposed of men 
who are in immediate and constant touch wit! rate matters 
and who in the main have shown a very high regard for the 
nterests of the public in all freight questions heir 


testimony is entitled to very great weight. I quote now from 


these 


the association’s report: 


therefore, be said that these effects have been produced |! 


It may 


de s already resulted in reductions of importance 
2. It has stayed important rate advances. 


3. It has resulted in the institution of important rate investigations 


in which the substantial relief for agriculture may be confidently 
xpected 

4. It has supplied to the Interstate Commerce Commission a more 
convenient and expeditious method of procedure for use in a construe 


treatment of complicated rate situations than was possible under 
previously existing laws, which procedure has been used by the commis- 
sion with such regard for the rights of all parties that no complaint 


ha risen against it 
T el, 


We recommend that this association by resolution declare its opposi- 


in the recommendation they say: 


tion to any repeal of the Hoch-Smith resolution or to any amendment 
of it which would affect the principles therein declared, that the prod 
ucts of agriculture, including livestock, shal! be 


possible level of rates 
That 
tion 


I say that results have not been as rapid as many of us hoped 
for, and while I do not want to indulge in any intemperate 


accorded the lowest 


recommendation was adopted by the national associa- 


| criticism of the railroads, I do say that the attitude of many of 


The resolution has been on the statute books for nearly three 


years. I never claimed, and no one else ever claimed, that it 
was a panacea for freight ills. I shall not take the time to 
rehearse the history of that legislation, but I do say that it 
has already been of very great advantage, and especially to 
agriculture. 

The resolution has been viciously attacked from certain quar- 
ters, largely inspired by selfish interests. Its purposes and its 
terms have been grossly misrepresented, and the attitude of the 
commission toward it has been misrepresented and effort made 
to put the whole situation in an improper light before the 
country. 

Action under the resolution has not been as speedy and as 
far-reaching as many of us would hope for. But I am sure that 


every fair man who knows anything about the work of the | 


commission and the great burden and complexity of the task 
with which it labors want to be as patient as possible with the 
commission. 

It is not my purpose to-day to attempt to outline the very 
broad work that has been instituted and is being carried on 
under the resolution. There are major investigations on certain 
basic commodities, such as grain and grain products, cotton, 


cottonseed and cottonseed products, vegetable oils, petroleum, 


iron, and steel, and so forth. Then there are broad surveys 





the railroads toward these efforts to get a better distribution 
of the freight burden has been an indefensible attitude They 
have thrown every sort of obstacle in the way of the commis- 
sion toward the carrying out of the plain mandate of Congress 
in this regard. I call attention to one case of tremendous im 


| portance in the whole western country, namely, the western grain 


case. In the western grain case all the great farm organiza- 
tions of the whole Middle West had united in applications for 
moderate decreases in rates upon grain, which in my judgment 
were entirely justified under all of the circumstances 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 10 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objes tion. 

Mr. HOCH. Instead of submitting to reasonable decreases, 
which the facts, I believe, plainly called for in that case, the 
western railroads countered by demanding increases in grain 
rates of from 20 to 40 per cent. The commission has been 
holding hearings in that grain case at Wichita, Kansas City, 
Minneapolis, Chicago, and, perhaps, other places. I undertake 
to say that there is no man informed with reference to con 
ditions out there who seriously believes that the railroads ever 
expected to get increases in freight rates upon grain It is the 


being made of class and commodity rates in various sections common conversation of the street that this attitude and action 
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of the railroads was purely railroad tactics for the sole purpose 
of preventing decreases, 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. 
yield? 

Mr. HOCH. I yield. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Is it not within the province of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to taxe cognizance of that 
fact and to go along and consider the question of whether they 
will make reductions instead of increases? 

Mr. HOCH. It certainly is. 

Mr. GARNDR of Texas. If that is true, why do they permit 
the railroads to pursue these tactics? 

Mr. HOCH. Under the law the railroads have the legal right, 
of course, to make any sort of application they desire, but I am 
saying that, in my judgment—and I believe it is the judgment 
of all men informed with reference to the situation—the rail- 
roads had no idea of ever getting those increases. I think the 
commission ought to take those facts into consideration, and I 
hope that the commission will find some way to shorten up these 
hearings in order that we may have a decision on that matter 
of so great importance to the West. 

These western railroads, with scarcely an exception, have 
been enjoying the most prosperous years they have ever had. 
We all rejoice in that. Take it through my own country. 
The Santa Fe, the Rock Island, the Union Pacific, and even the 
Missouri Pacific, which only a few years ago was considered 
improvident and comparatively unsuccessful, have been doing 
wonderfully well. And yet in spite of the fact that these rail- 
roads have been enjoying this great prosperity, and in spite of 
the fact that the country through which they run has been 
through a period of agricultural depression, these railroads 
come in, in the face of that situation, and brazenly ask for 
these increases from 20 to 40 per cent in grain freight rates. 
I say that it is indefensible, and it indicates on the part of 
some railroad officials an indifference to public sentiment and 
public welfare which in the long run will breed harm for even 
the railroads themselves. [Appiause.] 

It will be recalled that a great many years ago a railroad 
president, in a flare against public sentiment, said, * The public 
be damned.” Happily we had gotten pretty much past that 
sort of an attitude. We have gotten to a place of good will 
between the railroads and the public and we all rejoice in 
that. We have come to a time when it is no longer the stock 
in trade of the demagogue to indulge in indiscriminate attacks 
on the railroads and when railroads generally have been seek- 
ing success through good will, cooperation, and service. We all 
want them to prosper. We know the necessity for adequate 
transportation service, but there is a suspicion growing that 
the attitude of some of the railroads in some of these great 
cases is dictated not so much by men in the actual transporta- 
tion business, the real railroaders, who grew up with the busi- 
ness and who know that in the long run the railroads can not 
prosper unless the country through which they run prospers, 
but are dictated by some who are more interested in financial 
manipulation, and who are far removed from the country 
served by those railroads, and who are seemingly indifferent to 
public sentiment in that country. [Applause.] And I trust 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission will take a more 
vigorous attitude in bringing to a conclusion this readjustment 
of the freight structure to which, in my judgment, the great 
agricultural section of the country in particular is eminently 
entitled, 

Mr. HASTINGS. 

Mr. HOCH. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I wanted to know whether or not you 
would put into your remarks the results in such cases where 
reductions have been had. I think that is information which 
the Members of the House and the country would like to have. 

Mr. HOCH. Yes. I will do that. In the great major cases, 
of course, decisions have not yet been rendered. The livestock 
ease is still pending. Its decision should be expedited. This 
western grain case is another great primary case not yet com- 
pleted. It is true that the commission has not yet taken action 
with reference to these great major cases, but there has been 
substantial benefit in a number of cases which are very im- 
portant to the parties interested. And the resolution has un- 
doubtedly been the bulwark which has prevented very large 
freight increases which many believe we would have had in the 
West if it had not been for the direction of this resolution. 

It may be of interest to the Members, if they do not know it, 
that soon after Congress passed this resolution in 1925, Canada 
passed a similar provision, part of it almost word for word 
like ours, directing this survey of the freight structure, and it is 
of great interest to some of us in the grain-producing section of 
the country to know that the Canadian commission last summer, 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


ce 
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after a hearing involving grain rates, issued an order substan- 
tially reducing grain rates in Canada; and they did it, accord- 
ing to their statement, in carrying out a great national policy 
in the interests of agriculture in their country. To-day the pro- 
ducers of wheat in this country are at a disadvantage in com- 
parison with the Canadian producer, and the Canadian com- 
mission refer specifically to the situation of the American grain 
producers and state that in their judgment American grain pro- 
ducers are bearing an unfair proportion of the freight burden. 

I do not mean to criticize our commission. I appreciate the 
difficulties of their task, but I hope they will prosecute this 
thing a little more vigorously. There are those of us who have 
resisted any policy looking toward legislative rate making, but 
I utterly reject the criticism coming from some quarters that 
it is not the business of Congress to direct in any way the 
work of the Interstate Commerce Commission. The Interstate 
Commerce Commission has no power whatever, except as an 
agency of Congress, in the regulation of interstate commerce. 
While Congress should not, without the very greatest provoca- 
tion, enter upon a policy of specific rate making, because we 
are not equipped for that, yet I say that it is not only the right 
but the duty of Congress to direct the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in matters of broad, fundamental transportation 
policy. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. 

Mr. HOCH. Yes. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Can the gentleman give us any idea 
of the effect of these Canadian rates? Are they compensatory 
or are their losses made up by taxation? 

Mr. HOCH. I have no way of telling. The Canadian com- 
mission, in the exercise of its power to put into effect just and 
reasonable rates, has ordered these rates put into effect, and I 
assume that the Canadian commission, in their judgment, are 
not penalizing the railroads. 

It is held by decisions of the Supreme Court that there is 
plainly a zone of just and reasonable rates, and the courts 
are not rate-making bodies at all. The courts are only con- 
cerned as to whether there has been any denial of rights under 
the Constitution, and Congress has a right to direct that cer- 
tain classes and kinds of commodities may have as low lawful 
rates as the commission can establish. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Kansas may proceed for 10 
ininutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
quest? 

Mr. HOCH. Unless somebody asks me some more questions, 
I shall need only a few minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARBER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOCH. Yes. 

Mr. GARBER. My observation of rate cases, while limited, 
shows that the burden is usually on the public, which under 
the exigencies of the cases is a very doubtful result, and it re- 
fuses to yield the full information needed by an investigator. 
Does the Hoch-Smith resolution clothe the commission with the 
initiative, to initiate the survey at the expense of Government, 
or does that expense still fall upon the general public? 

Mr. HOCH. It directs the commission to conduct these sur- 
veys, and under that direction the commission is conducting the 
surveys, and the appropriation item of which I am speaking in- 
cludes the work carried on under this resolution as well as 
other work. 

Mr. NEWTON. I notice that the hearings disclose that about 
$138,000 has been used under the Hoch-Smith resolution alone. 
That, in a way, answers the question of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. HOCH. Of course, even with reference to that amount 
we can not tell what the expenses would have been on other 
work if they had not been engaged on the work under the 
Hoch-Smith resolution. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HOCH. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman was discussing a 
ruling by the Supreme Court when I came in. 

Mr. HOCH. I am not sure whether the gentleman from Wis- 
econsin refers to the California case involving the Hoch-Smith 
resolution, or to the Supreme Court case I mentioned. The 
former is the case of the Ann Arbor Railroad and others against 
The United States of America and the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
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Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 


Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 

















COOPER of Wisconsin. Can the gentleman summarize 
that decision or state just what that was? 
Mr. HOCH. ‘The California fruit growers had filed thos 


applications for decreases in transcontinental rates, and they 





} 


based their application largely on the mandate of the Hoch- 
Smith resolution, namely, to give to the producer of agricul 


tural products the lowest possible lawful rates co! istent with 
the maintenance of adequate service 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin is an adequate rate a lawful 
ri ‘ 

Mr. HOCH. A lawful rate is a just and reasonable rate 


r 


here is not simply one rigid line where you ca 
rate is a lawful rate. In other words, until they get down to 
the point of confiscatio1 ie ourt will not set it aside, holdin 
that within that zone to which I refer the commission has dis 
cretion to establish reasonable rates 

The California fruit growers contended they were suff 
depression and that the value of the service must be considered 
along with the cost of the service to the transportation com 
pany and that their situation brought them within the term 
of the Hoch-Smith resolution. The Interstate Commerce Com 
mission, in a very able and elaborate opinion upholding the 
mandate of Congress as contained in the Hoch-Smith resolu 
tion. said that the fruits were egricultural products, and held 
that the rate which they were asking was not a confiscatory 
rate but was a just and reasonable rate under all the circum 
stances, and granted the decreases of 12 and 13 cents a hundred 
The railroads thereupon brought an injunction to prevent these 
rates from being put into effect, and it was upon that injunction 
that the hearing in the case which I have referred was held 

The railroads in a very elaborate attack attacked it, of course 
from every possible angle. They attacked the authority of the 
commission and they attacked the authority of Congress to pass 

















such a resolution as the Hoch-Smith resolution, claiming it was 
unconstitutional and all of that 

Since the time has been given me, and if the committee will 
bear with me a little longer, because I am not going to take 
any more time, I will just read what these three Federal judges 
said last Wednesday upon that proposition, as it is very brief. 
IT am quoting now the memorandum opinion by the court 


The Interstate Commerce Commission reduced the rate on trans 
continental shipments of deciduous fruits from California to certair 
eastern points from $1.73 to $1.60, and to certain other eastern points 


from $1.62 to $1.50 per 100 pounds The present suit was instituted 


by the large number of railroads ffected by the reduction to set aside 





the order of the mmission and to suspend its operation during t 
pendency of the suit The application for a temporary injunction is 
based largely on the testimony taken before the commission and on the 
report made by the commission. We have given careful consideration to 
the record and to the exhaustive arguments submitted on the application 
for the temporary injunction, and will content ourselves at this time with 
a mere statement of our neclusion First, the contention that the 
reduced rate will compel the carriers to transport this class of freight 
at a loss, or without substantial reward, is without support in the 
record Second, the contention that the carriers are entitled to receive 
what would be deemed a fair return on this class of freight, ind 
pendently of their other business and independently of any other con 


sideration, is unfounded in law. 


Then they quote from the case of Northern Pacific Railway v. 
North Dakota (236 U. 8S. 585-598), as follows: 


The legislature undoubtedly has a wide range of discretion in the 
exercise of the power to prescribe reasonable charges, and it is not 
bound to fix uniform rates for all commodities or to secure the same 
percentage of profit on every sort of business. There are many factors 
to be considered—differences in the articles transported, the care re 
quired, the risk assumed, the value of the service, and it is obviously 
important that there should be reasonable adjustments and classifica 
tions. Nor is its authority hampered by the necessity of establishing 
such minute distinctions that the effective exercise of the rate-making 
power becomes impossible. It is not bound to prescribe separate rates 
for every individual service performed, but it may group services 
fixing rates for classes of traffic 

As repeatedly observed, we do not sit as a revisory board to substi 
tute our judgment for that of the legislature, or its administrative 
* * * The court, there- 


fore, is not called upon to concern itself with mere details of a 


agent, as to matters within its province. 


schedule; or to review a particular tariff or schedule which yields 
substantial compensation for the services it embraces, when the profit 
ableness of the intrastate business as a whole is not involved. 

I now read from the memorandum opinion: 

Third, the commission was authorized to reduce rates on the products 
of agriculture before completing the thorough investigation of the 
rate structure of common carriers, subject to the interstate commerce 
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s directed y the res l f Zo ¢ Stat 
S01), and did not otherwise 1 ‘ S ! } 
which e in a large easu i n a 
t ora njun ym is the 
Chairman, in complian wi he y 1 that I ) 
ition to various cases decided nder t Hoch-Smith 
resolution, let me submit here for public Recorp 
some quotations from a splendid address ie by HI Tohn I 
Benton, general soiicitor of the National Associa n of Railroad 
| Utilities Commissioners, before the annual meeting of the 
American Farm Bureau Federation at Chis » on December 6, 
927 I should like to insert ft] whole address, but will \ 
nsert the portions which give the information mentioned I 
uote as follows: 
. . ~ > 7 > > 
! ‘ t ! t vas signed—on M 12, 1925 
e Interstate ¢ mer ‘ 1 t ; 
N LTO nve ‘ t V 
} cing a a . : 
sol ion * * 7 
r ny bility of nsider nd mining . 
S is r all of the ite situa ~ { I is w 
] vy Congress ind resolu S ’ 
i e ¢ er therei fron ime to ti ! x i ~ ‘ 
rhe mmission has a lingly broken 1 ) 
‘ h ive bee concu ntly rried f ! ler tl 
fferent commissioners and before diff nt eXaminers rhe 
rts which involve farm products are the following 
(ys n rates in the western district. iny vin I ex I ra rd 
rrain products in all of the States west of the Mississippi Riv rnd 
Ise the State of Illinois and in the Southeast; western and south 
liv *k rates, involving rates on livestock in this s e territory, 
Ml also in the States south of the Potomac and the Ohio: 3 on 
‘otton from substantially all producing areas; rates on cottonseed 
and its products between all points of origin and destination 1 the 
intry ; and hay rates in the western group 
* * > * . >. 
While it is true that none of these lings mentioned, which 





ire part of the general rate st 





icture investigation, have been concluded 
t is not true that the Hoch-Smith resolution remains yet without 
concrete results 

In the early part of 1925 the carriers operating in all of the Staté 
west of the Mississippi River and the Great Lakes per i the I t 
state Commerce Commission for an advance in all freight rate« rhis 
advance they claimed was necessary to give them the section 1fa return 


rhe proceeding was known as ex parte 87 Hearings were held through- 


uut the West and extended over many months. The commission's deci 
sion was handed down on July 14, 1926 (115 IL. ¢ ( 3). rhe 
commission found that the carriers were not making the section Ifa 


turns but held that they had not shown sufficient justification for an 
advance in all rates, including those on the products of agriculture 


Leaving the carriers to present another application vering increases 


which might be justified, the commission said 

The record, however, warrants us in coneluding that in proposing 
hanges in existing rate structure, either for the purpose of improvin 
earnings of carriers in western trunk-line territory, or for the purpose 
f rectifying inequalities in existing rate structures, carriers hould 
propose no advances in the rates on products of agriculture, including 
livestock, except where particular rates on such products may need 
1djustment to remove inconsistencies, or where it can be shown that 
the product in question is not affected by depression 

> o “ > . . * 

The next case, after ex parte 87, decided by the Interstate Com 
merce Commission, which was affected by the Hoch-Smith reso nm, 
was the Northwest Grain Rates Case, I. & S. 2469 (122 1. C. ©. 235), 
decided February 8, 1927 In that case the carriers sought to make 
very substantial advances in grain rates in the Northwest The deci- 
sion turned on the Hoch-Smith resolution. The commission found that 
the increased rates, which the carriers wanted to put into effect, judged 
by comparison with rates from other producing sections to their pri- 
mary markets, were not unduly high Faking into account 
the effect of the Hoch-Smith resolution the mmission denied the 
increase. -On this point it said: 


however, 


“The intent of the resolution is that products of agriculture affected 


by depression shall move at the ‘ lowest possible lawful rates compatible 


" It sets no new 
standard of lawfulness, but provides, in effect, that there are flexible limits 
to our discretion; we shall require the maintenance of the lowest rates 
falling within those flexible limits. * * * The substance of the provision 
of the resolution quoted above is that agricultural products affected 
by depression shall in this respect be included in the class of most- 
favored commodities, to such extent, at least, as may be ‘compatible with 
the maintenance of adequate transportation service. 


with the maintenance of adequate transportation service. 





1902 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


In the Livestock Association Cases (122 I. C. C. 609), decided March 
14, 1927, while holding that upon the record which had been developed 
in those cases, which were not heard nor consolidated with No. 17,000, 
no reduction in all livestock rates could be made, the commission did 
reduce rates for distances not in excess of 600 miles, in the southwest, 
saying that it did so “for the purpose of removing discriminations and 
in the light of the Hoch-Smith resolution.” 

Another case, which was of importance to the farmers of New Eng- 
land, was Milk and Cream Between New England Points (126 IL. C. C. 
39, 6S), decided April 11, 1927, the commission said : 

“ Under the joint resolution of the Congress approved January 30, 
1925, commonly known as the Hoch-Smith resolution, the provisions of 
which are a part of the law which we administer, we must consider, in 
adjusting freight rates, ‘the conditions which at any given time prevail 
in our several industries’ to the end that commodities may freely move 
and especially the effect upon the products Of agriculture which industry 
was specifically recognized by the Congress as being at the time in a 
depressed condition. This must be given particular weight in deter- 
mining whether proposed increases in rates upon products of agriculture 
may be established. The respondents in the present case contended that 
milk and cream are not products of agriculture, but we are of the opin- 
ion that they are and that they come within the class of products with 
which the Hoch-Smith resolution specifically deals.” 

That was a case in which the carriers were seeking to advance their 
rates, and because such an advance was incompatible with the Hoch- 
Smith resolution it was denied. 

Another ease, outside the general rate-structure investigation, in which 
the Hoch-Smith resolution was given effect, involved the transcontinental 
rates on citrus fruits from California, This was brought by the Cali- 
fornia Growers’ and Shippers’ Protective League to obtain reductions 
in those rates. A similar case involving the same issues had been heard 
before the Hoch-Smith resolution was adopted, and reductions had been 
denie® On a second presentation, after the Hoch-Smith resolution 
became law, the commission, on July 20, 1927, in a decision reported 
(129 I. C, C. 25), ordered the rates reduced, saying: 

“Complainant has established that the growing of deciduous fruits 
is one of the great basic industries of California, and that tais industry 
for the past five years has undergone a period of deflation and depres- 
sion. Its economic situation is such that it clearly comes within the 
terms of the Hoch-Smith resolution as entitled to the lowest possible 
lawful rates compatible with the maintenance of adequate transporta- 
tion service.” 

7 . + + * + : 

There is also now pending before the commission a proposed report 
by Examiner Cheseldine, distributed November 16, 1927, in cases brought 
by the boards of railroad commissioners of lowa and South Dakota 
(1. C. C, Nes. 18730 and 18787) to obtain reductions in rates on coarse 
grains from those States to various points. The examiner recommends 
certain reductions. In the report, which he proposes for adoption by 
the commission, the following is said: 

“In the carriage of the great staples and necessities of life the rates 
should be such as will encourage and warrant their movement, and 
while they should not be se low as to impose a burden on other traffic, 
they should have reasonable relation to the cost of production and the 
value of the transportation service to the producer and shipper. At the 
time of the hearing there was a serious depression in the farming 
industry in this territory. The value of corn or other coarse grains in 
South Dakota was abnormally low, farm foreclosures were numerous, 
and while the condition has improved somewhat it is common knowledge 
that it is yet acute. At the same time the cost of production has 
greatly increased, The general financial condition of the farmers in this 
territory was partly responsible for the Hoch-Smith resolution, and the 
situation here is one that it was designed to assist.” 

* * * Some reductions of importance have been ordered, Further- 
more, we have seen that the commission has instituted and is carrying 
on investigations affecting some of the principal farm products over 
widely extended areas of the country. These may be expected to be ripe 
for decision within a year or less. We have also seen that in the cases 
which it has decided the commission has placed an interpretation upon 
the Hoch-Smith resolution which would seem to insure substantial relief 


te agriculture, 
. 7 e - . * 


Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment. 

Under date of January 21 last there appears an editorial in 
the New York Journal of Commerce captioned “ Hot air in Con- 
gress.” This editorial deals with a speech which I delivered 
in the House on January 19, in the course of which I com- 
mented upon a meeting between three minority members of 
the United States Shipping Board and certain representatives 
of the United States Steel Corporation and associates. Among 
other things, the editorial states the following: 


The public, unfortunately, has not been supplied with the full story 
of what happened in these negotiations, 
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Had the writer of this editorial been interested enough in 
learning the truth to read the ConeresstonaL Recorp of Jan- 
uary 19, he would have found incorporated in my speech the 
complete official report of the negotiations at this very extraor- 
dinary meeting, which report was made to the Shipping Board 
by the commissioners who attended it. That report is a public 
record. The editor could have obtained it as I did. If he will 
now read the official records he will find that action on this 
Calcutta shipping business had been unanimously taken by the 
Shipping Board after full consultation with the representatives 
of the Steel Corporation’s steamship lines and those of the 
largest importers of cargoes under discussion. Not only that 
but he will also find that this unanimous action of the Ship- 
ping Board was taken after considerable correspondence be- 
tween the Steel Products Co. of New York and the Shipping 
Board at a date prior to the extraordinary meeting in ques- 
tion. He will then understand that after the unanimous action 
by the Shipping Board had been taken the representatives of 
the Steel Corporation referred to in my speech arranged for a 
minority of the Shipping Board commissioners to meet them 
in the private office of the chairman of the subcommittee, which 
was at that very time considering the request of the Shipping 
Board for its annual appropriations. 

To repeat a portion of this editorial above referred to, I can 
say in the writer’s own words, “ The public, unfortunately, has 
not been supplied with the full story,” as to the reason why 
the general counsel of the Steel Corporation, the president of 
the Steel Corporation’s Isthmian line, and their associates 
arranged for this extraordinary meeting. Perhaps the editor 
can enlighten the public on this phase of the situation. I 
can not. I have access to the public records, but am not in 
close contact with the officials of the United States Steel 
Corporation. 

Perhaps the editor in question can tell us whether this meet- 
ing was intended as a compliment to the three commissioners 
present or an implication that they, a minority, were influential 
enough to overcome the action of a majority of the board. 
What was the purpose of these representatives of the United 
States Steel Corporation in holding this meeting with a minority 
of the commissioners of the Shipping Board at that particular 
time and in that particular place? 

Perhaps, also, the writer of this editorial can enlighten the 
publie as to why those Americans, members of the Jute & Gun- 
nies Importers’ Association, deliberately entered into contracts 
with foreign shippers, voluntarily paying a half a dollar a ton 
more for the transportation of their goods by these foreign 
ships than was asked of them for the same transportation by 
American ships. Does this editor approve of American manu- 
facturers paying foreign ships a half a dollar a ton more than 
is asked for the same service by American ships? Does he 
know that the Shipping Board had given the Steel Corporation 
every opportunity for six years to build up an American-flag 
service to Calcutta? Does he know that at the end of this 
six-year period the Steel Corporation was making only four 
sailing to Caleutta out of a total of 69 per year and leaving 65 
sailings to foreign-flag ships? Such is the fact, and I ask him 
if he believes, in the face of these facts, that the Shipping 
Board should sit idly by and take no action? 

I at least and possibly other Members of the Congress, to- 
gether with the American public.as well, will be interested in 
the answers to these question which I respectfully propound 
to that editor of the New York Journal of Commerce who wrote 
the courteous and enlightening editorial entitled “ Hot air in 
Congress.” [Applause. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to keep informed re- 
garding and to enforce compliance with acts to promote the safety of 
employees and travelers upon railroads; the act requiring common car- 
riers to make reports of accidents and authorizing investigations 
thereof; and to enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to investi- 
gate and test appliances intended to promote the safety of railway 
operation, as authorized by the joint resolution approved June 30, 
1906, and the provision of the sundry civil act approved May 27, 1908, 
to investigate, test experimentally, and report on the use and need of 
any appliances or systems intended to promote the safety of railway 
operation, including the employment of a chief inspector at $6,000 per 
annum, and two assistant chief inspectors at $5,000 each per annum, 
and such other inspectors as may be necessary, and for traveling ex- 
penses, $515,824, of which amount not to exceed $80,000 may be 
expended for personal services in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order on the language at lines 9, 10, and 11, on page 23— 


including the employment of a chief inspector at $6,000 per annum, 
apd two assistant chief inspectors at $5,000 each per annum. 
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I have reserved a point f order on this language for this 
reason: We have a classification act and I presume these men 


ot underst 





would come under that act, and I do nd why they 








ould be taken out of the provisions of the general law. 

Mr. WOOD. They a tak ut of provisions of the 
generil law, but they h ’ ver had their classification fixer 

| yi hey l ra ‘ npenpsation fixed One 
of the great troubles e adm stration of this office is to 

t men to do this w \V ) ! wor! \ ¢ ind en th 


a person down there who is worth while somebody comes 











l ng and takes him \ irom nem e¢ hey can pay 
more money. The work of these men coi ond with th 
work in the locomotive-inspector service, w! s the sam 
La if tlol S these They I i \ mpar l 
for that ( the Intersta Comn Commission has Kod 
thes iaries 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I confess I have n had the to 
read all the hearing n tl bill VV I surmise is that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is undertaking by this la 
cuage to substitute its judgment for the judgment of the Pert 
onnel Reclassification Board. They probably are dissatis 
with the salaries fixed by the VPers« LR issification Board 
and they ar undertaking te ret the committee to take thes 
particular men out of ‘ authority of the board. I think to 
do that thing is very questionable wisdom 

Mr. WOOD I think the ntleman is mistaken with refer 
ence to that It is not the purpose of the commi i t irb 
trarily fix salaries, but they are trying fix these salaries 
in the same grade of salaries of men who are performing « 
parable service. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order. I feel compelled to make it, iuse there is nothing 


in the record to show any reason why we should undertake 





by congressional enactment to fix the salaries of these three 
particular employees outside of the usual 1 hinery provided 
by law 


Mr. WOOD. I wish the gentleman would withhold his point 
of order, because I am sure the gentleman wants to be entirely 
fair 

Mr. BLACK of Texas, I certainly do 

Mr. WOOD. Congress has fixed a rate of salary for loco 


motive inspectors, but we have never fixed a salary for this 
class of employees. Their work is exactly comparable and 


there is no reason on earth, in justice, why they should not be 


the same, 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I understand, then, from the gentle- 
man’s statement that there is a statute that prescribes the 
specific salary that the locomotive inspectors shall receive. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. And it is the purpose to put these 
salaries in a grade comparable with the salaries of locomotive 
inspectors? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; that is absolutely if 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Well, I would hesitate to set my 
judgment up against that of the committee on a detail of 
that kind, so I withdraw the point or order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





For all printing and binding for the Offi of Public Buildings and 
Public Parks of the National Capital, $5,450 
Total, Office of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National 


> 


Capital, $2,584,980 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. MAppEN: On page 28, after line 6, insert 
as a new paragraph the following: 

“A plot of ground comprising not to exceed 42,000 square feet in the 
southwest corner of square No, 5530, being a portion of the site of the 
McKinley High School and the Langley Junior High School, is hereby 
made available for one of the bathing pools authorized by the act ap- 
proved May 4, 1926.” 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, this item, under the rules, 
would be subject to a point of order. I would like an oppor- 


tunity to explain just what it means and ask that no point of 


order be raised. 

The last Congress passed an act authorizing an expenditure 
of $245.000 to build two bathing or swimming pools. The Fine 
Arts Commission, the Pak and Planning Commission, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the Board of Edu 
cation, and the Committee on Appropriations finally decided 
that one of these pools should be built on the playgrounds of 
the schools, and contracts were so let. 
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Later, 1 vitl dit ! v y upon 
‘ itter, { | ! renera er out half 
e rk was ! at \ h 
e pool v s be bu \ I I il n e 
Offi 1” ic Parks a ld his 7 
his ‘ it t r Wi h 
ae ict was let so \\ > ? ing } 
} ( ! ‘ r General \ ‘ f w 
» ed Vv I Wil 
L | eC e WL DOT De i Dyect { ! l 
I corre this ! 
I ment was ed to 
Clerk read S 
\ } r l \ 
- 
\ HAMMER Ml ( I \ t 
i | =} nt p ( 
I I w t i 
[AIRMAN It Y ma rom N Cat ia 
l ys is b tio! 
I is Nn ject ! 
i HAMMER Attention eal 1 Ww e o t ‘ 
! + anda ' r 
s ea It was $52,763.21 I lerstand I wa 
tion { he fact-—lI wil t say it is raud, I will 
sa is | OC! I w i { leceptio I 
it is l i e board Housing Cor 
ration in increasing t charge for | d and housing the 
m ver of the Government $4.50 in March, 1923, upon the 
theory that it bad to be done in order to pay the ground rer 
rhe facts are that the terms of the contract under which th 
United States Government purchased from the Balth & 


Ohio Railroad Co. that land upon which stands some of the 
buildings of the Government hotel stipulates, among other 
{ igs that: 

First, the price paid is to be the same as the condemnation 
price alone in 1913, plus interest, plus taxes; 

Second, that the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. is to return 
to the United States Government all income received from th 
property during the period beginning with the year 1915 and 
ending with the date of purchase, including the ground rental 
paid tor the period November 14. 1922. to December 16, 1925, 

of the revenues of the Government hotels from March 16, 
1923, to December 16, 1925 

One outstanding consequence of this method of purchase is 
that the $4.50 monthly increase in rate which was put Into 
effect March 16, 1923, for the sole purpose, as was claimed, of 
paying ground rental for the hotel has been used actually for 
the purpose of purchasing a park for the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

This ground rental received by the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co. was at the rate of $74,315 per annum, 6 per cent on the 1915 
condemnation price of the land occupied by the hotel, plus the 
taxes, covered the period November 4, 1922—one year after the 
signing of the peace treaty—to December 16, 1925, when the 
saltimore & Ohio declined to renew the lease because of its 
to have the land either purchased by the Government or 
released under clear title, and amounted in round numbers to 
29 OOO 








The official records of the Labor Department show clearly 
that the surplus being realized from the hotels during the 21 
months immediately preceding the date of the $4.50 increase in 
rate at the hotels was mere than sufficient to have paid the 
ground rental. 

Now, what I want to know is why it is that when this price 
of board and housing of Government employees was increased 
$4.50 per month in 1923 that the management continued to 
charge the increase after the Government acquired the property. 

| There should be an investigation of this matter, and I give 

| notice that it is my purpose to ask for one if this additional 
charge is not discontinued Here we are 10 years after the 
world conflict paying more to a Government-operated housing 
management than twice the cost of board and housing paid by 

Government employees prior to the World War. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 


TARIFF COMMISS 
For salaries and expenses of the United States Tariff Commission, 


including purchase and exchange of labor-saving devices, the purchase 
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of professional and scientific books, law books, books of rcference, 
gloves and other protective equipment for photostat and other machine 
operators, payment in advance for subscriptions to newspapers and 
periodicals, and contract stenographic reporting services, as may be 
necessary, a8 authorized under Title VII of the act entitled “An act 
to increase the revenue, and for other purposes,” approved September 8, 
1916, and under sections 315, 316, 317, and 318 of the act entitled “An 
net to provide revenue to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved September 21, 1922, $738,000, of which amount not to exceed 
$562,470 may be expended for personal services in the District of Colum- 
bia and not to exceed $2,000 for expenses, except membership fees, of 
attendance at meetings concerned with subjects under investigation by 
the commission: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
used to pay the salary of any member of the United States Tariff Com- 
mission who shall hereafter participate in any proceedings under said 
sections 315, 316, 317, and 318 of said act, approved September 21, 
1922, wherein he or any member of his family has any special, direct, 
and pecuniary interest, or in which he has acted as attorney or special 
representative. 


Mr. COLE of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and I do so for the purpose of asking the chairman of 
the committee whether the amount asked for the use of the 
Tariff Commission has been granted by the committee. 

Mr. WOOD. I will state to the gentleman that the amount 
recommended by the committee is the amount recommended 
by the Budget and $68,000 or $70,000 more than they had last 
year, 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. I am interested in several cases pending 
before the Tariff Commission, and they complain that their funds 
are so limited that they can not carry out the work for which 
the commission was created. 

Mr. WOOD. I think with a little bit of cooperation between 
the members of the committee and less favoritism and less 
diversification in political ideas they can get all of the facts 
for the information of the President on the amount appropri- 
ated. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Under the law they are compelled to 
make all the investigations called for and they ought to have 
the means to do so. 

Mr. WOOD. They are not compelled to make any investiga- 
tions except those submitted to them on request. They can dis- 
criminate between those they think important and those that 
they think are not important. I think they will get along pretty 
well with the amount of money we give them. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. I know of cases in which I am inter- 
ested that have dragged along for months, and every time I call 
attention to them they say that they are limited in the amount 
of money, and it seems to me that it is impossible for them to 
‘arry Out the purposes for which the commission was created. 

Mr. WOOD. There are several important matters before the 
Tariff Commission. Their findings of fact for the information 
of the President are very important to the people of the United 
States and those interested in the business that is involved in 
the investigation. Several of them are with reference to the 
agricultural products, and I think it is very important that 
this commission should make a report of the findings of fact 
as soon as possible. We went into the thing thoroughly, and 
we are convinced that if these gentlemen would apply them- 
selves to things that are vital, they can get all the facts for the 
President, so that he can get his information without much 
delay. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. I will say that the commission has 
been in existence for a great many years, and I think they 
have not made more than two score recommendations in 
important cases. This commission was created for a specific 
purpose, and if this purpose can not be carried out, then the 
commission may as well be abolished. If they are limited on 
account of funds, those funds ought to be supplied to them. 
There is no sense in creating a commission and then not giving 
it means to carry on. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, since this commission was or- 
xvanized there have been some 73 investigations made by it, and 
I think some 29 reports filed. Of those, there have been some 
183 or 14 that have been acted upon by the President. I hold 
no brief for this commission. The whole thing is wrong. We 
ouzht to have a Tariff Commission that is in sympathy with 
the administration, and not a Tariff Commission that is divided 
against itself, each member contending for the principle in 
matters of political econamy for which he stands. Our Demo- 
cratic brothers had the right idea of it, because they abolished 
the Tariff Commission by striking out the appropriation. If 
T had a tariff commission of my Own creation, I would have 
one that would be in sympathy with the Democrats in their cry 
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of a tariff for revenue only or free trade—which would be the 
most damnable thing that could possibly happen to the coun- 
try—in time of Democratie administration, and when the Re 
publicans were in power I would have one that was for a pro- 
tective tariff with a rising ascendency. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. The gentleman has expressed my idea 
in respect to it. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, I am interested in the 
appropriation providing for the Tariff Commission not only in 
a general way but very much for the same reason that the 
gentieman from Iowa [Mr. CoLge] has indicated his interest. 
I note that the proposed appropriation for the next year is an 
increase of $68,000 over what they have during the present 
fiscal year. I trust that the judgment of the chairman of the 
subcommittee is correct when he states that he believes that 
this increase will be a sufficient amount to take care of appli- 
cations for increases and decreases under the flexible provisions 
of the act. 

Yet this ought to be remembered: During the last fiseal year 
the appropriation provided was at least forty or fifty thousand 
dollars less than the Tariff Commission needed for these very 
purposes, and an item of about that nmount was inserted for 
the commission in the so-called deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was passed by the House but which was not acted on in 
the other body, due to the filibuster which took place during 
the closing days of the Congress, Failure of that bill meant 
several months’ delay in the prosecution of this work. Nothing 
was done on many applications pending until the beginning of 
this fiscal year; that is, after July 1. 

A great many applications are pending before that commis- 
sion. As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] has stated, 
there have been 29 reports made, but, gentlemen, there have 
been as many as 319 applications filed since the passage of the 
Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act, under the so-called flexible 
provisions of that act. At any rate, that many people, or, 
rather, industries or organizations or associations, have felt 
that there is need for either increases or decreases of tariff 
rates due to differences that exist one way or the other with 
reference to the cost of production in this country and in com- 
peting countries from the prescribed rate, and out of those 318 
they have chosen only 73 so far in which to make any investi- 
gation and 29 reports have been made. Presumably those 
chosen are deemed of the greater importance. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTNESS. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In view of what the gentleman has just 
stated of dissatisfaction on the part of so many industries with 
reference to present tariff schedules, does not the gentleman 
think that ought to be an inducement to his party here in the 
House to undertake to revise those schedules at this session of 
Congress ? 

Mr. BURTNESS. Of course, the gentleman realizes that that 
is a very controversial question and one that can not be dis- 
cussed in 5 or 10 minutes. I am frank to say, however, that, 
in my judgment, the Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act was passed 
under conditions not entirely normal, and that it is only rea- 
sonable—in fact it was inevitable—that many rates have be- 
come out of line, and that a number of revisions should be made 
in the act either through the methods provided by the flexible 
provisions of the act or by a general revision. A year when a 
political campaign is held is usually not a year conducive to 
clear and impartial thinking for a general revision by legisla- 
tion. A careful revision should, however, be undertaken at the 
earliest practical date. But let us come back to the question 
I arose to discuss. There is throughout the country a tremen- 
dous dissatisfaction because of the delay of the applications 
made before this commission. I have been much interested in 
some of these investigations and have almost constantly kept 
in touch with them. One of the first and one of the chief and 
most comprehensive investigations was made with reference to 
wheat a number of years ago, and the duty was increased 
thereon. The investigation conducted was thorough and it took 
considerable time. The agricultural sections of the country 
to-day are interested in many applications that are pending 
before that commission, and I want to read portions of a letter 
from the secretary of the commission, which indicates the length 
of time that it takes now to conduct an investigation and reach 
a conclusion after application is made. Some have charged that 
the duty on pig iron was increased all of a sudden, but that it 
takes a tremendous length of time to get the duty increased on 
butter, or flax, or corn, or onions, or beans, or farm products. I 
desired to learn the exact facts as to this charge and therefore 
made an inquiry of the commission to ascertain just the time 
when two different typical applications were made and the 
various steps taken thereon. I chose one agricultural crop and 
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one product of industry My inquiry was made with respect to 
tremendously interested in the Northwest, 
i read from the letter in reply 


1928 


flax, in which we are 
and with reference to pig iron 


which I shall insert by ay of extension, if I get permission 
later on 

( ) how tl i igation resp 

flaxs 1 wer! fil 2 23 i i) n 4‘, 19 ind 1 
March d 24 iM ’ 

r investigati A lution f 1 I 

lon A $, 1926 ) ield k W Noven 
“9, 1926, an ’ i ! J y 20, 192% 
Our producers of fluxseed believe they are entitled to an in 


Ma Ly do 
hat an investigation into the costs of production 


elevator are low 


crease Prices theres at the local 


not realize t 


in this and competing countries is required at all, so see ho 
need of delay. But those who recognize the hecessity of al 
investigation can not understand the interminable time required 


In the case of flaxseed the first two applications made back it 
1923 were disregarded, but there was such a pressure brought 
to bear by many of us for investigations in the spring of 1926 
that they yielded to that pressure, and an investigation was 
ordered on August 4, 1926 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ne of the gentleman from Nort! 
Dakota has expired 

Mr. NEWTON Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman proceed for 10 minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection 

There was no objectiol 

Mr. BURTNESS. What does that mean? That is almost 18 
mouths ago. The letter from which I have quoted states the 
domestic field work was begun on November 29, 1926, and was 
finished on January 20, 1927. Why the delay from August 4 to 
November 29 before seuding the investigators into the field’ 

The length of time required for the investigation in this cow 
try with regard to actual rk in the field was not extraordi 
hary—a couple of months 

1 do not think anyone objects to that, but months had inter 
vened between the application and the time at which they 
started on the prosecution of the required work. Now, a whol 
year and more has gone by since the investigators proceeded 

facts. and as yet we have no information, so 


[ ask unanimous cousent that 


to ascertain the 
far as general information given out to the public is con 
cerned, up to this time. It is true the Argentinian authorities 
objected to this country sending down investigators to investi 
gate the cost of flax production in Argentina. They tell us, 
however, they are now proceeding to ascertain the cost of 
flaxseed by invoices and other methods. But a year has gone 
by since the investigation into domestic costs was completed 
in this country, and therefore you can not blame the people 
who are interested in an industry of that sort if they do lose 
their patience. 

I think it is rather unfair, however, for anyone to say that 
that is the way they are treating applications on agricultural 
products and that they are treating other products differently. 
I personally can find no evidence of favoritism. I find, for 
instance, that the application with reference to the duty on pig 
iron was filed way back on December 13, 1922; the order direct 
ing that the investigation should be made was entered on 
March 27, 1923, and the proclamation increasing the duty wis 
issued on February 23, 1927, or four years after the inyestiga- 
tion was instituted. You see, the delay is about equally bad in 
all cases. I do not know whether pig iron needed an increase 
or not. I am not certain whether, after costs of production are 
obtained here and in Argentina, flaxseed will be shown entitled 
to an increase above 40 cents per bushel or not. Some of us 
think that it will. sut I do feel this way about it, that whether 
an application involves an agricultural product or a manu- 
factured product, whether it involves a decrease or an increase 
in the rate of duty, we ought to have some sort of method so 
that three or four years will not be required before an investi- 
gation into costs of production is completed. 

If there is not enough money provided in this bill for prompt 
investigations, then I sincerely hope that sufficient money will 
be forthcoming in a later appropriation, because, as I sug- 
gested, the patience of many people who are vitally interested 
in questions of this kind is almost exhausted. Some of us fee! 
the investigations are also too extended and too meticulous and 
that more practical methods might be devised. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BURTNESS. Yes. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Is it not correct that of the increases 
referred to by the gentleman which were granted, two-thirds of 
them were on products relating to agriculture? 


' 


| 
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Mr. BURTNESS. No: not exactl I shall be very glad’ io 
swer that question exactly by inserting in the RecorpD an- 
other statement I have here giving the subjects with respe oO 
which the President has proclaimed changes. Some are im- 
portant to agricuiture Outstanding amonug them, so fa as 
izriculture is concerned, are wheat, butter, cheese, and cherries 
Wheu I mention butter let me call your attention to this fa 
The increase on butter went into effect March 6, 1926 he 
proclamation was made then but went into effect 30 days later 
April 5, 1926. Immediately after that went into effect it 
was shown tha ough the failure to carry proper increfs 
ilso into the duty on cream, the increase provided for by that 
mation was evaded considerably by shipments coming i 
om Canada Chat is, they shipped in cream instead of butter 
im being still at the former rate [t is now two years since 
ia ituation arose, and nothing has been done with reference 
it, so fur as results are concerned I presume that investiga 
tions are still going on upon an application to cl xe 
mm ere ! But it emphasizes the need of investizations which 
ill be more prompt than is the case at the pres tim 


The CHAIRMAN The ime of h rentieman from North 
Dakota has again expired 

Mr. BURTNESS Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimo 
revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp, particularly by 
nserting the letter and the statement to which I referred 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota asks 


hahlmous consent to extend his remarks in t RecorD as indi 


ited Is there objectior 


here was no objection 


| itter referred to is as follows 
I D STAT ra ( 
asi qto I 
if oO BB 4 
He fR | os D4 
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i nvestiga ‘ Pariff Commission s of pro 
laxseed and in tl mp d investiga i sp ) 
Ss of production p i i 
0 rds show that applicati fe it tigati w 
1ix 1 we led Noven 28 and Ih ! é. 192 1 i 
M h 11 and 24 ar May 15, 1926 
! stig , ti d ition of e ¢ imission 
lop August 4, 1926 Domest ield work w No 
24, 1026. and i lon J \ Oo, 1927 Under $ 
nvestig s dey ed agents of the Mbiission W to 
\ nti mm Se I 24, 1927 rio that d ‘ 
i ! ) i sed Governmen f Ar itina 
is tio » é w was mandoned and the efforts of th 
iv rned » the pr rement of invo lata and othet 
’ nf mat m Ww hy » cal it l ) s i t « 
xseed ir Argent i When the procurement of these data com 
1 the commis 1 will analyze them as promptly as may prac- 
ind will summarize the results in a prelimin statement of 
nm WwW h w ¢ issued for the use of int ted pa es it 
ffi to estimate when t worl in ished I 
i f agri iral investigatio now prog and all 
ivailable to the commission 
In the case of pig iron the application was received on D 
22 The investigation was instituted by order of the commis n on 
Ma 1 27, 1923. The public hearing was held on April 20, 1926 
Briefs were filed on May 5, 1926. The commission's report w tray 
mitted to the President on February 2, 1927, and the President's procia 
mation increasing the rate of duty was issued on February 2 1927 
In this investigation foreign costs of production were asce I 
reference to invoice and other available data. No age s of Me mn 
mission were sent abroad for that purpose, 
Very truly yours 
foun FF. B { a. Secretary 


Subjects with respect to which the President has proclaimed changes in 
duties under the provisions of section 315 of the tariff act of 922 


Date of proc- | Effective date 


A rticle | Change in duty | mation f change 
WN iknienncedyen Increased from 30 cents to 42 |) 
cents per bushel of 60 pounds 
Flour, semolina, etc_| Increased from 78 cents to $1.04 ||... | 
/Ma y24 | Apr 24 
per 100 pounds. i : 
Milifeeds, bran, etc.! Decreased from 15 per cent to || | 
744 per cent ad valorem } | 
Sodium nitrite... Increased from 3 cents to 4% | May 6,1924/) June 45,1924 
cents per pound 
Barium dioxide....-. Increased from 4 cents to6cents | May 19,1924 June 13, 1924 
per pound 
Diethylbarbituric | Increased—duty (25 per cent ad | Nov. 14,1924, Nov. 29, 1924 
wid (Veronal) valorem) transferred to Ameri- | | 
can selling price } 
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Subjects with reapect to which the President has proclaimed changes tn 
duties under the provisions of section 315 of the tariff act of 1922—Con. 








Date of proe- |Effective date 


Article Change in duty inonahion of change 


| 
Orxalic acid. .......- Increased from 4 cents to 6 cents | Dec. 29,1924 | Jan. 28,1925 
per pound. 
Potassium chlorate _| Increased from 14% cents to 2}4 | Apr. 11,1925 | May 11, 1925 
cents per pound. 
Bob-white quail....| Deereased from 50 cents to 25 | Oct. 3,1925 | Nov. 2, 1925 
cents each (valued at $5 or less 
each). 
Increased from $3 each plus 45 | Dec. 12,1925 | Dec. 27, 1925 
per cent ad valorem on foreign 
value, to $3 each plus 27.1 per 
cent on American selling price. 
Men's sewed straw | Increased from 60 per cent ad | Feb. 12,1926 | Mar. 14, 1926 
hats. valorem to 88 per cent ad 
valorem on hats valued at 
$6.50 or less per dozen. 


‘Taximeters.......-. 


Butter ic cesipale Increased from 8 cents to 12cents | Mar. 6,1926 | Apr. 5, 1926 
per pound. 
Print rollers. .... a Increased from 60 per cent ad | June 21,1926 | July 21, 1926 


valorem to 72 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Paintbrush handles..| Decreased from 331 per cent ad | Oct. 14,1926 | Nov. 13, 1926 
valorem to 163g per cent ad 
valorem. 

Methanol (methyl | Increased from 12 cents to 18 

or wood alcohol). cents a gallon. 

Gold leaf. ....... .| Increased from 55 cents to 8214 | Feb. 23, 1927 | Mar. 25, 1927 
cents per 100 on leaves not ex- 
ceeding in size 34% by 34 inches 
and on larger leaves in propor- 
tion. 

Pig iron............] Increased from 75 cents per ton |....- Ree! Do. 
to $1.12!'4 per ton. 

Emmenthaler type | Increased from 5 cents per | June 8, 1927 | July 8, 1927 

Swiss cheese. pound, but not less than 25 
per cent ad valorem, to 7} 
cents per pound, but not less 

than 3744 per cent ad valorem. 
‘resylic acid........ | Decreased from 7 cents per} July 20,1927 | Aug. 19, 1927 
| pound plus 40 per cent ad 
valorem based on American 
selling price to 3'4 cents per 
pound plus 20 per cent ad 
valorem based on American 
selling price. 

PONG cvttincicniuniin Decreased from 40 per cent ad | Oct. 31, 1927 | Nov. 30, 1927 
valorem and 7 cents per 
pound to 20 per cent ad 
valorem and 3!4 cents per 
pound, 

‘rude magnesite____| Increased from five-sixteenths | 


Nov. 27,1926 | Dec. 27, 1926 


a 


~ 


of 1 cent per pound to fifteen 
thirty-seconds of 1 cent per 


pound. Nov. 10,1927 | Dec. 10, 1927 





Caustie calcined j Increased from five-cighths of 1 
magnesite. cent per pound to fifteen- 
sixteenths of l cent per 
pound. 
Cherries,sulphured, | Increased from 2 cents = Dec. 3,1927 | Jan. 2, 1928 
or in brine, pound to 3 cents per pound. 


stemined or pit- 
ted. 








Subjects with respect to which the Tariff Commission has submitted 
reports to the President but upon which changes in duties have not 
been made 














Article | Status 
Casein iach Report to the President stated that commission was not 
able, with the data available, to make definite findings. 
Wall pockets ..........-! Do 


On June 15, 1925, the President stated that after full con- 
sideration of the facts shown in reports of the members of 
the Tariff Commission he did not find that differences in 
costs of production were sufficiently established under 
present conditions to warrant any change from the 
present duty. 

Cotton warp-knit fabri Oct. 3, 1925, the President stated that under the cir- 


Sugar secegtane tual 


Cotton warp-knit fabrie |} cumstances applying to the industry he did not feel war- 
gloves. |} ranted at that time in increasing the duty. 
eC | Report returned to the commission with request for addi- 
tional information. 
Cotton hosiery.........| Under consideration by the President. 
DOR. | i. coccttendntea Do. 
Ree GEG. os utscw-assese Do. 


2 ewe 


Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I agree 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop], the distinguished 
chairman of this subcommittee, with reference to the work of 
the Tariff Commission. I think they have dome some very good 
work, aud I think also that by reason of the work they have 
done various industries, including agriculture, have been bene- 
fited therefrom. 

Now, it is possible that they might work a little better if they 
were organized along the lines the gentleman has suggested; 
but be that as it may, Congress has laid down these flexible 
provisions for the changing of the tariff schedule by schedule, 
and we ought to provide them with necessary funds, so that they 
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can go out and do the work that Congress has ordered them 
to do. 

The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. BurtNess] mentioned 
butter. It seems to me that at the time the commission was 
considering butter they should, through their own initiative, have 
considered cream, milk, cheese, and other products that are so 
closely related to butter. That is one of the primary principles 
of tariff legislation, that you ought not change the duty on one 
commodity without also changing the duties of other commodi- 
ties closely connected with it. I received in the mail, I think 
this week, some notes of hearings on milk and cream, whereas 
that whole question should have been determined at the time 
the duty on butter was raised. Now, there have been delays, 
and I presume that practically every one of us knows of cases 
where the commission has been delayed acting upon urgent 
applications. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. NEWTON. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Speaking of delays, I would like to remind 
the gentleman that the Tariff Commission ordered a hearing on 
the 15th of July, 1926, and the report is only now being mimeo- 
graphed, a year and a half afterward. At the time the commis- 
sion held the investigation they assured us the report would be 
issued by October 1; then the date was postponed until January 
1. I am wondering whether the Committee on Ways and 
Means should not take some cognizance of the situation down 
there. They are just milling around and getting nowhere. 

Mr. NEWTON. What the gentleman has related with refer- 
ence to that particular commodity is only typical of the experi- 
ence that others have had with respect to other commodities. 
It seems to me that Congress fixes a general policy as to ad- 
justing tariff schedules through these flexible provisions that 
we ought not to leave the Director of the Budget the sole 
privilege of saying how much money they should have. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The Tariff Commission takes two years to 
arrive at a decision, and in a case of that kind what do they 
base that decision on?’ Upon information which they gathered? 
That might have been two years before the time when they 
make their report. 

Mr. NEWTON. There is merit in the gentleman’s sugges- 
tion, and that by the time they do act the industry may be 
beyond redemption. If this is due to money then we ought to 
give them more money; and, of course, we can not dump it all 
in one year, because they can only train a certain number of 
technical and expert employees in a given year. I hope that 
as to these Government agencies that are really agents of 
Congress—and that is true of the Tariff Commission—we will 
give them the money they reasonably think they can expend 
during a given year so they can keep their work current. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NEWTON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. What explanation, if any, does the Tariff Com- 
mission give for these delays? Do they charge it to the lack of 
funds? 

Mr. NEWTON. That is one of the explanations they give, 
that they have not been given sufficient money. There may be 
others. One other explanation is that they have a great deal 
of difficulty in going into countries and finding out in those 
foreign countries just what it costs. It seems to me they ought 
to be able to arrive at a pretty good estimate of the cost 
through other methods. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne. 
sota has expired. ; 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may have an additional five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks that 
the gentleman may proceed for five additional minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, NEWTON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Is not an additional reason they 
urge the fact that they have been deluged with a very large 
number of applications for investigations? 

Mr. NEWTON. They have been. I do not know that is the 
reason, but I can well see where it might be. No doubt they 
have been deluged with a large number of applications. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. I recall very distinctly going to the 
commission with the gentleman from Minnesota at the time 
this granite matter was up, and I recall even more clearly 
the fact that within a few months I have taken up the matter 
of the rug industry in an endeavor to work out some method 
of adequate protection for the hooked-rug industry, which is 
of serious consequence, I think, in many of the rural sections 
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of this Union, but I can not get any assurance or even en 
couragement that that inquiry can be reached short of years. 
Mr. KNUTSON. May I say to the gentleman that they have 
the peanut schedule up now, and that is going to take so 
time. 
Mr. COLE of Iow 
Mr. NEWTON. Yes 
Mr. COLE of Iowa. In regard to the delays, the number of 
applications can not be urged as the reason for those delay 
have been made they have not 
only considered 73 items, and it 


how many applications may have 


Will the 


gentleman yield? 


because while the applications 
cousidered them They have 
does not make any difference 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


been made so long as they haye not given them any considera: | 


tion. As I say, they have considered only 73, and they told me 
this morning they did not take them up faster or dispose of 
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A former Member of Congress, David Lewis. a n of the 


iighest integrity, great industry, and very great ability: a man 
who is an expert on tariff matters, was a member of the com 
mission. His time expired in September of 1924, just before a 
presidential election. Another member of the commission was 
sent to him with a commission of reappointment with the sug 
gestion that he would be reappointed conditioned that he would 
tender his resignation in blank, which could be accepted by the 
President at the President’s will High minded as Mr. Lew 
is, of course he refused to do this. He was sent for by the 
President and the President asked him if be had this letter— 
meaning the letter of resignation. He declined, of course. 1 
| file any such resignation He was reappointed, the electi 
came on, but his name did not go to the Senate 
M KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? Does not the 


them faster because of a lack of money with which to do the | 


work. 

Mr. KNUTSON. May I interrupt to say that more money is 
not going to cure the situation down there. They are wasting 
a lot of time in debating the whichness and what not, where 
and when. They are the most meticulous people down there 
we have here in Washington, and some of their minds seem 
to travel in circles. 

Mr. NEWTON. I know that my colleague from Minnesota 
has been very industrious and insistent with reference to the 
commodity he referred to, and that is true of others. So there 
ought to be some remedy afforded in order that we may get 
some action, 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. NEWTON. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I think it should. be stated, in 
all fairness to the commission, that they occupy a very con- 
siderable time on important matters. For instance, I will refe1 


Will the gentleman yield? 


to one instance. The investigation was instituted March 27, | 
1923, and hearings were held July 17, 19238, and September 6, | 


1923. After those hearings it required the commission more 
than three years to make its report to the President. The re- 
port was dated October 2, 1926. That was an item in which a 
decrease in the tariff was instituted by the President, and the 
article was paint-brush handles. So I think it is fair to state 
that the commission gives consideration to these important 
matters. 

Mr. NEWTON. But the fact remains, gentlemen, that unless 
we are to have some general tariff revision and spend about two 
years at it, with all of the uncertainties that would bring, help 
and assistance to individual industries must lie, for awhile, at 


least, through the use of these flexible provisions of the tariff 
law. There are demands for tariff changes and, it seems to me, 


we ought to give them all of the money they feel they can 
reasonably use. 

Mr. COLE of Iowa. 
flexible? 

Mr. KNUTSON. 
a great length. 

Mr. NEWTON. They are clearly flexible, although they 
have not “ flexed” in certain directions as much as we would 
like to have them. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last three words. Gentlemen, I paid my respects to the Tariff 
Commission on Friday last. 
language then to express myself with reference to this commis- 
sion, and after thinking it over I do not think I can find a 
sufficient vocabulary to express myself now with reference to 
it. I would like to direct the attention of the Members of the 
Howse to the great speech of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norris], on January 16-23, 1926, with reference to this Tariff 
Commission. If anybody can read that speech and not be con- 
vinced and convicted of the uselessness of this Tariff Commis 
sion, I ean not follow his mental processes of reasoning. 

Let us look at the proviso in this paragraph of the bill. 
is it there? The proviso is: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used to pay 
the salary of any member of the United States Tariff Commission who 
shall hereafter participate in any proceedings under said sections $15, 
316, 317, and 318 of said act, approved September 21, 1922, wherein 
he or any member of his family has any special, direct, and pecuniary 
interest, or in which he has acted as attorney or special representative 


Does the gentleman think they are really 


They have certainly stretched them out to 


Why 


Read Senator Norris’s speech and you will find why this pro- 
viso was inserted. They had a member of the Tariff Commis- 
sion whose family had $200,000 of stock in a corporation in- 
terested in sugar. The sugar schedule was up for investigation 
by the Tariff Commission. The commission stood 3 and 3. 
They tried to get him to disqualify, but he refused. He voted 
on his own case. Finally Congress put in this proviso and Mr. 
Glassie was disqualified. 


{ could not find temperate enough 








gentleman think if the President had an undated letter of res 
ignation from every member of the Tariff C« 
would be better off? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HASTINGS. I would accept one from them all, so far 
as I am concerned; but I am just telling you how the appoint- 
ments are manipulated Another member of the commission 
who favored a reduction of the duty on sugar—Mr. Culbertson, 
a man of high character—was given a diplomatic post. Lewis's 
name was not sent to the Senate, and then Culbertson was given 
another position; but in the meantime the commission had ree 
ommended a reduction of one-half cent a pound on sugal This 
pended until after the election, and then in June of 1925 this 
was refused by the President. 

Now, let me show you how many decreases there have been 
by the commission We have been appropriating $750,000, on 
the average, a year for the Tariff Commission. There has been 
a reduction on phenol, there has been a reduction on paint 
brush handles, there has been a reduction on mill feed, and 
there has been a reduction on bobwhite quail—four articles, 
{ Laughter. ] 


mmission we 


if any man in the House or in the country will read Senator 
Norris's speech he will know something about the proceedings 
of this commission, and if he then thinks it has justified itselt, 
all right and good. 

Mr. NEWTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS. Yes. 

Mr. NEWTON. Does not the gentleman think the commis 
sion has done some good in reference to raising some of thie 
agricultural schedules ? 

Mr. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will read my speech of 
last Friday, when I had enough time to pay my respects to that 
commission, the gentleman will understand I have no sym- 
pathy whatever with it. As long as the commission is as it is 
constituted, I would vote to eliminate the appropriation 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For stationery 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it is sometimes a relief to turn 
from the stress and turmoil of issues to something entirely 
different I want to talk to you just a little while about u 
personality. 

One of the most interesting characters that I have met 
during my period of service in the Congress is Congressman 
EncoaR Howarp, of Nebraska. He is sometimes referred to as 
the wit of the House. And, judging from his never-failing 
good humor and his incisive and sparkling manner of speech, 
we can not help thinking that he deserves the title. 

Almost always, however, hidden away, even in his humor, 
is the point that he wants to drive home, and his wit thus 
becomes a means to an end. Frequently, when Members of 
the House are laughing at one of his sallies, they are made sud- 
denly to realize in a few words more than is sometimes told in 
an entire speech. One can not help recalling the striking ques- 
tion which he asked, and which he attributed to one Will Rogers, 
when he demanded to know “ Why are we in Nicaragua and 
what the h——1 are we doing there?” In the one question, 
put seemingly in fun, he clearly stated the position which not 
only he but a good many others have taken as to our much- 
disputed activities in that far southern land. 

But he also has a serious side to his nature. Ee writes 
occasional editorials for a paper in which he is interested and 
which he formerly edited in his home city of Columbus, Nebr. 
In these editorials are to be found a running-fire comment on 
the public questions of the day, especially in regard to affairs 
in Washington. Recently in one of these editorials he paid 
his respects to the tax reduction bill as it passed the House, 
and the reason for certain opposition thereto. This editorial 
speaks for itself. I have not checked the facts as given, but 
Mr. Howarp usually knows what he is talking about. The 
strength and soberness of this article, coming as it does from 
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one whose remarks are sometimes regarded as facetious rather 
than otherwise, gives added foree to this very earnest analysis 
of the reasons for the activities of some of those who are 
trying to delay the much-desired tax-reduction program, I 
think it deserves a place in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, and 
this is the purpose for which I arose. It is as follows: 


A $3,000,000 REASON 


Many persons have expressed surprise at the action of Andrew 
Mellon and his group of financiers in opposing the new revenue bill as 
passed by the House of Representatives, 

No surprise about it. 

That new revenue bill, if it shall pass the Senate and be approved by 
the President in its present form, will make the Mellon group of 
corporations pay $6,000,000 more income tax than is paid by that 
group under the present law. 

How does this happen? 

Well, under the existing law a few hundred gigantic corporations are 
permitted to assemble in their income-tax returns the earnings and 
losses of thousands of little corporations which they own or control, 
and by that kind of business they are enabled to gyp the Government 
out of $6,000,000 annually, according to estimates made by men who 
have made deep study of the income-tax problem. In the new revenue 
bill every corporation, no matter how large or small, is compelled to 
make its own income-tax report. This provision in the bill was put 
over in the House despite the frantic protests of all the administration 
leaders. The bill has now gone to the Senate, and there the spokes- 
man for the administration and the Mellon group of bankers (both 
being one in voice and plan) boldly state that the bill will not be 
allowed to pass as long as it shall contain that provision which requires 
each corporation to file a separate income-tax report. 

Let me give just one instance of how the big fellows have been able 
to cheat the Government out of income-tax money. One certain of 
the big “ mother” corporations, which owns a large number of “ chil- 
dren” corporations, had trouble with a competitor which refused to 
permit the big corporation to dictate the price at which it must sell 
its products. Then the big “ mother” corporation decided to put that 
* unreasonable” competitor out of business. How did it go about it? 
Why, it ordered one of its own “ children” corporations, located near 
the “unreasonable” competitor, to sell its product at a price far 
below cost. The unreasonable competitor made a brave effort to meet 
the stif competition, but at last went broke, and then went out of 
business, leaving a clear ficld for the big “mother” corporation's 
child which operated in that territory. It cost a lot of money for the 
big “ mother" corporation to put that competitor out of business, but 
the loss was soon made up after competition was destroyed, and after 
prices had gone back to their old high level, as they promptly went 
after the competition had been destroyed. 

But what has all this to do with income-tax returns? 

Well, under the existing law the “mother” corporation reported the 
loss which her own child corporation had suffered when selling prod- 
uets at less than cost, In order to crush ecompetition—reported it as 
a loss suffered by the “ mother” corporation, and that amount of loss 
was deducted from profits of the big “ mother” corporation when mak- 
ing its income-tax return. If the “child” corporation had filed its 
own income-tax return, showing a big loss, of course, it would not have 
had any tax to pay. But the big “ mother” corporation comes along and 
lists that loss by its own “child” corporation as its own, thus reduc- 
ing the volume of its own net profits, and escaping the heavy tax the 
“mother” corporation would have been compelled to pay if the law 
had not allowed the “ mother” to list as her own the loss sustained 
by her “child” corporation in driving that competitor out of business. 

Not bard to understand, is it? 

I do not claim to understand all about the doings of the big boys 
in the game of finance and the game of government, both being about 
the same thing here in Washington. But there are men in this great 
city who keep tab on the big fellows, and are able to solve their curves. 
1] have been talking to the understanding ones, and they tell me that if 
the new revenue bill should go through the Senate and be approved by 
President Coolidge in the form in which it passed the House, requiring 
the “mother” corporations and the “ children” corporations each to 
file a separate income-tax return, the result would be to increase the 
tax on the “mother” corporations to the extent of more than 
$6,000,000, T can not positively say that this is a correct estimate of 
the amount, but I believe It is close to correct. And the further 
estimate has been made that if the new revenue bill shall become the 
law of the land it will cost Andrew Mellon and the Mellon family 
interesta an increase of $3,000,000 in the income tax they will be 
required to pay. 

Quite naturally Mussolini Mellon shows his teeth and declares that 
the new revenue bill shall not pass. 

And the worst of it is that Mellon appears to have the power to 
make good his boast, 

Epcar Howanrp, 


RECORD—HOUSE 


The Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD 
For seven commissioners at $12,000 each per annum, secretary 
$7,500, during the present incumbency; and in the event of a change 
in incumbency the salary of such position shall be in accordance with 
the provisions of the classification act of 1923 and section 2 of this act, 
in all, $91,500. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the language “ Secretary, $7,500, during the present in- 
cumbency.” The classification act of 1923 fixes this salary and 
this is new legislation. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish the gentleman would reserve his point 
of order. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I willbe pleased to reserve it. 

Mr. WOOD. I call the attention of the gentleman and the 
committee to the fact that the secretary to the Shipping Board 
does the same character of work as do the secretary of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and the secretary of several 
other. concerns. Under the peculiar position in which he finds 
himself under the classification arrangement, unless some relief 
is brought to him the board will tose him. This man has been 
a very efficient officer, and, to my mind, he has earned a service 
that ought to be recognized—in the saving of thousands of 
dollars to the Government and his courteous manner of treat- 
ment for everybody. Of course, this is subject to a point of 
order if the gentleman from New Jersey insists upon it. 

I will state to the gentleman from New Jersey that this man 
occupies the same relation in reference to the control that other 
gentlemen have who are getting $10,000 per annum. If the 
gentleman will refer to page 811 of the hearings he will find 
what this man's duties are. We went into that matter at great 
length. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. If he can not get what others in the same 
grade are getting under the circumstances, that is not the fault 
of the act but on account of the provision you carry in section 2. 
If that is your policy and applicable to all employees of the 
various services of the Government, why do you make an ex- 
ception in this particular case? 

Mr. WOOD. We are not making an exception. Two years 
ago we did the same thing in reference to the secretary of the 
Civil Service Commission, and there was no objection made 
because of the fact that everybody was agreed that the service 
warranted it. If it was true then it is infinitely more true now, 
for the service this man is rendering is very great. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. You are taking care of this particular 
case. If the gentleman will turn to the limitation he has put 
on tnese salaries under the classification, he says: 

And in grades in which only one position is allocated, the salary of 
such position shall not exceed the average of the compensation rates 
for the grade. 


That is what you rely on for this specific case. But you go 
on and say: 
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Except that in unusually meritorious cases of one position in a grade, 
advances may be made to rates higher than the average of the compen- 
sation rates of the grade. 


Now, if this is a meritorious case, we have the law here. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; and that is what we are doing. This is 
a most meritorious case and we have made the exception. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Let the promotion be made by the board 
as contemplated by the act. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman knows that the board will never 
do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
Chair suggests that something should be done with the balance 
of this paragraph. . 

Mr. WOOD. An amendment will be offered later. Mr. 
Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Tirson having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DowxLt, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 9481, the independent offices biil, and had 
eome to no resolution thereon. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KVALE. Mtr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting therein certain 
resolutions adopted by the Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation 
and the Minnesota Livestock Breeders’ Association on the 
subject of agriculture. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Minnesota 
asks unanimous consent t extend his remarks in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection’ 
Mr. 


reserving the right to 


BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

object, and I regret to object, I have been objecting to the 
insertion in the CoNGRESsSiIONAL Recorp of miscellaneous reso- 
lutions and editorials and matters of that kind. We have a 
rule of the House which provides that resolutions and me- 
morials and communications of that kind shall be dropped 
into the basket in the Speaker's table and referred by him to 
the appropriate committee. 

Mr. KVALE Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KVALE. This very morning resolutions regarding 


Muscle Shoals were inserted in the Recorp. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Oh, those were not 
matter presented by the gentleman 
RETT}] Was a communication from a public utilities commission 
of a sovereign State. If the gentleman wants to extend his 
including, of course, subjects of legis- 


remarks on any subject, 
lation covered by these resolutions, I shall not object, but I 


resolutions. 
{[Mr. Gar- 


from Tennessee 


dare say there is not a Member of the House who does not 
daily receive from one to a dozen copies of different resolu- 
tions dealing with various subjects. If we inserted them all 
into the Recorp, it .would make it unduly large. It was for 


this reason that the House adopted a rule which requires that 
such resolutions and memorials shall be dropped in the basket 


on the Speaker's table and referred by him to the appropriate | 


committee. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his request. 

Mr. KVALE. I have not taken up very much space in the 
Recorp, but if the objects I shall withdraw my 
request for the time being. 


gentleman 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
was granted to 
SWEET, on account of 


absence 


Mr. 


leave of 


request of 


¥Y unanimous consent 
l 


Hancock, at the 


Mr. KINpRED, indefinitely, on account of serious illness in his 
family. 
CHANGE OF 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
change of reference of H. J. Res. 176 from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the chairman of both committees having agreed to 
the change. 

Mr. GARRETT of Mr. Speaker, 
right to object, may I venture to suggest 
the chairman of the two committees under an agreement pri- 
vately made ought not to be sufficient to change a reference 
I submit it should be put before the House that without ob- 
jection the change will be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has the following 
information, if the gentleman from Tennessee will permit: A 
somewhat similar resolution was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. That has been considered by that committee 
and was later reported to the House and the resolution agreed 
to. This is a resolution on a similar subject. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am not interposing objec 
tion because I do not know what the subject matter is. What 
I was really directing attention to was the simple announce- 
ment of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. After a bill or resolution has 
been introduced and has been referred it has then reached a 
Stage where the House itself has a right in the matter, without 


REFERENCE 


The Chair announces the 


Tennessee, reserving the 


that just the will of 


Of course, it can be done only 


any reference to the will or wish of the respective chairmen of | 


committees. 1 interpose no objection to its being rereferred 


under the statement of the Chair, but I think we ought always | 


to know what those things are about. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the title of 
the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report the title 


House Joint Resolution 176 
Joint resolution granting the consent of Congress to an agreement 
or pact entered into between the State of Wisconsin and the State of 
Michigan for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a high- 
way bridge across the Menominee River. 


Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. My recollection is that it is 
the custom to refer all such resolutions to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


The | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the impression of the 
( air Is there objection to the « inze ol iere e? 
Chere was no objection. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Cs nitte mn | Bills, re 
| ported this day they presented to the Pres of the 
United States for his approval a bill of following tle 
H. R. GOSS. An act to extend the times for con ‘ fr and 
mpleting the construction of a brid Oss e Ten Oe 
River on the Linden-Lexington road, in Perry and D ur 
( nties, Tenn 
SENNA tI ERI ) 
\ bill of tl followin titie Was ft en from f = t 
| é i ul lé the ! I | ) » l ’ ry! e com 
‘ is follows 
s. i4 ) An act to re ve a na « ; » e 
1 the P | Lands 
AD MENT 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 16 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tu sday, 
January 24, 1928, at 12 o clock noon. 


HEARINGS 


COMMITTEE 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative tist of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, January 24, 1928, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


(10 a. m.) 


District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
(10.30 a. m.) 

Treasury and Post Office appropriation bill. 

Agriculture Department appropriation bill 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 


(10 a. m.) 


To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the 
keting and in the control and disposition of the 


orderly mar- 
surplus of agri- 
| cultural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce (H. R. 
7910) 
$* . 


COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS 


(10.30 a. m.) 


To prov ide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial CenSUSeS 
(H. R. 398). 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 


(10.30 a. m.) 


To amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act 
Howard University in the District of 


to incorporate 


| the Columbia,” approved 


March 2, 1867 (H. R. 279). 
COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS NO. 2 
| (10 a. m.) 
| Concerning the election of JAMES M. Beck as a Representative 
from Pennsylvania (H. Res. 9). 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROI 
| (10 a. m., 2 p. m., and 8 p. m.—caucus room) 
A meeting to hear Maj. Gen. Edgar Jadwin, Chief of the 


Army Engineers, discuss proposals to control the flood 
of the Mississippi River 
| Mr. Rep of Illinois has asked that a notice be posted here 
stating that the Flood Control Committee would conclude its 
hearings within a few days. and if there are any 
| Members of Congress who wish to appear before the committee, 
| Mr. Rerp would like to have them get in touch with him imme- 
| diately. 
COMMITTEE ON 


waters 


Senators or 


INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 

(10 a. m.) 
To promote the unification of carriers engaged in interstate 
| commerce (H. R. 5641). 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
(10 a. m.) 
Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
| States providing for national representation for the people of 
| the District of Columbia (H. J. Res. 18). 
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COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFATRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
A meeting to discuss the naval building program. 
COMMITTEE ON ROADS 
(10 a. m.) 


To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented 
CH. R. 383, 358, 5518, 7343, and 8832). To amend the act entitled 
“An act to provide that the United States shall aid the States in 
the construction of rural post roads,” approved July 11, 1916, 
as amended and » spplemented, and authorizing appropriation of 
$150,000,000 per annum for two years (H. R. 7019). 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

309. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
report of the disposition of useless papers in the files of the 
navy yards, naval stations, etc., during the calendar year 1927; 
to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

310. A communication from the President of the United States, 
transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for the 
fiscal. year ending June 30, 1928, for the War Department, 
mmounting to $95,000, for the establishment of a national mili- 
tary park at the battle field at Stone River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 
146); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed, 

311. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
draft of a proposed bill for the relief of A. F. Gallagher; to 
the Committee on Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. KWTCHAM: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 9495. A 
bill to provide for the further development of agricultural exten- 
sion work between the agricultural colleges in the several States 
receiving the benefits of the act entitled “An act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,” 
approved July 2, 1862, and all acts supplementary thereto, and 
the United States Department of Agriculture; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 351). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SWING: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 5686. A 
bill granting a right of way to the county of Imperial, State of 
California, over certain public lands for highway purposes ; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 352). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VESTAI.: Committee on Patents. H. R. 6104. A _ Dill 
to amend sections 57 and 61 of the act entitled “An act to 
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright,” approved 
March 4, 1909; without amendment (Rept. No, 353). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 7224. A bill 
to extend the time for the refunding of certain legacy taxes 
erroneously collected; with amendment (Rept. No. 356). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. GUYER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 8889. A bill for 
the relief of Adriano Cruceta, a citizen of the Dominican Re- 
public; with amendment (Rept. No. 849). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STEELE: Committee on Claims. H. R. 766. A bill for 
the relief of Ida F. Baum; with amendment (Rept. No. 341). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BOX: Committee on Claims. H. R. 926, A bill for the 
relief of Jennie Roll; with amendment (Rept. No. 342). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mrs. LANGLEY: Committee on Claims. H. R. 2188. A bill 
for the relief of the owner of the schooner Sentinel; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 348). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BUSHONG: Committee on Claims. H, R. 3971. A bill 
for the relief of the owners of the schooner William Melbourne; 
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without amendment (Rept. No. 344). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R. 4893. 
A bill for the relief of Howard VY. Sloan; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 345). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 8369. A 
bill for the relief of Josephine Thibodeaux; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 346). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
8527. A bill conferring jurisdiction upon certain courts of the 
United States to hear and determine the claim by the charterer 
of the steamship Trontolite against the United States, and for 
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No, 347). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims, H. R. 8529. A 
bill authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and determine 
questions of law involved in the alleged erroneous collection of 
tonnage taxes in 1920 and 1921 on three vessels operated by the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, under bareboat charter from 
a Danzig corporation; without amendment (Rept. No. 348). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Committee on Claims. H. R, 4995. A 
bill for the relief of Sabino Apodaca; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 850). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HOFFMAN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 1597. 
A bill for the relief of Gaston M. Janson; without amend- 
ment (Rept, No. 354). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R, 
3i44. A bill for the relief of Augustus C. Turner; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 355). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of the Chico-Westwood- 
Susanville Auto Stage Co., Chico, Calif.; Committee on Claims 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

A bill (H. R. 9757) for the relief of the Cherrington Hospital, 
Logan, Ohio; Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (H. R. 9540) for the relief of M. Seller & Co.; Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

A bill (H. R. 6393) granting a pension to Mrs. Cassius C. 
Lester; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 9705) for the relief of Hugh Gibson, an officer 
of the Foreign Service of the United States, who, while serving 
abroad, suffered by theft losses of official funds ; Committee on 
Appropriations discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims, ; 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, publie bills and resolutions were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9828) to require 
the recording of certain information as to immigrants arriving 
in the United States; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (HL. R. 9829) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress approved March 20, 1922, entitled 
“An act to consolidate national forest lands’; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9830) authorizing 
the Great Falls Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Potomac River 
at or near the Great Falls; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 9831) authorizing J. E. Turner, 
his heirs, legal representatives, or assigns to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Ocmulgee River at or near Fitz- 
gerald, Ga.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R. 9832) to provide retire- 
ment for licensed officers of the United States Army ‘Transport 
Service and the United States harbor boat service; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (EL R. 9833) to amend section 6 of 
immigration act of 1924; to the Committee on Immigration 
Naturalization 
Also. a bill (H. R. 9834) to provide for the purchase or con- 
demnation of property in the Reno subdivision, and adjacent 


’ ¢ t 


thereto, for the purpose of improvement of street plan, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 9835) to amend section 4 of the 
rstate commerce act; to the Committee on Intersate and 








EF Commerce, 

CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 9836) providing for the pur- 
cha a suitable site and the erection of a public building at 
Santa Monica, Calif.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds 


Ry Mr. ANDRESEN: A bill (H. R. 9837) provide for the 
ig out of the award of the National War Lah« Board 

April 11, 1919, and the decision of the Secretar: : 
date November 30, 1920, in favor of certain employees of th 


Minneapolis Steel & Machinery Co., Minneapolis, Minn.; of the 


ecarryvil 





Ss Paul Foundry Co., St. Paul, Minn.; of American Hoist & 
Derrick Co., St. Paul, Minn. ; and of Twin City Forge & Foundry 
Co., Stillwater, Minn.; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9838) to amend subdivision a of section 4 
of the act entitled “An ac to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 
1898, as amended: to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 9889) to authorize an appro 
priation to enable the director of the United States Veterans 
Bureau to provide hospital facilities at or near Columbia, 8. C 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. KELLY A bill (1 R. 9840) to amend the act en 
titled “An act for the retirement of employees in the classified 
civil service, and for other purposes,” upproved May 22, 1920 
and acts in amendment thereof; to the Committee « the Civi 
service 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 9841) to amend subsection 
5 of section 1 of the interstate commerce act as amended Jur 
29, 1906, April 18, 1908, June 18, 1910, February 17, 1917, March 
2, 1917, May 29, 1917, August 10, 1917, and February 28, 1920; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

iy Mr. SINNOTT (by departmental request): A bill (H. R 
9842) to provide for the survey, appraisal, and sale of the undis 
posed lots in the townsite of St. Marks, Fla.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 9843) to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construction of a bridge across 
the Kanawha River at or near the town of Henderson, W. Va., 
to a point opposite thereto at or near Point Pleasant, W. Va.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 9844) granting the con 
sent of Congress to the New Martinsville & Ohio River Bridge 
Co. (Ine.) to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Ohio River: to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BERGER: A bill (H. R. 9845) to condemn and ac 
quire for Government ownership and operation the telegraph 
and telephone lines engaged in interstate commerce ; 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 9846) to amend the act « 
titled “An act to provide that the United States shall aid the 
Stutes in the construction of rural post roads, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple 
mented, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads, 

By Mr. DAVILA: A bill (H. R. 9847) to enable the peopl 
of the island of Porto Rico to form a constitution and govern 
ment; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 9848) to authorize thi 
Secretary of the Navy to proceed with the construction of ; 
boathouse at the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. ; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 9849) granting the consent of 
Congress for the extension of times for commencing and com 
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at Quincy, Il.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 9850) to amend paragraph 
12 of section 202 of the World War veterans’ act, 1924; to the 
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9851) to amend section 24 of the World 
War veterans’ act, 1924; to the Committee on World War Vel 
erans’ Legislation - 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 9852) extending the jurisdic 
tion of the Mississippi River Commission to the Ulinois River, 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Flood Control. 





to the Com 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9853) to prevent destructive tloods in the 


Illinois River; to the Committe 1 Flood Control 
By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9854) to amend 
the act entitled “An act to provide that the United States shall 
} aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for 
| other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and sup 
|} plemented, and for ether purposes: to the Co n Roads. 
By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 9855) for the improve 
ment of the Ohio River in the vicinity of E sville, Ind.; to 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
I Mr. WURZBACH A bill (H. R. 9856) to amen act 


ntitled “An act to provide revenue o regulate commerce W 
reigi countries, to encourage the industt : of the l ite 
S and r other I S » the Commit n W 
Means 
I M MORGAN: A I (H. R. 9857 provide t fi 
hour nstitu 1 d S k on Saturd hout 
r for all employees in the Bureau of Engraving d 
Printing ; to the Committee on the Civil Services 
By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: A bill (H. R 8) providi 
u se by the United States of ti segregated « and 
iit deposi in Oklahoma from the Choctaw and ¢ 
rribes of Indians: to the Committee on Indian Affair 
By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 9859) to amend the Feder: 


hway act, as amended; to the Committee on Roads 
By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9860) to amend the 
f April 25, 1922, as amended, entitled “An act authoriz 


xtensions of time for the payment of purchase money 
inder certain homestead entries and Government land pur 
chases within the former Chevenne River and Standing Rock 


Indian Reservations, N, Dak. and S. Dak.; 
the Publie Lands 

B Mr. McMILLAN: Joint resolution (H,. J. Res. 177) 
iuthorizing the erection of a flagstaff at Fort Sumter, Charl 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Milita 


to the Committee on 


Affairs 
By Mr. McDUFFIE Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) pro 
ling that the United States SI il ning Board be directed to 


services now being operated by it 


Vit 
miuke no sales of lines or 
pending the enactment of further merchant marine legislation 
by the Congress, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 179) m 
viding for the issuance of a special postage stamp in commen 
ration of the one hundredth anniversary of the first run of a 
locomotive in America: to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 180) pro 
viding for the erection of a public historical museum on the 
site of Fort Defiance, Defiance, Ohio; to the Committee on t} 
Library 

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 98) providing fi 
1 temporary assistant clerk to the Committee on Invalid |] 
ions; to the Committee on Accounts 

By Mr. PALMISANO: Resolution (H. Res. 99) authorizin: 
ind directing the Speaker of the House to appoint five Members 
of the House to investigate the methods employed by the pro- 
hibition administrator for the Maryland-District of Columbia 
area, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rule 


MEMORIALS 


| 
| Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows: 
| By Mr. COLLINS: Memorial of the legislature of the State 
| of Mississippi memorializing Congress to take over and assume 
| flood control of the Mississippi River; to the Committee on 
| Flood Control 
By Mr. DOMINICK: Memorial of the Legislature of the Stat 
of South Carolina, relating to reclamation work in the South; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of South 
Carolina, regarding I f tl 


vergency officers of the late wal to the 





Committee on Military Affaii 
| Anite 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
vere introduced and severally referred as follows: 
sy Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (11. R. 9861) providing for the 
| examination and survey of the channel from Pamlico Sound 
near the mouth of Neuse River, to Beaufort, N. C., by way of 
Swan Point. Cedar Island Bay, Thoroughfare Cut. Thoroughfat 
Bay, Core Sound, touching at Atlantic wharves, through the 
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Straits and Taylors Creek Cut; to the Committee on Rivers and 
llarbors. 

By Mr. ANDRESEN: A bill (H. R. 9562) for the relief of 
M, T. Nilan; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 9868) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Imogene West; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (iL R. 9864) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Nolan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 9865) granting a pension to 
Gustay Mendel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 9866) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen R. Lockwood; to the Committee on Invalid 
Penions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9867) for the relief of F. A. Brady (Inc.) ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ly Mr. BUCKBEE: A bill (i. R. 9868) granting a pension 
to Jennie Countryman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 9869) providing for the ex- 
amination and survey of the entrance to Point Judith Pond, 
hk. I.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 8870) for the relief of Joseph 
Scales; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 9871) granting an increase 
of pension to Ebbin A. Ervin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 9872) granting a pension 
to Bertha Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9873) making James M. 
Bridges eligible to receive the benefits of the civil retirement 
act; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. 9874) granting an increase of 
pension to Blanche Fetterhoff; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9875) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen B, Wurtz; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9876) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Q. Sturgel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily J. McCollum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9878) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Edwards; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (HL R. 9879) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard B. Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9880) granting a pension to M. P. Cran- 
ston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9881) granting 
an increase of pension to George L. Hollis; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATON: A bill (H. R. 9882) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen Bott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9883) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Smith; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAUST: A bill (H. R. 9884) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Cornelius; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FREE: A bill (HL R. 9885) granting an increase of 
pension to Emma J, Watts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9886) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret A. Church; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9887) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOPER: A bill (H. R. 9888) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
SIOLS, 

By Mr, JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9889) granting a pension 
to Sirena Short: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINDRED: A bill (H. R. 9890) granting an increase 
of pension to Maria Fluor; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9891) 
granting an inerease of pension to Mary H. Dailey; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Ry Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9892) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah J. Stanbrough; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (AH. R. 9893) granting a pension to 
Ida L. Updegraff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 98%) granting an increase 
of pension to Maggie Barr; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R, 9895) granting an increase 
of pension to Anceline D, Lazenby ; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 
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By Mr. KORELL: A bill (H. R. 9896) granting an increase 
of pension te Mary E. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. KVALE: A bill (H. R. 9897) granting a pension to 
Celia Shetais; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 9898) granting a pension 
to Gallico Thompson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9899) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark P, Hoskins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9900) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Murrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9901) granting a pension to 
Angeline Shirley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDUFFIE: A bill (H. R. 9902) for the relief of 
James A. DeLoach; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 9903) for the relief of 
Francis B. McCloskey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9904), granting an 
increase of pension to Elsie E. Tankersley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9905) granting a pension 
to Bettie Orrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 9906) granting an increase of 
pension to Ruby L.. Knapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1IODS. 

sy Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 9907) to authorize pay- 
ment of compensation to Don F. Thogmartin; to the Committee 
on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9908) granting 
a pension to Palmore Kirgan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9909) granting a pension to 
Mary Cullison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 9910) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Haverfield; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9911) granting an increase of pension to 
Arminia M. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEWTON: A bill (H. R. 9912) granting a pension to 
Welthy E. Bracy: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9913) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Katherine Walsh; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9914) granting a pension to Margaret 
Kane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 9915) granting an increase 
of pension to Phoebe ©, Austin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PEAVEY: A bill (H. R. 9916) to cancel the enroll- 
ment of Darius Connors as a member of the St. Croix Band of 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Wisconsin and to enroll him 
as a member of the Chippewa Indians of the State of Minne- 
sota; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9917) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Cowles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9918) for the relief of Fred S. Thompson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRALL: A bill (H. R. 9919) for the relief of George 
Curran; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 9920) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca A. Bonesteel; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9921) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSLEY: A bill (H. R. 9922) for the relief of 
James B. Connor; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 9923) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eulalie Charboneau; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 9924) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel J. Heron ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 9925) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Newman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9926) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie S, Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9927) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Floyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9928) granting an increase of pension to 
Tsabelle T. Fessenden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a* bill (H. R. 9929) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Doolittle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9930) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Blanchard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 








cee? 


way 


SK 





CONGRESSIONAL 


9931) granting an increase of pension t 
Invalid 
pension 


1928 


Also, a bill (H. R 
Sara Campbell ; to the Committee on 

Aliso, a bill (H Kt HO32 ) 
Sweeney; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9983) for the 
relief of Wynona A. Dixon; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 9934) granting an increase of 
Nancy 1 Palmer to the C 


Pensions 


to Anna L 


granting a 


pension to ommittee on 
Pensions 
Also. a bill (CH. R. 99385) granting ai 
Margaret A. Bauder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9936) granting an increase of pet 
Ibbie Shindel: to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9987) granting ar 
Luscenia Dunean: to the Committee on 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9938) granting a 
Lydia Pitzer Cox; to the Committe 
By Mr. SWING: A biil (H.R 
Joseph Bernard Walker; to the C 
By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 9940) granting a 
Annie McIntyre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
av Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: <A bill (H. R. 9941) 21 
a pension to Lydia Waggoner; to the Committee o 
I 


increase of pension to 


Pensions 
increase of pelsion to 
Invalid Pension 

increase OL pelision to 
nvalid Pensions 

granting a pension to 
ommittee on Invalid Pet 


e oh 
9939 ) 
Slols 


pension to 


unting 
Invalid 


istons, 


ty Mr. WATSON: 
of pension to Marietta I 


A bill (HH. R. 9942) 
McNair; to the C 


granting an increase 


ymmittee on Invalid 


'onstions 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 9948) for the 
iwyer Motor Co.; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. WELCH of California: A bill (H. R. 9944) for the 
relief of Patrick J. Sullivan; to the Conmittee o 
Affairs 


reliel ol 


f 


PETITIONS, ETC 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and were laid 


on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2252. Petition of the Association of the Swedish 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Greater New York, disapproves 
of the immigration act of 1924; to lmmigra 
tion and Naturalization 

2253. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of citizens of Canton, Kans., 
in behalf of ¢ War veterans’ and widows’ i 
tion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

2254. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of Seventh Day Adventist 
Chureh, of Taft, Calif., protesti passuge of the 
Lankford Sunday bill (IL R mmittee on 
District of Columbia, 

». Also, resolution of 
Junior Order of United 
Mexican immigration be 


papers 
Minister's 


the Committee on 


‘ivil legisla 


pension 


ing against the 
78): to the C the 


or 
one. 


Armona (Calif.) Couneil No. 51, 
American Mechanics, urging that 

placed upon a quota basis; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2256. Also, petitions of residents of the seventh congressional 
district of California, protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2257. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of Col. William F. Schohl 
and other members of the New York State National Guard 
Conyention, favoring House bill 6857; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

2258. By Mr. BOHN: Petition opposing Sunday 
bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2259. By Mr. BOLES: Petition signed by citizens of Ut 
Monona County, Iowa, protesting against the Gompulsory Sun 
day observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

2260. By Mr. BRIGGS: Telegram from L. C. Jackson, secre 
tary Chamber of Commerce of Polk County, Tex., urging support 
of House bill 9201 and Senate bill 1731; to the Committee on 
Education, 

2261. Also, telegram from Hon. W. M. McMurray, county 
judge of San Jacinto County, Tex., urging support of House bill 
9201 and Senate bill 1731: to the Committee on Education. 

2262. By Mr. BRIGHAM: Petition of C. L. Gladden and 50 
other citizens of Richford, Vt., protesting against the passage 
of the compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2263. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Zena Kinney and 42 other 
residents of Duluth, Minn., protesting against enactment of 
House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


observance 


2264. Also, petition of F. W. Vasenius, M. D., and 68 other | 


residents of Chisholm, Minn., protesting against passage of 
House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday cbservance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2265. Also, petition of Arthur Murphy and 18 other residents 


of Duluth, Minn., protesting against enactment of House bill 78, 
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compuls ry 
ie District of C 
2266. Also, petition 


Sunday servance bill: to the Committee on 
I surmbia 


f Mrs. Beatrice Lowery 


dents of Blackduck, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observan i o the Con 


mittee on the District of Columbia 
Also, petition of L. F. Klatt and 144 other r 


2267 


sidents of 


Virginia, Minn., protesting against enactment House bill 78 
the compulsory Sunday observance bill: to ( mittee « th 
District of Columbia 

2268. Also, petition of A. G. Gonde and 16 other 1 cle f 
Virginia, Minn., protesting against ictment of Honse bill 7s 
he compulsory Sunday observance bill: to the Committee o ! 


District of Columbia 

260. Also, petition of Re Milma S. Lappala and 12S her 

tioners of Virginia, Min protesting against passage ot 
House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observa to tl 
Committee on the District of Columbia 

2270. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of the California Federa 
on of Women’s Clut irging e passage of leg { redu 
ng parcel-post rates on books; to the Committ 1 tl Post 
Office and Post Roads 

2271. Also, petition of Mrs. Margaret Anderson and many 


others of Oakland, Calif., urging tl! passage of legislation af 
this session of Congress increasing the pensions of veterans of 
the Civil War and their widows: to the Committe Invalid 
P ions 

2272. Also, petition of San J raquin Chapter, No. 15, Disabled 
\merican Veterans of the World War. of California, urging 
passage of legislation granting preference to veterans in employ 
ment in Government departments: to the Committee on World 
War Veterans Legislation 

2273. Also, petition of Pacific Coast Transportation Advisory 


Board, American Railway Association 
the passage of an appropriation of 
ment of Agriculture for investigation of tran 
and vegetables from Califor Committee on 
ture 

2274. By Mr 
Minn., 


bill (H.R 


San Francis Calif., 
S$15.000 ft Depart 
portation of fruit 


Agcricul- 


urging 
la; to the 


CLAGUE: Petition of Mrs. Fred S Wells, 
ing compulsory Sunday observance 


to the Committee on the District of ¢ 


l 
t 


and 22 others, 


TS); 


OP 
olumbia 


‘>> 


Steele. o 


22io, Also, petition of L. J. Sherburn, Minn., and 75 
citizens of Martin and Jackson Counties, Minn., opposing com- 
pulsory Sunday observance bill (HM. R. 78); to the C mittee 


on the District of Columbia, 
2276. Also, petiti Mrs, R. E 


Minn., and 300 of Blue Ea 


ym of 


( nipbell, of Good Thunder, 


bh and other counties, opposing com 


pulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 7S): to the Committee 
m the District of Columbia 

227¢. By Mr. CRAII Petition of Jac Brynilsen and others, 
relative to the purchase of Lower California from Mexico; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs 


I 
Also, petition of 


2278 Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Southern Culifornia, protesting against competitive arma 


the United 


ment in States 
Affairs 


2279. Also, petition of 


Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
approximately 1,650 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 7 other similar legislation; to the 
Columbia. 


75, Or Committee on 


any 


the District of 


2280. Also, petition of approximately 300 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 78, or 
uny other similar legislation: to the Committee on the District 


of Columbia. 
2281. Also, | 
reles County, 
bill 7S, or 
District 


PIRo 


tition of approximately 300 citizens of Los An- 
Calif., protesting against the Llouse 
other similar legislation: to the Committee on 
of Columbia 
Also, petition ol 
Angeles County, ¢ 
other similar 
of Columbia 
Also, petition of approximately 600 citizens of 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation; to the 
the District of Columbia 


passage oi 


“aus the 
citizen of Los 
House bill 78, or 
the Committee on the District 


approximately 450 
alif., against 


egislation; to 


the passage of 
“any 
9929 


Los 


Committee on 


2284. Also, petition of approximately 330 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 


bill 78, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia 

2285. Also, petition of approximately 750 citizens of Los An 
geles County, Calif., aguinst the passage of House bill 78, or any 
other similar levislation; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
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2286. Also, petition of approximately 300 citizens of Les An- 
geles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 78, or any 
other similar legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2287. Also, pétition of approximately 750 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 78, or any 
other similar legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2288, Also, petition of approximately 1,200 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2289. Also, petition of approximately 150 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

2200. Also, petition of approximately 150 citizens of Califor- 
nia, protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or any other 
similar legislation; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia. 

2291. Also, petition of approximately 300 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2292. Also, petition of approximately 150 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 78, or 
any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2293. Also, petition of approximately 750 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2204. Also, petition of approximately 150 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2295. Also, petition of approximately 300 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2296. Also, petition of approximately 750 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2207. By Mr. CURRY: Petition of several hundred citizens 
of the third California district, against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2298. Also, petition of 37 citizens of Antioch, Calif., urging 
that the present quota on European immigration be retained 
and that the national-origins clause in the immigration act be 
rejected; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2299. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., protesting against the Sunday observance bill 
(H. R. 78) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2300. Also, petition by citizens of Niagara Falls, N. Y., 
against the Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2301. By Mr. DOWELL: Petitions from residents of Des 
Moines, Iowa, in relation to House bill 78; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2302. Also, petitions from residents of Warren County, Iowa, 
in relation to House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2303. Also, petition from residents of Stony County, Iowa, in 
relation to compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2304. Also, petitions of citizens of Winterset, Iowa, in relation 
to House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2305. By Mr. EATON: Petition of congregation of the Pros- 
pect Street Presbyterian Church, of Trenton, N. J., urging enact- 
ment of Sunday rest legislation for the District of Columbia ; to 
the Committce on the District of Columbia. 

2306. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of Mrs. Edith Epp- 
ing and other citizens of Westwood, Calif., protesting against 
the Sunday closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2307. Also, petition of Alfred R. Thiele and other citizens of 
Placerville, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Sunday clos- 
ing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2308. Also, resolution of American War Mothers and allied 
veteran organizations of San Francisco, Calif., for the improve- 
ment of the national cemetery at the Presidio, Calif., and ap- 
propriation therefor; to the Committee on Appropriations, 
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2309. Also, petition of citizens of Copco, Calif., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2310. Also, petition of citizens of Red Bluff, Calif., protesting 
against Lankford Sunday closing bill for the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2311. Also, petition of O. B. Stevens and other citizens of 
Neweastle, Ophir, and Penryn, Calif., protesting against the 
Sunday closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2312. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Mrs. Gus 
Bischoff and other residents of Kalispell, Mont., protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2313. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 20 citizens of Coeur 
d'Alene, Idaho, urging enactment of legislation increasing pen- 
sions for Civil War veterans and widows; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

2314. By Mr. FURLOW: Petition relative to Sunday ob- 
seryance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2315. By Mr. GARBER: Letter of John H. Camlin, president 
Illinois Chamber of Commerce, Chicago, Ill, asking that section 
611 be eliminated from the proposed revenue act (H. R. 1); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2316. Also, letter of Charles F. Barrett, the adjutant general, 
Oklahoma City, Okla., in support of legislation in favor of hold- 
ing national rifle matches at Camp Perry, Ohio, each year; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2517. Also, letter of J. I. Meyerson, national advertising man- 
ager of the Daily Oklahoman and Oklahoma City Times, in 
protest of the passage of a bill entitled “The cosmetic act of 
1928”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2318. Also, letter of H. G. Stettmund, owner of the Odeon 
Theater, at Chandler, Okla., in support of the passage of Senate 
bill 1667, without amendments; to the Committee on Claims. 

2319. By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Petitions of residents 
of Trimble and Dyersburg, Tenn., against compulsory Sunday 
observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2320. By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 
700, Patriotic Order Sons of America, Lancaster, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2521. Also, petition from residents of Marietta, Pa., protest- 
ing against compulsory Sunday observance legislation as pro- 
posed by House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

2322. By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Petition of 29 citizens 
living at Esmond and Hesper, N. Dak., against the enactment 
of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2323. Also, petition of 37 citizens living at Maddock, Benson 
County, N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any 
other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia.” 

2324. Also, petition of Fridtjof Lodge, No, 80, of the Sons of 
Norway, at Petersburg, N. Dak., for the recommendation of the 
Commissioner General of Immigration; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

2325. Also, petition of 46 citizens of North Dakota, for the 
recommendation of the Commissioner of Immigration; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2326. Also, petition of 10 citizens living at Carrington, N. 
Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2327. Also, petition of nine citizens living at Martin, N. Dak., 
against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2328. Also, petition of 11 citizens living in Sheridan County, 
N. Dak., against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2329. By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of 27 residents of Decorah, 
Iowa, protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, or any 
other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2330. Also, petition of 52 residents of Lansing, Allamakee 
County, Iowa, protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, 
or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2331. Also, petition of 57 residents of St. Ansgar, Mitchell 
County, Iowa, protesting against the enactment of House bill 
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78. or any other compulsery Sunday observance legislation; to |] salary rates contained in the co! pensation schedul f the act 
he Committee on the District of Columbia | OF March 4, 1923; to the Committee on the Civil Servi 


2354. B) 


es) 
, 


Riceville, 
bill 78 or 


sidents of lowa, protest- 


other com- 


Also, petition of 26r Mr 


the enactment of Liouse 


KINDRED: Petition of the National Guard 


against 





ing any Association of the State of New York, requesting the Senators 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the | and Representatives in Congress from the State of New York to 
District of Columbia use their influence toward the e1 tment and approval of Senate 

2333. Also, petition of 113 residents of Riceville, Iowa, pro- | bill 1709 and House bill 6857, which will provide comrades of 
testing against the enactme! House bill 78, or any other com the ‘Twenty-ninth Siue and Gray) Division, Nati l Guard 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the | with adequate and appropriate armory facilities » the Con 
District of Columbia. mittee on Military Affairs 

2334. Also, petition of 104 residents of Worth County, Iowa, 2300. Also, resolution by the New York Chapter, Military 
protesting against the enuctment of House bill 78, or any other | Order of the World War, reiterating its belief in the justice of 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on | ¢] Fitzgerald bill (H. R. 4548), for the retirement of disabled 


the District of Columbia emergency 

2335. Also, petition of 40 residents of Mitchell County, Lowa, | bri: 
protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other | 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia 


officers 
f about ¢ 


und urging the House of Representatives to 
irlv and favorable vote on this bill: to the Com 
Invalid Pensions 

2556. By Mr. KING: Original poem submitted by M1 
| Thomson, Galva, Ill, entitled 


= 


mittee on 
Leroy 


‘Wars: to the Committee 


2336. Also, petition of 40 residents of Mason City, Cerro | Military Affairs 
Gordo County, Lowa, protesting against the enactment of House 2357. Also, petition against compulsory Sunday observan 
bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation: | signed by G. L. Clark and 50 other citizens of Galesburg, | 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2337. Also, petition of 75 residents of Clear Lake and Mason 


the District of Columbia 
petition signed by J. L. Remy, of 2203 Oak Street 


| to the Committee on 
Also 


2358 


City, Iowa, protesting against the enactment of House bill 7S, | Quincy, IIL, and 25 other citizens of Quiney, IL, against com 
or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the pulsory Sunday observance ; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. Columbia 


2359. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition of Mr. R. I. Denton and 
others, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance legis 
lation: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2360. Also, petition of Mrs. Elmer Krigbaum and others, 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Committee on the District of 

2338. Also, petition of 58 residents of Mason City and Clear 
Lake, Iowa, protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, 
or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2339. Also, petition of 35 residents of Clear Lake, Cerro 
Gordo County, Lowa, protesting against enactment of House bill 
78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to 


‘ : ; : Sad ; 25361. Also, petition of William Adriance an: thers, protest- 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. ing aie . A val Fee cidade eltias a 7 lo 7 - 
ots » an ° . f avi ~ Col sory >< AVY ODsServalice CZISI§ boli * ) ie 
2340. Also, petition of 107 residents of Decorah, Iowa, pro- | ;, : i er mg : : , ' 
es ; nen ae _| Committee on the District of Columbia. 
testing against the enactment of House bill 78, or any other one tH > ait a nani , rh asad . : 
: eee - ; ‘ ace |} 2362. By Mr. KOPP: Petition of 73 citizens of Des Moines 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on ‘ ; ele: : ; 
: - : County, Lowa, protesting against the passage of compulsory 
the District of Columbia. iunday ob rea lnwtabatios nd varticulaciy Bice hill 72 
7 : nae — : : et if ODSePTVi ‘© l@LZ1Sh on, an articulariy ouse ; 
2341. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Howell, Mich., , - et re rey — 


o the Committee on the District of Columbia 
2363. Also, petition of citizens from Denmark Township. Lee 
; County. lowa, protesting against the passage of compulsory Sun 
| day observance legislation, and particularly House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia 


urging the enactment of legislation for the relief of the veterans 
of the Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

2342. By Mr. WILLIAM E 
Jones and other citizens 


HULL: Petition of H. Paul 
of Delavan, Ill, urging that immediate 


: aca “ ‘ nt 2364. By Mr CORELL: Petiti P itizens of Portlan 
steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill | . 0)", eh = “> ae ae tie tale mt a ae, 
: , . Ted . ££... ODpDOS Zz e a ore 0 sory > av Servi . 
earrying the rates proposed by the National Tribune in order DE I 1 in mpulsory inday observance 


bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2365. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of Will- 
mar, Minn., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


that relief may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and 

the widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
2348. By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of F. M. Sheppard et al., 

praying for the enactment of legislation in behalf of Civil War 


seven residents of 


Ps . . . . 2366 ‘ titi > sever: side f P » Stearns. ¢ 
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid ¢ vift ees yt yn Y . ve reé Staun = I ope, ae ae — 
: S\ ( s, J . protesting against Sunday laws; to the 
3 Pensions. a oe ee - hea ¢ ’ 
wav Er TAarc e.: ° ~—ep .8.2 »| Co ee oO » Stric 3 if 
s 2344. By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by 77 citizens of | cmt” aa n the Di ra = re - sie 
2 Ohio, protesting against the passage ot the Lankford Sunday oie” imamate ieee oa ta a oe . ‘ “aake 
a closing TH; to the Committee on the District of Columite. law a f the ‘Capp I K teams bill pevviiiten f = tates a ‘ed ‘one ’ 
* 2345. Also, petition signed by 120 citizens of Athens County, ae ee pi lbepeiceexe a oe os a 
4 Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Lankford Sunday | aaa ie esau oan ot the ¢ Sane tae cee 
5 observance bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ee, ee ution of Fet aes LHCEe, Sw vy, Sons © 
5 2346. Also, petition signed by 40 citizens of Athens, Ohio, | Norway, Willmar, Minn., urging that no further measures of 
s -~ e 4 . ie oe 7 at - ’ ’ 7. | ‘tio ft > Seg inawis as « » Osco y 5 - 
a favoring the passage of House bills 492 and 6518; to the Com- reducti n ~ = se eran quotas Pane = a. by Con 
3 mittee on the District of Columbia, - . eh oe on LAMP EER? ‘Saeaaeiee ee thea . oe r 
s 2347. Also, petition signed by 85 citizens of Jackson County, aw0U. DY SAP. il 7” , 0m ounty board 0 


Manitowoc County, Wis., memorializing Congress to provide the 
necessary machinery for the holding of a nation-wide refer- 
endum on the question of modifying the Volstead Act to legalize 
the manufacture and sale of 2.75 per cent beer; to the Com- 


Ohio, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2348. Also, petition signed by 33 persons of Jackson, Ohio, | 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the Com- 


Be : . . . . | i “> » i ij “wy 

‘ mittee on the District of Columbia. mittee on the Judiciary, Ss ili — 

% 2349. Also, petition signed by 13 residents of Gallia County, | 7370. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of 28 citizens of Grundy 
< Ohio, protesting against the passage of the Lankford Sunday | COvnty, Mo., protesting against the enactment of House bill 75; 
4 closing bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | to the Committee on the District of Columbia 


2371. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of Reuel E. Root: and 77 other 


2350. Also, petition signed by 112 voters of Ironton, Ohio, , = : : ad 7 
residents of Coopersville, Mich., and vicinity, against the enact- 


urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil 





War pension bill for the relief of many needy veterans and 
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2351. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of James Blair 
Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Corsicana, 
Tex., indorsing Joint Resolution 11, with reference to flag code; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2352. By Mr. KEARNS: Petition of citizens of Adams County, 
Ohio, urging the passage of a bill to increase the pensions of 
Civil War soldiers and their dependents; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2353. Also, petitions of citizens of Clermont County, 
urging the passage of House bill 6518, a bill to 


Ohio, 
amend the 





ment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


2372. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of residents of Erie County, 
N. Y., protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday 


observance bill (H. R. 78): to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 


2373. By Mr. MONAST: Petition by citizens of Westerly, 
R. I., against compulsory Sunday laws; to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 

2374. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of chamber of commerce, 
Clovis, N. Mex., protesting against any legislation restricting 
common labor coming into the United States, special reference 
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being made to Mexican labor for the Southwest; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2375. Also, petition of village council of Vaughn, N. Mex., 
protesting against enactment of House bill 6465, limiting Mexi- 
can immigratfon to the United States to approximately 1,500 
per year; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2376. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the National Guard 
Association of the State of New York, in convention assembled, 
favoring the passage of House bill 6857 and Senate bill 1709, to 
provide the Twenty-ninth (Blue and Gray) Division, National 
Guard, District of Columbia, with adequate and appropriate 
armory facilities; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2377. Also, petition of the American Graphite Co., Ticon- 
deroga, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Reid bill, for the con- 
trol of the destructive floods; to the Committee on Flood 
Control, 

2378. Also, petition of the Harrison Radiator Co., Lockport, 
N. ¥., favoring the passage of Newton bill (H. R. 8927) ; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

2379. Also, petition of the National Grange, Washington, 
1). C., with reference to farm relief and other pending legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2380. Also, petition of the Military Order of the World War, 
New York Chapter, favering the passage of the Fitzgerald bill 
(H. R. 4548) for the retirement of disabled emergency officers ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2381. Also, petition of the Brandt's Theater Enterprises, 

jrooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Brookhart-Cannon 
hill (S. 1667) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

2382. Also, petition ef the Pratt Food Co., of Philadelphia, 
opposing the passage of the Allgood bill (H. R. 6); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

2383. Also, petition of the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, 
brooklyn, N, Y., favoring the passage of the Cuban parcel post 
bill (H. R. 9195) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2354. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the 
New York Chapter, Military Order of the World War, in favor 
of the Fitzgerald bill for the retirement of disabled emergency 
Army officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2385. By Mr. PEAVEY: Petition of numerous citizens of the 
eleventh congressional district of Wisconsin, urging Congress 
to increase the pensions of veterans of the Civil War and 
their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2386. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Superior, Wis., 
protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance legislation and particularly against House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2387. By Mr. PRATT: Petition of citizens of Kingston, Ulster 
County, N. Y., protesting favorable action upon House bill 78 
to secure Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2388. By Mr. PRALL: Petition from Peter 8, Mauritzen, 245 
Heberton Avenue, Port Richmond, Staten Island, N. Y., protest- 
ing against the enactment of House bill 78, with the signatures 
of 200 other citizens; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2329. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition of residents of Albia, 
Iowa, protesting against the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or any 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

2390, Also, petition of residents of Mahaska County, Iowa, 
protesting against the Lankford bill (1. R. 78) or any compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ; 

2391. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition from O. C, Hus- 
ton and 56 other citizens of Hampton, Franklin County, Iowa, 
protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance 
law; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2392. Also, petition from Daniel Jenson and 29 other adult 
citizens of Cedar Falls, Black Hawk County, Iowa, protesting 
against the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance law; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2393. Also, petition from the Frank Amusement Co., of Water- 
loo, Black Hawk County, Iowa, with about 145 signatures of 
citizens of Black Hawk County, protesting against the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2394. Also, petition from the Frank Amusement Co., of Water- 
loo, Black Hawk County, Iowa, with about 145 signatures of 
citizens of Black Hawk County, protesting against the Lankford 
compulsory Sunday observanee bill; to the Committee on the 
District of ‘Columbia. 
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2395. Also, petition from the Frank Amusement Co., of Water- 
loo, Black Hawk County, Iowa, with 26 signatures, protesting 
against the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2396. By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of 185 citizens of Weston, 
Athena, and Boardman, Oreg., protesting against the Lankford 
bill (H. R. 78), or any compulsory Sunday observance bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2397. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the 
Northwestern Division of the Pennsylvania State Association 
of Letter Carriers, in favor of House bill 25 and Senate bill 
1727; to the Commiitee on the Civil Service. 

2398. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by 
P. W. Atkinson and 103 others of Yakima County, Wash., pro- 
testing against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance 
legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2399. Also, petition signed by P. E. Hardwick and 146 others 
of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2400. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of San Bernardino, 
Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2401. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2402. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside County, Calif, 
and vicinity, protesting against compulsory Sunday observance 
laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2403. Also, petition of citizens of Redlands, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2404. Also, petition of citizens of San Diego County, Calif., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2405. Also, petition of citizens of La Habra, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2406. Also, petition of citizens of Fullerton, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2407. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition signed by a number of 
residents of West Alexander, Pa., in support of legislation in- 
creasing the rate of pension to Civil War veterans and widows 
of Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2408. By Mr. THURSTON: Resolution adopted by the State 
Agricultural Convention, Des Moines, Iowa, petitioning the 
President to inerease the tariff on corn 50 per cent, and urging 
the Congress to provide adequate funds to combat the spread 
of the European corn borer; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2409. Also, petition of 92 citizens of Leon, Iowa, protesting 
against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2410. Also, petition of 119 citizens of Clarinda, Iowa, pro- 
testing against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance bill: to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

2411. Also, petition of 62 citizens of Dike, Iowa, protesting 
against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday observance 
bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2412. Also, petition of 80 citizens of New Market, Iowa, pro- 
testing against House bill 78, or the compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2413. By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of citizens of Buncombe 
County, N. €., protesting against House bill 78, Lankford Sun- 
day observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

2414. By Mr. WELCH of California: Petition of 4,400 citi- 
zeus of the city and county of San Franciseo, protesting against 
the enactment of House bill 78, or any other compulsory Sun- 
day observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2415. By Mr. WINTER: Resolution adopted by Cody Lions 
Club, Wyoming, asking appropriations for about 2,000,000 acres 
of denuded lands within the national forests of the United 
States for the purpose of reforestation; also resolution adopted 
by the Thermopolis Lions Club, Wyoming, asking an adequate 
appropriation for reforestation; also resolution adopted by the 
Imsk Lions Club, Wyoming, asking an adequate appropria- 
tion for reforestation ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2416. By Mr. YATES: Petition of J. W. Garretson, of Evans- 
ton, IlL, and other constituents, praying for passage of sec- 
tion 165 of tax bill, relieving an empleyee of a company having 
a stock-aequisition plan from paying tax on profit; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
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The Coast Guards men located the S—/’s resting place Saturday night 
after dragging the ocean floor for hours from small boats, and a buoy 
was put down to mark the spot. 

Already the destroyer Sturtevant and the mine sweeper Lark were 
at the scene. The Lark had diving equipment aboard, but it was not 
used that night. Morning found the Bushnell, fitted for divers, the 
Falcon, bearing the fullest of diving equipment, and the mine sweeper 
Mallard at the scene, and displayed a sea far calmer than that of the 
night before. Yet it was well past noon on Sunday before the first 
diver went down; for, though ships were watching all through the 
night, the marking buoy had broken free and the S-—4’s position was 
lost. 

Again the small boats swept and dragged the sea bed. Hours passed, 
and no man knew whether 40 men lived below. At length the Coast 
men found the S-4 again. Another buoy was put over to mark 
the spot. Divers on the Falcon climbed into their awkward dress and 
slowly descended through the 102 feet of sea. 

They found, down in the darkness of 17 fathoms, the ship resting on 
an even kecl. A deep wound haif severed her, slashing through the 
control room below the conning tower, and her deck was a tangle of 
wires and rails and twisted plates. 

The divers plodded around through the mud, exploring the wreck. 
Thomas Eadie, one of the best of them, tapped a bar against the plates 
of the ferward torpedo compartment and got a muflled answer. He 
went aloft, slowly, and into the decompression chamber, and came out 
to announce that men still lived down below. 

Other divers went down. They confirmed Eadie. Finally, late, an 
air line was run over the Falcon’s stern and a diver attached it to the 
wreck, 

It was not run to the compartment where men were known to be 
alive. It was attached to another part of the ship. Secretary Wilbur 
says that it was attached to the general air-distributing system. But 
the men at the scene.that night announced that it had been attached 
to the forward ballast tanks, and explained that its purpose was to 
push some of the water out of the S—§ and lighten her for raising. 

Rear Admiral Frank Brumby, in command of the fleet, himself wire- 
lessed to Washington: 

“ Divers now securing salvage air lines to tanks.” 

And a few hours later he reported, “ Blowing air from Falcon 
to tanks.” 

There was no mention in those messages of sending air to the com- 
partment where men were alive; the word “salvage” is notable, also, 
as being the admiral’s choice over “ rescue.” 

Simon Lake, the inventor of the even-keel submarine, says that the 
operation of putting an air line into the torpedo room is no more 
complex than boring a hole in the hull, even with an ordinary breast 
drill, and plugging the bose end into it as the drill was withdrawn. 

Before the men died they opened the inside valve of the S-C tube, 
“the listening telescope” rising through the roof to project above the 
deck. The company which manufactures these tubes says it is ‘ just 
a plumber’s job” to fit a hose to them, requiring no more than five min- 
utes and needing no special fittings. It was apparently not even consid- 
ered at the time. . 

Instead air was pumped into the ballast tanks until after midnight. 

Then, when “ Whitey’ Michaels, a well-known and daring diver, 
was brought to the surface with a bad attack of the “ bends "—air 
bubbles in the blood system, resulting from too long exposure to great 
pressure—the Falcon cast off the air lines and steamed to Boston to 
place Michaels in a hospital. 

The explanation was offered when it returned in the evening of the 
next day that it was the only vessel in the fleet possessing a decom- 
pression chamber and that it was neceSsary to keep Michaels in this 
chamber to save his life; further, that the increasing roughness of the 
sea made diving impossible, anyway. 

The officers who bellowed a brief excuse over the ships’ sides at 
reporters who hung about in wavye-tossed open fishing boats angrily 
refused to speculate upon what the situation would be if the storm 
should suddenly subside with the Falcon still miles away. 

Fortunately for the peace of conscience of the Falcon’s officers and 
Admiral Brumby, the sca did stay reugh all day Monday and all day 
Tuesday. 

The rescue fleet lay about idiy, impotently. The submarine S-8 
lay anchored above her stricken sister and listencd for signals. A few 
came up, slowly hammered out, piteous and yet courageous calls for air 
and food and water, but always for air. 

Long since the air in the torpedo room had been exhausted. The six 
were living now upon the precious oxygen contained in five steel bottles, 
and they asked, “Is there any hope?” 

The men up above lied, perhaps knowingly, perhaps not. 

“There is hope” they signaled back. 

In midafternoon Tuesday ‘the reporters in the fishing boats saw with 
amazement the Bushnell and the Falcon up anchor and hurry into the 
harbor. 

They followed the Navy ships into the harbor and, while junior offi- 
cers howled orders to keep off, the newspaper men called for 


Guards 


angry 
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the admiral. He came to the rail and identified himself by pointing to 
the gold braid and leaves on his uniform cap. 

One newspaper man called to him, “ Have you quit?” 

The admiral’s answer was an explosively negative. 

“Then why did you come in?” he was asked, 

There was another angry rumble, “ Because I wanted to,” he shouted 
and stalked into his cabin out of earshot of other annoying inquiries. 

The attitude of hostility toward the press—an attitude that this was 
purely a Navy matter and that the public had no right to be interested 
in what was being done to save six men imprisoned at the sea bottom— 
was relaxed only once in the first three days of the “ rescue.” 

The exception was Captain Struthers’s courteous reception of a 
boatload of newspaper men Monday afternoon. He assisted them in 
boarding the Bushnell and offered coffee and sandwiches. But what 
they wanted was information. 

They asked what was being done, what was going to be done, what 
could be done. He hesitated, evaded. They asked if further messages 
had been received from the doomed six. He said vaguely that there 


had been one “some time that morning about oxygen bottles.” They 
asked for its liternl reading. They asked if the names of the impris- 
oned six had not been communicated in any of the messages. They 


asked many questions and got few answers. 

They went ashore and found that the information they sought, and which 
in some cases the Bushneill’s commander had denied knowing, had been 
given out at Washington. 

It was on Tuesday, the day marked by the admirl’s unexplained 
retreat from the open sea to the barbor’s comfort, that the possibility of 
introducing an air line by way of the S-C tube was first mentioned. 

Until that time the discussion of getting air to the men in the S-4 
had centered about introducing oxygen bottles into the torpedo tubes, 
a process necessitating the fitting of water-tight collars about the 
bottles to make it fit the tubes. 

Then, apparently, some one recollected that the S-C tube, or listening 
device projecting up through the deck from the torpedo room, might 
afford an inlet. Fitted with a pet-cock valve inside, it provided a 
2-inch pipe through which air might be pumped. 

Junior officers were asked—for those in authority did not care to be 
asked questions—why this had not been thought of while the divers 
were down Sunday afternoon. They said, defensively, that the process 
was also one requiring special fittings and would take time. 

A sailor commented in a low voice, “ Any dumb plumber could do it 
in five minutes.” 

The even easier method of merely boring a hole in the hull and 
quickly plugging it with the end of an air line was dismissed ag totally 
unfeasible. 

On these two days while the flect lay idle it was supplemented by 
the arrival of tugs towing pontoons, by two great derrick lighters from 
Brooklyn. These devices, necessary to any operation with a view to 
raising the submarine, had been started long after the news of the S—4’s 
sinking. 

The pontoofs had not been started until Sunday morning instead of 
Saturday evening, and one of them, springing a !eak, held half of them 
back a full day in the slow tow from Brooklyn to Provincetown. 

But all was in readiness when Wednesday dawned. The bright sun 
showed a sea that was smooth and clear. Within the harbor the water 
scarcely rippled, and outside Long Point the waves were as slight as 
on any fine summer day. Yet the press boats, hurrying out with the 
expectation of finding divers busy and rescue operations progressing 
with feverish haste, found nothing being done. At 11 o’clock no diver 
had gone over the side. 

At 1 o'clock the newspaper men discovered that once more small boats 
were out trailing hawsers, dragging the sea bed. 

One of them was hailed: “ What are you looking for?” 

“The sub,” called back a Sailor, and a petty officer slapped him on 
the back with an order: “ Keep your damu mouth shut.” 

On the Falcon and on the Bushnell gold-sprigged gentlemen grew 
apoplectic at the inquiry as to whether the submarine had been lost a 
third time. Divers were already descending, they pointed out; they 
would not go down unless they knew where the submarine was, Never- 
theless an hour later it was officially admitted at Charlestown Navy 
Yard in Boston that the rescue fleet had lost the S—j. 

It was nearly sundown-—5.27 to be exact—before 
relocated. 

Then the Coast Guards men rediscovered it for the third time. A 
buoy, the third, was again attached. Divers went down into the water, 
which the burning floodlights pierced for a few feet, Underwater 
lights were lowered with them, and with fair facility an air line was 
finally attached to the S-C tube. 

The diver who made it fast—at 11 o’clock—reported that the inner 
valve of the tube bad been opened by the men in the submarine, 

There had been no message, no coherent, intelligible signal 
below for more than 24 hours. 

The six men were dead and everyone knew it, but the air began flow- 
ing down into the compartment where they lay. In four hours the air 
had been entirely replaced by fresh air, it was computed. 
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sideration. ming of taste ‘a sein handle laced Mele etek ine ~yag 
e 5 ‘ iis L UAlrll I 3 I el eet products ! i 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? | to t United St as hich was refe “dd to the ( ‘ { , z 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. May I suggest that the Sena- } pina r , 
tor should first substitute the House bill for the Senate bill? | sr . 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that will be done. Me ST Eee 
: There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Bills were introduced, read the first ! and, | unanimous 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9022) to autho! | consent, the second time, and referred as fellows 
the town of Alderson, W. Va., to maintain a public highway By Mr. WILLIS: 
upon the premises occupied by the Federal Industrial Institu | A bill (S. 2786) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War 
a tion for Women at Alderson, W. Va., which was read, s | to execute a lease with Air Nitrates Corporation and Americ: 
5 follows: 1 Cys namid Co., and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
= Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney General is hereby authorized and } ae! er a “es _— FY eee dee ; ; e 
2 empowered to grant to the town of Alderson, W. Va., subject to and " ee " Haas 7 re . ‘© 2" om eee ue bs governors 
8 under such conditions and regulations as the Attorney General shall | | f the non 4 ESRI i Puy eieee 22. . HALE I ane [sian is by the 
a . see eg oe ic : aa Governor General without the consent of the Philippine Senate 
x from time to time prescribe, and subject to revocation at such tin 8 | to the Committee on Territories and Insular Posneas ; ’ 
in his judgment the interests of the United States require it, the right | ah a a enw cone im ae essions. 
to construct and maintain upon and across the eastern end of the | By Mr. BRAT LON ° ; _ 7. j 
premises occupied and used by and for the Federal Industrial Institutior Cc : = hg St = the relief of Charile McDonald; to ti 
ee ee ae Se | <A bill (S. 2789) for the relief of Erite Jones and Melissa 
wi 


Williams; to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr, GEORGE; 


a The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
a dered to a third readi! read the third time, and passed. j; By 
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A bill (S. 2790) to authorize the reappointment of George F. | (HL. J. Res. 131) providing for a commission to investigate and 


Seyle us second lieutenant in the United States Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

\ bill (S. 2791) to provide for the payment of an annuity to 
certain employees of the Postal Service; to the Cominittee on 
lost Offices and Post Roads. 

iv Mr. MCMASTER: 

A bill (S. 2792) reinvesting title to certain lands in the 
Yankton Sioux Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

A bill (S. 2798) making an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a highway, known es the Spearfish Canyon Highway, in 
Lawrence County, State of South Dakota; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. BROOKHART: 

A bill (S, 2794) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Talbert (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2795) to amend subdivision c of section 47 of the 
act entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, 
us amended; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

by Mr. NYE (by request) : : 

A bill (S. 2706) to provide for the survey. appraisal, and 
sale of the undisposed lots in the town site of St. Marks, Fla. ; 
io the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (8S. 2797) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant a patent to certain lands to Minerva KE, Troy; to the 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 2708) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
R. L. Church (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWES: 

A bill (S. 2799) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Jane Selvy (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. REED of Pennsyvivania: 

A bill (S. 2800) authorizing E. K, Morse, his successors and 
assigns (or his or their heirs, legal representatives, and 
assigns), to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Delaware River at or near Burlington, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S, 2801) granting the consent of Congress to the new 
Martinsville & Ohio Bridge Co, (Ine.) to construct, maintain, 
und operate a bridge across ihe Ohio River; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. ODDIE: 

A bill (S, 2802) to provide for the appointment of five mid- 
shipmen each year at large by the Vice President of the United 
States: to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S, 2808) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Austin (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2804) to amend section 812 of an act entitled “An 
act to establish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia,” as 
amended; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


AMENDMENT TO INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. HAYDEN submitted’ an amendment providing that the 
Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed to change 
and relocate the boundaries of the old Fort Apache Military 
Reservation, Ariz., now occupied by the Theodore Roosevelt 
Indian School by transferring such areas to the Fort Apache 
Indian Reservation as he may deem advisable by reason of the 
use and/or occupancy of a part thereof by Apache Indians and 
to transfer an approximately equal area of lands of the Fort 
Apache Indian Reservation to the Theodore Roosevelt Indian 
School reservation, ete., intended to be proposed by him to 
House bill 9136, the Interior Department appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

NORTH PLATTE AND SARATOGA RECLAMATION PROJECTS 

Mr. PHIPYVS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1135) to provide for the storage 
for diversion of the waters of the North Platte River and con- 
struction of the Saratoga reclamation project, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation and 
ordered to be printed, 

INVESTIGATION OF SINKING OF SUBMARINE “ 8-4” 


Mr. TYSON submitted an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute intended to be proposed by him to the joint resolution 


report upon the facts connected with the sinking of the sub- 

marine S—}, and upon methods and appliances for the protec- 

tion of submarines, which was ordered to lie on the tuble and 
to be printed. 
CONDITIONS IN CHINA 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp a statement by the junior Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] entitled “ Privilege holds China 
in subjection.” which appeared in La Follette’s Magazine for 
December last. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The article is as follows: 

PRrivILEGS HoLtps CHINA IN SUBJECTION—MILITARISM, GRAFY, AND 
Prorit BATTLE AGAINST NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY AND DEMOCRACY For 
CELESTIALS ; CRY OF BOLSHEVIK A BOGEY 

By Burron K, Wueever, United States Senator from Montana 

(Senator Burton K. WuHeEuLER, of Montana, author of the article that 
follows, as our readers well know, is one of the most progressive and 
fearless fighters for the public interest of his day and generation. He 
was the candidate for Vice President on the Independent-Progressive 
ticket with Robert M. La Follctte in the 1924 presidential campaign, in 
which Senator WHEELUR made a strong impression on the country by 
his aggressive championship of the people's cause, 

It was Senator WHkbLER’S unflagging interest and zeal in prosecut- 
ing the investigation of the Department of Justice that forced Attorney 
General Harry Daugherty to resign, together with William J. Burns, 
head of the secret service. This led the Depariment of Justice to insti- 
tute a vindictive suit, charging Senator WHHELER with having appeared 
before the Department of the Interior in violation of a Federal statute. 
Readers know how this charge was repudiated, first, by the Senate's 
indorsement of its investigating committee's declaration that Senator 
WuHbp.er had at all times observed not only the spirit but the leiter of 
the law; second, by the Montana jury's immediate acquittal when the 
Government brought its case, relying on a surprise witness, whose tes- 
timony was manifestly perjured; third, by the decision in favor of Sen- 
ator WHEELER by the court of the District of Columbia, where, in its 
determination to “et” him and if possible destroy his usefulness, the 
Government had brought another suit on practically the same charge 
refuted by the United States Senate and the Montana jury. The perse- 
cution of Senator Wureter for the performance of his public duty is 
one of the serious offenses for which the Coolidge administration is 
plainly answerable. 

Following the adjournment of Congress last March Senator WHEELER, 
accompanied by Mrs. Wheeler, two sons, and a daughter, made a trip to 
the Orient, of whose conditions he wanted to get first-hand information. 
Returning to Montana, Senator WH®ELER spent the remainder of his 
vacation in speaking to audiences, including high schools, over the State, 
giving his constituents the benefit of the personal knowledge he had 
gained of the part of the world he had visited. We are indebted to the 
North American Newspaper Alliance for the privilege of printing the fol- 
lowing account of Senator WHEELER'S observations and conclusions as 
to conditions in China,—LKEditor’s note.) 

If you are one of those sentimental souls who wants to believe, and 
therefore does believe, that the Chinese people are like so many Amer- 
cans, with the same ideals, whether high or low, and but for the inter- 
ference of foreign governments they would to-day have a government 
patterned after our own, go there. Or if you are one of those fanatics 
who believes that there is a bolshevik behind every sage bush and that 
the Third Internationale at Moscow is responsible for every bit of unrest 
in the world, then you ought to go to China, 

Of course, if you go there and only talk wiih the northern dictator, 
Chang Tso Lin, you would come away convinced that he with his many 
wives was trying to save not only China but the United States and the 
British Isles from bolshevism. 


DELUSIONS ABOUT CHINA 


I must admit that I went to the Orient last March with many delu- 
sions about China, and how the Chinese were being exploited by for- 
eigners and that the foreigners had never helped but only hurt the 
Chinese people. I had read of their art, of their culture, and of their 
civilization before the days of Marco Polo. At Peking I saw the mar- 
velous palaces, the works of art, and the great wall, 

At Nanking I visited the tombs of the dynasty, saw the animals 
carved from stone, the great wall surrounding the city, and was 
brought to the inevitable conclusion that here at one time had dwelled 
a great people who had builded a great nation. 

Now, I saw between 400,000,000 and 500,000,000 people—poverty 
stricken, diseased, dejected, and miserable, most of them living on less 
than 10 cents a day. lLiow, I asked myself, is it possible for a nation 
that once boasted of the highest civilization to sink to the lowest depths 
of degradation? Was it the foreign imperialist who ingratiated himself 
into their confidence and then exploited them? It couldn't be that, 
because there were no foreigners in Ciiina then, Was it the Third In- 
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and wanted our aid and cooperation. In my judgment he is one of the 
most sensible and conscientious Chinamen with whom I came in contact. 
He is not antiforeign in any sense, unless wanting to correct certain 
abuses perpetrated by foreigners could be so considered. He is not 
a red, unless wanting to serve the cause of the mass of his people could 
be so considered. 

Since we left China, Chang Kai Shek left Nanking, deserted the army 
he was leading, and, according to the press dispatches, intends to marry 
a beautiful girl and start a real war. I can hear the propagandist in 
Shanghai say, “I told you so—all grafters—all alike.” But make no 
mistake about this, every southern general may sell out and quit, the 
southern army may be forced back, but the struggle between the north 
and the south, between the old autocratic conservative régime and the 
new democratic movement, will go on, and while I am neither a prophet 
nor the son of a prophet I am willing to hazard the guess that the 
liberal forces in China will win. 


DEMOCRACY WILL WIN 


The issue is militarism, graft, and special privilege over against 
national sovereignty and democracy. On the one side are war lords 
with armies of hirelings, grown fat and powerful, impoverishing the 
people by oppression and cruelties which rival the tyrannies of the 
dark ages; on the other side, students, teachers in the schools and 
universities, the merchants, often intimidated into silence, and the 
Christian population of China in an overwhelniing majority. 

The slogan of the northern armies, taken apparently from one of our 
detective agencies, is “ Destroy the reds,”’ and the watchword for the 
southern forees is “For the cause of the people.” The nationalist 
movement has been discredited in the minds of many foreigners by 
excesses and crimes which have been committed. But the whole move- 
ment can not be damned by calling it “* red.” 

We in America should help the Chinese to help themselves. The 
southern forces are encouraging the masses to become educated and 
are seeking to raise their standards of living. Whoin besides the Chi- 
nese is that going to help? 1 am not speaking now except in the 
materialistic sense—-whom besides the Chinese, I repeat, is it going to 
help if they become educated and their standards of living are raised? 
it will help all of the American people individually and collectively 
to a greater prosperity. The Chinese, like every other nation, is 
seeking to imitate the American. ‘They want our products and we want 
to sell to them, 

DIFFERENCE OF IDEALS 


Those deluded souls who are asking us to join with Great Britain 
and Japan in an armed intervention of China entirely overlook the fact 
that even though we conceded for sake of argument that these nations 
would exercise only a sort of benevolent dictatorship over China and 
that it might be beneficial to China, it would most likely lead to a con- 
flict between the nations themselves. Our interest in China and our 
ideals are so far different from these countries that such a combination 
must of necessity prove disastrous to us if not to all concerned. The 
only other alternative is to help in every way possible a sane and liberal 
Chinese movement or sit idly by, see it fail, and later see that country 
pass absolutely under the domination of Russia. You can’t stamp out 
the seeds of bolshevism by shouting “ Red,” nor can you stamp it out 
with armies. You can only stop it by making conditions so much better 
that the majority of the articulate people don’t want it. 

China, with its misery, its poverty, and its disease, is the most fertile 
field jin the world for the spread of bolshevism. Unless some group 
like the nationalists can hold out some hope to these 400,000,000 or 
more people that their condition is going to be better and ultimately 
actually make it better, China is bound to come under the influence, if 
not the absolute domination, of the Russian Government. Some say it 
isn't possible because of the large class of people owning small farms. 
But the farmers are not making money enough to meet their increasing 
wants, and, even if they were, you have the cities. You forget that it 
wasn't the farmers of Russia that started the revolution. The com- 
munists took charge of Leningrad and of Moscow and the revolution 
spread to the other cities. The control of the cities meant the control 
of Russia. 

A JUMP FROM STARVATION 


The Chinese worker is scarcely one jump from starvation. The occi- 
dental speaks to him when he wants a favor and curses him otherwise. 
The Russian talks to him, works with him, and spreads the gospel that 
the proletariat can rule China and make a better job of it than the war 
lord or the foreigner. They tell him it can’t get any worse, and the 
Chinaman may think there is a possibility that it might get better. If 
China becomes allied with or under the influence of Russia, watch 
India, watch Japan, yes, watch for another world catastrophe. 

It isn’t the preaching of Karl Marx, or Lenin, or Debs that makes 
radicals—it is the short-sightedness and ignorance of those who call 
themselves smart among the ruling classes that permit conditions to 
become so deplorable that in desperation a slumbering mass of people 
wake up temporarily, act lke wild men, kill their fellowmen, and take 
the reins of government into their own desperate hands, 

Take your choice—help a Chinese moderate government in China or 
be forced to take a bolshevik China, 
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POLICY IN CHINA 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp a very informative article entitled 
“Has the United States a China Policy?” by Stanley K. 
Hornbeck. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, leave is granted. 

The article is as follows: 


{Reprinted from Foreign Affairs, vol. 5, pp. 617-632, July, 1927} 
“HAS THE UNITED STATES A CHINA POLICY?” 


From the nationalist headquarters at Hankow there comes a “ Mani- 
festo to the American People” in which it is declared that “the 
Chinese people believe the American people are not aware of the crimes 
their Government is committing” in pursuit of a “ catastrophic change 
in America’s policy toward China.” 

Misinformation, misrepresentation, ignorance, credulity, emotionalism, 
and impatience render the Chinese masses easy victims of the agitator 
and American classes enthusiastic creditors of much that is incredible. 
In soil fertilized by one or more of these ingredients grew the Boxer 
uprising. In such soil have been cultivated the antiforeign manifesta- 
tions of the Chinese nationalist movement. In such soil there flourishes 
in the United States a luxuriant crop of erroneous impressions with 
regard to conditions in China and with regard to what the United 
States, its Government, and its citizens are doing in China. 

Impressions, opinions, assertions. There are in regard to the situa- 
tion in China, and in regard to the problem which that situation pre- 
sents, certain indisputable facts. Chinese leaders, groups, and factions 
are at war with one another. Some of them are actively hostile to the 
foreign powers, foreign nationals, and foreign influences. Political 
authority has broken down. Chinese soldiers and Chinese civilians 
have driven and are driving foreigners from their homes and their 
places of business. Articulate political China has declared and is de- 
manding that the “unequal” treaties be done away with and that 
the privileges enjoyed by the foreign powers and foreign nationals in 
China be terminated. 

For months there have been demands that the American Government 
“do something” in regard to China. From China, in so far as it is 
articulate, and from many quarters in the United States have come 
suggestions, advice, and demands with regard to the negotiation of a 
new treaty. After the adjournment (July 23, 1926) of the special 
conference on the Chinese customs tariff (Peking) the demand began 
to be voiced that the American Government “negotiate with China” 
at once and independently of the other powers. In January, 1927, 
Secretary of State Kellogg made public a statement affirming the will- 
ingness of the American Government to go on with the negotiations 
begun at Peking or to enter upon new negotiations with representa- 
tives of China at the earliest possible moment. A flood of suggestions 
and demands has ensued. From some quarters it has been urged that 
the Department of State propose formally to the Chinese minister in 
Washington that delegations be forthwith appointed; from some that 
the American Government appoint its delegates without waiting for 
the Chinese; and from some that it “confirm its readiness to nego- 
tiate’’ by “naming a delegation satisfactory to the Chinese.” A 
prominent Chinese spokesman has urged that “the powers themselves 
should declare in irrevocable terms and unconditionally the terminating 
of all unequal treaties.” 

In studying the treaty provisions and the whole system which has 
arisen under the treaties in regulation of the contact between the 
Chinese and foreigners two facts should be kept ever in mind: First, 
this system has developed not without cause and reison. Second, what- 
ever its faults, it exists; it rests upon law and contract; it has been 
the legal basis upon which many foreigners and more Chinese have 
ordered their lives, made their investments, created and carried on 
their business during several generations; and it can not be abolished 
suddenly without working injustice and great hardship to a considerable 
number of honest, law-abiding, hard-working, and progressive persons, 
beth foreigners and Chinese, more of the latter than of the former. 

It was urged until a few weeks ago by some Chinese and some Ameri- 
cans that the Government stake everything on the prospects of one 
Chinese faction, and advocates of this course declared that if the 
United States did not do this the Chinese people would “ lose faith in 
America,” would regard America as an imperialistic power, would con- 
sider her an enemy and would treat her as such. It has since been 
suggested that the American Government send a commission to China 
to investigate, authorized perhaps to negotiate. It has been suggested 
recently that the American Government should negotiate with both 
“governments” or with each and all of the varicus contending and 
competing authorities in China, 

Always the demand that the American Government “do something ” ; 
frequently the demand thet it “take the lead” in China; in many 
forms a demand for action, immediate action, and positive action. 

Then came action. There was a change in the situation in China. 
Attacks on foreigners began. Missionaries were driven from their 
posts; the British concession at Hankow was overrun by a mob; it 
was announced that Chinese armed forces intended to take the 
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to be to respect the sovereignty and territorial integrity of China, 
to encourage the development of an effective stable government, to 
maintain the open door or equal opportunity for the trade of nationals 
of all countries, to carry out scrupulously the obligations and promises 
made to China at the Washington conference, and to require China 
to perform the obligations of a sovereign state in the protection of 
foreign citizens and their property.” 

The American Government forthwith sent its delegation to the 
tari! conference at Peking prepared to go the limit to which other 
it be moved to go toward creating in and for China an 
improved fiscal situation, and at the conference the American delegation 
did its utmost to carry out the spirit of its very liberal instructions 
and persisted in the hope that an agreement would be reached until, 
in July, 1926, the Nationalist Government (then at Canton) served 
notice that it would recognize no engagement which might be entered 


into by the Peking government. 
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The commission on extraterritoriality pursued for nine months its 
investigation of the laws and administration of justice in China. The 
American member of the commission took a leading part, as chairman, 
in drawing up suggestions and recommendations as to steps which 
should be taken both by China and by the powers toward producing 
conditions which would warrant the powers in giving up their rights 
in this connection. In their report the commissioners expressed unani- 
mously the opinion that there should be a period of transition, by agree- 
ment and program, rather than abrupt destruction of such legal struc- 
ture and arrangements as exist in China before another system has been 
made ready to take its place. 

In a statement on January 27, 1927, Secretary Kellogg said with 
regard to the Chinese tarif! and extraterritoriality: “ The United 
States is * * * prepared to enter into negotiations with any gov- 
ernment of China or delegations which can represent or speak for 
China * * * for * * ® entirely releasing tariff control and 
restoring complete tarif autonomy to China. * * * The United 
Stutes is prepared to put into force the recommendations of the 
extraterritoriality commission which can be put into force without a 
treaty at once (the American Government has since taken certain steps 
in this direction) and to negotiate the release of extraterritorial rights 
as soon as China is prepared to provide protection by law and through 
her courts to American citizens their rights and property. * * * 
The Government of the United States * * * is ready * * * to 
continue the negotiations on the entire subject of the tariff and extra- 
territoriality or to take up negotiations on behalf of the United States 
alone.” But, “ Existing treaties which were ratified by the Senate of 
the United States can not be abrogated by the President but must be 
superseded by new treaties negotiated with somebody representing 
China and subsequently ratified by the Senate of the United States.” 

During the past four months it has been demonstrated that there 
exists in China no governing authority which can guarantee to for- 
eigners in certain areas either protection in situ or safe conduct to 
places of security in China or to points of departure from China. 
The American Government has dispatched to China naval and land 
forces, as have other governments, for the protection of its nationals. 
American naval vessels have been used to assist in the evacuation of 
foreigners from points in the interior. (The foreign governments hive 
asked or ordered their citizens to come out from points in the interior. 
The American Government has no means of forcing American citizens 
to come out, but it has done everything possible to get them to come 
and has provided them with transportation’ facilities.) In several 
instances when fired upon by Chinese armed forces they have returned 
the fire. In one instance only have they fired without first having 
been fired upon—when, at Nanking, after foreigners in the city had 
been under Chinese fire all day and some had been killed, they threw 
a barrage around the Socony Compound to make possible the escape 
of a group of foreigners who were in imminent danger of their lives 
at the hands of Chinese soldiers. American marines have been landed 
at Shanghai and are participating there in maintaining order in the 
foreign-administered area (within which are resident some 40,000 for- 
cigners, exclusive of refugees, and some 1,200,000 Chinese) and in pre 
venting troops of any of the contending Chinese armies from invading 
that area 

This action of the American Government has drawn expostulations 
both from American and from Chinese sources. The cry has been 
raised that from the traditional American policy of goodwill and non- 
aggression toward China the United States has been drawn away into 
accepting a made-in-Europe policy. Until the Nanking incident, con- 
tenders of this school almost unanimously held the view that the 
United States should refrain from disposing in China any armed forces 
whatever. 


Secretary Kellogg declares in a published statement: “American 
diplomatic and military representatives in China are cooperating fully 
with other foreign representatives when faced with a joint problem 
such as protection of the lives and property of their nationals.” 
Senator Boran declares in a public address: “ We are not sending our 
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armed forces to China to do battle with the armed forces of China.” 
President Coolidge takes occasion to explain that our troops will coop- 
erate with other foreign troops for the specifically limited purpose of 
protecting American lives when cooperation promotes this end; but 
that there will be no “unified command"; and he declares: “ Our 
citizens are being concentrated in ports where we can protect them 
and remove them. It is solely for this purpose that our warships and 
marines are in that territory.” 

The United States is unquestionably committed by tradition, by 
precedent, and by declaration to certain definite principles of China 
policy. These principles are assurance of equality of opportunity; 
respect for China’s sovereignty and territorial integrity ; noninterference 
in China’s domestic affairs; nonaggression; and insistence that China 
perform the obligations of a sovereign State in protection of foreign 
citizens. The United States is also committed, partly by tradition and 
precedent, but more particularly by the provisions and spirit of the 
Washington agreements, to the principle of cooperative action. 

In the presence of conditions such as now exist in China, can a plan 
of action be devised which will be consistent at once with the prin- 
ciples of nonaggression, of insistence that China afford proper protec- 
tion to foreigners, and of cooperation? 

Efforts have been made to commit the American Government to going 
along with other powers if and when these powers decide upon meas- 
ures of coercion, 3ut in the 1830's and in the 1850's such efforts 
were made. The American Government was implored to participate 
in armed hostilities against China, and it refused. In 1900 the 
American Government sent troops to China, as did other govern- 
ments, but not for purposes of aggression. American armed forces are 
now cooperating with those of other countries, as they did in 1900. 
Yet McKinley's and Hay’s policy in 1900 was “to seek a_ solution 
which will safeguard the independence and integrity of the Chinese 
Empire’; and during the negotiations which ensued, W. W. Rockhill, 
at Peking, with John Hay behind him at Washington, stood between 
Chinese officialdom and the crushing proposals of certain other powers. 
What would the American Government have been able to do in those 
negotiations if it had not participated in the relief of the legations? 

But what about “cooperation’’ now? Concerted action is one of 
the most desirable things and one of the things most difficult to achieve 
in the field of human endeavor. It is difficult enough as between two 
individuals. Where a dozen nations are involved the difficulty is 
multiplied many fold. Americans have cooperated with the nationals 
of other countries in China in many ways and over long periods of 
time. American officials and the American Government have cooper- 
ated with the officials and the governments of other countries frequenily, 
effectively, and through periods of years in China, The American 
Government bas from time to time definitely advocated, and at Wash- 
ington actually brought about, an agreement that there should be 
cooperation. Where this principle is adopted, there must either be 
express commitment as to specified courses of action or provision that 
the will of the majority shall prevail, or an understanding that in the 
absence of spé¢cifications and of the majority rule each party shall be 
free to participate in or to abstain from action proposed. The Wash- 
ington treaties committed the powers—and in reference to some 
matters, China—to cooperation in relation to certain specified matters ; 
they committed them to the not doing of certain things, to self-denial. 
The separate treaties between China and the powers individually 
commit the parties to certain things. But is there anywhere a _ pro- 
vision which prescribes a course of action to be taken in case of 
breach of treaty provision, a provision whereunder, for instance, in 
ease China disregards or can not fulfill her treaty pledges to one or to 
all of the treaty powers, those powers are pledged jointly to employ 
force in an effort to penalize or to coerce her The United States 
never has participated in aggressive action against China and has 
never entered into any engagement so to do. It has no commitments 
which lay upon it the obligation to use its forces in 1927 for any 
other than a common protective end, 

The question whether the United States should or should not cooper- 
ate in the use of force to compel one or another of the Chinese authori- 
ties to honor China’s treaty obligations is one in the answering of 
which the American Government is no less free now than it was in 
1900 and in 1840 and in 1856 to exercise its own judgment and to 
decide according to its reading of American public opinion and its 
estimate of the various rights and interests and other considerations 
involved, 

At this point there comes a series of questions. What, in the 
presence of existing conditions and circumstances, would the American 
Government have a legal right to do in China? What would it be 
politically expedient for it to do? What is the extent of its lawful 
obligation to citizens of the United States in regard to (a) protection 
of life, (b) protection of property, (c) enforcement of rights accorded 
under treaty provisions in general? How many and where are the 
persons to be protected? How much, where, and of what value is the 
property which is threatened? Of what sort and of what yalue are the 
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of necessity, given up that assumption, as have the other foreign 
governments 

The Government appears fully to understand what it is about. It 
has declared clearly the principles of its position. It has stated what 
it is prepared to do with regard to treaties and for what purpose it has 
sent armed forces. -In the presence of an obscure and involved situation 
in China, where political chaos may continue for a long time, it has 
envisaged the fundamental facts and taken a “long-swing” view, 
profiling by the lessons of history. Its acts have been consistent with 
its statements. There is no evidence to warrant the assertion that 
it has departed from the traditions of American policy or the appre- 
hension that it will do so. We may assume that it will continue along 
the line which it has followed during the past few months, which is 
simply a practical application of principles which have been developed 
during a century and a half of American contact with China. 

There is every reason to expect that it will continue to pursue a 
course directed toward the protection of American lives and the con- 
servation of American interests, a course considerate of Chinese rights 
and interests and aspirations, cooperative in so far as commitments 
and common responsibilities are concerned, independent where an issue 
is peculiar to the United States and China or to another power and 
China, independent where some objective is sought by another or other 
powers and not by the United States, independent where there arises a 
question of using force for purposes other than defense, 

Where there is occasion for concurrent action, the United States may 
be expected to use its influence in the direction of restraint, in opposi- 
tion to aggression. If aggression Is decided upon, it may reasonably be 
expected that the United States will not participate. 


COMMITTEE COMMISSIONS TO TAKE TESTIMONY 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that I may submit a brief resolution, formal in char- 
acter, which I desire may be read, and then I shall ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppre in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, the resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 118) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized, on the request of the chairman of any of the committees of 
the Senate, to issue commissions to take testimony within the United 
States or elsewhere. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Montana, is there any objection, from any source of which 
the Senator knows, to the adoption of this resolution? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from Montana said the resolution 
was of merely formal character. What is the idea of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. JONES. T will say that I understood from the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] that the resolution was entirely 
satisfactory to him. 

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator from Montana how 
will the resolution operate? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If adopted, the resolution would 
authorize the President of the Senate to issue commissions to 
tuke testimony on the request of the chairman of any commit- 
tee of the Senate. 

Mr. MOSES. Is not that authority now possessed by com- 
mittees under the general resolutions giving them authority to 
conduct hearings? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The authority of committees under 
that general resolution does not seem to be ample. 

Mr. MOSES. I wish the Senator from Montana to have a 
private conversation with me about it. I will object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution for the moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. MOSES. I object. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses], 
I understand, temporarily objects to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Moses] objects to the present consideration of the 
resolution, and the resolution will go over. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana subsequently said: Mr. President, I 
am advised that objection has been withdrawn to the resolution 
which I submitted a few moments ago, and I now ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mon- 
tana have the resolution once more read? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SACKETT. Would the Senator from Montana object 
to having the resolution so modified as to limit the power 
granted to take testimony to the request of the committee 
instead of the request of the chairman of the committee? That 
would require committee action. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should not at all object to such 
a modification. 

Mr. MOSES. Is the resolution to be so modified? 

Mr. SACKETT. I will ask that it be modified so that the 
taking of testimony shall be on the request of the committee 
instead of the request of the chairman of the committee. I 
understand the Senator from Montana accepts the modification. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the resolution is rather in- 
definite as it is. It does not provide where the committee 
shall take the testimony, whether they shall take it in Wash- 
ington or out over the country; nor does it make any provision 
for the expenses which may be involved in the taking of 
testimony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. MOSES. How does the resolution read as now modified? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The clerk will read the reso- 
lution as modified at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Sacxert]. 

Will the Senator from Montana again state the proposed 
modification ? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It is proposed that instead of 
reading “the chairman of any of the committees,” it shall read 
“on the request of any of the committees of the Senate.” 

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask that the resolution may be read as now 
modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as modified 
will be read. 

The resolution as modified was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authofized, on the request of any of the committees of the Senate, 
to issue commissions to take testimony within the United States or 
elsewhere. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be 
proceeded with, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 744) to further develop an American 
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transportation 
of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, in my judgment there is no more 
important question before the American people than the matter 
of building up our merchant marine. I think an adequate 
Merchant marine is vital to the development of our commerce 
and to our national security. The question involved in it is 
not a partisan one. It is a question that is bigger than parti- 
sanship. If there is one genuinely American question, in my 
judgment, before the people of this country it is the question of 
the building up of American shipping. I am glad to say this 
question has been dealt with by the Committee on Commerce in 
an entirely nonpartisan way. In the consideration of the ship- 
ping act of 1920 that act was developed and passed with an 
entire absence of partisanship. There was no partisanship in 
the committee and there was no partisanship on the floor of 
the Senate. So with the measure that is now before the Sen- 
ate. It was considered in the committee in an entirely non- 
partisan way. 

Mr. President, I wish also to say that there is no man on 
this floor who has taken greater interest in or done more 
toward the proper and wise solution of this problem than has 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercuer], the ranking minority 
member upon the committee. I wish to commend the remark- 
ably able and comprehensive speech that he made on this floor 
a few days ago. He has acted in a most patriotic, genuinely 
American way with reference to this important subject; the 
people of the country owe him a very great debt of gratitude 
for the earnest, faithful, patriotic work that he has done with 
reference to this question; and, as chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, I am glad to say this with reference to his work. 
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Mr. President, this is a country of about 120,000,000 people: 
its wealth is estimated at $400,000,000,000; its annual imports 
and export trade is nearly $10,000,000,000; and it seems almost 
inconceivable that a country with such wealth as this, a country 
with an ocean on each side of it, a country the foreign com 
which can not get to except by shipping 


merece of market 


could be in such a deplorable condition so far as shipping is 
concerned 

I do n it we need to argue the importance of 
merchant r this country. It is not necessary to take 








the time senate to show the importance of it so far a 
our commerce is concerned, nor ought it to be necessary t 
show i mportance as an instrumentality of national security. 
Liowever, I think I shall take this opportunity to cail attentio 


that confronted us World War 
came on and the result of it, which it seems to me ought to b 

rfectly willing to do whatever maj 
be necessary to insure our people a merchant marine. 

We all know that when the World War came on Americar 
shipping was at the foot of the list. Ships under the Americ 
flag were earrying only about 7 or 9 per cent of our impo 
and our exports. My recollection is that when the World War 
broke out we had just about 16 ships of about 166,000 tons 
flVing the American flag engaged in overseas commerce. I shal 
eall attention a little later to conditions that existed locally ir 
so far as our commerce was concerned ; but what has it cost us 
in dollars and because we did not have an 
merchant marine? 

When we ourselves got into the World Wa , 
ships and ships and more ships; it was necessary to have ships 
to transfer our troops across the sea; and appre 
priated, in round numbers, over $3,000,000,000 for the buildin 
of ships. That amount of money and more was expended for 
that purpose. So that, because we did not have an adequatt 
merchant marine, the people were put up money 
the amount of over $3,000,000,000. We got this monev larg: 
by the sale of Liberty bonds; in other words, we 
money. We are .paying in interest every year now on tl 
amount of money borrowed, in round numbers, over $100,000, 
OV, How long we shall continue to do so nobody can tell; 
but possibly, on the average, during the next 50 years the 
people of this country will pay in interest alone the sum of 
$50,000,000 a year because we did not have a merchant marine 
when we became involved in the World War. We have been 
paying out since the World War large sums of money to mak 
up the deficit in the operation of our shipping. We have prob 
ably expended for that purpose alone two hundred or three 
hundred million dollars. 

But that is not all. Before we got into the World War it cos 
this country hundreds of millions of dollars because we did not 
have a merchant The ships that were going on ordi 
nary runs, transporting our cOmmerce, were taken by the needs 
of war to other services. We were dependent upot 
British shipping, and British shipping had to be taken off the 
commercial runs and.used for the transporting of war sup 
plies and of troops 

I remember that Secretary of the Treasury McAdoo made 
an investigation to ascertain the increased cost in the freight 
charges by reason of the fact that we had not a merchant 
marine and because of the increase in rates, and he estimated 
that in one year, because of our lack of shipping, the people 
of this country had paid in increased rates on carrying charges 
over $300,000,000 Rates soared. doubled, trebled, and in some 
cases they were increased over 2,000 per cent because of our 
lack of shipping. 

It was found also that our products, and especially ths 
products of the farm, were congested at the seaports and o1 
the docks. They were waiting for shipping to take them to ths 
markets which demanded them, but the ships were not avail 
able. Many of these products were perishable, and they 
perished. What the loss was from that source, of course, no- 
body can tell, but no doubt the losses to the farmer and to the 
manufacturer and to business of every kind amounted possibly 
to hundreds of millions of dollars. 

It seems to me that these facts alone, which are within the 
memory of every American citizen, ought to make us willing to 
adopt any course that will give us reasonable assurance of an 
adequate merchant marine. These facts demonstrate the ab- 
solute necessity of a merchant marine. 

I wish to call attention to a prophecy. I do not claim to 
be much of a prophet, but several years ago in discussing the 
importance of a merchant marine, when the Simmons-Under- 
wood Tariff Act was under consideration and the provision in 
reference to discriminating duties was before the Senate, I 
made a speech in which, after ealling attention to the value 
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I ine resources are thus invaded: or it will be disarmed of its d ! 
its productions will be at the merey of the nat i which has po 
itself exclusively he t ’ of ving ft i I ics 1 
influer d by those wh ol nd its « nie 
rhe ery thing mentioned er h ppen¢ ] li I I 
what I have just read, I wish to read a f x t f 
k called “ The Heritage of Tyre,” by William Brown Melon 
The book was published in 1916, after the World War had 
i sur L desire all attention to his vivid des rip ion of the 
Situ ion at that th 
I ! v of 1916 United States, witho merchant ma 
bereft of ships, is more than half the slave that she was in 1561 Ww 
oots it that labor is free if the products of its industry and enterprise 
denied their markets? 
rurn where one will and it is to behold the evidence of i vassala 
Lea ny one of our glutted seaports, with piers and ‘eho s and 
ight terminals burdened beyond capacity by an immovable ommercs 
uml follow the railroad lines into the interior, across the contin Z 


north, go south, zo east, go west, and thers ¢ a mile that has no 
a chapter to contribute to the tale. All o 


100,000,000 people lie along those steel art 





conceivable produ oO 
arrested by embarg 
What moves is what the warring nations choose to buy and will receiv: 





from the railroads at tidewater. All else must abide its time or rot 
for as Purope controls the world’s deep-water tonnage, so our market is 

i her will It matters not that there are oth markets ir 
which we could sell and entrench onrselyes to the advantage of futur 
trade and expansion We haven't the ships to reach them 


Turn from field and plain and orebard and forest to the manuf 


ring centers, and it is to find the f industry 


Here a factory stand 


same paralysis 


industry lives by import as well as by export 





silent because it can not get tin from England: there a silk |! 1 lie 
manacled because it can not obtain the raw product from China As 
Britain controls her shipping, so does Japan cont hers. Japan ha 
but to say to her merchant marine, “ Our ips will carry Japanes 
exports from December to May and imports for Ja ptie 
only from June to November.” and that is sufficie: of I 





world may whisthk What is true of those two nations is likew 
trne of all others 
As this is being set down, comes news that Britain is promulgating 


an order in council prohibiting among other things the importatior 





of automobties for private use, fruit, musical instr ents, eutiery of 
all kinds, hardware, yarns, chinaware, fancy goods, ans ren <0 

and it is explained that this is be done, not as a matter of policy 
ut beeause of a shortage of ships; t Bri ! Americar 
wheat and corn and meat and that other things can no ¢ permitted 
to take up the space of her vessels Yet wheat and corn and t and 


munitions of war are but a part of American commerce. 


At peace and neutral though we are, belligerency in the pres 


situation could exact no more oi us 


Mr. President, those are words written at a time when the 
need for our ships was evident ft verybody I fear, however. 
that we forget these things, and so I have called them to your 
attention. 

With reference to national security, it seems to me the valne 
of an American merchant marine was demonstrated most con- 
elusively by the situation that confronted us when we entered 
the World War and the steps that we took when we entered it. 
It was most fortunate for civilzation, it was most fortunate 
for the associated powers that when we entered the war there 
were ships of Germany interned in our ports, and in my jJudg- 
ment the German ships won the victory for the associated 








1928 


powers in the World War. That is a strong statement to make, 
but what was the situation? 

When we entered the World War we had no ships. We had 
none to transport our soldiers across the sea. They could 
not get to the battle front unless they were carried by shipping. 
Where did we get the shipping? We took these interned ships 
in the harbor of New York and in the other harbors of this 
country and we converted them into transports for our soldiers ; 
and it is said that the Leviathan, the pride of our shipping 
fleet now, a German ship, carried to Europe 275,000 American 
soldiers. If we had not had those ships where we could get 
at them, it is very likely that our boys would not have been 
trausported across the sea when they were. Very likely they 
would have been delayed six months in getting to the battle 
line in France. 

1 think military authorities concede that if they had not 
gotten there when they. did, the outcome of the war very 
likely would have been different. If our soldiers had been 
deliyed six months in getting to the battle line in France, 
the chances are that Germany would have cut in two the 
allied armies, gotten to the coast, and the result of the war 
would have been entirely different. 

i hope we may never be found in that condition again, It 
wis most fortunate that these ships were in our ports so that 
we could take them; but we can not depend upon that again. 
if we get into trouble again—which we hope we may never 
do-—-we can not rely upon having our enemy ships in our ports, 
that we muy take them and transport our troops with them 
wherever they may be needed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppre in the chair). 
Mves the Senator from Washington yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not want the Senator to get the idea 
from the question I am about to ask that I am trying to be- 
little the argument he is making, because I am not, 1 am in 
sympathy with it. At the same time, it seems to me that it 
eould be very well said that the argument the Senator is now 
making, and using the German ships as an illustration, if 
reversed and applied to Germany, would show that the thing 
to do would be not to have a merchant marine, If Germany 
had not had a merchant marine, we would not have had those 
ships, so that in her case a merchant marine was to her detri- 
ment: and the next war may find us in the position she was in, 
and the enemy using our merchant murine, In other words, 
it is a good deal like the early bird that catches the worm; 
it is the early worm that gets canght. 

Mr. JONES. I think we had better take the chance of hay- 
ing shipping for our security. We might lose it in that way, 
but I do not think we are likely to. 

Mr. FLETCIJER. Mr. President, on the other hand, may I 
suggest to the Senator, if he will allow me, that it was the fact 
that Great Britain had some 18,000,000 tons of merchant ship- 
ping that enabled her to survive after the submarine campaign 
was instituted. If she had not had the enormous number of 
merchant ships that she did possess after that campaign 
was started-—and she lost about 1 out of 6 that left her 
ports—altogether some 7,000,000 tons of merchant shipping was 
sunk by the submarines—if Great Britain had not had an 
enormous number of merchant ships, she could not have sup- 
plied her army or her people with food. 

Mr. NORRIS. I admit that; but, at the same time, if we are 
going to take the argument of the Senator from Washington 
ut 100 per cent, we will have to admit that if Germany had 
not had a merchant marine she probably would have won 
the war. 

Mr. JONES. No; my judgment is that if Germany had not 
had a merchant marine she would not have gotten into the 
war: she would have hesitated about entering it. 

Mr. NORRIS. It would have been a good thing for Germany 
if she had stayed out. 

Mr. JONES. Yes: it would have been a good thing for the 
world, of course, if she had stayed out; but she did not. She 
got into the war. 

Mr, NORRIS. And she had a merchant marine. 

Mr. JONES. This was a condition that helped us. 

Mr. NORRIS. If sbe had not had it and had stayed out 
of the war, it would have been a good thing. 

Mr. FLETCHER. And very likely if the United States hac 
had sufficient merchant marine, there would not have been any 
submarine warfare. 

Mr. JONES. Yes: very likely that is true, too. 

I went to insert in the Recorp right at this point an edi- 
torial from the Washingtou Post of January 12. It deals with 
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the situation in, I think, a very splendid way from different 
standpoints ; but I just want to read this clause: 

The greatest weakness of the national defense is the present mer- 
chant marine. It is the weak link that breaks the chain of national 
security. The Nation will not be capable of defending its commerce 
until it has suitable merchant ships and a stronger fleet. The national- 
defense feature of this problem commands the atiention of Congress 
at this session. 


I just want to call attention to this. We talk about the 
need of a navy for the defense of our commerce, and yet if 
our commerce is not carried in American ships it will very likely 
be carried in neutral ships, if carried at all; and we do not 
need a nhivy to defend the neutral shipping of the world. 

Mr. President, I think everybody wants a merchant marine. 
I have never met anyone who did not say, when the mutter 
was brought up, “ Yes; we want a merchant marine”: but we 
divide over details. We divide over methods as to how we get 
it; and this is really what prevented us from having a merchant 
marine when the World War broke out. 

How can we get an American merchant marine? To my 
notion, ‘there are just two ways by which we can get it. One 
is through private energy, private capital: the other is through 
the Government, I frankly say that I should like to see our 
American merchant marine privately owned and developed with 
private capital, I think, taking it on the whole, that that is a 
more efficient way to do it, a more economical way to do it; 
and I had come to the point where IT had concluded that I 
would vote for any measure that I believed had any chance of 
success that would lead private capital to go into the building 
of an American merchant marine; but I have come to the con- 
clusion that it is impossible to pass through Congress any 
measure that will give the aid that is necessary to induce pri- 
vate capital to go into the shipbuilding and ship-operating 
business. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator vield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Did the committee give ful! consideration 
to the possibility of securing capital for a privately owned 
merchant marine at a low rate of interest, to be loaned by the 
Government to private parties for this purpose, in order that 
they might have the benefit of the Government guaranty of 
their capital, and therefore secure money at 3 per cent instead 
of at 6 per cent? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the committee considered the 
whole problem as we thought it confronted us. I have been in 
Congress for 29 years. When I first entered the House I be- 
came a member of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. I knew what we had been attempting to do for 25 
years preceding that time. We had been striving to adopt 
measures Of some kind that would lead to the building up of 
an American merchant marine. We had not been able to do it. 
I think the first term I was here the Merchant Marine Com- 
mittee considered the shipping problem. We tried to reach an 
agreement with reference to a bill that we thought would build 
up the American merchant marine. We could not do it; at any 
rate, we could not reach a conclusion upon any bill that seemed 
to meet the approval either of the House of Representatives or 
of the Senate. During the last 60 years the only measure 
looking to aid or the building up of a merchant marine through 
private enterprise and energy in the nature of a subsidy or 
whatever you may call it, Government aid, was the passage of 
the mail act of 1891, under which, my recollection is, we got 
just two ships. 

I remember when what was known as the Hanna-Grosvenor 
bill was brought up. That was a subsidy proposition. I wus 
on the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries when 
it was considered. I remember when it was brought up in the 
House of Representatives. An effort was made to get it through 
the Senate. It was not passed through either House. It could 
not command a majority vote in either House. 

So much for that. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator, ulthough I have particu- 
lar points to cover. 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; I know that. I fear, however, that 
the answer of the Senator was not quite responsive to the 
question of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. JONES. I am going to answer it at the conclusion of 
what I am saying. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator, 

Mr. JONES. It is within the memory of many here—I think 
about four or five years ago—when we had up what was known 
as the Harding subsidy bill. I remember the conditions sur- 
rounding that measure. It was a measure urged by the Presi- 
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uny enterprise were very strongiy in favor of the Government 
doing that very thing. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield for a moment further? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It does not seem to me that the two mat- 
ters are comparable at all, because from the very earliest days 
the Government has recognized the fact that part of its work 
was improving the navigable waters of the United States has 
dvedged harbors and rivers, has built the Panama Canal and 
other canals. Therefore the ownership of the Cape Cod Canal 
comes under a line of precedents which have shown themselves 
to be useful and valuable, whereas the proposal to put the 
Government into the shipping business might be said to come 
under the wretched precedent which was followed in war time 
of putting the Government into the railroad business and into 
other forms of business, in which experience has shown that 
the Government is not successful. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, 
Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I vield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator’s narra- 
tion of the history of subsidy legislation in the Senate would 
not be complete if it were not asserted that since the failure 
of the Harding subsidy bill no President and no Member of 
the Hlouse or Senate has ever proposed a subsidy bill of the 
character of that bill at least. Am I correct? 

Mr. JONES. My recollection is that the President has said 
in one or two messages that there should be Government aid, but 
in the last message of the President even that suggestion was 
not made. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No such bill has been pre- 
sented to the House or the Senate upon which any vote was 
tiken, at least, or has come out of a committee? 

Mr. JONES. Not since the Harding bill. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Washington, however, 
presented such a bill last year. 

Mr. JONES. I presented such a bill last year and I pre- 
sented such a bill this year. I did that under these circum- 
stances: The Senator will remember that we passed a resolu- 
tion through the Senate—I think a couple of years ayo---asking 
the Shipping Board to investigate the situation and recommend 
to Congress concrete measures for the building up of an Ameri- 
can merchant marine. The Shipping Board held hearings all 
over the country; they got the views of the people all over 
the country; and finally, while they did not submit it as 
a part of their report, I asked them to prepare such a subsidy 
bill as in their judgment would give us an adequat2 American 
merchant marine. 

They prepared such a bill. In conjunction with them I pre- 
pared a bill, the alternative for the Government, I introduced 
both of those bills. We had the matter up in the Commerce 
Committee at the close of the last session of Congress. The 
committee came to the conclusion that we could not pass a sub- 
sidy bill, we could not enact such a bill into law, and as the 
only alternative they reported the bill providing for a Govern- 
ment merchant marine, which was substantially the same as 
provided in the pending bill. At the beginning of this session 
of Congress I reintroduced the two bills. I reintroduced the 
subsidy bill and I reintroduced the pending bill, and under 
the circumstances which I have just mentioned the committee 
reported this bill. 

I have tried to make it clear that personally I would 
favor a subsidy bill and would vote for a subsidy bill if I 
thought there was any possibility of getting it through and 
getting one that would be adequate. I am going to refer to 
this phase of the situation a little bit later on, but I am going 
to say now that even if we could pass a subsidy bill nobody 
knows whether it would accomplish what we want done, No- 
body knows whether it would be adequate and sufficient to 
induce private capital te build the ships that we want built, 
and if it failed to do that then we would be in a position where 
nothing could be done for 2 or 8 or 4 years. 

I believe in putting something through that would be cer- 
tain. If we can supplement it by and by with something 
which would induce private capital to take over the ships we 
built, and to build new ships and maintain the service, I would 
support it. But I want something that will insure a merchant 
marine, and in my judgment the only reasonable assurance that 
we can get is for the Government to get behind it, and that 
is exactly what is proposed to be done in this bill. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. T yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. A moment ago the Senator from Connecti- 


President, will the 


eut asked the Senator from Washington if any consideration 
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had been given to loans at low rates of interest, and I think 
the reply made by the Senator from Washington was that 
consideration had not been given, because that would be in the 
nature of a subsidy. 

Mr. JONES. No; we considered that matter in determining 
what we thought was the wise thing to do. We came to the 
conclusion that there was no possibility of passing a subsidy 
bill, and I think the committee felt that that was in the nature 
of a subsidy. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator another question? 
We have this loan fund of about $80,000,000 or $90,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. I think now it is about $90,000,000. 

Mr. COPELAND. By the way, in that connection I want my 
memory refreshed. I helped the: Senator, so far as I could in 
my weak way, to add to what he called the fighting fund. How 
much did we add that year? 

Mr. JONES. I think it was $5,000,000. 
add $10,000,000, and we got $5,000,000. 

Mr. COPELAND. Has that been exhausted yet? 

Mr. JONES. That bill has not passed at this session. I 
rather think we had something of the kind in the other bill, too. 

Mr. COPELAND. As a matter of fact, we have in the loan 
fund $80,000,000 or $90,000,000. Would the Senator consider 
that lending that money to private citizens of the United States 
at the current rate of interest—I mean by that the rate the 
Government would have to pay for any money that it bor- 
rowed—under the provisions of section 11 of the Jones Act, I 
think it is, would be in the nature of a subsidy? 

Mr. JONES. I think so. It would not be a very big one. I 
do not believe that it would lead to the building of new ships 
for the overseas trade unless we had something else to supple- 
ment it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is the Senator familiar with the hearing 
held this morning before the Shipping Board? 

Mr. JONES. No; I was present at the flood-control hearing 
this morning. 

Mr. COPELAND. A definite proposal was made this morning 
for the building of six ships of 33 to 35 knots, finer ships than 
are now owned or being built by any other country. I am going 
to speak on this at some length at a later time. One of the 
conditions imposed upon proceeding with that plan is that there 
should be a revision of the loan provision to make possible the 
building of these ships with a loan of three-quarters of their 
value instead of two-thirds as it is at present, and that the 
rate charged should be the current rate. 

Without considering the other elements involved in the pro- 
posal would the Senator consider that that would be an im- 
proper use of the loan fund if ample gecurity were given for 
the return of the money and if the Government were reimbursed 
at the current rate of interest, and if repayment must be made 
complete in 20 years? Would the Senator consider that a sub- 
sidy or an improper use of the fund? 

Mr. JONES. I would not consider it an improper use of the 
funds. The Senator knows my position. I will vote for a 
subsidy bill if it is one which I think will bring results, but 
I have come to the conclusion that we can not pass any such 
bill. The Senator does not need to argue those things with me. 

Mr. COPELAND. No; I know that; and I know very well 
the honorable purpose of the Senator. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; I know the Senator does. 

Mr. COPELAND. But I want to ask him his individual 
opinion. Would he see any objection to a modification of that 
section of the Jones Act permitting the lending of 75 per cent 
instead of 66 per cent for 20 years instead of 15 years, the rate 
to be fixed at the current rate to the Government? 

Mr. JONES. I would not so far as I am individually con- 
cerned, but I am satisfied that a measure like this is substan- 
tially the only measure that stands any chance of getting 
through the Congress, though I am standing by this bill and 
propose to stand by it even though there are other matters 
which I might like to see put into the law. I want to see 
above everything else a merchant marine, an adequate Ameri- 
can merchant marine, of up-to-date ships. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President-—-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr, JONES. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator was asked about subsidies, 
As I recall, when a subsidy bill was proposed in 1921 or 1923 
the Senator stood on this floor for nearly two and one-half 
months 

Mr. JONES. I sat most of the time! [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKELLAR. And tried to get that subsidy bill passed. 
The Senator found it was impossible. The Senator still be- 
lieves it is impossible to pass a subsidy bill, does he not? 


It was proposed to 
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Mr. JONES. I think 


it is more impossible now than it was 


Mr SHORTRIDGE and Mr. EDGE addressed the Chait 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- 


eton vield; and if so, to whon 
Mr. JONES. I think the Senator from ¢ ornia rose fil 
d to him, and the will yield to the Senator from New 
if ~¢ 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I inquire whether the Senator 
nects to bring this matte m for a vote to-day} 


Mr. JONES. If I could do so I would, but I do not expect to 





My SHORTRIDGI la 1 several other Sen ors intereste 

tf must He before tl I e Commi e at 2 « lock 

Mr. JONES. I do not expect it t ome to a vote to-day 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE l ¥ t to make some remarks on the 

| before it comes to a vote, if I have tl pp ty 

Mr. JONES I now J eld to the Senator om vy Jersey 

Mr. EDGE. The Senator has very clearly expressed his 

e to get some bill passed that will at least seem to { 
ble a merchant marine, in which desire I heartily join; but 
is it necessary in that connection to go to the extreme 
er Way: The proposity of the Senator from New Yo 

1 business proposition provides apparently 75 per cent fron 
Government and 25 per cent from private capital. The bil 
ore us, if we recondition or rebuild the ships, must neces 

rily call upon the Government to provide 100 per cent 


Mr. COPELAND. 
Mr. EDGE. Yes. Why is 


that the Senate will not consider a business 


With no return of the money 


interposed from time to time 


yropositior because 


at one time or another in the past 60 years it refused to pass 
4 ut-and-out subsidy bill. Possibly this is in the nature of 
a subsidy, but it is a clear isiness proposifti which I believes 
the taxpayers of the country would approve, because it relieves 
them of 25 per cent of the burden Why should it be assumed 


in advance that it would not pas I am inclined to believe the 
chairman of the committee is probably incorrect, and I hope 
he is, in stating that the Senate would refuse to accept 25 per 
cent from private citizens when such a proposition would carry 
with it the very assurance which the Senator is looking for, and 
it is the building of ships. Why should not we save 25 per 
cent if it is assured that the ships will be built? 

Mr. JONES. Suppose we pass a provision carrying just what 
is proposed here. What 
go on and build the ships? 

Mr. EDGE. As I understand the proposition that has be 
made to the Shipping Board only to-day, it is that if the Senate 
will provide that amendment they will enter into a contract 
with bonds, to build the ships. I know nothing more about it 
than that 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. P 
New Jersey a question. 
not legislating as propos¢ 
from Washington? 

Mr. EDGE. I do not 

Mr. COPELAND. I can answer no; that it is not. 

Mr. EDGE. It is simply a suggested amendment to the bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Wha therefore, is there in the bill 
and in the proposition? Why not embody them in 
bills? 

Mr. EDGE. Why not embody them in one bill? 

Mr. SIMMONS. One provides for a loan of this fund the 
Government has, amounting to nearly $100,000,000, to peopl 
who will build ships ar operate them, and one provides fo1 
ihe Government taking over and controlling the ships which 
the Government now owns. The two provisions do not seem 
to me to be coupled together in any way, -and they may n 
work together. However, I wish to say that I have not under 
stood that those who are engaged or desire to engage in the 
private operation of ships have had trouble about getting the 
money to build the ships or have had trouble about the rate 
of interest that they would have to pay for the money they 
would have to use to build the ships. 

The trouble with them has been that they have 
that the cost of construction is such and the cost of operatio1 
is such that they can not operate them successfully in com 
petition with foreign ships. If we could loan them the money 
and the ships should be built, does not the Senator think they 
would be here knocking at the doors of Congress and asking 
us for a subsidy of some sort by granting them fat mail con 
tracts or otherwise for the purpose of putting them upon a! 
equality with what they say is foreign competition? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wash 
ington will permit me to answer the Senator from North 


assurance have we that the people will 


let me ask the Senator from 


made as a condition to our 


bill presented by the Senator 
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| Carolina, because apparently the Senator fro 


t ed his question to me - 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes: I did 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from New York r 
purpose, 


Mr. COPELAND 


©) course i i i lil ition of 
tl in fund, they are asking that tly { t shall be 
amended ot to give a subsidy 
Mr. SIMMONS To give what? If i \ en 
I Just ordinary pay, or do they want pay whi ~~ ir 
i xcess of the actual cost of transportati that it be 3 
ther a subsidy or a subvention, whi the s e thing 
Mr. COPELAND I iscussed the matter wit the Sx r 
f n North Carolina on Saturday, but I have fuller informa- 
! There i desire t isk anything t f 
r subve I It is asked the shall | i 
of the rates, a 1djusti f e rate ind t t 
I master General shall |} perl ted to enter to « tracts 
f t period of & to 10 y bas f the service 
endere 
I hor f show to-morrow, |! f s whic I shall present, 
t t amount spent ft | service under these condi- 
ms will not exceed the amount spent 1 rhe Senator will 
robablv ask, how then does it help the company? It is because 
Wwe ww paying to British bott: $1,500,000 for the carriage 
1 ails by reason of the fact ft) our own United States 
line re inadequate to provide the ships and soe, under this 
ment of the mail servic t mone wil a o Ameri 
! Which will be built under the further conditions which 
were discussed this morning 
Mr. SIMMONS I shall | very glad to hear the Senator, 
hint l | nk Vv ie! Wwe do if will be Hie! V the ~il | old proposi- 


‘ of a subsidy 

Mr. BINGHAM Mr. President, will the Senator from Wash- 

on yield to me tor another questior 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Wash- 
ngton yield to the Senator from Connecticu 

Mr. JONES I vield 
Mr. BINGHAM Will the Senator from Washington be so 
good as to tell me whether there has ever been a vote 
House on the question of direct loans to be made so as to en 
ble those who are anxious to build up a merchant marine to 
secure their money at a lower rate of interest than they could 
otherwi 


JONES. 


re it upon the marke 


Mr There has been none, except on the provision 
f the act of 1920 that in the case of ships built for the over- 
seas trade loans could be advanced a I tl k, 4 or 4% per cent, 
ind in the case of ships built for the coastwise trade at, I 


think, 5 per cent 

Mr. BINGHAM. Was there a vote on that provision? 

Mr. JONES. That provision was adopted in the merchant 
act of 1920, but there has not been a solitary loan mace 
for the building of a ship in the foreign trade, although there 

ve been several : 


marine 


loans made for the building of ships in the 


| coastwise trade. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Were there any votes it ymmit 
particular proposal which the Senator from New York men- 
tioned a few moments ago? 

Mr. JONES No; there were no special votes except the 
committee voted down the subsidy proposition rhe committee 
were practically unanimously in the view that we could not get 
anything in the nature of a subsidy through. 

Mr. BINGHAM Would the Senator be willing to listen to a 
definition of the word ubsidy ”’ from the Century Dictionary? 
The Senator has denounced this proposal so emphatically - 

Mr. JONES. I shall be very glad to listen to the definition, 
but I do not think it will affect the judgment of Senators in 
the least. The Senator from Connecticut, I think, understands 
my position. He does not need to read the definition of a sub 
sidy to me to persuade me under proper conditions to vote for 
a subsidy, but if he definition for the en- 
lightenment of other Senators here, I will be very glad to yield 
to him for that purpose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The only reason I should like to read it is 
that I feel that while the Senator and I are in perfect accord 
and are willing to vote for a subsidy to help the merchant 


tee on the 


desires to read the 


marine, the word “subsidy” has a very peculiar connotation in 
the minds of cert: people. As the Century Dictionary says: 

\ ‘ wl oppos ill ses of public funds e 4 to aid private 
é nr con pref to characterize then s “snbsidies.” wl 
hose ( t 2 nmonly prefer the term “ subvention 


There is something peculiar about the word “subsidy.” If 
the word “subsidy” is mentioned everybody immediately shuts 
up and withdraws into his shell and trembles in fear lest he 
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be accused of doing something frightful. 
sorry to hear the Senator use the word “subsidy” in objecting 


That is why I was | 
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to the proposal which was referred to by the distinguished Sen- | 


ator from New York [Mr. Copritanp], which would permit a 
new enterprise contemplating the construction of very large 
and very fast ships to secure a part of the money needed for 
those ships through a loan guaranteed by the Government or 
through money loaned them by the Government at the same rate 
of interest which the Government must pay therefor. Actually, 
according to the Century Dictionary, a subsidy is— 

Any direct pecuniary aid furnished by the State to private industrial 
undertakings, or to cleemosynary institutions. Such aid includes boun- 
exports, those paid to the owners of ships for running them, and 
donations of land or money to railroad, manufacturing, theatrical, and 


other enterprises 


tik n 


It does not seem to me that the proposal referred to by the 
Senator from New York may in fairness be called a “ subsidy,” 
unless all the laws that we pass here that are of any benefit 
whatsoever to private enterprises, by giving them governmental 
recoghition or by giving them governmental approval, may be 
called subsidies. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina |Mr. SIMMONS] suggests to me that the word “subsidy” 
had acquired a sort of a political meaning which is not covered 
by the dictionary. Furthermore, in my opinion, every Senator 
will be his own judge as to whether a proposition is a subsidy 
or whether it is Government aid such as he can support. That, 
I think, has always been the basis upon which different Sena- 
tors and Representatives have acted on this question. I am 
not scared at the word “subsidy”; I do not care what Govern- 
ment aid may be called; as an independent proposition I would 
give any sort of Government aid that would insure us an 
American merchant marine, and I would stand for it. But, 
Mr. President, I am not going to be sidetracked with reference 
to this bill. In my judgment, this is the only possible bill 
which can be passed which will assure us an American mer- 
chant marine. So, while amendments may be proposed that 
independently I would vote for and would be glad to support, 
I will not support them as amendments to the pending bill 
because, in my opinion, it is the only measure that stands any 
possibility of passage; and, furthermore, it is the only meas- 
ure which, if passed, affords any assurance that we will obtain 
any new ships. 

Take the proposition suggested by the Senator from New 
York. I do not question the good faith of the gentlemen who 
advance that suggestion. I had a talk with them the other 
day. I do not believe that they would be satisfied with bor- 
rowing three-fourths of the value of the ships at current rates 
of interest. I think they would want mail contracts of special 
advantage; and, furthermore, I very seriously doubt even if 
we were to put into force a law under which they could get 
what they now suggest that they would eventually build these 
ships. They propose to build such ships as never were con- 
structed heretofore, such ships as Great Britain herself has 
not constructed. They propose to build ships of 33 and 3 


them between this country and Europe. I should like to see 
such ships constructed; I wish they could build them; but I 
very seriously doubt if they would be able to do it. However, 
that is not the question here. We do not know whether they 
will build them or not, and I am not going to support or permit, 
if I can prevent it, amendments to this bill at this time. 

I will say to the Senator and to the gentlemen who are 
interested in the proposal referred to, let us pass this bill in 
the Senate just as quickly as possible; let us get it over to the 
other body; let the Members of that House suggest their pro- 
posals to it, and if they shall add some good provisions along 
this line that can be harmonized with the pending bill, without 
inconsistency between them, possibly in conference we can work 
out some legislation along those lines that both bodies will 
adopt. I hope we can, and I will do everything in my power to 
bring it about, but I do not want to have any such amendments 
put on this bill in the Senate. 

I do not think it will be wise to do so from my standpoint 
of securing legislation under which we would obtain a merchant 
marine, 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President-——— 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWELL. Is it not the purpose of this bill to provide 
a fleet of cargo ships? 

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes; cargo ships, combination passenger 
and cargo ships, and passenger ships. 

Mr. HOWELL. But is not one of the chief purposes of this 
bill to provide a fleet of cargo vesels? 
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Mr. JONES. Yes; cargo vessels that are up to date and will 
compete with the fleets of other countries. 

Mr. HOWELL. Is it not a fact that a subsidy would not 
be applicable to such vessels because they could not be expected 
to carry the mails? ‘ 

Mr. JONES. A particular kind of subsidy might not be. 
I presume the Senator is talking about mail pay. 

Mr. HOWELL. I am talking about cargo vessels. 

Mr. JONES. Then the Senator is talking about mail pay 
rather than a subsidy in general terms. A subsidy in genera! 
terms would provide compensation to the slower-going boats. 

Mr. HOWELL. But is it not a fact that it has been held 
unconstitutional, or the view has been generally held that it 
would be unconstitutional, for us to subsidize vessels that do 
not carry the mails; that the only theory upon which we can 
support a subsidy is upon the theory of aiding in the carrying 
of the mails? 

Mr. JONES. I will say frankly to the Senator that such a 
suggestion has not been brought to my attention, and in all 
of our subsidy bills heretofore I do not remember that that 
question was ever raised at all. We have proposed a subsidy 
regardless of mail pay or anything of the kind. I do not think 
that I could go quite so far as the Senator goes. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. As I understand the Sena- 
tor’s position—and I am pleased to say I am in full accord with 
it—he considers the present policy of this country toward a 
merchant marine one of uncertainty; he considers that any 
subsidy legislation giving opportunity for private interests to 
develop the American merchant marine would be uncertain; 
that the bill which he how presents assures a definite, certain, 
unmistakable merchant marine for the American people, and 
that is why he is supporting this particular bill, because it is 
the only way we can end the uncertainty of years in establish- 
ing a definite, certain, progressive American merchant marine. 

Mr. JONES. That is my judgment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think the Senator is dis- 
cussing one of the most important measures of legislation that 
we have had before us in many a day. There are but few 
Senators in this Chamber, and 1 am impelled to ask for a 
quorum. 

Mr. JONES. I would prefer the Senator would not do that. 
I know Senators are busy in committees and on committee 
work, and they can not be both there and on the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course, if the Senator objects, I will 
not insist upon the point. 

Mr. JONES. I am not objecting. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator knows that he is discussing 
a very important matter, and on the other side of the Chamber 
I see only ‘two Senators. It does seem to me that we ought 
to have more here to listen to this discussion. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I hope the Senator from 
North Carolina will insist upon his point of order. This is a 
very able speech, and there ought to be a larger attendance 





. | of Senators. 
knots, of twenty-five or thirty or forty thousand tons, and run | 





Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is explaining the matter very 
lucidly and very strongly. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, The Senator insists upon 
his point of order? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I insist upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


3arkley Ferris King Sheppard 
Bayard Fess La Follette Shipstead 
Bingham Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
Black Frazier aaomery Smith 
Blaine George Mayfield Steck 
Blease Gerry Metcalf Steiwer 
Bratton Gillett Moses Stephens 
Brookhart Glass Neely Swanson 
Broussard Hale Norris Thomas 
Bruce Harris Oddie Trammell 
Capper Harrison Overman Tyson 
Caraway Hawes Phipps Wagner 
Copeland Hayden Pittman Waish, Mass. 
Couzens Heflin Ransdell Waterman 
Curtis Howell Reed, Mo. Watson 
Deneen Johnson Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Dill Jones Robinson, Ind. Willis 
Edge Kendrick Sackett 

Edwards Keyes Schall 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-four Senators having 


answered to their names, a quorum is present, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I get many editorials from 
papers and a great many letters from individuals denouncing 
Government ownership of ships and urging that the Govern- 
ment get out of the shipping business, turn over the ships to 
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private parties, and let us have a merchant marine in privat | 


control and under private wnership. I have not seen a singh 
editorial, I have not ecelved i singl letter poil ting oul how 
this can be accomplished or how it can be done 

I received a shor i fron g le i ( \ i 
a let iking me to task quite severely for urging Gover! 
ment shipping. H l, “We wa private ppil 1 wi 
back and asked him t ll me how w ld get private shi 
j 2S and I pu this qu i hiy Phere ( ly W 
ways to have merc} rine: One is through private ente! 
DI and the other is through the Governme Private « 
prise, apparently, will 1 g I t ithout Gove ‘ d 
Congress will ne provide th id that is necessary) so. the 
dilemma is, either Government ownership or ! hipping.” I 
said, “I should like to know how you stand on this prox 
tion.” I said to him, “ I prefer Government shipping to m 
hipping, and I should like to have you teil pn whether y 


prefer Government shipping to 
auswer to this letter 
As I say, you read editorials in our papers det 


Government merchant marin None of them pi s out how we 





are going to get privately owned shippil 2. 


The Herald-Tribune New York a few days o had quite a 


sharp editorial referri tT his a 1 foolish proposit l nd 
suggesting that we were pressing a very foolish propositi 

suggesting that the G rnment should get out of business and 
let private capital id private ownership give us: a merchant 


murine; but they did not suggest how we could get it or how 
it could be done, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an 
interruption ? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator 

Mr. COPELAND. 1 should y to tl 
I was quite embarrassed because of the fact that the Herald 
Tribune, to which the Senator refers, sp ke kindly of me It 
has never done that before, and I quite mistrust myself when 
the Herald-Tribune praises me for anything. 

Mr. JONES. I am rather inclined to think, in view of that 
editorial, that the Senator is fully justified in mistrusting it. 
I do not mind these criticisms. Il am glad to have them I 

these papers are just as anxious to have a merchant 

inarine as | am; but they ought to realize the situation that 


ie Senator that 


confronts us, and if they are opposed to Government shipping 
they should point out how we can get the aid that will giv 
us private shipping. I should like for them to say, also, 


whether or not they prefer no merchant marine to a Govern 
ment-owned merchant marine. pome ol our people seem to 
take that position 

One of the Senators on this floor a few days ago gave m¢ 
the impression that that at least was his attitude. He said, 
Sell our ships; get the Government out of this; abolish the 
Shipping Board. In my judgment, that means no shipping 


In iny judgment, that cpresses the attitude that rather than 

have Government ships they would prefer to have no shippin 

at all. It is all right for any Senator or any newspaper to 
‘ 


take a position of that kind if he or it believes it. 


I would 
prefer almost any course that will give us a merchant marin 
rather than to have none at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Was! 
ington yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 


Mr. JONES I yield t he Senator 

Mr. SIMMONS. A great many ships have been sold o1 
given away, one or another—practically given away, in most 
instances—by the Shipping Board. In connection with the 


arguinent the Senator is now making, I should be very glad 
if he would tell the Senator and the country what has beco! 
of these vessels that the Shipping Board has disposed of and 
put into privy ite hands atte live years What has become of 
them? Are they still under the American flag? 

Mr. JONES. I do not think the five years has expired in 


any case in connecti with a sale of that sort. I do not 
think the time is up; but when the time is up these ships can 


go into our coastwise trade if they are not satisfied with the 
business that they are doing on the rouies upon which they 
are running. I have feared that with the sale of these ships 
on a five-year basis, at the end of that time they would go 
into the coastwise trade 

I am satisfied they will do it if they are net making money 
I have heard of no company that purchased the ships under 
the five-ye i i ! is creating a reserve fund out of 
which to replace the ones they are running 
as they wear out. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Permit me to ask the Senator anothe 
question. If the Shipping Board continues to dispose of these 
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s and they a go in priv ! ] euat y is 
l Government that vw 1xi s Nuvy 
pur} ¢ ( nati 
Mr. JONES. We have 1 — we 
i ] r bh is 19 ' 2 ‘ 





S \ : 
e years nol kK} I l i \ 
go under a reign flag \ ‘ t 
~ l I rd | ere l I Lile¢ i ’ i 
Mr. SIMMONS. If these ships are built and 
vernment, as provided in the bil hey will SO ¢ l i 
uxiliaries to the Navy 
Mr. JONES. We provide that in the b 
Mr. SIMMONS That is ] vided in the bi That will cost 
rove! n t some ing > s Sena ink i ( 
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Shall an aroused he 1 
right and s G nt ( rt f 
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No doubt Mr. Edgerton is fine man. no doubt |} 


ible man, no doubt he is a good business man, and he gives 
xpression to this sentiment because of his opposition to the 
Government in business. But apparently he does not consider 
he fact that we have no privately owned American merchant 


irine, that we have no private capital to which these s! 
will go, that will run them and replace them and keep the 
ces going, and build new ships, and bring those now in e) 


~ ati i 
ice up to date; and he does not seem to appreciate ft) fa 
that apparently it is impossible to get Congress to pass legislation 
that will induce private capital to go into the shipbuilding busi 


ness and the ship-operating business under the American flag 
That phase of it is, in a way, the controlling phase of tl 
ise. It is because we can not induce private capital to go into 
this that we are urging this measure We believe that we 
hould have this measure to give us a merchant marine, rather 

n to have none at all. 

Mr. SMITH. I want to ask the Senator whether the par 
who made the statement he has just read, inviting us t oO 
back to where we belong and get out of business, is in favor 
of a subsidy or not? 

Mr. JONES. I do not know whether he is or not. I would 
euess that he would probably be 

Mr. SMITH. Very wel For 60 years or more we have had 

merchant marine, and the advocates of a privately owned 
merchant marine come to Congress and insist that w I 





zuarantee them against any loss out of the Treas of th 

United States in order that they may compete with foreign 
countries. That is inviting us to go into the shipping bu 5 
to that extent, at least, for the benefit of the private individuals 
who own these vessels, when the proposition of the Senator 


and those who are advocating his measure is that whenever loss 





is sustained the Government shall assume, and whatever pr 
there are the Government shall have them » that tl profits 
and losses shall be distributed for the a int of all the Amer- 


ican people, and not private individua 
Mr. JONES Mr. President, I have here a quotatior from 
the address of Philip H. Gadsden to the United States Chamber 
of Commerce at its meeting on May 4, 1927. Mr. Gadsden is 
| very highly spoken of here as a splendid citizen and a fine busi- 
| ness man, and I have no doubt that these cor 
fully justified Yet he does not seem to appreciate what the 
| shipping situation is. This is what he said: 


i 





mendations are 


No gs] ial familiarity with the problems of the shipping business is 


| needed by business men of America to pass judgment upon the policy 


f the Government owning and operating a merchant marine. 


Possibly it is true that he understands fully the problem 
business and that he thinks that no special 
familiarity is needed with reference to it B 


y tut he evidently 
does not know, or at least does not think very much about, 


of the shipping 
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what we might term the political situation, if you please, which 
exists in Congress. He said: 


This is only a phase of a much larger question which at this time is 
giving the business men of the United States concern, and that is, 
liow far shall Government invade the field of business? 


Then he said: 
As I understand the temper of the business men of this country, 
we are opposed to Government entering into any phase of business, 


and we are looking hopefully to the time in the near future when the 
Government will retire from the shipping business. 


Note this statement as showing the apparent unfamiliarity of 
this great business man with the shipping history and business 
conditions of the country: 

We are looking hopefully to the time in the near future when 
(sovernment will retire from the sbipping business and turn back this 
reat field of American business into the hands of American business. 


American business, if it ever had the shipping business, has 
not had it for at least 60 years, There is no American business 
thit had charge of shipping business to which this could 
be turned back, as this gentleman seems to suggest, and Ameri- 
can business is not ready, it is not willing, it will not take over 
the shipping business without some Government aid. Mr. 
Gadsden ought to realize that, and I would just like to know 
what Mr. Gadsden would say to the proposition, If we must 
have Government shipping in order to have a merchant marine, 
do you prefer to have none rather than to have Government 
shipping? 

Then another gentleman who seemed to be quite influential 
in connection with the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States was William H. Douglass, of New York. I know that 
Mr. Douglass is a very fine man and a very patriotic citizen. 
What does he say with reference to the resolution then pending 
before the chamber of commerce?— 

As the resolution says, we have got to have something substantial 
in the way of a mail or a direct subsidy to enable those ships to be 
run to advantage by the people who take them up and put their money 
into those operations Unless you do that, and Congress subscribes 
to that policy, you will never be able to build up an American merchant 
marine, 


I assume that he means in private hands, and that, Mr. 
President, emphasizes the attitude and view of the committee. 
He said further: 

We have got to do something for shipping other than talk. The 
Congress of the United States have got to make up their minds to 
pay a reasonable subvention to establish these lines and keep them 
going. 3 
Mr. Douglass, I think, was a Member of the House a good 
many years ago. He appreciates the political phase of the situ- 
tion, and the really practical phase of it. He says that you 
can not have shipping in private hands without Government 
aid, and he ought to know well enough the history of this 
proposition to realize the difficulties and practically the abso- 
lute impossibility of getting Congress to extend such aid. 

The Chamber of Commerce of the United States passed a 
resolution the logical result of which, as I construe it, as I 
understand their attitude, is that they would rather have no 
merchant marine than a Government merchant marine. 

Mr. President, I do not favor that position. I think, as I 
said before, that a merchant marine is of such vital conse- 
quence not only to commerce but to our national security that 
if I can not get it other than by Government, I take it by 
Government, 

I want to note just one objection made to the Government 
running these ships. They say that the Government should 
not compete with private enterprise and private shipping lines, 
and that is one objection that is urged to-day to the action of 
the Shipping Board. The Government ships are not now being 
run in competition with private shipping and private lines. The 
Shipping Board is striving to keep from doing that. It does 
not desire to put the Government resources up against private 
enterprise where private enterprise is doing things and actually 
carrying on the business. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is not that the announced policy of the 
Shipping Board? 

Mr. JONES. I think so. I want to call attention to what 
I might term the flimsiness of this objection. There is only one 
ship privately owned that was not purchased from the Ship- 
ping Board, flying the American flag, that is running across the 
Atlantic, and that is a ship under the International Mercantile 
Murine, 
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Mr. President, there are many objections urged to Govern- 
ment ownership and Government operation of ships. For the 
sake of the argument, I am going to concede every one of them. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Mr. President, I do not know whether they 
still have the contract or not, but the International Mercantile 
Marine, as the Senator will recall, a few years ago had a con- 
tract with Great Britain that if war ever broke out all of the 
sbips they had should be turned over to Great Britaiz. 

Mr. JONES. Those things are in the record, and the con- 
tracts of those lines with the railroads of the country, by which 
they were to give a preference to foreign ships, and so on, are 
all in the record; but I am not going into those things now. 

Mr, President, we can build a merchant marine. The Govern- 
ment can do it. We can operate it. We are operating it. In 
my judgment we can eventually operate it efficiently and 
economically. We are getting down to an economical basis even 
to-day with the uncertainties that exist and with the character 
of ships we have. Just a few years ago we appropriated 
$50,000,000 a year to make up the deficit in connection with the 
operation of our ships. For the current year, my recollection is, 
that we had an appropriation of only a little over $13,000,000 
for that purpose. I understand that the estimates by the Ship- 
ping Board to operate the lines which it established and its 
shipping during the next year are only a little over $13,000,000. 
In a bill which is likely to pass the other body to-day there is 
an appropriation of a little over $12,000,000. It is very likely 
that that $12,000,000 will take care of the operation of those 
ships. Possibly they will get the cost reduced and bring it 
down to a lower sum. They have been gradually reducing it 
every year during the last five or six years. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. FLETCHER. My information is that the cost of opera- 
tion this last November was something like 20 per cent less 
than it was for the corresponding month a year ago. The cost 
of operation is being cut down and the efficiency of service 
being built up, because they seem to be now seriously trying to 
make the operation a success, 

Shortly after the war, during the high-rate period, our ships 
actually made money. There was a profit then of nearly $200,- 
000,000, so that if that were set opposite all our losses it would 
be found that really the Government operation has cost the 
people of the country very little, if any, money at all. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

Mr, JONES. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to inquire of the Senator whether 
the American railroads are still operating under contracts by 
which they turn to foreign shipping all the overseas trade which 
they carry to the ocean? I understand that our railroads did 
not patronize American ships, but carried the freight and de- 
livered it to foreign ships for transshipment across the ocean. 

Mr. JONES. My understanding is that those contracts have all 
been canceled. I have not locked into this phase of the matter 
for two or three years. At that time there was just one trans- 
continental road that had an agreement of that kind, but my 
understanding is that they have all canceled those agreements, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Washington a question? 

Mr, JONES. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Florida suggested and, 
as I understood, the Senator from Washington concurred in the 
statement that in the last year they have reduced operating 
expenses some 20 per cent. ’ 

Mr. JONES. That was in one month as compared with the 
corresponding month of the preceding year. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Of what did those sayings consist? 

Mr. JONES. Probably the Senator may have looked into 
that matter. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought the 
Senator had looked into it. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator from Florida suggested that sav- 
ing. 

Mr. CARAWAY. There must have been a tremendous waste 
in the administration of the previous year that could have its 
overhead reduced 20 per cent in a month. I agree with the 
Senator from Washington that we have to have a merchant 
marine. There is an operating loss now of about $12,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. That was during the last year. The current 
year is estimated at about $13,000,000. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does that take into consideration any re- 
placement? 

Mr. JONES. No; I think not. 

Mr. CARAWAY. No recapitalization? 

Mr. JONES. No; it is just the actual operating expenses. 
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Mr. CARAWAY. About what is the necessary replacement 
fund for the fleet? If we were going to keep it up to a stand- 
ard. how much would we have to have for that purpose? 

Mr. JONES. I am going to come to that just a little bit 
later. I have not touched on that yet. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not want to go into the 
question of a subsidy because that has been 
will be paying and are paying a subsidy of 
dollars. We are going into the Treasury to get 
ate the ships. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; 

Mr. CARAWAY. I hope the Senator will tell 
much, re place ment and every other 
paying for the privilege of running the ships. 

Mr. JONES. I am going to note the replacement in just a 
little bit. In connection with this matter, while we are paying 
out of the Treasury, maybe, $13,000,000 or $15,000,000 or 
$16,000,000 to make up the difference between the receipts and 
the expense of shipping, that takes no account of the effect on 
the shipping and upon the rates that our people have to pay. 
In my judgment, if our shipping gets off the seas, as it will 
unless we provide some method of replacement, then our people 
are going to pay higher rates for the transportation of their 
products than they are paying now or have been paying in the 
last few years. In my judgment, the reduction that we can 
class as due to American ships operated by the Government is 
inany, many times the amount we have had to take out of the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I did not expect to go into 
That is always subject to speculation, but I have no doubt it is 
true. What I was trying to get at is this: I want to find out 
just what it is actually costing us, and I am sure the Senator 
has that information, 

Mr. JONES. It is about $13,000,000. 

Mr. CARAWAY. But that does not 
replacements ? 

Mr. JONES. We are not replacing anything. 

Mr. CARAWAY. It does not take into consideration invested 
capital. About what would it be if the invested capital cost 
us interest and if replacement was charged against us? I want 
to get that information if I can. 

Mr. JONES. If the Senator takes the original capital, which 
is over $38,000,000,000 

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, a lot of that is gone. I am talk- 
ing about the number of ships actually now in operation. 

Mr. JONES. It is estimated that the ships we now have are 
worth about $150,000,000. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is our invested capital. 

Mr. JONES. We may term that our invested capital. 
is no interest and no depreciation of our 
account, and they are depreciating very fast. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What would it us annually for re- 
placement even to keep that number of ships on the sea? 

Mr. JONES. To keep the number of ships we now have on 
the sea, the number that we have running now of good up-to- 
date ships, would cost about $25,000,000 a year for about 10 
years. That is the estimate of the Shipping Board. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Would it end with the expiration of the 10 
years? 

Mr. JONES. It would depend on what we provide for. That 
is what we ought to have to replace the ships we have now. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then there would be a sinking fund neces 
sary to replace those vessels over a period of years. What is 
the average lifetime of a ship? 

Mr. JONES. It is 20 to 25 years. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon for taking so 
much of his time, but is it not the tendency more and more 
now to seek much swifter ships to carry freight? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Combination ships which carry passengers 
and freight? 

Mr. JONES. Those are the things in 
ficient now and which we must have. 

Mr. CARAWAY. We can hardly get freight for the slower 
boats. 

Mr. JONES. Just certain kinds of freight. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The higher rated freights seek the faster 
ships. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, assuredly. That is one of the imperative 
things in the adoption of a definite plan now. I will touch on 
that a little later, but I will say now that our ships are getting 
out of date. They are not able to compete with the ships of 
other countries. Great Britain and Germany have now ships 
of 14, 15, and 16 knots in the place of ships which four or five 
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rs ago were running 10 or 12 knots Most of our ships are 


10 and 12 knot vessels. If we are going to « with their 





ips, we will have to have ships of equal or g r speed I 

would like to see our ships 1 knot ahead of theirs all the time 
Mr. CARAWAY. ‘Then they would build ships 1 knot faster 
in ours 

Mr. JONES. They probably would 

Mr. CARAWAY. I understand. We have these ships They 
are all obsolete or obsolescent. Would the b ik it ib 
solutely impossible to dispose of them if we should adopt it 
without an amendment? Even though we have to build ships 
to replace them, would we not be unable to sell our present 
hips? 

Mr. JONES. We have an amendment from the committee, 
which has been proposed by the committee, providing that these 
ships can not be sold except by unanimous vote of the Shipping 
Board 

Mr. CARAWAY. If we adopt that amendment, th: will we 

t be unable to sell the ships even though we have to build 
better ships and faster ships to take their place 


Mr. JONES Suppose we discuss that when the amendment 
s up. It is an amendment to the bill and 
full discussion at that time. I thought I 
the amendment until it comes up. 


Mr. CARAWAY. I did not 


will be open to 
would not discuss 


know what 


the arrangement was 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator vield 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. JONES. I yield 
Mr. COPELAND. To make a little fuller reply to the Sen- 


tor from Arkansas, in 1926 we carried in combination cargo 
and passenger ships between the United States and north and 
tlantic ports of Europe 1,969,000 and only 4 per 
cent of that was carried on American ships. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Under kind of an ag that 
we enter into with the shipping of all other countries, have 
we not rather gotten the worst of the arrangement? 

Mr. JONES. The Senator is talking about 
they are called, and so on? 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. Really I do not know whether we 
It would not surprise me if we have. 

Mr. CARAWAY Does not the Senator think we are making 
a mistake by appointing our agents from among old shipping 
concerns which are not American and which are interested 
in their own ships, ships of their own nationality, and when 


south tons 


some eement 


conferences, as 


have or not 


they undertake to serve our lines and serve those lines we 
get rather the worst of it? 

Mr. JONES. I think so. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Is it proposed to abolish that? 


Mr. JONES. 
I shall discuss, 

Mr. CARAWAY. I have had that experience myself of being 
sent to a shipping concern and finding out that it represented 
the shippers of its own nationals, and that everything we 
was absolutely useless and worthless and not fit to travel on 

Mr. JONES. We can build an American merchant marine. 
We can operate it. It will cost us money, it is true, but the 
Government is able to do it. What will that likely lead to? 
The building up of an American merchant marine from the 
beginning was a tremendous task. We had no experience. We 
had practically been out of the business for half a century 
We had no agents anywhere throughout the world to see to 
getting cargoes for our ships or to represent or handle American 
interests. We had no trade connections in the various 
tries in the world. The British Government, through its board 
of trade and through its shipping, has agents all over the world 
to look after especially English business and English ships. 
It has trade connections all over the world, and in my judgment 
no more, and no more effective, trade agents anywhere in the 
world than in the United States itself. 


I have that in my notes as the next thing that 


had 


coun- 


They have connections with our banks; they have connec 
tions, aS suggested a moment ago, with our transportation 
facilities and transportation lines. They are in close touch 
with the business interests and business development ever 
where throughout the country. They have men who are pr 
marily interested in British lines and British business and 
British trade. We had nothing of that kind. We have not 


yet. That is what we ought to have and is what, in my judg 
ment, we can build up only under a stable system. In my judg 
ment, though it may take time, if the Government gets behind 
the merchant marine, we would develop agencies with skilled 
people in charge. 
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As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] suggested, 
much of our business in the ports of the world is looked after 
now by foreigners, and in many cases looked after by British 
agents, 

I do not blame them, It is the natural thing for them to 
favor their Own people. Whenever they have the opportunity 
they will do it. What we want te do is to develop American 
agencies, to place skilled American representatives at least in 
the principal ports of the werld to look primarily after Ameri- 
cal shipping and American interests, and if we put our mer- 
chant marine upon a stable basis, we shall then get that class 
of men and that class of agencies, 

Then we want to assure to our people and to our business 
interests continuous and regular service. We complain a good 
deal becuuse American citizens sail in ships operating under 
foreign flags; there is much complaint about that. We hear 
also much complaint because American business men ship their 
freight and bring it in on ships flying foreign flags. I want to 
see the American people patronize American ships both as 
passevgers and with their freight; but we can not complain, 
we have no right to criticize our people, unless we furnish them 
up-to-date and regular service to do those things. In my judg- 
ment, if we shall furnish equal accommodations, equal service, 
equal shipping facilities we shall fin@ Americans patronizing 
that shipping both as passengers and for bringing in and 
sending out their freight. 

As I understand, it is true that the English merchant 
insists upon his goods being shipped in English ships and 
upon his imports being brought in in English ships. That is 
a line thing, that is a patriotic thing to do. I am glad to see 
the Englishmen do it. When we obtain suitable and ample 
service we shall have a right to criticize Americans if they 
do not take the same attitude with regard to American ships. 
When we get the proper shipping, we can insist that the goods 
Wwe export to any place on the face of the earth shall be sent 
there in ships flying the American flag, and we can insist, 
when we have ample shipping, that goods brought into this 
country shall be carried in American ships. 

Of course, we do not seek to drive our British friends off 
the seas; nobody proposes that we should take all the trans 
portation and shipping business of the world. All we ask is 
that this great Nation shall have its due part in the world’s 
shipping trade. By the shipping act of 1920 we declared that 
American ships should carry at least 50 per cent of our trade. 
That is all we ask; that is all we seek. If we shall have 
suitable ships to do that, then we shall have ships suitable 
and sufficient for all of our purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I will ask the 
Senator from Washington what percentage of our trade is now 
curried in American ships? 

Mr. JONES. Outside of tankers, and of ships owned by 
companies which operate them primarily to carry their own 
products and their own manufactures, we are carrying in the 
overseas trade less than 30 per cent of American trade; I 
think it is down to about 22 per cent. Before the World War 
it was down to about 9 or 10 per cent, and since the war the 
percentage has gradually decreased every year until, as I 
have stated, in that particular elass it is now down to about 
25 per cent, a little less than 30 per cent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will 
Washington yield to me? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not likely that if the Government 
goes into the shipping business, as the Senator proposes, it will 
force private enterprise out of the very business that it is now 
struggling to carry on? 

Mr. JONES. ‘To what private enterprise under the American 
flag does the Senator from Connecticut refer? We have eross- 
ing the Atlintic Ocean between this country and Europe only 
one ship under the American flag which is privately owned, 
und that is one of the ships of the International Mercantile 
Marine. There are no American ships in the overseas trade 
between this country and Europe primarily privately owned 
for us to drive out of business. Of course there is the North 
Atiantic Line, which is owned by the Government; there are 
some ships running to different quarters of the world that 
have been bought from the Shipping Board, if they may be 
classed as privately owned; but there are no privately owned 
ships flying the American flag running between this country 
and Great Britain and continental Europe for us to drive out 
of business. 

Mr. President, what is the situation now with reference to 
our shipping? We have a large number of ships, aggregating 


the Senator from 


a considerable tonnage, but that shipping was constructed hur- 
riedly; it was constructed under the impetus and the needs 
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of war. It was not constructed for any specific or special serv- 
ice. One great advantage of British shipping is that it was 
largely constructed for special services, constructed to meet 
certain special conditions. 

Our shipping is not constructed with any such purpose in 
view as that; it was constructed, as I have said, hurriedly; 
the ships were practically thrown together and they are now 
practically out of date. We are failing behind our com- 
petitors. 

I have here a statement showing the character of our ships 
and those of our competitors. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that other nations are replacing their 
ships, Since the war they have been building better ships 
than they ever have built before; they are building faster 
ships and ships with better appliances for handling freight, 
better suited to the trades in which they are engaged. Such 
ships have been built in large numbers by other nations. 

In an article by Alfred H. Haag, director department of 
international shipping, Georgetown University School of For- 
eign Service, I find an interesting list of ships built by foreign 
nations. The article is in the Georgetown College Journal of 
January 28. I wish to read what the author says: 

Years have slipped by while the question has been argued whether 
our shipping shall be under Government or private control. In the 
meantime our competitors have been actively engaged in rehabilitating 
their shipping, even in the face of their severe economic handicaps 

What is the result? We have been completely outbuilt by all of 
them, At the present time we are hopelessly outranked in modern types 
of ships to meet the keen competition in overseas trade routes. A 
striking example of a nation retrieving her shipping is that of Ger- 
many, which now has a modern fleet of merchant ships of over three 
and one-half million gross tons. 

Shipbuilding activities of the principal maritime nations from 1922— 


That was after the World War closed— 


to 1927 are disclosed in the following table: 
Great Britain—number of ships built, 882; gross tonnage, 4,905,853, 
Germany—192 ships; 1,118,635 gross tons. 
France—104 ships; 630,613 tons, 
Italy—S7 ships; 711,499 tons. 
Japan——75 ships; 335,327 tons, 
United States— 


At the foot of the list— 
eighteen ships of 195,191 tons, 
The author then says: 


The above figures show that Great Britain outbuilt us 45 to 13 
Germany, 10 to 1; France, 5 to 1; Italy, 5 to 1; and Japan, 4 to 1. 


I have not looked into it carefully but, in my judgment, the 
ships that we have built, or at any rate a good many of them, 
probably were under contract at the close of the war. 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SACKETT. The Senator has just read figures showing 
the number of ships built by foreign nations compared to the 
number built by the United States. The foreign vessels were 
all built and operated under the stimulus of subsidies from 
their respective governments, were they not? 

Mr. JONES. I think most of the nations referred to pay 
subsidies and give government aid. 

Mr. SACKETT. That has much to do with the fact that 
they have built up their merchant marines to the extent indi- 
cated compared with the small amount of tonnage built by the 
United States, has it not? 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to concede that. I do not know 
just how far it is true, but I am willing to concede it. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWELL. Is it not a fact that the subsidies paid by 
Great Britain are very small and would not at all be satisfac- 
tory to vessel owners in this country? 

Mr. JONES. If we did not give American Owners any more 
than the British now give their shipping interests, I doubt that 
it would be satisfactory to shipowners in the United States; 
but we must not overlook the fact in connection with that 
suggestion that Great Britain is established in the shipping 
business. What did she do to become established? If anyone 
will read the history of Great Britain and her shipping, he will 
find that she took the most drastic measures to develop British 
shipping. She gave subsidies of a substantial character; she 
prohibited the trade of her colonies and other dependencies 
from being carried on in foreign bottoms; she restricted such 
trade absolutely to British ships. Great Britain took the steps 
which were necessary originally to build up a merchant marine. 
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Mr. JONES. The Senator from Kentucky rose first, id I ) createst assets 
d to him at this time | ir. BINGHAM, My information is 1 like that of the S« 
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Ir. SACKETT. Was there not practically a payment by the Mr. FLETCHER. The Government owns them. rhe n 


Government for the entire ship? Did it not amount to that | chant marine is one of Canada’s greatest assets 
the long run? Mr. BINGHAM. Does not the Canadian Pacific Railways 
Mr. JONES. I do not know just how far the payments went, | own the ships instead of the Government’ 

but they went a long way. Mr. FLETCHER. No; the Government owns them, but th 
Mr. SACKETT. They are very fine ships administrative agency of the Government that administers 
Mr. FLETCHER. They were all equipped as naval aux riuilroads also administers the ships 
ries, Mr. BINGHAM Does the Government run the railroads 
Mr. JONES. Oh, yes Mr. fELETCHER. Yes 





Mr: SACKETT. But the subsidy paid for the building of Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me. there are two 
those ships amounted practically to their construction by the | railroad systems in Canada 
Government, provided the Government was given the right to Mr. BINGHAM. Surely the Government dves not « ife 
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that is concerned Other nations, Great Britain especially, Mr. FLETCHER. I did not know that the Senator was draw 
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chant mari I admire Great Britain greatly for it. If | owned and operated by the Government. 
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Mr. COPELAND. A moment ago the Senator spoke about | ships. I do not know as to tha 
hipbuilding activities abroad at the present time. I should Mr. MOSES The have a very fir line running to the 
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The White Star Line in England is building a ship of 60,000 | that is owned by the Canadian Pacific Railway. I think it 


ms, Which will be the largest ship afloat. The Cunard Line only the Grand Trunk that is Government owned. 

has placed a contract with shipbuilders on the Clyde for a Mr. FLETCHER. It may be that that is the «: 

$30,000,000 ship to replace the Mauretania. These will be the Mr. NORRIS. The ¢ anadian Pacific is a privatel owned 

largest ships that up to this time have ever been built, and they | , 

are now actually under construction in shipyards in Europe. | 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield at 


nilroad 
Mr. SACKETT. Privately owned 

; ; | Mr. NORRIS, The Canudian National, I think, is the name 

that point to permit me to ask a question before he sits down? of the Government-owned railroad They may both operate 
Mr. JONES. I yield ships, as far as I know | 
Mir. BINGHAM. Does the Senator know how much Govern Mi SACKETT. I do 


o. 8 : ; . s not know whether the Canadian Na 
ment aid is being given to the projects in Germany and Great 


=s ‘ : c tional operates ships or not The Canadian Pacifie does 
britain to which he refers? Mr. JONES. Now. Mr. President. just a brief reference to 
Mr, COPELAND. I can say that in Great Britain they are | «pho condition of our shipping as compared with the shipping 
getting three-quarters of a million dollars a year for subven- | o¢ our competitors so far as the character of the ships is con 
tious for the sake of having their ships at the disposal of the | cerned, I have here, from the same article from whieh I read 
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: Great Britain has 1,280 ships of 12 knots and over ihe 
\ SINGH Mr. Preside av I sav: : ri at , . «© ' 
; [r. BINGHAM. Mr. CONC, may [ say at that point that | United States has 235. She has more than five times whut we 
figures have been printed recently in the newspapers with | have 


regard to the merchant marine of Japan, which the Senator 
from Washington just said has built four times as many ships 
is we have in a given period, to show that within the next two 
or three months, if not already, there will be begun the con- | 
struction of the largest ships on the Pacific Ocean, with the we 
intent of cutting down the time between Asia and the Pacific have 37 ; : 
coast, and that these ships are being built under grants of aid Of ships of 18 knots and over, Great Britain has 58. We 
from the Japanese Government, guaranties of interest on the | have 6. 

stock, and yery large subsidies. That is the kind of thing with Of ships of 20 knots and over, Great Britain has 12. We 
which we have to contend; and it is by means of these sub- | have 2. 


| Of ships of 14 knots and over, Great Britain has 435 WwW 
have 101. In other words, she has four times as many as we 
have. 

Of ships of 16 knots and over, Great Britain has 145. We 
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Mr. JONES. I suppose not. How does the Senator suppose 
that we will get that many under our flag? Can we get them 
through private enterprise? 

Mr. MOSES. We certainly can if we will pay a subsidy. 

Mr. JONES. But will we do it? 

Mr. MOSES, I will. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, the Senator will, but he is not a 
majority. That is the trouble. I weuld, too; I would join with 
the Senator; but we can not do it. 

Mr. MOSES. The Senator -and I can possibly make a 
majority. 

Mr. SACKETT. TIT should like to agree to help out. 

Mr. JONES. I wish we could; but 1 pointed out a while ago 
the fact that for 16 years we have not been able to do it, and I 
think we have had just about as great men in the Senate and 
in the House as we have bere to-day. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Is the Senator's argument this, then: That 
if we were as small as Japan or Great Britain, and were an 
insular country, so that more of our citizens could appreciate 
What was going on upon the ocean, we probably would be will- 
ing to do what they are doing, to pay tor the privilege of having 
a merchant marine by granting a subsidy in various forms; but 
that since we are such a continental country, and such a large 
number of our people are far distant from salt water, it is 
useless ? 

Mr. JONES. No; I have not wearied my mind with trying 
to find out why men vote this way and men vote that way. I 
kuow they do it, and they have done it for 50 years; and I have 
not any indication that they have changed their minds or that 
they Lave changed their attitude, or that we may expect a dif- 
ferent vote in the Senate or the House. The Senator was not 
here five years ago when we sat here day and night, with 22 
majority in this body, trying to pass a subsidy bill, and we 
could not do it. If we could not do it then, is there any man 
in this body who believes that there is any chance to do it 
now ? 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator might refer to the experience 
that this country had once when we enjoyed a subsidy similar 
to that which is suggested now. We had a subsidy once in the 
United States. The worst scandal the country ever went 
through was experienced at that time, and it got us no shipping. 

Mr, JONES. Mr, President, I have taken much more time 
than I intended to take, and I am going to finish in just a 
moment. 

Some people say, “ We do not need any new ships.” They 
say, “ We have lots of ships”; but I have just shown you the 
character of the ships that we have compared with the same 
kind of ships of Great Britain, our principal competitor. I 
have here a statement made by General Dalton, who is at the 
head of the Fleet Corporation, and knows the situation. He 
says: 

It is essential that America seriously consider at this time the build- 
ing of a new American merchant marine of vessels unequaled in type 
and speed on the high seas, so that our megchant fleet can hold its 
place by sheer merit in the face of foreign competition on every essen- 
tial trade route, and prove its value as a national asset through the 
character of the service it can render to our people. 

The formulation of a program for the building of this merchant- 
marine fleet that can be carried to an early and successful compiction 
can no longer be delayed unless we are to lose all the advantages 
which we have gained during the past six years of the costly pioneering 
effort made by the Shipping Board to establish our merchant flag upon 
the trade routes that are vital to the prosperity of our Nation. 


And, Mr. President, in the report made on a similar bill at 
the last session of Congress, I quoted from the report of the 
Shipping Board on that measure. This is over a year ago. 
Some people say, “Oh, we do not need to be in a hurry. We 
huve plenty of ships. We do not need to siart on this new 
program ”; but note what General Dalton says. 

Then I find this. The Shipping Board said: 

In the present state of world shipping it is practically impossible 
to sell our vessels for private operation in foreign trade and at the 
same time retain them in American ownership and under American 
registry. 


And then, as to the declaration of section 4 of that bill, 
relative to the replacement of vessels, they say: 


The declaration * * * is most timely not only from the view- 
point of our foreign commerce but also from the viewpoint of our 
national defense. Any business enterprise which fails to make proper 
provision for replacement, whether it be of machinery or of vessels, 
not only as these wear out but as they may become obsolete, must 
ultimately go into liquidation. It is useless to make pronouncements 
concerning the intentions of the United States to maintain and develop 
an adequate merchant marine unless such declarations are supported 
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by assurances that new yessels of the most modern type will be sup- 
plied as the old vessels depreciate and as our forcign trade develops. 


Why, Mr. President, it seems to me that that is a matter of 
common sense. Everybody knows, every business man knows, 
that if his tools become inferior to those of his competitor 
he will be driven out of business; that in order to maintain 
himself he must get up-to-date tools and up-to-date instruments. 

Suppose we do nothing at this Congress. Suppose no steps 
are taken looking toward a permanent policy. When can we 
do anything? You can not count on our being able to do any- 
thing short of at least two years. The next session of Con- 
gress is a short session. We can not pass any controverte 
legislation with reference to this matter in that session. Then, 
unless an extra session is called, Congress will not be in session 
until the next December, two years from now; and then how 
long would it take to pass legislation? Then, after it was 
passed, it would take a year or two to build the ships, so w« 
ean not count on anything substantial being done inside of 
three or four years. 

Mr. President, in my judgment by that time the fleet that 
we have will be practically gone. Not only will it be obsolete 
but it will be absolutely impossible for it to compete with onr 
competitors and maintain our trade and maintain our business 

In my judgment, this session is the critical session for the 
merchant marine of this country. I may be wrong about it: |] 
hope I am; but if we do not do something at this session the 
ehances are that we will be going right back to where we were 
when the World War broke out. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] inquired a while 
ago, “What necessary replacements are required?” I want 
just briefly to refer to that, and give you the ideas of the Ship- 
ping Board, which has charge of this matter; and, whatever we 
may think about the Shipping Board, it is the instrumentality 
that is dealing directly with this problem and with our ships. 

We hear a great deal of criticism of our Shipping Board. 
They may have made mistakes, but we must bear in mind that 
they had a tremendous problem to handle, and they had to han- 
dle it under very difficult conditions, and in a very difficult 
situation. I think, taking it on the whole, they have done a 
good work. They know what the condition of the fleet is; they 
know what it requires. 

I remember that a few years ago—TI think nearly three years 
ago—a committee was appointed, after very urgent request, to 
consider the condition of our fieet and devise a program of 
replacement, so as not only to maintain our fleet, but to put it 
right in the forefront. They prepared very carefully a program 
of what they felt was necessary. That was a couple of years 
ago. The necessity is more urgent to-day than it was then. 
Possibly the program will need to be enlarged, even. This is 
what they say. I am going to read it: 

The immediate needs of the Government's merchant fleet are as fol- 
lows: 

Reconditioning of the steamships Agamemnon and Mount Vernon. 


This was a couple of years ago. I understand that in the ap- 
propriation bill which will come over in a day or two provi- 
sion is made for the reconditioning of those two ships. Some 
of our friends claim that these ships would not meet the situa- 
tion on the North Atlantic at all. Possibly they will not, but 
the Shipping Board says that the hulls of those ships are good, 
that they are in splendid condition, and that the ships can be 
reconditioned at a cost of $6,000,000 each. That is a large sum 
of money, but I am not an expert; I do not pretend to sav 
whether they are right or wrong. 

I have to take their judgment. They say that if we will re- 
condition these two ships we will have two high-class ships to 
go along with the Leviathan. They are not the best ships, and 
they would not be the best ships, but apparently they are the 
best they feel they can get now. 

“Mr. COPELAND. ‘Those are German ships, are they not? 

Mr. JONES. They are old German ships. 

Mr. COPELAND. How old are they? 

Mr. JONES. ‘Their hulls, I guess, are probably 15 years old, 
maybe 20. 

Mr. COPELAND. They are 21 years old. Would the Sena- 
tor advocate taking an automobile of 1908 or 1907 and rebuild- 
ing it with a new body and a new outfit, and calling it a new 
car? 

Mr. JONES. Probably, if I could not get anything better, 
I would. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator wants to build up the Ameri- 
can mercliant marine? 

Mr. JONES. I do. 

Mr. COPELAND. So far as I am concerned, if we are going 
to add two ships to the United States Lines, let us build two 
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good new ships that can compete with foreign ships, and not 
-obuild these old ships. 

Mr. JONES. I would stand with the Senator. 

Mr. COPELAND. These were German ships, and the Ger 
mans had a sister ship, the Hensa, which reconditioned 
under the same conditions we are now talking about taking 
care of the Agamemnon and the Mount Vernon, and they gave 
her up in two years and put her on the junk heap. 

Mr. JONES. There is no controversy between the 

nd me with reference to a proposition like that, so far as 
that is concerned 

I now read further from th 
if the Shipping Board: 
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The immedia Is ! ‘ 1 s int fleet ar is 
I ws 
Reconditioning of h s m igamemnon and Moun Vernon 
Vesse we ol lly ¢ imed, respectively, Keiser 
Wilhel IT and Kronprinz nm Cecilie, They are of, respectively 
361 and 1 gross to ‘ id a 8] i f 23 knot rhey 
th ment’ laid ) ¢ l st F recondit 1ing 
talling new machinery, an quipping for passenger service thes¢ 
vessels will be approximate! $6,000,000 each Theis d use 
1 be in connection with t sf ithan and giv count i 
weekly service between New York.and the United Kir ind con 
nental Europe. A recent d lock examination shows that the hull 
of these vessels are in good mditio 1 th th will be useful for 
ny years 
lor the east coast of South American thet s also immediate need 
of six freight vessels, each of 9,000 dead-weight tons, having a sus 


tained sea speed of 15 knot They should have refrigerated space 


for 1.000 tons. These vessels like all other freight vessels contemplated 


in this replacement program should be built op yntracts containing 
alternative provisions for internal-combustion engines or steam plants 
If steam is chosen, the 
high superheat. The fuel for the steam plants will be either oil or 
pulverized Present figures indicate that the installation of a 
steam plant would make a reduction in capital cost of some 15 per 


equipment 


plants contemplated will be high pressure and 
coal. 
ecnt, aS compared with the internal-combustion engine 

There is also present need of five vessels of 10,000 dead weight tons 
and 15 knots speed to ply between North Atlantic ports and the Phil 


ippines, China, and Japanese ports. should 
be of the 


have cargo 


These ships 


tank space of approximately 1,500 tons, and same general 





type as suggested for the east coast of South An 
Five vessels similar to the last mentioned in size and speed should 
also be built for the North Atlantic and India trade. 
At present-day prices in American yards the fore 
vessels, with 
$1,540,000 each, or a total of $24,640,000. 


going 16 freight 


internal-combustion engines, would cost approximately 


Unless conditions shall develop so that private owners can assume the 


shows are neces 


United 


task of maintaining these services, which experience 


sary for the protection and development of the commerce of the 


Siates, it will be necessart luring the 15 years following the com 
mencement of the constru on above specific ally provide d for to replace 
the balance of our freight fleet, viz. some 275 vessels, as such vessels 


become obsolete by reason of improved tonnage put into those services 


by our competitors or weal 


conditions continue, these 


Should present commercial 


proposed ves 
sels will be practically of the same type as the freighters heretofor 


specifically described, with minor variations to fit the particular service 
to which a specific vessel is assigned. 


lhe building program sl ximately 15 ships per 





vessels will make it 





The higher speed of these pro freight 

possible for a smaller number of such ships to do the work now being 
done by our present flect. This program for progressive construction 
will permit of advantag: ing taken of such improvements and devel 


ypments in naval construction and marine propulsion as from time to 


time may occur. The routes upon which these vessels will be placed 


as they progressively appear will be determined by the character of the 


competition encountered 





Mr. President, this pros would cost about 
twenty or twenty-five million dollars a year during the next 
15 years. It would furnish us not only an adequate, up-to-date 
American merchant marine, but it would furnish to us those 
vessels which would be suitable for naval auxiliaries in time 
of war. That should be taken into consideration in connection 
with the appropriation for these vessels. This program would 
cost about $250,000,000. 

There seems to be seriously proposed and seriously urged, and 
it looks as if we are going to adopt, a naval program involving 
the expenditure of $750,000,000 for naval vessels during the 
next five years, and it is even proposed by high authority to 
spend from two billion and a haif to three billion dollars in 
the building of a navy, they say for the protection of our com- 


ram of replacement 
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merce. Yet we do not do something for the building up 
American merchant marine, we will t have Li mmerce 
defend or prolee 

Mr. President, is it possible that this grea yuuntry of ou 
will spend $750,000,000 for vessels of destruction, and refuse 
$250,000,000 over a period of 15 years for vessels of nstru 
tion, for vessels of peace, for vessels for the deve lopmet ol ul 
commerce and our trade, and to be used if necessar 1 defense 

f our country and our flag? 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES I yield 

Mr. SACKETT In addition to the construction cost, has 

S itor any figures as to what the eration losses of tl 
ame vessels, so constructed for 3250,000.000, would be to tl 
rove nent during that period Is the uly way t ileu 

C ail: 

\ir JONES N Mr President th is not I do f 
k! vhether the S ator was in the Chamber a mome zo 
or not when I called attention to the decrease in the operation 
cost of the ships that we have. That is the only criterion that 


[I have really to go by. It speaks well for the Shipping Board, 
They have 


it seems to me reduced the deficit in the operation 
of the fleet from about $50,000,000, as it Was a few years ago 
down t $15,000,000 now. As we build up our personne A 
we get trained agents, and train our officials, 


give them perma- 
know that thev will be em 
tuke pride in it, take 
American 


nent positions so that they will 
ployed in that work and can 
developing American trade and 
these vessels that 


the ones we ha\ 


pride ti 
shipping, and with 

proportionately are more economical than 
now, I am hoping that we will get our Gov 
fleet practically down a sustaining if not a profitable 
isis, Of course, that is only my opinion. 
Mr. SACKETT. Of there will 
o be added to that cost each yeu! 

Mr. JONES. Possibly so. 

Mr. SACKETT. And if we take 
put out to private ownership, as the 
} 


¢! ment 


course, proba bly be some 
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back ships that have been 
number of ships increases, 
e amount of money that will be lost by operation, if it is a 
loss, Will also increase, so that we have to take into account the 
operating losses, as well as the construction cost, for that 10- 
year period, 

Mr. JONES. Of course, 

Mr. SACKETT. That 
sum, 

Mr. JONES. It may be a considerable sum. We have 
also to take this into account, that if we do not have a mer- 
chant marine, if we do not have ships to ply these routes in 
competition with our commercial competitors, we may expect, 
after we get out of the business, that the rates will go up 

Mr. SACKETT. Of course 

Mr. JONES. In other words, the great benefit of this fleet 

comes in holding rates down to a reasonable degree for the 
billions of dollars of our exports and imports 
Mr. SACKETT. It has a wonderful nuisance value 
Mr. JONES Yes, indeed, and a value 
isregarded. 
Mr. SIMMONS Mr. President, I hope the Senator will 
stress, in that connection, the value of having these ships so 
constructed that they would be 
Navy in case of war. 

Mr. JONES. That is provided in the bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know it is provided in the bill, and I 
want the Senator to stress it, because there is no possibility 
of our securing an auxiliary navy under the administration's 
present scheme—none at all. If the fleet into private 
hands, we have no assurance that we will ever secure an 
auxiliary navy through our merchant marine. But if it stays 
in the hands of the Government. it is certain that the s)} ips 
will be so built or conditioned that they will be suitable for 
naval auxiliaries, and if we had a merchant marine, with all 
the vessels properly equipped as auxiliaries to our Navy, the 
enormous expenditures that are now proposed would not be 
necessary at all. This additional strength in our equipment for 
defense would take the place of much of these appropriations 
that are now being asked for the purpose of building new 
ships. 

Mr. JONES. I think the Senator has emphasized that just 
as strongly as it could be emphasized, 

Mr. President, when we have put up-to-date ships on the 
routes it is wise to maintain, when we have developed agencies 
and a personnel in charge of and composed of earnest, skilled, 
and capable Americans, when we have shown that we are in 
the shipping transportation to stay, then, if we are dissatisfied 
with Government ownership and operation, we will have the 
opportunity to pass such legislation as will lead private energy 


that is true. 


may amount to a very considerable 


that can not be 
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and capital to take over our ships and services at their true 
valine, and guarantee that these services will be maintained. 

Mr. President, I have taken much more time than I had 
intended, and I am not going to trespass upon the time of the 
Senate further, except to ask leave to put in the Recoxp a 
brief statement with reference to the magnitude of American 
fercign shipping, by Mr. Haag, to whom I referred a while 
ago, and a statement which really covers the important phases 
of the proposition in a very clear and definite way, by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Couzens]. I ask permission to 
have that also printed in the Rrecorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection, it is so 
ordered, 

The matters referred to are as follows: 

THE MAGNITUDE OF AMERICAN POREIGN SHIPPING 
Ly Alfred H. Haag, director of shipping courses, Georgetown University, 
school of foreign service 

The magnitude of our water-borne foreigu commerce can best be 
realized when we stop to consider that 5,761 ships, of almost twenty- 
ix and oue-balf million gross tons, participated in the carrying of ap- 
proximately 115,000,000 cargo tons, valued at almost eight thousand 
millions of dellars, of which the freight bill amounted to about 
$728,000,000, : 

Including the United States, 33 countries participated in the carriage 
of our foreign trade. 

Of the total number of ships there were 1,676 American vessels of 
seven and one-half million gross tons, which carried about 38,000,000 
cargo tons. 

We commonly refer to our foreign trade as being divided Into three 
classes : 

1. The Great Lakes forelgn trade, 

2. The near-by ocean-borne foreign trade (this includes Atlantic and 
Yacific Canada; the Caribbean region, which covers Mexico, Central 
America, the northern portion of South America to Guiana, and the 
West Indies), 

5 The overseas trade—trans-Ailantiec and trans-Pacific—east and 
west coast of South America, 

In the Great Lakes foreign trade out of a total of about 13,000,000 
cargo tons American ships carried about 50 per cent. 

In the near-by ocean-borne foreign trade, out of a total of about 
J0,000,000 cargo tons, American ships carried 55 per cent. 

In the overseas trade, out of qa total of 70,000,000 cargo-tons, Amer- 
icin ships transported 22 per cent. 

American-flag ships are carrying at the present time approximately 
one-third of our foreign commerce. Our goal is to carry the greater 
portion of it in American bottoms. 

it has frequently been stated that our exporters and importers are 
indifferent toward patrorizing American ships. The answer to this is 
American exporters and importers will need no urging to patronize 
American ships when the service rendered is#on an equality with that 
offered by our competitors. It is not fair te expect them to accept 
inferior commercial service under the guise of patriotism. 

The plain facts are that we have been outbuilt by our competitors in 
the last six years te such an extent that we are at a decided disadvantage 
with but few exceptions, in the matter of competitive types of ships. 

In its shipbuilding activities the United States has drifted back to 
seventh place, with Russia trailing us by the equivalent of only one 
10,000-ten ship. 

There ere only three shipyards active in the United States at the 
present time that can build the larger types of merchant and naval 
vessels, and none of them are fully occupied. 

This humiliating position in the shipbuilding industry is enly com- 
parable to the universally acknowledged humiliating position we oc- 
cupied in the carrying trade prior to the World War, when we carried 
less than 9 per cent of our foreign trade in our own ships. 

if American shipping in foreign trade is to survive, it is high time 
that definite and immediate action be taken to render the necessary 
assistance te the shipping industry to place it on an equality with our 
competitors, 

The shipping and shipbuilding industry is in direct competition with 
maritime nations whose living standards are considerably lower than 
ours. We are handicapped in direct proportion to the living standards 
of the countries with whom we are competing. This handicap must be 
met if American shipping is to survive. 

it is estimated the annual amount necessary to support an adeqnate 
American merchant marine would be approximately from one-eighth to 
one-fourth of 1 per cent of the annual value of our foreign trade, 


{From the Detroiter, December 5, 1927] 

OVR MERCHANT MARINE-—SENATOR COUZENS TELLS ADVANTAGES OF Gov- 
FRNMENTAL OWNPRSHIP AND OPERATION OF ADEQUATE FACILITIES— 
SAYS WIDESPREAD DISCUSSION MAKES HEALTHY SITUATION 

By Senator James Corzens 
Nearly every day and everywhere where basiness or Government is dis- 
cussed the question of the American merchant marine ig raised. You 
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will observe that even as high an authority as the President of the 
United States discussed the matter in a recent public address and 
you will further observe that many business organizations, public 
officials, Congress, and others have discussed this very important mat- 
ter. This is indeed a very heaithy situation, because out of all this 
discussion we will undoubtedly reach a sane conclusion. This eyen 
so, much of the literature and many of the speeches and statements 
are merely propaganda for the benefit of some special interests. For- 
tunately the American people are able to see through most of this, 
but, of course, they are sometimes misled. 

The slogan adopted by most persons who believe in an American 
merchant marine is “An adequate merchant marine is indispensable 
to the prosperity and security of our country.” There may be some 
who do not agree with this, but let us start out with the assumption 
that this is correct. I believe in such a doctrine, and believe that the 
majority of our citizens do likewise. 

Now, the problem is how best to secure an “ adequate merchant 
marine" and to properly interpret what is adequate. In Philadelphia, 
on the 17th of November, our President said with a good deal of 
force that any business the Government engaged in must be a monopoly. 
Ue said further that the creation of such a monopoly was destructive 
of initiative of enterprise of American citizens. I do not think anyone 
will materially disagree with this statement, and so the question re- 
solves itself largely whether or not the American Government will 
have to undertake the furnishing of an “ adequate merchant marine.” 

We have had to take control of the post-office service nationally, 
because service was paramount to profits and even paramount, per- 
haps, to the highest degree of efficiency, which we will admit for 
argument’s sake is obtained through private enterprise. Are we able 
to secure an “adequate merchant marine” through private initiative 
when we are in competition with all the world? 

Can we, through private initiative, maintain the American standard 
of living for our sailors, either aboard ship or at home, and compete 
with the nations of the world, whose citizens do not, everyone admits, 
have the same high standard of living that we in America do? Are 
we to take one group of our citizens, namely, those who man the 
ships flying the American flag, and insist that they live on a lower 
standard than the rest of our citizens, so that we may, through 
private interests, maintain an “adequate merchant marine”? 

The President, on November 17, in his speech pointed out that our 
high tariff was responsible for the development of our country and 
the high standard of living which we had attained. The tariff pre- 
vented us from having to compete with the nations of the world for 
American trade. No other way could we have competed and main- 
tained the high standard of living without the tariff. What can we 
do to assure an “adequate merchant marine” unless we subsidize 
private American ship interests with funds from the Federal Treasury 
or maintain a governmentally owned “ adequate merchant marine”? 

Our people repeated!y have disapproved of a subsidy, perhaps all 
of us, however, not for the same reason, Admitting for argument 
sake that it is proper to subsidize private shipping, does it give us 
any assurance of an “adequate merchant marine”? IY think not, 
for the reason that immediately Congress fixes a subsidy schedule for 
private American shipping the nations of the world are put on notice 
they only have to slightly increase the subsidies to the ships flying 
their flags to again almost immediately dislocate the scale that Con- 
gress granted to again put American shipping interests in a position 
to not adequately compete, 

In any case it is obvious that whatever deficits accrue to American 
shipping are taken care of through the Government, either through sub- 
sidies or paying deficits in the operation of our ships by the United 
States Shipping Board. 

The question may arise, and properly so, as to which is the most 
economical, whether we pay less out of the Federal Treasury in sub- 
sidies or less in paying up the deficits of the Shipping Board. I do 
not know and I doubt if anyone knows. I do know that when the 
United States Government is back of its shipping interests with the full 
strength of the Federal Treasury they are not going to invite unreason- 
able competition. They will be less likely to cut rates to a point thet 
they carry the tonnage at less than cost. 

It may be said that the United States Shipping Board, a Federal 
agency, will not operate the ships as efficiently as private interests 
will. That may be said of the Post Office Department, but really 
no one knows. 

When you consider the profits that have to be taken out of privately 
operated shipping I think it is safe to say that those profits will be 
equal to the deficits created by the Shipping Board, so in the end 
the American public are paying the same, whether the ships are 
privately operated or governmentally owned and operated. 

Of course, I could go into great length in discussing the decline 
of American shipping fn foreign trade. I could point ont in great 
detail how American shipping in foreign trade dropped from 89.9 
per cent of the world trade in 1830 to 8.7 per cent in 1910. How, 
as a result of this terrific decline the Government was required to 
spend over $3,000,000,000 at the beginning of the war to protect the 
security of our country, 
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Mr. JONES subsequently said: Mr. President, it has been sug 
gested that I ask to have printed in the Recorp at the end of 
my remarks the report made by the committee on the pending 
bill I ask unanimous consent to d hat. I have some other 
documents here which I also desire to print, and I ask permi 

on to do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered 

ret 


The matter erred to is as follow 








{S. Rept. N 1696, 69th Cong ] 
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ote as well as to pretect our commercial interests With an ocear 
on each side and between us and the world’s great markets, we can do 


ither without an up-to-date merchant marine. 
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up the space of her vessels. 
tions of war are 
“At 


situation 


Yet wheat and corn and meat and muni- 
but a part of American commerce. 

though we are, belligerency in 
more of us.” 


and neutral 
could exact no 

While the demands growing out of the war had greatly stimulated 
shipbuilding in this neutral country, when we entered the war the need 
great that heroic measures were necessary. We were 
miles away from the battle front. We could get there only by 
hips. We did not have them. Providence seems to have foreseen that 
we would get into the war and provided the means for meeting the 
that we faced, 


peace the present 


of ships was so 


2000 


emergency 

When the war began some of the finest ships of Germany's merchant 
fleet ports. As a neutral we interned these ships, and 
when we entered the war we took them over, repaired them, put them 
in condition, raised our flag over them, and used them to carry our 


were in our 


troops to France, It is said that the Leviathan carried 275,000 of our 
beys across the sea. Had they not gotten to the front when they did, 
Germany might have pierced the Allies’ battle line, reached the coast, 


France and England and 
Europe and thus endangered our 


ind imp sed 
established the 


humiliating 
rule of 


terms of peace on 
autocracy in 


own security. These German merchant sbips defeated Germany's war 
lords, won the war, and saved civilization, 

These ships did not meet the whole need. The cry came from the 
Allie “Ships, ships, and more ships.’ Our own officials realized the 


need and called upon Congress to authorize the building of ships for 
the responded generously. Shipbuilding plants sprang 
up overnight everywhere. Enormous wages were paid 
Over $3,000.000,000 was appropriated and spent 
in building That is more than the estimated value of all the 
merchant ships of the world in 1914. This was the equivalent of $30,- 
000,000 a 100 years. Why was it necessary: Secause we did 
marine to meet the need growing out of the war. 
I am not saying this as an argument for a subsidy, but if we had paid 
out $30,000,000 a year for 50 years before the war we would have had 
an adequate merchant marine of up-to-date ships when the war broke 
out It would have them bundreds of millions, if not billions, 
that people paid in increased carrying charges and would have 
saved Christendom from the calamity that threatened it from autocracy. 

What have we to this $3,000,000,000? Hundreds of the 
ships we built are rotting away at their docks or at their moorings in 
streams and Some we have sold for a song, and among those 
best ships. Ships costing five or six million dollars have 
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been sold for less than a million. The ships we have left are estimated 
to be worth no more than two or three hundred million dollars. 

These ships were built with borrowed money. No matter how little 
they have brought upon sale, no matter how many of them waste away 
and become worthless, the American people will have to pay in taxes 
the full $3,000,000,000 that is now represented by Liberty bonds, which 
do not depreciate, it cost us over $3,000,000,000 in actual cash, 


because we did not have a merchant marine; and the ships we built 
only generally unsuited to meet the competition that faces them 
are actually fast wearing out. We owe $3,000,000,000 and 
have comparatively little to show for it. 

not all. Upon the $3,000,000,000 we borrowed to build ships 
the American people are paying interest each year in the sum of about 
$120,000,000, I think it is comservative to assume that it will cost the 
people in average of over $40,000,000 a 
year for 50 have to show for this interest 


are not 
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American interest alone an 
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years. 


money? Nothing! It will build no new ships; it will not even repair 
any ships. And in addition, we have paid out during the last eight 
years deficiencies for running the ships in an amount of over $233,- 


400,000, 


fo sum it all up, our not having an adequate merchant marine when 
the World War came on will the American people five or six 
billions of dollars, and we will not only have no adequate merchant 
marine to show for it but there will be imposed upon us an annual 
tax of $40,000,000 or more for at least 50 years. With these facts 
within the knowledge of everyone, with the need of an adequate mer- 
chant marine for the ‘expansion of our commerce and so vital to our 
security and defense in time of war, can any American patriot refuse to 
support any measure or policy that will give us and maintain an ade- 
quate merchant marine? 
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Our people are lacking in one thing that is mot pressed enough. We 
are not ship minded. The people of our chief shipping competitor know 
the vital need of ships and are willing to make such personal sacrifice 
as may be necessary to have a merchant marine. ‘They insist that the 
goods they import must be carried in the ships of their flag and they see 
to it that the goods they export are carried in their ships. When our 
people get to the point where they follow this course, the problem of 
our merchant marine will be largely solved. We import and export 
billions of products. Of our overseas exports and imports our ships 
carry only about 24.89 per cent, and this growing less year by year. If 
even 50 per cent of our imports and exports were carried in our ships, 
it would insure us a merchant marine reasonably adequate for 
commerce and national security. 

Our business interests have been almost wholly dependent on foreign 
They very naturally hesitate to forsake those 
who have been serving them so long. They can not be blamed for not 
doing so until they can be sure of adequate shipping facilities. While 
American patronage of American shipping is essential to its success, 
assurance of sure, adequate, and permanent American shipping is algo 
essential, and so we come to the question, How can we get and assure 
that service? 

We are convinced that Congress will not provide the aid necessary to 
induce private capital and enterprise to go into the shipping business 
and give us the merchant marine we should have. Assuming that te be 
true, there is only one other way to get a merchant marine, and that 
is directly through the Government, 

Whatever the defects of Government ownership and operation may 
be, if our Government declares that it proposes to build and own a 
merchant marine and that it will maintain adequate and essential serv- 
ices and authorize adequate appropriation therefor, we know it will be 
Uncertainty will end. 

The sale of the ships we have for private operation is a minor matter, 
The important question is their replacement when worn out. They 
should not be sacrified in price unless there are satisfactory assurances 
of replacement. 

We are falling rapidly behind, in the overseas commerce that is being 
carried in our own ships. 

The character and service of ships is fast changing. The tramp ship 
is giving way to the liner; the tramp service is being greatly re- 
stricted by regular-route service. Steamships are being replaced by oil 
burners, Oil burners are giving way to motor ships. If we are to bave 
a merchant marine, we must have ships the equal at least of those of 
our rivals. The last five years have brought about almost a revolution 
in shipping. We ought to take the lead, especially in cargo ships. 
Our cargo carriers should be at least a knot faster than those of our 
competitors and superior to them in cargo-handling facilities, and the 
services should be regular and certain. 

We have a large ship tonnage. Our ships, however, were built 
hastily under the stress of war needs. They were not constructed with 
a view to special services. They are largely out of date and in general 
far inferior to the ships of our competitors. This is a disagregable 
fact, but we must face it frankly. 

Our competitors are improving their ships. 
of the needs of trade and the methods of their rivals. We can not 
hope to sueceed unless we do likewise. Slow-going, out-of-date ships 
can no more compete with the fast, efficient, up-to-date ships than the 
horse can compete with the automobile. 

Is there need of early action? Your 
Our ships are now 8 or more years old. We can not hope for legisla- 
tion much short of a year. Suitable ships can not be authorized, plans 
be prepared, and the ships built short of two or three years more, and 
before this can be done every ship we have will be in age beyond one- 
half of the estimated life of a ship. Our best ships will be inferior in 
almost every respect to the best ships of our competitors. We can not 
maintain ourselves on the sea under such conditions. If we will pro- 
vide up-to-date ships suitable for certain services the ships now on 
such services can be transferred to other services for which they are 
better suited, and thus make our merchant marine more efficient in 
every way. 

The following are the routes with the character of the ships we are 
now operating. They are deemed the most essential to our commerce, 
They must be maintained and the service improved. As trade develops 
new routes should be established. 


our 


They are keeping abreast 


committee thinks there is. 


, dead-weight tonnage, and type of United States Shipping Board vessels in hands of operators as of midnight, January 31, 1927, listed according to lines 


{Statistical division, Emergency Fleet Corporation, February 9, 1927 













an Number | Dead-weight 
Line Operator of vessels tons Type 
; 
Vessels operated by managing operators and charterers: 
America-France Line.._.......-......... ca Aleta tala ieee ela Cosmopolitan Shipping Co. (Inc.)-..........--..---- 9 78, 141 | Cargo. 
American Australia Orient Line..........--. a eidstpnidaké ainda Swayne & Hoyt (ine.)..................-. a : 18 164, 915 Do. 
ee ee ae eee Mississippi Shipping Co. (Ine.)__......--.-.-.- as 3 25, 009 Do. 
American Diamond Lines. ........ RSS! Dicssendl thump Corporation......... 16 141, 434 Do. 
AEN SIE EAB... cocnenncintinbniinnmcnniin -------.-.}| Munson Steamship Line............. 3 25, 423 Do. 
American Dixie Line. ............. cdume tet ie eee United Gulf Steamship Co. (Inc.) 41 368, 626 Do. 
Awerican India Tae Ne eee Roosevelt Steamship Co, (Inc.) ......ccccceoeeceeee 6 57, 400 Do. 
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With reference to the prov is of the bill the Shipping Boa says 
The clear declaration in section 1 that it is the intention of our 


Government to permanently maintain a merchant marine adequate for 
our commerce and national defense will dispel the doubts of shippers 
and importers as to the permanency of the service and will reveal to 
uur foreign competitors the futility of their persistent efforts to block 
the growth of an adequate Am«é n merchant marine Its declaration 
that Congress intends that adequate services shall be maintained on 
the principal trade routes of the world will do much to make our 

citizens ‘ship minded’ and encourage them to patronize American 

esse! As long as uncertainty exists with respect to regularity and 

permanence of service by American vessels our merchants are inclined 

to retain friendly connections with foreign shipping companies | 
Che declaration of section 2 will assist the board in properly de 
termining the disposition to » made of ships and ship lines. Two 
nterpretations have been given the provisions of the merchant marine 
act, 1920 
of the opinion that the act gives t 


relating to the sales of vessels and lines. There are those 





board full discretionary power to 
continue the ownership and operation of particular vessels and par 
ticular lines indefinitely Others believe the discretion of the board is 
not that broad, and that after a reasonable time it is its duty to sell 


he present state of world 


the vessels and lines to private citizens. In t 
shipping it is practically impossible to sell our vessels for private 


yperation in foreign trade and at the same time retain them in Ameri 





an ownership and under American reg 


stent with an intention that the vessels and lines shall ultimately be 

transferred to private ownership and operation Pending the time | 
when such transfer becomes practicable the commercial development 
of our trade routes should be promoted and the physical condition of 


our fleet maintained and developed; to that end Government operation 
in the meantime is imperative, and the proposed act will thus con 
tribute materially to the rmanent establishment of our merchant 
marine, 


rhe declaration of section 4 of the bill, relative to the replacement 
of vessels, is most timely not only from the viewpoint of our foreign ' 


istry The bill is entirely con- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1943 


e 
- - N 
I 
te, ; ’ 
) 8 5 
e ; 
* &< 
I ) 
- SOF t 
Ss i 
. 16, 
' ; ) 
g 8 
~- 1) 
~ 1) 
8 ) 
. i 
, wes 
re ) 
rT 
° f i ! Pa r 
40 ( 
Pe 0. 
{ 
( 
«, - 
0 
merce it also from the viewpoint of our national defense Any 
yusiness enterprise which fails to make proper provision for repla 


ment, whether it be of machinery or of vessels, not only 1s these wear 





it it as may become obsolete, must ultimately go into liquida- 
n It useless to make pronouncements concerning the intentions 





ed States to maintain and d velop an adequate merchant 
markne unless such declarations are supported by assurances that new 
vessels of the most modern type will be supplied as the old vessels 


depreciate and as our foreign trade develops 




















“It was gratifying to observ it hearings nducted recently 
throughout the country by the board, that the interest of our citizens, 
especially those residing in the interior States, in the permanen ~ 

hment of an American merchant marine has substantially increased 
in recent years The demand was very general, if not, indeed, pr 
tically unanimous, that an adequate merchant marine be mainteined in 
I gn trade under the A rican and if thi not pr 
the p t time p te capital, then the Govern t 1 j 
t n it 

“It is not difficult to understand why our farmer ind meré nts 
demand merchant marine of our own; the withdrawal of British 
tonnage during the recent coal strike in t United Kingdom 
illustration Had the Shipping Board not been in a position to pt 
vessels the effect of the withdrawal of ish vessels fro ur fore i 
commerce would have been st I Our farmer ! ' 

imilar experience in respect to the trans} tion of their products 
to foreign markets In several instances t Shipy x Board 
been in a position to supply required tonnage for tbe transportation 
whea otton, et t loss to ir farmers w ld } Lm ted 
I dre of millions of dollar 

rhe merchant marine act, 1920, Was a pr r e piece ] 
lation in the light of conditions then ex ing Howev t] ber 
of the expenditures made under the provisions of that t wil f 
largely lost unless a constructive and progressis spirit is s ! y 
Congre in the maintenance of our merchant ja ring Ss i rit 


was exhibited in the passage of the act of June 6, 1924, authorizing tie 
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expenditure of a large sum of money in the development of motor ships, 
as fast motor ships are rapidly displacing ordinary freighters in the 
transportation of the commerce of the world, 

“ We believe that the pending bill if enacted into law will be a very 
desirable supplement to the merchant marine act, 1920.” 

Without at this time urging any further argument we will sum- 
marize the arguments for and the benefits to come from this legislation, 

The enactment of this bill will be more than a declaration by the 


American people that they propose to establish themselves upon the 
seas, there to remain permanently—it will be a day-to-day demonstra- 
tion of that purpose 

It will encourage American shippers to employ American ships. 

It will insure employment of American shipyards for the construc- 


tion of all Government-owned ships only in American shipyards. 

It will stimulate more and more Americans to become ship minded: 

Ir will stimulate a body of adventurous Americans again to become 
seafarers, assured of a eareer upon the seas, 

It will give the United States an opportunity te build up bona fide 
steamship agencies in the great ports of the world under the direction 


of patriotic Americans, 


It will tend to discourage Americans from continuing as agents of 
foreign shipping lines in the United States in competition with our 


shij 

it should tend to give our railroad men additional confidence in the 
American steamship services in foreign trade and so 
encourage our railroad men te increase their employment of American 
for export and import trade. 
under the stimulus of this act, the United States will seek 


permanency of 


ships 


Gradually, 


to attain, and when attained maintain, maritime rank commensurate 
with ifs rank as a world power. 

It should be a constant stimulus to the more rapid expansion of our 
foreign trade. 

It would enable the Government to provide auxiliaries at all times 
ready to meet any emergency that may arise, with trained and experi- 


seafarers to draw on. 

Our agriculturists then would be additionally assured of protection 
by the Government seeing to it that their products were carried to 
forcign destinations at reasonable freight rates. 

It would make the Government itself a bulwark and shield for its 
acriculturalists by becoming dependable low-rate carriers of their sur- 
plus products to foreign countries. 

It would distinctly commit our Government to the building up and 
prosperous maintenance of a great new American industry, useful in 
peace and indispensable in war, 

It would tend to stifle propaganda against, and should stimulate a 
keen publie interest in, the development of an American merchant 
marine, 

The Government then could and undoubtedly would strengthen its 
maritime instruments of national defense through its ships and ship- 
yards, 

its early enactment will save our shipyards from the fear of failure 
by assuring steady employment to them, 

Its policy of ship replacement, wisely developed, should eventually 
make American ships covering each great trade route the type, size, and 
epeed best adapted to the varying requirements of its particular trade. 

Ii will mean the permanency of an adequate merchant marine in 
foreign trade. 

It serves notice to all shippers of American exports that they may 
at all times absolutely depend upon an adequacy of American ships for 
the carriage of their exports. 

It should and probably will put an end to the doubts constantly 
stimulated in the minds of American shippers through the persistent 
statements of agents of foreign ships that the United States is not in 
foreign carrying to stay. 

The American people as a whole, through the direct agency of their 
Government, will become active competitors of foreign ships in our 
foreign carrying. 

No longer will foreign lines in our trade combine to drive American 
ships out of business by maintaining ruinously low freight rates. 

Operators of foreign lines engaged in our foreign carrying then would 
realize that they could not ruin the United States Government by any 
policy of reduced freight rates, however low they may make them or 
however long they may maintain them. 

Competing foreign shipowners then will see that the “ losses” suffered 
by Government-owned ships become a far greater gain to the American 
people through the low cost of marketing their exports and bringing in 
their imports. 

Competing foreign shipowners will realize that they will contribute 
to the increase of our foreign trade through low freight rates, 

Our foreign trade will be stabilized through the maintenance of over- 
seas freight rates at or near the minimum cost of the service. 

It will help to increase the number of Americans capable of handling 
our ships in foreign trade by giving them knowledge and experience of 
the ramifications of the business. 

It will help make the United States strong upon the seas, where too 
long it has been weak, 


or 
enced 
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The contributions of the ships and seamen created and maintained 
under the operations of this act will safeguard the Nation in times of 
emergency. 

It should be a constant stimulus to private citizens to enter into the 
business of operating American ships in foreign trade. 

It will continue to demonstrate, as Government ownership of vessels 
in foreign trade have for years demonstrated, that Government encour- 
agement and support are essential to our success upon the seas, 

It will keep at home the vast and growing earnings of our ships, 
stimulating the construction of new vessels, attracting young Americans 
to the business of the sea, and substitute strength for weakness for the 
Nation upon the seas. 

Through this act will be restored the rank of the United States among 
the sea powers of the world that it once held and to which it is entitled, 





[S. 5792, 69th Cong., 2d sess.] 
A bill to further develop an American merchant marine, to assure its 
permanence in the transportation of the foreign trade of the United 
States, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted, etc., That the policy declared in section 1 of the mer- 
chant marine act, 1920, is hereby confirmed, and the purpose of the 
United States to maintain permanently a merchant marine adequate for 
the proper growth of the foreign and domestic commerce of the United 
States and for the national defense is hereby reaftirmed. 

Sec. 2. The board shall not sell any vessel or any line of vessels when 
in its judgment the building up and maintenance of an adequate mer- 
chant marine can be best served by continued ownership of such vessel 
or such line by the United States. 

Sec. 8. In addition to ordinary repairs to vessels incident to their 
regular operation, the board may recondition and improve vessels 
owned by the United States and in its possession or under its control, 
so as to equip them adequately for competition in the foreign trade of 
the United States. 

Suc. 4. The necessity for the replacement of vessels owned by the 
United States and in the possession or under the control of the board 
and the construction of additional up-to-date cargo, combination cargo 
and passenger, and passenger ships, to give the United States an ade- 
quate merchant marine, is hereby recognized, and the board is author- 
ized and directed to present to Congress, from time to time, recom- 
mendations setting forth what new vessels are required, and the esti- 
mated cost thereof, to the end that Congress may, from time to time, 
make provision for replacements and additions, All vessels built by the 
board shall be built in the United States, and they shall be planned 
with reference to their possible usefulness as auxiliaries to the naval 
and military services of the United States. 

Sec. 5. No vessel constructed pursuant to this act shall be sold with- 
out the consent of Congress hereafter given. 

Sec, 6. The appropriations necessary to carry out the provisions and 
accomplish the purposes of this act are hereby authorized. 

Sec. 7. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed. 


EXHIBIT 11 


REPORT ON THE AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE WITH SpecrAL REFERENCH 
TO THE REPLACEMENT OF PRESENT MERCHANT SHIPS, TOGETHER WITH 
ANALYSIS OF THE WoORLD’s SeA-TRADE CONDITIONS AND THE AMBRICAN 
MercHant FLEET 
In facing the shipping future of the United States there are but two 

points of view: 

(a) That the United States shall encourage and develop American 
ships and shipping, already started, so that this country—a natural 
maritime nation with over 5,000 miles of coast—will possess an ade- 
quate merchant marine and take its due place in the economic develop- 
ment and possibilities of international trade; or 

(b) That we abandon the mercantile seas as rapidly and economi- 
cally as possible and let who will carry goods to us or from us at 
cheaply as may be done or as expensively as will be done in the absence 
of adequate competition. 

In discarding the latter alternative we believe it is only necessary 
to point out the historic fact that there is a definite relationship 
between a nation’s progress and prosperity and her substantial interest 
in the sea, and that those nations that simultaneously developed their 
industry on and across the seas, as well as at home, have been nations 
most important not only to themselves but in the progressing civiliza- 
tion of the world. But it may be further emphasized in the fact that the 
principle of the establishment and encouragement of an American 
merchant marine has been stated clearly by Congress in the preamble 
to the Jones law, and it is well known that succeeding administrations 
have approved this principle. 

With the period of the Civil War our shipping was destroyed—some 
form of basic economic destruction is always one of the penalties of 
war. And then, too, the days of sail were over. The day of steel 
ships was arriving. In Burope they had the great iron industries; 
they were better equipped to fabricate iron and steel ships than we 
were, And wooden ships with sail could not compete with iron and 
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Orient that is, or shonld be, a point of most earnest and thoughtful con- 
sideration for the future—both the near future and the general future— 
for it bas a very definite potential for our Pacific and Western and 
midwestern States. From the Orient or Australia to the Atlantic 
seaboard of the United States is practically the same distance as from 


Eur>pe to the Orient and Oceania. So that the Pacific coast has a 
very great natural advantage in the development of trade with the 
Orient and Oceania, and the Atlantic seaboard at least an equal 


opportunity, geographically speaking, with Europe. 

Inevitably the Pacific coast and west of the Mississippi generally must 
fecl the effect of intelligent development of oriental trade, since they 
are likely, in the normal economie progress along these lines and in 
the course of time, to develop manufacturing industries for themselves 
instead of allowing raw wealth to be shipped by rail across the coun- 
try to the factories of the East and, in fact, to bid for this Orient 
irade against the sea trasport to the Atlantic seaboard or HDurope. 

Another highly important factor to be considered in this sector of 
the development of an American merchant marine is the consuming 
power of the area at the other end of the sea-borne trade. This con- 
suming power is important, for in the last analysis goods must be 
paid for in goods, and return cargoes are quite as important as out- 
bound cargoes, The outbound cargo is only one-half of the story. 

This consuming power is dependent upon the quantity of population 
and its own wealth-producing powers and production to pay for the 
outward bound cargoes, and also upon its density. ‘Thus it is impor- 
tant and easicr to develop trade with a country whose peoples have 
in general, and spread throughout the mass desires for merchandise 
necessities and luxuries and have reached a sufficient advance in eco- 
nomic cVilization to enable them to produce wealth to pay for these 
There is litile here in trading on a large scale, such as the 
development of an American merchant marine means, with sullen, 
submerged, inactive, or sparse peoples. The poverty of the mass of the 
Orient is offset by density and vast quantities of its population; and, 
also, there is a reason for the general belief that it is shaking off 
what we have regarded as a supine, submissive fatalism in the mass; 
and that there is impending a vigorous economic as well as political 
awakening that the business and producing interest of this country 
can not ignore and should not ignore, 

It is a market for trade and shipping that has a tremendous and 
active potential. 

By reason of the natural location of this continent on the globe 
AMerican business bas before it in the Orient and Oceania an oppor- 
tunity for a trade and shipping that stirs the imagination. But this 
opportunity, now in the stage of laying its foundations, can not be 
developed by imagination alone. It needs ships. And in this connection 
it might be mentioned already there is being built the largest high- 
powered ship ever built in this country and which will ply on the 
Pacifie, 


desires, 


THE SEA TRADE WITH SOUTH AMERICA 


(3) In the field of South American trade there are two natural divi- 
sions that should be considered separately as relating to the sea trade 
of this country, ft. e., the east coast and the west coast of that conti- 
nent. The east coast sea trade of South America is, generally speak- 
ing, substantially the sume sea distance from Europe as it is from New 
York or New Orleans, and thus this country has no natural geographi- 
cal advantage in relation to the South American trade on the east coast. 

This country has, however, a natural geographical advantage on the 
west coast over European sea trade. This long coast is noted for its 
few harbors and the great wealth of mineral that lies in the vast 
Andean Range whose mountains come down almost to the line of the 
Pacific surf. This west coast of South America is a very appreciably 
shorter distance to the United States than to Europe. 

So that our sea trade with the east coast of South America is sub- 
stantially on the same natural basis as that of Europe, and only on the 
west coast is there a natural and shorter sea distance in favor of our 
sea trade. “he sea distance to markets south of the Equator on the 
west coast of South Anverica is fairly approximate to the distance of 
the ports of Asia from the United States Pacific coast. In place of 
the densely populated Orient, however, Sonth America—on its west 
coast —offers a sparsely settled area and, In the great mass of its sullen, 
subjugated, Indian population that is, or has sunk, far below its prede- 
cessors from the economic viewpoint of either production or consump- 
tion, the question of the development of sea trade is then involved 
with the preblem of stimulating or organizing a sparsely inhabited but 
large area as an economic factor. The great mineral wealth of that 
coast will furnish cargoes, but the sea trade problem must deal with 
the factor of adequate cargoes both ways if sea trade is to develop 
profitably. This trade will reopen naturally in the ordinary course of 
time, but it is hardly ready for any concentrated development. 

On the east coast, with the sea distance substantially the same from 
this country as from Europe, the competition in selling will be keener 
and the sea trade dependent entirely upon commercial salesmanship to 
furnish the cargoes of exports to that coast. The situation in regard 
to the sea trade of this coast is not essentially different in principle— 
with the exception of the pressure of passenger carrying and general 
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volume—with the position of our sea trade in the North Atlantic di: 
with Burope. 
THE ESSENCE OF OUR SEA-TRADH PROBLEM 


The very essence of the whole problem of the development of ; 
American merchant marine lies in the building of American ships, A). 
this question must be met frankly and boldly and a solution fownd, 
Americans can build splendid ships—our splendid American-built Navy 
proves that. 

But American merchant ships can not be built as cheaply as 
the ships against which these American ships must compete in 1! 
sea trade of the world. Nor is this a question of the cost of operati 
the finished ship, for as to this field the United States can well fi 
proud that it has taken a step forward in civilization when she passe! 
laws that abolished abuses of the sca and abuses against the labor 
of the sea on American ships; abuses against natural human riz! 
that had existed so long that they had become crusted with sancti 
In no other field of economic endeavor in civilized countries hai 
abuses—virtual peonage and chattel slavery in all but name—continucd 
and sanctified under medieval legal principles as they had upon th 
who followed the sea as common seamen. Nor was it fair that Ameri 
cans should ask American seamen to accept as fair competition in th 
trade competition with the lowest, most ignorant and backward ¢! 
ments or peoples—often still in their tribal stage—in the world. The 
sea is a splendid calling, dignified by its dangers, and a vital factor in 
any great nation; and the men who follow it are entitled to protection 
not only against its traditional abuses but against the effort to keep his 
wage or conditions in competition with the pittance of the tribal 
flotsam of the Pacific or the degraded standards of a_ submissiy: 
unthinking, lower crust of lower or less developed peoples. An Ameri- 
can merchant marine should not be, and must not be, built up at the 
expense of the American manhood which we ask to handle it. 

In other words, in the development and building up of an Ameri: 
merchant marine we must frankly accept the conditions of cheaprr 
costs for ships abroad so that a heavier capital expense is immediately 
charged against an American shipowner, or prospective owner. Woe 
must put no portion of this adverse differential upon the backs ot 
American seamen nor drive them ashore so that their jobs may be 
given to the coolie classes of any people. But if we are to exist as 
a trading nation we must have our fleet upon the seas, together with 
such appropriate legislation as will keep it there for our national 
advantage as a great commonwealth in the world of to-day and the 
world of the future. For our trade future and the trading abroad of 
our surplus production depends in large measure upon our proper 
shipping facilities and the existence and availability of an American 
merchant marine. 

ANALYSIS IN DETAIL 


Under the foregoing general conditions and potential of sea trade it 
is necessary to consider in detail the present condition of American 
shipping with the necessary problems of development, upkeep, replace 
ments, and the various factors that make up a modern merchant marine. 

Before proceeding along this line it will be well to note the following 
tabulation of the tonnage of vessels by countries of vessels of 12 knots 
speed, or faster, and of over 6,000 tons: 


Comparison of tonnage of vesscis by countries 
(Over 12 knots and over 6,000 tons) 




















Great | United | . | Ger- , 

Tonnage Britain) States | France| Japan | many Others/ Total 

neti Ail 
a? ee 1 ileal a Eeecdeeodill il 
20,000 to 25,000..........- 2D teeesieuls 3 2 1 
35,000.10 TROD. ons aninf ABH Bh mencinh—winecs 1 8 7 
10,000 to 15,000_.......... - VY 12 | 10 24 x 
8,000 to 10,000_..........- 25 10 15 49 28 
6,600 to 6,008......ceass--- 30 61 18 112 57 
ba St 98 | 74 | 73 | ‘| 195 | 1, 151 





The above table indicates the present great inferiority of the United 
States. 

At the present time the fleet carrying on our foreign trade is made up 
of a majority of Government-owned vessels operated by the Fleet 
Corporation. Within the last year, however, energetic attempts have 
been made to dispose of the Government fleet to private interests and 
some progress has been made, notably the sale of round-the-world and 
Pacific ships to Dollar and the sale of the fleet of steamers oper- 
ated by the Export Stenmship Corporation to the operator. It is ap- 
parent that if this policy is continued, the number of vessels operated 
by the Government will decrease and the number operated by private 
interests will increase; but in any case, the vessels being operated are 
the same and unless measures are taken for the replacement of the 
vessels as they become unfit for use through depreciation or obsolescence, 
the American ships in the foreign trade will once again become but a 
memory. 

As stated in a preceding paragraph, it is well recognized that the 
shipping situation throughout the world has reached unprecedented 
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depths of dé pression Thi yme about through the disorganiza [t will be observed that the fleet | s 27 vith a gross 
tion of trade, not only in Europ it trade in general, resulting from | tonnage of 421,294 in i , 
[ the war conditions i not improve until governmental stability | There can be no doubt that the ves ed ire a n 
i nd restoration of fabric takes place among the nations | » properly irry on r trade at present i I nd f gers 
f the world so t ay be resumed We are inclined, after n the routes over which they are now f ti 
id the reports of the losses incurred in the Government operation . r and carg vessels on the North Atlantic, par la 
ft Al iean ships In the foreicn trad to feel that Me fortunate s glari v pparent his N Atl 3 i 1 
iIt is due entirely to Government operation, but w t is admitted passengers ar d i h I I ities 
lv that Government ope n is not 1 can 1 be as effi o t i mn ocean carrying tra 1 fact, in which tl \ : 
rable as private ope ti it t same time it should on pa I r tn ber the for ‘ t is his vy N 
t » that the reports of é eign eam Dp nes and t A n Ocean in which our Ame nf s pe s lequa 
ment of their operating off l lica t t hipping is i y I d t I i St 3 1 : nprise tl ) 
if the whole world at t prese! time is unpr ible and s a i i feet of passenger and cargo vessels in the world 
great fleets of ; e tied up, no business being available to is pl ally it ) ¥ et a pass i 
p them employed w 1 compares frequency and regularity « iil 
I gradual increase in foreign trade which is t »” expected from | ‘ a 1odation ) t | led y the great f y 
reasing stability and reorganization of Government nance now é 
zy on in Europ is t increases Wi nak t empl nent rf i \ rican merchant fl service 1 the North Atlant s to 
more protita le and require an increase in ne resent ) i ) p to a ( J I ve | ti i is Vv ty ll 
fleet to take care of the in se of trade I t that two 1 passenger i y Is 
it is fair to assume, the f that the American ships which are f t 20 kn sea speed be istrt i to opera , . ion 
rated in the foreign trace t the present time in boi nger ‘ l than » Bri h ¢ | is providing a weekly 
enger and cargo, and rg ervice I ximately linimu ry > ler the {merican flag f the transportation t m I 
I sary to handle a reasonal proportion of our exports and imports é nd irgo 
i thus meet the announced principles of this country that an ihe struction of tft e two addition ls 
American merchant marine n the foreign trade is necessary e on the « mary trans-Atiantic three-ship is t adding 
\ ioted in the preceding p eTa] that it fe to as t n is } i 10bile maker g to a 
e that the present fleet in the being operated by t t le W I Is two mo vheel » the ready « 
Government and private individuals is a minimum to et the requir W such addition there is no mplete it of eff yperatior 
t that a reasonable proportion of our exports and imports should with such addition a going, effective, competitive machine is <« pleted 
be carried in American vessels It is true at the present me that a if this three-ship basis were not sound and a proven pr ve of 
roportion of this foreigi rade is moving in Government-owned Su 1 North Atlanti t oO} ition, ij we d never ha been 
j ‘ se] With the exception f the Government vessels recently pur leveloped and mainta i by the shrewdest ; opera s I in 
sed by the Dollar interests id il Export Steamship Corporation, iritime affairs 
' privately owned American vessels are only being operated in relatively These two vessels should be of approximately 30,000 tons each, 
small numbers on the various foreign-trade routes, principally to South nternal-combustion engines giving a speed of about 20 knots, designed 
| America and the Orient (for the purpose of this discussion, we will | so as to be convertible into airplane carriers, with accommodations for 
exclude the trade with the West Indies which will naturally flow to u : rze number of passengers, and a cargo capacity of about 6,000 
i by reason of our geographi position and which it is hardly fair to | tons [wo ships of this type, with the Leviathan, would complete the 
include in the term “ foreign trade,” in the sense that it is used herein indard three-ship basis, and would make competition on an even 
namely, “ world-wide trade ’’) } bas i basis in our favor, in fact—and would show substantial profits 
In order, however, to be amply conservative, we w assume that the | from operation So that if the Government continued to operate it 
combined fleet of Government-operated vessels and those operated by vould be at a profit instead of a loss or, if it wished to sell, it would 
private firms, necessary to handle a reasonable proportion of our ex have a complete transport unit to sel 
ports and imports, equals the Government-operated vessels and those It should be recalled, in considering this subject, that these are pas 
purchased recently from the Government This is true with one ex senger vessels, and there is no reservoir of laid-up fleets from which 
ception, namely, that the passenger and cargo fleet in the North Atlantic in be drawn at will vessels to supply any deficiencies 
will have to be balanced by the construction of certain vessels as dealt Moreover, as noted above, unless measures are taken looking to the 
with elsewhere in this report In other words, let us assume that the | replacement of these vessels—whether they be owned by the Government 
minimum fleet comprises the vessels at present operated by the Govern or private individuals—the time will come when they will be worn 
ment plus those purchased by Dollar and the Export Steamship Cor yut and serapped, and nothing will be available to take their place. 
poration It would be well to examine the particulars of this fleet The average age of the vessels under consideration is six years As 
and the replacement required under the two categories, (1) passenger iming that the life of the vessels is 25 years and that another three 





























and cargo vessels and (2) cargo vessels years must elapse before any replacements can be constructed and put 
At the present time the fle yf passenger and cargo vessels, including nto operation, the replacement of the fleet will have to be accomplished 
those owned by the Governmer and those sold by the Government to | within a pe iod of 16 years, which will require the construction of 
Dollar, are as per the following list | it 26.000 gross tons of passeng vessels per year. is in add 
: j tion to the construction of the two combined passenger and cargo liner 
Name |v uw} Type’ G s Line | Route required for the North Atlantic service, which should be of at least 
ween oom - } stittetiegtpndpeparidmmmen inl | 30,000 tons each This addition, therefore, means the construction of 
Feet | | ' iverage of 30,000 gross tons of pa enger vessels per year luring 
Leviathan 1914 1956 | United St » North Atla i f Dp od from 1928 onward 
.orge s} Oo 1908 738 10 , 
Aaa pee 90 1. 144 i ' CARGO V ELS AND REPLA s 
Republic 1907 17, 910 | do DD As of July 31, 1925, the Government-oper: carg< S y 
j foose velit 922 4 157 ao io . . 
, ‘ dent me el , : | i D distributed among the various operators approximately as follows 
esident irding : d d bo ” : 
President Grant 4,119 American Orient e le . 
Mad i 1921 4, 187 1 D N Dead 
iwkson 1921 14 } Do i a weight 
¥ ichinle ; 4 ) : " 
effers 14, 174 i 
ros 1921 13.788 | Pan Ame th Ame : RTHE! F NITED K uM, A ELA 
n Legion 2 > l 4 do Do } ‘ ' . 7 : 
; sweet 129 q rT) an-D 
> I \ ant € 4 ' 
Western World 1922 13, 712 ) Do \ » Oce Line : >, LU 
7 E ‘nt Lincoln 192 i4, 18 Doliar....... rrans-Pa : 
P —_— . . 2 
b * lent Cleveland 192 $ ) : Do 
¥ t Pier 1991 “jon r) 
? ire ce f 1921 133 ) 44 . 6 
k tent Taft | 5 14, 123 \ yn 
ae ient Wilson .| 1921 35 14, 12; 10 -~ Do | ‘ X-HAM 
234 ‘ 199 > , i 
ident Adams 2 Lvs é ) 5 ' ' g 
vi j lent Garfield 1921 02 10. 8 lo D> 4 ‘ o “ ie 
‘ ; 2 $ 
President Monroe 1920 0, 533 i 0 ; 
President Harrison 1921 02 | 10, 533 lo : Do ; : ; 
President Van Buren_| 1920 502 | 10, 533 do . Do . MO. - 2 - + nn - + + 2 - en nnwemecee= - ; 
President Hayes_-..-. 1920 | 502) 10, nile os Do yee oece : 
President Polk 1921 02 ' 10,513 i Do — seco Af 
lexa ar I a ' . 
: Yankee Line ‘ 
ll 1919 — 121, 24 ee eae 
eee ee oe —_——--—- -— - ~— — sve 
Total, 27 vessels. i = 
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SPANISH ATLANTIC, AND PORTUGUESE 


! 
som) Daot, 
| ber | weigh 
i ~ | tonnage 
| — 

SCANDINAVIAN AND BALTIC PORTS 

Asmerican Seantic Line wit th Sees. sglt tad saeda a 7 65, 740 

| 








Gulf-West Mediterranean Line Dic accecdeacce etawainbodanende } 2} 15, 650 
SPANISH MEDITERRANEAN PORTS | | 
Guif- West Mejiterranean Line... .....---.--- 2 code oe ssenmeenen| 3 | 24, 204 
- —- = = = 
FRENCH M ERRANEAN-WEST COAST OF ITALY AND ADRIATIC SEA | 
PORTS | 
| 
4 n Ex Tine al a ala call 8 | 62, 487 
Ar Pre r Ling as onmminament Be eo ee 2 | 17, 309 
{ 10] 79, 796 
GREEK AND BLACK SEA PORTS | | 
American Exports Lines............. Citiaiee So bh tein tlt IGS ted 11 j 86, 680 
Oh I NU = sith 2 15, 650 
12 102, 330 
BRITISH INDIA | 
American India I bc ncbankebhininldmeocudbabntemaambes 5 47,444 
AUSTRALIAN AND NEW ZEALAND | 
Atlantic Australian Line... -- 6 | 55, S57 
Pacifie Australia Line... 5 | 





43, 069 


American Far East Vine 
American Oriental Mail Line 
American Pioneer Line.. 
VUregon Orientat Line... 





\FRICA, SOUTH AND 


EAST COASTS 


Americar muuth African Line 


WEST COAST 


American West Afriean Line 















EAST COAST SOUTH AMERICA | 
| 
American De!ta Line eS ¢ 
American Dispatch Line... 5 : ) 
American Republie Line... ...... 12 09, 406 
Pacific Argentine Brazil Line 5 43, 000 
| soma | co oemimer 
} 81] 287,835 
esse 5 
Aten DORK ccnaenanioetnminantonatechdp-uaaindiemee oown} , 231 1, 
| 


It will be noted from the above list that there are 231 
about 2,000,000 total dead-weight tons In operation, 

It is safe to assume that the average useful life of a cargo steamer 
is approximately 20 years. It is also gafe to assume that 
age of these is at least 7 years, and that 3 years will elapse 
before any replacement vessels can be authorized and constructed; and 
it is apparent, therefore, that the 2,000,000 tons will have to be replaced 
during a period of 10 years, or at the rate of 200,000 tons per year. 

It is true, of course, that a certain number of these vessels may be 
replaced with vessels of the Government now laid up, but at the same 
time it should remembered that the Government fleet as a 
whole was during an emergency and, due to the inex- 
perienced operation and the long periods of lay-up, it is safe to assume 
that the value of the vessels, whether withdrawn from lay-up for re 
placement to the operating fleet, or operated continuously, will not 
exceed a period of over 20 years. 

However, {n considering this subject it should never be lost sight of 
that we are in direct eompetition with skilled foreign operators. Thus 
it will be found that, in connection with vessels on the long voyage 
trades running to the Orient and in connection with vessels on the 
North Atlantic, we are forced to compete with the cream of the British, 
German apanese merchant marines and that our competitors on 
the important liner routes are operating the highest type of cargo liners 
and are adding thereto 
It is the considered optnion of nearly all who have investigated the 
subject closely that the possibilities of successful American competition 
in connection with overseas shipping rests in the development of the 
cargo liner as opposed to the tramp type of steamer, Speedy transport 
of commodities as an inducement to shippers is essential and it is, 
therefore, apparent that, first, as an inducement to American shippers 


vessels of 


vessels 


also be 


constructed 
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the speed of our cargo liners should be enhanced; and second, to enabh! 
them to suceessfuliy compete with the highest type of speedy ships « 

our competitors the speed of our vessels would have to be increased, 
In considering, therefore, the necessary replacements in connection wit 

the cargo fleet now being operated it would seem sound to limit su 

replacements to cargo-liner types of vessels with a speed of at least 14 
knots and a total dead weight of carrying capacity of not less thon 
11,000 tons. We can safely assume that at least one-half of the trad 

on which Government ships are now being operated will require 1) 

cargo-liner type of vessel. (See note on last page.) 

In view of the fact that we have no vessels in the Government fk 
which correspond to the true cargo liner as outlined above, it is aj; 
parent that we should concentrate on building a considerable num! 
of these vessels to the exclusion of the smaller and slower ships whi 
may be provided out of the reserve of vessels laid up for the time bein 
thus enabling us to concentrate on a higher and better type. To rep! 
the cargo fleet of 2,000,000 tons in operation during a period of 1° 
years would involve the construction of 200,000 dead-weight tons p 
year. There is no doubt that during the first few years of any replace- 
nent program this figure of yearly replacement should be reached 
exceeded in order that the cargo liners may as rapidly as possible super- 
sede the less efficient and desirable vessels on the various foreign-trade 
routes. 

As previously referred to, the Government vessels are being sold to 
private interests. Any plan, therefore, which contemplates the replac 
ment of the present fleet should enable the vessels to be built by pri- 
vate interests as well as by the Government. 

It is obvious that some method of equalizing the cost of building 
vessels in this country with the cost of constructing them abroad will 
have to be found to enable these yessels to be constructed in the United 
States. At the same time, it may be found that in the case of certain 
of the lines which will have to be retained for the time being by the 
Government, it will be necessary for the Government to order the re- 
placement vessels itself. ® 

In any case the important thing Is “that the vessels must 
placed,” and that this minimum fleet which we are operating be not 
allowed to vanish from the seas, 





CONCLUSION 

From a consideration of the preamble outlining the arguments for 
an American merchant marine, the announced policy of Congress and 
the announced policy of our people, it is assumed that we should have 
an American merchant marine in the foreign trade. It is the only way 
that we can properly protect our foreign trade during the intensively 
competitive period which will be inaugurated with the resumption of 
world trading on a large scale. An American merchant warine is 
necessary to form a vital reserve of ships and trained personne! against 
any time of national emergency. It is apparent that the minimum fleet 
required to accomplish this may be safely measured by the Government 
fleet and vessels purchased from the Government now in service, to- 
gether with the construction of two 30,000-ton 20-knot cargo and pas- 
senger liners, readily adaptable for airplane carrier conversion to bal- 
ance the fleet on the North Atlantic, 

It is apparent that replacements will have to be made or our fleet 
will rapidly depreciate and finally vanish from the sea during the latter 
part of its life, being entirely unable to compete with the foreign lines, 
as these foreign lines as a customary and sound business policy replace 
their less efficient tonnage with the larger and faster cargo liners, 

It is therefore recommended that the construction of at least 30,000 
gross tons of passenger and cargo vessels be undertaken each year and 
the construction of at least 200,000 total dead-weight tens of 
liners be undertaken during each year. 

It is believed that before this replacement program is far under way, 
world conditions will improve so that the demand for an increased 
program will justify the construction of a considerably augmented pro- 
gram. Certainly the program as outlined abeve is a minimum and 
merely consistent with maintaining our present position in the shipping 
world. 


eargo 


W. S. BENSON, 
Rear Admira!, United States Nary (Retired), 
Commissioner, United States Shipping Beoerd, 

SEPTEMBER 14, 1925, 

{Norrn,—Refer to page 25: “ Due to the progress in the science and 
the art of shipbuilding, the eargo liner of to-day has a normal speed 
of 15 knots, and some of our competitors have placed in service 16-knot 
cargo liners.”’] 


EXHIBIT 4 
{From report of Subcommittee of Merchant Marine Planning Committee, 
1926-27, services and construction program} 
WoriLpD TRADE ROUTES AND OCBAN SPRVICES—SUMMARY OF CONSTRUCTION 
REQUIRED 
AREA I, UNITED KINGDOM AND IRELAND 
Service 1. 
knots sea 


20,000 gross tons, 18 
third-class passengers, 


New York-Liverpool: Four vessels 
speed, 500 cabin 500 


passengers, 


} 
; 
t 


vd 


w 








Anes 


ae 


num 8.500 dead-weight SO space luding approximately 50,000 ] 
, ' 
eet refrigeration } 





rvice 6, North Atlantic-Plymouth-Southampten: Two vessels a 
proximately 40,000 gross tons, 22 to 24 Knots sea speed, accommoda 
tions for 700 first-class, 400 second-class, and 1,000 third-class passen- | 
gel imited rgo and refrigerator space | 

service 14. New York-lavre Four vessels simil to Hog Island “I 

at type now in New York-London run including passenger accommeoda 

15 knots sea speed, Y),000 cubic feet cargo spac 

Serviee 17 New York-Antwer}j Four vesse s iliar t H island 

B”’ boat type, including first-class passenger accon d ons, d j 
weight cargo capacity approximately 7,500 ton il x 30,000 ecubl 

et refrigerator space 

Service 19. New York-Rotterdam [Two vessels similar te Hog Island 

B beat type, including first-class passenge! commodations, dead 
weight cargo capacity of approximately 7,500 tons If Harding and 


Roosevelt are not allocated here increase to four 
Service 22. New York-Hamburg: Four vessels 25.000 gross tons, 18 
knots sea speed, 650 cabin-class passengers and 1,000 third-class passen 


minimum of %,000 dead-weight eargo capacity, including 40,000 





bie feet refrigerator space 


Service 25, 26, 27. North Atlantic-Denmark, Swede Finland: Six 


Diesel motor vessels, 13 to 14 knots sea speed, 7,500 | 8 OOO dead-we 


eargo capacity Draft less than Hog Island vessels, if possible 
Cognizance to be taken of Kiel Canal meusurement rules Iwo deck 
(‘tween and shelter). Accommodations for about ) passengers 

AREA III. MEDITMRRANEAN 


No construction required 


AREA IV ORIENT 


Service 44. New York-Singapore-Manila-Hong Kong I ir mot« 
sels, 15 knots sea speed, 9,000 dead-weight tons, 500 tens refrigerated 


space, accommodations for 25 passengers. 
Service 46. North Atlantic-Philippines-China-Japan: Pive motor ves 
sels, 15 knots sea speed, 9,000 dead-weight tons, 350 tons refrigerated 


pace, tank space 1 SOO ms bulk vegetable oils, accommodations for 25 
issengers 


Service 47. North Atlantic-Japan-Cl 


&Os speed, 9.000 dead-weicht tones 350 tons refrigerated space, tank 





1.500 tons bulk vegetable oil ret 


mmodations for 25 passen 


Service 60. Los Angeles-San Francisco-China-Japan-Philippines-Stra 


Six motor vessel 14 knots sea speed, 9,000 dead-weight tons, 500 tor 
refrigerated space and tank space 1,500 tons bulk oils. | 
AREA V.—EAST COAST SOUTH AMERICA 
Service 62. New York-Direct Plate: Four motor yessels, 14 knots 
sea speed, 9,000 dead-weight tons, 1,000 tons refrigerated space 


Service 64. North Atlantic-North 


I 6.200 dead 
weight tons, maximum draft 23 feet, 1 


razil: Four vessels 
2 is knots sea epeed. fitted for 

nited number of passengers (15 to 20 persons) 

AREA VI, WEST COAST SOUTH AMERICA 
No requirements, 
AREA VII.—AUSTRALASIA 

Service 82. North Atlantice-New Zealand: Five motor vessels, 9,000 
dead-weight tons, 14 knots sea speed, 25 passengers 
North Atlantic-Sydney-Melbourne-Adelaide: Six motor 
vessels, 9,000 dead-weight tons, 14 knots sea speed, 


Service 83 
25 passengers. 
Service 89. Pacific Coast-New Zealand-Australia: Six motor vessel 


000 dead-weitght ton 14 knots sea speed, 500 tons refrigerated space 


and tank space 1,500 tons bulk oil. 
ARBA VITI, INDIA 
Service 90. North Atlantic-India: Five motor vessels, 9,000 dead 


weight tons, 14 knots sea speed, accommodations for ASS ers 


AREA IX,—AFRICA 
Service 91. New York-West Africa, via Atlanti Islands Kight 
motor vessels, 9,000 dead-weight tons, 14 knots sea speed, tank sp: 
1,500 tons bulk vegetable oil, accommodations for 25 passengers 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—-REPLYING TO MISREPRESENTATIONS OF 
WASHINGTON NEWS AND WASHINGTON HERALD 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I shall only consume a moment 
or two of the time of the Senate. I want to make reference 
(to an article in the Washington News. This paper in refs 
ring to a speech that I made on yesterday, in which I challenged 
the New York World to have the Democrats of the Senate re- 
buke me for my defense of religious freedom and free speech 
said that I asked the Democrats to pass on the question. I! 
read from that paper: 

He asked a vote of Senate Democrats on whether he Is right 
wrong, 


I did not ask any such thing. I read an excerpt from the 
New York World, and I said that paper was not satisfied with 
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cti he Democratic Senate « ference had taken regard 
ing the situation with reference to me, and that the Senate 
Democrats in conference declined to pass on the position tl 
[ took in the Senate or that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr 


Rortnson | took, and that the action of the conference of the 
Democrats had no reference whatever to it l stated that the 
N Y < World said the action taken was not a rebuke of me 
ind th it was spineless performance. Now, the Washington 
‘ s ql Ss In is 5 vin 2 
if isk ve of the S t Den s on W ! 8 cr 
Ww nye 
I am not ask ng any Senator fo pass on the quest of 
ther I am ht or wrong That is a question for 1 to 
decide as a Senator [fam a Senate from a sovereign Stat 
! s one of two Senators to present the people of fl 
State, and I, as one of their chosen spokesmen, aia to determine 
whether my position is right or wrong. I repudiate this 


ment as false, and the writer of if as one Vv 





knew he w 
vriting a falsehood when he wrote it 


The News further had me saving in the Senate—and those 


n the gallery who were here yesterday, as well as Semitors 
present, know that no such remark was made by me: 
sSpei kil x to my Democratic colleag Gs 
[ will quit the Democratic Party and millions will quit with me 


I did not say that. I challenged the New York World to have 
such action taken as it had suggested, and if the New York 
World could demonstrate a situation like that where the Dem 
cratic Party were following Tammany and the Roman Catholic 
political machine, a nuliifier of the Constitution, and a wet, 
that I would quit the Democratic Party I wonder why they 
undertake to misrepresent me in this fashion right here in the 
Capitol the day following my speech, when so many people 
present now heard what I had to say and the connection in 
which I used that expression *? 

Mr. President, I refer to that merely » let the people know 
who read the Recorp in the country and to let the people know 
who are present that there is an effort being made to delibe: 
ately misrepresent my speeches in the Senate. This is a part 
ot the propaganda of the Roman Cuatholie political machine. 
If these misrepresentations continue I am going to ask the 
Senate to take some action on certain representatives of news- 
papers in the Senate press gailery. No liar has a right to sit 
in the press gallery and deliberutely lie about a Senator on this 
floor, and if the Nenate has any respect for itself it will not 
permit such a thing as that to continue 

Here is an article from the Washington Herald, written by 
Fraser Edwards, I believe. The headline is: 


i 


Herwin’s blasphemy shocks Senators 


I w astounded when I was told that such a statement was 
in the paper, and 1 could not reinember shocking the Senate in 
that way. I found after coming to the Senate this morning 
that the official reporter who took down the statement where 
Ll was quoting a hewspaper man with reference to what I had 
said in fun abeut the tarring and feathering in Arkansas and 
Alabama of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson], when 
Mr. Fraser Edwards asked to see the stenozrapher’s notes of 
the speech he read it to him and told hin twice that a certain 
statement made by newspaper men was in quotations and that 
I had quoted it, and yet he went off and published it without 
quoting it. He suggested that Senators were offended and 
were going to take some action regarding it. I have been 

hable to tind who the Senator was that told him that. 
Of course, no such thing is true. They are net only deter- 


to misrepresent me, but they have commenced to lie 
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ht abe things that oecur in connection with me on this 


I want to serve notice on Mr. Hearst, because this is one of his 
papers, that if this continues I will read some affidavits on this 
floor which will open his eyes and move some of these little 
hickory nuts in his employment out of the press gallery. 
fLaughter.] I had not wanted to do that because I do not care 
to go into a mau’s private life. but William Randelph Hearst 
can not keep his hired agents here in this gallery mispresent- 
ing, insulting, and slandering me. 

Now, I want to say for the benefit of this man Edwards that 
his father was my friend, a fine, manly man, Charley Edwards. 
He was afflicted in his declining years so that he could not 
work. He was hard pressed financially, and being afflicted could 
not earn bis living. He did well when he was in health and 
able to work. He was my friend, aud 1 was his friend. He 
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needed assistance, financial assistance, and I used to help him. 
He came to me frequently for help and he never came in vain. 
I would let him have $10 at a time. The last time I ever saw 
him I gave him $25. I regret to have to mention this, but 
feel justified in doing it now. This is his son who is joining 
in with my enemies to misrepresent, slander, and lie about me 
in the Senate. 
THE WORLD COURT 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a state- 
ment made to the President regarding the World Court, together 
with a list of the signers, and by request of certain of these 
signers I ask permission to have the statement printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

(Issued by the presentation committee representing 432 citizens and 
cicnecs in 47 States. Irving T. Bush (chairman), Frank H. Hiscock, 
Franklin D, Roosevelt, Charles H. Carey, Howard Coonley, Kenneth 
C. M, Sills, Mrs. Kellogg Fairbank, Ray Lyman Wilbur) 

Beurve “ Wortp Court” NeGoTiATIONS SHOULD CONTINUE—DIFFER- 
ENCES Nov FUNDAMENTAL—CITIZENS OF 47 STarES CONVEY TO PRESI- 
DENT Desire THarT UnNirep STates COMPLETE ADHERENCE TO CoURT 
4S Ornvious Srer Towarp Paciric SETTLEMENT 


To-day an important communication bearing on the relation of the 
United States to the Permanent Court of International Justice reached 
tle President over the signatures of 422 people from 47 States. The 
communication conveys to the President the belief of the signers that a 
vast number of people throughout the country are far from satistied 
with the present status of the question of the adherence of the United 

‘ates to the World Court. The letter reflects the view of the signers 
that the differences between the United States and the signatory 
States, however troublesome, are not sufliciently fundamental or im- 
portant to prevent the adherence of the United States to the court. 
Without suggesting a particular procedure or a particular solution, the 
signers express the hope that the President will indicate the willing 
ness of the United States to continue conversations in the matter of 
the court with a view to reaching early settlement. 


TUB COMMUNICATION TO THE PRESIDENT 


The communication as presented to the President to-day is: 

*“ We, the undersigned citizens of 47 States, believe that the differ- 
ences between the United States and the states signatory to the 
protocol of the statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice 
are in large part due to misunderstandings which could certainly be 
resolved in the conversations that normally accompany the negotiation 
of treaties. May we convey to you our urgent hope—a hope which we 
believe to be entertained by a vast number of our fellow citizens—that 
you will indicate the willingness of the United States to continue nego- 
tiations with a view to remoying the difficulties which stand in the way 
of consummating the adherence of the United States to the Vermanent 
Court? 

“ Relieve us, with great respect, 

“ Faithfully yours, etc.” 

The letter was conveyed to the President through a presentation 
committee of eight representing the signers. This committee consists of 
Irving T. Bush, president of the Bush Terminal Co., chairman; Judge 
Frank H. Hiscock, formerly chief justice of the Court of Appeals of 
New York State; Franklin D. Roosevelt, former Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy; Judge Charles H. Carey, of Portland, Oreg., former member 
of the Republican National Committee ; Howard Coonley, president Wal- 
worth Co., of Boston, former president of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, director, Link Belt Co., of Chicago, and of the National 
Malleable Steel Castings Co,, of Cleveland; Mrs. Kellogg Fairbank. 
member of the Democratic National Committee, Chicago; President 
Kenneth C. M. Sills, of Bowdoin College, Brunswick, Me.; and Presi- 
dent Ray Lyman Wilbur, of Stanford University, California. 


COURT BXPRESSES AMERICAN IDEAL, SAYS PRESENTATION COMMITTES 


In transmitting the letter to the President the presentation com- 
mittee said: 

“ Representing 432 thoughtful citizens in 47 States, we beg to trans- 
mit on their behalf and our own the inclosed communication. The 
United States could, we believe, take no more necessary and no more 
effective step toward promoting the pacific settlement of international 
disputes than that ef adhering to the Permanent Court of Interna- 
tional Justice under proper reservations. 

“At the time when the delegates to the first and second Hague con- 
ferences, acting under instructions, urged the establishment of a 
permanent tribunal, the United States announced a clear-cut attitude 
in favor of the establishment of international agencies for the settle- 
ment of international disputes. It is, we think, in pursuance of that 
tradition that the United States would join the 55 nations which by 
adhering to the protocol of signature of the Permanent Court of In- 
ternational Justice have formally indorsed the principle of applying 
the judicial procedure to questions susceptible of legal treatment, 
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“We are conscious of the many burdens resting upon you, but we 
feel so deeply the need of clearing the misunderstanding which sur- 
rounds this matter that we venture to urge upon you the taking of 
all reasonable steps to make entirely clear the position of this country, 
and thus resolve the doubts and, in all probability, the difficulties 
that have prevented completing the adherence of the United States 
to the court.” 


EDITORS, BANKERS, BUSINESS MEN, MANY OFFICIALS AMONG SIGNERS 


The 482 signers of the memorial represent a wide variety of inter- 
ests. They include leading members of both the major parties; the list 
includes the names of 11 governors and ex-governors (8 Republican, 
3 Democratic); 93 editors of dailies throughout the country, among 
them William Simms, foreign editor, signing on behalf of the 26 
Scripps-Howard papers; J. Lauriston Bullard, chief editorial writer for 
the Boston Herald; Melville Stone, counselor for the Associated Press ; 
the editors of the Los Angeles Times Mirror, Brooklyn Daily Eagle. 
Toledo Blade, Richmond News Leader, Wisconsin State Journal, Cin- 
cinnati Commercial Tribune, Baltimore Post, Atlanta Constitution, 
Omaha Bee, Oklahoma City Times, Providence Tribune, Syracuse Post 
Standard, San Francisco Daily News, and many others. 

Bankers and business men whose interests extend well over the 
country are among the signers. They include Richard Grant, former 
president United States Chamber of Commerce, now of the M. A. Hanna 
Co. of Cleveland; Howard Coonley, president of the Walworth Co. of 
Boston, director of the Link Belt Co. of Chicago and of the National 
Malleable Steel Castings Co. of Cleveland; W. Irving Bullard, banker, 
of Boston, treasurer of the National Association of Cotton Manufactur- 
ers; Henry Sharpe of Brown & Sharpe, Providence; A. L. Humphrey, 
president Westinghouse Air Brake Co., Pittsburgh; Samuel Rea, of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad; Cornelius Bliss, director Fifth Avenue Bank, 
New York; Daniel Willard, president of the Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road; Sumner McKnight, president of the Produce State Bank, Minne- 
apolis; E. J. Wallace, president Mid-West Retail Coal Dealers Associa- 
tion, St. Louis; E. Wilbur Rice, honorary chairman of the General Elec- 
tric Co., Schenectady; William Mather, president Cleveland Cliffs Iron 
Co. of the Lake Superior & Ishpeming Railway Co., chairman of the 
board of the Otis Steel Co., ete, 


COMPLETE LIST OF SIGNERS 
The following complete list of the signers shows how generally all 
sections of the country are represented : 
THE EAST AND THE SOUTH 


William C. Sproul, former Republican Governor of Pennsylvania, 
president Union League Club of Philadelphia. 

Howard Coonley, president Walworth Co. of Boston; director Second 
National Bank of Boston, National Malleable Steel Castings Co. of 
Cleveland, Link Belt Co. of Chicago; Boston. 

Cornelius Bliss, director Fifth Avenue Bank, Bankers Trust Co.; 
treasurer of-the Republican National Committee, campaign of 1916; 
New York City. : 

Hiuntley N. Spaulding, Republican Governor of New lWampshire, 
Concord. 

W. Irving Bullard, banker; vice president Merchants National Bank; 
director Connecticut Mills Co., the Transcript Co.; treasurer National 
Association of Cotton Manufacturers ; Boston. 

Frank H. Hiscock, former chief judge of the Court of Appeals of 
New York, Syracuse. 

James R. Angell, president of Yale University, New Haven. 

Joseph R. Grundy, president William H. Grundy Co., Bristol; presi- 
dent Pennsylvania Manufacturers’ Association. 

Henry D. Sharpe, president and treasurer Brown & Sharpe Manu- 
facturing Co. of Providence; first vice president Providence Journal. 

B. F. Yoakum, president San Antonio & Arkansas Pass Railroad; 
director Seaboard Air Line; New York City. 

A. L. Humphrey, president Westinghouse Air Brake Co., Pittsburgh. 

Join H. Fahey. banker and newspaper publisher; former president 
United States Chamber of Commerce ; Boston. 

Everett J. Lake, former Republican Governor of Connecticut ; director 
Hartford-Aetna National Bank; president Hartford Lumber Co. 

Melville E. Stone, counselor Associated Press, New York City. 

Marcus H. Holeomb, former Republican Governor of Connecticut (for 
three terms); former attorney general of the State; president South- 
ington Savings Bank. 

G. W. K. Forrest, Republican mayor of Wilmington, Del. 

Thomas M. Steele, president first National Bank, New Haven, Conn. 

Leslie H. Thompson, treasurer Winchester Repeating Arms Co., New 
Haven. 

Thomas H. Robinson, attorney general of Maryland. 

George A. Wood, Republican speaker of the New Hampshire House of 
Representatives, 1925. 

Jeremy R. Waldron, attorney general of New Hampshire. 

Samuel D. Felker, former Democratic Governor of New Hampshire. 

Irving T. Bush, president Bush Terminal Co., New York City. 

Samuel Rea, former president Pennsylvania Railroad, Philadelphia. 
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Democratic committee, Concord, N. H 


Mrs. Harriman N. Simmons, president New Jersey League of Won 
Voters 

Charles M. Muehnic, vice president American Locomotive Sales Cor 
poration, New York City. 

Gano Dunn, president J. G. White Engineering Co.; former cha 
man National Research Council; former president American Institute 
Electrical Engineers, New York City. 

W. G. Bramham, 

North Carolina 

William C. Hammer, Member of Congress; 

North Carolina 
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Mrs. Samuel A. Bower, president Women’s Republican Club of Hart 


Calwell, president Corn National Bank 


W. H. P. Faunce, president Brown University, Providence 

Richard Crane, former ambassador to Czechoslovakia: Westover. Va 

Robert B. Tunstall, director, Norfolk National Bank; counsel for 
Southern Railway, Virginian Railway Co., Richmond 

Charles MeCamic, former Republican member of the West Vir; 
House 

W. I. Evans, president Florida Bar Association; Miami 

Edgar Watkins, former attorney for the Interstate 
mission; Atlanta, Ga. 

E. Marvin Underwood, general counsel United States Railroad Ad 
ministration, 1920; Atlanta 

R. B. Caldwell, president Commercial Bank of Chester; South Caro 
una. 

Mrs. Harrison B. Freeman, former president Women’s Republican ¢ 
of Hartford. 

Mrs. Herbert Knox Smith, 
Women Voters; Hartford. 

Charlies M. Andrews, Farnam professor of American History at Yale 
University; former president American Historical Association; New 
Haven. 
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H. F. Beebe, manager of the foreign department, Winchester Repeat- 
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Waiter Hullihen, president University of Delaware. 

James Garfield, lawyer, Boston, 

Elizabeth Tilton, secretary of the National Congress of Parents and 


Teachers ; Boston. 


; ! I 3 q t 1] Ass 
f Mact sts; Bost 
} M. Yea r of | I 
iH i J. Hinman. the SS ) me ¢ r f New Y \ 
\ I Met Del s I 
\ e ¢(') q 
vi r S. Hil pt t I \ I (senet 
] h ¢ M. Sills esident | vydoin Coll R k ™ 
ii y i i s ( t I 
I sel Fidelity Trust ¢ Ral ‘ 

c ( Pa idg fo s tor the D s 
former United Stat minister to V I id Vermont M 
( ( & Pittst i | I 

‘ DD. Gray, president Bates Coll I M 
I odore Mart fort Y sad to » Baltin 





Cl Ba 10re 

( ge Al 1 Frick, St S¢ te I r 

! t N. Uln I f Sup ( rt « Bal 

Howard W <son, former 1 ( f Baltimore 

M iS vy, for esident Amer Bar Ass I 

Andrew J. Peters, for yor of Rostor 

J Ww resid Worcest Bank & Trust ¢ I d 
W ‘ Chamber of Commer Mas husetts 

( Grafton \ ‘ m J ’ it 

Ww legat to int atior val ‘ nee ¢ 1919 ( 
M 

M j nd Hop 3 rr Mus ‘ neil he I 
] li \ B n 

1 « Oecd MW 9 4 : . 

Will rm. J z riner ’ Co! LN. A 

W J Ahern, Dem i id New Hf I 
I 1925, ¢ ord 

James VP. Richardson, Parker { ssor of law and polit 1 sciet 
Dartmou : Republican mem of the Honse f Representat 
New Ha hir 192 Han N. H 


George W. Wickersham, former Att General of t United St 
the Cabinet of President Taft, New York City 


Charles Fiske, Protestant Episcopal bishop of cental New 
Livingston Ferrand, president Corneil University, Ithaca, 
Alden Chester, vice president Albany Exchange Savings Bank 


Mr Franklin D. Roosevelt Vice hairman Women’ Democra 





Ll 


Committee of New York State 

(da Comstock, president Radcliffe Colle Cambridge, Mass 

Peter Gaansvoort Ten Eyck, consulting engineer; director, Chi o, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co.; director, National Commercial | k 
& Trust Co., Commercial Insurance Co., and Alban Sa i : 
Albany 

G. Rh. Parker, of Parker, Peebles & Kuox, exporters and impo 3, 
New York City 

Franklin D. Roosevelt, former Ass int Secretary of the Navy New 
York ¢ ily 

Arthur Kuh board of d s, Au can Journal of International 
Law, New York City 

Elmer Ellsworth Brow incellor 3 York University, New York 
City. 

J n ¢ isel president Tufts Colleg Medford, Mass 


Lincoln Cromwell, of William Iselin & Co., textiles; member le 
of directors, Merchants Association of New York; New York ‘ 


John G. Agar, lawyer; trustee, Mutual Life Insurance Co., Far: 





Loan & Trust Co.; New York City 

Frederic Coudert, lawyer; director, Lincoln Safe Deposit (¢ i 
tional Surety Co.; New York City 

Allen W. Johnston, exccutive \ I slagent »sd enectady > gs 
Bank, New York 

Philip Jessup, former Assistant Solicitor in the Department of St 
now at the School of Law and Jurisprudence of Columbia Universit 
New York City 

L. P. Alford, member of the execnutiv board, American Society f 
Mechanical Engineers, New York City. 

Frank Wickersham, judge of tl! twelfth judicial district of Penn 


nia, Harrisburg 
James EF. Allen, president Davis and Eikins College, West Virginia 
J. Willis Martin, judge of the court of common pleas, Philadelphia 
Frank Aydelotte, president Swarthmore College, Pennsylvania, 
Roeland Morris, former chairman of the Pennsylvania State Den 
ratic Committee, former ambassador to Japan, Philadelpbia. 
James B. Littlefield, lawyer, Providen 
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Edwin Alderman, president University of Virginia. 

Mrs. W. F. Morehead, president Virginia Federation of Women’s 
Clubs 

Joseph Walker, former Republican speaker of the Massachusetts House, 
Boston. 

Mary Woolley, president Mount Holyoke College, South Hadley. 

Roscoe Pound, dean of the Harvard Law School, Cambridge. 

Samuel B, Woodward, president Worcester County Institution for 
Savings, Worcester. 

Harry A. Garfield, president Williams College, Williamstown, Mass. 

iilen Pendleton, president Wellesley College, Wellesley. 

Iiverett Colby, lawyer, former member of the Republican National 
Committee, New York City. 

Willis H. Flint, former mayor of Concord, N. H, 

Ernest M, Hopkins, president Dartmouth College, Hanover, N. H. 

Henry W. Taft, lawyer; delegate to Republican national convention, 
124; former president New York City Bar Association, New York City. 

Col. Pdward M. louse, New York City. 

Raymond Fosdick, trustee, Rockefeller Foundation, New York City. 

Mrs, Frank Vanderlip, former chairman New York League of Women 
Voters; New York City. 

I’. F. Sharpless, consulting engineer; secretary American Institute of 
Mining and Metallurgical Engineers; New York City. 

Stanley Rose, vice president American Safan Corporation; New York 
City. 

Charles F. Abbott, professor of political science, Middlebury College, 
Vermont. 

>. B. Carroll, professor of political science, University of Vermont ; 
Burlington. 

Mrs. Yorke Allen, Board of Directors New Jersey League of Women 
Voters 

Calvin Rice, secretary American Society of Mechanical Engineers; 
New York City. 

Virginia C. Gildersleeve, dean Barnard College; New York City. 

Hlenry Jessup, lawyer, New York City. 

Frank IL. Sommer, dean law school, New York University; New York 
City. 

Frederick Gillmore, mayor of Utiea, N. Y. 

Willis K. Gillette, judge in the county court; Rochester, N. Y. 

George Davis, president Hunter College; New York City. 

Erskine C. Rogers, judge Washington County court; Hudson Falls, 
i 

Mrs. Harvey W. Harmer, president West Virginia Association of Uni- 
versity Women. 

Mrs. Fannle Fern Andrews, former president Boston Association of 
University Women; executive secretary American School Citizenship 
League ; Boston. 

Julian Park, dean University of Buffalo. 

Kerr D. Macmillan, president Wells College; Aurora, N. Y. 

Mrs. William Pratt Graham, president New York State Division of 
American Association of University Women, 

Thomas Raeburn White, attorney; president Philadelphia Forum; 
Philadelphia, 

Robert TP. Esty, attorney; member American Society of International 
Law; Philadelphia. 

Mrs. Lueretia L. Blankenburg, former vice president, General Feder- 
ation of Women’s Clubs; Philadelphia. 

Marion Edwards Park, president Bryn Mawr College; Pennsylvania. 

rR. T. Irvine, member of the Virginia State Democratic Committee ; 
Big Stone Gap, Va. 

George W, Lutz, director Security Trust Co.; former president Wheel- 
ing Kourd of Trade: Wheeling, W. Va. 

Thelma J. Browne, president Virginia Association of University 
Women, 

J. Y. Frey, secretary-treasurer of the metal trades department of the 
American Federation of Labor; Washington, D. C. 

«. D. Terrell, former city manager; Brunswick, Ga. 

liclen Woodsmall Eldredge, president Tennessee Association of Uni- 
versity Women; western Tennessee vice president National League of 
American Pen Women, 

Augustus E. Willson, former Republican Governor of Kentucky ; dele- 
gute to six national Republican conventions ; Louisville. 

iluston Quinn, vice president Louisville Trust Co.; former Repub- 
lican mayor of Louisville, 

Itegan Yancey, mayor, Lexington, Ky. 

W. ©. Hart, member of the State bar examining board for three 
terms; treasurer, Commercial Law League of America; New Orleans. 

Ilubert Fisher, former U. 8S. attorney for western district of Ten- 
nessee; now a Member of the United States House of Representatives ; 
Memphis. 

Bolton Smith, investment banker, Memphis. 

Thomas H. Franklin, attorney, San Antonio, Tex. 

R. T. Moore, chairman of board Commercial National Bank of Shreve- 
port. La. 

Spright Dowell, president Alabama Polytechnic Institute, Auburn ; 
former State superintendent of education, 
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Mrs. A. Malone, president Alabama Federation of Women’s Clubs. 

Frank McVey, president University of Kentucky ; Lexington. 

Harry B. Mackoy, attorney, Covington, Ky. 

Anna H. Settle, former president Louisville League of Women Voters, 

Charles J. Turck, president Centre College ; Danville, Ky. 

John H. Overton, Alexandria, La. 

J. H. Kirkland, chancellor Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tenn, 

D. A. Simmons, judge; Houston, Tex. 

W. I. Baker, mayor of Nacagdoches, Tex. 

J. W. Terry, lawyer, Galveston, Tex. 

Mrs. H. C. Burke, president Texas Division American Association 
of University Women; Fort Worth. 

Charles E, Selecman, president Southern Methodist University ; Dallas, 
Tex, 

HE PRESS IN THE EAST AND THE SOUTH 

William TP. Simms, foreign editor on behalf of 26 Scripps-Howard 
papers throughout the country ; Washington, D. C. 

i. Lauriston Bullard, chief editorial writer, The Boston Herald. 

Melville I, Stone, counselor, Associated Press; New York City. 

Arthur M. Howe, editor Brooklyn Daily Eagle. 

Frank E, Gannett, editor and publisher the Gannett Newspapers, 
New York State. Rochester Times Union, Utica Observer Dispatch, 
Elmira Star-Gazette, Elmira Advertiser, Elmira Telegram, Ithaca 
Journal-News, Newburgh News. 

Hewitt Howland, editor Century. 

Willis 8S. Woods, editor Literary Digest. 

George W. Potter, editor Providence Tribune, Rhode Island. 

Kk. Robert Stevenson, editor in chief the Republican-American, 
Waterbury, Conn, 

George F. Booth, editor Telegram-Gazette, Worcester. 

Albert O. H. Grier, editor Every Evening, Wilmington, Del. ° 

William Baker, editor Syracuse Post-Standard, New York. 

Henry Goddard Leach, editor The Forum, New York City. 

Robert W. Bingham, editor and publisher the Courier-Journal, 
Louisville. 

Wade Harris, editor Observer, Charlotte, N. C, 

Melville F, Ferguson, editor Philadelphia Record. 

Edward J. Lynett, editor and publisher Scranton Times, Pennsylvania. 

Douglas Freeman, editor Richmond News Leader, Virginia. 

H, €. Ogden, editor Wheeling Intelligencer, West Virginia. 

Camden 8. Taney, editor Wheeling Register, West Virginia. 

J. Wisner Thorne, editor Sunday Call, Newark, N. J. 

Clark Tlowell, editor Atlanta Constitution, Georgia. 

Erwin Craighead, editor and vice president Mobile Register, Alabama, 

Paul B. Williams, editor Utica Daily Press, New York. 

Harold D. Jacobs, editor Baltimore Post. 

Kk. D. Lambright, editor Tampa Morning Tribune, Florida. 

R. F. Wormwood, editor Biddeford Journal, Maine. 

Christian Herter, editor the Independent, Boston. 

Arthur J. Sinnott, editor Newark Evening News. 

Thomas J, Hamiiton, editor the Chronicle, Augusta, Ga. 

J, Logan Clevenger, editor Perth Amboy Evening News, New Jersey. 

Harold B. Johnson, president and editor Watertown Daily Times, 
New York. 

George S. Crandall, editor Elmira Star-Gazette, New York. 

Gorton V. Carruth, editor the Waterbury Republican, Connecticut. 

W. C. Chilton, editor the Gazette, Charleston, W. Va. 

Walter H. Main, editor Union Star, Schenectady, N. Y. 

Walter Wood, editor the American, Waterbury, Conn. 

Santford Martin, editor Journal, Winston-Salem, N, C. 

R. Charleton Wright, editor Columbia Record, South Carolina. 

William Geppert, editor Telegram, Clarksburg, W. Va. 

Cc. B. Gillespie, editor Houston Chronicle, Texas. 

R. O. Bardsdale, editor News Reporter, Washington, Ga. 

Desha Breckinridge, publisher Lexington Herald, Kentucky. 

Frederick Sullens, editor News, Jackson, Miss. 

T. W. Wallace, chief of the editorial staff of the Louisville Times, 
Kentucky. 

James H. Skewes, editor Meridian Star, Meridian, Miss. 

THE MIDDLE WEST AND THE WEST 


Theodore Christianson, Republican, Governor of Minnesota. 

William G. Mather, president Cleveland Cliffs Iron Co., Lake Superior 
& Ishpeming Railway Co.; director, Union Trust Co., Guardian Trust 
Co.; chairman of the board of the Otis Steel Co.; Cleveland. 

Royal A, Stone, associate justice of the supreme court of Minnesota. 

Hugh R. Ennis, former president National Association of Real Estate 
Boards; delegate to last Republican National Convention; Kansas 
City, Mo. 

Joseph H. Defrees, president Windermere Co.; former president 
Chamber of Commerce of the United States; member, President's 
conference on unemployment, 1921; Chicago. 

Sumner T. McKnight, president Produce State Bank; treasurer 
Minnesota Kepublican campaign, 1924; Minneapolis. 

John M. Cameron, former president Chicago Bar Association. 

Clyde L. Herring, president Herring Motor Co., Des Moines. 
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of Directors of the United States Chamber of Commerce; Salt Lake 
City, Utah 

George FP. Christiansen, president Bank of Stevenson; member of the 
Democratic National Committee; Stevenson, Wash. 

Mrs. G. N. Campbell, vice chairman Republican State Central Com- 
mittee for the State of Washington; Kalama. 

Mrs. Hlelen B. Bell, vice chairman Republican State Committee of 
Colorado ; Denver. 

Chester Hl. Rowell, former chairman Republican State convention ; 
member Republican National Campaign Committee; Berkeley, Calif. 

Franklin W. M. Cutcheon, director United States War Finance Cor- 
poration, 1920; attorney; Santa Barbara, Calif. 

Mrs. George I). Meston, president Colorado branch of the American 
Association of University Women, 

Kvelyn Newman, dean Colorado State Teachers’ College, Greeley. 

Melvin A. Brannon, chancellor University of Montana. 

John P. Meadows, mayor, Tularosa, N. Mex. 

William FI’. Woodward, member of the State legislature for 18 years, 
Portland, Oreg 

Gen. KE. C. Bellows, former consul general to Yokohama, Japan, Los 
Angeles 

David Starr Jordan, president emeritus Stanford University, Cali- 
fornia. 

H. B. Mitchell, mayor of Great Falls, Mont. 

Thomas F. Kane, president University of North Dakota 

M, O. Thompson, judge, Lisbon, N, Dak, 

Mrs. A. B. Fairbank, president South Dakota Association of Univer- 
sity Women. 

Dr. G. G. Cottam, former member of the Republican National Com- 
mittee, Sioux Falls, 8. Dak. 

Mrs. T. 8S. Taliaferro, past president Wyoming Federation of Women’s 
Clubs. 

William Thomas, president Harvard Law School Association, San 
Francisco, 

Mrs. Parker S. Maddux, member of the California Republican State 
central committee; president Republican Women’s Federation of Cali- 
fornia; San Francisco. 

W. W. Campbell, president University of California. 

Ernest J. Jaqua, president Scripps College, Claremont, Calif. 

Ray Lyman Wilbur, president Stanford University; special delegate 
to Pan American conference this coming January. 

D. W. Standrod, civilian aide to Secretary of War, 1922; former 
chairman Idaho Young Men's Republican League; Pocatello, Idaho. 

Robert McNair Davis, dean College of Law, University of Idaho. 

Charles H. Clapp, president State University, Missoula, Mont, 

Mrs. Foster Wolfe,* State president American Association of Uni- 
versity Women, Montana, 

Norris H. Nelson, Finley, N. Dak, 

Levi T, Pennington, president Pacific College, Newberg, Oreg. 

Charles E. Lane, member of the Wyoming House, Cheyenne. 

Thomas Amory Lee, former commander of the American Legion, 
Topeka, Kans. 

Mrs. Serena F. Mathews, president Washington Federation of Women’s 
Clubs, Pullman, 

THEN PRESS IN THE MIDDLE WEST AND THE WEST 


Ralph W. Trueblood, editor Times Mirror, Los Angeles. 

Hi. W. Brown, president Commercial Tribune, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Grover Patterson, editor Toledo Blade, Ohio. 

Charles EB. Morris, publisher Canton Daily News, Ohio. 

W.N. Burkhardt, editor Daily News, San Francisco. 

Archie McCrea, editor Muskegon Chronicle, Michigan. 

Walter M. Harrison, editor Oklahoma City Times and Daily Okla- 
homan 

A. M. Brayton, editor Wisconsin State Journal. 

John Kline, president and editor Green Bay Gazette, Wisconsin. 

Stephen Bolles, editor Janesville Daily Gazette, Wisconsin. 

J. D. Dean, editor Glendora Gleaner, California. 

D. K. Hoopes, editor Evening Republican, Mitchell, 8S. Dak. 

W. Ward, editor Ohio Star, Lima. 

Ballard Dunn, editor Omaha Bee, Nebraska. 

Harvey Ingham, editor Des Moines Register Tribune, Iowa, 

John H. Kelley, editor Sioux City Tribune, Iowa, 


THE MERCHANT MARINE 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 744) to further develop an American 
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transportation 
of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask that we may adopt cer- 
tain amendments reported by the committee as to which I think 
there is no oppesition. It is merely desired to perfect the bill 
so far as we can. The first amendment to which I refer is 


on line 3, page 1, after the word “ policy,” to insert the words 
“and the primary purpose.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


JANUARY 24 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. On page 1, line 3, after the word “ policy,” 
insert the words “and the primary purpose,” so as to read: 

That the policy and the primary purpose declared in section 1 of 
the merchant marine act, 1920, is hereby confirmed, ete. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. In line 4, page 1, after the word “ confirmed,” 
strike out the cOmma and insert a period, and strike out tlie 
balance of the section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLerK. On page 1, line 4, after the word “ con- 
firmed,” strike out the comma and insert a period, and strike 
out the remainder of the section in the following words: 

And the purpose of the United States to maintain permanently a 
merchant marine adequate for the proper growth and the foreign and 
domestic commerce of the United States and for the national defense is 
hereby reaffirmed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. On page 3, line 11, there is an amendment pro- 
posed by the committee which we think is really not necessary, 
but it is offered simply through an excess of caution. It is to 
insert after the word “repealed” the words “to the extent of 
any such inconsistency.” 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. On page 3, line 11, after the word “ re- 
pealed,” insert the words “to the extent of any such inecon- 
sistency,” so as to make the section read. 

All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed to the extent of any such inconsistency. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I think those are all the amendments that are 
not controverted, and that is probably all we can do on the 
bill to-day. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, what did the Senator do 
about new section 2? Did he bring that up to-day? 

Mr. JONES. No; I did not. It is involved in the contro- 
versy. 

Mr. COPELAND. As I understand it, the first section has 
been changed to read: 


That the policy and the primary purpose declared in section 1 of 
the merchant marine act of 1920 is hereby confirmed. 


Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. 
acted on? 

Mr. JONES. On page 3, line 11. That was really not neces- 
sary, but the committee out of abundant caution put in those 
words. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then, also, section 5 is stricken out by 
the committee. 

Mr. JONES. We have not acted on that, because it is in- 
volved in the other amendment. That leaves yet to be consid- 
ered all the amendments which are in controversy. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is it the purpose of the Senator to leave 
the matter at this point to-day? 

Mr. JONES. I understand there is no Senator who wants 
to speak now. This is the first day the bill has really been 
before the Senate, and I do not want to take advantage of 
anyone. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, while the Senator from New 
York [Mr. CopELAND] is here, may I inquire if there is any 
understanding as to when the bill is likely to be taken up again? 
I understand it is the unfinished business. 

Mr. JONES. I understand we are going to have an adjourn- 
ment to-day, so that it will come up to-morrow at 2 o'clock. I 
hope that Senators will be prepared to go on with the bill. 1 
would like to dispose of it just as soon as possible. I am going 
to press it as earnestly as I can, without, of course, unduly 
pressing Senators, 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the Senator from New York be prepared 
to proceed with the discussion to-morrow? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; I think I will. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then we can probably reach a final vote 
before the end of the week. 

Mr, JONES. I hope so. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator from Ohio contemplate 
that the Senator from New York will speak on the bill the 
remainder of the week? 

Mr. WILLIS. He has such a large appreciation of the ability 
and continuity and eloquence of the Senator from New York 
that he hopes he would speak that long, anyhow. 


What other matters did the Senator have 
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Mr. COPELAND It is only presidential candidates who 
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INVESTIGATION OF SINKING OF SUBMARINE “™ S—4 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, : 
of the Senate to consider 

providing for a commission to inve 
facts connected with the sinking of the submarine S—4, I ther 
fore give notice that I shall move to bring it up to-morrow 
morning immediately after the close of the routine n 
business, 
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in the world to meet in the greatest ci y in the United 
States or, I might say, in the world; a communication from the 
American National Livestock Association through its able 
preside! Mr. Brite, who lives in my district, in which he 
extends an invitation in behalf of the livestock men of the 
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Republic of Mexico. Many of you gentlemen will have friends 
down there. and I have assurance in advance—and I am talking 
just this minute particularly to my friends on the left-hand 
side—you will feel perfectly at home at this great conve 
vhich meets in my home probably much more at home 
than if you attended a: 
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eandidate who will be the next 
{Laughter.| Of 





riends, 


and 





iother convention which to meet in 
Buffalo B ou in Ji 
President of the United 
ou can come to the Ameri- 


me to nominate 


stares course, U 
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entertained there. 
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“Hezextau” Jones, from the Panhandle, and SamMvueL Ray- 
nurNn, the Jeffersonian Democrat, from Bonham; and my friend 
HiarroN SUMNeERS, the philosopher and statesman, from the 
great city near the head of the Trinity; and affable Frrrz, from 
the great city where the panther formerly lay down; Joe MANs- 
FinLp, from the rice belt of south Texas; Rev. “ Mex” Bvu- 
CHANAN, the horny-handed farmers’ friend, from Brenham; 
Brother MorGan Sanpers, from the Elberta section of east 
Texas; “ Parson” Luriiser Jonnson, from the city where that 
great statesman, the lion of the tribe of Judea, lived and died; 
the bold stalwart of the stalwarts, GUINN WILLIAMS, from 
Decatur, and the young new benedict, ‘‘ Henry CLay”’ Brigés, 
from the city by the sad sea waves. The entire Texas delega- 
tion will all join with our friend Dawn and help entertain you 
at Houston after you have visited the national livestock meet 
at El Paso, and remain as our guests, which you are sure to do 
if you go there, until the great Democratic convention convenes 
ov Buffalo Bayou in June. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am afraid if our Republican brothers get 
to El Paso first, they will not be able to function at the latter 
convention. ’ 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Oh, let me rephky to the gentleman from 
Texas—lose no sleep over this matter. If they visit my home 
city of El Paso, we will oil them up to such an extent and feed 
them those famous beefsteaks so delicious and juicy that will 
tickle the palate of even my Republican brethren to such an 
extent that they will function famously an® efficiently, no 
matter where they go, no matter what political brand they 
weir, 

Now, I understand that my colleague, Bishop Dan Garrett, 
who, if I am reliably informed, owns a big hotel in Houston, 
will be watchful of your pleasures. I know he will be. You 
know what makes me feel sure he owns a hotel—I went into 
a hotel which runs under the name of the “ Rice” last May to 
see DAN and I asked one of the negro bell boys if DAN was in 
and the “bell hop” promptly replied “* No, sah, he is not at 
home right now; he is down town conducting a prayer meeting.” 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TREADWAY. 
privilege from him? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. Bishop DAN will see that his fellow 
hotel proprietor, Brother TrEaApway from Massachusetts, gets 
the “bridal suite.” [Laughter.] I have been reliably in- 
formed that Brother DAN has guaranteed to pay the expenses 
of every delegate to his convention out of his own pocket, and 
he would not have the convention go there without this iron- 
clad agreement in advance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman, no doubt, 
means Mr. Garretr of Texas? 

Mr. HUDSPETIL Oh, yes; “the bishop”; I mean Con- 
gressman Garket?, of Houston. [Laughter.] Now, gentlemen, 
the grentest city in Texas, the gateway to all the West and 
South, my city, out on the sunset, never allows any other city 
to surpass it in generosity and hospitality. I will even say 
to you Members on both sides, now, that I will pay your ex- 
penses to the National Live Stock Association. [Lauchter.] 
While I do not own a hotel, like my friend Garrett, still he, 
with his “rural community,” can not surpass us El Pasoans 
in generosity. But, of course, you know they build hotels on 
a smaller scale in Houston than we do in El Paso, only covering 
one block, whereas we at El Paso build a brick wall around 
a whole section, roof it over, and cut it up into small pas- 
tures for the convenience of our guests. [Laughter.] 

El Paso wishes you all well and entreats you to be our guest 
on this ecension. I expect the Speaker of this House has more 
friends in that part of the country than anywhere else except 
in his home State, and we wish him well and successful as 
Speaker of this House. My people have heard of him; many 
call him by his given name; and they know that he is a fair 
man as he presides over this House. A ecattleman naturally 
likes what we call a “square shooter,” whether he agrees with 
him politically. They wish him well every month this year as 
Speaker of this House and at Kansas City in June. They wish 
him well every day in this year except on one certain day in 
November. [Laughter.] I want to say that to the Speaker 
of this House, and on that day, of course, he will have their 
profound sympathy. [Laughter.] We want you to come down 
to the greatest city in the world and attend this convention. 
There ure a few of the livestock people who still belong to your 
party—the Republican. But we will meet you with open arms, 
with 2 bounteous repast, and with all the “light” refreshments 
which you gentiemen might desire to partake of. That, of 


Would a fellow hotel keeper get a special 
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course, includes the Speaker of this House; and I now take 
pleasure in personally presenting to the Speaker the official 
badge of our great association, [Laughter and applause. | 


MINORITY VIEWS 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary to have until 
midnight to-morrow night in which to file minority views on 
H. R. 5772. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the minority of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary may have until midnight to-morrow night to file minority 
views On House bill 5772. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ANNA KENYON 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged re- 
port from the Commiftee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York presents 
a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 70 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Anna 
Kenyon, widow of Harold Kenyon, late Capitol policeman, a sum equal 
to six months’ compensation at the rate be was receiving at the time 
of his death, and, in addition, $250 to defray funeral expenses, 

The SPEAKER. 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


WILLIAM H. ESTEY 


Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolution 71 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to 
the executor of the estate of William H. Estey, late disbursing clerk 
of the House of Representatives, an amount equal to six months’ salary 
and $250 to defray the funeral expenses of the said William H. Estey; 
the same to be disbursed by the Clerk of the House. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In lines 4 and 6 strike out the word “ William” and insert the word 
“ Wilber.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. Did the deceased have a wife or 
children ? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. He had some relatives. 

Mr. SNELL. I think I can answer the gentleman. He had 
a daughter and a son, and the daughter is the executor of his 
estate. 

The SPEAKER. 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the reso- 


REGINA REIDESEL 


Mr. MAcGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged 


resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 45 

Resolved, That there shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of 
the House, to Regina Reidesel, widow of Frederick C. Reidesel, late 
clerk to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, an amount 
equal to six months’ compensation, and an additional sum, not exceed- 
ing $250, to defray the funeral expenses of said Frederick C. Reidesel. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agrecing to the reso- 
lution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
EMANUEL M. LICHTY 


Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged 
resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 


resolution, which the Clerk will report. 











28 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 1! 


The Clerk read follows: | The SPEAKER. The n agreeing to the res 
' t I , 
' nes at , 
I t i f i ] 
| é an amount eq mont saiary f hmi i M INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILI 
late we ne a Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, Tm t the House resoly 
Aeitaesi te ad the Committee ¢ he Whole House on the state of 
. he Unio for the further con iderat n of the bil (Hi 1k. 
Phe SPEAKER phe qu tiol ] ol reeing t th resolu- 9481) makir g app priations for he Executive Off and sun- 
n. dry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissio 
(he resolution was agreed to f! , for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for 
f(PORARY MAJORITY ASS ANT oOOk XN ER OF TELEPHONES | purposes 
Wr. MacGREGOR. Mr. 8 r I pre it another privileged The motion was agreed t 
olutiot Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committe: 
rhe SPEAKER i gentleman from New York presents Whole House on the state of the Union for the further « 
resolution, which the Clerk will report ideration of the bill H. R. 9481, th Mr. Dowett in the 
the Clerk read as follows: hai 
L iia all 9 rhe CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
; it eens eee | Py » H use on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
- : f the bill H. R. 9481, which the Clerk will repert by titk 
directed to pay out of the ae — a ee ; fhe Clerk read the title of the bill ; 
ut the I ae Vee. oe aa indanaieiangs deem mt: <a Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous conse 
a temporary majority t : r. re 4 ’ | the totals of the bill may be corrected by the Clerk. 
appointed by the Doorkeeper the Hous« The compe or id ; 


rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the totals of the bill may be corrected by the 
Clerk. Is there objection? 

lhere Was no objection. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
With the following mmittee amendment: rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
after the word “shall.” in itac 7, Insert the words “commence as of | amendment, which the Clerk will report 
| rhe Clerk read as follows: 


employment hereby authorized shall terminate npon the return to duty 
of the present majority floor mar r of lephones and in any event 
i] terminate upon he 1d nme! :'*% first session of the 


Seventieth Congres 


the date of appointment and shall 


Mr. BLANTON. What is the date of the appointment? Amendment offered by Mr. Woop: Page 32, beginning with the words 
Mr. MacGREGOR. He was appointed about a week or s nd n line 20, strike out the remainder of the paragray 
£0. | lieu thereof, on line 19, after the word “annum,” insert the following: 
Mr. BLANTON. The appointment was made since this Con- n all, $34,000 
gress began? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Oh, ) 

Mr. BLANTON. It does not date back to the preceding Con 


’Tess ? 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will explain to the committee 
this amendment is necessary in order to make the bill 

conform to the action taken on the point of order made by the 
ite gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Lenipacn}. 

Mr, MacGREGOR. Oh, no. Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The committe e ame! dment wa agreed { Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
: rhe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- | Mr. DAVIS. I notice that the gentleman from Indiana is 
sUCION. ee deducting the entire $7.500. Do you not still want to carry the 

rhe resolution was agreed to. appropriation for the salary of the secretary, which is pro- 





9 SYLVIA DEK HLBAU M | vided for under the classification law? 
Mr. MacGRBEGOR. fr. Speaker, I present another privi- | Mr. WOOD. No; that will be provided for in the next 
leged resolution. paragraph 
# The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents | The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
: resolution, which the Clerk will report. | amendment 
i The Clerk read as tollows: The amendment was agreed to. 
4 House Resolution 51 | ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
, Resolved, That the m of $175 be Lid Mi Sylvian Dekelbaum I other expenditures authorized by the act approved September 
‘ from the contingent fund of tl iTou for services performed in the | 7, 1916, as amended, and by tbe act approved June 5, 1920, h ling 
3 computation and distribut of mil e ft tl M I f the the compensation of attorneys, officers, naval architects, special experts, 
Seventieth Congress, fi : camine ind clerks, including one admiralty counsel at $10,000 per 
. : ‘ annum, and other employees in the Distri f Columbia and els here: 
With the following committee amendime pe pepo t cane 5 af. the hoart Sachbitiel ha yaakil of tnay. 
Strike out the figures “$175 ° nd i t the fig “ $150.” | ters itside the District of Columbia, law books, books of reference, 
The committee amendment was agreed t | period Is, and traveling expenses of members of the board, Its special 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ugre¢ ing o the res | experts nd other employees, while upon official business away from 
lution. their designated posts of duty, and for the employment by contract or 


vise of expert stenographie reporters for its official reporting 

work, and including the investigation of foreign discrimination against 
vessels and shippers of the United States and for the Investigation of 
transportation of immigrants in vessels of the United States Shipping 
i 


The resolution was agreed to. 


ANNIE L. GRAYSON 


wi ites CPt 


Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I present another privileged 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
resolution, which the Clerk will report, 


; 
A, 


i 


Board, $188,250, of which amount not to exceed $165,000 may be ex- 
pended for personal services in the District of Columbia: Provided, 


That the annual estimates of the Shipping Board for the fiscal year 


' The Clerk read as follows: 1930 shall include the salaries of all employees whose service with the 

| House Resolution 32 | board has become permanent threugh detail from the Merchant Fleet 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he | ©OFPorétion 

, is hereby, directed 1 out of the contingent fund of the House, to | Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 


Annie L. Grayson, widow of Joel Gi n, late special employee of the | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
Document Room, House of Representatives, a sum equal to | 


the yearly | amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
3 lary that her husband ¥ receiving at the time of his death, d | The Clerk read as follow 





b tl he ‘ler vo fit ler lire < 7] n if ha ontingen " ri 
4 ot ta eee nd aor ra eee ¥ ’ sate leet Gelbdren: eal | Amendment offered by Mr. Woop: On page 335, in line 3, after the 
expenses not to exceed $2! 7 word “ compensation,” insert the following: “of the secretary to the 
4 | board.” 
z With the following committee amendment: 


. a a ’ 4 ; . ~ The amendment was agreed to, 
| ' line 5, strike out the words “the yearly and insert the words Mr. WOOD and Mr. WHITH of Maine rose. 


a guirpemped The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an- 
¢ The committee amendment was agreed to. other amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
On the same page, in line 4, strike out the word “ of.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the balance of the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And on the same page, in line 18, strike out the figures “ $188,250" 
and insert in lieu thereof the figures “ $195,750,” and on the same page, 
in line 19, strike out the figures * $165,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
the figures “ $172,500.” 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I desire recognition on the 
amendment. That provides for a salary of $7,500 for the 
secretary. 

That provides for a salary of $7,500 for the Secretary. 

Mr. WOOD. It has been deducted from the preceding appro- 
priation. 

Mr. LEHL BACH. Yes; but the $7,500 is back in the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman will figure this out, he will see 
we have deducted that amount from one paragraph and put it 
in the other, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact this is 
a lump sum, and while we know the purpose of the amend- 
ment, I do not think it is subject to a point of order, although 
it ix a subterfuge and an evasion of the rule which prevents the 
committee from making appropriations without authority of 
law. 

It is well known that positions in the civilian service in the 
District of Columbia are compensated in accordance with com- 
pensation schedules carried in the act of Congress known as the 
Classification act of 1923. 

This position has been allocated to a grade in which all other 
like positions in all departments and services of the District of 
Columbia have been allocated, and the average salary of that 
grade is $5,600, and I think the maximum salary in that grade 
is $6,000. Everybody else in the District of Columbia that is 
performing like service for the Government is limited to $6,000 
annually as compensation. 

The committee attempted in the first paragraph of the appro- 
priations for this service, without authority of law, to raise this 
man's salary $1,500 a year above what the law says he is 
entitled to get. This went out on a point of order. 

They are now seeking by this amendment, by raising the 
appropriation of $188,250 to $195,750, to put the $7,500 for the 
Secretary right back in the bill, and for that reason I think 
the amendment should be modified so that the increase in the 
appropriation should be limited to the salary of the grade to 
which this man is allocated. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman is making a great fuss about 
nothing, and the very thing he is so fearful of hapepning has 
not happened at all. The change in the figures that has been 
made is necessary by reason of the point of order which the 
centleman made yesterday. We have not raised the total, and 
we have not raised the salary of the Secretary. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I have gone to school, and I have learned 
to subtract, and I know that $188,250 subtracted from $195,750 
leaves $7,500, which is intended for the Secretary. 

Mr. WOOD. There is absolutely no increase in this appro- 
priation at all, and as I have stated, the correction is necessary 
by reason of the point of order made by the gentleman on yes- 
terday. This makes the amount exactly the same as the 
amount submitted by the Budget. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word of the paragraph. 

I had intended, Mr. Chairman, to reserve a point of order on 
the language beginning with the proviso in line 20, but the chair- 
man of the committee and the chairman of the subcommittee 
moved a little too fast for me. I was not going to insist on the 
point of order, although this is manifestly legislation. 

I think it is desirable that the chairman of the subcommittee 
give us a brief explanation as to just what is sought to be 
accomplished by this proposed change in the law. 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman the purpose of 
making this change is in order that the Congress may have an 
exact picture of what these two activities are that are so closely 
blended at present. Under the present practice a great many 
of the employees in one of these boards are paid out of the 
tunds of the other. It affects 269 employees aud aggregates in 
money $733,980. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. As I understand the situation, esti- 
mates are carried for employees, either for the Merchant Fleet 
Corporation or for the Shipping Board, as the case may be, 
and the employees are not necessarily paid out of that particu- 
lar fund; that is, Shipping Board employees are paid out of 
Merchant Fleet Corporation appropriations, or vice versa. 
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The gentleman is now undertaking by this language to make 
available funds to pay the employees as they are properly 
allocated. 

Mr. WOOD. ‘That is absolutely it. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. I think the gentleman’s purpose is 
altogether desirable. I just wanted to call attention to the fac: 
that the subcommittee is legislating. 

Mr. WOOD. No; I do not think it is legislation. We are 
simply segregating and not legislating. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. In lieu of the 
figure “$195,750” to be put in line 18, I move to amend by 
striking out that figure and inserting in lieu thereof “ $193,850” : 
and in lieu of the amount provided in the amendment of 
$172,500, I move to insert $170,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. Leut~sacu to the amendment offered by Mr. 
Woop: Line 18, strike out the figures “ $195,750” and insert in lien 
thereof “ $193,850”; and in line 19, strike out the figures “ $172,500" 
and insert in lieu thereof “ $170,600.” 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I will try to make clear 
to the committee the purpose of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana and the purpose of my amendment to the 
amendment. As I said a few moments ago, the secretary of 
the Shipping Board comes under the provisions of the classi- 
fication act of 1928, and his salary at the present time is in 
accordance with the grade to which he is allocated, which is 
the grade to which every other person working for the Gov- 
ernment in the District of Columbia performing work of the 
same difficulty and value is allocated, 

It was attempted by the provision that went out on a point 
of order yesterday to increase his compensation from $5,600 to 
$7.500 without authority of law and contrary to the provisions 
of the classification act of 1923. 

Now, if you are going to have a classification act make it ap- 
plicable to everybody who comes under its provisions. If you 
do not you are doing an injustice to those not peculiarly favored 
by special legislation. 

After this went out there is now proposed an amendment in- 
creasing the total for salaries generally by the salary of the 
secretary which, before the point of order, was carried as a 
separate item. By what? By the salary he is getting now? 
No. They increase the total by $7,500 and give it to him, not- 
withstanding it is unlawful and that the point of order has 
been sustained. For that reason I ask the support of the 
amendment I have offered. 

Mr. WOOD. The prejudice of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey has blinded his vision, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I do not know this man and have never 
seen him in my life. 

Mr. WOOD. By reason of the point of order made on yes- 
terday the salary fixed by the committee was eliminated and 
was deducted. The estimate by the Budget was $195,750. The 
salary of this secretary is $5,600, which is exactly as it was 
before. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Suppose the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is not passed, will not the present law 
prevail? 

Mr. WOOD. Absolutely. 

Mr. BLANTON. That is the way I look at it—the present 
law will prevail and they can not raise his salary. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Texas is right: the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is far afield. We have corrected the 
figures in accordance with the Budget estimate. I will say to 
the gentleman that I give my word of honor that this salary 
will not be increased unless it is done under the law. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The total for expenditures of the Ship- 
ping Board was $188,250. 

Mr. WOOD. That is right. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The salary of the clerk of the Shipping 
Board was $5,600. Now, it having been taken out and inserted 
here, will the gentleman explain why he makes it $195,750 
instead of $193,850? 

Mr. WOOD. For the very reason that for the current year 
the salary of the secretary is carried under the United States 
Shipping Board in the paragraph of general expenses. That 
is where it was estimated for. We took it out of there and put 
it where we thought it ought to be. The gentleman raised the 
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have correct 


by the Budgt 


point of order, which has been sustained. We 
the figures so the amount of the estimate mad 
will be carried out 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on { 
bv the gentleman from Ne Jersey to tl amendment 
by the gentleman from Indiana 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The qnestion now is on 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 


he amendment offered 


offered 


the amend- 


the amendment 


The question was tuken, and the 2mendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
UNITED STATI fI1PPi I 1IPPING FUND 

I me f tl United §S Shij B i nt | t 
( poration during the fiscal year ending ul ), 1929, tor admini i 
tive purposes, the examination of estimates of propr us i é 

ld misc laneous adjust! nts ( clue t th I intenal ny 
operation of ships, for the repair of ships, and for carrying out 
provisions of the merchant e act, 19 i) the amount on ! 1 
July 1, 1928, but not in excess of the sums sufficient to cover all 
obligations incurred prior to July 1, 1928, and then unpaid; b) 
$12,000,000; (c) the a int eceived luring the fiscal ye ending 
Tune 30, 1929, from the ion of ships: Provided, That no part of 
these sums shall be used for the payment of claims other than those 
resulting from current operation and maintenance; (d) so much of tl 


total proceeds of all sales pertaining to liquidation received during the 





fiscal year 1929, but not exceeding 25.000, as is 1 essary ft 
meet the expenses of liquidation, in« iding also the cost of the tic } 
and the salaries and expenses of the personnel directly engaged 
liquidation : Provided, That no part of this sum shall be used for tl 
payment of claims; (e) all interest earned on the funds of the U1 
States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation is to accrue t 
these funds and is made available for the purposes hereinbefore set 
forth subject to the limitations her established 


Mr. WHITE of Maine and Mr. ROBSLON of Kentucky rose. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. WHITE of 
order against the 
page 54: 


The gentleman will state it. 
Maine. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
language appearing in lines 8 and 9% on 


the examination of estimates of appropriations in the field 


I reserve the point of order also against subparagraph (e) 
appearing on page 35. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, i 
order, but I deny the second one. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. 1 have not made the second one; I 
just reserve it. 


concede the first point of 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order to the language in lines | 


8 and 9 referred to was ruled upon when the last appropriation 
bill for the purpose was under consideration, and was held to 
be out of order. The Chair feels the ruling was correct and 
sustains the point of order, 

Mr, WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I concede that, but 
second point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The second is a reservation of 
order, and the gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I am reserving the 
point of order for the purpose of asking from the chairman of 
the subcommittee an explanation of just what he seeks to 
accomplish by this language, which is new language appearing, 
I think, for the first time in one of these bills. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, in explanation and in answer to 
the gentleman, heretofore the interest earnings upon the de 
posits of the Shipping Board in some 80 or 90 banks all over 
the world have been turned into their operating fund, and the 
Comptroller General has held that under the law they should 
be turned into the Treasury as part of miscellaneous receipts 
In order not to disturb the arrangement whereby the Govern- 
ment is saving in exchange very nearly half of this $350,000 
that otherwise would be wasted, we are reappropriating this 
amount of money and adding it to their operating fund, but we 
have subtracted from their original estimate the amount which 
this approximates. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I renew the reservation of 
the point of order if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wuite] 
is yielding, and I cail the attention of the committee to the fact 
that the language of subdivision (e) is broader than is neces- 
sary simply to cover this operating fund and is as a matter of 
fact in contrayention of law. Under the act approved March 4, 
1927, reported by the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


I deny the 


a point of 


| 


passed by both Houses of Congress and receiving the signature | 


of the President, an act entitled “An act to amend section 11 
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of the merchant marine act of 1920," and se forth, we find the 
following language: 

Sec. 2. The constructior an ind ’ be a revolving fund All 
repayments ¢ loans rom the fun all ecreciited » t fund 
Interes ns loans, how r, shali | ' int rreasury < 
l t S Ss mis l ous 

That provision of law was written only last year after careful 
cousideration by the legislative committ d I suggest that 
the gentleman so modify subsection (e) as to be in accord with 
section 2, which I just quoted; otherwise it is subj he 

int of order which I shall feel compelled to mak 

Mr. WOOD. This item has nothing whatever to d vith 
the construction loan fund 

Mr. LEHLBACH. but it says: 
uli interest earned on the fund f the 1 d States Shipy be 
Merchant Marine Fleet Corporatio 
the construction fund being one of such fun: Will the gentle 
men accept an amendment on line 2, ige 35, after the word 

funds,’ to insert a comma and the words “excepting the 
construction loan fund”? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes: I have no objection to that 

Mr, LEHLBACH. Then I withdraw the point of ord ind 


offer that amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Bsa 5, 1 2 ter the word 


Amendment offered by Mr. LEHLE 


“ funds, nsert the werds “ ex 


The CHAIRMAN. The questior to the amend- 


nent 

The amendment Was agreed t 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer f¢1 fol- 
lowing amendment, which I send te the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by M Ronsto~n of Kentucky: Page 34, | 15 
after the word “ unpaid trike out the figures * $12,006,000 nd 
insert in lieu thereof the figures “ $13,000,000.” 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr, Chairman and colleagues, 


my amendment proposes to increase the appropriations carried 
in this bill by $1,000,000. I consider it a very, very important 
amendment. While agriculture, one ef our great basic indus 
tries, has been in deep distress, and I have always supported 
measures intended to relieve that distress, yet the soft-coal 
industry of this country is in even greater distress than agri- 


culture. We built up a great merchant marine fleet during 
the war at a cost of something like $3,000,000,000. Under the 
merchant marine act of 1920 hundreds of these ships have been 


reconditioned and put into the business of carrying passengers 
and of all Kinds to all parts of the world. We still 
have about 490 of these ships lying in the bays and harbors of 
this country, and have been idle since the war. It requires 
siderable money to look after them atid they are rusting and 
rapidly deteriorating in value. The purpose of this amendment 
ndition at least 10 of these idle ships and place them 
‘oal-carrying trade to the West Indies, Cuba, Central 
and South America, and to the ports bordering on the Mediter- 
ranean Sea. I am advised by Mr. O'Connor, chairman of the 
Shipping Board, that if this sum is appropriated that the Ship- 
ping Board will place at least 19 of these ships in condition and 
put them into the coal-carrying trade, provided, of course, if 
sufficient cargoes of coal are furnished to use that pumber of 
and the remainder of this million dollars is to he 
take care of any loss that may be 
line of ships. 


cargoes 


Con- 


s to rece 


in the 


Ships, used to 


sustained in operating this 


Our chief competitor in the coal industry is Great Britain. 
We produce annually about 520,000,000 tons of coal. Great 
Britain produces annually about 220,000,000 tons of coal, ‘These 


overseas markets to which I lave referred are as near, and in 
many instances nearer, to our ports than they are to the British 
ports. We can successfully compete with Great Britain in 
these markets with our coal, because we have the better quality 
of coal, and on the average it costs about $1.50 per ton less to 
produce coal in the United States than it does in Great Britain, 
There is no good reason why we should not develop these 
markets in foreign countries and thereby relieve in a large 
measure the distress of the soft-coal industry of this country. 
These new markets will absorb our overproduction. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How would the gentleman's amendment 
bring that about. I understand that it simply increases the 
total amount of the appropriation. Has the gentleman made 
any arrangement? 
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Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I have taken the matter up 
with Mr. O'Connor, chairman of the Shipping Board, and he 
advised that the entire membership of the board favors this 
additional appropriation of $1,000,000, and, if it is appropriated, 
that they will put into the coal-carrying trade a number of our 
idle ships. 

We have 491 idle ships belonging to our Government tied up 
in the various ports and rivers that should be equipped and 
placed at the service of the foreign commerce of this country. 
This country of ours with 120,000,000 people, with a national 
wealth of $350,000,000,000, with American ability, American in- 
genuity, and American industry, will continue to produce a 
surplus on the farms, in the forests, in the factories, and in 
the mines; and we should build up a real merchant marine, 
nnd thereby create new friends and new markets for American 
products throughout the world. I desire to see American prod- 
ucts carried on American ships, flying the American flag on the 
seven seas of the world. [Applause.] 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. HUGHES. Is it not true that the United States pro- 
duces three times the number of tons of coal that Great Britain 
produces, and that there is 70,000,000 tons going into their ex- 
port trade? During the last three years England has shipped 
96,000,000 tons to foreign ports, while the United States has 
shipped only 3,000,000 from this country? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes. We produce about 
520,000,000 tons of coal annually, and Great Britain about 
220,000,000, and except as to the coal we shipped to foreign 
ports last year on account of the strike in Great Britain, our 
shipments of coal to foreign countries have been practically 
neglible. The coal and coke carried in the ships of the United 
States Shipping Board for the month of April, 1927, was only 
105 tons. But last year when we sent over the seas more than 
19,000,000 tons practically none of that coal was carried in 
American ships, but ships of other countries carried this Ameri- 
can coal from our ports to foreign ports, and received from $8 
to $10 a ton for carrying that coal. 

When these foreign ships were taken out of the business of 
earrying American wheat and cotton and other products we 
were threatened with a loss of hundreds of millions of dollars 
on American products until the Shipping Board called into 
action about 100 of our idle ships and put them to carrying 
American products, Yet foreign ships were carrying our coal 
aud reaping large profits at rates from $8 to $10 a ton. 

Mr. HUGHES. Is it not true that when the coal strike was 
on in England our ships carried grain and cotton and every- 
thing else but coal? Is not that a fact? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. That is what I am talking 
nbout. But we repaired and reconditioned nearly 100 American 
ships and put them to carrying American cotton, corn, and 
other products at low rates. But our ships were not carrying 
American coal. 

Mr. HUGHES. Does the gentleman know why the Shipping 
Board, when it put into commission ships for carrying corn 
and cotton, did not also commission ships to carry coal? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I do not know why. 

Mr. HUGHES. England was using all the possible facilities 
she could command, and she was carrying coal at $8 to $10 
a ton. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, There was a shortage in the market at 
that time, 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBSLON of Kentucky, Certainly, 

Mr. BYRNS. I am not unfriendly to the gentleman's amend- 
ment, but if the amendment is included in the bill, how much 
tonnage capacity will that carry? 

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. The Shipping Board estimates 
that it will cost about $200,000 to recondition 10 ships, and 
these ships will carry 80,000 tons per ship. This million dollars 
will not only recondition these ships, but will take care of the 
loss incurred in the operation of the ships. Members of the 
House know that last year on every ton carried by American 
ships there was a loss on the average of $1.48 per ton, but 
there would not be more than about half that loss, the Ship- 
ping Board advises me, on the carriage of American coal. 

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman says that an expenditure of 
$200,000 will result in carrying 80,000 tons per trip? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has again expired, 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have 10 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. BYRNS. That would mean 80,000 tons with an expendi 
ture of $200,000. An expenditure of a million dollars would 
mean the carriage of only 400.000 tons, 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. That is 80,000 tous for the 
ships for one trip. 

Here is the Cuban market and the Central American market 
and the South American market and the Mediterranean coun- 
tries clamoring for and demanding American coal. I can show 
you letters from big concerns that have demands for our coal. 
In the Argentine a single customer desires as much as 40,000 
tons, and customers on the Mediterranean want American coal 
in large quantities. We desire to carry American coal in 
American ships, aS well as American cotton, corn, wheat, and 
manufactured products. Why should we discriminate against 
American coal? 

When this vote is taken I want to know whether this House 
is earnestly in favor of a real merchant marine. I want to 
know whether the East, which is in favor of a merchant 
marine for the purpose of carrying its manufactured products, 
and the West is in favor of carrying its agricultural products, 
are in favor of an American merchant marine which will carry 
American coal to these same ports? 

Now, just this thought. If we are to have a real merchant 
marine this country must find friends and new markets through- 
out the world for America’s surplus along every line. The 
way to do it is to build up a merchant marine and not play 
at it. Let Great Britain and every other country know that 
we are on the seas to stay, and will not depend upon foreign 
ships to carry American products, and when you do that you 
will get some concessions in rates. [Applause.] You will 
get some arrangement, then, for American rates on coal to 
these foreign ports. We can carry this coal to the Mediter- 
ranean, because it is about as near to our ports as it is to 
English ports. We can carry it to Cuba and Central America, 
because the ports of those countries are nearer to our ports than 
they are to English ports. Let America take this great step to 
relieve this great industry and help American miners, American 
railroad men, and American business men. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. WOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky whether he has made any investigation or has gotten 
any information from the Shipping Board as to whether or 
not they can carry this coal at a profit. One of our troubles 
has been that when we go out with a load of coal we come 
back without any cargo and have to come back with water 
ballast. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The reason for that is that we 
have not had a real merchant marine. When we do have a real 
merchant marine we shail go out with a cargo and come back 
with a cargo. Our other products have been carried at loss 
until we could build up trade, As far as coal is concerned, the 
thing that has kept us out of the markets of the world is the 
fact we have no coal ships and the railroad rates are very high. 
Although it costs Great Britain $1.50 a ton more to produce her 
coal than it costs us to produce our coal, she can get her coal 
to the various ports at from 60 to 75 cents a ton, whereas thus 
far the best rate the railroads will give on coal to American 
ports is $2.52 a ton. But I understand that some of the great 
railroads which will put this coal to the American ports are 
willing to enter into an arrangement which will so .cut down 
the rate on coal that we can put it to our ports and compete 
with English coal either in the Atlantic or in the Mediterranean 
ports. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. The gentleman stated there was a loss 
of $1.48 a ton? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I did not say that. I said that 
for the freight which was carried in American Shipping Board 
vessels last year we had to take out of the United States Treas- 
ury, on the average, $1.48 a ton, In other words, we lost $1.48 
per ton on an average; but to start with American coal you 
would not have more than about half that loss, even though we 
had no return cargoes, If we are going to carry cotton, wool, 
and other products at a loss of $1.48 a ton, why should this 
House deny to American soft coal the right to use the American 
merchant marine when the loss would not be half as much, and 
when these arrangements are made with American railroads the 
loss will likely not be anything on American coal? 
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The markets that are available for American coal represent 
in the neighborhood of 30,000,000 tons. We know the condition 
that destroys the market in any commodity is the surplus. We 




















coal served through the lake ports. 
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know this fs true of agriculture, lumber, and manufactured 
products. It is equally true in coal. 

~ On aceount of the British coal strike last year we shipped 
yerseas about 20.000,000 tons This absorbed the surplus to 
very large extent and provided one of the best markets the 

t il industry has had for some years. 

Our Government owns more than enough ships that are lying 
ind rapidly becoming worthless which if put into the coal 
ving business to foreign ports could develop a coal market 

resenting from 15,000,00( 30,000,000 to nnually. This 
d absorb our surplus soft coal and strengthen the coal 

rket. It would mean the employment of tens of thousands of 

ners and railroad men and bring prosperity to the soft-coal 
try. 

Some of my colleagues may feel that I am showing great 
for the adoption of this amendment. Kentucky last year 
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luced about 60,000,000 tons of soft coal. About one-half of 
was shipped to the lake ports. In the latter part 
i927 the Interstate Commerce Commission ruled that the 
on coal from Pennsylvania and Ohio to lake ports was 
entitled to a reduction of 20 cents per ton. This action of the 
Interstate C n paralyzed the coal industry in 
Kentucky, and especially eastern Kentucky My 
ing about 20,000,000 tons of coal 
in visiting various sections of my 
distriet during the months of November and December and the 
days and I found many splendidly equipped and carefully 
anaged coal mines idle and thousands of miners out of em- 
oyment. In order to relieve this situation the Louisville & 
Nashville, Chesapeake & Ohio, and other railroads proposed t 
Interstate Commerce Commission that they would them 
elves reduce the rates on coal from Kentucky, West Virginia, 
and other points to the lake ports 20 cents per ton, but the 
Interstate Commerce Commission denied 
right to reduce their rates, 

These are among the richest railroads of this country Each 
one of them has been making a greater sum than is provided 
by the transportation act. They say that they can afford to 
make these reductions. It would result in great benefit to the 
roducers of coal, to the miners, and to the railroad men in 
those districts and on those railroads, and would result in 
the saving of about $6,000,000 annually to the consumers of 
Hundreds of millions of 
dollars have been expended in equipping mines and bringing 
railroads to serve the mines in Kentucky, West Virginia, Ten 
nessee, and Virginia under the rates heretofore fixed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Cities, towns, and villages 
have been built; churches, schools, business concerns, and other 
institutions have been established. 

Unless there is some relief granted hundreds of millions of 
dollars of property will be destroyed; towns and cities will 
become desolate; churches and schools will be abandoned and 
will become the hiding places for owls and bats; and tens of 
thousands of honest, industrious men will be thrown out of 
employment and more thousands of men, women, and childre! 
become destitute It is for the sake of these honest American 
toilers in mines and on railroads and for these needy 
and children and to protect and save, if possible, the schools 
and churches, the cities, towns, and villages, aud the invest 
ments in mines and railroads that I am urging you to-day t 
grant this appropriation of $1,000,000 to equip American ships 
that are lying idle and going to waste and place them in the 
coal-carrying business that they may carry American coal, flying 
the American flag, to the people across the seas who need and 
who want American coal. 

I am here also appealing to the owners and managers of rail- 
roads that connect mines with American ports to get together 
and appeal to the Interstate Commerce Commission to grant 
them such rates so that they may cooperate with the United 
States Shipping Board and enable the producers of American 
coal to compete in foreign ports with British coal. Such action 
will not only promote the welfare of the railroads and the coal 
mines but will likewise bring prosperity and joy to a‘ great 
army of American miners and American railroad men. 


onnart 


mmerce Comn 


congres 
sional district has been produ 
mbuauy. I spent som time 


these railroads the 


women 


‘e grant preferential rates on our railroads from the interior | 
W rant ferential rat n our rail is f tl 


to the Pacific coast in order to enable American producers to 
compete in the markets of the Orient—China, Japan, and so 
forth. Why should not the same policy be worked out to enable 
American coal to compete in foreign ports with British coal? 


sritish railroads grant a rate on coal from their mines to her | 


ports of from 60 cents to 75 cents per ton. Why should the 
iterstate Commerce Commission or American railroads cling 
Interstate C Cc A l l l 


to a rate of $2.50 and higher per ton on American coal to 
g I 


American ports? 


| 
facilities throughout the world. 
| 


| 
| the coal industry of Kentucky as well 
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Prosperity for the coal industry will be reflected in all in- 


dustries. Unemployment or poor wages of the hundreds of 
thousands of men employed in the coal industry will be reflected 
in the decrease of their purchasing power of the preducts of 
other industries 

Avricuiture and the soft al industry are in distress, and this 
Congress can not set itself to any greater task than in bringing 
re f in every way possible to these great basic industries, and 
I n firmly convinced that the adoption of this amendment will 
mean the beginning of the revival of the soft-coa lustry, and 
I urge its adoption with all the earnestness at my command, 
Your favorable action, in my judgment, will cause many thou- 
sands to rise up : d eall thee bl sed. 


Mrs. LANGLEY Mr. Chairman - 

rhe CHAIRMAN The gentlewoman from Ke ucky is recog- 
nized for five minutes 

Mrs. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 


my section of eastern Kentucky is vitally inte ed in 
trie amendn offered by my listinguis! 1 colleague Mr. 
ROBSION | lL wish to thank my distinguished eagin rom 
Kentucky | Mr. VrINson] for granting me the courtesy of speak 
ing first on this amendment I want to commend the constru 
tive, farseeing, and far-reaching policy of the gentleman from 


Indiana Mr. Woop] in re 


fleet, and te 


nditioning the merchant marine 
express the thought that Mr 

most ably as a member of this subcommittee 
tepresenting, as I do, one of the two mountain coal-produ 
districts of my State, I want to bring you this messag 
heart of the hills. Kentucky, as you know, ranks as ee of 
e foremost coal-producing States of the Union and it is, there- 
e, vitally important to her interests that coal dug from her 
ountains by those stalwart and sturdy miners should have an 
outlet to the markets of the world Applause.| The difficulty 
with us in Kentucky is not so much the lack of a market for 
ur coal as it is a means of transportation to that market I 
feel justice and enlightened self-interest demands that every 
legitimate and promising endeavor be put forth toward finding 
proper means of transportation, and the rebuilding and use of 
the merchant marine will, in a measure, greatly aid and benefit 
as all over this country of 


VINSON will serve 


rrom 


ours. 

Coal is one of the most necessary products of this country, 
and, just like every other commodity, needs to be carried into 
other ports of the world. It gives to the people at large credit 
Lumber, cotton, sugar, grain, 

and petroleum are all recognized as necessary elements to be 
|} expor ed, and I pl ad with the mem be rship of this House to 

let coal be placed upon that same basis and not forgotten. 
A SUBSTITUTE OR COAI 
I dv not know whether there will ever be developed a fuel 
substitute for coal. That problem yet remains for American 

Certainly it will not occur in your lifetime or 
until some remote period when the uncounted 
billions of tons of coal yet undeveloped approach exhaustion. 
Most assuredly in our lifetime coal will remain the king of 
energy, and by every right deserves protection. 

In my section we have the very finest by-product coal in 
the world. I speak of the Big Sandy and Kentucky River fields 
containing the Elkhorn, Millers Creek, and Yellow Jacket seams, 
and its adaptability to commercial and domestic uses is 
unexcelled. 

Last year, as has been 
exported, and out of that tonnage 
earried on American ships flying the American flag. I believe 
that Member of this House feels with me that each 
wants to live to see the day that every product produced on 
| 
| 


tO ss lve. 
mine, and not 


stated, 20,000,000 tons of coal were 


only a small proportion was 
every 


American soil shall be carried abroad in Am =hips 
arrying the Stars and Stripes. | Applause.] 

America has organized with astonishing rapidity a system 
and campaign of distribution. A huge power for 
needed products has been created. The stupendous output of 
coal enables us to meet not only our own need but the require- 
ments of Europe and the other continents. To fail in ability 
or willingness to meet this outside demand impedes our own 

| prosperity, and prevents us from rendering those services which 
| are our privilege, our duty, and our advantage to render. With 
| the ever-widening diffusion of prosperity and the ever-advanc- 
ing standard of living our need for expansion is imminent. It 
| 


rican 


absorbing 


seems to me that it is our duty to do what we consistently can 
to facilitate our 
ndustry. 

The mines in Kentucky are being forced to run only three or 
four days a week. 
| The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Taytor] on 
| last week gave you a vivid description of the 


return to normal conditions in the coal 


Friday of 


distressed coal 
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conditions in Tennessee. I do not want to take the time of the 
membership of this body to go into that any further except to 
say that Kentucky finds herself in that same distressed con- 
dition, and the suffering that is today in thousands of homes 
in my section impels me to state to you the situation as it exists 
with us to-day. 

If you have ever been in a coal-mining community or lived 
in one, you will realize the absolute necessity of every miner 
being constantly employed. Fellow Members, lack of employ- 
ment brings an added distress in that when the earning capacity 
of the fathers of these homes is reduced the children must 
remain away from school. This brings about dissatisfaction, 
oftentimes unrest and disintegration, and I feel it is well for 
us to think of this side of the question as well as the com- 
mercial side. 

Heroic efforts are being made to keep our coal industry going, 
but production is languishing until the operators can not meet 
their problems. We are possessed of vast domains, with their 
treasures of untold wealth and fertility, but this can only be 
developed where the individual is protected in his endeavors. 
Does it not follow that, endowed as our great country is with an 
abundance of natural wealth, we should take advantage of the 
merchant marine to get proper shipping facilities for the same, 
instead of forcing ourselves to depend upon the ships of for- 
eigners to export our coal? We should build up a fleet of 
American ships, with such rates that would put us on an equal 
basis in the markets overseas with British coal. Our Navy 
should be as every other thing in our beloved America—second 
to nene, 

I would also like to mention that the miners, officials, and 
operators in my section cooperate with each other to the fullest 
extent, and by that means the efficiency of coal production 
will be maintained at its present ratio. Our companies have 
orders for thousands of tons of coal for overseas shipment 
but can not secure ships to carry them on. Is this a fair 
proposition to them, as well as to the country at large? Is it 
right that commerce be cut down for this reason and thus 
lessen the prosperity of us all, from the miners up to the 
higher officials? 

| have personally seen hundreds of miners go out in the 
early morning hours with their dinner pails on their arms and 
brave the dampness and dangers of the coal mines and come 
out in the eventide to go home to their blessed wife and little 
ones in the cabin homes close by; and so, my fellow colleagues, 
to-day I earnestly plead that you favorably consider this 
amendment, and I want to say to you that I feel it is in behalf 
of that man whose grip is a little tighter, whose smile is a 
little brighter, whose faith is a little whiter. That is what we 
call a mountaineer down in old Kentucky. I thank you. 
[ Applause. | 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

As a member of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, and one who has been most carefully considering the 
suggestion of the chairman of the Subcommittee on Appropria- 
tions, as well as the so-called Jones bill, I am very much in 
hope that something may this year come from one or the other 
of these proposals. 

Now we are being asked to authorize an appropriation of 
an additional million dollars for new operations and additional 
losses, 

Since 1920 the country has been waiting for the time when 
we can put an end to Government operation and arrive at some 
solution of the merchant-marine problem. We are all agreed, 
of course, that we want an efficient merchant marine, but it 
should, if possible, be under private operation. 

I wonder how many other businesses might approach the 
Shipping Board and be told, “Go to Congress, secure an appro- 
priation of a million and a half or two million dollars to cover our 
losses by operation, and we will recondition some more of our 
old ships and set them to work taking care of your particular 
industry.” If this were to happen—and I think that it would— 
shall we ever terminate the United States Shipping Board? 

Regarding the suggestion now under consideration, it seems 
to me that we might do well to wait a while and see if some- 
thing better does not come out of the several plans now being 
considered, and then under a deficiency bill toward the close 
of the session we can provide funds to cover such proposals as 
may have been ehacted into law. 

As much as we dislike to seem to be against the upbuilding 
of a strong merchant marine or the relief of any particular 
industry. I feel that we Should oppose this appropriation at the 
present time. 

I know nothing about the soft-coal industry, but if that busi- 
ness is to receive such assurances as these how many others 
are there to be baited by the United States Shipping Board and 
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when shall we ever get back to the plan which, in 1920, it was 
intended that we should follow? By all means let us hare a 
merchant marine, but not one in competition with our private 
citizens. Let us have private ownership, perform the actual 
carrying on of business, with the aid of the Government and 
assisted by loans from the Government, if necessary, but not 
with the Government engaged in business. An advance along 
this line is what I believe the country is expecting of us, 
rather than such increases of expenditures as have just been 
advocated. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky and Mr. REECE rose. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I can not answer any ques- 
tions relating to the soft-coal industry, as I am not familiar 
with it. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I was not going to ask the gen- 
tleman about the soft-coal industry. I have a report in my 
hands from the United States Shipping Board, dated in 1927, 
and it shows we handled 521,000 tons of manufactured articles, 
as well as cotton, phosphates, lumber, grain, and flour. Is the 
gentleman in favor of handling the products of New England 
and other sections and denying the facilities of the Shipping 
Board or the Emergency Fleet Corporation to the soft-coal in- 
dustry of the country? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, as I have stated, I do not 
know anything about that particular industry. What I do say 
is that we ought this year to establish a principle with some 
determination of a policy. Let us have a real merchant marine. 
Let us come to our senses and help our merchant marine as 
other nations help theirs, but let us not continually keep com- 
ing here for the purpose of increasing Government operation 
under the plea of aiding this industry or that. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. One other question. How can 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, whose State depends upon 
the Navy and a merchant marine, expect to carry on a Navy 
and a merchant marine and deny this service to the industries 
of the interior of the country? 

Mr. REECE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. 

- Mr. REECE. I am wondering if the gentleman, who has 
manifested a great interest in the Cape Cod Canal, would be 
willing to give us for this purpose the first $1,000,000 profit 
out of the operation of the Cape Cod Canal? [Laughter and 
applause. | 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I do not see just how the 
parallel fits in this discussion, but that does not matter, I 
would repeatedly state that I am willing to indorse such a 
measure as the Wood bill and give the merchant marine all the 
aid it needs, lend it all the money it requires, and have as 
great a merchant marine as any one of you would care to 
picture; but do not let the Government get any further into 
competition with private industry. Government is not estab- 
lished for such a purpose and can not do it successfully. 

Since 1920 it has been our intention rather to get out of 
business, and this is the basis of the objection which I have 
tried to present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have one more minute, as I want to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not 
think the best way to build up a merchant marine is to have 
the shipping interests of the country behind that merchant 
marine [applause]; and does not this amendment to this 
amendment do this very thing? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I think that question answers itself. Every- 
one must agree that the country ought to get firmly behind the 
merchant marine, but the country wants to get out of the 
business of operating a merchant marine. 

Mr. BLAND. I said the shipping interests of the country— 
the interests which haye the commodities to ship. Is it not 
necessary that these people, who will furnish the cargo, shall 
be behind a merchant marine in order to build up a merchant 
marine properly? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. But, Mr. Chairman, I am not speak- 
ing of any one particular industry. What would the end 
be if the Shipping Board could say to the various industries, 
“We can look after your business if we are allowed to lose 
millions enough”? I say that the argument that we should 
increase the appropriations in order to help a particular in- 
dustry is an appealing one, but how are we ever going to 
terminate the United States Shipping Board and its activities 
if that sort of thing be continued? 
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‘ir. VINSON of Kentucky Chairman, I was disap 





pointed in my go d friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Grirrorp], | 
who ordinarily follows through. I regret to have the gentleman, | 
representing a great industrial State which has been blessed | 
with the merchant marine service since its birth, a period oi 
almost 10 years, deny the coal sections of this country an oppor 
t tv to be benefited by the merchant marine. This distin 
nished gentleman made a gallant fight in the last Congress and 
has secured several million dollars from the Treasury to take | 
ver Cape Cod Canal, a private enterprise. It was then argued 
his would bi ifeguarding life and property on seagoing 
yessels; that the shipper and the shipping industries would be 
benefited by this purchas He just stated on the floor 
it tl merchant mari! was a benefit for his section; 
at it was a benefit to the enti country; and yet in his 
opposition to this amendment it s« to me that he wants to} 
ectionalize it. I regret that thi jirit has been evicenced 
non the floor 
I submit to my colleagues that if the merchant marine has 
been a benefit to Massachusetts there is no logical reason why | 
Kentucky paralyzed coal industry should be overlooked 


When I say that the coal industry is in a paralyzed condition 


I merely state a truth. I do not represent what might be 


termed a coal district. Of the 19 counties in the district which 
I represent only 3 produce coal, and that in not considerable 


quantity. But my district is the gateway for two large coal 
ficelds—the Big Sandy field and the Kentucky River field. I am 
thoroughly familiar with the conditions in the coal fields, and 
I know that the industry is prostrate. I grant you agriculture 
and other great industries are far from a prosperous condition, 
but their impoverished condition accentuates rather than dl- 
minishes the condition of the coal game. 

The conditions which confront the coal industry is not confined 
in effect to the people who are actually engaged in coal opera- 
tions, but it affects various other business in the coal! country; 
it affects many other sections of the State in a widespread 
financial depression. 

Mr. RAMSEYER Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The amendment increases the appropria 
tion from $12,000,000 to $13,000,000. There is no direction in 
the amendment to bring about the reconditioning of the ships. 
Just how will the increase of appropriation of $1,000,000 bring 
about the proposition which the gentleman is seeking? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I took up the matter with Mr 
O'Connor, chairman of the Shipping Board. Not all of the 
ships will have to be reconditioned. A few of them will. 
of them are now in condition to operate. During the past yea 
the total loss per payable ton was $1.48. The chairman of the 
Shipping Board informs me that in the carrying of coal it will 
be something around a dollar. By way of comparison he puts 
it in the same category with grain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. VINSON of 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani 
mous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Then the proponents of the bill had the 
assurance of the Shipping Board that if you increase the 
appropriation by a million dollars, that million dollars will bs 
used for the purpose that the gentleman speaks of? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. That is correct. The earrying 
of the coal, so far as the profit or loss is concerned, if the 
information furnished by the Shipping Board is correct, is in 
the same category as the carrying of grain. 

Mr. LOZIER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I yield to the 
Missouri, 

Mr. LOZIER. Not in the spirit of controversy because I 
favor every appropriation which will help the Shipping Board 
in carrying out the program for the maintenance of a national 
merchant marine, but I am wondering, in view ‘of the attitudes 
of the railroads of the country, taking into consideration the 
fact that practically every transcontinental railroad 
working agreement or contract with English shipping firms by 
which tonnage originating far from the coast when it 
the shipping port is transferred to and carried in English ships 

It seems to me that this opposition of the railroads is strik 
ing directly at the efficiency of the merchant marine, and un 
less we can devise some means which will prevent the railroads 
from entering into these contractual relations with foreign 


some 


Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five 


gentleman from 


has a 


reaches 


ships, we will make exceedingly slow pregress in building up | 
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the American merchant marine. I am wondering if the gent! 


man has a remedy or has thought of some method by which 
this opposition of the American railroads could be curtailed 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I wish to say this, tl 
number of leading railroads have expressed their willing Ss 
to cooperate. 
Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. There is a ¢ ASO] y 
they will cooperate. When they lose money, and big oney 
h loss of freight shipments, because of failure t ell 
t rplus coal, if American bottoms are fur i 
ir coal, there will be a real reason why tl W ru 
gether and give lower rates for the transportation of coal to 
port of shipment; and in that connection, I might 
England the railroads enter int the spirit of the thing 
and give preferential rates to the shipment of coal 
ir is ports from which coal is carried in British bottoms. 
Mr. LOZIER I make the point not only with refers 
tl b with reference to all commodities. These r: 3 
have working agreements with foreign steamship cot 
v h tl tonnage, instead of | transfe d at tid r 
to American bottoms, is transferred to British bottoms 
Mr. VINSON of Kentuck It seems to! that the : 
of the country, particularly those built for coal-carryi 
woses, would hasten to give a preferential rate on coal to 
orts for foreign shipment, because thereby they woukl keep 
the wheels of their own business ru ng The Chesape: & 
Ohi and the Louisville & Nashville run through my dist t 
They tap these coal! fields. The depression in the railroad cen 
ters is marked. They are cutting men off every day because 1] 
coal operators do not have a market for their coal, and | © 
of that it seems likely that the preferential rates would be 


given. 
According to Chairman O’Connor the cost of re 


conditioning 
will approximate $150,000 to $200,000. It is the purpose, as I 
nderstand it, to place at least 10 boats in the coal trade to the 
South American and Mediterranean countries Mr. O’Connor 
informed me that the tonnage of coal that would be carried 
would be around 400,000 tons per year. While this amount is 
small as compared to the total of our Nation of more than 
500,000,000 tons, it will be the initiation of a movement that 
may mean much to the entire coal-producing sections of our 


country If the railroads serving the coal-produc 
will join in, this movement may develop into one of magnitude 
and benefit for a crippled industry. I trust that the amend 
ment of my colleague from Kentucky will prevail. [Applause.] 
Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
1e! to the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, which 
I send to the desk. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr 
Mr. RoOBSION of 


ing sections 


McDurrig to th 


Kentucky Strike « the figures 


figures “* $15 


amendment offered by 
*$138.000,000 ” and 


insert in lieu thereof the 400.000.” 


Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman and gentk 
this amendment seeks to put back 

amount actually recommended by the Budget. 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rosston] simply seeks 
to regain the million dollars of the amount that was taken off 
by the Committee on Appropriations. Oh, it is all right to be 


lemen of the com- 


into the bill the 
The amendment 


mittee, 


wise and judicious in the expenditure of public money and 
try not to waste it, but the Congress is making serious error 
and the committee is making a serious error in not providing 


this activity of the Government with at least the amount of 
money recommended by the President’s Budget. The com 
mittee says that it gave the Shipping Board all that it appeared 
they needed. It is true that the Shipping Board was enthu 
siastic and the Merchant Fleet Corporation was enthusiastic 
in showing to this committee the actual savings that might be 
made; but I challenge any man on this floor to point out a 
single word in the hearings wherein it is shown that a 
member of the Shipping Board has said that they conld get 
along with less than the Budget actually estimated as neces- 
sary for them. There are some savings to be had, we 
but why should we stint, why should we hunt for some place in 
which to cut down a few few dollars there 
in providing funds for the most important activ- 
itv of all Government They said that they would 
save some on oil, but that is conditioned upon the sale of som 
ships on the west coast I am ready to say now that this ad- 
ministration has shown a determined effort to get these ships 
out of the hands of the Government all too quickly. This saving 
is conditional. The board tells the committee where thev might 
save some dollars here and there, bu’ the last word that the 
chairman said was, “ Please give us the money the Budget 
estimated for us,” which was $1,100,000 less than the board 


single 


hope ; 
dollars here and a 
what to-day i 
activities? 






has 
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estimated as necessary to carry on this work for another year. 
Here I quote Mr. O'Connor's exact language: 


Mr. O'CONNOR. I want to say to the committee, before we leave, that 
we believe we have never asked the committee for an appropriation in 
the last four years that we were not absolutely justified in asking 
for. We have not wasted any of the money that has been granted to us. 
Not a penny of the Government's money has been wasted. We are well 
checked up; we know that. 

Mr. Woop. I think you are doing pretty well. 

Mr. O'ConNOoR. We are not asking for anything for this year except 
what we believe we are entitled to. If a million dollars is left over, 
that is going to go back to the Treasury. We are not going to waste it. 
This year is a peculiar one in a way, and we would like to get all that 
we are asking the Government Budget officer for. 

Mr. Cutten. I think that the chairman expressed our opinion a 
moment ago when he said that you have done very well this year. 


I submit that in dealing with this problem we should be more 
liberal. This amendment is going to carry. This Congress is 
going to respond to the wishes of America and give sustenance 
and support to this merchant marine until legislation comes in 
here properly providing under the Wood bill or the Jones bill, 
or some other bill, some means by which we can permanently 
establish a merchant marine and have the Government get 
out of the field. The policy of the board, I am informed, is not 
to compete with private enterprise. The board and merchant 
fleet have made a wonderful showing last year, and why not 
curry all or a major portion of the tonnage of this country in 
our own bottoms? When we come to deal with this problem, 
let us not be penny-wise and pound-foolish. 

Let us show the world that until we do have legislation the 
American Congress believes in properly supporting this great 
governmental enterprise, and we are not doing it now if we cut 
down the funds. What greater club can you give to our com- 
petitors? I want to know what you think of the psychology of 
a situation wherein it appears that Congress, representing the 
American people, who everywhere demand that this Govern- 
ment institution be supported properly, has cut the estimate 
approved by the President by $1,400,000. Here is where you get 
a part of the savings. Is it not the interest on*money now 
owing the Shipping Board and that has just gone out on a 
point of order’ 

Mr. WOOD. Oh, no; it did not. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I understood that it did, with an amend- 
ment excepting the loan construction fund. That is the money 
they have loaned. It is about $9,000,000, and that is where the 
$300,000 plus comes in. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. It did not say anything about 
the loan fund. It is the interest on other funds. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. But that has been eliminated. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I ask the gentleman from Indiana if it is 
not a fact that the point of order just sustained means that 
you eliminate just that much money which might be available 
under the language of your bill for the general operation and 
functions of the Merchant Fleet? 

Mr. WOOD. No; the gentleman is mistaken. There was no 
point of order sustained. There was an amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, which did not make this apply 
to the construction fund. There is no part of this amount that 
is to be used as an operation fund. It is to go to the con- 
struction fund. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. How much is the Shipping Board to get 
from this source involving interest on its funds? Is not that 
interest on money loaned with which to build ships as well as 
on other funds’? 

Mr. WOOD. No. It is interest accumulating on money on 
deposit in various banks throughout the world. It is not upon 
the construction fund. It is upon the moneys deposited for the 
purpose of operating expenses at these various places. It is 
just a time deposit. The interest is not upon the construction 
fund at all. 

Mr. McDUFFIB. The subcommittee, judging from the hear- 
ings, was casting about to see how they could cut down this 
appropriation. This same thing has been done for the last 
eight years here in Congress. Every time a bill comes in every 
effort is made, it seems, by those charged with responsibility, 
to withhold funds from the Shipping Board for the operation 
of merchant ships. But when you refuse to give the amount 


Chairman, I ask for five minutes 


absolutely necessary to carry on this business you are saying 
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to the world, or you are having our competitors on the high 
seas, say to the world, “The American flag will fade from the 
seas; and why? Because Congress, the representatives of the 
people fail, year by year, to give it proper. sustenance.” 

That is the situation presented here. You are not giving 
such support as is necessary to have the flag remain on the high 
seas. That, I say, is the serious proposition here. So far as 
the money lost on operation is concerned, you gentlemen know 
that hearings were held all over this land and the American 
people said, ‘Continue to operate under Government operation 
until we can have legislation otherwise.” 

The comparatively small sum of $16,000,000 or $18,000,000 
lost annually in the cost of operation of these ships is paid 
back a thousandfold to American producers and American con- 
sumers by reason of the fact that we have something to say 
about the prices to be paid for placing our goods in all the 
markets of the world. If we are to compete for world business 
we must deliver the goods. I submit, gentlemen, that you 
eould not do a finer thing for this country than to give the en- 
tire amount required, not a million dollars, but a million four 
hundred thousand dollars, to the Shipping Board to carry on 
this activity. I do not care whether it is coal or not that our 
ships carry. But let us try, until we have proper legislation, to 
furnish the board and Fieet Corporation with funds necessary 
to operate the fleet as it should be operated, and not make our- 
selves the laughingstock of the great shippers of the world. 
Let us notify the world that our merchant flag is on the high 
seas to stay. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. In the general 
debate that we had here on this bill the question of the ade- 
quacy of this appropriation was entered into very fully. At 
that time it was stated that there would be a saving of $1,400,000 
on the sale of the line that is now being advertised. There 
would possibly be a saving of a million dollars in the difference 
in the cost of oil. I then stated that I felt it would be entirely 
within reason had we reduced this appropriation $2,000,000 
instead of $1,000,000. 

What has occurred here this morning demonstrates the posi- 
tion taken by the committee as being a correct one in this: 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky of 
$1,000,000 is for what purpose? An entirely new and independ- 
ent purpose. There seems to have been some sort of under- 
standing between those who are interested in the coal-mining 
regions of this country—and I am entirely in sympathy with 
them—and the Shipping Board, that if they were given 
$1,000,000 in addition to the appropriation provided for in this 
bill, that $1,000,000 will be expended in reconditioning ships 
for carrying coal, thus proving beyond peradventure that they 
would have, without that additional $1,000,000, plenty of money 
to conduct the other operations they then had in contemplation. 

Unfortunately we have a diversity of opinion in the Shipping 
Board. Unfortunately all the members of the board are not 
in favor either of executing the spirit or the letter of the Jones 
Act. They are not in favor of a privately owned merchant 
marine. They have always indicated, when an opportunity 
offered itself, their intention to keep the Government in the 
business of operating the merchant marine, If the spirit of 
the present merchant mative law were carried out, these ships 
long ago would have been in the hands of private owners. Op- 
portunity has offered time and time again for the sale of ships, 
but somebody threw a monkey wrench into the machinery at an 
opportune time to prevent the sale, and we see the spectacle 
repeated now. 

A resolution introduced on the other side is for no other 
purpose than to prevent the sale of the three lines that are 
advertised for sale. Their proposition in regard to these inter- 
changeable ports is for the purpose of blocking and making im- 
possible the selling of these ships. Why? Because they want 
to continue the Government in the business of running the 
merchant marine. 

It is not my purpose or intention here to criticize the motives 
of the gentleman who introduced that resolution, because that 
would be against the rules of this House, but I can not for the 
life of me understand what has come over the spirit and the 
dreams of the man who is supposed to be the author of the 
present merchant marine law, which provides that as soon as 
practicable the fleet shall be placed in the hands of private 
owners. 

He is now trying by every move—and by two distinct ones 
made within the last three weeks—to block the carrying out 
of the letter and the spirit of his law. So I say that just as 
long as we keep this divided policy as to whether we are for 
or against a Government-owned merchant marine or a privately 
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owned merchant marine ist o long re W plaving into tha | 


! f our ¢ petitors a S the 1 just so | r 

ntributing to their d I which is to see the ships we have 
decayi and decadent i fad off t! a, hap d el 
he Civil War. So I say that we who are honestly in favor of 

priva whed merchan ri s] d agi uy ! ort 

l \ I f have a pi telvy ow merchant 

marine, then let us hav ourage to say we are going t 

ve it run by the Governme 

Mr. McDUFFIEP Will the gentleman vield? 


Mr. WOOD ve 
Mr. McDUFFIE Is it the policy or the view f the gentl 


an that the way to bri bout that ver h desire ¢ 

the private Operation of the ps is to withhold the funds 
necessary to prope operate tl Ship; Board for t 
resent? Does the ntleman think that withl liz dequa 
funds is going to fol them t ll the ships, and 1 hat the 
ntleman’s idea’? 

Mr. WOOD. It would not, and we have not done it. We 
ated upon the floo the other day and made the sal » pr j 
hat in the event it nec iry to appropriate more mone 


cover the losses resulting in the operation of 


that a deficiency will be provided for that purpose, and that i 
entirely satisfactory to the bo It has been demonstrated 
here the committee is right, and that gentlemen who are trying 


because if they 
the reconditioning of 


to ine are WYol 


{ ase this appre 
$1,000,000 more and use that 


I $1,000,000 in 
ships for fl 


freicht purp of «¢ rving coal they do not ne l 
it for the operation of the general business they are doing now 
The CHAIRMAN Che time of the gentleman from Indiana 


bas expired, 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
proceed for two additional m 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
mous consent to proceed for 
objection ? 
There was no objection. 
Alr. DENISON. Will the 
Mr. WOOD. Yes 
Mr. DENISON. I 


unanimous conse! to 


asks unani 


Indiana 


LtWoO additional ninutes, Is there 


gentleman yield? 


um very much interested in this subject, 


and I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana this ques- 
tion: Will there be any hope or any prospect of the Shipping 
Board reconditioning ships for the transportation of coal il 
this amendment is not agreed to? 


Mr. there will 
be, but 
by the 


is offered by 


WOOD. Well, I 
I am speaking in 
gentleman from 
the 


would I do not think 
opposition to the amendment offered 
Alabama. The very amendment that 
from Kentucky, with the under 
standing they have in the Shipping Board, 
fact that they do not need this $1,000,000 except for 
purpose of reconditioning boats in which to carry coal. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. May I gentleman 


say 


gentleman 
the 
that if 


sugvest to the 


they need the amount, I am trying to add to the amount sug 
gested by the committee for the actual operation of their 
business, then they will certainly need more than that if they 
are to use any money for the coal business. They will need 
$1,000,000 more if they need $1,000,000 for the coal business, 
and this House is hamstringing the Shipping Board if it fails 


to provide it with that amount of funds. 

Mr. WOOD. The Shipping Board has not 
up to this time, and there is no intention on 
subcommittee to hamstring it. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. This $1,000,000 is to be used in 
reconditioning where necessary and to take care of whatever 
losses may be sustained during the next year in carrying coal. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe in the Gov- 
ernment subsidizing any industry, but if we can slightly increase 
this appropriation and contribute in any degree toward building 
up or improving the merchant marine and at the same time 
stimulate a very important and essential industry in this coun 
try, it seems to me it would be the wise course to take. The 
bituminous-coal industry is one of the most important industries 
in the country. It is a basic industry upon which many other 
industries must depend and with which the health and happi- 
ness and prosperity of millions of our people are closely con 
nected. The Government could make no better investment at 
this time than one that would open up the bituminous-coal 
mines and put idle coal miners back to work. 

I have been very much impressed with what has been said 
about the coal industry. It is very vital to the people I repre- 
sent. I know a town in southern Illinois where there is a 
building and loan association that now has on hand more thin 
200 houses. It is engaged in the business of loaning money to 
workingmen and others to build homes. I know a number 
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If we can re na on u ur idle ship I find at cet 

fol hl urypul ‘ li in lorel cou ries, 1 is gom i 

ride thing for thos tions of tl counti it ] hot 

, i tl welfare f the men emploved ji he mines 

l seriously li 1 the 1 bunis i esslol nl na 

“inks 1 other lines of business banks are evel ni ne 

| s embarrassed in tl » sections the countr) ! y 

n a other merchants in many instances a going 7 
krt v, and the mining industry i the soft-coal se $ 

ire be ing more and more prostrate becaus hey il t 

their product. Millions and millions of dollars are invested 
industry 
Many of the coal companies themselves are going bankrupt, 

i we « make a slight increase in this appropriation and 

ei tiie Shipping Board tunds with which to recondition 
ome ships to use for the transportation of coal to foreign 
rts and thereby give us some additional markets for this 
nportant industry, it is going to do a great deal of good to a 

ereat many people. There is no doubt about that, and I think 
this is a wise amendment 
It may not accomplish what it is intended to accomplish 

But I know of no great industry in this country that i n 
iS serious a condition as the bituminous coal industry I 

know of no class of people in this country that has suffered 


and is suffering for the nee 


ssaries of life like the coal miners 
and their families in sectio1 like southern Illinois I want 
to do something for them if there is anything the Government 
can do. What we need and have to have is a market for our 
coal, so our mines can resume work and our miners earn a 
living. This additional appropriation to furnish ships to trans- 
port coal to foreign markets offers at least some hope, and it 


bring us some relief. 

Mr. HUGHES and Mr. ABERNETHY rose 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
it is apparent to me this committee will favor the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rossion] and I feel that 
they should. There is no measure that has been put before 
his House at that I think more important to 
the people of the country than this amendment. 

I come from the State of West Virginia, the largest producer 
of coal of any State in the Union. Our people are now suffering 
for a market for this coal. We have the coal, we can produce 
it, and all we need is a market. This relief that the Shippih 
Board can give us, in my opinion, will afford a market for the 
coal, not only of West Virginia, but of the neighboring St 
that so badly need a market. 

I feel this House is going to adopt the amendment 
am not going to take any further time of the committee, 


may 
debate on this 


even minutes. 


{ this session 


and I 
but 


will ask the privilege of extending my remarks in the Recorp. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 


We hear 
industry 


committee, I am going to vote for this amendment. 
that during this Republican administration one great 
known as the coal industry is absolutely prostrate. We hear 
this from Republican authority, and our Republican friends 
should not want any industry during this so-called progressive 
and prosperous administration to be prostrate. I am going to 
support the amendment so they can claim that the coal industry 
is prosperous along with the balance of the industries of the 
country. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to speak out of order. 

Mr. FREE. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana and the action of the gentleman from California, 
who believes in a 12-hour day, precludes my presenting—-— 
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Mr. FREE. I resent that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You do? You have introduced 
a resolution to that effect. 

Mr. FREE. The gentleman has no right to make the state- 
ment that I stand for a 12-hour day when that is not true. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I intend to offer 
an amendment increasing this amount by $300,000 so as to 
make it $12,300,000, of which $300,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, may be used to install three watches in the 
deck department of cargo vessels operated by the Shipping 
Loard. They are now working them in only two watches a 
day, each of 12 hours, one man on watch and one man to steer 
the vessel. Formerly this was done in three watches of eight 
hours each. My amendment proposes to restore that eight- 
hour system, 

I wus glad to yote,.some years ago, for what is now the law 
known as the Clayton Act and which contains the statement 
that the labor of a human being is not a commodity or an 
article of commerce, The amendment is in accord with this 
statement in the law. 

Twelve hours a day was the rule until a short time ago for 
thousands of workers in this country, especially in the plants of 
the Steel Trust, and it took a letter of a President and constant 
and protracted agitation to do away with it. But a decision of 
the Supreme Court has construed the shipping law as manda- 
tory, und as requiring the establishment of two watches of 12 
hours each in the cargo vessels of the Shipping Board. 

I introduce the amendment only to correct this hard, deplor- 
able situation. 

My time has almost expired, and I now ask permission to 
extend my remarks by printing in the Recorp two letters, one 
from Mr. 'T. V, O'Connor, chairman of the United States Ship- 
ping Board, and the other from Mr. Andrew Furuseth, president 
of the International Seamen’s Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to follows: 

; DECEMBER 9, 1927. 
Hon, James J. DAVIs, 
Secretary of Labor, Washington, D. C. : 

Dean Mr. Secretary: With further reference to your letter of No- 
vember 7, 1927, I want to place the situation before you, so that you 
will understand the merits in the light of further consideration by our 
operating unit. 

The law requires that the sailors shall be divided into at least two 
watches. Before the Supreme Court decision it was customary on our 
cargo ships to divide the sailors or deck crew of 12 men, including the 
boatswain, on the day-men system. This meant that 6 men were 
selected for wheel and lookout duty, who worked on 3 watches, 4 
hours on and 8 off, making 8 hours’ work in the 24. The balance of 
the deck crew, 1 boatswain and 5 men, were assigned to day work of 
& hours a day, excepting Sundays and holidays, and also giving them 
every night off. This gave the ship a deck working force during eight 
daylight hours of the day for the upkeep and maintenance of the vessél. 
The system was entirely satisfactory to the men and gave everyone an 
eight-hour day. 

However, in a case which got to the Supreme Court (O'Hara v. 
Luckenbach), the court interpreted the law to mean that the sailors or 
deck crew must be divided into at least two watches, and that the 
watches must be equal in time as well as number of men. The decision 
had the effect of making the day-men system illegal, and the Fleet 
Corperation was obliged to instruct its district operating officials to 
comply with the law as interpreted by the Supreme Court, i. e., at least 
two equal watches in time and number of men. 

The two-watch system is not as satisfactory from an operating point 
of view as the day-men system, The latter system, while dividing the 
wheel and lookout men into three watches, did not divide the balance 
of the deck crew, but worked them eight continuous hours, except for 
meal time, and they were through at the end of the day. But it gave 
the ship the service of six men, including the boatswain, for painting, 
scraping, repair, and general work in connection with the physical up- 
keep of the ship. The two-watch system divides the 12 men, including 
the boatswain, into 2 watches, and after selecting 2 men out of each 
watch for wheel and lookout duty, left 4 men for deck work, and during 
the uight watch those particular men would be either idle or attempting 
to do what they could in darkness. 

The alternative is the three-watch system. This implies, of course, a 
division of the deck crew into three groups, four men to each watch, 
and after the wheel and lookout watches are assigned the result is 
two men on deck at any one time, four hours on and eight off. 

In order to give the three-watch system, one man would have to 
be added. The average cargo ship of the board carries in the un- 
licensed deck crew 8 able seamen, 1 ordinary seaman, 2 deck boys, and 1 
boatswain, 
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Mr, Furuseth contends that the establishment of the three-watch 
system would require only one additional man. Based upon the 
number of our vessels now in active service this would mean an 
increase in the wages and subsistence of approximately $289,000 per 
annum. We are inclined to believe, however, that we eventually would 
have to make increases beyond the one man in order to provide for an 
equal division, one leading man in charge of each watch, and thus, of 
course, still further increase the handicap in operating costs which 
the American ships are laboring under in competition with foreign-flag 
ships. If we are to make this change advocated by Mr. Furuseth we 
would necessarily need at least $300,000 increase in our present estimate 
for ship operation, now in the hands of Congress. 

One viewpoint is that regardless of cost the two-watch system is 
wrong and should be rectified. On the other hand, various steamship 
owners and associations have wired in urging no adoption by the board 
on its vessels of the three-watch system, in view of costs and further 
demands following this concession. The two-watch system is recog- 
nized by law as legal. 

I assume that you are aware that this matter of sea watches has been 
before the last Congress in a bill which Mr. Free introduced (HI. R. 
9399), on which no action was reached. It is understood that it will 
be brought up again at the present Congress. 

I am attaching copies of telegrams received from private operators, 
which explain themselves 

We are urged to let the matter be decided by Congress. While it is 
contended that the eight-hour day in principle never was meant to apply 
to ships, and while I am in general an advocate of the eight-hour day, I 
feel that in this particular case it might be left until after action by the 
Congress. 

Very truly yours, 
T. V. O’ConNoR, Chairman. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 13, 1927, 
Hon, JAMES J, Davis, 
Secretary of Labor, Department of Labor, Washington, D. OC. 

My Tear Mr. Secretary: In the letter which Mr. T. V. O’Connor, 
chairman of the Shipping Board, has sent you in re hours of labor 
at sea there are sundry statements which need explanation and 
elucidation. 

He first describes the hours of labor as they were prior to the efforts 
made by the Department of Commerce to have section 2 of the sea- 
men's act enforced, as construed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of O'Hara v. Luckenback, He says a crew of 12 
is divided by running three watches in the wheelhouse and on the 
lookout, 2 men on the watch and that the other 6 men of the crew of 12 
work on deck during the daylight to keep the ship sanitary and to keep 
the ship and all her appliances and gear in a seaworthy condition. 

When there are two men on the watch, one at the wheel and one 
at the lookout, there is a necessary violation of the international sail- 
ing rules, Which provide that there must be one man on the lookout 
from sunset to sunrise. Unless some of the day men are called out 
this is impossible with two men. It means four hours at the wheel 
and four hours on the lookout, and since there is no one to relieve 
either of them it becomes an absolute necessity, unless some one of the 
day men is called out, that the man on the lookout must relieve the 
man at the wheel whenever such relief must be had; and since there 
is nobody to relieve the man on the lookout there are at least three 
occasions upon which there will be no lookout; first, if the man at the 
wheel must be relieved; secondly, when the man on the lookout must 
call the watch below ; thirdly, when the man on the lookout must answer 
a call of nature. Beyond this the lookout is deserted, while the lookout 
man does anything that had to be done. 

Thus we get into a condition in which there sometimes is a lookout 
and sometimes not. It was this condition that resulted in the sinking 
of submarine 51. Wheel and lookout duty on sailing vessels was two 
hours. This work, both at the wheel and on the lookout, requires con- 
eentration to such an extent that any more than two hours was not 
considered safe, Steering and lookout are much more important in 
steamers than in sailing vessels, therefore concentration and extreme 
watchfulness are more needed. 

In passing it may be said that if one of the Shipping Board vessels 
was to run down a privately owned vessel it would not make any differ- 
ence where the real fault might be found; the fact that the Shipping 
Board vessel had no lookout would make her guilty, and therefore 
subject to pay all the damages. 

The two-watch system operates as follows: Let us call the two 
watches A and B and begin at 8 p. m. and we will have the follow- 
ing: 

Possible sleep 
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h, but it is contrary to international liling ru I I ry 
Supreme Court decision, whi holds tl iw ft a t 
From the shipowners’ point of view it is also, in m 
nees, agreeable, because first, they have the mitation of lial 
which they are not responsible to t t publie f 
b, or health used by is rh have the so l 
ate insurance from which they receiv the full value of the vessel 
nd the shipper receives the full value of the cargo They also have 
the protection and indemnit nsurance, through which they I 
ired against any losses and ‘idents arising from irelessness 01 
inaptitude, whether it be a collision, a fire, or a delay. The premiums 


paid are, of course, added to the overhead expense and charged into 
the cost of operation, thus giving the public an opportunity to pay the 
damages, which, if they were really paid by the owner, would result in 
a larger, better trained, and generally more efficient officers and crew 

It is claimed that the letter st 
deck in the daytime in 


iggests that they need the men on 
order to keep the vessel in order. Under a 


system such as was operated, they will get 48 hours’ labor for the 
upkeep of the vessel from the six-day men. They will 


hours in all, becaus« 


however, get 56 


there are no men on the 
unless the visibility is so low 


lookout in the daytim 
through haz or fog that a lookout is 
needed on that account, so let it be conceded that they get 56 hours 
y get eight hours of work from 
In the nighttime there is one man at 
the wheel, one man at the lookout, one man to relieve either of them. 
so that they may have two hours on the lookout or at the wheel 
instead of four; and there is 





Under the three-watch system th 
each man of the deck crew. 


one man to do such other work as he 
an, and there is plenty of work to be done on board of a vessel in 
the matter of splicing or overhauling blocks, making strops, etc., which 
an be made by lamplight in the boatswain’s locker or some other 
place, which leaves the fourth man ready for any kind of order that 
may come. setween 8 o'clock in the evening and 4 o’clock in the morn- 
ing the vessel gets eight hours of work for the upkeep of the vessel 
from him seginning at 5 o'clock in the morning for the washing of 
deck and cleaning of ship, there are 3 hours’ work of three men, 


making 9 hours; from 8 to 12 there are three men to work at 4 hours 


each, making 12 hours; from 12 to 4, three men at 4 hours each. 
another 12 hours; and from 4 to 7, three men at 3 hours each, another 


9 hours, making a total of 50 hours in 24 for the upkeep of the ship 

If the ship can not be kept sanitary and seaworthy in that time 
it is either because the ship was unseaworthy to begin with or the 
men are incapable of doing their work or the crew is insufficient i: 
number The first contingency may be dismissed, because we must 
ssume that the inspection department will do its duty, so that it is 
either a question of the crew being insufficient in number or inefficient 
in skill 


It is stated in the letter that two watches are unsatisfactory to the 
powners, but more so than three. This can be readily understood 
1use under the of two watches they will get less hours of 

labor for the upkeep of the ship, unless the old practice of the sea 
to when men shall turn to work and quit work is to be disturbed 

while the two watches are being kept. 

Now, as to the cost which is also mentioned. It is perfectly pos 
ie to divide a crew of 12 into three equal watches, 4 on each watch, 
i there is no addition at all to the cost, but it leaves no special man 
organize and superintend the work, For that reason, I suggested 

they may hire one more man, which would not cost any more 
in at most $500,000 for the whole fleet per year, To this, how- 

the Shipping Board demurs, because they say they will have no 
1e to lead the other two watches, the boatswain being on one, In 
her wSrds, they confess that the men employed have so little prac- 

il knowledge of their work that they need constant watching in 
everything they do. If this be so, it will to a large extent account 

r cost, because unskilled sailors very often waste wire, cordage, and 


system 
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Most respectfully yours, 


ANDREW FURUSETH 
President International Seaman’s Union of America 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, when there | 
been a vote taken on the Robsion amendment I shall off 
amendment to which I have referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama to the amendment of the 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. 
ments reported? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the two amendments. 

The Clerk read the amendments referred to. 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I now offer my 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


r the 


ventleman 
Mr. Chairman, may we have both amend. 


Without objection, the Clerk will read 


On page 24, line 15, after tl 


the letter “ b,” 
ind insert in lieu thereof “ $1 


strike out “* $12,000,000 


i¢ 
2.300.000, of which sum $300,000 r oO 
much thereof as may be necessary, may be used to install three wat 
in the deck department of the cargo vessels operated by 
soard.” 


Mr. WOOD. To that I make a point of order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, was the amount 
earried in the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
which the committee adopted a $1,400,000 increase? 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama and the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
Was agreed to, increasing the amount to $13,400,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask t 
modify my amendment by making it $13,700,000. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. To that I make the point of ord 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, my point of order is 
simply that the text of the original bill which read “ Para 
graph (b), $12,000,000,” has been amended, and the amendment 
itself was perfected, and the amended text now reads “$13 
400,000.” It is not subject to further amendment. Any change 
should have been made before the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order by the gentleman 
from New Jersey is well taken, and the Chair sustains the 
point of order. The Clerk will read. 


ches 


the Ship 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

That portion of the special claims appropriation, contained in the 
independent offices appropriation act for the fiscal year 1923, com- 
mitted prior to July 1, 1923, and remaining anexpended on June 80, 
1v2s, shali continue available until June $0, 1929, for the same pur- 
poses and under the same conditions, 


Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. LaGuarpia: Page 35, line 11, after the word 
* conditions,” insert a new paragraph, as follows; 

“No part of the sum appropriated in this act shall be used to pay 
dues, fees, expenses, or disbursements for membership in any eonference 
or committee controlled by foreign steamship companies.” 


Mr. WOOD. 
will reserve it. 


Chairman, I offer the following 


Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order, or I 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not think it is subject to a point 
of order; it is a limitation. 
Mr. WOOD. TI think the very reading of the proposition of 


the proposed amendment shows that it is legislation upon an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There are at least three such limitations 
right in this appropriation bill referring to the Shipping 
Board. One is the employment of counsel; the other is on the 
salary’ and the other is on rents for buildings. All that this 
amendment does is to limit the appropriation from paying for 
disbursements, fees, or dues, or expenses in connection with 
any steamship conferences controlled by foreign companies. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. In effect that is a prohibition 
against any steamship conference, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is clearly of the opinion that 
this is a limitation only, and is within the rule and not sub- 
ject to a point of order. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Now, Mr. Chairman, on the merits of the 
amendment. We heard the most startling statement made a 
few days ago by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Brrepy], who 
recited conditions which the Shipping Board and American 
ships had to meet and told of what had happened right here 
when the Shipping Board were informed that they would not 
be permitted to schedule a certain number of sailings from 
India. 

We have in New York what is known as the North Atlantic 
Association, made up of British, French, and Italian steamship 
companies engaged in the passenger trade. The Shipping Board 
has been cajoled into joining that conference. I will tell you 
gentleman what they do. They adopt certain terms and condi- 
tions at a conference, and no sooner is the conference over 
than they go to the telephone and tell their agents to disregard 
them. 

They have adopted rules as to the commission to be paid to 
the steamship agents, and every foreign steamship company is 
disregarding those rules and paying excess commissions to the 
agents all over the country. Of course the United States Gov- 
ernment can not put itself in that position, and officials of the 
Shipping Board can not go to a telephone and say to an agent, 
* Forget that rule, and we will give you an excess commission.” 
The result is that all of the steamship agents will naturally 
plug for the lines from which they receive the excess com- 
missions. 

The matter of sailings and schedules are fixed by this con- 
ference. Membership in this conference is made up by the 
Cunard Line, the White Star Line, the Compagnia Navigazione 
Generale, the Compagnie General Transatlantique, the Lloyd 
Sabaudo, the Anchor Line, and one or two other lines, I believe, 
and the Shipping Board, the United States Lines. 

What chance bas the United States Lines when they go into 
that conference? I state now on my own responsibility, because 
agents have told me so, that they get larger commissions from 
foreign steamship companies than they do from the United 
States Lines, because they get an excess commission over and 
above that fixed by the conference. If we are going to run 
ships, we must compete with foreign steamship companies, and 
if they threaten to get into a rate war, and they will do that 
sooner or later, we might as well do it; we can meet that 
situation when we come to it. But we are at a very great dis- 
advantage as long as we join their conference or any other 
committee and agree to be bound by their decisions when the 
United States Lines have not a chance. The purpose is to 
control the North Atlantic and the Mediterranean traffic. I 
do not know whether the Mediterranean and the North Atlantic 
traffic are all in one conference, but it is the same control, and 
this North Atlantic Conference is so controlled and conducted 
to be most disadvantageous to American shipping. We have 
no business forming a part of it. We might, if necessary, 
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confer with one or any foreign sieamship company, but we 
should not-enter into a combination or become part of a con- 
ference that is going to give the United States Lines a raw 
deal. It is our interest to remain on the outside and confer 
with them on equal terms; our lines should not be bound by 
any condition or terms or rules that this conference wishes to 
lay down, I submit to the House that we have absolutely 
nothing to lose and everything to gain in obtaining the Atlantic 
and Mediterranean trade if we keep out of the conference, 
instead of going in and letting the conference constantly put 
things over on the United States Lines operating passenger 
ships. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendmeat will not 
prevail. The gentleman is offering this limitation because of 
the fact that the conference entered into by the Shipping 
Board or its representatives with the other shipping lines may 
be violated. The same character of reasoning would apply to 
our entering into treaties with foreign countries. We might 
say that we will not enter into any commercial treaty because 
that treaty might be violated. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We did not enter the League of } 
for that reason, 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; we did not enter the League of Nations, 
and perhaps we have entered other things that we would better 
have kept out of, but the United States has always had the 
reputation, at least, of acting in good faith in any conference it 
ever has entered into or in making any treaty to which it 
has ever been a party. 

There is a very great advantage if all of these conferences 
are honest in fixing a schedule of rates. They make them, as 
I understand, two or three times a year. Some of them are 
seasonal, and I expect most of them are seasonal. We are 
now engaged in a rate war with England, very much to the 
detriment of the Treasury of the United States, and possibly to 
the detriment of future disposition of some of our lines. My 
information is that they are going to cease that rate war; that 
a conference is to be had whereby a new schedule will be 
made, and they will endeavor to carry it out in good faith. 
I think it would be disastrous if we were not permitted to 
participate in this conference. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. My amendment would not refer to any 
conference between the companies. I am referring to such 
conferences as are an established institution, that the United 
States Lines pay dues to belong to. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not know of any institution of that char- 
acter to which we are paying any dues. Of course, there is 
some expense had in going to those conferences. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I am referring to the North Atlantic 
Conference, and not conferring with these various companies. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. We have intrusted this great enterprise 
and these hundreds of ships to the Shipping Board to operate, 
and they have their experts, and they devote all of their time 
and they have the merchant fleet organization devoting all of 
its time to the study of these problems. Does not the gen- 
tleman think it would be better to allow the details of opera- 
tion to be decided on by those boards and their experts rather 
than by the expert testimony of the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. LAGvARDIA] and by Congress, which has no adequate 
knowledge of it at all? 

Mr. WOOD. Perhaps the gentleman’s solution might be the 
correct one; but I do not want the Congress to commit itself 
to a policy which forbids the Shipping Board from entering in 
these conferences. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Perhaps the gentleman from New Jersey 
can give us some expert testimony on what the English and 
other steamship companies are doing. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I know no more about it than the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the gentleman from New York 
knows enough to know that the gentleman from New Jersey 
does not know anything about it. The gentleman is correct in 
that statement. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, much that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra] has said commends itself 
to me. I think those of us who have been on the Merchant 
Marine Committee over a period of years, and have had occa- 
sion to look somewhat into the workings of these conferences, 
have not been altogether satisfied at all times. If I under- 
stand the effect of the gentleman’s amendment, it is to pre- 
elude the United States as such from participation in any con- 
ference whatsoever, because, of course, these conferences are 
with those who constitute a majority. We are one, and these 
eonferences are made up of several foreign nations, and in every 
conceivable instance the foreign nations constitute a majority. 
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So that the amendment as framed precludes us from partietpa- 
tion in any of these conferences 

Now, so far as I go, I want the representatives of the Ship- 
ping Board, when they enter into these conferences, to proceed 
with exceeding caution, I want them te consider with the 
ereatest care the provisions that are worked out with respect 
to all matters of transportation, including rates. But I for 
one am not willing that there shall be held anywhere con- 
ferences vitally affecting the maritime interests of the United 
States without a representative of the United States at least 
having the right to be there on the ground and to participate 

the discussions and in the conclusions that are arrived at. 

It may very well be that there are conference agreements 

ww in existence or which may hereafter be held—conferences 


1928 


| 


which it would be altogether to the interest of the United States | 


not to be a party to—and I can conceive much more easily that 
there may be others that it would be altogether to our advan- 
tage to be a party to, but I can not reconcile myself to the 
thought that these international groups can get together and 
lay down rules regarding ocean transportation, as these con- 
ferences are seeking to do, and not have some one there to 
speak for and act for the United States. I hope for that reason 
that the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is all right to have some one present 
there and participating, but when you get into it you are bound 
by it 
“Mr. WHITE of Maine. You are not bound by participation 
in the discussions, but if you sign up at the conclusion of a 
conference you are bound. But I think that in all of these con- 


ferences there is a clause providing for denunciation and with- | 


drawal, and if there is no such a provision for denunciation and 
withdrawal, there certainly ought to be one. 
ping Board should attend these conferences and on 
occasions to be members of the conference agreements; 
submit that in these matters of detail we must defer to the 
judgment of the official representatives of the United States 
{| Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA. ] 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


proper 


For the reconditioning of the steamships Mount Vernon and Mon 
total cost not in excess of $12,000,000, not to exceed 
$10,000,000 is made available from the construction loan fund and 
shall be reimbursed to such fund with interest at such rate and within 
such period as the board may determine, but not exceeding 10 years 
after the date of commission of such reconditioned vessels. 


Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
order on the language appearing on lines 12 to 18, inclusive. 

Mr. WOOD. I concede that it is subject to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being conceded, the 
point of order is sustained. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment, which the Cierk will report. 

Tbe Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Davis: Page 55, line 11, after the word 

conditions” insert: “ For the reconditioning of the steamships Mount 
Vernon and Monticello, $10,000,000: Provided, That the total cost of 
reconditioning shall not exceed $12,000,000: Provided further, That 
neither of said steamships shall be sold for less than the cost of recon 
ditioning, less a deduction of 5 per cent per annum for depreciation from 
the date of completion of such reconditioning to the date of sale: And 
provided further, That such vessels shall be operated only in the foreign 


service,” 


Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I 
order against the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would like the gentleman to state his point of 
orde rr. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. 
is authority in the Shipping Board for the reconditioning of 
vessels whenever funds are appropriated by Congress. But the 
authority with respect to the sale of vessels of the United States 
is by existing law vested in the Shipping Board under definite 
limitations set out in full in the merchant marine act of 1920. 
This amendment, as I understand it, in its latter part seeks 
to limit and circumscribe the authority of the Shipping Board 
with respect to the sale of these vessels. It seems to me thai 
is clearly legislation changing existing law and modifying and 
limiting the existing authority of the Shipping Board and that 
that legislation vitiates the entire amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, the merchant marine act of 1920 
has a section suthorizing the sule of Shipping Board vessels. 
Section 5 of the act provides— 
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Mr. Chairman, I concede that there | 
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hat Im order to accomplish 
urry out the policy 
authorized and directed to sell as soon as prt 
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poses of this a¢ and 
deciared in section 1 hereof the beard ts 
yusistent with 
good business methods and the objects and purposes to be attained by 


is act, at public or private competitive sale after appraisement and 


due advertisement, to persons who are ns of the United States, 
sxcept as provided in section 6 of this act, all of the vessels referred 
to in section 4 of this act or otherwise acquired by the board. 
made at such prices and on such terms and 


as the board may prescribe, but the 


Such 
sale shall be sonditions 
mpletion of the payment of the 
purchase price and interest shall not be deferred more than 15 years 


the making of the contract of sale. The board in fixing or accep 


g » sale price of such vessels shall take into consideration the 
vailing domestic and foreign market price of, the available sup 
nd the demand for vessels, existing freight rates and prospects 


their maintenance, the cost of mstructing vessels of similar typ. 
inder prevailing conditions, as well as the cost of the constructior 
purchase price of the vessels to be sold, and any other facts or condi 


tions that would influence a prudent, solvent business man in the sale of 


similar vessels or property which he is forced to sell 


The provision of my amendment, to which the criticism of 
the gentleman from Maine is directed, is simply a somewhat 
more specific statement of the original act itself and is cer- 
tainly not in conflict with it. The committee of which the 
gentleman from Maine and I are both members and the Con 
gress, at a previous session, amended the merchant marine act 
of 1920 so as to authorize the expenditure of $25,000,000 for 
reconditioning vessels owned by the Shipping Board through 
the installation of Diesel machinery in those vessels. In view 
of the fact that we were expending this amount of money or 
were to expend this amount of money in reconditioning, it was 
felt by our committee and by the Congress that it should not 
be done without some specific limitation being placed upon the 
Shipping Board in the resale of those vessels. 

The act to which I refer—and which, I will state to the 
Chair, is Public Act No. 205, Sixty-eighth Congress—provides 
this: 


Any such vessel hereafter so equipped by the board under the provi 
sions of this section shall not be sold for a period of five years from the 
date the installation thereof is completed unless it is sold for a price 
not less than the cost of the installation thereof and of any other work 
of reconditioning done at the same time plus an amount not less than 
$10 for each dead-weight ton of the vessel as computed before 
reconditioning therof is commenced. 


such 


This was an amendment to the merchant marine act of 1920 
and is now the law. It not only refers to the Dieselization 
reconditioning but to any other work of reconditioning done 
upon the ships, and it provides that such ships can not be sold 
for less than the cost of reconditioning, plus $10 per dead 
weight ton of the ships. It also provides, as I do in my amend 
ment, that there may be deducted from that a depreciation of 
5 per cent per annum. 

I respectfully suggest that this is not only in keeping with 
the terms and spirit of the merchant marine act, as amended, 
but that it is certainly not in conflict with it. It is in keeping 
with the previous policy of the Congress and certainly is in 
keeping with the public interest, because I assume that no 
Member of this House wants to expend $10,000,000 or $12,- 
000,000 upon these ships with the possibility that they will be 
sold for a song, as some of the ships have been sold, upon 
which millions have been expended. I further assume that no 
Member of the House would want to spend this much upon 
these ships and then take a chance of them being transferred tu 
foreign registry. 

So I respectfully submit that when we take all of the legis 
lution upon the subject into consideration the point of order is 
not well taken. 

And one thing further. This is a limitation upon the appro- 
priation. In other words, it is a limitation in that it provides 
that it can only be spent upon certain conditions, and those 
conditions are of such a character as to protect the Vublic 
Treasury. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to say with 
respect to the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Wuite] that it should be borne in mind that this 
is an appropriation bill and that no legislation is in order upon 
an appropriation bill except in certain cases, the exceptions 
being well within the knowledge of the Chair. This does not 
purport even to be a limitation upon the appropriation because 
the legislative provision can not possibly take effect until the 
appropriation has been expended and its purpose accomplished 

The provisions under which the Shipping Board may sell 
these ships are set forth in section 5 of the merchant marine act 
of 1920, and the provisions under which they may sell these 
ships that have been Dieselized are set forth in the amendment 
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of the merchant marine act of 1924. Those are the only limi- 
tations on the power of the Shipping Board to sell ships. It 
is now proposed, through an amendment on an appropriation 
bill, to add a further limitation to the discretion of the Ship- 
ping Board- with respect to the sale of ships, and it is clearly 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
is of the opinion that the amendment submitted is not a limita- 
tion but is clearly legislation placing restrictions upon the Ship- 
ping Board not now provided by law. The Chair, therefore, 
sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No part of the funds of the United States Shipping Board Merchant 
Fleet Corporation shall be available for the rent of buildings in the 
}istrict of Columbia during the fiscal year 1929 if suitable space is 
provided for said corporation by the Public Buildings Commission. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Davis: Page 36, line 20; After the word 
“ commission " insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“No part of the funds of the United States Shipping Board or the 
United States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation shail be 
available for the maintenance of a sea service bureau,” 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I think my 
record upon this floor is evidence of the fact I am strongly in 
favor of the maintenance of an American merchant marine 
and that IT am heartily in favor of supporting the Shipping 
tjoard and Merchant Fleet Corporation and making all needed 
appropriations for that purpose. 

I have just offered an amendment, which was ruled out on a 
point of order, which would have carried an additional appro- 
priation, but which, I think, would have resulted in a most 
valuable addition to the American merchant marine as well 
as a most valuable benefit to the American people. 

I have now offered an amendment which, if adopted, will 
effect a substantial saving, and without impairing the services 
or in any manner injuring the work of the Shipping Board and 
Merchant Fleet Corporation, 

The sea service bureau was organized during the war when 
we were increasing our American tonnage by purchase and 
construction manyfold, and when American seamen or other 
seumen, for that matter, were not available to man these ships 
as they were launched. So this sea service bureau was estab 
lished to train seamen and it rendered a necessary and valuable 
service; but the time for its usefulness has long since passed, 
and it is being maintained, as many other activities are main- 
tained, because of the difficulty of applying the pruning knife. 

I want to state that the select committee which investigated 
Shipping Board affairs sometime back entered into a full 
investigation of this subject and I know that I reached the 
conclusion, and I believe that other members of that committee 
reached the conclusion, that this sea service bureau should 
be eliminated. 

If I had time to go into details and explain many of the 
things that were shown with respect to this bureau at those 
hearings, I believe the distinguished gentleman from Indiana 
and his colleagues upon the Appropriations Committee would 
reach the same conclusion which I have reached. I believe 
that in their effort to economize and to save every dollar 
they can—which I commend—they would see that undoubtedly 
here is one opportunity to effect a saving. 

I do not know just exactly how much this sea service bureau 
eost during the last calendar year, but it has been ranging 
all the way from $100,000 per annum to as high as $400,000 
some time back. 

Chairman O'Connor, of the Shipping Board, appeared before 
the select committee and was questioned with regard to this 
sea service bureau, in part, as follows: 


Mr. Davis, Mr. O'Connor, you are the member of the Shipping Board 
who has jurisdiction over the sea service bureau, are you not? 

Commissioner O'CONNOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Davis. As I understand, that was a bureau that was established 
during the war, primarily in order to train seamen to be placed upon 
the Shipping Board vessels that were being acquired and constructed? 

Commissioner O'Connor. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Davis. At the present time, and for some two or three years past, 
the sea service bureau has amounted to only a recruiting or seamen’s 
employment service, has it not? 

Commissioner O'CONNOR, That is practically all; yes. 


Now, Mr. Joseph BE. Sheedy was the vice president of the 
Pmergency Fleet Corporation @hd the director of operations, 
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and the one directly in charge of this sea service bureau, and | 
want to call your attention to what he had to say upon the san. 
subject. Afier asking in a general way about it, this occurred 
at the same hearing: 

Mr. Davis. Do yon think 
function? 

Mr. Sueepy. Frankly, I have never been able to find out. 


So he goes on, Somewhat in detail, and states that if it seryes 
any good purpose he supposes it is with a view to American- 
izing the crews on our Shipping Board vessels. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS. On this point there was a good deal of testi- 
mony taken to show that instead of this bureau having Amer'i- 
eanized the seamen the opposite has been true. TI shall not 
take time to go into details about this, but I want to read just 
one question and answer: 


Mr. Davis. Well, it has been charged that you have employed a govd 
many I, W. W. seamen; is that true or not? 

Mr. SuHegpy. We have had a great many on our ships. There is no 
question about that; in fact, for several months we had representatiy: 
of the investigation bureau traveling on our passenger ships, particu- 
larly between here and Germany, but particularly on the North Atlantic 
routes, where we had a good deal of propaganda spread 
Whether it was coming west or going east I never did know. 


Now, here is another feature to which I wish to direct the 
attention of the members of the committee, and particularly 
the members of the Committee on Appropriations. In peace- 
time this sea service bureau is nothing more or less than an 
attempt at duplication of the work of the shipping commission- 
ers who serve under the Commissioner of Navigation in the 
Department of Commerce and for which appropriations are 
made annually. 

Mr. WOOD. 

Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. WOOD. 
to take away the support of this bureau. I 
bureau collects seamen in the event that seamen are 
for. Suppose you abolish the bureau, then what? 

Mr. DAVIS. The same service would be performed by the 
shipping commissioners authorized by existing law to perfornu 
all the functions that this bureau is now performing, and there 
is a shipping commissioner in every port of entry and more 
shipping commissioners than there are port offices of the Sea 
Service Bureau. 

Mr. WOOD. Who is the shipping commissioner respon- 
sible to? 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘To the Commissioner of Navigation under the 
Secretary of Commerce. 

Mr. WOOD. Who are the seamen selected from, who decides 
in reference to them? 

Mr. DAVIS. They are selected like they are selected for the 
owners of private ships. The private shipping companies do 
not avail themselves of this bureau, and the only reason that 
the Shipping Board operators avail themselves of the bureau 
is because they are required to do it. If it was worth while, 
why would not the private owners avail themselves of it when 
they are privileged to do so? They have discarded it. 

Mr. WOOD. The question which the gentleman raises is 
quite new to me. There is an expenditure of $350,000 or 
$400,000 a year for this service. If the gentleman is correct, it 
looks like we have been derelict in providing for it so long. 
There must be some advantages from it else our attention would 
haye been attracted to it long ago. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am not surprised that the matter has not 
come under the observation of the gentleman, because the 
ramifications of the Shipping Board and the Emergency Flect 
Corporation were so widespread and comprehensive that those 
of us who have been upon the committee dealing with that 
subject for many years have been learning something new all 
the time, and to which we have been devoting more time than 
the Appropriations Committee could devote to that problem. 

I want to say further that some of the gentlemen that were 
on that select committee are here present—the gentleman from 
Alabama, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wurre], the gentie- 
man from New Jersey, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Cooper]. I do not believe that they will take issue with me on 
this matter. Without presuming to speak for them, my opinion 
is that if they express themselves they would reach about the 
same conclusion that I have come to, and the same conclusion, 
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Will the gentleman yield? 

IT will. 

Suppose this appropriation was limited so as 
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in substance, that Mr. Sheedy has stuted in his testimony which 
] have read to you. 

I CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from T« 


nessee has expired, 

Mr. WOOD. I ask 
may have two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there 
centlieman from Indiana? 

There was no objection 

Mr. WOOD. The public that is traveling on 
interested in knowing that the ships are manned by proper sea- 
men. I take it that the function of this bureau is to select men 
properly qualified to occupy the important places on these ships. 
If this bureau is abolished, what I am interested in knowing 
and what the public would be interested in knowing is who is 
soing to recommend the qualifications of the men who are to 
take the places on the vessels? 

Mr. DAVIS. There is a surplus of seamen. The condition 
does not exist now that formerly existed. I am informed that 
there are plenty of seamen who follow the sea as a profession. 
One thing this bureau has done a good deal of—and it is all 
right in its way, and yet from the standpoint of obtaining a 
sea personnel it is all wrong—and that is they have recruited 
innumerable school boys who would go on a ship for one or 
two trips and go back home. They went on the trip as a lark. 

No man can learn to be a seaman in that way. These tem 
porary fellows have kept off the sea those who were willing 
to ship as seamen and continue it as a profession. The best 
evidence of that is that for the past several years, ever since 
the creation of the bureau, there has been a 50 per cent annual 
turnover. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pired, 

Mr. CULLEN. I ask unanimous consent that 
have two minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULLEN. In regard to what the gentleman says about 
shipping college boys, that may have been done a few years 
ago, but the gentleman is aware that that has been suspended 
and that they are not making a practice of doing that thing 
now. 

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman from New York will agree with 
me that that was a practice that was followed to a large extent 
by the bureau we are talking about. They announced during 
the past year that they would discontinue the practice. 

Mr. CULLEN. I find myself in the same position as the 
chairman of the subcommittee. This is the first time that I 
have known anything about what this service was other than 
to supply men to the Shipping Board in the different capacities 
to make up a crew. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes; and the Shipping Board operators and 
the ship captains were required to take the seamen sent to 
them by this sea service bureau. If this is abolished the 
operators and the captains of the ships will employ their 
seamen upon their own judgment, just as the officials of all of 
the private shipping concerns do now, and have always done. 

Mr, CULLEN. Where are they going to get those men? 

Mr. DAVIS. There is no difficulty about getting them at 
all, and besides you can not train seamen in an Office or on 
land. They have got to start in as boys and work up by actual 
experience. That is the way the other nations of the world 
have built up their sea personnel, and it is the way that we 
will have to do it in the long run, and as I say it was never 
established to begin with upon any basis or excuse except as a 
war emergency, just like we had to create many other emer- 
geney organizations during the war. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. The sea service bureau of the United States 
Shipping Board does not attempt to train seamen in the office 
or anywhere else. It is the agency of the Shipping Board 
through which the crews that operate the ships belonging to 
the United States Government, operated under the Shipping 
3oard by managing operators, are manned. If each operator 
were to select his own crew, he would have knowledge only 
of those who have previously sailed on his ships, and it would 
be a hit-or-miss recruiting along West Street, and a signing 
up and getting of crews of which they knew nothing. The 
ship is responsible for its crew, and it is responsible for work- 
men’s compensation if they are disabled. 

Mr. FROTHINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes. 

Mr. FROTHINGHAM. 
as crew? 


consent the 


unanimous that gentleman 
I want to ask him a question. 
objection to the request of the 


these vessels is 


The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


the gentleman 


Does this apply to officers as well 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. I crew, because the 
re commissioned. The sea service bureau threughout the year 
is supplying crews to all the throughout 
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the United States Shipping Board service, gradually acquir 
ng a roster of thousands of names, and keeps tab on these 
men to a certain extent. They know the trouble makers; they 


know the chronic deserters ; 


they know the pretenders of being 
A B's when they do not i 


know anything about a ship, 
they gradually eliminate from the crews of the Shipping 
Board those who do damage to property or incur expenditure 
to the board by reason of damage to because of 


and 


themselves 


their inexperience and negligence. The sea service bureau 
maintains a medical examination and a person who is sure 


to be a liability by reason of the responsibility of the ship in 


of disability is not accepted. Managing operators can 


cuse 


not maintain any such medical supervision of their recruits 
That service alone very largely compensates for the cost of 
maintaining the service. I think that the Shipping Board 


would have curtailed or restricted or abolished the service 
i Was not rendering returns. The managing oper- 
ators, as far as I know, are very well satisfied, and are getting 
better crews than they could recruit themselves. We have 
reduced very largely the cost by reason of injuries to sailors 
or disabilities incurred by reason of their physical unfitness 
at the time of their enlistment. I do not think it is wise here, 
with no knowledge of the subject, and with simply a few state- 
read at random out of the hearings held four years 
when this service was comparatively new, and had not 
developed to the point at which it is carried on at the present 
time, to absolutely abolish it. I think it is unwise to do that 
[I think that if there is any question about the value of this 
service that the legislative committee ought to look into it, 
and if it is not paying its way in value of service rendered we 
can abolish it or at some future time the appropriations for 
its maintenance may be curtailed. 

But I think, sight unseen, to abolish a valuable service which 
has been functioning as long as we have had the Shipping 
Board would be very unwise and an inadvisable thing to do. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yes. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Is the 
into this problem? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. We look into them as they 
our attention. This is the first time in my life that I have 
ever heard a word of criticism of the sea service bureau, and 
I have been a member of the Merchant Marine Committee for 
10 years. 


if it rood 


ments 


legislative committee now looking 


are brought to 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its 
principal clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the following title: 

H. R. 9022. An act to authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., 
to maintain a public highway upon the premises occupied by the 
Federal Industrial Institution for Women at Alderson, W. Va. 

The committee resumed its session. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, iI move to strike out the 
last two words. As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Davis] 
suggested, 1 happened to be one of the select committee on the 
part of the House to give very extensive consideration to all 
these questions affecting our merchant marine, and, as has been 
indicated by the gentleman from Tennessee, when we were 
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| engaged in that service we had occasion to examine very care 


fully into the operation of this sea service bureau as rup by 
the Shipping Board. From my observation and study of that 
question and from the information that I have received upon 
it since the discharge of that committee, I think we are agreed 
with the conclusion reached by Judge Davis that the amend- 
ment he offers ought to prevail. It ought to appeal to the 
committee primarily from the standpoint of an absolute saving 
to the Treasury of a large sum of money. From $200,000 to 
$300,000 a year is being paid out of the Shipping Board fund 
appropriation for this service bureau. It is being paid for a 
service that, under existing law, is absolute duplication. The 
United States shipping commissioners, who have representa- 
tives in all the ports, are now invested by law with authority 
to assist captains of vessels in getting competent men for their 
sea service. We ought to do one of two things—either approve 
that jurisdiction or else adopt this amendment and abolish the 
United States seamen’s bureau now existing in the Shipping 
Board. 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
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Mr. DAVIS. In this connection I call attention to the fact 
that there is a specific legislative act establishing the shipping 
commissioners to perform this service, but there is not one word 
in any legislative law providing for the establishment or even 
mentioning the sea-service bureau. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In other words, as the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee (Mr. Davis] has said, under the emergencies of the 
war the Shipping Board was hard put to provide enlistments of 
seamen, and this bureau was established strictly as a war 
emergency proposition for the purpose of enlisting the proper 
personnel to man our ships. Now that function is exhausted. 
There is no necessity for it and it is an absolute duplication of 
expense. Why is it that operators of private vessels under the 
flag do not use the service of this bureau? No doubt it is be 
cause they have found that the old method of going to the 
United States shipping commissioners and taking their own 
judgment as to the selection of their own men is the best 
possible method of selection, There is opposition to this bureau 
from men who are engaged in promoting the welfare of the 
seamen of the United States. I do not know whether you care 
to eter into a discussion of that phase of the matter, but the 
American Federation of Labor, as a fact, in their last national 
convention passed a resolution on this particular problem, ask- 
ing the Congress of the United States to abolish this bureau, 
because it was performing no good service to the American 
merchant marine and was, in fact, standing in the way of 
building up in America a desire for real sea service on the 
part of men desiring to engage in it. For these reasons, gen- 
tleman, after trespassing on your time, I hope the amendment 
of the genileman from Tennessee will prevail. I hope you will 
vote for it, 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Why has not this matter been brought 
before the legislative committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Because the legislative committee has 
never provided for this service. It is merely an institution 
developed by the Shipping Board, and not in response to any 
substantive law enacted by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. It can be discontinued without legis- 
lation, can it not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It ean be discontinued by the adoption 
of this amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not the gentlemun believe it should be 
investigated by the legislative committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I will say that rather extensive 
hearings were had upon it by the subcommittee. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter of too much 
importance to be determined without more consideration than 
we have had here. We are having all sorts of accidents on 
the sea, and I am not ready to take the responsibility. Per- 
haps there are other gentlemen here who would take the re- 
sponsibility of doing something rashly that we might hereafter 
regret doing. There will be plenty of opportunity for the facts 
of this case to be developed. This measure, when it passes 
this House, will go to the Senate, and if there is no authority 
of law for it, as the gentleman seems to think, it can be de- 
veloped there, and the fact as to whether this is or is not a 
good agency can be developed there, and the matter can be 
taken up in order. I move that the debate now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the debate do now close. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Texas has been very good 
to-day, and I will withhold my motion. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I never have believed in 
passing the buck or shifting my own responsibility. The re- 
sponsibility of either keeping up or abolishing this instrumen- 
tality of the Government that costs $400,000 a year devolves 
first upon the House of Representatives, If it is an improper 
instrumentality, if it is useless, if it is nonserviceable, if it is 
got worth the money to the taxpayers it is our duty to stop it 
ourselves and not depend on the Senate to do it for us, 

I have been here 11 years, and I have been watching the 
rapid increase of useless Government bureaus and commissions 
and independent establishments of the Government. When you 
onee create them and put them on the pay roll there is no 
chance on earth of getting them off. They have always had 
enough personal friends in Congress to speak in their behalf 
and delay action, 

When I first came here one of the most valuable men in this 
House was the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [{Mr. 
Woop]. There was not a man here then who watched the 
appropriations more closely than he did. He was watchful then 
of the people’s interests, But now, since he has become ehair- 
man of a big subcommittee of the big Committee on Appropria- 
tions, he has become a little careless; he, too, bas his persenal 
friends to protect; he is looking out for their interests, and he 
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is not so enthusiastic about the publie Treasury and the taxes 
that are put upon the shoulders of the already overburdened 
people of the land. 

I think that the Davis amendment is a good one to stop it, 
which we will do if we refuse to appropriate this money. I 
think the position of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Davis] 
and the like position of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, 
BANKHEAD] is unanswerable, and if we ought to stop it now, we 
ought not to send it over to the Senate and expect it to do some- 
thing that we ought to do here ourselves. You are not going 
to have the Senate stop any extravagance. You are not going 
to have the Senate stop any waste. What does the Senate 
care about waste or extravagance? Why, they are adding to 
these appropriation bills instead of cutting from them, and if 
we want to stop it this is the time to stop it and the place to 
stop it and the opportunity to do it. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield first to my distinguished friend 
from Maryland, the distinguished House leader of the wets. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I congratulate the gentleman from Texas 
on his running for the Senate as the exponent of the drys. I 
think the gentleman will not have any trouble either from the 
drys or the wets. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentlemen who are behind the gentle- 
man from Maryland are not backing him up in what he is 
doing here or he would have more success. 
ome LINTHICUM. I want to ask the gentleman a real ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BLANTON. I am now talking about saving $400,000 for 
the people of the United States who pay the taxes. 

Mr, LINTHICUM. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] 
suggests that we leave it in the bill. I say if it is not necessary, 
cut it out. Why not cut it out here? 

Mr. BLANTON. That is exactly what I say. For once we 
seem y be in accord, Will the leader of the wets vote to cut 
it out 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will 

Mr. BLANTON, If the gentleman can get his wet friends to 
follow him it would be well to have them follow him on this 
occasion, although they do not usually follow any one leader. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. If I vote for it, will the gentleman vote 
for light wines and beer? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I will not; I will not vote to debauch 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I have watched the work 
and caréer of the distinguished chairman of this subcommittee 
in the House of Representatives for nine years, two years less 
than the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Branton] who has just 
taken his seat. I want to say to him and to the country that 
there is no justification, in my opinion, for the charge, even 
though it was spoken somewhat in a jest, that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Woop] has at all diminished his labors, his 
enthusiasm, and his influence in this House in the work of 
economizing the expenditures of this Government, The re- 
marks which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] has 
just made, doubtless without much premeditation, would lead 
one to infer that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] has 
changed his attitude since he became chairman of this subcom- 
mittee. I say that is not so. There is not a man in the House 
who has shown greater solicitude for the economical manage- 
ment of this Government than has the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. Woop]. I rose to say that first. 

Secondly, I think the Members of this House ought to con- 
sider seriously whether, upon the consideration of an appro- 
priation bill, we should adopt an amendment which will entirely 
revolutionize the method by which the Shipping Board has been 
conducting a very important part of its business. Let us not 
forget that the United States Shipping Board operates ships 
which travel throughout the world; that they are not in the 
ordinary sense a steamship line or a steamship organization, 
and that they do not have the opportunities for organization 
and management that have the private lines, We provide 
them with the methods, the means, and the facilities by which 
they must conduct the business that is intrusted to them. 
Here is a proposition which at one fell swoop, after a debate 
of 30 minutes, would take away from them an important serv- 
ice which has been developed in the Shipping Board during all 
these years and has been the means by which they have secured 
that very important part of the complement of their ships. 
The crews who operate the ships and who are responsible for 
the safety of the vessels, for the lives of the passengers, and 
for the protection of the property that is carried as cargo. 
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Here we after a discussion of a few minutes, to 
deprive the Shipping Board of an important organization 
whicl has been established during long « pe rience simpl) be 
cause a motion is made that ho the appropriation shall 
be expended for that purpose. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the 
Mr. CHINDLBLOM. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Is the ge! aware of the fact that 
mmittee itself, as shown by the hearings, made a 
rather exhaustive examination into this subject? 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. But the sul makes no recom 
mendation upon the subject. 


pre spose, 


grt 
aie ( 


gentleman yield? 


lema 


the subi 


minittet 


Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman will permit, I will state tha 
there was ho recommendation made by tl Shipping Board 
nd no evidence at all adduced from the Shippi: Board, but 
the gentleman who is in favor of abolishing this business testi- 
fied at some considerable length just as we were closing the 


Hearings. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. There is no recommendation from the 
Shipping Board, I will say to the from Alabam: 
{Mr. BANKHEAD], and this subject has not en considered by 
the legislative committee. For four years I was myself a mem 
ber of the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
and served with the distinguished gentleman from Alabama 
That committee has a splendid membership and that commiitt 
is willipg and anxious to consider legislation relating to the 
operations of the Shipping Board, 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I will include the distinguished gentle 
man from Tennessee. It was my pleasure to serve with him 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee, and does 
not the gentleman think it is a little precipitous to come her¢ 
at this moment and ask for the abolishment of this service 
which has been in operation all these years? 

Mr. DAVIS. No; I certainly do not. If it did not involve 
some jobs there would not have been 10 minutes’ discussion 
We pass over a $10,000,000 proposition almost without discus 
sion, but when it comes to saving $300,000 or $400,000 through 
the abolishment of some jobs, of course, gentlemen are aroused. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. That is no question. The gentleman bas 
not asked me a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to ask the gentleman this question: The 
gentieman knows, when he refers to the Merchant 
Fisheries Committee, that that committee has never reported 
any legislation and Congress has never enacted any law au- 


rentleman 


thorizing the establishment of a sea service bureau, so that there | 


is no occasion for the repeal of anything that has not been 
authorized. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Of course, the law does not go into 


detail as to how the Shipping Board shall operate its business, 
but everyone will concede that there must be some method by 
which the crews and the men who are working on the ships 
must be secured. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The 
has expired. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for one additional minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
mous consent 
objection? 

There was no objection 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I will say, in 


llinois asks unani 


reply to the inquiry of 


the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Davis}, that this does 
concern jobs; it concerns every single man who works on 


these ships, and it concerns every member of the crews that 
work upon these ships. This service has been established dur 
ing all these years and has succeeded in an admirable manner, 
at least in the opinion of the Shipping Board, and at one fell 
swoop to throw the selection of those men elsewhere is wrong 
You are not telling them where, nor are you telling them how 
these crews shall be selected. You are simply asking that this 
organization, which has operated effectively and efficiently 
during alt these years, shall be abolished by refusing to appro- 
priate for this work during the next year. You are not abolish 
ing this service, but you are simply refusing to apprupriate 
for one year; and you are leaving the Shipping Board in the 
air for the year beginning July 1, in the matter of selecting 
the crews for its ships. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment do now close 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and on a division 
Mr. Davis) there were—ayes 44 

So the amendment was rejected. 


(demanded by 
noes 5S. 





Marine and | 


' 





time of the gentleman from Illinois | 


to proceed for one additional minute. Is there 
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Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN The genileman from Alabama offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by M McbDurrit Pag 3 20, after the 

] I SS1OI insert “i r the recond i ne « the s§ il l S 
ount ¥ n and Monticello, at a cost of $12 0,000 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of ft] om- 
mittee, | regretted to see the chairman of the subcomn ee fail 

make any move to take care of this item in the bill when 
point of order was sustained against it. 

I think the chairman of the subcommitte as well as the 
ubeommittee and the entire Committee on Appropriations, 
would like to see these two great liners put into service. Wh 
Because it is said it would cost, in the first place, $25,000,000 
to build ships to take their pla in the trans-Atlantic trade. 
We can now get this work done for $12,000,000, and while the 
language of the bill propos to take this money out of the 
onstruction and loan fund and use it, after all it is simply 
taking money out of one pocket and putt t into another. 
It is, after all, the funds of the Treasury 

I want to see what this Congress thinks about the proposi- 
tion of putting these two ships in the trans-Atlantic trade 

The chairman will recall that the evidence before his com- 
mittee proved conclusively that these two hulls were in splendid 


condition, one boat a little better than the other, and that we 
in use them for 10 or 20 years and that they would balance 


our trans-Atlantic fleet and would make the fleet more salable 
This is the testimony before the committee and the com- 
mittee brought this item in with language attached to it which 


made it subject to a point of order. bey md question Now, 


since it has gone out on a point of order I hope the chairman 
will see fit to have this House appropriate money enough to 
let the work begin now. If they want to tie on the strings 


that my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Davis] would like to have 
in such an appropriation, let the legislative committee get busy 
and enact such provision; but we can get this construction 
under way, and the evidence showed that if we will prepare 
these boats now, we can get some of the summer trade for 
the year 1929 and we will balance our fleet and will make more 
money on this service than we have made in the past, and 
it is the one service operated by the Shipping Board that is 
making money. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. McDUFFIE. I yield. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does the gentleman think it worth 
while, really, to recondition these old, second-hand German 


ships unless we are prepared to go a step further and provide 


for new construction so that the American flag will fly on 
American ships on this North Atlantic lane? 
Mr. McDUFFIE. I have not investigated these ships. I 


am not an expert on ship hulls, but I know a telegram came 
to every Member of this House urging against the recondition- 
ing of these two ships; that telegram came from some concern, 
probably the International Mercantile Marine, 1 do not now 
recall the name, that is operating foreign boats and evidently 
does not want this Congress to put two more ships into the 
trans-Atlantic service. lias the gentleman ever thought of 
that? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I 


will say to the gentleman that is 
not my point at all It may be a good thing to recondition 
these ships, but that is merely a temporary matter. We ought 


to go further and provide for 
for this line. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. It is time, if you please, to take advantage 
of this situation and do something, even if it is temporary, 
rather than say to the world, “We are abandoning the idea 
of keep’ng up this trans-Atlantic line.” 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I will say to the gentleman it is 
furthest from my idea that we should abandon this line. I 
think there should never be a day when we do not have a 
first-class passenger and freight liner in this lane under the 
American flag 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Then the gentleman agrees with me that 
we should have a first-class trans-Atlantic line. 

I submit to the chairman the merits of this amendment; I 
submit them to the committee, and I do not know what you 
will do with this amendment, but I want this committee to go 
on record. I want to know whether you are going to respond 
to the wishes of the people of the country in an effort to build 
up this service across the Atlantic Ocean or are you going to 
let this matter lag along much to the delight of the chief com- 
petitors of the ships under the American flag? 

Mr. CULLEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I yield to the gentleman from New York 


the construction of new ships 
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Mr. CULLEN. I think I can answer the question of the 
Member from New York [Mr. Watnwaient]. The American 
joard of Engineers and Surveys inspected the hull of both 
of these tessels and reported back that they were in first-class 
condition, aud that the life tenure, under ordinary circum- 
stances, of both vessels would be 10 years. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I will say to the gentleman in my 
judgment this is only temporizing with this important propo- 
sition. The time has come when we should face the issue of 
whether we are going to have a first-class line in the North 
Atlantic lane aud not stop with reconditioning two old German 
ships. 

Mr. McDUIFFIE. I agree with the gentleman, but we have 
no legislation to that effect before us now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I am sorry to detain the committee and I 
do not want to burden you, but the evidence shows that ex- 
perts, not the gentleman from New York or myself, have visited 
these boats and say they are in good condition, 

I want to call your attention to the fact it will cost $25,000,000 
to build the sume ships in this country now, whereas we can 
recondition these ships for $12,000,000. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentueky and Mr. WAINRIGHT rose, 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
first, sir. 

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I would like to insert the state- 
ment that charging 41% per cent interest on the total amount 
invested for reconditioning and fully amortizing this cost, you 
have a net profit of $400,000 per annum if these boats are put 
into this trade. There is $1,348,000 of Uncle Sam’s money 
waiting to come to these boats for carrying the mail, and as a 
business proposition it is a good one. 

Mr. McDUFFIB. Are we going to respond to a telegram 
from some great concern, doubtless a concern that would like 
to see our flag get off of the seas entirely, and fail to recondi- 
tion the two ships, or are we going to say we will spend the 
$12,000,000 so as to balance the trans-Atlantic fleet, which 
will make the fleet more serviceable and salable than before? 
Will not the Congress respond to the wishes of those who are 
trying to build up the merchant marine? Let us spend the 
$12,000,000 for the trans-Atlantic fleet, so that it will continue 
to make more money and be more salable in the long run. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does not the gentleman think it is 
humiliating that this one line we have got shall consist of 
six old German boats that came to us by conquest, that cost us 
nothing, rather than starting the shipyards and building the 
best vessels that can be built for that line? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 2. In expending appropriations or portions of appropriations 
contained in this act for the payment for personal services in the 
lAstrict of Columbia, in accordance with the classification act of 1923, 
the average of the salaries of the total number of persons under any 
grade in any bureau, office, or other appropriation unit shall not at 
any time exceed the average of the compensation rates specified for 
the grade by such act, and in grades in which only one position is 
allocated the salary of such position shall not exceed the average of the 
compensation rates for the grade except that in unusually meritorious 
cases of one position in a grade advances may be made to rates higher 
than the average of the compensation rates of the grade, but not 
more often than once in any fiscal year, and then only to the next 
higher rate: Provided, That this restriction shall not apply (1) to 
grades 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the clerical-mechanical service; or (2) to require 
the reduction in salary of any person whose compensation was fixed 
as of July 1, 1924, in accordance with the rules of section 6 of such 
act: (3) to require the reduction in salary of any person who is trans- 
ferred from one position to another position in the same or different 
grade in the same or a different bureau, office, or other appropriation 
unit; or (4) to prevent the payment of a salary under any grade at a 
rate higher than the maximuin rate of the grade when such higher rate 
is permitted by the classification act of 1923 and is specifically autbor- 
ized by other law. 


Mr. GREEN of Florida, Mr. Chairman, I would !ike to ask 


the gentleman from Indiana, chairman of the subcommittee, if 
there is any appropriation in the present bill for the Veterans’ 


JANUARY 24 


Bureau that will consolidate the veterans’ hospitals in the 
South and East and abolish the hospital at Lake City, Fla.? 

Mr. WOOD. There is nothing in the language of the bill 
that would affect that matter. That is a matter for the man- 
agement of the Veterans’ Bureau. They are going through a 
process of consolidation of hospitals now. I do not know what 
hospitals in the South or anywhere else that they propose to 
consolidate, but it is the purpose to consolidate them and re- 
duce them when and where practicable. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment. On page 82, line 21, add the words “nothing in this act 
shall authorize the discontinuance of veterans’ hospita!s.” 

Mr. WOOD. To that, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that it is legislation on an appropriation bill and clearly 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 42, in line 21, strike out the period, insert a semicolon, and add 
the following words: “ Nor in expending such appropriation shall any 
part thereof be available for purchasing bituminous coal for use within 
the District of Columbia unless the President shall first declare that 
an emergency exists which prevents the obtaining or use of other 
coal.” 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. FORT. It seems to me it is a limitation on the appro- 
priation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point cf erder. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. Dowrett, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee. had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9481) 
making appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry in- 
dependent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes, 
and had directed him to report the same back with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment ? 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote on the 
McDuflie amendment, increasing the Shipping Board appropria- 
tion from $12,000,000 to $13,400,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment on 
which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 34, in line 15, strike out the figures “$12,000,000” and insert 
in lieu thereof the figures ‘“ $13,400,000.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
McDurrir) there were—ayes 40, noes 49. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote and 
make the point of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. It is evident 
that there is no quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close 
the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absentees, and 
the Clerk will call the roll, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 214, nays 118, 
answered “ present” 1, not voting 100, as follows: 


{Roll No. 16] 
YEAS—214 





Abernethy Bankhead Black, Tex. Brand, Ga. 
Allgood Reck, Wis Bland Brand, Ohio 
Almon Beedy Bloom Briggs 
Arnold Beers Bowling Browne 
Aswell Bell Bowman Browning 
Ayres Berger Busby 


Box 
Black, N. ¥. Boylan Bushong 


Bachmann 
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Drewry — Weaver Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Ruby 
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rarner, Té MeMillan Sanders, Tex Wyant \ . ; 
Garner, Tex. {cMillan unders, ‘Tex. y ivania with Mr. Johnson of Oklabome, 


Garrett, Tenn, McReynolds Sandlin Zihliman 
Garrett, Tex, McSwain Schafer 
Gasque McSweeney Schneider 


NAYS—118 


Mr. Bacon with Mr. A 
M Cochran of Pennsy 
Mr. Leatherwood with Mr. Williams of Texas 
Mr. Simmons with Mr. Doyle 


Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, Mr. DovuGLAss 





























; ee and Mr. GALLIVAN, are unable to be present. If they were 
: Ackerman Dickinson, lewa Hudson Ransley | a : ha ‘ “ oe ; ° Pp the} Lot 
: Adkins Eaton Johnson, Tl. Reed, Ark | here, they would vote “ yea 
3 Andresen Mliott Jones Reed, N. Y. The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
| eee a Reding Reid, 1 The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
; sacharac us ah togers : : . - 
Barbour Evans, Calif. Kearns Rowbottom third reading of the bill. 
Begg ish . Leavitt Shreve The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Blanton Fitzgerald, W.T. Lehlbach Sinnott | and was read the third time 
sohn Fort Letts Smith } "Gate “uatuaiee arene a Pes ; : ‘ : 
Bowles Freat McLeod Snell | The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? . 
Brigham Free MacGregor Stalker The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
pc Frothingham Maas Stobbs | On motion of Mr. Woop, a motion to reconsider the vote 
: Buchanan Gilford Madden Sweet | : ‘ . 
% Buckbee Goodwin Magrady Taber |} whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
; Burtness Griest Mapes Tatgenhorst = ‘ dae Sa ae vas ss 
: Burton Guyer Martin, Mass. Tilson DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR TO-MORROW 
i Cannon Hadley Menges Treadway The SPEAKER. The Chair designates the gentleman from 
Coleanlom Bear — ees — ~ 1. Connecticut [Mr, Trtson] to preside at the opening of the House 
. , ‘ ', : . + SUL ¥ Ke 
i Christopherson Hall, N. Dak Michener Vineent, Mich. to-morrow. 
‘ Clague Arey Miiligan Wainwright ADDRESS OF HON. RALPH F. LOZIER 
3 Clancy Hastings Monast Wason 
ee ance n ede Watres Mr. ROMJUE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
: Cole, lowa awley Murphys Welsh, Pa , > remarks i »R or - inserting conv of < Oe) 
Connolly, Pa, Hickey Nelsen, Wis. Whitehead | xtend my remarks in the Recorp by Inserting copy of a speech 
Cramton Hoch Newton Williamson | made by my colleague, Mr. Loztrer, of Missouri, 
3 Crowther Hoffman Niedringhaus Wolverton | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
qi ee! Boner poniee Wood | mous consent to extend his remarks by Inserting the matter 
8 Deal Houston, Del, Pratt indicated. Is there objection? 
a 7 nti H ae TT re ‘ hiecti 
a ANSWERED “PRESENT "—1 | There was no object on. , 
4 eat j Mr. ROMJUE. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my re- 
7 »utier : 7 : : . . ’ 
. Se re marks in the Recorn, I desire to include the following address 
4 NOT VOTING—100 | of Hon. Rates F. Lozrer, of Missouri, delivered Saturday, Jan- 
7 Aieeteh as, Arts. James ae uary 7, 1928, at the thirty-sixth annual Jackson Day banquet, 
Allen t , Mags. Jeffers tubey f the wee mn? moecratic Cinh of rite g - 
4 Andrew Doyle Jenkins Rutherford of the Young Men’s Democratic Club of Williamsport, Pa. 
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Celler Hale Lampert Strother | approximately 600,000 Democrats have not bowed the knee to the 
. ‘ emer _ ock po a ne god of special privilege or offered incense at pagan political altars. 
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Dickstein Irwin Pou You The sincerity of your political convictions can not be questioned, 
So the amendment was agreed to. because for many years you have “ carried on” the battles of Democracy 
; The Clerk announced the following pairs: in spite of the discouraging fact that your party is in a hopeless 
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minority. You are Democrats from principle and not from expediency. 
Although greatly outnumbered, you nevertheless believe that the prin- 
ciples policies of the Democratic Party will best promote the 
welfare and prosperity of the masses, and because you do not believe 
that the Federal Government should grant unlimited bounty to a few 
favored clasSes and deny the same consideration to other vocational 
groups. 

In this connection I call to mind the fact that in the person of 
Judge Jeremiah S, Black, Pennsylvania furnished the Nation a Demo- 
cratic Attorney General who for legal ability and erudition had no 
superior among those who served in that exalted position. For a con- 
siderable part of our national history Pennsylvania was the bulwark 
of the Democratic Party, and if I can read aright the signs of the times, 
I believe the people of Pennsylvania will ultimately turn from the altars 
of Baal give wholehearted allegiance to the Democratic Party, 
which is the party of the common people and the party committed to 
the doctrine of equality of opportunity for all men and all vocational 
groups and for equal rights to all and special privileges to none. 

1 have no illusions as to the immediate return of Pennsylvania to the 
Democratic ranks, but among the voters of Pennsylvania there is a 
very strong progressive element that frequently asserts its power and 
sanctfons progressive reforms. Twice the voters of Pennsylvania elected 
Robert E. Pattison, a Democrat, governor of this Commonwealth. In 
1912 the progressive element in the Republican Party carried Pennsyl- 
an overwhelming majority. In the 1926 senctorial election 
William B. Wilson, a progressive Democrat, carried 57 of the 67 counties 
in Pennsylvania, Wilson's majority over Var, outside of Philadelphia, 
was 59,422. The Vare machine in Philadelphia rolled up a majority 
in that city of 232,929 for VAre. But it is very significant that the 
voters of Pennsylvania outside of Philadelphia gave Mr. Wilson a 
majority of 59,422. Undoubtedly the political pendulum in Pennsyl- 
vania is swinging away from the doctrine of greed, graft, and slush, 
and within the next decade it is not unreasonable to expect a disinte- 
gration of the present corrupt Pennsylvania political machine and a 
realignment of the political forces in Pennsylvania which will more 
evenly balance the political parties in your great Commonwealth. In so 
far as I am able, I want this evening to deliver a message that will 
stimulate your faith in and devotion to Democratic principles and 
policies, 


and 


and 


Vania by 


THE REIGN OF PRIVILEGR 


One of the outstanding issues before the American people is the sub- 
stantial limitation of governmental favoritism. The greedy lords of 
special privilege are taking no thought for the morrow. Having ruth- 


lessly seized the executive and legislative departments of our Govern- 
ment, they arrogantly control the economic activities of the Nation. 


They dictate the enactment of discriminatory legislation to unreasonably 
increase their already excessive and artificially stimulated profits and 
unconscionably augment their unearned bounties. Their unsympathetic 
manipulation of commodity markets bas brought the small tradesmen, 
shopkeepers, and agrarian population dangerously close to bankruptcy. 
They bave strangled legitimate competition, and under the shelter of 
gigantic monopolies, made possible and inevitable by class legislation, 
they reap where they have not sown and gather where they have not 
strawed. They have voraciously appropriated practically all of the 
immense stock of new national wealth that has come to the American 
people in the last two decades. 

On the tacit invitation of President Coolidge and his mercenary 
satellites, a few favored groups have practically taken possession of 
our institutions and exploited them for their own sinister and selfish 
purposes and profit. In violation of ethical principles and well-estab- 
lished business practices they have wrongfully circumscribed the activi- 
ties of other vocational groups, withheld from them the legitimate fruits 
of their labors, and denied them equality of opportunity in the race for 
gain. The present national administration formed an open alliance 
with big business and is operating under a bilateral covenant with 
special privilege, the reciprocal obligations of which are quite definite 
and well understood by the contracting parties. This has resulted in a 
commercialized, ignoble, and sordid administration of our public affairs. 
National ideals have seldom fallen to a lower level. Social justice 
has been denied the masses and the cries of a great vocational group, 
neglected and discriminated against, have gone unheeded and unhushed, 
Enjoying the fruits of business methods and legislation manifestly in- 
equitable, they have, with supreme indifference, ignored all petitions 
for a redress of economic wrongs, unawed by public scandal, and un- 
moved by appeals from the common people for a “square deal.” 

Many grave abuses of this character have grown up under the present 
national Republican administration that has not only tolerated but 
openly encouraged and promoted these inequitable conditions, and used 
its every influence to accentuate class distinction and strengthen the 
citadel of special privilege. It is the mission, duty, and purpose of 


the Democratic Party to correct this maladministration of public affairs 
and restore a proper balance between the several great basic industries, 
to the end that each may share equitably in our national wealth and 
prosperity, and that no one industry may enjoy excessive and uncon- 
scionable profits at the expense of any other industry. 
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The connection between the Coolidge administration and big business 
is a8 intimate and as well defined as that which united Eng and Chang, 
the Siamese twins. The predatory interests, intoxicated by their mas- 
tery of the forces that control our national life, not satisfied with 
enormous profits, dominated by limitless greed for greater and greater 
gains, while seemingly sitting squarely and securely in the saddle, are 
nevertheless recklessly riding, booted and spurred, to disaster. Reason 
and human experience should suggest to them that a stern reckoning 
is inevitable, a day of judgment close at hand, and that this wholesala 
debauchery of the American electorate, this shameless corruption of 
voters, this purchase and sale of seats in the United States Senate, 
this debasement of national ideals, this sacrifice of principle to ex 
pediency, this onward march of bureaucracy, this domination of State 
and national administrations by a selfish and self-constituted governing 
group, this reign of party machines and corrupt poli..cal bosses, this 
surrender of governmental activities to predatory private agencies, this 
national disregard of social justice to the common people, this con- 
temptuous indifference to the fundamental doctrine of equality of oppor- 
tunity to each and every vocational group, this false economy, ding- 
dong, this poll-parrot chatter about efficiency, this incessant beating of 
discordant prosperity tom-toms, this wild economic delirium, this big 
business extravaganza, this special privilege phantasmagoria, this in- 
Satiable gluttony for graft, tainted fortunes, and embezzled power, this 
conscienceless exploitation of the many for the benefit of the favored 
few, can not continue forever. If they have read understandingly the 
history of our civilization, they should and must realize that they can 
not indefimitely continue to plunder and exploit a free people without 
inviting radical reaction, social unrest, civic disorder, and ultimate 
confusion and calamity. 

The Coolidge big-business administration has done more to widen the 
gulf between the prosperous and nonprosperous, intensify class hatreds, 
and create an aristocracy of wealth than any preceding administration, 
because it has avowedly made dollars—sometimes dirty dollars—the 
standard or yardstick by which governmental policies and national 
ideals are to be measured. There is less justification for an aristocracy 
of wealth and special] privilege than a political or social aristocracy, and 
ultimately all aristocracies are doomed to destruction. According to that 
wise old Frenchman, Chateaubriand, every aristocracy has three ages: 
“It is founded in its age of violence, it degenerates into its age of 
privilege, and in its age of vanity it is extinguished.” In the United 
States those who by the grace of the Republican Party constitute the 
aristocracy of special privilege are, like Louis XV, saying, “ Let the 
good machine run itself; it will last our time; after us the deluge.” 
These beneficiaries of governmental favoritism in the United States 
realize this era of graft, greed, and special privilege will end, but they 
think it will last their lifetime, and what care they for the catastrophe 
and deluge of economic woe that will surely come after they have gone 
to that region where they will no longer enjoy special privileges. 

The few groups who have been excessively favored by our Government 
are carrying their demands entirely too far and recklessly bending the 
bow of privilege dangerously near the breaking point. But the Coolidge, 
Mellon, Hoover forces proceed on the theory that they can by mechani- 
cal processes or artificial respiration keep alive the present brand of 
sectional, jug-handled, lopsided, make-believe prosperity beyond the 1928 
presidential election, which they think will enable them to imstall a 
puppet of big business and special privilege in the White House for 
another period of four years, to their inexpressible delight and the ex- 
ceedingly great profit of those who make merchandise of patriotism and 
avariciously plunder the public. 

Before we can have economic stability, social justice, and nation- 
wide and enduring prosperity, the highly prosperous and much-favored 
industrial East must make reasonable and substantial concessions to 
the agricultural West. This will not in the long run work any hard- 
ships on the East or involve the surrender of any honestly acquired 
vested rights. No one section should monopolize our national wealth 
and prosperity. In all good conscience, a few favored groups should not 
be permitted to appropriate to themselves substantially all the new 
wealth that accrues annually to the American people. 

The supreme purpose of all law is to establish social justice. The 
basic problem in all enlightened governments is an ethical problem, 
and when economic equality and social justice are secured for all citi- 
zens and yocational groups, the ultimate end of government has been 
accomplished. Our business, economic, and governmental policies should 
be so impartial, ethical, and equitable that they will not create on the 
one hand an oligarchy of wealth and privilege, and on the other hand 
produce a “sullen mass of rags and misery.” The great gulf fixed 
between the ultra rich and the ultra poor can and should be bridged 
and narrowed by sound and just business policies and a more equitable 
distribution of the benefits and burdens of government. 

By reason of its basic principles and past accomplishments in states 
craft, the Democratic Party is best qualified to inaugurate and carry 
to a speedy consummation these much-needed reforms. On the other 
hand, the Republican Party, having created these intolerable conditions, 
and being the chief beneficiary of these abuses, is powerless to correct 
them, because it has neither the ability nor willingness to reverse its 
traditional attitude of favoritism toward those who use the instru- 
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i mentalities of the law to serve their sinister and selfish purposes, Mr blessings of civil and religious liberty and the peaceful enjoyment of 
Coolid though an honest man, is so completely under the overpower- the just rewards of their labor Jackson buttressed and tremendously 
g enchantment of big business that it is absolutely impossible for | strengthened the temple of freedom and wisely applied the Jeffersonian 
n to free himself and his administration from its cynical control formula of government, Jefferson formulated and established the most 
Those who are so unsophisticated as to expect him to correct these | wholesome and beneficent system of laws the world has ever known 
buses are doomed to experience a rude awakening and bitter disap- | Jackson was probably the most successful administrator of the Jeffer- 
sointment. Easier for the fox to forget his cunning, easier for the | sonian theory of government. They were laborers together for the good 
nished wolf to show mercy to the helpless lamb, and easier for the | of humanity Other foundation can no man lay than was laid by 
leopard to change his spots than for the President to throw off | Thomas Jeffersor His work abides Ilis principl nderlie, permeate, 
ntrolling influence of organized privilege. The President is such | and vitalize our free institutions 
votee of the New England schoot of political thought that he hon In harmony with the political philosoph if Thomas Jefferson > 
believes in the divine right of privilege, and no doubt thinks he | Democrat Party makes no war on wealth or property It nN 
promoting the benevolent purposes of the Almighty in using the | demands that it be honestly acquired and lawfully employed. Democr 
t s of government to tax the many for the enrichment of the few. | does not seek the destruction of big business, but would have its opera 
ro establish economic equality and social justice it is not necessary tions conducted along proper lines that would not result in the destri 
kick the fat into the fire,’ lopt drastic or revolutionary methods, | tion legitimate competition Democracy would curb the wrongful 
or divide our national or private wealth, or apply such legis- | activities of big business, prevent its arbitrary control and manipu 
or economic pressure as would unsettle business or destroy vested | tion of commodity markets, gradually curtail its special priviles ind 
zhts, for such measures would not produce the desired results. It is | forbid its exploitation of the people and their natural resources 
necessary to hark back to fundamentals and apply the formula | I do not begrudge to the industrial, commercial. financial. and trans 
that all men are equal before the law and entitled to the same con portation classes the phenomenal prosperity with which they have been 
ieration, unhampered by legislative handicaps or unethical business | gejuged in recent years, except in so far as su prosperity is the 





tices. I am not an impractical idealist when I assert that the] girect result of 


unreasonable privilege inwarranted 
den Rule has a place in governmental activities and in the economic 


favoritism, or unethical business practices, but I do assert that this 
e of a righteous and progressive people so-called prosperity can not long continue untess a reasonable degree of 
The strength and glory of the Democratic Party Nes in its oppost prosperity comes to the 30,000,000 people in America who depend 
tion to and its contempt for policies that are essentially sectional, | either dir ctly or indirectly, on agriculture for a livelihood 
Ifis f in¢ entally 1 *thical njust. i . » i = ‘2 
selfish, and fundamentally unethical and unjust Like all other politi Mr. Lincoln, in one of his debates with Judge Douglas, said: “ This 
yirties the Democratic Party has made mistakes—sometimes | 


1 ' atte . 
i a Government can not endure permanently half slave and half free 
nders; but in its long and historic career of nearly a century and a |} May | } 


I paraphrase this truism and say: This Government can not 
half it has at no time lost its national character or departed far a 
‘om the eternal principles of right and justice on which it is founded. 
It has never ceased to be the party of the people and the aggressive 
champion of the poor and lowly. 
Whether in power or out of power, in victory or in defeat: whether 


endure permanently half prosperous and half bankrupt; half pampered 
and petted and half hungry and homeless; half revelling in luxury and 
| half pinched by penury; half enjoying the rich fruits of privilege and 
| half staggering under an unbearable burden of economi ind legislative 
handicaps 


. : onihe ‘ Wisdom and prudence suggest that we return to the old paths and 
success or suffering the disappointment and humiliation of the van- r rs ° I 


juished; whether on the bigh hills of public confidence and favor or 
in the dark valley and shadow of nation-wide disapproval—in all the 
vicissitudes of its long, unrivaled, and glorious history it has never 


es ; | 
njoying the honors and discharging the responsibilities incident to | 
| landmarks of our constitutional fathers and reestablish the wholesome 


but now discarded doctrine of equal rights to all, special privilege to 
non jy continuing present policies we are sowing dragon's teeth 


: ; a ae _ .,. | and inviting ultimate disaster at no distant date 
| for one time denied its faith in the principles and policies of its | Agriculture is the greatest of all basic industri he nrasneritey 
founders; never sold its birthright for a mess of special-privilege pot- Par ate Maso Boe pes _s rome SRGUSTETCS, ON THC Prosperity 
i tage; never abandoned its defense of the rights of the individual citizen | °* © lich the welfare of all other occupations depends Its financial 
rom the unwarranted encroachments of the State; never exalted the ees ne reflected in reduced profits in all other 
‘hts of property above human rights; never cast down the goddess | rinse cee of bus ne¢ Ss. ware agrenten population _handic pped by the 
' of liberty or enthroned in her stead the tainted dollar; never sanc- = one a peas of cea sawn, eee warts ty ateringermey ye 
j med the pernicious doctrine that certain favored classes are of right | legislation, and beset on every han a by the cross currents and rip tides 


of special privilege, languishes as it helplessly drifts toward the rock 





entitled to governmental bounties; never sold its organization or soul | ~. | 
mammon or the predatory interests that prey om the public; and | °! !=selvency 
ver recognized wrongfully acquired fortunes as the standard by which It will not do to say that no legislative relief is possible and that the 
character, citizenship, individual success, and Dational progress must farmer must solve his own problems, Our Federai lawmakers managed, 
measured. without much effort, to find legislative methods to stabilize manufactur 


. A ; ‘ , “ - tne th kine ><). : reanize « rs . sineas anc 
4 party that has held firmly to these lofty ideals, exalted princi- | ing, banking, transportation, organized labor, and big business, advance 
ples, traditional purposes, and wholesome policies, though it makes | the prices of their commodities and substantially increase their profits 


With the same interest, industry, and intelligent effort, Congress and 


mistakes and commits blunders, has nevertheless performed a worth 
while service that should command the respect of mankind, even if we | the President can find a formula that will bring to agriculture the same 
tion has brought to these 





rget the glorious contribution in the way of constructive statesman- | Stability and improved conditions that legis 
ship made in its long and illustrious career. other great basic industries. The reason Congress and the President 
[ am a Jeffersonian Democrat because I devoutly believe in th 


wisdom, justice, and all sufficiency of the principles and policies | have not approached it from a sincere and sympathetic standpoint 


have not found a solution for the agricultural problem is because they 





formulated by Thomas Jefferson and given by him as a priceless herit- | 22d because the beneficiaries of similar legislation are unwilling for 
ige to the American people. I am convinced that the Jeffersonian | ¢ yngress to grant to agriculture the same governmental consideration 
formulas, when accurately interpreted and intelligently applied, will and favors they now enjoy. 

ifford a correct solution of every governmental problem that now con- | My observations lead me to the conclusion that this is rapidly becom- 


; fronts the American people, or that we may face in the future. The | ing a government of the masses, by the clhisses and for the classes, 
: great truths he enunciated are age-lasting and peculiarly adapted to | The great bulk of our population has but little participation in the 


our scheme of government. They are not transitory or temporary but | activities that control our economic system or shape our national life, 


* will function efficiently under all conditions and readily adjust them- Year by year the governing groups tighten their strangle hold on the 
; selves to every phase of our rapidly changing and complex civilization | masses. “The self-torturing sophist, wild Rousseau, the apostle of 
; s long as we are a free people. This is because they are grounded | affliction, he who threw enchantment over passion, and from woe wrung 
if in reason, justice, common sense, and sound public policy. | overy helming eloquence, -Rousseau, the morning star of political fre 
a The genius of Mr. Jefferson for free government has no counterpart | dom, gave expression to a great truth when he said: “ Man was born 
| 


in all the annals of time. His devotion to human liberty, his advocacy | free, but he is now everywhere in chains.” While his philosophy 
human rights, his relentless opposition to every form of tyranny | wrought a political revolution and modified the structure of every 
over the body, mind, or conscience of man, his mastery of statecraft, | civilized government on the globe, it has not yet established economic 





4 his passionate defense of the rights of the individual citizen, his | equality or social justice. The outstanding need of the worid to-day is 
| loquent appeals for religious freedom, his ability to comprehend prob a modern Jean Jacques Rousseau, who will preach and establish an 
' lems of government and furnish a formula for their proper solution, ra of social justice, and bring economic freedom to the common people; 


iis farseeing vision and lofty patriotism—these and many other out- in apostle of the “square deal” to all voecationai groups; a champion 
standing qualifications mark him as the seer of the ages, the sincerest | of the exploited proletariat in their revolt against intrenched privilege. 
friend and ablest champion of man, and the greatest builder of free | We need a new birth of freedom, an awakening of the long-sleeping 
istitutions since the curtain went up on human history. publie conscience, and an elimination of corruption and graft in depart- 
| 
| 


Thomas Jefferson planted and Andrew Jackson watered the tree of 
liberty and just government. Jefferson laid the foundation of our free 
nstitutions and reared thereon a Republic that safeguards the liberty 
of the body, mind, and conscience of its citizens, insuring them the 


ments, bureaus, commissions, and all branches of government I plead 
fi a healthy and militant public sentiment against th selfish and 
sordid ideals that dominate our economic system and poison the foun- 
tains of our national life. 
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The dollar fs worth while, but its acquisition is not the supreme 
purpose of huiman existence nor is it the correct measure of character, 
individual success, or national progress. In the language of Joln 
Kuskin: “No nation ean last—above all, a nation can not exist as a 
money-making mob; it can not with impunity, it can not with existence, 
xo on despising art, despising nature, despising compassion, and con- 
centrating its soul on pence" «r dollars. This quotation is from Sesame 
and Lilies. How forceful and apropos. I am wondering if we will ever 
appreciate its truth or heed its admonition. Are we not very rapidly 
approaching the point where we as a people are concentrating our souls 
on the dollar? Are we not rapidly becoming a money-making mob, 
despising the nobler and finer things of life? May I venture the sugges- 
tion that a people, prosperous and wealthy beyond the dreams of avarice, 
may be spiritually bankrupt? 

As a loyal American and lover of my country I protest against the 
President's servile submission and surrender to the dictation of the 
predatory financial, commercial, and industrial overlords, the ultimate 
effect of which will be to transform the American dollar into a national 
god, The traditional principles that gave life and yirility to our free 
institutions are being forgotten in our mad race for swollen fortunes 
and in our worship of wealth and power. The present administration is 
essentially sordid, in that, seemingly, its supreme purpose is to exalt 
the dollar above principle, extend the doctrine of class legislation to 
extreme limits, enrich the favored few at the expense of the many, and 
give the oligarchy of privilege a strangle hold on our institutions, that 
eun only be broken by a revolution, 

When the record of the Coolidge administration is written in after 
years by impartial historians it will be accorded the unenviable dis- 
tinction of having pandered more supinely than any other administra- 
tion to the selfish, sordid, and predatory interesis of the Nation. 

In this age of great measures and little men; in these times of “ little 
brown handbags ” and “ little green houses”; when seats in the United 
States Senate are practically sold at public auction, the American 
electorate scandalously debauched, and great blocs of voters shamelessly 
corrupted; when cynical and selfish groups select and control State 
executives and State legislatures; when predatory interests arrogantly 
dictate to Congress and the executive department; when Cabinet 
officers betray their trusts and, 


“Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
Where thrift may follow fawning”; 


in this orgy of extravagance and graft, when the baneful and sinister 
ehadow of corruption falls athwart the swivel chairs of venal Cabinet 
officers and obsequious bureau chiefs; in this saturnalia of governmental 
favoritism and economie inequality; in this reign of mammon, when 
the departments of government have become the clearing house of 
big business and special privilege; when the industrial lords and male- 
factors of great wealth stable their special-privilege ponies in the 
corridors of the Nation's Capitol; and when our time-honored national 
ideals have been cast into discard, the American people should awaken 
from their lethargy, return to the principles and policies of Jefferson, 
dethrone the arrogant oligarchy of privilege, and reassert the rights 
of all men and all vocational groups to equal consideration, equal 
protection, and equal favors under the law. 

At the Battle of Ivry, Henry of Navarre inspired his followers with 
dauatiess courage and unsurpassed heroism that earned a glorious vic- 
tory by calling on them to follow his white plume in the thick of battle. 
The future of the Democratic Party is full of hope if we steadfastly 
rededicate ourselves to its righteous policies and unfalteringly follow 
its banner on which are emblazoned the wholesome principles enunci- 
ated by Thomas Jefferson, the founder of our party and the father of 
constitutional liberty in America, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, on to-morrow Calendar Wednes- 
day business will be in order, with the Committee on the 
Judiciary on call. The next appropriation bill will not be 
ready to go on with on Thursday. I, therefore, ask unanimous 
consent that it may be in order on Thursday next to consider 
the Consent Calendar, without suspensions, and bills on the 
Private Calendar not objected to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that it shall be in order on next Thursday 
to consider bills on the Consent Calendar, but not suspensions, 
and bills on the Private Calendar not objected to. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Connecticut if it is contemplated that 
next Monday will be devoted to the regular business of the 
House, or will that also be a Consent Calendar day? 

Mr. TILSON. It will not be Consent Calendar day. I call 
the gentleman's attention to the fact that it will be the fifth 
Monday, and therefore will not be a consent day. This is one 
of the reasons why I have asked that the Consent Calendar 
may be considered on Thursday of this week. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut ? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ; 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
9 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wed- 
nesday, January 25, 1928, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com. 
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, January 25, 192s, 
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several cow 
mittees : 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(10 a. m.) 
Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 

(10.30 a. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
Agriculture Department appropriation bill. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

(10 a. m.) 

A meeting to hear a delegation from the State of Ohio dis- 
cuss prospective legislation to help with the eradication of the 
corn borer, 

COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To provide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial cen- 
suses (H. R. 393). ‘ 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To discontinue certain reports now required by law to be 

made annually to Congress (H. R. 8534). 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
(10 a. m.) 

To adopt an official flag code of the United States (i. J. 
Res. 11). 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To regulate the use of the Capitol Building and Grounds 
(H. R. 391). 

To authorize the presentation of the iron gates in West 
Executive Avenue, between the grounds of the State, War, and 
Navy Building and the White House, to the Ohio State Archeo- 
logical and Historical Society for the memorial gateways into 
the Spiegel Grove State Park (H. R. 359). 

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO, 2 
(10 a. m.) 

Concerning the election of JAMEs M. Breck as a Representative 
from Pennsylvania (H. Res. 9). 

COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m. and 2 p. m.—caucus room) 

A meeting to hear Maj. Gen. Edgar Jadwin, Chief of the 
Army Engineers, discuss proposals to control the flood waters 
of the Mississippi River, 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
A meeting to discuss the naval building program. 
COMMITTEE ON ROADS 
(10 a. m.) 

To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented 
(H. R. 383, 358, 5518, 73438, and 8832). 

To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, 
and authorizing appropriation of $150,000,000 per annum for 
two years (H. R. 7019). 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 


(10 a. m.) 


To promote the unification of carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce (H. R. 5641). 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speake r’s table and referred as follows: 

212. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination and 
survey of Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, Mass., with a 
view to securing a channel 30 feet in depth and of suitabl 
width to Sqauntum (H. Doc. No. 147); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with illustration. 

213. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 


Little Neck Bay, N. Y., with a view to development of said bay | 


for commercial the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

314. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Duluth-Superior Harbor, Minn. and Wis., with a view to ex 
tending the deep-water channel up the St. Louis River to Fond 
du Lae, Minn.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

315. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination of 
Hempstead Harbor, N. Y.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

316. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927, concerning the 
ippropriation for the construction of rural post roads in coop- 
eration with the States, the Federal administration of this 
work, and the survey, construction, and maintenance of roads 
and trails within or only partly within the national forest; to 
the Committee on Roads. 

317. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report showing an accumulation of documents and 
papers which are not needed or useful in the transaction of the 
current business and should be disposed of; to the Committee 
on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

318. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting proposed amendment to the estimate con- 
tained in the Budget for the fiscal year 1929 for the National 
Advisory Committee for Aeronauties (H, Doc. No 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

319. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
dated January 21, 1928, from the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, on preliminary examination of San Francisco 
Harbor, Calif.; the south entrance channel with a view to 
removing obstructions, authorized by the river and harbor act 
approved January 21, 1927, together with accompanying papers; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


purposes ; to 





files of 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 70. <A 
resolution authorizing payment of six months’ salary and 
funeral expenses to Anna Kenyon, on account of the death of 
Harold Kenyon, late Capitol policeman (Rept. No. 357). Or 
dered printed. 

Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 71. A 
resolution authorizing payment of six months’ salary and 
funeral expenses to executor of estate of William H. Estey, late 
disbursing clerk of the House of Representatives (Rept. No. 


BILLS AND 


the 
Ordered printed. 


358). 


Mr. MAcGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 45. A 
resolution to pay Regina Reidesel, widow of Frederick C. 
Reidesel, late clerk to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads, a sum equal to six months’ salary and $250 for 
funeral expenses (Rept. No. 359). Ordered printed. 

Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 25. A 
resolution to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, an 
amount equal to six months’ compensation of the late Emanuel 
M. Lichty, and $250 to defray the funeral expenses of said 
iemanuel M. Lichty (Rept. No. 360). Ordered printed. 

Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 79. A 
resolution to provide for a temporary assistant majority floor 
inanager of telephones (Rept. No. 361). Ordered printed. 

Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 51. A 
resolution providing compensation for extra clerical labor pe1 
formed in computing and distributing mileage for the first 
session of the Seventieth Congress (Rept. No. 362). Ordered 
printed. 

Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 32. A 
resolution authorizing payment of one year’s salary and funeral 
expenses to Annie L 
Grayson, late employee of the document room. House of Repre- 
sentatives (Rept. No. 363). Ordered printed. 


148); to the | 


Grayson, on account of the death of Joel | 
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Mr. LINTHICUM: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
107. A joint resolution to provide that the United States ex- 
tend to the Permanent International Association of Road Con- 
gresses an invitation to hold the sixth session of the association 
in the United States, and for the expenses thereof: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 364). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. LINTHICUM: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
10S. A joint resolucion to provide for the expenses of partici- 

ition by the United States in the Second Pan American Co 


Rio de Janeiro; without amendment 
the Committee of the Who 


ference on 


(Rept. No 


Highways at 
365). Referred to 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONTAGUE: Committee on the Judiciary. H. 
\ bill to amend the Judicial Code by adding a new 
be numbered 274D; with amendment (Rept, No. 3506). 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TILLMAN: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9142 
\ bill to amend section 71 of the Judicial Code, as amended, by 


R. 5625. 


section, to 
Referred 


| changing time of holding court at El Dorado and Harrison, 
Ark without amendment (Rept. No. 367). Referred to the 
Liouse Calendar. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9785. A bill 
to amend section 1025 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States: with amendment (Rept. No. 368). Referred to the 
House Calendar, 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 1798. An act 
concerning actions on account of death or personal injury 
within places under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States: without amendment (Rept. No. 369). Referred to the 
Hiouse Calendar. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 1801. An act 
in reference to writs of error; without amendment (Rept. No. 

TO). Referred to the House Calendar. 





Mr. MORROW: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 70. A 
bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to execute an 
agreement with the Middle Rio Grande conservancy district 
providing for conservation, irrigation, drainage, and flood con- 
trol for the Pueblo Indian lands in the Rio Grande Valley, N 


Mex., and for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 380). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
if the Union 


Mr. TILLMAN: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5709. A 
bill granting a pension to the regularly commissioned United 
States deputy marshals of the United States District Court for 
the Western District of Arkansas, including the Indian Terri- 
tory, now the State of Oklahoma, and to their widows and 
dependent children; without amendment (Rept, No. 381). Re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads H. R. 325. A bill repealing existing law requiring 
the Postmaster General to report action taken on claims of 
without amendment (Rept. No. 382). Referred to 


postmasters ; 


the House Calendar. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. H. R. 70380. A bill to amend section 5 of the act 
of March 2, 1895; without amendment (Rept. No. 383). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XITT. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 2137. A 
bill for the relief of Ed. Snyder, Wriliam Paddock, Ed. Strike, 
and A, 8S. Heydeck; with amendment (Rept. No. 371). Re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 3194. 
A bill for the relief of Mary Neaf; with amendment (Rept. No. 
372). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. BECK of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R. 4992. 
A bill for the relief of William Thurman Enoch: with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 373). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House 


Mr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 4115. A bill 
for the relief of Winfield Scott; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 374). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 

Mr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 4116. A bill 
for the relief of W. Laurence Hazard: without amendment 
(Rept. No. 375). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 4117. A bill 


for the relief of Harriet K. Carey; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 376). Referred to the Committee of the Whoie House. 
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Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 4125. 
A bill for the relief of Holger M. Trandum; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 377). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, 

Mr. WOLVERTON: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 6440 
A bill for the relief of Alfred W. Mathews, former ensign, 
United States Naval Reserve Force; without amendment (Rept 
No. 378). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JAMES: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8448. A 
hil) for the relief of Joseph W. Jones; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 379). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BERGER: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 1997. 
A bill for the relief of Clifford J. Turner; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 884). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3976) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Hillbert; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H, R. 7239) granting a pension to Carwin W. Holi- 
baugh ; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (HI. R. 9245) granting a pension to Mary A. Moore; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (Hf. R. 9816) for the relief of Alessandro Zauri; Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (4. R. 9945) to amend an act en- 
tilled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, and 
amendment thereto approved February 5, 1903; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 9946) to extend the times 
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 
across the Wabash River at Mount Carmel, Il; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANKFORD: A bill (H. R. 9947) to establish a 
Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing and in the 
control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural commodi- 
ties in interstate and foreign commerce; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: A Dill (H. R. 9948) to provide for 
ship channels 25 feet deep at low-water datum for Lake Erie, 
Lake St. Clair, Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and Lake Michigan, 
and their connecting waters, and the Great Lakes harbors of 
Buffalo, Cleveland, Toledo, Detroit, Duluth, Milwaukee, and one 
in the vicinity of Chicago; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BLANTON: A bill (II. R. 9949) to save the consumers 
of the United States $885,557,006 annually by repealing the act 
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as 
amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (CH. R. 9950) to amend the 
act entitled “An act to promote the safety of employees and 
travelers upon railroads: by compelling common carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce to equip their locomotives with 
safe and suitable boilers and appurtenances thereto,” approved 
February 17, 1911, as amended; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (HL. R. 9951) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain a 
dairy and livestock experiment and demonstration station at 
or near Lewisburg, Tenn.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 9952) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue to regulate commerce with foreign 
countries to encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes’; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREHNWOOD: A bill (H. R. 9953) authorizing the 
State of Indiana, acting by and through the State highway 
commission, to construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge 
across the Wabash River at or near Vincennes, Ind.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TARVER: A bill (H. R. 9954) to create a national 
military park at and in the vicinity of Kennesaw Mountain, 
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in the State of Georgia, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WELCH of California: A bill (H. R. 9955) to amen 
an act entitled “An act reclassifying the salaries of post- 
masters and employees of the Postal Service, readjusting their 
salaries and compensation on xan equitable basis, increasiny 
postal rates, to provide for such readjustment, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 28, 1925; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WINTER: A bill (HH. R. 9956) to provide for aided 
and directed settlement on Federal reclamation projects; tw 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9957) to define, regulaic, 
and license real estate brokers and real estate salesmen; to 
create a real estate commission in the District of Columbia, 
and to provide a penalty for a violation of the provisions 
thereof; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 9958) to authorize the dis- 
posal of public land classified as temporarily or permanently 
unproductive on Federal irrigation projects; to the Committee 
on Lrrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 9959) to amend the tariff 
act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 9960) granting sick leave to 
employees in the postal service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 9961), to equalize the rank 
of offivers in positions of great responsibility in the Army and 
Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 9962) to improve the 
status of certain retired enlisted men who volunteered for duty 
and service as commissioned officers in the Army of the United 
States during the World War; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9963) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to certain soldiers who served in the Indian 
wars from 1817 to 1898, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1927; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9964) authorizing 
E. L. Higdon, of Baldwin County, Ala., his heirs, legal repre- 
sentatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across Perdido Bay at or near Bear Point, Baldwin 
County, Ala.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreigu 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (HI. R. 9965) to erect a 
tablet or marker to mark the site of the Battle of Kettle Creek, 
in Wilkes County, Ga., where on February 14, 1779, Elijah 
Clarke, of Georgia, and Colonel Pickens, of South Carolina, 
overtook the Tories under Colonel Boyd, killing him and many 
of his followers, thus ending British dominion in Georgia; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9966) to 
provide for the reimbursement of certain patients at the 
United States veterans’ hospital, Sunmount, N. Y., for loss 
and damage to personal effects; to the Committee on World 
War Veterans’ Legislation, 

By Mr. HAMMER: A bill (H. R. 9967) providing for count- 
ing and allowing all service rendered as civilian employees of 
the Quartermaster Department fixing rights under retirement; 
to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SCHAFER: A bill (H. R. 9968) granting increase of 
pension under the general law to soldiers and sailors of the 
Regular Army and their dependents, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 100) providing 
for a clerk and janitor to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Resolution (H. Res, 101) to assist sub- 
committee investigating government of the District of Colum- 
bia ; to the Committee on Accounts. 


JANUARY 2-4 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHITTINGTON: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Mississippi, for the flood control of the Mississippi 
River; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of South Carolina, relating to land reclamation in the South; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of South Caro- 
lina, protesting against discriminating legislation affecting 
emergency Army officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Ruie XXII, private bills and r 
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were 10 rod ced and seve raliv refe rred as folloy S$; 
By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (HH. R. 9969) granting an increas 
nepsion to Mary J. Connour: to the Committee on I valid 


Ver sions. 
By Mz ¥y970) granting an increase ¢ 


mimittee on Invalid Pen 


BEERS: A bill (H.R 
to Mary Beuudette; to the C 


By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 


Mildred V. Tune; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. BLOOM: A Dill H. R. 9972) for the relief of 
rles Silverman; to the Committee on Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9975) for the relief of Bernard Knopp; t 


ee on Claims 
(H. R. 9974) for the relief of William F. Tait; 


‘ littee on Na Affairs 
Als« 1 bill (HL. R. 9975) run an incre e ¢ pension 
i nk Millen { he n Pensi 
By Mr. BUSHONG: A! (H. R. 9976) granting an increas 
tu i i ti 4 I Dobbir ( tl ( mit ( n Inv ul 
Pensions 


By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. 9977) for the relief of Em 

rium Milling Co.; to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. EATON: A bill (H, R. 9978) for the relic 
Bickel; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 

Also, bill (H. R. 9979) granting an incr pension to 
Hettie A. Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. EVANS of California: A bill (H. R. 9980) granting 

pension to David Evans; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. W. 'T. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 9981) nting a 
pension to ia Arnold; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions 

By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9982) grantin 
an increase of pension to Amanda Hallam Moseby; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: 


f of William 
Legislation 


ase ol 





A bill (H. R 


9983) granting an in 


crease of pension to Caroline Andrew; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions . 


: HADLEY: A bill (H. R, 9984) to provide for a 
survey of the Skagit River, Wash., with a view to the preven 
tion and control of it floods; to the Committee on Flood 
Control, 

By Mr 
of pension te 
Pensions 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R 
Amanda White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi ; 

HOPE: A bill (H. R. 9987) granti a pension te 
Emmett Noonan; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAM B. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9988) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary B. Wallace; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H 


9985) granting an increase 


Invalid 


HASTINGS: A bill (H.R 
Nancy Lemons; to the Committee on 


9986) granting 










By Mr. 


R. 9989) granting a pension to John W. 
Hartsook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 9990) granting an 
pension to Emily B. Renshaw; to 
Pensions. 

3vy Mr. KORELL: A bill (H. R. 9991) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate Searer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 9992) granting a pension 
to Mary Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9993) granting a pension to Isabelle Hurst ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 9994) to reimburse certain 
Indians of the Fort Belknap Reservation, Mont., for part or full 
value of an allotment of land to which they were individually 
entitled; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 9995) for the relief of 
Lucius K. Osterhout; fo the Committee on Military Affairs. 

$y Mr. MAAS: A Dill (H. R. 9996) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lawrence Chlebek: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 9997) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalic 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9998) granting a 
pension to George W. Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 9999) authorizing the Sec 
retary of the Treasury to return two Liberty bonds, or the value 
thereof, to John Stratis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10000) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Blood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 10001) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the ease of Frank T. Foster; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 


increase of 


the Committee on Invalid 
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By Mr. REED of New Y Al I I ©) granting 
increase of pension to Alice Nic! s: to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: A 1 (H. R. 10008) granting 
pension to Adaline ¢ W line tl ( 
Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10004) granting a: I pensio ) 
beth Ann Becker; to the Comm ( I lid Pens 


nitfee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10005) granting a nsion to Honora 
orcoran Flynn; to the Commitice on Invalid I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10006) granting a I ” to 
rT M. I man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By M ROWBOTTOM: A bill H. R. 10007 granting an 
crease of pension Anna M. Mech; tl ( l 

id P s10ns 
By Mr. RUBEY A 2th. 2 MRS) £ per 
lary E. Fulbright: to the ¢ i I id ! i 
i il oe mI he | ur st ‘ : oO 

VNancy J. Ferrier; to the Committee on Invalid Ps ns. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: A |} Hi. R. 10010) ft he 
lief of Frank W. Childress; to the Committee on Clain 

By Mr. SEGER: A bill (H. R. 10011) granting an i 

pension to Mary Ryan: tot Commit n li id P ns 

By Mr. SELVIG: A bill (H. R. 10012) granting an increase 
f pension to Anna M. Bircher; to the Committee on P 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 10013) granting an increase 


pen n to Ida A. Carroll; t th Committee on Invalid 


UNDERHILL: A bill (CH. R. 10014) for the relief 
Gallagher; to the Committee on Clain 
f Col ido: A bill (H. R. 


By Mr. WHITE 10015) authe ng 
promotion on the retired ot tl Navy of Hersche! Paul 
( k, lieutenant, junior grade; to ft Committee on Naval 


\ffairs. 
By Mi 
L pe ron to 


WILSON of M is (TL R. 10016) grant- 
Mary A. Chadick; to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. WOODRUFF: A bill (H. R. 10017) granting an 
rease of pension to Margaret Davidson ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensioi 


Als | (H. R. 10018) ¢ 


Kk. Hill; to the C 


anting an increase of pensi to 
mitt on Invalid Pensions 
PETITIONS, ETC 
Rule XXII, petitions 
» Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2417. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Irving Thomas and 134 
ther residents of the second ssional district of 
sland, protesting against the passage of any compulsory Sunday 
ybserva Ice legi latior 7 a the District of 


and aid 


iuse 1 f apers W 


CONTE Rhode 
] 
Committee on the 
Mr. 
Farm Center, 
Cove: 


BARBOUR: Lette 
Arvin; Orange 


s and resolutions from Arvin 

Cove Chamber of Commerce, 

Exeter Farm Center, Exeter: Modesto Chamber 

of Commerce, Modesto; and Delano Chamber of 

Delano, all in the State of California, in opposition to placing 

immigration from Mexico upon a quota basis; to the Committee 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

2419. Also, petition of residents of the seventh congressional 
district of California against the passage of the 
Lankford Sunday bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
$y Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Hon. William D 
and 48 other citizens of Rising Ind.; Graham Bon- 
durant and 7 other citizens of Florence, Ind.: and C. EB. Pang- 
burn and 64 other citizens, of Vevay, Ind., urging the passage 
of the Welch bill, known as House bill 6818, and also House 
bill 492: to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

2421. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Frank Payne and 26 other 
residents of Ball Cinub and Deer River, Minn., protesting 
against enactment of House bill 75, the compulsory Sunday 
observance bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2422. Also, petition of R. J. MeCutcheon 22 other resi- 


Commerce, 


protesting 


‘ Le 
2t20 Rick- 


etts sun, 


and 22 
dents of Bear River, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2423. Also, petition of John Kern and 90 other residents, of 
Gilbert, Va., and Forbes, Minn., protesting against pas- 
sage of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2424. Also, petition of Mrs. David Anderson and 57 other 
residents of Blackberry, Jellison, Cohasset, Coleraine, Bovey, 
and Warba, Minn., protesting against passage of House bili 78, 
the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 


observance 
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2425. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of California Antivivisec- 
tion Society protesting against the cruelty to animals in the 
Government laboratories as a violation of the cardinal prin- 
ciples of mercy and justice; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2426. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of 
Lake Geneva, Wis., urging the passage of a pension bill to give 
relief to needy and suffering veterans of the Civil War and 
their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2427. By Mr. ESTEP: Petition of Local Union No. 95, of the 
I. W. of S. and O. E. (£lmer C. Leitholf, secretary), urging 
passage of the Dale-Lelhlbach bill (CH. R. 25 and 8. 1727); to 
the Committee on the Civil Service. 

2428, By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition of Leroy D. 
Myers and 2,548 others against compulsory Sunday observance ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2429, Also, petition of Raue F. Deford and approximately 
140 others against compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2430, Aiso, petition of Jack Foote and approximately 141 
others against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2431, Also, petition of R. B. Whitacre, jr., and approximately 
1,550 others against compulsory -Sunday observance; to the 
Comittee on the District of Columbia. 

2432. Also, petition of Maud Conrad and about 900 others 
against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

24533. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of 526 citizens of Idaho 
protesting against enactment of House bill 78, or other Sunday 
compulsory legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2434. By Mr. GARBER: Letters of Chamber of Commerce of 
Chandler, Okla., by J. H. Hurst, secretary, and from O. C. 
Armstrong, mayor, of Chandler, Okla., in support of Senate bill 
1667, to be enacted without any amendments; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2435. Also, resolution of the Tribal Business Committee of the 
Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians of the Kiowa 
Indian Reservation, Anadarko, Okla., in protest to House bills 
6075 and 7031; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

2436. Also, letter from clerks and carriers of Stillwater, Okla., 
post office urging favorable consideration for pending legisla- 
tion favorable to postal employees; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

2427. Also, letter from the Cherokee Mills, of Cherokee, Okla., 
by Nix Anderson, manager, asking for the elimination from 
the revenue act of 1928 of the paragraph which would give 
the commissioner the right to assess taxes for the years 1917, 
1918, and 1919, under warrant of distraint of court proceedings, 
even though the statute of limitations has run; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2488. By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: Petition of Mrs. Matilda 
Hauswald and 80 other residents of New Albany, Floyd County, 
Ind., urging the passage of legislation providing increased pen- 
sions for Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

2439. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of residents of Port Angeles, 
Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to 
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

2440. Also, petition of a number of residents of Mount Ver- 
nou, Wash., and vicinity protesting against the Lankford Sunday 
closing bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2441, By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of 57 residents of Oelwein 
and Summer, Iowa, protesting against the enaetment of House 
bill 78, or any other compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; 
io the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2442. Also, petition of 56 residents of Osage, Iowa, protesting 
against the enactinent of House bill 78, or any other compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2448. By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Petition of citizens 
of Aberdeen, Florence, Frankfort, Northville, and Stratford, 
S. Dak., protesting against the passage of the Lankford com- 
pulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

2444. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition presented by Mr. Ole 
Rushold and others protesting against compulsory Sunday ob- 
servance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

2445. Also, petition of Mrs. F. Gustafson and others protest- 
ing against compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2446. By Mr, LETTS: Petition of Mrs. Robert Owen and 53 
other citizens of Muscatine County, lowa, protesting against 


RECORD—HOUSE 


the passage of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2447. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the National Guard As- 
sociation of the State of New York petitioning that adequate 
armory facilities be provided for the District of Columbia Nu- 
tional Guard; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2448. By Mr. McFADDEN: Petition of residents of New Mil- 
ford, Pa., to bring to a vote the Civil War pension bills, granting 
relief to veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2449. By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: Petition of citizens of 
Springfield, Mo., urging the passage of legislation providing 
increased pensions for Civil War veterans and their widows; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2450. Also, petition of citizens of Ash Grove and Everton, Mo., 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or any other 
national religious legislation which may be pending; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2451. By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Bridgeport, Conn., protesting against the passage of compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2452. By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of Mr. Victor R. Carleen 
and residents of Minneapolis and St. Paul in favor of providing 
for a reclassification of watchmen, messengers, and laborers in 
the Postal and Railway Mail Service of the United States in 
three grades with increase in salary; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

2455. Also, petition of Mrs. Evalyn D. Smith, of Minneapolis, 
and others against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2454. Also, petition of Rev. W. A. Schebo, of Minneapolis, and 
others against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

2455. Also, petition of Franklin Jepson, Minneapolis, and 
others against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2456. By Mr. O'BRIEN: Petitions from citizens of Dodd- 
ridge County, W. Va., urging Congress to increase pensions of 
the World War veterans; to the Committee on World War 
Veterans’ Legislation. 

2457. Also, petitions from citizens of Webster County, W. Va., 
urging Congress to increase the pensions of the World War 
veterans; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legis- 
lation. 

2458. Also, petitions from citizens of Harrison County, W. Va., 
urging Congress to increase pensions of the World War vet- 
erans; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

2459. By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of R. L. Eason, W. 8S. Ben- 
nett, et al., of Lancaster, Mo., against passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2460. Also, petition of P. E. Brown, D. E. Myers, et al., of 
Scotland County, Mo., against passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2461. By Mr. SEGER: Petition of William M. Jaffe, secre- 
tary, and members of the Passaic County Drug Club, of New 
Jersey, favoring House bill 11, designed to protect trade-mark 
owners, distributors, and the public against injurious practices; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

2462. By Mr. SHREVE: Petition of Frank Freeman and 
numerous other citizens of Erie, Pa., against the passage of the 
Lankford bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2463. Also, petition of James A. Platt and other residents of 
Spartansburg, Pa., for the immediate passage of legislation in- 
ereasing the pensions of Civil War veterans and their depend- 
ents; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2464. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by Mrs. Wellington 
G. Nicola, and some five other residents of Franklin County, 
protesting against the enactment of House bill 78; to the Com- 
inittee on the District of Columbia. 

2465. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by 
R. E. Bryant, of Goldendale, Wash., and 1,108 others, of the 
State of Washington, protesting against the enactment of com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2466. Also, petition signed by Frank J. Sexton and 145 others, 
of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2467. Also, petition signed by H. A. Gillespie and 149 others, 
of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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2468. Also, petition signed by Mrs. Joe Stasney, sr., and 148 
others, of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
ompulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2469. Also, petition signed by O. E. Baltzell and 150 others, 
of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Comunittee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2470. By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: 
f Cedaredge, Colo., protesting against the passage of any legis- 
ition for compulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2471. By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition opposing the enact- 
nent of any legislation seeking to impose further restrictions 
wn farm-labor immigration from Mexico; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

2472. Also, petition of Johnstown Commercial Club, 
town, Colo., opposing any change in our immigration laws that 


Johns- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Petition from citizens | 


|} concerning appropriations for the construction of 


would restrict Mexican labor from coming in for agricultural | 


purposes; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

2478. Mr. WILLIAMS of Missouri: Petition of John F. 
Roeser et al. urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to 


a vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates proposed 


by the National Tribune; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
2474. Also, petition of E. Janell et al. urging that imme 


diate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension 
bill carrying the rates proposed by the National Tribune; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


2475. By Mr. WILSON of Mississippi: Petition of Mrs. Clara 


Alexander and others, of Hattiesburg, Miss., for 
pensions for Civil War pensioners; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, ‘ 

2476. Also, petition of R. B. Phillips and others, of Hatties- 
burg, Miss., against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2477. By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Petition of numerous citizens 
of Custer County, S. Dak., protesting against compulsory Sun 


increased | 


day observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 


2478. By Mr. WINTER: Petition signed by the voters of 
Lander, Wyo., urging immediate action on the Civil War 


pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2479. Also, resolution adopted by Basin Lions Club, of Basin, 
Wyo., on January 10, requesting adequate appropriation for 
reforestation of 2,000,000 acres of denuded 
national forests of the United 
Agriculture. 


States; to the Committee on 
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The Chaplain, Rey, Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 


O God, our Heavenly Father, whose gift is length of days, 
help us to make the noblest use of all our powers in our advanc- 
ing years. According to our strength apportion Thou our work. 
Grant to the nations of the world new ties of friendship made 
ever more secure by the quickening impulse of Thy love stirring 
in the hearts of men. Remember all who by reason of weak 
ness are overtasked, or because of poverty are forgotten, and 
let the sorrowful sighing of the suffering come before Thee, for 
the sake of Him who loved us and gave Himself for us, Thy 
Son our Saviour, Jesus Christ. Amen. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro 
ceedings of the legislative day of Monday last, when, on re 
quest of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the further 
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti- 
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 9481) making appropriations for the Executive 


lands within the | 


Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com- | 


missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, 
and for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 
Signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 9022) to authorize the 
town of Alderson, W. Va., to maintain a publie highway upon 
the premises occupied by the Federal Industrial Institution for 
Women at Alderson, W. 
the Vice President, 


Va., and it was thereupon signed by | D. c. 


1983 


REPORT OF THE CHESAPEAKE & POTOMAC TELEPHIONE CO 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Chesapeake & Potomac Tele- 
phone Co., transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of the com- 
pany for the calendar year 1927, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
FEDERAL AID FOR NATIONAL FOREST ROADS AND TRAILS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927, 
rural post 
roads in cooperation with the States, the Federal administra- 
tion of the work, and the survey, construction, and maintenance 
of roads and trails within or only partly within the national 
forests, Which, with accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 


cation 


CALL OF THE BOLL 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I 
quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


the absence of a 


sugcvest 


Ashurst Ferris McKellar Sheppard 
Barkley Fess McLean Shipstead 
Bayard Fletcher McMaster Shortridge 
Binghan Frazier MeNary Simmons 
Black George Maytield Smith 
Blaine Gillett Metcalf Smoot 
Blease Glass Moses Steck 
Borah Gooding Neely Steiwer 
Bratton Gould Norbeck Stephens 
Brookhart Greene Norris Swatison 
Broussard Hale Nye Thomas 
Bruce Harris Oddie Trammell 
Capper Harrison Overman Tydings 
Caraway Llawes Phipps Tyson 
Copeland Hayden Pine Warner 
Couzens Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mass 
Curtis Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Reed, Mo. Warren 
Dak Jones Reed, Pa. Waterman 
Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ark Waison 
Dill Keyes Kobinson, Ind. Wheeler 
Edge King Sackett Willis 
Edwards La Follette Schall 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-one Senators having an- 


swered to their names, a quorum is present: 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. LA FOLLETTH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of legisla- 
tion granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and 
their widows, which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions 

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cleve 
land, Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DENEEN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, lil, praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NORBECK presented a resolution adopted at a meeting 
of the board of county commissioners of Corson County, S. Dak., 
which, at his request, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

rhe following resolution was passed at the December meeting of the 

unty, S. Dak.: 
“ Be it resolved by the board of county commissioners of the county 
State of South Dakota, That whereas certain bills have been 
introduced in the Congress of the United States, 
to shift the burden of administration of the affairs of the 
the several States to State control: Now therefore be it 

“ Resolred by the board of county commissioners of Corson County, 
8. Dak., That we consider this pr inimical te the best 
interests of the Indians, the county, and the State; and we believe 
that the best interests of the Indians demand the continued supervision 
of the Federal authorities; that we further believe that the Indian is 
not yet prepared to cope with the white man without further protec- 
tion and preparation by the Federal Government; and that this duty 
is owed to the Indian by the Federal Government and not by the 
several States: and be it further 

“ Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to Governor Bulow; 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs at Washington, D. C.; to the 
Secretary of the Department of the Interior at Washington, D. C.; 
to the Hon. Lynn J. Frazier, chairman of the Senate Indian Committee 
at Washington, D. C.; to the Hon. Scorr Laeavirtr, chairman of the 
House of Kepresentatives Committee on Indian Affairs, at Washington, 
; to the Hon. Peter Norpeck at Washington, D. C.; and to Hon. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMSON, Washington, D. C.,, with the request that the 


ounty commissioners of Corson C 


of Corson, 


said bills attempting 
Indians of 


posed move 





1984 


control, expense, and administration of Indian ‘affairs remain in the 
hands of the Federal Government; and we further request that a more 
liberal provision be made for the education, health, and industrial 
programs bow being followed among the Indians by the Federal 
Government,” 
W. B. Howe, IJr., 
Chairman Board of County Commissioners, 
Corson County, 8. Dak. 
Attest: 
J. N. HoGartuH, 
County Auditor. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. KEYES, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 1692) granting a 
part of the Federal building site at Phoenix, Ariz., to the city 
of Phoenix for street purposes, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 116) thereon. 

Mr. ODDIE, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1347) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide relief in cases of contracts connected with 
the prosecution of the war, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1919, as amended, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. 2310) supplementary 
to and amendatory of the incorporation of the Catholic Uni- 
versity of America, organized under and by virtue of a cer- 
titicate of incorporation pursuant to class 1, chapter 18, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment, : 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S, 2720) for the relief of David McD. Shearer, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
iil7) thereon, 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend- 
ment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 2765) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 
Braznell (Rept. No, 118); and 

A bill (S. 2780) for the relief of owners of cargo aboard 
the steamship Bovrley (Rept. No. 119). 

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2737) for the relief of Morgan Miller, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
120) thereon. 

Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 760) granting the consent of Congress to 
the Ashland Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River, reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 121) 
thereon, 

Hle also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
he following bills, reported them severally with amendmeuts 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 768) to authorize the Alabama Great Southern 
Railroad Co, to rebuild and reconstruct and to maintain and 
operate the existing railroad bridge across the Tombigbee 
Ltiver at Epes, in the State of Alabama (Rept. No. 122) ; 

A bill (S, 820) granting the consent of Congress to R. A. 
Breuer, H. L. Stolte, John M. Schermann, O. F. Nienhueser, 
Charles A. Egley, and George C. Eberlin, their successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Missouri River (Rept. No. 123) ; 

A bill (S. 821) granting the consent of Congress to O. F. 
Schulte, E. H, Otto, O. W. Arcularius, J. L. Calvin, and J, H. 
Dickbrader, their successors and assigns, to construct, main- 
iain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River (Rept. 
No. 124); 

A bill (S. 1501) granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of Montana, or Valley County, in the State of Montana, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Glasgow, Mont. (Rept. No. 125) ; 

A bill (S. 1917) to legalize a bridge across Hillsboro Bay 
at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla. (Rept. No. 187) ; and 

A bill (S. 1761) granting the consent of Congress to the city 
of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Duluth Ship Canal (Rept. No. 126). 

Mr. DALE also, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1558) granting the consent of Congress to the Chi- 
cago & North Western Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge across the Rock River (Rept. No. 
127); 

A bill (S. 1742) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Nebraska-Iowa Bridge Corporation, a Delaware corporation, its 
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successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Missouri River (Rept. No. 128) ; 

A bill (H. R. 193) to extend the times for the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the village 
of Clearwater, Minn. (Rept. No. 129) ; 

A bill (H. R. 280) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Red River at or near Coushatta, 
La. (Rept. No. 130) ; 

A bill (H. R. 444) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Wolf Point, Mont. (Rept. No. 181) ; 

A bill (H. R. 5547) granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, or its assigus, to 
construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri 
River between the States of Missouri and Kansas (Rept. No, 
132) ; 

A bill (H. R. 5582) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande 
at or near the point where South Santa Fe Street, in the city 
of El Paso, crosses the Rio Grande, in the county of El Paso, 
State of Texas (Rept. No. 133); 

A bill (H. R. 5628) to extend the time for commencing and 
the time for completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Potomac River (Rept. No. 134) ; 

A bill (H. R. 5642) to extend the time for the construction of 
a bridge across Red River at Fulton, Ark. (Rept. No. 125) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 6479) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Susquehanna 
River between the borough of Wrightsville, in York County, Pa., 
and the borough of Columbia, in Lancaster County, Pa. (Rept. 
No. 136). 

BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PHIPPS: 

A bill (S. 2805) for the relief of Charlie Rupert Steen (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 

A bill (S. 2806) to provide for the regulation of the use of 
certain sugars; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 2807) granting a pension to John P, Cleveland; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. NEELY: 

A bill (S. 2808) granting a pension to Marcellus W. Mace; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: 

A bill (S. 2809) granting a pension to Calista E. Clary (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DENEEN: 

A bill (S. 2810) granting an increase of pension to Kate E. 
Putnam; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2811) granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook 
County, State of Tllinois ; 

A bill (S. 2812) granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook 
County, State of Illinois; and 

A bill (S. 2813) granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook 
County, State of Illinois; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 2814) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Crandall (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 2815) to reimburse certain Indians 
of the Fort Belknap Reservation, Mont., for part or full value 
of an allotment of land to which they were individually en- 
titled ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 2816) granting a pension to Humphrey J. Roberts 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2817) granting a pension to Joseph Gilley (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2818) granting a pension to James D, Price (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: 

A bill (S. 2819) granting an increase of pension to Kute 
EK. Harris (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
A bill (S. 2820) authorizing the Seeret 
rtain field guns to the city of Dallas, Tex.: to the Committe: 
\iilitary Affairs 

Vir VICNARY 
A bill (S. 2821) fe he relief of Capt. Will H. Gordon 
Committee on Cia : 

Mr. McMASTER: 


A bill (S. 2822) to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 


ded, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of tin fi 
payment of purchase money du under certain homestead 
es and Government-land purcl ( within the former 
( yenne Riv: and Standing Rock Ind R vatior N 
and §S Dak, > to the Colimiilt I i ( Lands ; ad 
surveys. 
By Mr. METCALF: 
A b il (S. 9893 ) am né y the Statntes ft +} T ’ ted Stat S 
th respect to reissue of defective patents; to the Committe 


on Patents. 


By Mr. DILI 


{ bill (S. 2824) exempting David Sinclair ft pr 

ons of sections 203 ; d 204 f tl World War vette ns 
( 1924, as amended: to the Committee « Finance, 

By Mr. MAYFIELD: 

A bill (S. 2825) to ! d the World Wak diusted compen 
sation act; to the Committee on Finance. 


By Mr. BROOKHART: 


A bill (S. 2826) to prevent monopoly in the production, 


transportation, and sale of anthracite coal in the United States 
by providing for the acquisition by the Government of a quan- 
ity of lands containing coal, leasing the sume for mining 


railroad facili 
n aud delivery of the same, in order 
to prevent discrimination in transportation servi or rat 
against such lessees; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
$y Mr. NORBECK: 
A bill (S. 2827) granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of South Dakota and Nebraska 


coal, and the construction or acquisition of 
ties for the transportati 


their successors and as- 
signs, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
Missouri River; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2828) to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 
amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time for 
the payment of purchase money due under certain homestead 
entries and Government-land purchases within the former Chey- 
enne River and Standing Rock Indian Reservations, N. Dak. 
and 8S. Dak.’ ; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. KENDRICK: 

A bill (S. 2829) to provide for aided and directed settlement 
on Federal reclamation projects; to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation. 

By Mr. CUTTING: 

A bill (S. 2830) authorizing the adjustment of the boundaries 
of the Carson, Manzano, and Santa Fe National Ferests in the 
State of New Mexico, and for other purposes ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, 

By Mr. PINE: 

A bill (S. 2831) to refer the claims of 
dians to the Court of Claims, with the r 
Supreme Court of the United States; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2832) providing for horticultural experiment and 
demonstration work in the southern Great Plains area; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 28838) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Jones: 


across the 


the Loyal Creek In- 


A bill (S. 2884) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
A. Mount Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 2835) granting an increase of pension to Mary B 
Lake; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana 

A bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to Susie Letcher (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

$y Mr. SACKETT: 

A bill (S. 2837) granting a pension to Bascom Prater (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
Steffin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 28389) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Coomer (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2840) granting a pension to Addie Stilts (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A bill (S. 2841) granting a pension to George W. King; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 
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A bill ¢S. 2s42) ra v e of m nto Fr s 
W. Mudd: to the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. SCHALI 
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\ ll, 19it n ( d supplemented, ul or 
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( s R is a L to be ed 
AMI M S TO INT DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BIL 
M I OMAS subi i] ! ’ 9g ’ 
| ( iM for ie puret “4 ot 1cie t Lor ? 
S lo i UOrp I iri ills scl i Lal qual Okia 
int ‘ to be proposed by him to House bill 9136, the hh Or 
Le rin appropri n ll, whicl vas referred o the 
( nittee « Appropriati« ind ordered to be ]} d 
Mr. BRATTON and Mr. CUTTING submitted an am l- 
pro} v ropriafe 3] ll for nservatiol 
on, dralinac¢ and flood contre for the Pueblo Indian 
lands situated within the exterior boundaries of the Middle 
Llo Grrande conservane district, New Mexico, and in a ord- 
ance With a contract hich e secretary of the interior is 
authorized to enter int with said district, eic., intended to 
} pro f y them t House bill 9136, the Interior Depart- 
l appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations and ordered to be printed 


Mr. PINE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by to House bill 9136, the Interior Department appropria- 
ill, w h was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

tions and ordered to be printed, as follows 

On pag le 2, sti out t gures $1,590,006 d rt 
in | t eof the figures “ $1,440,000 

YU paz OF line 5 ter he fig $20,000 ns t Clare re 
Hospit Okla., $50,000, on cor on tl ot s than 5 acres of 
lat a t d 1 to tl I ted States the y of Claremore 
for hosp! irp s 

0 I 57 G, ke « e figure $105,000 and ir t in 
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PAINTING OF BATTLE OF FORT MOULTRIE 


Mr. BLEASE Mir President I submit a resolution, for 

h I ask ration, 

he VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read 
‘ Qc 


Clerk read the rest 119), as follows: 


Immediate consiade 


lution (S. Re 


Ww s there is hangi n the seuth corridor of e gallery floor of 
I r States S e in the Capitol at Washington, D. ¢ i paint- 
ing of the I tle of Fo Moultrie wi 1 was p te in 1815 by John 
Blake White ind 
Whe rom the position that 1 né oceuples on the w 1 it Is 
x i i nt e « ‘ t of the refle n of if t 
is i s t pon it im s place d pesition, mak g it I t 
ny ible +O in a clear w of it Now therefore be it 
Resolved, That t auth tle in harge of the placing and k ition 
intings around the Capitol and within the Senate gallery bes 
structed to re ) the 1id painting of the Battle of Fort M trie 
from its present location, and to put it in such position that it n be 
rly s¢ id W be distinguishab 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask that it may go over that 
I may have a talk with the Supervising Architect of the Capitol 
on the subject 

The VICE PRESIDENT 
the rule 


The resolution will go over under 


RELATIONS WITH CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICAN COUNTRIES 


Mr. LA FOLLETTDH submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 120), which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
ations: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations is hereby 

thorized and directed to make a thoreugh Investigation of the rela 
tions between the United States and the countries of Central and South 
America and the Caribbean 

That at the conclusion of the investigation the committee report its 
findings of fact to the Senate, together with recommendations of a 
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constructive policy to be adopted by the United States in its relations 
with the countries aforesaid, 

That the said committee is hereby authorized to sit and perform its 
duties at such times and places as it deems necessary or proper and 
to require the attendance of witnesses by subpeenas or otherwise; to 
require the production of books, papers, and documents; and to employ 
experts, and other assistants, and stenographers, at a cost of not ex- 
ceeding $1.25 per printed page. ‘The chairman of the committee, or any 
member thereof, may administer oaths to witnesses and sign subpeenas 
for witnesses; and every person duly summoned before said committee, 
or any subcommittee thereof, who refuses or fails to obey the process 
of said committee, or appears and refuses to answer questions pertinent 
to said investigation, shall be punished as prescribed by law. ‘The ex- 
penses of said investigation, which shall not exceed $25,000, shall be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers of the com- 
mittee signed by the chairman and approyed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The committee is authorized to sit during the sessions or the recesses 
of the Senate and until otherwise ordered by the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 9481) making appropriations for the Execu- 
tive Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, 
commissions, and offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1929, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


FOREIGN POLICY 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, there is much discussion in the 
press at this time touching the foreign policy of the United 
States. My attention has been drawn to an editorial in yes- 
terday’s Washington Post entitled “Not committed to war.” I 
believe it gives a fair statement of our policy and I ask that it 
may be printed in the Recorp, under the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The editorial is as follows: 

NOT COMMITTED TO WAR 

loreign Minister Briand’s reply to Secretary Kellogg brings out the 
fact that the nations belonging to the League of Nations are bound to 
the principle of war as an instrument of policy. The American note, 
proposing that the principal nations agree to renounce all war, was 
calculated to bring out this admission and thus expose the hypocrisy 
of the plea that foreign powers are anxious to “outlaw” war, while 
the United States stands in their way. 

The truth is that the United States is the only one of the great 
powers that is not committed to the principle of war as an instrument 
of national policy. All others have bound themselves to go to war in 
certain contingencies. Some of them have made military alliances in 
addition to the general commitment embodied in the covenant of the 
League of Nations. 

Since the abrogation of the alliance with France, made before the 
adoption of the Constitution, the United States has never contracted 
an alliance with any nation or group of nations. sy good fortune in 
1919 it avoided making the general alliance for war purposes which is 
the pith and marrow of the League of Nations. 

Theorists at Habana are now trying to develop a league or a system 
of alliances in this hemisphere to replace the Monroe doctrine. They 
stand no better chance of success than those who attempted to involve 
the United States in the League of Nations. 

The United States is ready to extend the arbitration treaty with 
Fronee. It will agree to arbitrate with any nation. Its policy is to 
arbitrate international differences that are susceptible of arbitration. 
It has always refused to arbitrate questions of independence, honor, or 
vital interest. It will not arbitrate the question of its right to exclude 
aliens, nor will it enter into any international agreement that might 
bring about a decision by the “ World Court” or some other foreign 
tribunal, declaring that the United States is bound to arbitrate the 
immigration question. 

In their haste some American negotiators have attempted to secure 
arbitration treaties that would compel the United States to submit 
vital questions to a foreign tribunal. The Senate has always refused 
to approve such treaties, and has wisely insisted that arbitration agree- 
ments on specific questions should be cast in the form of treaties to be 
submitted to its consideration. 

M. Briand’s note brings to a melancholy end his effort to draw the 
United States into a special agreement under which this country 
could not protect its rights as a neutral in case France should become 
involved in war and commit aggressions against American commerce, 
Such aggressions on the part of France were the cause of the rupture 
of the old treaty of alliance, The United States, under George Wash- 
ington, marked out its course as a neutral and it will remain neutral 
while foreign powers are fighting unless they commit outrages upon it. 
In that case it will go to war, and it will not enter into any agreement 
not to go to war. In order to protect its neutral rights it must have 


a strong Navy. The Navy is to be strengthened accordingly. No 
horrified shrieks from pacifists, proclaiming that the United States has 
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gone “ war mad” when it strengthens its defenses, will deter Congress 
or the people from making the defenses strong. 

Seeking peace, respecting others’ rights, avoiding entanglements, and 
strong enough to maintain its rights, the United States is not 
dangerous to any nation that really desires peace 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION'S REPORT ON PRICE OF GASOLINE 


Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, the Federal Trade Com- 
mission recently submitted to the Senate a report on the prices 
of gasoline. That report covers an investigation of a year and 
a half. I ask unanimous consent that the report may be 
printed as a public document, and that all the schedules, and 
all the tables, and all the data in connection therewith be 
printed in full, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under Rule XXIX, all reports of that kind 
should first be referred to the Committee on Printing, whose 
duty it is to secure an estimate from the Public Printer as to 
the cost of the printing. I hope the Senator from South Da- 
kota will change his request to conform to the rule. That is 
what has been done with the recent reports of the Federal 
Trade Commission and other commissions. The Committee on 
Printing is going to have a meeting in the very near future, 
so there will be no delay in the matter at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, 1 will say to the Senator from 
South Dakota that the law requires before any action is taken 
that an estimate of the cost shall be obtained. I have no ob- 
jection to the printing of the report, as the Senator desires, but 
I think the Senator from Connecticut is correct and that the 
report should first go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Where is the report now, I will ask the 
Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. McMASTER. I understand it is before the Committee 
on Manufactures, 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Manufactures may be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the report of the Federal Trade Commission on the 
subject of gasoline prices, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

DULUTH SHIP CANAL BRIDGE AT DULUTH, MINN. 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1761) granting the consent of 
Congress to the city of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Duluth Ship Canal. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments on page 
1, line 6, after the word “at,” to insert “or near”; on page 2, 
line 1, after the numerals “ 1902” to insert “in accordance with 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the con- 
struction of bridges over navigable waters, approved March 
23, 1906,” and in line 11, after the word “ prescribe,” to strike 
out the comma and the following words: “and in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable waters,’ approved March 
23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations con- 
tained in this act,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 
the city of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Duluth Ship Canal, at or near the 
site of the existing suspended car transfer, or aerial ferry constructed 
under an act of Congress dated February 7, 1902, in accordance with 
the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters, approved March 23, 1906,” and for 
that purpose to locate the towers and approaches of said structure on 
the lands of the United States pertaining to the said canal, as now 
occupied under a certain revocable license issued by the Secretary of 
War to the city of Duluth, Minn., under date of September 6, 1901, 
now on file in the War Department: Provided, That the city of 
Duluth, Minn., shall make any changes in the said structure, and any 
changes in the towers and approaches located on said lands of the 
United States, which the Secretary of War may from time to time 
prescribe. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were coneurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
read the third time, and passed. 


RED RIVER BRIDGE AT FULTON, ARK, 


Mr. CARAWAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5642) to extend the time for the 
construction of a bridge across Red River at Fulton, Ark. 
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fhere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to ider the bill. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RLO GRANDE RIVER BRIDGE, EL PASO, TEX. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
onsideration of the bill (H. R. 5582) to extend the times fo! 


mencing and completing the construction of a bridge across 


he Rio Grande, at or near the point where South Santa F 
Street, in the city of El Paso, crosses the Rio Grande, in tl 


inty of El Paso, State of Texas 

Chere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bil 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
rdered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


RED RIVER BRIDGE AT OR NEAR COUSHATTA, LA, 


Mr. RANSDELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
nsideration of the bill (H. R. 280) granting the consent of 
Congress to the Louisiana Highway Commission to construct 


maintain, and operate a bridge across the Red River at or near 
Coushatta, La. 
There being no objection, th 
W hole, proceeded . 
The bill was reported te the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


te, as in Committee of the 





consider the vd 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN MISSOURI AND KANSAS 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 5547) grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the city of St. Joseph, in the 
State of Missouri, or its assigns, to construct a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Missouri River between the States 
of Missouri and Kansas. It is a bill in which both the Sena- 
tors from Missouri are especially interested. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TOMBIGBEE RIVER AT EPES, ALA. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 768) to authorize the 
Alubama Great Southern Railroad Co. to rebuild and recon- 
struct and to maintain and operate the existing railroad bri 
across the Tombigbee River at Epes, in the State of Alabama. 
The bill was reported a few moments ago. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments: On page 
1, line 3, before the word “ is,” to strike out “ authority be, and” 
and insert “ the consent of Congress”; in the same line, after 
the word “hereby,” to strike out the comma; in line 6, after 
the word “ operate,” to strike out “the” and insert “its exist- 
ing”; in the same line, after the word “bridge,” to strike out 
‘of the said company with the necessary piers, abutments ”’; in 
line 7, after the word “approaches,” to insert “thereto”; and 
on page 2, line 3, after the name “Alabama,” to strike out “ all 
at points suitable to the interests of navigation: Provided, That 
such reconstruction shall be,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That t 
the Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co., a corporation of the State 


consent of Congress is hereby grant 





of Alabama, its successors and assigns, to rebuild, reconstruct, maintain 
and operate its existing bridge and approaches thereto across the Tom 
bigbee River from Epes, in Sumter County, in the State of Alabama, t 
a point on the opposite bank of the said river in Greene County, in the 
State of Alabama, in accordance with the previsions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,’ 
approved March 23, 1906 

Sec, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the 
consent of Congress to the Alabama Great Southern Railroad 
Co. to rebuild and reconstruct and to maintain and operate the 
existing railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River at Epes, 
in the State of Alabama.” 

INVESTIGATION RELATIVE TO THE SINKING OF TIIE SUBMARINE 
‘s-4” 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I wish to be recognized when 
a resolution coming over from a preceding day shall be laid 
before the Senate. 
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12, 1928, as f "i 
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Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, as I understand, §S te 
Re ution 109 is now before the Senate. The resolution went 
( ( i previous occasion 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, does the resolution automaticaily 
me before the Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution automatically comes 
etore the Senate, as it is a resolution coming over from a 
precedil duy, it having been previously passed over without 
prejudice 
Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that I hope he will not 
Its ( having the resolution considered now. I announced 


terday that I was going to call up this morning House 
Resolution 131, being Calendar No. 78 
Mr. SWANSON. I desire to be heard on the resolution which 


Senate, and then 1 will yield to the 


Joint 


has bee laid before the 
senator 

Mr. HALE I desire to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that 1 made the announcement yesterday that I would 
all up House Joint Resolution 151 immediately at the close of 
the morning business to-day. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator made the announcement that 





at the close of the morning business he would make a motion 
to take up the joint resolution to which he refers, but Senate 


Resolution 109 comes under the head of morning business 

Mr. HALE. The joint resolution to which I refer has been 
discussed here on the floor and it is now ready to be brought 
before the Senate again, and I hope the Senator will let us have 
7 n on it. 

Mr. SWANSON. The joint resolution to which the Senator 
from Maine refers was discussed for a whole day, and then the 
Senator, because he had authority 
rew it 

Mr. HALE. I explained my reasons for that action, which 
were perfectly proper and perfectly in order, as the Senator 
knows. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, the purpose of Senate Reso- 
lution 109 is to create a committee of five Senato to be named 
by the Vice President, to consider all the facts in connection 
with the sinking of the submarine S—4j. During the debate on 
the House joint resolution presented by the Senator from Maine 
it developed that many thought the Senate itself, 
without reference to the House of Representatives, should con- 
duct an investigation into the sinking of the S—4. The Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. BrookHaArtT) urged that that was the proper 
course for the Senate to pursue. 

Senate Resolution 109, of course, is a simple resolution. It 
merely provides that the Vice President shall appoint a com- 
mittee of five Senators to investigate the facts in connection 
with the sinking of the S-j. If we want a senatorial investi- 
gation, we ought to have an opportunity to express our opinion 
before we take up the joint resolution which is in charge of 
the Senator from Maine and which contemplates that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall appoint a commission of five 

to conduct an investigation. If the Senate resolution 
hall be defeated, then the joint resolution may come up. If, 
however, the Senate should decide to conduct an investigation by 
a committee of five Senators named by the Vice President, then 
ill know exactly what amendments should be made to the 
joint resolution. In the interest of orderly procedure and in 
order to get the views, convictions, and judgment of the Senate 
on this question, it seems to me that Senate Resolution 109 
ought to be voted on first. After that resolution shall have been 
disposed of, either favorably or unfavorably, I shall have no 
objet tion then to having the House joint resolution which is in 


to do so, peremptorily with- 


Senator S 
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charge of the Senator from Maine come before the Senate at 
any time he may see proper to bring it up. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, does the Senator want an 
investigation to determine whether an investigation shall take 
place? 

Mr. SWANSON. My proposition is that if the Senate de- 
cides to investigate by a committee of Senators, there is no 
necessity for section 83 in the joint resolution. Therefore let 
us determine whether the Senate wants to conduct such an 
investigation. If the Senate wants such an investigation as 
is provided for in the joint resolution, then it can adopt that 
resolution which not only provides for an investigation of 
the sinking of the submarine S—4 under section 3, but provides 
for an investigation of improvements and appliances to pro- 
mate the safety of operation of submarines. I think that such 
an investigation as that ought to be made; but I take the 
ground that the Senate itself or the House or a joint com- 
mittee composed of Members of the two bodies ought to in- 
vestigate the facts in connection with the sinking of the S—4 
and not have that investigation made by a committee named 


by the President on the suggestion of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. MOSES. Of course, everyone knows that the Senate 
knows more about any subject than anybody else knows 


about it. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; but the Senator from New Hampshire 
thinks a man ought to appoint a committee to try himself. 
That is where he and I differ. 

Mr. MOSES. I do not understand that the President is in- 
volved in the sinking of the S—4. 

Mr. SWANSON. But the Secretary of the Navy is, and the 
Secretary of the Navy has already asked certain gentlemen if 
they would serve on that comwpittee. 

Mr. MOSES. With what authority? 

Mr. SWANSON. With the presumption that the President 
would name those whom he suggested, 

Mr. HALE. He has not asked anybody to serve on that com- 
mittee, as the Senator knows. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the 
Senate longer. All I ask is to have the Senate itself determine 
whether it wants to investigate the sinking of the S-4 by a 
committee of Senators or to abdicate its privilege and its right 
and let a committee practically named by the Secretary of the 
Navy himself investigate that disaster. 

Mr. MOSES. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to state further that I have 
been reading the testimony in connection with the inquiry 
being made into the sinking of the S—4; and it seems to me 
that the proceedings have resolved themselves into a debate 
between the Paulding of the Coast Guard and the Navy on 
behalf of the S—4 as to who was at fault. 

That seems to be the issue as to that disaster; and yet here 
is a proposition to let the President or the Secretary of the 
Navy—who has already asked people to serve, including two 
retired naval officers—appoint a commission to determine who 
is at fault, the Coast Guard or the Navy. 

Mr. MOSES. What abdication is involved here? 

Mr. SWANSON. The abdication is that you refused to in- 
vestigate these facts. 

Mr. President, I am not going to detain the Senate longer. 
All I ask for is a recorded vote as to whether or not the 
Senate will investigate this S-4 disaster. If it says it will 
not, then I am willing for the Senator’s proposition to come 
up, and we will determine further how the investigation shall 
be conducted. 

Mr. MOSES. Does the Senator think it possible, in view of 
the number of Senators already engaged in other investigations, 
to find Senators sufficiently numerous and sufficiently free to 
constitute a committee to make this investigation? 

Mr. SWANSON. Ido. If Senators can not serve, they can 
decline. Tell me that out of 96 Senators you can not find 5 
Senators who will honestly investigate a great calamity that 
has disturbed this country as much as any accident that has 
happened for years! 

Mr. President, that is the simple question. It is not an intri- 
eate question. There is not much involved. All I ask is that 
this resolution be voted on, and let the Senate reach a con- 
clusion on it. If the Senate decides that it has no desire to 
investigate this unfortunate affair, then we will take up the 
joint resolution of the Senator from Maine, and determine what 
kind of joint resolution shall be passed. If it decides to take 
up the joint resolution, it will be subject to amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 
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Mr. SWANSON. I am through. 
against a vote on this resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia 
has made a very extraordinary statement, and he now declines 
to submit to a question. 

Mr. SWANSON. Oh, I will answer the Senator’s question, 
I thought he was going to make a speech. He usually does 
When he asks a question. He generally uses an interrogation 
to get an opportunity to make an address; but if the Senator 
is going to ask a question I shail be glad to answer it, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I accept the Senator’s apology. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator generally speaks very well, 
too. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator said that the only point at 
issue was who was to blame—the Paulding or the S-4. Does 
the Senator really think that is all that is involved? 

Mr. SWANSON. I think that is one of the important 
things, and as to whether the Navy has all the contrivances 
that are required for safety, whether our submarines ought to 
have this or have that. Let a committee be appointed to ascer- 
tain all the facts, how submarines should be improved, and 
so on; but I am unwilling, under a pretense of getting this 
information, to absorb all the power to investigate the cause 
of this unfortunate disaster. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But does not the Senator realize that one 
of the things in which the public is interested, and which the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] called attention 
to when he put that article into the Recorp yesterday, is as to 
whether the Navy did all that could be done to save those 
men? 

Mr. SWANSON. That is true; and I do not think two re- 
tired naval oilicers ought to be the judges of it. Does the 
Senator think so? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
resolution. 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes; it is. The joint resolution puts two 
retired naval officers on the commission to try this matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator is discussing now the joint 
resolution which he refused to permit to come up yesterday, 
in order that he might have the parliamentary advantage of 
considering another resolution first. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; it is not any parliamentary advantage. 
The only parliamentary advantage is for the Senate to express 
its judgment. I think the Senate ought to decide whether or 
not it wants to investigate this matter. If it decides that it 
does not wish to investigate it, it can decide in what method it 
wants to have it investigated. 

I think this resolution ought to be voted on before the other 
matter is voted on. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in view of the Senator’s state- 
ment, I can not understand how he could have on the other 
resolution proposed an amendment providing for a joint com- 
mittee of three Senators and three Representatives. Appar- 
ently that was what the Senator wanted. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, the measure 
advocated by the Senator from Maine is a joint resolution. 
With a joint resolution the House tenders a certain proposi- 
tion. My proposition is to amend the joint resolution, since 
the House thought that was the best way, so as to have a joint 
committee of the House and Senate. This is a simple resolu- 
tion, not a joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Do I understand that the Senator now thinks 
that the Senate alone should act upon it? 

Mr. SWANSON. I heard some Senators state that the House 
did not want to make an investigation, and I am not willing to 
force people to do things that they do not want to do. That is 
the reason why I did not ask the Naval Affairs Committee to 
investigate, because they showed an indisposition to do it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has offered his amendment. 
can we not go ahead and take that up? 

Mr. SWANSON, The measure of the Senator from Maine is 
a joint resolution. Let the Senate decide whether it wants to 
have anything to do with this resolution or not. When the 
Senate yotes it down, if it does, the joint resolution of the 
Senator from Maine will come up. If the Senate votes that it 
wants to investigate this matter, then the joint resolution of 
the Senator from Maine can be amended accordingly. 

Mr. HALE. But, Mr. President, if there is so much merit 
in a congressional committee of investigation, does not the 
Senator think that his own proposition of allowing the House 
to take part in it is proper? 

Mr. SWANSON. Wait; wait. Four or five Senators say the 
Senate ought not to have anything to do with the House; let 
them go and attend to their own business, The Senator has a 


I do not desire to filibuster 


That is not the question involved in this 


Why 








e 
+ 
J 
a 


si cm da as ia 


i 
pee 


. puta nee 


1 





Ra Site 





1928 


nt reselution which 1 ed to the Senate, embody 


~ method of conducting the nvestigation with which they 
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d to follow that. If the Senator is going to propose a 
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\I HALE Now, I ask 11 Senator if he vill not withdraw 
* lution and let us go al ad wi the joint resolution 


Vir. SWANSON I will not All I ask is for the Senate to 
! i j it as to wl r or 


idgine 











vestigation or have do with the & If the 
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be ascertained by a roll call, and t 1 I wi sent to 
he joint resolution of the Se tor from Maine «¢ u 
fr. HALE. Mr. Presid he Senator from tient 
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vv was to blame. The Nav) ) v before the whole 
ry I maintai ind JT think I am right in d 1Z oOo, 1 
commission that has 1 expel it can satisfac 
termine that question. What we have to show | re the 
vv can be criticized, as I said the other day. is that the N v 
at fault in son way because it did not fur h prope 
fety appliances for use on its submarine hen th in this 
rticular case of the 8 some part of the proper equipme 
it submarines should have had was lacking; then that there 
some dereliction on the part of the Navy in preparing for 
s trinl test of the S—j; and then, finally, that there was 
ne dereliction + the part of t) Navy in not using all of 
he means at its command te e the men who were lLnprisoned 
n the submarine 
Those ure all questiols tor experts to decide What positl 
ould we be in if, as a « vressional committee, we shoul 
ide that tl Navy was : fau because ct ila satety aj 
liances were not used, and then a committee of ex t hould 
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as not needed, was not p i ve, would not ave dk any 
d What position would we be in then? 
‘To my mind, it is at. the committee that acts on 
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one should act on the other: then you will get some kind of a 


ntelligent expression of opinion 

Congress never can give al intelligent expression of opinion 
Nn a matter of that sort. They can hear experts—experts that 
ill decide one way and experts will decide another way 





and then they will have to determine which pert is right 
What we ought to get is the deliberate opinion of a board tha 
s made up of people who have the confidence of Congress ane 
ie confidence of the country and who know what they are 
tulking about; and that is exactly what the « mission ask 
xv by the President provide 
I have gone into the whole questik of how e « missio 
was to be appointed. I have exp ed that when I] came back 
fter the Christmas holidays I found the Secreta of the Navy 
bout to recommend to the President that he ask for an appr 
priation for a commission to look inte the question ¢ lel 








appliances for Lie Navy and to make a report with recon 
tious for the future. At that time he had no question of ha £ 
his commission act on the S—} I suggested to m that I 
hought it would be appropriate for the commis to d > 
That was my suggestion entirely. He told me that he had 
already sounded out, as it was perfectly proper f him to 
wund them out, certain men to see if they would go on this 
¥ ommission, if appointed by the President, that he was about 


to ask fer, to consider the question of safety 
ian can question the propriety of the 


appliances. No 


secretary of the Navy 





; sking men if they would act on such a commission if ap 
tor from Virginia has questioned it, 


4 ointed; and yet the Sen: 
i and repeatedly questioned it, 
‘ washing commission, This commission was to act 
uuon of safety appliances when these men spoken to. 
\fterward, when the Secretary decided that my suggestion was 
a proper one, he asked that a commission should be appointed 
to take up both questions—that of safety appliances and thai 


this was a white 


on the ques 


and said that 


were 





. of the sinking of the S—4. 

i Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from North 

Carolina [Mr. Siumons] yesterday put into the Recorp a story 

5 taken from the Outlook of January 11 which he asked all Sen 
ators to read and consider. In response to his request I took 





4 pains to read it, and it is a very thrilling, very well-written 
: story. Noonecan find any fault with the man who wrote it. He 
s was out in the cold in a small boat, in a rough sea a good part 


of the time, and he did not have the consideration shown him 
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Senator from Virginia will agree that Admiral Sims is one who 
has never withheld criticism from the Navy when it was justi- 
fied, and even sometimes when friends of the Navy felt it was 
not justified. Friends of the administration and friends of the 
Navy have frequently held their breatli for fear he might say 
something devastating when he spoke on naval matters t 
editer of the World’s Work says: 
\dmir Sims does not step lightly when feels that criticism will 
se naval efficiency and yet, after the unfortunate loss of the yl 
rs ago, he wrote this in the New York Pvening Post: 
“If the boat is not flooded, the water not too deep, o i@ seas too 
t | can be 1 ted vw I ‘ ulty of 
1 submarir n be readil xplained. lis weig vyhen its com- 
rtment re flooded is 1,000 tons or re, and problem is further 
I ited by the fact that the hoisting cra son a floating platform 
that is unsteady in a seaway. However, with more t one compart. 
7 t flooded, or eve with one, the wei t in ed is ¢ ter thas y 
rane in the w a ld hoist But even cranes should be built, 
they w 1 be so hie nd expensive st e impracticable to build in 
ny bers, and ey would ldom be in the right place at the r t 
REED of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
for a question? 
Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 
Mr souri. What is the document the Senator is 
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Mr. BINGHAM, I was reading from an article 
Sims, published in the New York Evening Post after the & 
disaster, in which he stated the difficulties with regard to raising 
submarines. It in the World's 
for February. 


is quoted in an editorial in 
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The editor of World’s Work goes on to say: 


rhe rescue workers did attempt to raise the S—) by pumping in air 
to make it buoyant while some of the crew were still alive. 


That is brought out in the story printed in this morning's 
Recor. 

Senators will appreciate the fact, after what Admiral Sims 
lias said, that it is absolutely necessary to pump in air to make 
a submarine buoyant if they are to bring the ship to the surface 
with the men in it. 

The editor goes on to say: 

The rescue workers did attempt to raise the S-4 by pumping in air 
to make it buoyant, while some of the crew were still alive, but this 
effort failed and the sea became rough before divers could carry out 
other rescue plans. All the accounts of reckless, daredevil diving dur- 
ing the war point out the impossibility of diving in rough weather, and 
occasionally British divers who were anxious to enter German sub- 
marines immediately after they were sunk had to wait for days for the 
sea to become calm enough for diving with safety, As it was, several 
divers had narrow escapes during calmer weather, 

Despite its distress as a naval accident, the loss of the S—4 will stimu- 
late the search for safety devices, and yet, as Admiral Sims has pointed 
out, the problem in construction of this type of vessel is to get safety 
without sacrificing efficiency. 


That is the point the Senator from Maine brought out a few 
moments ago in his reply to the Senator from Virginia. This 
investigation must not be merely to find out whose fault it 
was, that of the captain of the Paulding, or that of the captain 
of the S—4j, who can not appear for himself; this investigation 
must go to the heart of the matter and find out whether the 
Navy had provided proper safety devices in the S—j, and 
whether, in constructing this type of vessel, they had sufficiently 
provided for safety without sacrificing efficiency. 

The editor then quotes another paragraph from Admiral 
Sims: 

In submarines more than in any other type of ship, except the air- 
piane— 


Says Admiral Sims 


construction and equipment are ever a compromise. Every pound of 
weight and every cubic foot of space is devoted to one purpose at the 
expense of others. The question is not as to the value of any feature 
itself, but rather as to its value compared to that of some other feature. 


Mr. President, I submit that, with all due respect to the 
Members of this great body, considering the enormous amount 
of work they do, the enormous number of subjects they cover, 
that, with the possible exception of the distinguished junior 
Senator from Nebrasku |Mr. Howey], none of them has had 
practical experience in the Navy. None of them has had prac- 
tical experience in designing submarines, none of them has had 
practical training so as to enable him to judge where you are 
to compromise between efficiency and safety. How, then, can 
a committee of five Senators determine the important point as 
to whether the Navy, in designing this type of submarine, and 
in permitting it to operate, erred on the side of efficiency or on 
the side of safety, or had erred at all? Surely, that is a ques- 
tion for experts to determine, as it would be determined in the 
investigation contemplated by the resolution which has been 
offered and which is on the calendar, but is not before us 
becnuse the Senator from Virginia has refused to permit it to 
come before us. I submit that was a very extraordinary par- 
linmentary proceeding—the attempt to get a Senate resolution 
up at this time, when he has constantly refused to have us 
consider a previous one in regard to the same subject. 

Mr. SWANSON. Me. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON, I never refused until after the chairman 
ef the committee had taken a whole day, and about 4 o'clock it 
was given up by unanimous consent. He withdrew it himself. 
One objection could prevent it from being considered. I insisted 
it should be disposed of. I do not wait here on the convenience 
of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. gave 
consent a half dozen times to take the vesevlution up. He 
withdrew it, as he had a right to do. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there was no question at all of 
any agreement to get through on that day, as the Senator 
knows. 

Mr. SWANSON. I have not claimed that there was such an 
agreement, 

Mr, HALE. There was no such understanding, 

Mr. SWANSON. I never objected. I said that the next 
time it came up it had to come up in such a shape that the 
Senate will have control of it, and not the Senator from 
Maine, 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, late on that afternoon I was 
told by several Senators that they would have something to 
say on the S-4 resolution, but that they could not stay here 
at that time, so the joint resolution could not be finished that 
night. Under those circumstances I withdrew the joint reso- 
lution, as any one having it in charge would do, and as any 
one should do; and the Senator from Virginia knows it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Virginia forgets that although the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Maine had been on the calendar for some time, 
and efforts had been made to bring it up, certain Senators, 
not including the Senator from Virginia, but on his side of 
the aisle, had taken occasion, under their rights, to discuss 
a great many matters besides this, had taken occasion to hold 
preconvention caucuses on the floor of the Senate, had taken 
occasion to air the private grievances of the Democratic Party. 
There had been an enormous amount of time taken up on 
matters which were not really properly before the Senate of 
the United States. 

Furthermore, on the very day the Senator from Virginia 
speaks of, January 20, when he says the matter was before us 
the whole day, if he will look in the Recorp he will find that 
a large part of the time was consumed by a Democratic Sen- 
ator on a matter which he thought was more important than 
the S-4. He had every right to do so. He and one of his 
colleagues proceeded to discuss an entirely separate matter, 
and took a long period of time doing so. 

The Senator must not find fault with us on this side of the 
aisle, because Senators on his side of the aisle insist on taking 
up time in discussing matters other than the S—4, and must 
not find fault with us when we express surprise at his un- 
willingness to have the original resolution considered at this 
time. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that a good many people in 
this country do not like to see the evidence shown by certain 
Senators of a desire to play politics in the matter of the S—4. 
The Senator from Virginia and his friends have stated that if 
a congressional investigation took place—and I assume they 
would say the same thing if this resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Florida should pass—that there would be no politics 
in it. Let us hope there would not be. But a committee ap- 
pointed under a resolution calling for the appointment of five 
Senators must contain three of one party and two of another 
party. If the majority should be all Democrats, and they 
should find that the Navy was at fault, a large part of the 
country would say, “They are playing politics, and endeavor- 
ing to condemn the administration so as to make political 
capital for the coming election.” 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Just a moment and I shall be glad to yield. 
If the majority were Republicans, and they found that the 
Navy Was not to blame, a large number of people in the coun- 
try would say, “Ah, ha! The Republicans, having an eye on 
the next election, do not want to have anybody think that this 
administration has been at fault when it comes to the Navy, 
and they have whitewashed the Navy, as became a majority of 
the committee, which is in sympathy with the administration.” 

Now I vield. 

Mr. KING. The Senator must know that under the prece- 
dents the Vice President would appoint three Republicans and 
two Democrats upon this committee. Obviously there could be 
no politics being played by the Democrats, because if this reso- 
lution is passed the control ef the committee will be placed in 
the hands of the Republicans. It does seem to me that the 
Senator ought to exculpate Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber, as well as on his side of the Chamber, from any desire to 
play politics when they seek to have an investigation con- 
ducted by three Republicans and two Democrats. If the Demo- 
crats are willing to trust three Republicans, obviously, it seems 
to me, the Senator should not contend that they desire to play 
politics. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I agree, of course, that 
under all the precedents there would be three Republicans on 
the committee, But, as I have just endeavored to point out, if 
the committee whitewashed the Navy, or found that the Navy 
was not at fault, a large number of people in the country would 
say, “ Well, three Republicans, being of the majority party, 
had to say that anyway.” What we want is a real investiga- 
tion, that will be helpful to the national defense, not one that 
will conduce to our victory at the polls in the next election, or 
one that will conduce to your victory at the polls in the next 
election. We are not interested in politics in this matter. We 
are interested in getting a real, thorough investigation by ex- 
perts who have made it their business to understand these mat- 
ters, engineers of distinction, men who have spent their lives 
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in the work of salvage, men whose future is not at stake in | 


iuny degree at all. 
Che appointment of a commission of the kind suggested by 
President would meet with the approval of the American 
people, and their findings would be considered to be acceptable 
a majority of the people, because there could be no politics 
Distinguished engineers and a Federal judge would not 
nd themselves to such a verdict that the public could possibly 
y there Was any politics in it. Does not the Senator see that 
‘a majority of a committee composed of three Republicans 
and two Democrats should find that the Navy was not at fault, 
nd the minority find that the Navy was at fault, the country 
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would not know whether the Navy was free from blame or not, 
he country would not know whether the Navy sacrificed safety 
efficiency or not. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. The Senator Knows that any commission ap 
pointed to make an investigation, whether the personnel b« 
elected by the Senate or whether appointed by the President 
of the United States, should not make their findings and should 
not base their conclusions upon their Own consciousness. They 
are bound to take the testimony of a multitude of witnesses 
und if a committee of the Senate were appointed, they would 
call upon experts who were familiar with marine material, with 
the construction of submarines and their operation, and if that 
comnittee were so derelict as to betray the Senate and the 
country by making findings not justified by the evidence, they 
would be pilloried before the public, and the publie would very 
quickly determine whether the findings were warranted or not 
So with the Federal judge and other men of the character 
contemplated by the resolution of the Senator from Maine 
Their findings would be based upon the testimony of experts 
the same as the findings of the senatorial committee would 
be based upon the testimony of experts. 

It would, therefore, seem to me the point which the Senator 
is now making is without foundation because, after all, the 
testimony which is given must be eonsidered, and when the 
public becomes acquainted with thiut testimony it will be de- 
terminative of the judgment of the committee and the judg- 
of the public. If the judgment of the committee is not war- 
ranted by the evidence the public will very quickly determine 
that fact, and the committee would be criticized by the people 
for playing politics or for rendering a verdict which was at 
variance with the testimony which had been adduced. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator seems to forget this is not 
going to be such an easy matter to decide. All the men of the 
S-4 have passed away. There is no evidence that can be 
brought in on that side of the question. The question seems 
to be one that will require the careful judgment of experts as 
to whether the Navy, in not adopting certain safety devices, 


199] 


many times that a commission appointed in the manner the 
Senator desires would be a commission which was selected by 


|} one who had an interest, and if that is said here it will be said 


elsewhere. 


If the Senator will pardon n for this long interruption, 
which I had not intended to make when I rose, it seems to me 


re quite as likely 


if we go to attributing improper motives they : 
f the Senate and in 


to be attributed to the eommission asked « 
the case of a division of finding, in either case, the result would 
be equally unfortunate. I do not think that argument gets us 
very far. 

Mr. BINGHAM. May I say to the Senator that I do not 
believe he was present when the debate began ft other day, 
when the Senator from Virginia [Mr. SwANson] referred in a 
very flattering manner to the work of the President's Aircraft 
Board. That board wus appointed by the President when his 
administration was under very severe criticism by a ‘former 


he 
re 


| officer of the Army in the Air Service, and when the Presideut 





was sacrificing safety to efficiency or not. It is not a ques- | 


tion which the public or which Senators can easily decide. It 
is a question which will require experts to decide. 

In case the Senator thinks I am drawing too much on my 
imagination in claiming that the public feels that politics is 
being brought into this matter, I should like to have the clerk 
at the desk read an editorial from the Washington Post. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppie in the chair). The 
clerk will read, as requested. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, before that is done, 
will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 


Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator has made the point 


that if a committce of the Senate is appointed, composed in | 


part of Republicans and in part of Democrats, and that com- 
mittee divides in its vote, the majority finding one way and 
the minority the other, that will leave the country in a state of 
uncertainty and introduce confusion into the question. That 
is perhaps true. 
mission which he is recommending may not divided in its vote 
or that its vote is necessarily going to be unanimous, and, if it 
is not unanimous and there are two reports or two findings, why 
not the same confusion to result? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The difference is, Mr. President, that in the 
one case the country will say that the difference is political. 
In the other case the country will say, as frequently happeus, 
that the doctors disagreed. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Will they not also say or might 
they not also say that the Navy stood by itself or that the 
administration: appointed a commission calculated to bring a 
certain verdict? If people begin to attribute evil motives, 
improper considerations, they can apply them quite as well, it 
seems to me, to a commission appointed as the Senator would 
have it, as to a committee appointed from the floor of the Sen- 
ate. 


Indeed, it has been already suggested on the floor here ! 


Is the Senator prepared to say that the com- | 


took it upon himself, Congress not being in session, to appoint 
a board of the type which we wish appointed, namely, one 
composed partly of experts, of a Federal judge, of one or two 
Members of Congress, and of one or two retired officers, me 
from the Navy and one from the Army. No one claims that 
the board of nine appointed by the President whitewashed 
the President's administration or was appointed for that 
purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Oppre in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. It seems to me that the attention of the 
Senate ought to be called to the wording of the resolution. I 
doubt very much whether it corld be considered at this time, 
it never having been referred to the Committee to Audit and 


| Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. SWANSON. It provides for no expenses. 
Mr. SMOOT. Let us see if it does not provide for expenses. 
It reads: 


Resolved further, That to carry out and give effect to the provisions 
of this resolution, the committee hereby created shall have power to 
issue subp@nas, administer oaths, summon witnesses, require the pro- 
duction of books and papers, and receive testimony taken before any 
proper officer in any State or Territory of the United States 


The wording is exactly that which is used in nearly every 
such resolution passed by the Senate. There is no question, 
if the resolution is adopted, that there will be expenses incurred. 
There is no doubt that the commitiee would have a shorthand 
reporter there to take down the testimony. If that were not 
the case, what Member of the Senate except the members of 
that particular committee would know what the testimony was? 
Therefore, I make the point of order that under the law the 
resolution must go to the Commiiiee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. SWANSON. Ii the resolution should provide for any pay- 
ment out of the contingent fund of the Senate at this time. 
it would be subject to the point of order suggested by the 
Senator from Utah, but it does not provide for the payment 
of any expenses, and no money can be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate unless the payment is authorized. 
It might develop that the committee do not want to incur that 
expense. Later, if it should develop that they want to do so, 
they would have to come here and ask for authority. rhe 
resolution certainly does not now provide for the payment of 
any expenses, and I doubt whether the committee will need 
to incur any. ‘They can ask the Navy Department to come 
before them with whatever evidence the department may have. 

Mr. SMOOT. I as a Member of this body would object to 
the committee taking testimony and never having it printed. 
This is one of the most important questions before the public 
to-day, and the American people are entitled to know just 
exactly how the investigation will develop; and it can not be 
developed and it can not be Known unless the testimony is 
recorded and printed. I say to the Senator that he has been 
here too long not to know that every resolution carrying the 
exact words which appear in this resolution must go to the 
Committee to Audit and Contrel the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MOSES. In other words, it is the substance and not the 
form of the resolution which determines whether the Committee 
to Audit and Control shall deal with it. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I should like to ask the Senator if 
he does not know that it is a well-settled enstom in the Senate 
to pass a resolution authorizing a committee to act, without 
attaching to it a clause authorizing the payment of expenses 








1392 


out of the contingent fund of the Senate; that if the resolution 
dees pass, we then pass a subsequent resolution authorizing the 
necessary expenditures. 

Mr. SMOOT. No. Such resolutions are always referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I have seen such resolutions where 
they have deliberately left out the expense clause, which fre- 
quently is included, providing that the committee is authorized 
to employ stenographers at not more thun so much per page. 
With that language left out there is no appropriation carried, 
no authority to expend a penny, and if the committee goes 
ahead without such authority it takes the chance of having to 
pay the bill itself, jut when we put in that additional clause, 
which carries an appropriation with it, then the resolution has 
to ¢o, and only then does it have to go, to the Committee to 
Audit and Control, 

Mr. MOSES. Let me call this to the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri: There have been instances such as he now 
adduces. I think one of his select committees found itself in 
exactly that situation once. jut that does not constitute the 
well-settled practice in the Senate, and if the point of order had 
ever been made against the original resolution, which was 
lacking the words to which the Senator from Utah now refers, 
it would have been sustained under a véry well-settled practice 
of the Senate, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not know what the practice is. 
I know I have always understood the rule to be otherwise, and 
the only thing that binds us is the statute. The statute re- 
quires that when the Senate passes a resolution which calls 
for the expenditure of money or any appropriation of money, 
in that case it should go to the Committee to Audit and Control; 
but we have had resolution after resolution in the years that 
I have been here, when it was desired first to ascertain whether 
the Senate was willing to authorize an investigation or the 
work to be done, and that being tested and the resolution hav- 
ing been passed, then came in a resolution authorizing the 
expenditure of money, and thet resolution authorizing the 
expenditure of the money had to go to the Committee to Audit 
and Control, 

Mr. SMOOT. But in every case the committee to which those 
resolutions were referred never took up the question of making 
provision for expenses. ‘They were referred for the simple 
purpose of deciding whether the committee wanted to proceed 
with the investigation. If the pending resolution took that 
same course, then there would be no committee here to which 
it could be referred. This is a direct appointment of a com- 
mittee consisting of five Senators, and the resolution provides 
exactly what they shall do, and they can not do it without the 
expenditure of money. It is an impossibility. 

Mr. MOSES. In those other instances no point was raised 
to the contrary. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true, too. 

Mr, REED of Missouri. I am astounded that Senators 
should make that assertion. The point has been raised many 
times that a resolution had to go to the committee and it 
being found that it did not carry any right to expend money, 
then the resolution was acted upon. What is the language by 
which we are bound’ I read: 

liereafter no payment shall be made from the contingent fund of 
tle Senate unless sanctioned by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, or from the contingent fund 
of the House of Representatives unless sanctioned by the Committee 
on Accounts of the House of Representatives. And hereafter payments 
made upon vouchers approved by the aforesaid respective committecs 
suall be deemed, held, and taken, and are hereby declared to be con- 
clusive upon all the departments and officers of the Government: 
Provided, That no payment shall be made from said contingent funds 
as udditional salary or compensation to any officer or employee of 
the Senate or House of Representatives. 


What does that language do? It simply declares that no 
payment shall be made from the contingent fund of the Senate 
unless sanctioned by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Gontingent Expenses of the Senate. The pending resolution 
doves not provide for any payment. It authorizes work, bui 
if the committee were blindly to go on and incur expenses 
without first securing the authority of the Committee to Audit 
and Control, then the special committee would be in the posi- 
tion of having incurred expenses which were not legally 
justified and they would have to take their chances of there- 
after securing the approval of the Committee to Audit and 
Control. I do not think the question is open to serious debate. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the precedents of the Senate and the 
real purpose of the resolution are not in conflict. There is no 
Senator who will deny that if this resolution shall be passed 
and an investigation shall be made expenses will be incurred ; 
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and there is no other way of paying such expenses unless 
they are paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. The 
law specifically provides that before any money shall be paid 
by any committee of Congress the matter shall be first passed 
upon by the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator certainly will not dis- 
pute this with me—— 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Missouri himself said that 
the committee could not get any money, 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I said if they proceeded without 
further authorization. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator think they would not pro- 
ceed under this resolution * 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think they will come in with 
another resolution. Then it will be time for the committee to 
act. That is frequently done. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Utah will certainly not dispute the fact that repeatedly 
bills are passed authorizing public works, approving great 
projects, without carrying an appropriation, 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; and such bills could not carry the 
appropriation if they were merely authorizations, I will say 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Let us not get on that sidetrack. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is not a sidetrack;: that is an absolute 
fact. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Frequently bills are passed «au- 
thorizing public works and approving projects and directing 
that they shall be carried into effect, but carrying no appro- 
priation of money. Then subsequently, from time to time, 
Congress appropriates the necessary money to carry on the 
work. Why is not that an exact parallel to what we bave here? 
We are proposing to authorize a committee to make an in- 
vestigation: we are proposing to authorize them to subpoens 
witnesses, to call for books and papers and documents, but we 
do not at this time authorize them to expend a penny of 
money: and, governed by this statute, of which they must 
take notice, before they begin that expenditure they must 
come in with a resolution to the Senate providing for the 
appropriation. That must go to the committee. That is a 
separate proposition. The two purposes can be combined in 
one resolution or they can be provided for in two resolutions. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. resolutions of the kind which, 
I think, the Senator has in mind generally do not specifically 
provide what the committee shall do, but this resolution 
specifically so provides. There is no Senator but knows that 
money will be required from the contingent fund of the Senate 
as soon as the resolution shall be acted upon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, bas the point of order been 
decided ? 

Mr. SMOOT. It has not vet been decided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that the 
point of order is not well taken, because the resolution does 
not call for the payment of money. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask that my former re 
quest be granted, that the clerk at the desk read an editorial 
from the Washington Post which brings out the point for which 
I am contending, namely, that the public is actually beginning 
to think that certain Senators, in their effort to prevent a com- 
mission of experts investigating this matter, are playing 
politics. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Washington Post of Wednesday, January 11, 1928] 

THE “* S—4”’ INQUIRY 


The clerk will read, as re- 


The House of Representatives passed the resolution recommended by 
the President providing for the appointment of a commission to investi- 
gate the S—4 disaster and to consider ways and means of preventing 
such accidents. The resolution provides that the commission shall con- 
sist of three civilians and two retired naval officers, to be appointed by 
the President. ; 

Now Democratic opposition to the resolution has developed in the 
Senate Committee on Naval Affairs. It is suggested that the commis- 
sion would “ whitewash” the Navy; that it is a scheme whereby the 
administration hopes to escape a searching investigation by Congress; 
and it is demanded that the inquiry be made by Members of Congress 
and not by private citizens or Navy officers. 

This demand is nothing else than an attempt to turn the S~—} dis- 
aster to political advantage. The demand is not made for the purpose 
of ascertaining the truth and thus to save the lives of submarine crews 
hereafter, but to work up an agitation against the party in power, so 
that Democrats may gain some advantage. It is equivalent to saying, 
“We don't want an impartial and nonpolitical investigation of the S—4 
disaster, because the commission might confine itself to facts and not 
take advantage of the opportunity to discredit the administration. 
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Let bave a free-and sy investigation by Congressmen whe know 
how to twist such an inguiry into polftical channels rhis submarine 
was sunk while the Republicans were in power Let us make the most 
f it. 
it people of the United States have no use f su political 
when the lives of its defenders are involved The people trust 
Coolidge They know he will not appoint a commissi 
hitewash ” anybody He is not serving the United S s as 
but I i t It I Cor 
whole ce« tr and r Democratic politic The Navy is 
D Re ! 1 Nav T stitut f the Navy 
in t of politics is abhorrent to all decent citizens « iH 
Senate naval committe hould report out tl solution and tl 
1 should pass it. Cut out polities, Senators, i u I nd d 
luty as Americans, relying upon the President « the Unite 


ites to do his duty also 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, it is quite evident from the 
ne of that editorial and from the tone of 


ot 


hers that might 


read, and some of wi h have already been put into the 
Recorp, that there are a great many people in this country 
ho are extremely suspicious of this effort to take away from 
ommittee of exper ppointed by the President of the 
nited States the duty of investigating this very great disaster 
and of determining where the blame lies and whether the Navy 
bas done its full duty in the matter, 
rhe history of political investigations in England and America 
or hundreds of years show that it is extremely difficult f 


members of political parties to look at accidents and disastet 
n the Army and in the Navy—particularly in the Navy—purel 
rom the point of view of experts. 

Over and over again in British naval history we have seen 
the party in power investigate the conduct of an admiral 01 

captain in the case of an accident with the object of white 
washing the party in power. I trust, if this resolution should 
pass and a committee of five should be appointed, three Re- 
publicans and two Democrats, that no one would claim that 
such a thing was done in this instance; but 1 submit, Mr 
President, that if such a committee should find that the Navy 
has done all that it could do under the circumstances they 
would have difficulty in persuading the very able correspondent 
who wrote the editorial in the Outlook, which was printed in 
the Recorp this morning, who was on the spot and who feels 
that the Navy did not do all that they might have done, and in 
persuading people like him and those who read his story and 
agree with it. They would be much more likely to accept the 
decision of an impartial committee of experts and a judge ap 
pointed by the President of the United States. 

As I have heretofore said, I wish very much that the com- 
mittee of five, as suggested by the Senator from Maine, might 
be enlarged to a committee of seven or eight, so as to have one 
representative from the Senate and one from the House or two 
from the House on the committee, as was done in the case of 
the Aircraft Bourd. In that way we would get a liaison be- 
tween the Congress and the committee conducting the investi 
vation that, it seems to me, would be very useful. I should 
like to see such an amendment proposed, and I should be glad 
to vote for it, and, as I said the other day, if one Senator is 
to be a member of the committee I should like to see the Sena- 
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Mr. BLAINE Mr. President, I assume that the Senator 


from Connecticut will concede that the Presider as the power 
to appelnt a commission such as is proposed by the i res¢ 
lution without authority of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, Mr. President, the President has done 

when Congress I in session; but it is a very bad plan, it 
seems to me, for the President to pursue that « e When the 
Congress is in session and he can first ask the Congress to 

[ rize sucl ap ointments ad te authorize such ex] endi 

res. In the other case, he has to come to Congress and ask 

ippropriation for expenses which he has incurred with- 
1uthority I think the Senator will remember that the 

ha ween times in the past, notably during the administration 

President Roosevelt, when Congress vigorously objected 
is exercisl his power of appointing commissions 

Mr. BLAINE Lb the President does not hesitate, without 
the consent of Congress, to send an army and a navy to Nica 
ragua while the Congress is in session, F 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr. President, he has not done that 
rhe Senator is mistaken. The President has sent no purt of 
the Army. 

Mr. BLAINE. He has been sending to their death young men 


who have enlisted in the Marine Corps without the consent of 
Congress. Then why should the President be so particular 
bout his attitude with respect to Congress in connection with 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the S—j dis 


ter? Why does the President exercise or assume the power 
to send armed forces to a foreign country at a time when Con 
gress is in session and then is so considerate of Congress that 
ioeS Hot want to appoint a commission to investigate a 
disaster because Congress is in session? 
Mr. BINGHAM. The answer to that question, Mr. President, 
quite obvious. It is the duty of the President, under the 
Constitution, to look after our foreig 


I affairs 


nst It is his duty to 
look after the lives and property of American citizens when 
they are subjected to loss in countries where the proper govern 
mental authority is not able to grant them proper protection, 
as he ha very ably done in Lv 
Nicaragua. It is the business of the President of the United 
States to see to it that adequate protection is given: and in 
this particular case it is done at the invitation of both of the 
leading parties in Nicaragua, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
well knows. 


China and as he is doing to-day in 


Furthermore, the President has not used the Army. To use 
the Army would be an act of war; but to use marines in pro- 
Cer nye American lives In 1orelgt lands has bet n held under 


international law not to be an act of war. 

Mr. BLAINE. But he has used armed forces that have the 
effect of an army in Nicaragua. What persons and what prop- 
erty in Nicaragua are being protected? Who are they, and 
what is the property? ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am afraid if I should attempt to answer 
that—and I should be very glad to give the Senator the in 
formation, because I have in my desk a list of a large number 


| of concerns that have asked for protection—I am afraid if I 


tor from Virginia [|Mr. Swanson], the ranking Democratic | 


member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who has spent so 
many years in studying naval problems and who was at one 
time chairman of that committee, be appointed as representa- 
tive of the Senate. I am not trying to play politics, Mr. Presi 
dent. I have no desire to prevent him from serving on the 
commission, but I submit that it is better policy for the country 
und for both parties to follow to have a commission appointed 
which the country can not say has as its majority a number of 
gentlemen chosen for their loyalty to certain political parties 
if, for example, I should happen to be chosen as a member of 
that commission—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. 
question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will yield in a moment. If I should hap 
pen to be chosen as a member of the commission, which I trust 
I will not be, as I know nothing about submarines, only havy- 
ing taken two trips on submarines in my life, and should believe 
that the Navy ought to be exonerated completely and should 


resident, will the Senator yield for a 


have to yote that way. I know that I would be subjected to | 


criticism for the remainder of my life as having been an admin- 
istration supporter voting to whitewash the Navy. I think 
that other Senators might feel the same way. 

Why is there objection to such a commission as was originally 
proposed to find out proper safety devices to be used in sub- 
marines also serving as a commission to investigate the sinking 
of the S-4? Now, I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 


should endeavor to answer the Senator’s question, and should 
be led aside in that way, I should be guilty of not talking to 
the point before the Senate, which I am anxious to do. I do 
not like to have another very important matter injected into 
this question of the S—4 

I think, Mr. President, the time has come when this accident 
ought to be investigated, and ought to be investigated by a 
committee of experts. I do not like to see this effort to delay 
the investigation which has been made on the other side of the 
aisle Il regret to see the Senator from Wisconsin bringing into 
it the question of our Nicaraguan policy, when we ought to 
have before us the question of deciding what is the best way 
of making our submarines safe and avoiding an accident like 
this in the future, and finding out whether the Navy is follow 
ing a proper policy in sacrificing a certain amount of safety to 
efficiency, or whetier it should sacrifice more efliciency in sub- 
marines to greater safety. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator another question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield for a question, Mr. President 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator expresses his desire to have an 
immediate investigation. The President has the power to ap- 
point a commission to make the very investigation that is pro- 
posed by the resolution. I am willing to vote for the necessary 


| appropriation in order that the President may carry out his 


power; but, the President having that power, why does he 
delay to exercise it when I know Congress will pass a resolu 
tion or an appropriation act to make effective the commission 
which he has the power to appoint? There will be no deias 
There is no desire to delay. Let the President exercise his 
power in the present instance, and I am sure Congress will 
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respond by passing the necessary appropriation act to carry 
out the desires of the President in that respect. But why 
should the President be so concerned about not usurping power 
in this instance, and yet be one of only a few Presidents who 
without the consent of Congress have ever sent armed forces to 
another nation with which we are not at war and sacrifice the 
very principles out of which this Nation was born, without 
which we could not be sitting here as Members of the Senate 
of a free Republic? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGER. I assume that the Senator from Wis- 
cousin believes in the Monroe doctrine? 

Mr. BLAINE. Not as interpreted by the present administra- 
tion. I believe in the Monroe doctrine as an instrument for 
the protection of the Western Hemisphere, and that all nations 
upon the Western Hemisphere have an equality, and that the 
strong have no right to ride down the weaker nations; and to 
do so is an act of aggression against the small and defenseless 
nations. Let me remind the Senator from California that the 
Monroe doctrine has received this misiaterpretation and malad- 
ministration only by those who desired to oppress and inter- 
fere and intermeddle in the internal affairs of another nation 
weuker than America, but not with respect to strong nations; 
and I challenge the Senator to suggest why we are not making 
War upon other nations as strong, perhaps, as America? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I decline to yield any further. 
I did not yield for a discussion of our foreign policy. I thought 
the Senator rose in good faith to ask a question with regard to 
the matter of the S—j, which is now before us and which we 
ought to cousider. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let me say to the Senator from Connecticut 
that the Senator from California drew me into this discussion 
with the consent of the Senator from Connecticut, and I very 
gladly withdraw from the discussion, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not suppose it was going to involve a 
speech on our foreign policy. 

Mr. BLAINE. I always act in good faith. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr, President, will the Senator permit 
me, in two or three sentences, to reply? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
California 7 

Mr, BINGHAM. I do. 

Mr. SHORTRLIDGE. In 1793 George Washington warned 
America to keep out of Europe. In 1828 James Monroe warned 
Europe to keep out of. America; and I hold myself ready to 
show that no administration of this Government has ever vio- 
lated the true American Monroe doctrine. 

Grover Cleveland, a great President, did not violate the 
Monrve doctrine when he told mighty Great Britain to keep 
her lion’s paw off of Venezuela; nor did the great President Theo- 
dore Roosevelt violate it when he told another great and more or 
less overconfident Empire to keep her paw off of Venezuela; 
and President Coolidge has not violated the Monroe doctrine 
when he has sought to protect the rights of Americans in 
Nicaragua, 

On a proper occasion I will undertake to make good what 
I now state perhaps a little too vehemently. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will permit me—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to get back to the S—j. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to suggest, if the Senator will 
permit just this expression, that President Cleveland took the 
position that America has a character to maintain, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGER. She has. 

Mr. BLAINE. And when it was attempted to violate the 
sovereignty of the Hawaiian Islands it was President Cleve- 
land who said that in order to maintain that character it was 
necessary to withdraw the treaty that was pending before 
the Senate, submitted by his predecessor, because that treaty 
had been obtained by force on the part of the representatives 
of the United States, and therefore America could not afford 
to have submitted that treaty so obtained. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What does the Senator mean by saying that 
it was obtained by force? 

Mr, SHORTRIDGE. What has the Hawaiian treaty to do 
with the Monroe doctrine? 

Mr. BLAINE. I will read what the treaty has to do with 
the Monroe doctrine if the Senator from Connecticut will yield? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It has nothing whatever to do with it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator from Connecticut yield for 
that purpose? 
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Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will read what President Cleveland said. 
When the revolution in Hawaii took place, shortly before the 
close of President Harrison’s administration, the then Presi- 
detit transmitted to the Senate a treaty providing for the 
annexation of Hawaii to the United States. As I said, when 
Mr. Cleveland came to the Presidency he withdrew that treaty, 
and in a message said this: 

While naturally sympathizing with every effort to establish a republi- 
ean form of government, it has been the settled policy of the United 
States to concede to people of foreign countries the same freedom and 
independence in the management of their domestic affairs that we have 
always claimed for ourselves, and it has been our practice to recognize 
revolutionary governments as soon as it became apparent that they 
were supported by the people. 

x % * * * * * 

As I apprehend the situation, we are brought face to face with the 
following conditions: 

The lawful Government of Hawaii was overthrown without the draw- 
ing of a sword or the firing of a shot by a process every step of which, 
it may safely be asserted, is directly traceable to and dependent for its 
success upon the agency of the United States acting through its diplo- 
matic and naval representatives. 

Sut for the notorious predilections of the United States minister for 
annexation the committee of safety, which should be called the com- 
mittee of annexation, would never have existed. 

But for the landing of the United States forces upon false pretexts— 


The same false pretexts that exist in Nicaragua to-day, if you 
please— 


respecting the danger to life and property the committee would never 
have exposed themselves to the pains and penalties of treason by 
undertaking the subversion of the Queen’s government. 

But for the presence of the United States forces in the immediate 
vicinity and in position to afford all needed protection and support the 
comiittee would not have proclaimed the provisional government from 
the steps of the government building, 

And, finally, but for the lawless occupation of Honolulu under false 
pretexts by the United States forces, and but for Minister Stevens's 
recognition of the provisional government when the United States forces 
were its sole support and constituted its only military strength, the 
Queen and her government would never have yielded to the provisional 
government, even for a time and for the sole purpose of submitting 
her case to the enlightened justice of the United States, 

Believing, therefore, that the United States could not, under the cir- 
cumstances disclosed, annex the islands without justly incurring the 
imputation of acquiring them by unjustifiable methods, I shall not again 
submit the treaty of annexation to the Senate for its consideration, 
and in the instructions to Minister Willis, a copy of which accompanies 
this message, I have directed him to so inform the provisional gov- 
ernment. 

But in the present instance our duty does not, in my opinion, end 
with refusing to consummate this questionable transaction. It has 
been the boast of our Government that it seeks to do justice in all 
things without regard to the strength or weakness of those with whom 
it deals. I mistake the American people if they favor the odious doc- 
trine that there is no such thing as international morality ; that there 
is one law for a strong nation and another for a weak one, and that 
even by indirection a strong power may with impunity despoil a weak 
one of its territory. 

By an act of war, committed with the participation of a diplomatic 
representative of the United States and without authority of Congress, 
the Government of a feeble but friendly and confiding people has been 
overthrown. A substantial wrong has thus been done which a due 
regard for our national character as well as the rights of the injured 
people requires we should endeavor to repair. The provisional govern- 
ment has not assumed a republican or other constitutional form, but 
has remained a mere executive council or oligarchy, set up without the 
assent of the people. It has not sought to find a permanent basis of 
popular support and has given no evidence of an intention to do so. 
Indeed, the representatives of that government assert that the people 
of Hawaii are unfit for popular government and frankly avow that they 
can be best ruled by arbitrary or despotic power. 

The law of nations is founded upon reason and justice, and the rules 
of conduct governing individual relations between citizens or subjects 
of a civilized state are equally applicable as between enlightened nations. 
The considerations that international law is without a court for its 
enforcement and that obedience to its commands practically depends 
upon good faith instead of upon the mandate of a superior tribunal only 
give additional sanction to the law itself and brand any deliberate 
infraction of it not merely as a wrong but as a disgrace. A man of 
true honor protects the unwritten word which binds his conscience 
more scrupulously, if possible, than he does the bond a breach of which 
subjects him to legal liabilities, and the United States, in aiming to 
maintain itself as one of the most enlightened nations, would do its 
citizens gross injustice if it applied to its international relations any 
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an a high standard of honor and morality. On that ground the 


the position of countenan 


I d States can not properly be put in 


wrong after its commission any more than in that of consenting to 


n advance 


That is the Monroe doctrine as President 
Cleveland. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President— 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Something has been said about this 
Nation attacking or trampling upon the rights of the weak, and 


interpreted by 


not performing in the same way in respect to the rights of the | 
I wish to observe that this Nation has never feared to | 


strong, 
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assert its rights and to protect the rights of its citizens, whether | 


ey were attacked by the weak or by the strong. 
tion is that Andrew Jackson did not fear very much. I do not 
recall that General Taylor was much afraid. I can not at the 
moment recall any event in our history in connection with which 
this Nation was afraid to attack the strong or the weak in 
defense of the rights of American citizens. 


My recollec- 


I repeat, the sentiments expressed by a great President, the | 


words have just been read, Grover Cleveland, in 
respect to the Hawaiian treaty, had nothing to do, have nothing 
to do, with the Monroe doctrine. Liliuokalani flower of the 
skies, Lilinokalani 

Mr. FESS (in his seat). Say that again. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is a very sweet, euphonious word 
almost as sweet as “ Mesopotamia,” which used to make the old 
lady cry when the pastor pronounced the word. 

Lilioukalani was Queen, not of the cannibal islands, or of the 
Sandwich Islands, but of the Hawaiian Islands. There was 
what was called a revolution, and she was overthrown. There 
treaty then proposed whereby islands might be 
annexed to and in one sense become a part of the United States 

It is quite true that Grover Cleveland did not approve of 
that treaty, and hence withdrew it from the consideration of 
the Senate. It is also true that he thought we had done wrong 
and had connived at or been a party to this alleged, as he called 
it, revolution in the Hawaiian Islands, and the overthrow of 
the Queen. 

I think a very distinguished citizen from a 
was sent down there, Mr. Blount, and he pulled 
American flag. I think he was termed “ Paramount” Blount, 
but be that as it may—and I speak of him with respect—an- 
other administration lifted up the American flag in the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and it floats there now. The doctrines of the 
Senator from Wisconsin would pull it down again, but I believe 
it should float there forever as a blessing to all the people. 

As to weak nations and strong nations, I did refer to the con- 
troversy between Great Britain and Venezuela. There were 
any number of American citizens, loyal but misinformed, who 
inveighed against Grover Cleveland because he said then that 
what Great Britain was demanding, if persisted in, would be 
in violation of the true American Monroe doctrine. Neverthe 
less, Grover Cleveland, Democrat, insisted that Great Britain 
had no right by force or threat of taking or invading territory 
of Venezuela to insist on an acquiescence in her demand, and 
Great Britain yielded. 


one Whose 


Was a those 


Southern State 


down the | 


The same proposition was involved when again, during the | 


administration of President Rooseyelt— 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I would like 
a question as to Venezuela. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAINE. When Cleveland said that to Great Britain he 
said it to a nation equal to the United States in force. He did 
not say it to Venezuela, or to Haiti, or to San Domingo, or to 
Nicaragua, or to San Salvador, or to any other of the weak 
nations, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Pardon me, Senator—— 

Mr. BLAINE. He did not propose that America by force 
should be the wet nurse for other nations to collect their debts. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Senator, I remarked a moment ago— 
and the Senator has not an adder ear, he can hear—that we 
had asserted this doctrine as against either the strong or the 
weak, and I am now proceeding to mention what President 
toosevelt said and did when Germany made certain demands, 
with veiled threat, upon Venezuela. 

Mr. FRSS. Before the Senator enters upon that, will he yield 
to a question? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly, if the Senator will propound 
it; I may be able to answer it. 

Mr. FESS. In reference to Cleveland’s—— 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
just to make a request? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 


to ask the Senator 


Just a moment. 


1995 


Mr. SWANSON. I want to make a request, and I can not 
make it except at this time. 

Mr. FESS In reference to the 
toward the Monroe doctrine back it 
utterance was made by the then Premier Salisbury, when Pres- 
ident Cleveland, through Olney, had mentioned that the viola- 
tion of the Monroe doctrine was involved. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That was during President C1 
administration, when Lord Salisbury was Premier. 

Mr. FESS. Salisbury that the Monroe doctrine had 
never been regarded by them as international law, no matter 
how brilliant the statesman who uttered it, or powerful the 

ition that backed it. That was a very remarkable utterance 
from the Premier of Britain. It was on that 
the Pre isked Congress to authorize him to send a com- 
mission to the disputed territory to make a survey and to 
report upon the conditions 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. I think that is one of the outstanding incidents 
in American history as to our position on the Monroe doctrine, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Precisely. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, 
question *? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE,. I wanted to finish my statement; the 
Senator may proceed, however. 

Mr. BORAH What was there about the statement that was 
exceptional—that it Was not international law? 

Mr. FESS. No; the statement that no matter how brilliant 
the author who uttered it, or powerful the nation that backed 
it Phat is the remarkable statement. 

Mr. BORAH, Of course, the Monroe doctrine is not 

ational law. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No. 

Mr. FESS. No one ever held it was. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No ever admitted it to be 


l 


attitude of Great Britain 
1887, the most significant 


veland’s 


said 


oceasion that 


sident 


may I ask the Senator a 


inter- 


nation 


nternational law, but the Senator from Idaho knows well that 
we are contending that it is an -American doctrine which we 
propose to enforce, 


May I right here recall the resolution introduced by Senator 
Lodge, when he was chairman of the great committee of which 
the Senator from Idaho is now the chairman. He, in a sense, 
expanded the Monroe doctrine by the resolution which passed 
the Senate, and that resolution was to this effect—it had direct 
application, however, to Japan—that if any foreign nation 
hould establish a naval base so near to our shore or our terri- 
tory as perhaps to endanger this Nation, we should regard that 

n unfriendly act. In other words, the Lodge resolution, 
which referred specifically to Magdalena Bay, in Lower Cali- 
fornia, Was passed because there was a suspicion, or perhaps 
a well-grounded belief, that Japan was negotiating with Mexico 
to establish a naval base at Magdalena Bay. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 

moment now? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I have the floor. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let me complete this statement about 
Venezuela and President Roosevelt. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want to submit a request. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have yielded to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SWANSON. Will not the Senator wait a moment and 
permit me to make a request, which I must make before 2 
o'¢ lock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
has the floor, and can yield the floor to whomever he desires. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Regarding the very thoughtful remark 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, I say that when, during the 
administration of President Roosevelt, Germany undertook by 
threat of force, sending naval vessels there, off the shore of 
Venezuela, to insist upon certain alleged rights—who was then 
in the White House? Another old Andrew Jackson in his love 
for America, not a pale-faced, pigeon-livered President, such as 
I have seen men in this country to be, who never have been 
and never will be President. I mean there was no coward in 
the White House; and there has been none there, and there is 
not one there now. President Roosevelt sent this message, that 
if Germany sent her warships to intimidate Venezuela, Ad- 
miral Dewey would be there to meet them—and the German 
warships turned off their course and never proceeded to that 
coast to intimidate and threaten that little country of Venezuela. 

On another occasion I will answer the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, and endeavor to point out that never in the history of this 
country, under any administration, including the present, have 
the true principles of the Monroe doctrine, announced in 1825, 
been violated, that they are not now being viclated, and I 
trust they never will be violated. 


as a 
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I repeat, for those who were not here a moment ago, there 
are two great doctrines in which I profoundly believe. In 1793 
George Washington warned America to keep out of Europe, 
and did much to establish our great doctrine of American neu- 
trality. He warned the United States to keep out of Europe, 
and we have kept out of Europe. In 1823 James Monroe 
warned Europe to keep out of America, and we propose to keep 
her out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the resolution now under consideration, following the 
precedents of the Senate, will be returned to the calendar 
under Rule VIII, and the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Curer Cierk. A bill (S. 744) to further develop an 
American merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the 
transportation of the foreign trade of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I merely want to say that it 
seems to me an unfair advantage has been taken of my interest 
in Nicaragua and of the fact that I was born in Honolulu, and 
that many of my friends there had the deepest interest in the 
establishment of the Republic of Hawaii, The Senator from 
Wisconsin |[Mr. BLAINE] proceeds to bring up both of those 
interesting subjects as a kind of barrage when I was attempting 
to give my reasons for opposition to the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Florida |Mr. TRAMMELL] and in favor of the 
joint resolution in charge of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae]. It seems to me that it is an unusual thing, when a 
Senator who is interested in discussing one matter and is en- 
deavoring to present it, that two other matters in which he 
may be presumed to be deeply interested are brought up in 
the form of questions and of prolonged debate. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I want to apologize 
on behalf of the Senator from Wisconsin, He is to blame for 
the whole thing. [Laughter.] 


PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I see that pursuant to the 
plan which the Senator from Idaho [Mr, Boran] has adopted 
for subjecting all of the present candidates for the Presidency, 
Republican and Democratic, to the thumbscrew of inquisition 
in relation to their views on the subject of prohibition, the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] has formally replied to a 
communication from the Senator from Idaho. Now, the temper 
of this reply, which was laid in my hands only a few moments 
ago, is unquestionably dry; but I am sorry to say that in my 
judgment, according to the strictest prohibition standards, it is 
not bone-dry. 

The Senator from Kansas takes occasion to say, as a can- 
didate for the Presidency, that he does rot favor the relegation 
to the States of the question as to what the content of alcoholic 
beverages should be within the limitation of the eighteenth 
amendment. He does say that and says it distinctly. He also 
says that he does not favor the repeal of the eighteenth amend- 
ment. He also says that he does not favor the repeal of the 
Volstead Act. But nowhere, so far as I can find within the cor- 
ners of his reply, does he say that he is not in favor of an 
amendment or modification of the Volstead Act by Congress. 
I commend that fact to the attention of this candidate for the 
Presidency.. I do not know whether the omission was inten- 
tional or not, but if it was intentional I do say that if he 
wishes to have his political fences in a state of perfect repair 
when he becomes more actively a candidate for the Presidency, 
he should make good that omission, because, of course, it is 
perfectly manifest that the relief which is sought by us from 
the tyranny of the Volstead Act might to a very considerable 
degree be obtained by the modification of the Volstead Act by 
Congress. 

But, in addition to what I have said, I wish to express the 
very deep regret felt by me that a Senator so observant and 
vigilant as is the Senator from Kansas, one so quick to feel the 
pulse and to note the course of public opinion, should not have 
profited more than he apparently has from the recent prac- 
tical workings of prohibition in his own State, the State of 
Kansas. 

I hold in my hand a book which has only lately been pub- 
lished, entitled “ Why the Volstead Law Should Be Modified.” 
It is written by a Kansas citizen, and without unduly taxing 
the attention of the Senate I desire to read aloud some three 
or four extracts from this book, certifying to the present condi- 
tion of prohibition enforcement in the State of Kansas. This 
writer says first: 

Kansas is supposed to be dry; and there is no doubt but what the 
State is as free or more free of liquor and law violations than any 
other State in the Union, but when anyone says or claims that Kansas 
is dry to-day they are— 
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Just listen to this little scintillation of Kansas wit— 


in the same class that George Washington would have been if he had 
denied cutting down the cherry tree. Conditions are such in Kansas 
to-day that if the modification of the Volstead law was put to a vote, 
the result would bring a smile to the face of Mr. McAdoo’s well-known 
New York friend— 


Namely, Alfred E. Smith! 

Then the writer goes on: 

What Kansas people want and what they would vote for would be 
law enforcement, and they would vote for modification of the Volstead 
law because modification offers the only visible solution of the growing 
disrespect for all laws. Enforcement has been tried and failed, and 
Kansas people know it as well or better than they do in other States, 
and they know it because conditions are worse in Kansas— 


Because they know that conditions are worse in Kansas— 
to-day than they were before national prolibition. 
Then the writer proceeds: 


There was more whisky or stuff called whisky, better known as 
“corn,” made and sold in Kansas during one month of 1926 than was 
shipped into the State in any six months’ period 10 years ago. There 
have already been more whisky stills and home-brew outfits found and 
destroyed in Kansas since the Volstead law than there were legal brew- 
erics and distilleries combined in the entire Nation prior to the eight- 
eenth amendment. The number of stills and home-brew outfits found in 
Kansas is a matter of record and runs into the thousands. These facts, 
of course, prove that Kansas has made a commendable effort to enforce 
the law, but when the records in just one city show there were more 
stills found in 1925 than in 1924, and a greater number discovered in 
1926 than in 1925—nearly seven years after the Volstead law has been 
in effect—it is natural to conclude that conditions are growing worse 
instead of better. 


Then the writer further says: 


Such wholesale criminal development in Kansas or any other State of 
men with previous good records should be of more concern to a State 
or its people than the use of, or possession of, liquor by an individual. 
A law that works to promote bad citizens out of previous good men, as 
the records show the Volstead law has done, is much more dangerous to 
society than the per cent of alcohol permitted in a beverage drink ever 
could possibly be. 


Then listen to this with respect to Wichita, one of the chief 
cities of Kansas: 

The Wichita Daily Eagle is perhaps the most conservative publication 
in Kansas, with the largest circulation of any newspaper in the State. 
Both the editor and the management of the Daily Eagle are for prohibi- 
tion first, last, and all the time. As a matter of news for its readers 
and in the interest of prohibition this newspaper made a survey of the 
amount of liquor sold and consumed in Wichita in just one year. The 
results of this survey were published in the Eagle under a large head- 
line which read: 

“ Wichita spends more than $2,000,000 a year for its booze.” 


Then the writer says: 


There is no greater fighter for prohibition and no better representa- 
tive spokesman for the State of Kansas than ex-Gov. Henry J. Allen. 
In an article published in the New York Tribune not long before Mr. 
Allen sailed on the University Afloat, he said in part: 

“ Of course we know that the Volstead Act has not decreased the use 
of liquor in Kansas. It is not as good a law as the Kansas prohibitory 
law.” 


Then, finally, the writer says: 


Even in Kansas high schools and colleges the bootlegger solicits and 
supplies his customers. * * * ‘There are hundreds of young men of 
legal age in Kansas that have never seen a saloon, but there are very 
few of them in high schools and colleges that have not had an oppor- 
tunity to drink liquor, and their familiarity with the hip-pocket flask is a 
matter of common knowledge, and there is little doubt but what the 
hip-pocket flask, a product of the bootlegger, is doing as much or more 
toward breaking down the morals of our young people to-day as the 
open saloons did in their day, bad as they were. 


Now, after having read these extracts, I almost feel tempted 
to say to the able and popular Senator from Kansas, who has 
gone so far astray as to become a candidate for the Presidency 
of the United States on such a platform as he has, Fie, fie, Sena- 
tor, how can you, with all this evidence of the practical work- 
ings of prohibition in your State, declare against the modifica- 
tion of the Volstead Act and the eighteenth amendment? 

For his comfort it is only fair for me to add that only this 
morning evidence has been brought to my attention showing 
that in another State which enjoys the reputation of being a 
bone-dry State—that is to say, the State of South Carolina, 
from which the distinguished Senator who has just spoken 
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ch in that issue from Columbia, 8S. C This dispatch reads: 
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it Why, General Andrews 
subcommittee of 
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‘ommittee on 
tills which this 
prohibition 
; so, then existence for ¢ 
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Mind you, this writer is not 
ne-brew plants of any sort; 


tenth of the commercial 
broken up by 


there is one still in 


untry were ever 


south 
brew stills, of 
he is speaking only of commercial 
which are set up for the manufacture and 


speaking of hom 


tills, stills sale of 


corn whisky and other hard liquors. The entire dispatch is 
very interesting. The junior Senator from Maryland [Mr 


l'YDINGS] near me calculates that in South Carolina there is one 
still for every 60 families. Mr. President, whenever the Senator 
Idaho 'Mr. Boran] puts a candidate for the Presidency 


on the rack, I propose to show just what sort of conditions as 


trom 


respects the enforcement of prohibition prevail in the State 
in which the particular candidate resides 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. President, will the Sen- 


ator from Maryland yield to m 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
and vield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BRUCE. T do. 

Mr. WALSH of Ma think the Senator from 
Marviland ought to call attention to the fact that no Senator 
from the States to which the tor has referred attempts to 
make answer or denial of t Senator 
made. 

Mr. BRUCE. That is undoubtedly true: they are 
much veracity and intelligence to attempt that; they are men of 
too ripe knowledge as to the local conditions which prevail in 
their States, to say nothing more, to do anything of the sort. 
They know that they would find themselves at a hope- 
lessly difficult situation. 


from Mary 


sachusetts, I 





assertion which the has 


men of too 


mece il 


I venture to say that even the junior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BLeAse], whose courage in the expression of his 
opinions on every subject I have always so much admired, will 
not undertake to deny the truth of the statements that I have 
just read with respect to South Carolina. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Nor will the Senator from 


Kansas |Mr. Curtis]. 

Mr. BRUCE. As to 
guage of the 
ular, he has 


Kansas, in the lan 
which used to be so 


himself. “It is time fou 


the Senator from 
comic opera ©} ette 


i pop 
said to 


disappearing,” 


for he, I note, is no longer in the Senate Chamber. As the 
colored people were wont to say when I was a boy in Virginia 
he has made himself “ skeerce I am sorry that the Senator 


from Idaho has also disappeared. 
day hour, and possibly the urgency of his hunger was such that 
he could not remain any longer in the Chamber without endur 
ing a certain amount of pliysical discomfort 
Mr. BORAH entered the Chamber. 
Mr. BRUCE. I see that the Senator 


However, it is the mid- 


from Idaho has re- 


turned. I was about to say that he has turned up “like a bad 
penny,” but, of course, it is absolutely impossible to say that 
of the Senator from Idaho. He is teo sterling coin. I want 
to say just a word to the Senator from Idaho—and I am glad 
he has come back to his seat. In some respects he and I are 


very much in accord with reference to the matter of prohibi- 
tion, however far apart we may be in other respects. I think 
that each of the great national parties of this country and their 
several candidates for the Presidency should be made by the 
compelling force of public opinion to say exactly where they 
stand with reference to the repeal or modification of the Vol- 
stead Act and the eighteenth amendment. They should be 
brought to book; they should not be allowed to dodge, evade, 
palter, or equivocate on this great issue of prohibition, the most 
pressing, the most burning that has vexed the politics 
of this country since the old issue of slavery or no slavery. 
So far no Republican candidate for the Presidency has taken 
any pronounced stand with regard to this issue, and so far only 
one solitary Democratic candidate for the Presidency, in my 
opinion, has taken the unequivocal stand that he should have 
taken with regard to it, and that is Gov. Albert C. Ritchie, of 
Maryland, who has let the people of this country know in no 
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uncertain language the disast is results that have resulted 
from the administration of the Volstead Act, and has told them 
xplicitly that he is in favor of having the legislation of pro- 
hibition remitted to the States so that they may determine for 
hemselves, within the limitations of tl eighteenth amend- 
ment. just what the content of al beverages should be 
Only a few days ago Governor Ritchie reiter i his well 
known views with res to prohibiti l i i e 4 Plain 
Talk; and he did so the other night again 1 the oceasion of 
he Jackson Davy celebration of this vear, in Washington [ 
honor him for his frankness and his courag Ll think that he 
has risen t the level of the occasion it every respect, and I 
rust tha he Senator from Idaho in the distribution of his 
rather searching favors will also question the Governor of 
Marviand 

Of urse, I am not reflecting on the firmness of character of 


Goy. Alfred E. Smith, though I for ne regretted, as thoi 
ind millions of other people in this country did, that when he 
sent his New York some days 
that 


message to the Legislature of 
ago he did not 
views 


take occa least to say his general 
with respect to the issue of prohibitic had undergone no 
whatever. That have sufficient. Whi he 
explicit in his message, I regret that he did not take 
occasion to go just a little further than he 
with the subject of prohibition. 

And, great as is my admiration for the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Reep|—and there is no greater admirer of his splendid 
talents and his general public character in this body that am I 
I regret that he has declared that the prohibition issue should 
not be raised by the next Democratic national platform I hope, 
however, that the Senator from Idaho will not be deterred by 
anything that has heretofore happened from flashing his interro- 


Sion 


change 


was pretty 


would been 


did go in connection 


gation right in the faces of Governor Smith and Senator Reep 
as well as in the face of Governor Ritchie 

I think that the Senator from Idaho has performed a real 
service to the cause of honest and manly politics in coming for- 


ward as he has with his splendid, unquailing, 
lution of character and saying that the time 
hesitation, for a lack of candor, or for lack of 
part of the great parties of this country in relation to the sub- 
ject of prohibition, a subject which is at this time, in my opinion 
us well as his, one of transcendent, of incomparable importance 
and significance to the people of the United States. 


unfailing 
has passed for 
frankness on the 


reso- 


RUSSELL & TUCKER 


Mr. JONES obtained the floor 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I ask the 
Washington to yield to me so that I may ask 
sent for the consideration of Senate bill 620, a 
passed the Senate at the last s« 
volve no discussion. 

Mr. JONES. If it will take no time, I have no objection 

Mr. MAYFIELD. I thank the Senator. I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 620) for the 
relief of Russell & Tucker and certain other citizens of the 
States of Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 


AND OTHERS 


Senator from 
unanimous con- 
local bill, which 


ssion of Congress. It will in- 


the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Russell & Tucker, a copartnership com- 
posed of Lee L. Russell and 8S. C. Tucker; Floyd & Co., a copartner 


ship composed of C. W 
& O’Connor, a copartnership 
and Martin 
composed of Ww. wr: 
& Wilson, a 


son Rocky 


Floyd and S. C. Tucker: 
composed of J. L. B 
O'Connor; Rutledge 


Rutledge, N. H 


copartners hip composed of 


Borroum, Tucker 
yrroum, S. C. Tucker, 
& Nichols, a copartnership 
Browne, and J. W. Nichols: Russell 
R. R. Russell and W. | Wil 
Alfred A Drummond, J M Dobie nd Dick 
Colson, any statutes of uthor 
ized to enter suit in the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Texas for the 
from the United States b the alleged neglect and 
wrongdoing of the official ind inspectors of the United States 
of Animal Industry in the 
and Oklahoma, which said cattle were shipped 
County, Okla., in th 1918 and 1922 
Sec. 2. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred 
District Court for the Northern District of 
termine all such claims without the intervention of 


Browne 


Reagan, 


limitations being waived, are hereby a 





imount alleged to be due to said claimants 
alleged 


sureau 


reaso! 1 


dipping of tick-infested cattle in 


Texas to 


Texas 
from Osage 
years 
said United 
Texas to hear and de- 
The action 
a single petition making the United 
States party defendant, and shall set forth all the facts on which the 


upon States 


a jury. 


in said court may be presented by 


claimants base 


their claims, and the petition may be verified by the 
agent or atterney of said claimants, official letters, reports, and public 
records, or certified copies thereof may be used as evidence, and said 
court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine said suit and to 
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enter a judgment or decree for the amount of such damages and 
costes, if any, as shall be found due from the United States to the said 
claimants by reason of the alleged negligence and erroneous certi- 
fication, upon the same principles and under the same measures of 
liability as in like cases between private parties, and the Government 
hereby waives its immunity from suit. And said claimants and the 
United States of America shall have all rights of appeal or writ of 
error or other remedy as in similar cases between private persons or 
corporations: Provided, That such notice of the suit shall be given 
to the Attorney General of the United States as may be provided by 
order of said court, and upon such notice it shall be the duty of 
the Attorney General to cause the United States attorney in such 
district to appear and defend for the United States: Provided further, 
That such suit shall be begun within six months of the date of the 
approval of this act, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I should like a brief statement 
as to the object and purpose of the bill. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, this bill simply confers 
the right upon certain citizens of Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas 
to enter suit in the United States District Court for the North- 
ern District of Texas for an amount alleged to be due to the 
claimants from the United States by reason of the alleged 
neglect and alleged wrongdoing of officials and inspectors of 
the United States Bureau of Animal-Industry in the dipping 
of tick-infested cattle in Texas and Oklahoma, which cattle 
were shipped from Texas to Osage County, Okla., in the years 
118 and 1922. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIS subsequently said: Mr. President, a little while 
avo, during my temporary absence from the Chamber, Calendar 
No. 837, being Senate bill 620, which was introduced by the 
junior Senator from Texas [Mr, MAYFIELD], was passed by 
unanimous consent. I do not at all accuse the junior Senator 
from Texas of any bad faith in the matter, though I regret 
that he called the bill up during my absence, knowing that 
heretofore I had objected to it. I would not have objected 
to-day and did not intend to continue my objection, but I did 
want to make a statement about the bill. The Senator from 
Texas pointed out to me that certain amendments which had 
been recommended by the department had been embodied in 
the bill. Those amendments removed my objection in part but 
not entirely. 

I merely wish to state now that I think the passage of bills 
of this character is bad legislation. We have a Court of Claims 
to consider such matters. It is proposed by this bill to refer 
the questions covered by it, which evidently are questions that 
should have gone to the Court of Claims under the general 
procedure, to a district court named in the bill. I think if that 
practice is persisted in it will result in encumbering up the 
records of the courts and seriously impeding the transaction of 
public business, 

I desired to make that statement when the bill came up. 
As I have said, I would not have objected to its consideration, 
but I wanted to file my objection to that sort of legislation. 
That is all. 

POLITICAL HISTORY OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ETC, 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, the article which the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Bruce) has read from a South Carolina 
newspaper was written by John Kinard Aull, who has been 
the secretary of three governors of that State, who has been 
the official stenographer of two judicial circuits of that State, 
and who was for some time private secretary to one United 
States Senator. I can bear testimony to the fact that what he 
writes is true, so far as his information goes, and that he would 
not write such facts which are contained in the article referred 
to unless he obtained them from some official source. 

Personally, Mr. President, I believe in State rights. If I had 
been a member of the Legislature of South Carolina when the 
amendment proposing national prohibition was before that body 
for ratification I would have voted against ratification. If I 
had been a member of the General Assembly of South Carolina 
when the amendment to the Federal Constitution providing for 
woman suffrage was presented I would have voted not to ratify 
it. I believe firmly that the determination of those questions 
belongs to the people of the individual States. 

1 shall not discuss political issues at this time, because I do 
not care very much about them; but if I wanted to name a 
ticket which I believe the people of this country would elect 
I would nominate, if I had the power, two great Democrats: 
For President, Wri.iAM EB, Boran, of Idaho, and for Vice Presi- 
dent, Lem 8S. OvERMAN, Of North Carolina, 

Mr. President, I have almost reached the conclusion that plat- 
forms are not worth the paper they are written upon. I have 
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about reached the conclusion that what we need in this country 
in office is men—men who are not afraid to do what is right; 
men who have the courage to do what is right; men who are 
honest—and that it does not make any difference what platform 
you put them in on; it does not make very much difference 
what party you put them in on; if they are men in whom the 
people of this country have confidence, you will have a govern- 
ment superior to that of any other nation in the world. 

That, however, was not what I rose to pay some attention to 
at this time. 

A few days ago upon the floor of the Senate reference was 
made to the negro voting in the Southern States. The Senator 
from Virginia {[Mr. Swanson], in his very able address, has 
covered much of the ground which I myself intended to cover. 
Therefore I shall not reiterate. 

South Carolina stands in a position of her own in regard to 
the Constitution of the United States of America. She has 
a constitution; and, without taking up the time of the Senate, 
I request to have printed in the Recorp in brief form the sec- 
tions of our constitution which apply to this question. 

Section 5 of the Declaration of Rights I ask to read: 


The privileges and immunities of citizens of this State and of the 
United States under this constitution shall not be abridged, nor shall 
any person be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process 
of law, nor shall any person be denied the equal protection of the 
laws. 


It also provides that no person shall be deprived of the right 
to vote because of race or color. 

I also ask, at the same time, permission to insert some de- 
cisions from the supreme court of my State upon this question 
of suffrage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Without objection, it is so 





SUFFRAGE—CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, RATIFIED 


IN CONVENTION DECEMBER 4, 1895 
ARTICLE I. DECLARATION OF RIGHTS 


Sec. 5. The privileges and immunities of citizens of this State and 
of the United States under this constitution shall not be abridged, nor 
shall any person be deprived of life, liberty, or property without dua 
process of law, nor shall any person be denied the equal protection of 
the laws. 

Sec. 9. The right of suffrage, as regulated in this constitution, shall 
be protected by law regulating elections and prohibiting, under ade- 
quate penalties, all undue influences from power, bribery, tumult, or 
improper conduct. 

Sec. 10. All elections shall be free and open, and every inhabitant 
of this State possessing the qualifications provided for in this consti- 
tution shall have equal right to elect officers and be elected to fill 
public offices. 

ARTICLE Il, RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE 


Section 1. All elections by the people shall be by ballot, and elec- 
tions shall never be held or the ballots counted in secret. 

Sec. 2. Every qualified elector shall be eligible to any office to be 
voted for, unless disqualified by age, as prescribed in this constitution. 
But no person shall held two offices of honor or profit at the same 
time: Provided, That any person holding another office may at the 
same time be an officer in the militia or a notary public. 

Sec. 3. Every male citizen of this State and of the United States 21 
years of age and upwards, not laboring under the disabilities named in 
this constitution and possessing the qualifications required by it, shall 
be an elector. 

Sec, 4. The qualifications for suffrage shall be as follows: 

(a) Residence in the State for two years, in the county one year, in 
the polling precinct in which the elector offers to vote four months, and 
the payment six months before any election of any poll tax then due and 
payable: Provided, That ministers in charge of an organized church and 
teachers of public schools shall be entitled to vote after six months’ 
residence in the State, otherwise qualified. 

(b) Registration, which shall provide for the enrollment of every 
elector once in 10 years, and also an enrollment during each and every 
year of every elector not previously registered under the provisions 
of this article. 

(c) Up to January 1, 1898, ali male persons of voting age applying 
for registration who can read any section in this constitution submitted 
to them by the registration officer, or understand and explain it when 
read to them by the registration officer, shall be entitled to register 
and become electors. A separate record of all persons registered before 
January 1, 1598, sworn to by the registration officer, shall be filed, one 
copy with the clerk of court and one in the office of the secretary of 
state on or before February 1, 1898, and such persons shall remain 
during life qualified electors unless disqualified by the other provisions 
of this article. The certificate of the clerk of court or secretary of state 
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Sec. 8. The general assembly shall provide by law for the registra 
tion of all qualified electors, and shall prescribe the manner of holding 
Provided, At 
the first registration under this constitution, and until the Ist of Janu 
ry, 1898, the registration shall be conducted by a board of three dis 
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with the advice and consent of the senate For the first registration 
to be provided for under this constitution, the registration books shall 
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Sec. 10. The general assembly shall provide by law for the regulation 
of party primary elections and punishing fraud at the same 

Sec. 11. The registration books shall close at lea 80 days before an 
election, during which time transfers and registration shall not be legal: 
Provided, Persons who will become of age during that period shall be 
entitled to registration before the books are closed, 

Sec. 12. Electors in municipal elections shall possess the qualifica 
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I shall not take the time of the Senate to discuss that ques 
tion. I have sometimes been painted as the enemy of the 
Negro race. That question I leave to South Carolina. I do 
not care what anybody else in the United States outside of 
South Carolina thinks about it, whether they think well or 
unwell, or what they think. That makes absolutely no differ- 
ence in the world to me; but if the matter were left to the 
vote of the negro people of South Carolina, men and women— 
if the white people were just cut out entirely and only the 
negro people voted on it—I do not think I would have the 
Slightest difficulty in being elected either governor of that 
State or a Senator of the United States. 

I know how they feel toward me at home. I know that they 
come here to my Office and ask me to help them get positions 
I know that they come to my office and ask me to loan them 
money. I know that when [ was elected governor of that 
State the penitentiary was crowded and the chain gangs were 
crowded with colored people who did not have any business 
there, and I turned out of that penitentiary and out of the 
chain gangs about 1,700 of them: and the only mistake I made 
was the day I left the governor's office that I did not turn 
out the whole darned business. |Lauglter.] So I know how 
they feel toward me in that State: and I do not care, as I said, 
what any other State thinks about it 

The negroes of South Carolina do not want social equality 
The best element of them will so express themselves at any time 
What they do desire is equal rights and equal accommodations 
in traveling, and so forth, but they have no desire to hold 
office, and they have no desire to associate with white people 
They fully realize that the white man who associates with 
them on equal terms is not as good or substantial a citizen as 
they are, and that by their association with him they lower 
themselves in the estimation of the best white people 

We have no trouble with the negroes in my except 
very seldom, and then it is from an irresponsible class. They 
realize that the white people of South Caroling are their best 
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friends, and if let alone the question can be properly handled in 
South Carolina, without injustice to any and fairness to all. 

Mr. President, here is what Abraham Lincoln said; and a 
good many people like to quote him and talk about him. 

In a speech at Charleston, UL, in 1858, Mr. Lineoln said: 


I am not now, nor ever have been, in favor of bringing about in any 
way the social or political equality of the black and white races. I 
am not now, nor ever have been, in favor of making voters or jurors 
out of begroes, nor of qualifying them to hold office, nor of intermar- 
riage with white people. There is a physical difference between the 
white and black races which will forever forbid the two races living 
There must be a position of 
superior and inferior, and I am in favor of assigning the superior 
position to the white man, 


together on social or political equality. 


I say to these people who talk about the colored people not 
voting, talk about the colored people not holding office, and talk 
about the colored people intermarrying with white people go 
back to your earthly god; go out and stand here in front of his 
picture, or one of his statues, and repeat what he said. 

South Carolina does not prevent a man who can comply with 
her constitution from voting in her elections, I wish to say te 
Senators or others who desire to read them that I hold in my 
hand the statutes of the State, three sections of which I also 
request to have printed, under the head of “ Suffrage,” one of 
which reads: 

That no person shall be deprived of his right to vote because of his 
race or color, 


In order not to take up the time of the Senate, I ask to 
insert in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp these six seetions of the 
statute laws of my State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Without objection, it will be 


(202) Sec, 1. Qualifications for registration after January 1, 1898.— 
Persons disqualified: Every citizen of this State and the United States 
21 years of age and upwards, not laboring under disabilities named in 
the constitution of 1895 of this State, who shall have been a resident 
in the State for two years, in the county one year, in the polling pre- 
cinct in which the elector offers to vote four months before any election, 
and shall have paid six months before any election any poll tax then 
due and payable, and who can both read and write any section of the 
said constitution submitted to said elector by the registration officer or 
officers, or can show that he or she owns, and has paid all taxes col- 
lectible Guring the previous year On property in this State assessed at 
$300 or more, and who shall apply for registration, shall be registered: 
Provided, That ministers in charge of an organized church and teachers 
of public schools shall be entitled to vote after six months’ residence 
in the State if otherwise qualilied: Provided further, That persons who 
are idiots, insane, paupers supported at the public expense, and persons 
confined in any public prison shall be disqualified from being registered 
or voting: And provided further, That persons convicted of burglary, 
arson, obtaining goods or money under false pretenses, perjury, forgery, 
robbery, bribery, adultery, bigamy, wife beating, housebreaking, receiv- 
ing stolen goods, breach of trust with fraudulent intent, fornication, 
sodomy, incest, assault with intent to ravish, miscegenation, and lar- 
ceny, or crimes egainst the election laws, shall be disqualified from 
being registered or voting, unless such disqualification shall have been 
removed by the pardon of the governor. 

(208) See, 2. Eleetors to be registered.—No person shall be allowed 
to vote at any election hereafter to be held unless he or she shall have 
been registered as herein required. 

(204) Sec. 3. Board of registration—Appointment, duties, term of 
office, ete.: Between the Ist day of January and the 15th day of 
March, 1898, and between said dates in every second year thereafter, 
the governor shall appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the 
senate, if in session, and if not in session subject to its approval at its 
next session, subject to removal by the governor for incapacity, mis- 
conduct, or neglect of duty, three competent and discreet persons in 
each county, who shall be citizens and qualified electors thereof, and 
who shall be known as the board of registration of * *¢ * Connty, 
whose duty it shall be to register and to conduct the registration of 
the electors who shall apply for registration in such county as herein 
required. Their office shall be at the county seat, and they shall keep 
record of all their official acts and proceedings. Their term of office 
shall be for two years from the date of their appointment, and they 
shall continue in office until their successors shall have been appointed 
and shall qualify: Provided, That in case of a vacancy from any cause 
in the office of board of registration the governor shall fill such vacancy, 
by and with the consent of the senate as aforesaid: Provided, That in 
the county of Pickens the said board of registration shall be elected 
at the general election of 1912 and every two years thereafter. 

(208) Src. 7. Appeal from denial of registration: The boards of 
registration to be appointed under section 3 of this chapter sball, up 
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to and including the 1st of January, 1898, judge of the qualifications 
of all applicants for registration. Any person denied registration shal] 
have the right of appeal from the decision of the board of registration 
denying him registration to the court of common pleas of the county or 
any judge thereef, and thence to the supreme court; and on such appeal 
the hearing shall be de novo. Any person denied registration and de- 
siring to appeal must within 10 days after the decision of the board 
of registration is made file with the said board a written notice of such 
notice of his intention to appeal therefrom. After the expiration of 
10 days from the filing of such notice of intention to appeal the board 
of registration shall file with the clerk of the eourt of common pleas 
for the county the notice of intention to appeal and any papers in their 
possession relating to the case, and a report of the case if they deem 
proper. The clerk of the court shall file the same and enter the case 
on a special docket to be known as calendar No. 4. If the applicant 
desires the appeal to be heard by a judge at chambers he shall give 
every member of the board of registration four days’ written notice of 
the time and place of the hearing. From the decision of the court of 
common pleas, or any judge thereof, the appellant or any duly qualified 
elector of the county may further appeal to the supreme court by filing 
a written notice of his intention to appeal therefrom in the office of 
the elerk of the court of common pleas within 10 days after such de- 
cision is filed, and within said time serving a copy of such notice on 
every member of the board of registration. Thereupon the clerk of the 
court of common pleas shall certify all the papers in the case to the 
clerk of the supreme court within 10 days after the filing of such notice 
of intention to appeal. The clerk of the supreme court shall place the 
case on a special docket, and it shall come up for hearing upon the call 
thereof, under such rules as the supreme court may make. If such ap- 
peal be filed with the clerk of the supreme court at a time that a session 
thereof will not be held between the date of filing and an election, at 
which the appellant will be entitled to vote if registered, the chief jus- 
tice, or, if he is unable to act or disqualified, the senior associate jus- 
tice, shall call an extra term of the court to hear and determine the 
case. 

(209) Spe. 8. Registered electors before January, 1898, remain so— 
Establishment of right to vote: All persons registered on or before 
January 1, 1898, shall remain during life qualified electors, unless 
afterwards disqualified by the provisions of the said constitution. The 
certificate of the clerk of the court, or of the secretary of state, that 
the name of any person appears on the books or records hereinbefore 
required to be filed in their respective offices by the boards of registra- 
tion shall be sufficient evidence to establish the right of such person 
to any subsequent registration and the franchise under the limitations 
imposed in the said constitution. 

210) Sec, 9. Board to judge the legal qualifications of applicants 
after January, 1898—Appeals: After the 1st of January, 1898, the 
board of registration to be appointed under section 8 of this chapter 
shall judge of the legal qualifications of all applicants for registration, 
From their decision appeals may be taken to the court of common 
pleas, or any judge thereof, and thence to the supreme court, and the 
mode of appeal shall be the same as prescribed in section 7, herein. 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, there is a provision there— 
and I hope those who criticize will remember this—that if a 
colored man or woman goes to the board of supervisors of 
registration in my State, and can qualify under the laws of my 
State, just as a white man has to do, just as a white woman 
to-day I am sorry to say ever consented to do, and that board of 
registration, composed of three men, declines to give that negro 
his registration certificate, he can appeal to either one of the 
circuit judges of the State, there being 14 of them; and on that 
appeal the circuit judge does not take the word of the super- 
visors of registration. He tries the case de novo, and he has 
the right to order that board of registration to enroll that 
colored man or colored woman as a registered voter: and I 
wish to call particular attention to the fact that that has been 
done in two or three instances in my State, and each time the 
circuit judge has decided in favor of the negro, and ordered 
that he be registered. Therefore, Mr. President, that question 
dees not bother us down in South Carolina. 

Just a word in reference to myself, for the benefit of some 
people who love to criticize. 

On January 13, 1928, I received a letter from the president 
of the State Agricultural and Mechanical College of South 
Carolina, which is located at Orangeburg, a college supported 
by the State of South Carolina for the education of negro boys 
and girls. We have a 3-mill tax levy provided for in our con- 
stitution, which is divided between the races, and the colored 
people receive their part of that money for the education of 
their children. Then we support this State institution for the 


edueation of colored boys and girls when they are able to reach 
that college. 

This professor, a colored man, in speaking of something that 
I did for this college, says: 
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Mr. President, on 
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i |Mr. WALSH] said, speaking to the Senator from Llinois 
Mr. DENEEN ]: 
Senator’s study of this matter will, of course, have apprised hin 
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the same date, 
Presiding 


On page 1594 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recor of 
the first column—I shall not read it all—the 
(Mr. WATERMAN in the chair) said: 


Does the Senat 


Othecel 
r from Connecticut ield to the Senator from 
tana? 

1 call attention, without reading and without having it re 
inted in the Recorp, te what ; there down t 
1e end of the first paragraph of the second column. 

When the State of South Carolins ratified the 
United States it this resolution: I read from a 
~ument from the Library of Congress, entitled “ Formutiol 
{ the Union” 


appears Trom 


Constitution 


the passed 


This convention doth also declar that no section ” paragraph of 


e sgnid Constitution warrants a construction that the States do not 

ain every power not expressly relinquished by them 

I do not know whether any other State in the Union, when 
t ratified this Constitution, put that in or passed a resolutior 
similar to that or not: but South Carolina adyvisedly put it 
in there. It was put in by the man, I believe, if the record 


is ever properly searched and the truth is told, who 
Constitution of the United States of America, and whose dra 
of it, when handed in, was finally accepted, and it is really 


the Constitution of this country to-day. 


wrote the 


I say, Mr. President, that under that section, as passed by 
hat convention in South Carolina, she had a right not only 
hen, but has a right now, to secede from the American Union 


her people in convention assembled so declared then or 
I 


should so declare now. 


We are no strangers to the American Union. The South 


built this Nation. Of that there can be no doubt. 

Kor 72 years—1789-1861—there were 15 Presidents of the United 
States and 9 were from the South In nearly every Cabinet of the 15 
l’residents the Attorney General was a southern man [hese 9 southern 
residents made such excellent ones that 5 of them were reelected and 


not one from the 6 remaining ones from the North was reelected 


lor 64 years the Chief Justices of the United States 
nen 
lhe obligations of the Nation to the 
Richard Henry Lee, of 


pendence, 
} 


South are great 


Virginia, offered the resolution of inde- 


wrote the Declaration of Independence 


George Washington established it. 


thomas Jefferson 


James Madison largely created the Constitution and was instrumental 
n having it ratified. 

John Marshall was Chief Justice 30 years 

These men, with Alexander Hamilton, may truly be called the founders 
of the American Nation. 

rhe South through Thomas Jefferson, of Virginia 
to the United States, 

rhe South through James K. Polk, of Tennessee, added Texas 
l’acific slope to the United States, 

rhe South through Andrew ‘nnessee, added Ala 

The South throuch Territory Northwest of the 
Ohio River—Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and a part of Minnesota 
to the United States. 

The South through 
Yellowstone country and great 

Through Georgia, Alabama 
Covernment. 

The South through 


caused Mexico to yield, 


vided the Louisiana 


million miles of territory 


l’urchase 
ind the 
Johnson, of ska. 


Virginia gave the 


and Clarke, of Virginia 
West 


ind Mississippi were added to the 


Lewis opened up the 


Federal 


Taylor and Scott, of Kentucky and Virginia, 
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In the Spanish-American War G Toe Whee fr A ima, W 
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Hobson, of Alabama pl ex ted 
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i ™ serves recognit 1 by the Na 
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non Sout cs to tl Z 10m fl n 

In th ite World War it was s the trooms th } ke 
the Hindenburg line 

Mr. BRUCE Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
for a moment? 

Mr. BLEASE 

Mr. BRUCE. 1 of Torget Fr mart of the 
force that broke le Wis mposed of New 
York troops 

Mr. BLEASE I was just going to with the 


‘ xcepti mn 


of course, of the few troops trom the State of New York 
and I hope I may not be out of place in saving that possibly 
if the southerners hud not been there, the New Yorkers miglit 
not have stayed 

Mr. President, some time back I inseried an article in the 


Recorp. | 
as a yurt of my speech. and as 
read it, I ask 


Kecorp, to have it printed 


vould like to have that article inserted at this place 
would take 2) or OO 


soOlne 


minutes to permission, as it is already in the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection 
There being no objection, the natter was ordered » in 
printed in the Recorp, as follow 
ES I Db \ \ 
. ‘ na OWT! 1 en yho ral re 
d mitrol tl Demo ic Par I 1 genuine lo 
ind x i I nn t ~ } +} © i 
wl I vo uN } iin for themselves or r indid 
t e Pr i the Ur Ll State yy their prese 
i ‘ ler ! 1 t tha l this Na Vth 
ha le ssibl Ww t it And what vi 
(God's or man’s could indu mel speak so ‘ ptuou 
do of tha sectio ot i on ountry hat reci thie Rey 
tionary War and built here a Governme! which has raised tl stand 
‘ as I h iba he i I ’ ] | i I ‘ . \ i 
es i he I | vi th vho ' ] I l i 
| th I) mer Part : I ciat oO putrio , 
rw Repub! tl i meng peop mus ‘ 
ana | t 
l tal o l t if a t ir r h oO 
t emind ‘ rf } fa ilthough to iew ull the 
ifs f he southern patri vd itesmen l yuir 
l n than one could rehears 1 yl ecom lious to those 
n n s¥iopath with them 
I “ of all. it was the f bl lon of Sonth ¢ rolina nal Gee in 
first wrot >» the trong V ginia Color Leg ire, or house o 
YesSSOS ggesting the illir of th Ii ‘ l ital Congress toe 
id Colon togeth for he n il tection against 1 
‘ i t of the power of the tyrannical foreign monarchy that thet 
] 1 them subject to his own: s Pat Ilenry the ning 
t h « human 1 t 1 Virginian, wl lighted the flames « the 
Revolutionary War, and he was the first commander of t \merican 
Arn which he organized and mobilized.on the James River near 
Williamsburg. until George Washington was placed in command in his 
stead by the combined Colonies: and wha need is there of relating 
with what glory and valor the South participated in that frightful 
war and what portion of the victories they achieved It will be int 
esting to relate that one event of that awful conflict might be sufficient 


rehearsal here to fix the greatness of her sons in yvour minds: I refer 
to the Battle of Kings Mountain, of which Senator John W. Daniel. of 
Virginia, said in his one-hundredth anniversary oration at the base of the 
mountain in 1880, “ [t is indeed a mountain which kings may well remem 


ber.” In thaf period of our struggle for independence Flor and Geo 





1d gone down under 1¢ merciless onslanuchts of the conqueror: G 


battlh 


neral 


Washington, his men <hausted from campaign and and his 


uuthern troops laid beneath the sod from death due to affliction and 
the rigors of that awful winter at Valley Forge, were on the verge of 
neral collaps ind the British knew of his condition On December 
“6. 1779, Sir Henry Clinton, the British commander in chief. set out 
from London with 8,500 new troops for the strengthening of the forces 


atrendy on this continent: on May 12 General Lincoln. who had been 

nd to General Gates at Saratoga and now in command at Charleston 
was beleaguered ind after desperate resistance surrendered the fort 
with 5,000 men, shipping, stores, artillery, and arms, and then it seemed 
that the heel of the conqueror had fastened a death grind on the necks 
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of the colonists, for there was nowhere now for succor to come from, 
so it seemed, But they had failed to take note of the faet that the 
Presbyterians who had fled from the British Isles in search of religious 
liberty had taken up their homes in the valleys of southwestern Virginia 
and upper east Tennessee and northwestern North Carolina. 

To these liberty-yearning people the word went out from the British 
commander, Ferguson, who had taken up his quarters on Kings Moun- 
luin, from which he boasted that “All the rebels this side of hell can 
not dislodge me"; those patriots from beyond the mountains quickly 
met and marched through the mountains, living on parched corn, to 
North Carolina, where they were joined by the little company of 70 
North Carolina troops, who were standing guard of their homes, and 
under forced march arrived at Cowpens, 8. C., where the remaining 200 
South Carolina troops from the heroic colony, already bled white from 
fighting, joined them on October 6, and on the morning of October 7 
they set out and in four columns advanced up the four sides of that 
mountain, with the result that only the runner talebearer of the 
British escaped to warn his fellow soldiers farther to the north, while 
these southern heroes rolled the tide of the Revolution back to York- 
town. Of the resu't of this battle Senator Daniel, in his above- 
mentioned oration, said : 

“As the victory of Moultrie at the palmetto fort was the early 
morning star, so Yorktown was the glorious and undimmed sunrise of 
American independence ; and so Kings Mountain came like 9 vivid flash 
from the storm clouds of expiring night, dazzling darkered eyes with 
lambent light that played around this hoary crest, the patriots’ eyes 
caught in prophetic vision an inspiring glimpse of Morgan and his men 
emerging through the smoke of Cowpens upon the heels of the flying 
Tarleton; beheld Cornwallis retreating before Greene after the dreadful 
carnage of Guilford, while at the close of the vista rose up in luminous 
splendor that grand historic picture which marks the dawn of a new 
era in the history of mankind, the sword of the conquered conqueror 
presented humbly to ‘the Father of his Country,’ while the standard of 
France and the flag of the great Republic floated in mingled glory over 
the ramparts of Yorktown.” 

Who was it but the southern colonies that in the constitutional 
conventions defeated the effort to make the new Government a limited 
monarchy, or a republican form of government in which the Chief 
Executive and the Senate would be elected for life; who but the 
southern delegates, led by Patrick Henry, saved to the people that 
glorious heritage, State rights, and had incorporated into the Con- 
stitution the Virginia Bill of Rights, which saved to the people the 
right of trial by jury among their own people, the writ of habeas 
corpus, the freedom of speech, freedom of the press, and the right to 
worship God according to the dictates of one’s own conscience? 

It was also Patrick Henry, as first Governor of Virginia, who or- 
ganized the counties of Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio in the northwest ter- 
ritory of Virginia, and on the 3d day of May, 1784, the Virginia General 
Assembly ceded these three counties to the Federal Union with the 
stipulation that they should become three independent States. These 
negotiations were bandled between the State and the Federal Govern- 
ment by James Monree, Thomas Jefferson, Samuel Hardy, and Arthur 
Lee; this same Virginia gave also its right to the Territory of Tennes- 
see®and Kentucky and West Virginia to the Federal Government that 
this territory might become separate States in the Union; it was the 
South and southern statesmen that were, with their means and brawn, 
building the great seat of government at Washington when the British 
invaded our country in 1812, and, although we had a treaty of peace 
with the British, they destroyed our little Army and Navy at Baltimore 
and Bladensburg Road, drove President Madison and his wife from the 
seat of government, applied the torch first to the Library of Congress, 
then in the Capitol, then to the White House, after gorging themselves 
with what they found in it; sacked and burned the Treasury and the 
plant of the only newspaper of importance; sailed down the Potomac, 
bombarding Alexandria, and then into the open sea, which they had 
cleared of our ships, and on to New Orleans, where they encountered 
Andrew Jackson, born on the soil of South Carolina, and his southern 
troops, and the historian Parton tells the story that of the British dead 
on the field 8O per cent were shot between the eyes, and their com- 
mander, Pakenham, taken dead from the field, was pickled in rum and 
shipped to his brother-in-law, the Duke of Wellington, who received it 
on the eve of the Battle of Waterloo. And soon after this battle and as 
a sequel to it Florida came into the possession of the United States as a 
part of our national domain through the campaign of Jackson and the 
diplomacy of John C. Calhoun, of South Carolina, the two outstanding 
figures in history of their day, and Jackson organized the first Terri- 
torial government over it and prepared it to be converted into a State. 
Of its acquisition and the part he played in it John C. Calboun, upon 
retiring from the portfolio of Secretary of War in the Cabinet of Presi- 
dent Monroe, in an address to the people of South Carolina, replying to 
the attacks of Benton on him for the part he had had in this bit of 
statecraft, said: 

“Although the youngest of Monroe's six Cabinet members, I Lave been 
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I have said it is a good treaty, not without due reflection. We acquired 
much by it; it gave us Florida, an acquisition not only important in 
itself but also in reference to the whole southwestern frontier. There 
was, at that time, four powerful tribes of Indians, two of whom the 
Creeks and Choctaws, were contiguous to Florida, and the two others, 
the Chickasaws and Cherokees, were adjoining. They were the most 
numerous and powerful tribes in the United States, and from their 
position were exposed to be acted on and excited against us from 
florida. It was important that this state of things should terminate, 
which could only be done by the obtaining of Florida. But there were 
other and powerful considerations for the acquisition. We had a short 
time before extinguished the Indian title to large tracts of country in 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Georgia lying upon streams and rivers which 
passed through Florida to the Gulf—lands in a great measure valucless 
without the right to navigate those streams to their mouths. The 
acquisition of Florida gave us this right and enabled us to bring into 
successful cultivation a great extent of fertile lands which have added 
much to the increased production of the great staple, cotton. It also 
terminates a very troublesome dispute with Spain growing out of the 
eapture of St. Marks and Pensacola by General Jackson in the Seminole 
War, and finally it perfected our title to Oregon by ceding to us whatever 
right Spain had to that territory.” 

It was John C. Calhoun, as chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives in Washington in 1812, who 
forced on Congress the resolution declaring war on Great Britain 
because they were raiding and destroying our ships on the high seas, 
and carrying our seamen away as prisoners into foreign dungeons or 
putting them to death when captured in their avocation beyond the 
protection of their own country, and Calhoun also wrote his philosophy 
of government into books which form bright jewels in our libraries and 
schools of political economy. 

Was it not Thomas Jefferson, a southern man and the original organ- 
izer of the Democratic Party, who negotiated the Louisiana Purchase 
and added to our domain that vast stretch of valley and prairie land in 
the world now formed into mighty States with cities teeming with a 
mighty and independent population? Was it not James K. Polk, a 
southern man born on the soil of North Carolina, who added all that 
vast domain of the Southwest and Pacific coast and the Rocky Moun- 
tains, and Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, te our public demain to 
become great and immensely wealthy States of the Republic? Of this 
territory the great Democratic orator from Indiana, Daniel Voorhees, 
once said in a speech in the Senate, “It embraces more gold and silver 
than is contained in all the world besides.” VPolk’s enemies charged 
that he was turning the Republic into an empire by this act and that 
the people would thereby lose their liberties, but the same flag floats 
over them to-day that floats from the Capitol at Washington, and their 
people enjoy the same liberty and protection of government as do the 
people of New York or Pennsylvania. And it was Sam Houston, the 
boy house carpenter from Virginia, whose journeys into the Southwest 
placed him in command of the army of patriots, battling against 
marauders and alien enemies who were seeking to make our Govern- 
ment a failure and to turn us back to the tyrants of Europe, and after 
that glorious victory in war and the more glorious achievements in 
setting up and governing the Republic of Texas brought it into our 
dominion to add the States of Texas, part of New Mexico, part of 
Oklahoma, and part of Colorado and Wyoming to our Republic. And 
Houston, after he had twice served as President of that short-lived but 
glorious Republic and was in the United States Senate from Texas, 
refused to allow interests he thought not best for the future safety of 
the Republic of the United States to put his name forward for the 
Democratic nomination for President when he might have had the 
nomination by consenting to accept it. And after this vast domain was 
added to our Republic, extending its borders to the shores of the farthest 
ocean and lifting its greatness to the heights of glory never before 
known among men and conducted it without the breath of scandal ever 
being breathed against it; and it was a Democrat in Congress, Andrew 
Johnson, born in North Carolina and without a home of his own, who 
was the father of our homestead laws which gave all that vast domain 
acquired by southern statesmen as homes for the people, an administra- 
tion of equal justice in government that was only attempted once before 
in history, that being in Rome during the administration of Julius 
Cesar and Mark Antony and his brother Lucius Antony and for which 
the conspiracy against their lives was hatched. 

With this glorious record of southern Democracy in building and 
conducting this Republic to such exalted heights, why should we allow 
it now to be dragged into the dirt to satisfy the vain desires of seme 
eandidate for office who has no sympathy for the people who made it 
or for the party whose political faith he professes only to gain his 
ends and gratify the gall of his backers? 

If you turn to the sentimental aspect which our gallant and glorious 
Southland has added to this Republic, you have only to stand at 
attention when a band plays our national anthem, the Star-Spangled 
Banner, written by a southern man on the greasy paper which had 

| been wrapped around the coarse food that was brought him to eat while 


attributed by Benton of being the author of the Florida treaty, the | he was imprisoned in the hold of a British warship that was bem- 


acguisition of which territory he sees as a disaster to the Republic, 


barding Fort McHenry in Chesapeake Bay. 
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When evil days came upon the Republic, and with them graft and 
scandal and outrages of justice and lowering of the standards of 
reatness and duties of government, was it not our Southland which 
rave to the world the martial air Dixie and the gallantry and bravery 
of the Confederate soldier? The escutcheon of the Southern Con 

racy is adorned with more illustrious names in proportion to the 

ration of its existence than ever graced the pages of history of any 

nment that ever existed Of the Confederate nation Senator John 

” Daniel, of Virginia, in an oration before the annual reunion of 
ifederate veterans at New Orleans in 1892 said: 

There was no Confederate before 1861 and there were none after 

65. The Confederacy marked its boundaries with the bayonet; it 
flashed into the family of nations like a sword from its scabbard; it 

vished from the family of nations like a sword into its scabbard. 

birth was registered and its epitaph written in the blood of the 

“ave it was born, it lived, it died amid the roll of drum and the 

st of the bugle, the rattle of musketry, and the thunder of cannon. 

constitution was dissolved in the flames of war; its flag fell to rise 
its institutions perished.” 

rhe sons and grandsons of the Revolutionary War and the Mexican 
Var—the Confederate soldiers 
dvocated by man; the 
ey best saw fit 


»y more; 


fought for the greatest principles ever 
right of the States to govern themselves as 
They whose forefathers had made America possible ; 
upon the foundation which they laid the present great United 
States of America is built. When they returned to their homes from 
t is called the Civil War (God only knows how anybody could 

il a war civil, yet it seems that that has been adopted and I have 
used it, not that I indorse it, but to express certain ideas) they were 
without money; their property gone; their servants all set free; no 
mules; no horses; no cows; no hogs; even the sheep and goats gone; 
their barren land, which had laid in waste for four long years many 
of the loved ones which they had left at home sleeping in the silent 
grave yards. Any other race of people would have been heartbroken, 
iscouraged, possibly have gone as emigrants to another country more 
prosperous to look for something to eat and for happiness; but no, 
they spurned it and like the men they were, they went into their 
own homes, some of them pulled a plow while the good wife held it 
to plant the seed for sustenance for the body; and in the late hours 
of the night the good housewife would sit and sew that she and he 
might have eloth in such shape as to hide their nakedness; they 
went to work; they went to their churches on Sunday and worshiped 
their God and asked for His assistance. I say to you, my fellow 
citizens, that they Avere the builders of this Nation and they should 
demand the right to say what this Nation stands for and what its 
principles should be. They met the deadliest foes ever known to 
man, the carpetbagger, the scalawag, the thief, the robber, yea, more 
than that, the black faces that had been their servants, which God 
had not made their equal and who will never be their equal or their 
associates, They proved that they could not be treated thus for they 
threw off that yoke of thraldom and oppression. I repeat that no 
other people on earth would have done that or could have done it 
and I repeat that we are the backbone of the American Nation and if 
you take the South out of the American Nation to-day she would 
perish like Rome and Carthage and the other countries that are 
known now only in the dim pencillings of history. Then, why should 
we not demand our rights? Why should we not stand in the Demo- 
cratic convention and say that “This is what we want and by the 
Eternal God we shall have it.” 

And in the Spanish-American War the South sent her troops and 
stood ready with every man, woman, and child within her borders to 
defend the United States and her people, and did gallant service when 
called upon. 


u 


If you look to our aid to humanity you will notice that it is the 
cotton of Dixie that clothes the naked and furnishes beds for the tired 
workman to rest upon from his toil; it furnishes the swaddling cloth 
which wraps the babe when it is born into the world, and it furnishes 
the winding sheet for old age when it quits the walks of life; it fui 
nishes the sails for the ships which sail the Seven Seas and rope to 
hang traitors in all parts of the world; it makes life more comfortable 
for the rich and th* poor, and it shelters the soldiers on the fleld and 
in the camp when war devastates the land; it is made into belts to 
drive your machinery in your factories. In fact, there is no other one 
article of production on which our civilization so much depends as it 
does on cotton. 





And if you look still for bravery on the field of battle, I will remind 
you that it was the Thirtieth Division, composed of troops from South 
Carolina, North Caroliva, and Tennessee which broke the Hindenburg 
line and sent William II into his present retreat at Doorn, where he 
afterwards furnished some enlightening interviews in one of which he 
expressed his view that Dixie was the greatest martial air that was 
ever written, and on that opinion I think he was qualified then to 
speak as an authority. 

And yet there are Democrats to-day, so called, who are cursing the 
South. Adherents of some of the candidates for the Presidency have 
been condemning the South for doing things they do not approve of 
Let me tell you that the South made this country and handled it for 
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40 years without a blot on its esentcheon No charges of graft or 
corruption l repeat, let the personal msequences be what they may, 
I favor the southern delegates to the next Democratic National Con- 


vention standing up in the 





convention and demanding to be repre- 
sented and demanding that what they favor be written in the platform 
of the party, and if the two-thirds rule be abolished and their de- 
mands are not convention 
and hold a Simon-pure Democratic convention and invite all of the 


citizens of the United States of America to join them in the election 


agreed to, that they withdraw from tha 


of their nominees; and not allow mugwumps and camouflaged so-called 
Democrats to control the Democratic convertion; men who do net want 
the Democrats to succeed, but want both Democratic and Republican 
candidates from their own crowd, so it matters not which gets in, they 
wil nd the people lose As I suggest, if anyone is io bol let it be 
them and not us Why let delegates from States that never have and 


never will give the Democrats an electoral vote name whom we she 





vote for and what issues we shall advocate? 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I also want to quote from The 
American Commonwealth, by Mr. Bryce, abridged edition of 
1899, page 276. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to he 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

In a markable letter written to Mr. Hodges (4th April, 1864) Presi 
dent Lincoln said: 

*My oath to pres 


rve the Constitution imposed upon me the duty of 
preserving by every indispensable means that Government, that Nation, 
of which the Constitution was the organic law. Was it possible t 
lose the Nation and yet preserve the Constitution? By general law 
life and limb must be protected, yet often a limb must be amputated to 
save a life, but a life is never wisely given to save a limb I felt 
that measures, otherwise unconstitutional, might become lawful by be- 
coming indispensable for the preservation of the Constitution through 
the preservation of the Nation Right or wrong, I assume this ground, 
and now avow it. I could not feel that to the best of my ability I 
had even tried to preserve the Constitution, if, to save siavery or any 
minor matter, I should permit the wreck of Government, country, and 
Constitution altogether.” 

Such as expenditure of vast sums on “internal improvements” and 
the assumptions of wide powers over internal communications 

“Truth of War Conspiracy in 1861,” by Hl. W. Johnson, proves that 
Mr. Lincoln violated an armistice when he clandestinely sent reinforce- 
ments to Fort Sumter in April, 1861. In July, 1861, Mr. Lincoln 
asked Congress to adopt the resolution, as follows: 

“ Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled, That all the extraordinary acts, 
proclamations, and orders hereinbefore mentioned be, and the same are 
hereby, approved and declared to be in all respects legal and valid to the 
same, and with the same effect as if they had been issued and done 
under the previous express authority and direction of the Congress. of 
the United States.” 

Congress adjourned without considering the resolution. He used mill- 
tary (the limb) provided by the people to proteet the Constitution 
(organic law) contrary to bis oath, and overrode the Constitution (life) 
by using military dictatorially. His acknowledgments are “I felt that 
measures otherwise unconstitutional,” and his application to Congress 
to sanction his acts in resolution shown above 
ambiguous! 


Contradictory and 
Congressman Lincoln on the 18th of January, 1848, said 

“Any people anywhere, being inclined and having the power, have 
the right to rise up and shake off the existing Government and ferm 
a new one that suits them better This is a most valuable, a most 
sacred right—a right which we hope and believe is to liberate the 
world Nor is this right confined to cases in which the whole people 
of an existing government may choose to exercise it. Any portion of 
such people that can may revolutionize and make so much of their own 


territory as they inhabit. More than this, a majority of any portion of 


uch people may revolutionize, putting down a minority intermingled 
or near about them who may oppose their movements.” 
How many people revolutionize and change a government without 


seceding from the former government? Was not that a good secession 
remark? (See CONGRESSIONAL Recorpb or the Globe.) 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I also wish to print from The 
Confederate Cause and Conduct in the War Between the States 
by MeGuire and Christian, and also Messages and Papers of the 
President, copyrighted by James D. Richardson in 1897, Mr. 
Lincoln's message to Congress of December 13, 1863, page 
3389. I ask to have these printed, because I do not care to 
take the time of the Senate to read them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE CONFEDERATE CAUSE AND CONDUCT IN THE WAR BETWEEN THE STATES 
(By McGuire and Christian, pp. 13, 14) 
After the failure of the “ peace conference” inaugurated by Vir 


ginia in her most earnest effort to prevent war between the seclions, 
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and during the sessions of the Virginia conventions, that body deter- 
mined to send commissioners to Washington to ascertain, if possible, 
what course Mr, Lincoln intended to pursue toward the secefled States, 
since it was Impossible to determine this course from the ambiguous 
jangnage employed in his inaugural address. These commissioners, the 
ifon, William Ballard Preston, Alexander H. H. Stuart, and George W. 
Randolph went to Washington and had an interview with Mr. Lincoln, 
and an account of that interview will be found in the first volume 
Southern Historical Papers at page 443. At page 452 Mr. Stuart 
says, “I remember that he [Lincoln] used this homely expression, ‘ If 
1 do that [recognize the Southern Confederacy] what will become of 
my revenue? I might as well shut up housekeeping at once.’” “ But,” 
says Mr. Stuart, “his declarations were distinctly pacific, and he ex- 
pressly disclaimed all purposes of war.” 

Mr. Seward, the Secretary of State, and Mr. Bates, the Attorney 
General, also gave Mr. Stuart the same assurances of peace. That 
night the commissioners returned to Richmond, and the same train on 
which they traveled brought Mr, Lincoln's proclamation calling for 
75,000 men to wage war of coercion against the Southern States. 

“This proclamation,” says Mr, Stuart, “ was carefully withheld from 
us, although it was in print, and we knew nothing of it until Monday 
morning when it appeared in the Richmond papers. When I saw it at 
breakfast, I thought it must be a mischievous hoax, for I could not 
believe Lincoln guilty of such duplicity.. This proclamation is now 
conceded by nearly all northern writers to be a virtual declaration of 
war, which Congress alone has the power to declare. And yet Mr. 
T.incoln in violation of the Constitution and of his oath did all these 
things before Congress was allowed to assemble on the 4th of July, 
1861. It is shown above that Mr. Lincoln submitted a resolution to 
Congress asking that his “extraordinary acts” be legalized, but Con- 
gress adjourned without acting upon the resolution. However, Mr. 
Lineoln continued his usurpation of authority to wage war. 

Mr. Lincoln was Commander in Chief of the Army of the United 
States aud took oath to observe the following laws concerning property, 
as understood and stated by General McClellan: “In prosecuting the 
war all private property and unarmed persons should be strictly pro- 
tected, subject only to the necessity of military operations. All prop- 
erty taken for military use should be paid or receipted for, pillage and 
waste should be treated as high crimes, and all unnecessary trespass 
sternly prohibited, and offensive demeanor by military toward citizens 
prompily rebuked,” 

(Page 16) 

“And yet within two weeks from that time the Federal Secretary of 
War, by order of Mr. Lincoln, issned an order to the military com- 
manders in Virginia, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas directing them to seize and 
use any property belonging to the inhabitants of the Confederacy 
which might be necessary or convenient for their several commands, and 
no provision was made for any compensation to owners of private prop- 
erty thus directed to be seized and appropriated.” 

The following is the report of General Sherman after his march 
through Georgia: “ We consumed the corn and fodder in the region of 
country 30 miles on either side of a line from Atlanta to Savannah ; 
also sweet potatoes, hogs, sheep, and poultry, and carried off more than 
10,000 horses and mules; estimate the damage to the State of Georgia 
at $100,000,000, at least twenty millions of which inured to our benefit, 
and the remainder was simply waste and destruction.” 

General Halleck, Mr. Lincoln's Chief of Staff, wrote to General 
Sherman on December 18, 1865, as follows: “Should you capture 
Charleston, I hope that by some accident it may be destroyed; and if a 
little salt should be thrown upon its site it may prevent the future 
growth of nullification and secession.” To which General Sherman 
replied, 18th of same month: “I will bear in mind your hint as to 
Charleston, and do not think that salt will be necessary,” indicating, 
by writing, destruction of the place. 

(Messages and Papers by the Presidents, copyright by James D. 

Richardson, 1897) 
MR. LINCOLN’S MESSAGER TO CONGRESS, DECEMBER 13, 1863 
(Page 3389) 

“According to our political system, as a matter of civil administra- 
tion, the general Government had no lawful power to effect emancipa- 
tion in apy State, and for a long time it had been hoped that the 
rebellion could be suppressed without resorting to it as a military 
measure.” However, on same page is stated he enticed 100,000 slaves 
from the South, enlisted them in his Army, and returned them South 
te murder their former owners. Northerners sold those slaves to 
southerners, and were never honest enough to return the purchase 
money. If those negroes had gained southern territory, what would 
they have done to old men, women, and children under influence of 
hating northerners? Was not Mr. Lincoln an insurrectionist? Other 
instances in that direction may be cited. 

PRESIDENT JONNSON'’S ANNUAL ADDRESS, DECEMBER 4, 1865 
(Page 3556) 

The next step which I have taken to restore the constitutional re- 

lations of the States has been an invitation to them to participate in 
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the high office of amending the Constitution. Every patriot must wish 
for a general amnesty at the earliest epoch consistent with public 
safety. For this great end there is need of a concurrence of all 
opinions and spirit of mutual conciliation. All parties in this late 
conflict must work together in harmony. It is not too much to ask 
in the name of the whole people, that on the one side the plan of 
restoration shall proceed in conformity with willingness to cast the 
disorders of the past into oblivion, and that the other evidences of 
Sincerity in the maintenance of the Union shall be beyond any doubt 
of the proposed amendment to the Constitution which provides for the 
abolition of slavery forever within the limits of our country. So 
long as the adoption is delayed, so long will doubt and jealousy and 
uncertainty prevail. This is the measure which will efface the sad 
memory of the past; this is the measure which will most certainly 
cali population and capital and security to the parts of the Union 
that needs it most. Indeed, it is not too much to ask of the States 
which are now resuming their places in the family of the Union to 
give this pledge of perpetual loyalty and peace. Until this is done, 
the past, however much we may desire it, will not be forgotten. ‘The 
adoption of the amendment reunites us beyond all power of disrup- 
tion; it heals the wound that still is imperfectly closed; it removes 
Slavery, the element which has so long perplexed and divided the 
country; it makes of us once more a united people, renewed and 
strengthened, bound more than ever to mutual affection and support. 


(Page 3570) 


Mr. Johnson said, December 18, 1865: 

“The people of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Tennessee have reorganized their 
respective State governments and are yielding obedience to the laws of 
the United States. The proposed amendment to the Constitution pro- 
viding for the abolition of slavery forever within the limits of the 
country, bas been ratified by each one of those States.” 

If Mr. Lincoln’s emancipation proclamation was not in violation of 
his constitutional oath, why necessity for the thirteenth amendment? 
Rolshevists and Reds from the North, also Congressmen, by oppression, 
forced that amendment by Southern States, 


Mr. BLEASE. I also ask, in order to save time, for leave to 
insert an extract from the history of J. L. M. Curry, pages 202, 
207, 208, 211, 213, 217, 229, and 242, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


New York more explicitly said: “ That the powers of government may 
be reassumed by the people whenever it should become necessary to their 
happiness; that every power, jurisdiction, and right which is not by 
the said Constitution clearly delegated to the Congress of the United 
States or the departments of the Government thereof remains to the 
people of the several States or to their respective State governments, to 
whom they may have granted the same; and that those clauses in the 
said Constitution which declares that Congress should not have or 
exercise certain powers do not imply that Congress is entitled to any 
powers not given by the said Constitution, but such clauses are to be 
construed either as exceptions to certain specified powers or as inserted 
merely for greater caution.” Rhode Island lingered until 1790, and 
then adopted the cautious phraseology of New York, specifying certain 
rights and declaring that they shall not be abridged or violated, and 
that the proposed amendments would speedily become a part of the Con- 
stitution, gave her assent to the compact, but declared that “ the powers 
of government may be reassumed by the people whenever it shall become 
necessary to their happiness.” (5 Bureau of Rolls, 140-145, 190, 191, 
311.) 

WHY THE SOUTH RESISTED FEDERAL ENCROACHMENTS 


It can now clearly be seen why the South, being a minority section, 
with agriculture as the chief occupation, and with the pecullar institu- 
tion of African slavery fastened on her by old England and New Eng- 
land, adhered to the State rights, or Jeffersonian, school of politics. 
Those doctrines contain the only principles or policy truly conservative 
of the Constitution. Apart from them, checks and limitations are of 
little avail, and the Federal Government can increase its powers in- 
definitely, Without some adequate restraint or interposition, the whole 
character of the Government is changed and forms, if retained, will be, 
as they have been in other countries, merely the disguises for accom- 
plishing what selfishness er ambition may dictate. The truest friends 
of the Republic have been those who have insisted upon obedience to 
constitutional requirements. The real emenies, the true disunionists, 
have been those who, under the disguise of a deceptive name, have 
perverted the name and true functions of the Government and have 
usurped for selfish or partisan ends, or at the demand of crazy fanati- 
cism, powers which States never surrendered. 

Those who contend most strenuously for the rights of the States and 
for a strict construction of the Constitution are the genuine lovers and 
friends of the Union. ‘Their principles conserve law, good order, justice, 
established authority; and their unselfish purpose has been to preserve 
and transmit our free institutions as they came from the fathers, sin- 
cerely believing that their course and doctrines were necessary to 


é 
& 
MS 
: 














CONGRESSIONAL 


reserve for them and posterity the blessings of good government. T 
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Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I also desire to call attention 
to the fact that not only those whom I have already mentioned, 
but other great southerners have done a great work for this 
ountry. I wish I could refer particularly to one as a south 
erner, but who was elected from the State of New Jersey. That 
s as far as I shall comment Others may accept him as a 
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southerner and give him credit sach as they think he deserves, | 


which possibly I might not. 

On the 19th of this month in the South—and I am speaking 
particularly for my own State-—bells were rung in the churches 
and in the city halls, meetings were held in schoolhouses, in 
, in libraries, courthouses, and other places, and 
addresses were made by some of our most distinguished people 
in honor of that matchless leader, Robert E,. Lee, and in honor 
of the men who some people say were technically guilty of 
treason. I want to read a few of the names of those who were 
technically guilty of treason, 


social clubrooms 


The first one is that of Wade Hampton, who sat in this} 


Chamber after he had redeemed, through his leadership, the 
State of South Carolina from the dirtiest, meanest, vilest, most 
corrupt set of thieves, backed by negro ex-slaves, that ever dis 
graced any State in the American Union. They were camp fol- 
lowers of Sherman's army, the man to whom Halleck said, in 
writing to him, “Il hope that when you reach South Carolina 
you will remember Charleston and the balance of that State, 
and use a little salt, if necessary.” Sherman sent him word 


back that he need not be uneasy. Yes, but God knows the} 


women and children of South Carolina were uneasy when his 
dirty, cowardly assassins set fire to our homes, robbed our 
women and children, snatched off of their hands and off of 
their necks the jewelry they had on, and in some instances did 
worse; I will not say what, with these ladies in this gallery. 
That is the crowd Wade Hampton drove out of South Caro- 
lina. That is the crowd from which Wade Hampton and his 
followers restored to the United States a State and a people 
brave, honest, and independent, and to-day, if you were to start 
a search for pure, unmixed American blood, you would find 


more of it in the State of South Carolina than in any other | 


State in the American Union. 
Matthew C. Butler sat in this Hall for a long time; and 
right there, Mr. President, I want to correct a Senator who 


the other day, I know of course inadvertently, referred to the | 


Butler case. Butler was never voted on because he was a 
Confederate soldier. That question was not raised in the 
Butler case, and if you will turn to page 637, Senate Documents, 
volume 3, Fifty-eighth Congress, special session, 1903, you will 
find the case of David T. Corbin against Matthew C. Butler. 


That case was where the Republicans—and when I say “ Re- | 


publicans,” I hesitate to use the word. When I come here and 


see what the Republican Party in this Senate is composed of, | 


and think about that crowd, I really think I do the present- 
day Republican Party an injustice in calling that crowd, whose 


very existence was a stench in the nostrils of decent people, | 


by the name “ Republican.” 

in South Carolina there were supposed to be two houses of the 
legislature. One was called the Mackey house, composed of 
negroes and scalawags. I think possibly there were a few 
renegades, the lowest type of humanity, native South Caro- 
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| inians, in that body. The other was called the Wallace house, 
} 


2005 


presided over by that distinguished jurist, William H. Wallace, 
f South Carolina 


They wrangled for quite some time as to which was the 


hous o be recognized Finally, when the Federal troops were 
|; taken out ¢ the State and withdrawn, the Wallace house elected 
Matthew ¢ Butler to the United States Senate He had been 
a ge al in the Confederate Army and a gallant one, as any 
n who was there will testify 
rhe question in this body was not whether Gener: 


ad been a+Confederate soldier or not; not whether | 
technically guilty of treason or not he question was, Did the 
vn as the Wallace house have the right and the 
power to appoint or elect a Senato1 The United States Senate 
seated Butler, not on account of, nor did they take into con- 
sideration the question of, the Civil War; but they decided that 
he was entitled to his seat. If for no other reason than that 
I would have voted and expect to vote to seat WILLIAM 8S. V ARE 
in this body because it was Don Cameron, of Pennsylvania, 
who, by his influence, turned the tide in favor of South Carolina 
then, and so far as I know she has never proven to be ungrateful 
up to this time 

Then as generals we had in that war Joseph B. Kershaw; 
Micah Jenkins; Maxcy Gregg; Richard H. Auderson; Johnson 

Hagood; Ellison Capers, a general in that war who afterwards 

became bishop of the Episcopal Church of South Carolina, one 
| of the finest, one of the truest, one of the most capable men 
that God ever put breath in the body of: Roswell S. Ripley; 
M. L. Burham; Bernard E. Lee; N. G. Evans; Samuel Me- 
( in; Benjamin Huger; and others—thousands as brave and 
true who served as officers and in the ranks as privates. Any 
inahn who says those men were technically guilty of treason, 
knowing what the southern people have done for this Nation 
and in the building of it, does not know what he is talking 
abi ut, 

Oh, somebody said Congress said they were technically guilty 
of treason. Somebody said the courts said they were techni- 
cally guilty of treason. I have no respect for the Congress that 
|} said it and no respect for any court that delivered any such 
opinion. If that be treason or technical treason, then as 
Patrick Henry said, “ make the most of it.” 
| Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Barktey in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carovina yield to the Senator 
from Maryland? 

Mr. BLEASE. I yield. 

Mr. BRUCE. Did the Senator ever hear the tribute paid by 
a colored man to Bishop Polk, of whom he has just spoken? 
May I recall it? 

Mr. BLEASE. I am glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. BRUCE. I happen to be somewhat familiar with his 
career, and gladly subscribed to everything the Senator has 
said on that subject. 

Some years ago a gentleman told me this story about him. 
He said Bishop Polk was down in New Orleans on one occasion 
and a colored bootblack was blacking his shoes. The colored 
man addressed him as “ general.” sishop Polk, who is a superb 
looking man, a man of glorious features and figure, said, “I 
am not a general.” The colored bootblack addressed him a few 
moments later as “admiral.” Bishop Polk said, “I am not an 
admiral.’ Then the colored man said, “ Well, then, what is 
you?” Bishop Polk then said, “I am a bishop.” “ Well,” the 
colored bootblack said, “I knew whatever you was, you was at 
the top.” [{Laughter.] 
| Mr. BLEASE. I am obliged to the Senator. 
| Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous consent to have 

inserted in the Recorp an article from the Dorchester County 
| (S. ©.) Record of January 19, 1928, headed “ Lee’s birthday,” 
and also an article entitled “The voice of the peuple,” from 
the Richmond Times-Dispatch of December 29, 1927. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
| ordered. 

The articles are as follows: 


| {From the Dorchester County (S. C.) Record, January 19, 1928] 
LEE'S BIRTHDAY 

| lro-day is a day when the whole South should stop to pay considera- 
tion to the memory of one of the greatest and best men that ever 
biessed this world with the works and example of his life, and the 

| whole world might well do likewise. It is the anniversary of the birth 

| of Robert E. Lee, “ Marse Robert,” as he was affectionately calied by the 
men in gray whom he so valiantly led in defense of their convictions as 
to their rights He is well worthy of memory as a soldier, one of the 

greatest that ever maneuvered armies and fought battles As a general 

there have been others with greater military genius. There are those 
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who elaim that distinction for Jackson, the two Johnstons, and Kirby 
Smith, who also wore the gray. But as a man, a clean, noble, high- 
minded man, he has few equals and no superiors. 

Far greater than his wonderful exploits on battle fields with out- 
numbered armies, whose equipment was also far beneath that of the 
foes they opposed, were his peace-time achievements. His work at 
Washington College, now appropriately bearing the names of the two 
great Virginians, Washington and Lee, stamps him as a man of supreme 
vision. Trained in a military school, West Point, he might not have 
been supposed to have been adequately equipped to be head of a civil 
college. Yet he visloned the educational needs of the prostrate South 
with keener and broader vision than those apparently better trained 
to head such colleges. He established the first school of journalism, 
because of the South’s supreme need of trained journalists to lead the 
work of rehabilitation, rather than the old school of controversial edi- 
torialists, who had used the papers of the South to inflame its passions 
and bring on that war in which Lee nobly did his duty, though he had 
wanted it averted. And also he established an engineering school, 
beeause of the South’s need of men equipped to take the lead in develop- 
ment of her resources, which had not been developed as they should 
have been before the war because of the easy life the institution of 
slavery permitted. And he made a law school where law was taught 
instead of its being read in the offices of lawyers. 

How great he was in defeat! How, quietly he turned aside the 
offer of a salary as president of an insurance company many, many 
times greater than the meager stipend that came to him as the head of 
a poor and struggling college. How fine his reason for declining that 
salary, that he had no knowledge of the business of insurance. And 
what quiet maniiness in his reply when told that others would do the 
work and he was wanted as president because of the business that 
would come because he was president, that his name was not for sale. 

And then, too, what more splendid than his refusal of an offer from 


his Eng'ish edmirers of an estate that would have supported him in 
ease and comfort, because acceptance of such an offer was incompati- 
ble with his self-respect and would have kept him from serving his 


country and his people as he wished to do. 

The explanation of Lee? He came of noble people. Blood will tell. 
His father was a great figure in the Revolution, and his mother a 
modern Cornelia, She largely raised him because of his father’s failing 
health. But the best explanation of Lee is his understanding and 
appreciation of duty, which he declared “the noblest word in the 
English language.” 

Anyone who has attended a military school knows what endless 
rules there are for governance of cadets, some of them seemingly quite 
“ footy and made only to be broken. Yet Lee was four years at West 
Point without one demerit mark, He broke no rule, no matter how 
silly or unimportant it seemed. Duty demanded they be obeyed and 
he obeyed them. He never went contrary to what he conceived to be 
duty. That West Point record best explains Lee. 





[From the Richmond Times-Dispatch, Thursday, December 29, 1927 
MORE ABOUT LINCOLN 


To Epitor or THE TIMES-DISPATCH. 

Sir: I hesitate to take up space in your paper by protracting the de- 
bate over Lincoln, but the letter of ‘“ Westerner” in your issue of 
December 283 is such an instance of the special pleading in which 
northern writers have indulged that an answer to him is, in a way, an 
answer to many others. 

Without inquiring into the accuracy of the statements of Mr. Easley, 
it is very clear that the intention of “ Westerner” is to absolve Lincoln 
from responsibility for the barbarous warfare of his odious lieutenants, 
Sheridan and Sherman. He assumes that because neither Sherman nor 
Sheridan gave Lincoln any account of their enormities that, therefore, 
he was ignorant of them, But, how absurd! These enormities con- 
tinued for weeks and months, and it is ridiculous to suppose that the 
President of the Northern States, with all the agencics at his disposal, 
could be uninformed of them, The newspapers both North and South 
were full of them, and President Davis’s protests against these outrages 
were well known. 

As a matter of fact, they were directly instigated by Lincoln. It is 
a well-known principle of the international law that no private property, 
even of an individual in arms, can be taken except from military neces- 
sities, and, if taken for that reason, should be paid for, and pillage and 
waste are strictly prohibited. This rule of justice and humanity was 
adopted in 1861 by the Federal Government for the government of its 
armies, and yet in July, 1862, before the war had lasted but little more 
than a year, Mr, Stanton, the Federal Secretary of War, by order of 
the President, authorized Federal commanders everywhere in the South 
to seize and use any private property which might be necessary for their 
military commands, and no provision whatever was made for compen- 
sation. From this order, of course, there was only one step to universal 
pillage and destruction, and in 1864 eastern Virginia was more com- 
pletely destroyed without orders from General Grant than the Valley of 
Virginia was with orders. Lincoln never lifted once a staying hand! 
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But this is not the whole story by a vast deal. The indictment 
against Lincoln as the head of the Government is ghastly! To reduce 
the South to submission, Lincoln issued a proclamation threatening with 
hanging as pirates all Confederate privateersmen and as guerrillas 
regularly commissioned partisans. The cartel of exchange was sus- 
pended and medicines were made contraband—the first time it was so 
done in the annals of history—and all supplies and gifts to Confederate 
soldiers in northern prisons were prohibited. Within the areas em- 
braced by the Union lines the oath of allegiance was required of both 
sexes above 16 years of age under penalty of being driven from their 
homes. 

By an order in 1864 all male noncombatants on the farms from 17 
years old to 50 years were made subject to arrest, and under the 
pretext of this authority boys of 12 years and old men of 60 and 70 
were hurried off to confinement, till in my native county of Charles 
City there was scarcely anyone of the male sex left on the planta- 
tions. I know the fact that the defenseless condition of the women 
and children in the county was directly brought to Lincoin’s attention 
by, my own mother, and this great, humane President did nothing 
beyond referring her letter to Ben Butler, of odious memory, then in 
command of the district. Never was there a more terrible indict- 
ment of Lincoln’s government made by any southern man than was 
made by Charles Francis Adams, a Federal brigadier general and 
member of an illustrious family in New England, who declared that the 
policy of the Federal Government during the last stages of the war 
was the policy of unbridled inhumanity. Lincoln never rebuked Sheri- 
dan, Sherman, or Grant for their destructive courses, and Secretary 
Chase in his diary says that Lincoln declared, when the question 
of arming the slaves was under discussion in the Cabinet, that “he 
was pretty well cured of any objections to any measure except want 
of adaptness in putting down the rebellion.” Everybody knows that 
the most adaptable, though the least humane, means to put down 
resistance are wholesale murder and wanton destruction, the methods 
employed in the Dark Ages, 

“ Westerner’ appears to assert that the Emancipation Proclamation 
“clearly defined the issue between the two sections as one of freedom 
versus slavery.” If this is a fact, he makes Lincoln out a very great 
ass or a very great hypocrite. He admits that Lincoln denied such 
an interpretation of the war, and instead of fighting for slavery the 
South would never have fought at all if Lincoln had not denied the 
right of self-determination. The Government of the United States was 
founded for nothing more than what their fathers had contended for— 
the right of governing themselves. The linking of slavery with seces- 
sion is merely an attempt to cloud the real issue and prejudice the 
cause of the South. 

Lincoln talked as if man was made for government rather than govy- 
ernment was made for man, and his action in sending down South great 
armies who destroyed the property and took the lives of people who 
never injured him, was a colossal crime. 

Of course, Lincoln’s proclamation did not free the slaves. It was 
addressed to a country over which he had no control, and it had no 
legal status even when the Southern Confederacy collapsed. ‘“ West- 
erner” is mistaken in supposing that Congress gave Lincoln permission 
to issue it. Rhodes, the historian, about whom all that can be said is 
that, while an intense northern partisan, he is fairer than most north- 
ern historians, declares in his history, volume 4, page 213: “ There 
was, as every one knows, no authority for the proclamation in the Con- 
stitution, nor was there any statute that warranted it”; and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in Ex parte Milligan (4 Wallace, p. 
120), declared that “ the Constitution was a Constitution equally for war 
and peace and none of its provisions could be suspended by any exigency 
of government.” So that Lincoln’s proclamation was a mere brutum 
fulmen, and it was the thirteenth amendment afterwards which gave 
emancipation any form of legality. 

Undoubtedly the main purpose of the proclamation was to excite an 
insurrection of the slaves. Lincoln declared the measure a war measure, 
and an insurrection would have proved the best war result known, as it 
would have broken up the Confederate armies. While he did not dare 
in the face of the world to declare that such was his object, it is proved 
that he realized the natural consequences by his saying to a committee 
of clergymen from Chicago, only 10 days before his proclamation, that 
he would not be deterred from acting when the proper time for emanci- 
pation came “ by objections of a moral nature in view of possible conse- 
quences of Insurrection and massacre in the Southern States.” Undoubt- 
edly the passivity of the slaves greatly surprised him, as it did every- 
body else in the North, who had been taught to believe that the plan- 
tations in the South were hells of cruelty. 

The “crass ignorance” which ‘“ Westerner” ascribes to some 
southerners regarding Lincoln’s religious beliefs is one shared in by 
them with Herndon and Lamon, intimate friends of Lincoln and his 
biographers. His invoking God in his message did not make him a 
Christian, for Mohammedans and many other sects who are not Chris- 
tians call upon God and make vows to Him. 

And as to the letter to Mrs, Bixby, there is nothing in the letter, 
except the rhetoric, which any of our Presidents might not have written. 
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Robert Todd Lincoln, at Harvard University till 1865, when he | establish What is the né ssary consequence? Those wil 
tl following to General Grant: { i establish have the power, if they think proper, to repeal and anr 
I UT I MANSION, . * * . . 
Washin on, January 19, 1865 : . 
1 . Beyond question, then, not only s the Federal agency no right to 
I tenant General GRANT: . : 
\ > ., | coerce its makers, as I have heretofore shown, bat th makers have 
Please read and answer this letter as though I was not President, : 
: s 4 ¢ | 28 against it, unlimited right of self-defense, by withdrawing delega 
only a friend My son, now in his twenty-second year, having 
. : ‘ |} tions, and recalling their citizens from Federal offices ; isns } 
d at Harvard, wishes to see something of the war before i 


; | nd by fighting, if need be, the Federal Government 
I do not wish to put him in the ranks, nor yet to give him a 


sion, to which those who have already served long are better Mr. BLEASE Mr. President, my father was a Confederate 
ed and better qualified to bold. Could he, without embarrassment | soldier and three of his brothers were Confederate so dicrs, 
1 or detriment to the service, go into your military family, with ‘our of the brothers of my mother were Confederate soldiers 
nominal rank, I, and not the public, furnishing this hecessary As to their records, I need not speak. South Carolina knows 


is? If no, say so without the least hesitation, because 1 am as | their records. In 1910 and 1912 and again in 1924 they ve 








us and as deeply interested that you sball not be encumbered as | credit to those soldiers, although they have long since passed 
in be yourself. | from this earth, by casting their ballots for the son of one of 
Yours truly, them 
A. LINCOLN 1 take no part in this religious discussion, because I am a 
It will be noticed that Li yin was averse to putting his son in Methodist 1am a Methodist for only ohe reason, if one reason 
the ranks where danger was, but wanted him to have a safe place in is Sufficient, and that is because my mother was a Methodist 
General Grant's military family. To form a judgment of this it must | | hope I am a Democrat. Sometimes I doubt it. But I know 
be borne in mind that Lincoln had approved and enforced the con- |} [ am a State rights Democrat I know that. 
script act of 1863, by which thousands of young men, perhaps Mrs. | When I was a young man I came to Washington. J attended 
Kixby'’s own sons, for all ] know, had been forced into the ranks to | Georgetown University. I graduated there. I boarded for nine 
ome victims to southern cannon and gunfire. And of all men it was} Months in a Catholic home. I often went to St. Aloysius 
incumbent upon him and his son to afford the sacrificial example of | Church. My dear sister, whom I leved only as a man can love 
devotion and patriotism. | both mother and sister, because my mother died when I was 
How impossible it would have been for Jefferson Davis to have | ® baby, married = Catholic. I Joved him as much as I did any 
written such a letter. Robert E. Lee’s youngest son served as a pri brothet I had. She has in the State of South Carolina to-day 
vis’ th ies eden sae tel Tyler, who was President in more | tW® 0 the finest boys in this world. They, at their father’s 
happy days, had two sons, aged 16 and 18, private soldiers who sut request, were made Catholics. | Therefore, I can not have and 
rendered at Appomatox. No doubt all three of these boys had sufficient neve r expect to have any fe eling against any man on account 
influence to have gotten into some bomb-proofed position, but they of his religion. If he believes that that kind of religion will 
would have scorned to make the application, and their parents would | ‘Ke him to Heaven, for God’s sake let him have it. If he 
1ave scorned to make the application for them. |} wants to believe in evolution and believe that his granddaddy 
Lyon G. TYumr. and grandmammy were monkeys, that is none of my business; 


te : S ce “s _| but I do not believe mine were. 

Mr. BLEASE. If Robert E. Lee was technically guilty of I hope I have said nothing unkind, but I could not let pass 
treason, it does not seem to me that the President of these | unnoticed the statement that the Confederate soldiers were 
United States would pay tribute to him _ he did—a President | « te, hnically guilty of treason.” I have used as strong language 
for whom I have the highest regard. I think he is, as near aS | gs | could use, I think, and still remain within the rules of the 
a man well can be, President _ all the people of this Nation; | Senate. If a man were to tell me to my face on the outside of 
and, although I love some of the gentlemen who have an-/ the g ; 
nounced themselves as candidates in that race, I would love | 


Senate that a Confederate soldier was technically guilty 

Ive y | Of treason, I would call him what every true-blooded white 
to see the Republican Party get together and renominate, and | 
I would not shed a tear if they reelected Calvin Coolidge as 


man south of the Potomac River would fight about right now 
President of the United States. 


if he were called by that appellation. I am an American and 

1 { L ; a South Carolinian and pray God to bless both and all 
I noticed in the Washington Post of Friday, January 20, “mn ; - 

the following item: 


mankind. 


PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 
The Chief of Staff of the Army, Maj. Gen. Charles P. Summerall, 


is in Baltimore where he went to attend the celebration of the birth 
day anniversary of Gen. Robert E,. Lee and Gen. Stonewall Jackson 
by the United Daughters of the Confederacy, yesterday. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, whatever the Senator from 
Maryland |Mr. Bruce] may say about bootlegging and illicit 
stills in various localities, the fact remains that there has 
been so much less drinking and conditions have so much im- 
| proved under prohibition that there is practically no probabil- 
ity that the prohibition law will ever be repealed. 

With the advent of another session of Congress the same 
old minority of wet appetites is marching on the Capitol— 
marching to receive the usual knockout from the drys in Con- 
gress. On their banners might well appear the inscription, 
“Appetite is’'God and alcohol is its prophet.” They are the 
Sancho Panzas in the trail of the Don Quixote of modern 
times—old John Barleycorn, pretender of the House of Bour- 
bon in the United States. They still seem to consider the 
yearning for drink an aspiration for liberty. I look to see 


Why not yank him up and say that as head of the Army 
he has no right to attend a celebration in honor of this gentle 
man and his soldiers who were “technically guilty of treason” 
to the United States of America? 

Mr. President, I could go on and on with the reading of 
further extracts from speeches made by very distinguished and 
able people on the life and character of Robert E. Lee, but I 
shall not take the time of the Senate for that purpose. I 
thank the Senate for the courtesy of allowing me to insert in 
the Recorp the articles from books and the manuscript of 
mine to which I have referred. 


a S 
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Py I wish to ask, however, permission to insert one more brtef | them propose a new national anthem, entitled “Oh, Hand Me 
ie quotation from The Republic of Republics. at tae a | Down That Bottle of Corn.” They are still attempting in the 
3 The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is 80) name of freedom to reestablish on a legal basis the traffic in 


x ordered. alcohol, a traffic that ministers to the basest passions of the 


The matter referred to is as follows: human race—a traffic that multiplies criminals and increases 
WHAT THE FATHERS SAY ON SELF-DEFENSE OF STATES crime—a traffic that makes the honor of officials a thing to be 

Said Doctor Johnson, one of the most eminent lawyers and statesmen | exchanged for gold—a traffic that brings the atmosphere of 
of Connecticut, in the Federal convention: “If States as such are to ‘ the barroom and the slum to the homes and entertainments 
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of many of the so-termed social elect—a traffic fed by rum 
pirates who fire on the American flag. Fortunate it is that 
the wets are in the minority, else they would sink our civiliza- 
tion for the sake of drink. Little do they understand the 
temper of those whose votes and efforts have placed beverage 
alcohol under the heel of the law if they suppose that we will 
yield for a moment or in any degree either to them or to the 
traffic they would restore, 

They still fail to understand that in the permanent view of 
f& permanent majority of the American people there is no 
legitimate use for beverage alcohol in any part of this Nation. 

Clearly the time has come to put the whole damp «agegrega- 
tion on notice that the American people will not permit the 
thirst of the minority to dictate the policies or to overturn 
the duly and constitutionally established laws of this Re- 
public. The wets have reached the point where they actually 
usk the repeal of a law because some people will not obey it. 

Obedience to law, especially by the opposing minority, is the 
bedrock of this Nation. The American Republic is the creation 
of majorities—majorities of States, acting as such, devising and 
umending the Federal Constitution ; majorities of the people in 
the States determining State constitutions, determining the 
membership and commanding the policies of the Federal Con- 
gress and the State legislatures. Behind internal peace and 
order, the basic requisites of all progress, is the obligation of 
every citizen to take up arms if need be to enforce the law. 
It has not been necessary as yet to invoke this obligation on 
any substantial scale and we trust it never shall be. Gunmen, 
thieves, robbers, bootleggers, and the breakers of all laws, how- 
ever, miy as well understand now as later that the patience of 
the American people can be tempted to- the breaking point. The 
lawless few will never be permitted to terrorize or to control 
this Nation. Least of all will they be permitted to write or to 
repeal its laws. If a law must be repealed because a minority 
defics it, no law, however beneficent, will be secure. 

They tell us that prohibition makes a Nation of hypocrites 
and luwbreakers. We teli them that if an individual must be- 
come a hypocrite and a lawbreaker to obtain an intoxicant we 
have made it that much harder for the individual to use it, 
that for these very reasons millions will retrace their steps who, 
if free and legal access to intoxicating drink existed, would go 
to misery and ruin, National prohibition is the greatest ob- 
stacle yet placed between the liquor traffic and millions of possi- 
ble victims—the most effective blow the trade has ever received 
and the wets know it. Else why are they so desperately en- 
deayoring to overthrow prohibition? So desperate have they 
become that they interpret the most insignificant and untypical 
occurrence as indications of what they call a trend against 
prohibition. When a wet city goes wet they say it portends a 
revolution. Evidently they would mistake the popping of a 
cork for a peal of thunder. The truth is we have had them on 
the run since the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead Act 
were adopted. We have them on the run to-day and we propose 
to keep them on the run. It is good exercise for the drys. 

They tell us that prohibition stirs resentment in the human 
heart and manufactures violators by its very nature. That 
argument was devised in hell for the undoing of mankind. 
When God said to the first human beings, you shall not eat the 
fruit of a certain tree, He became the first prohibitionist. He 
tried to regulate the personal habits of individuals, told them 
what they should not eat, interfered with their personal liberty. 
Then the devil, more subtle than all the beasts of the field, 
began his successful temptation of humanity by calling atten- 
tion to the fact that the command of God had begun with the 
prohibitory words “Ye shall not.” 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
for just a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I do. 

Mr. BRUCE. I merely wish to remind the Senator from 
Texas, however, that almost as soon as the prohibition about 
forbidden fruit was imposed Adam and Eve began to see 
snakes, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Exactly, and the Senator is trying to per- 
suade us that the American people are seeing snakes now when 
they are not. 

Thus Satan planted rebellion in the human soul, became the 
first antiprohibitionist, and bas been the logical wet leader ever 
since. Even the Apostle Paul recognized the power of this 
form of temptation when -he said: 


I had not known coveting except the law had said, thou shalt not 
covet. 


But this was not to him an argument against law or an 
excuse for its violation. From that day to this the most stub 
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born handicap of all law, human and divine, has been this hell- 
born impulse to resist the commands of conscience, of country, 
and of God. It is of the utmost importance that the prohibi- 
tions of earthly law shall be in harmony with those of God. 
The path to every crime prohibited by the Deity is made easier 
by alcoholic drink, which breaks down the physical, moral, and 
intellectual strength of untold multitudes of men and women. 
Who will assert that the prohibition of the traffic in alcoholic 
drink is not in direct consonance with the decrees and pur- 
poses of divinity? Of course, there a few supermen and super- 
women who tell us drink does them no harm, who would send 
hosts of others to damnation to preserve what they describe 
as their privilege and right, who despise and flaunt the law, 
and become the patrons of illicit trade. They only serve to 
emphasize the general condition, and to them may be com- 
mended the scripture, “ Be not deceived; God is not mocked.” 

It is evident that no cause ever rested on a sounder founda- 
tion than does nation-wide prohibition. It is the cause of a 
higher civilization—of home, church, school, mother, wife, and 
child. With the confidence that comes from a sense of right, 
the assurance that issues from a conviction of justiee—the 
devotion that accompanies a crusade for God and humanity 
we challenge the wets before Congress and the people. We 
placed prohibition in the Natioual Constitution by a vote of 46 
of the 48 States of the American Union. Since then three 
Congresses have been elected and all have been overwhelmingly 
dry. Since then our country has registered an economic prog 
ress unequaled in all preceding history. Again we invite a re- 
newal of the conflict, and again prohibition America will 
emerge triumphant and unscathed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS HILLSBORO BAY, TAMPA, FLA, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, on the 16th of the present 
month the House passed a bill (H. R. 7218) to legalize a bridge 
across Hillsboro Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla. 
On December 17, 1927, I introduced Senate bill 1917, contain- 
ing the same provisions. The Committee on Commerce has 
reported Senate bill 1917 favorably, with some amendments, 
which make it conform to the House bill. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill S. 1917, to legalize a bridge across FHills- 
boro Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla., may be con- 
sidered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr, FLETCHER. I move that the Committee on Commerce 
of the Senate be discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill 7218 and that it be considered now in lieu of the 
Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Barktey in the chair). Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R, 7218) to legalize a bridge across Hillsboro 
Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I move that Senate bill 1917 be indefi- 
nitely postponed. ¢ 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 744) to further develop an American 
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transporta- 
tion of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr, JONES. Mr. President, I hope we may dispose of some 
of the amendments to the pending bill. On page 2, line 4, of 
the committee amendment, after the word “The,” I move to 
insert the words “ United States Shipping,’ so as to make it 
read “The United States Shipping Board.” I think there is 
no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the committee amendment which 
is pending is found on page 2. I do not think we can dispose of 
that now, for I understand the Senate will desire to take a 
recess in probably a minute or two, and so I think we had 
better not take up the discussion of that amendment until after 
the purposes of that recess shall have been served. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 


4 
we 


Mr. COPELAND. Will it be understood that after tlh. re 
cess we shall go on with that amendment? 

Mr. JONES. That is what I should like to do. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. JONES. After the recess I should like to go on with 
the amendment. 

Mr. President, I now suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the rol 
rhe Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following 
ered to their names: 


senators 


rst Fess McMaster Shortridge 
J Fletcher McNary Simmons 
! Frazier Maytield Smith 
' George Meteait Smoot 
k Gillett Moses Steck 
Glass Neely Steiw« 
Gould Norbeck Stephens 
} Greene Norris Swanson 
) Hale Nye Thoma 
shart Harris Oddie Trammell! 
rd Harrison Overma Tydings 
Hawes Phipps Cyson 
Hayden Pin Wagner 
Was Heflin Pittman Walsh, Ma 
ind Howell Ransd Walsh, Mont 
n Johnsou Reed, Mu Warren 
Jones Reed, Pu Waterman 
ing Kendrick Robinson, Ark Watsor 
Keyes Robinson, Ind Wheeler 
’ I King Sackett Willis 
La Follette Schall 
McKellar Sheppard 
McLean Shipstead 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER Kighty-nine Senators having 


wered to their names, a quorum is present 
RECEPTION TO PRESIDENT COSGRAVE, OF THE IRISH FREE STATE 
Mr. Curtis, leader of the majority: Mr. Ropinson of Arkan- 
is. leader of the minority; Mr. Boraug, chairman of the Com- 
ittee on Foreign Relations; Mr. Swanson, ranking minority 
rember of the Committee on Foreign Relations; and Repre 
ntautive STEPHEN G. Porrer, chairman of the Committee 01 
reign Affairs of the House of Representatives, escorted into 
e Chamber Mr. William T. Cosgrave, President of the Execu 
ve Council of the Irish Free State, accompanied by M1! 
‘imothy A. Smiddy, minister plenipotentiary of the Irish Frée 
State to the United States: Mr. Desmond Fitzgerald. Minister 
Defense of the Irish Free State: Mr. Diarmuid © Hegerty, 
secretary of the Executive Council of the Irish Free 
Mr. Joseph P. Walshe, Secretary of the Department of External 
Affairs of the Irish Free State Col O'Reilly, aide 
» the President of the Executive Council of the lrish Free 
State: and Mr. William J. B. Macaulay, first secretary of the 
egation of the Irish Free State at Washington. 
President was given a seat on the 
Vice President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT 
rraye, of the Irish Free 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. Preside: in order that the Members of 
e Senate may have an opportunity to meet President 
rave, I move that the Senate take a recess for 10 minutes 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Idaho 
The motion was unanimously 
The VICE PRESIDENT stood in the 
tary’s desk with President Cosgrave, and personally presented 
the Members of the Senate to him, after which the Vice Presi- 
dent said: I suggest to President Cosgrave that he say a few 


State: 


Josenh 


right of the 


‘ . x 
Cosgriuve 


Senators, T present President Cos 


] 


Strute Applause. | 


(‘os- 


agree dt to 


trea near the Secre- 


words | Applause. | 
President COSGRAVE Mr. Vice President and Members of | 
he Senate, this is indeed a very great honor which I have 
‘ived at your hands, which I attribute to the regard in 


hich you hold my country 

i have come to extend to your President and to the people of 
America the thanks of my people for all that you have done 
for us during the last 200 years, for the homes which you have 
extended to our people who have come here, and for the sym- 
paihy and support which you have ever been so gracious and so 
venerous as to extend to my people. 

In the eighteenth century Benjamin Franklin came to the 
Parliament of my country; and he told. the members of that 
Parliament that the Americans and the Irish, working hand in 
hand, would achieve the freedom which they sought. Now, after 
id) years, I come to return the visit of that great American. 

I thank you, sir, on my own behalf and on behalf of my 
copie for the courtesy and kindness and hospitality which 
have been extended to me since I have come here, for the 
creat help which America and her people have always extended 
to my people, for their great contributions toward the cause of 
liberty the world over, and for their great work in the cause 
of humanity. [Applause.} 

The recess having expired, and the distinguished visitor with 
his escort having withdrawn from the Chamber, the Vice Presi- 
dent resumed the chair. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (8S. 744) to further develop an Ameri- 
can merchant murine, to assure its permanence in the trans- 


LECORD—SEN ATE 2009 


portation of the foreign trade of the United States nd for 
ther purpose 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the committee proposes an 
imendment to the pending bill 744 striking out section 2 and 
inserting a new section in lieu thereof The section stricken 
out and also this amendment include section 5. which is also 
stricken out 

Section 2 [ shall read, so that the Senate w understand 
what is proposed. As amended, it reads 

St S ying B is 3 vy Vv ’ 
i ’ reept wW 1 its judement t din vl ma 
ad it ha m ne : t . st ye 
na i é flirmativ rnanim s vote « me } 
‘ i rded 

I take it that the controversy with reference to this question 
Will revelve about the last clause, “and then only upen the 

ffirmatiy unauineusS vote af e members of the board duly 
recorded.” 

In the bill as it wus introduced, it was provided that none of 
the vessels ustructed pursuant to this act should be sold 
Without the consent of Congress Lhe committee came to the 
conclusion that tha would be too cumbersome a process, that 
it would be very likely that a few members might retard the 
approval of a sale which might be quite desirable. So it was 
proposed to strike out that provision in the bill contained in 
section 5, and insert an amendment something like this, 

There was guite a difference of offtuion in the committee 
to just what should be done. Some proposed that the Shipping 
Board be not permitted to dispose of a ship without the con 
currence of five members of the Shipping Bourd, but after con 
side ble discussion a majority of the conmumittee ugreed to the 


ubmitted to the 
there muy be 


ainenadmenf us it is 


Sehate ow 


| know that serious objections to thre provision 


is if Is Fhere haus been considerabie difference of opinion with 
reference 1 he consiruction of section 1 of the shipping set 
or 120 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE Mr. Presiden 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
ton yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. JONES I vield 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE What is the now suggested amendment ? 

Mr. JONES The suggested amendment is, in 
that 1 shall be sold hereaft without the 
vote of the Shipping Board. In ot! 
members of the Shipping Board must 
in order to perfect the sale of a ship 

As I was saying 
with 
ping 


pose oft 


Washing 


substance, 
unanimous 


er W reais all seven of the 


ship 
vote in the affirmative 


there hus been quite a difference of opinion 
construction of section 1 of the ship 
1920. Some have contended that the primary pur- 
the building up of a merchant 

purpose was the disposal of 


reference to the 
act ol 
that act 
and that th 


was narine, 


secondary the ships 


o as to bring them ultimately into private ownership. 
Personaliv I have never had any difficulty about the con- 

struction of that section I have always thought that it very 

clearly expressed the idea that the building up of an adequate 


marine was the 


honest 


merchant primary 
been this difference of 
meaning of that section 


purpose. But there has 
opinion with reference to the 
Soine have thought that the Shippng 
Board in its dealings with its ships and in their disposal 
rather leaned to the construction that made the disposal of 
of the ships. you might say, the primary purpose. There has 


been considerable criticism of the action of the board with 
reference to the disposal of ships 
Really, the purpose of this amendment is to make it per- 


fectly clear that the primary purpose of the shipping act of 
1920, as supplemented by this, is not to get these ships into 
private hands as soon as possible but that the primary purpose 
is to build up an adequate merchant marine 

Furthermore, I think it is the idea in general of those who 
supported this amendment that we have come, in a way, to 
the conclusion that the only way to build up a merchant marine 
in this country is through the Government, and we think the 
purpose, in the absence of the possibility of adopting anything 
that would lead to the private operation of ships and 
their construction, and so forth, is to make it certain that this 
policy will be carried out until at some time in the future the 
Congress may come to the conclusion that we are prepared to 
turn these ships over to private parties, and that private capital 
and energy is prepared to take them over, and not only operate 
them but alse to carry out the policy of replacement so as 
to continue the services that it is deemed desirable to main- 


else 


tain. The committee believed that this was the best way to 
accomplish that. 

Some may contend that this commits Congress to perma- 
nent Government ownership. I do not think so myself. I think 
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that that, of course, will be determined by Congress; but this 
does put us on the basis of Government ownership until Con- 
gress shall affirmatively declare the time has come for us to 
put these ships into private hands. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I want to inquire whether the chairman of 
the committee proposes to offer this amendment as a committee 
amendment, having the sanction of the committee, or as his 
own amendment? 

Mr. JONES. It is an amendment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. McNARY. Then I want to say at this point, very briefly, 
that I was not present at the time the chairman was authorized 
to offer the amendment on behalf of the committee. 1 think it 
is just as objectionable as the language in the bill as reported 
to the Senate. I understand the statement of the Senator, as 
chairman of the committee, is that he has stricken out that 
provision which requires that no ship shall be sold without the 
consent of Congress. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; that is a part of this amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. And the Senator is offering an amendment 
that no ship shall be sold unless the board unanimously agrees 
that the ships may be sold? ; 

Mr. JONES. The committee is proposing that amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. The unanimous consent of the board would 
be more difficult to get, in my opinion, than the consent of 
Congress. 

Mr. JONES. That is the proposition before the Senate. 

Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, I shall be sorry to see this 
amendment adopted. It is an indirect way of making it im- 
possible for the country to get out of the shipping business. 
I want to call attention to the practical effect of the amendment 
if it shall be added to the bill and the bill shall become a law. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the 1920 shipping act, and call 
attention to section 3, where provision is made for the creation 
of the Shipping Board. It will be noticed that in the second 
paragraph of section 3 there is this language: 


The commissioners shall be appointed with due regard to their fitness 
for the efficient discharge of the duties imposed on them by this act, 
and two shall be appointed from the States touching the Pacific Ocean, 
two from the States touching the Atlantic Ocean, one from the States 
teuching the Gulf of Mexico, one from the States touching the Great 
Lakes, and one from the interior, but not more than one shall be 
appointed from the same State. 


There is a great difference of opinion as to whether we 
should sell all these ships, or even some of them, or whether we 
should retain them all under the operation of the Shipping 
Zonrd. If we intend to retain all these ships and operate them 
as Government owned and Government operated, we should 
approve the amendment presented by the Senator from Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? I 
do not want, however, to disturb his train of thought. 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. EDGE. I am compelled to leave the Senate Chamber to 
attend a committee hearing in a few moments, and I simply 
wanted to announce, in connection with what the Senator is 
saying, that I propose to offer an amendment to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Washington, now section 2 of 
Senate bill 744, so that it will read in the last two lines, “ and 
then only upon the affirmative vote of a majority of the mem- 
bers of the board duly recorded.” In other words, it would 
change the language so as not to require the necessity of a 
unanimous vote, but would provide that a majority vote would 
be sufficient. I merely wanted to make that announcement at 
this time. I thank the Senator from New York. + 

Mr. COPELAND. That is quite all right, and I think the 
Senator is right. I hope we ean find yotes enough to gain 
approval of the suggestion made by the Senator from New 
Jersey, so that it would require the votes of only four out of 
seven, which would be a majority, which, I presume, is the rule 
now. May I ask the Senator from Washington whether that is 
a fact? 

Mr. JONES. The rule of the board now, apparently, is that 
a majority of a quorum determines the action, 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey would still leave that open. As I construe it 
now, all that is necessary is a majority of a quorum. Bids have 
been called for on a vote of three members, because seven 
members were not present, only five being present, and three out 
of the five voted in favor of advertising the ships on the 
Pacific. 

Mr. EDGE. I think the point made by the Senator from 
Florida is well taken. I simply used the language of the bill 
us it has been printed. I will clarify my amendment to the 
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amendment by simply inserting the words “a majority of all tha 
members of the board.” That certainly means that four mem. 
bers would be necessary. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Let the Senator specify that a vote of 
four members is necessary. 

Mr. EDGE. It would bring the same result. 

Mr. COPELAND. Anyway, what the Senator from New Jer. 
sey has in mind is that he would require an affirmative vote of 
four members of the board in order to sell a ship. 

Mr. EDGE. Exactly. 

Mr. COPELAND. The trouble with the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Washington, the committee amendment, is 
that the board being regional, it could réadily happen that two 
members of the board would under all circumstances decline to 
vote to sell the ships because the interests of a particular region 
were involved, and they could not be sold, For instance, we 
have pending now before the Shipping Board, as I understand 
it, a project to sell practically all the ships left on the Pacific, 
Am I right in that? 

Mr. JONES. The Senator is right. 

Mr. COPELAND. That might be to the advantage of the 
country, I am not prepared to say whether it is or not. I a: 
inclined to think it would not be. If, under the arrangeme! 
proposed by the Senator from Washington, five members of the 
board, representing the Atlantic coast, the Great Lakes, tl 
interior, and the Gulf States, were convinced, and the whole 
country were convinced, for that matter, that for the good of the 
Nation the ships on the Pacific should be sold, they could not 
be, because the amendment would make it impossible for any 
ship ever to be sold without the affirmative vote of all the mem- 
bers of the board. 

That means, if Senators will face it, that there never would 
be any ships sold in all human probability in the entire history 
of the Shipping Board. If I am correctly advised, with the 
exception of one occasion there has always been a member of 
the board to vote against any sale. So the Senator from Wash- 
ington is proposing a plan which will perpetuate forever, or 
until Congress chooses to take other action, Government owner- 
ship and operation. We might just as well abolish the board 
and appoint one man to exercise the functions of the board if 
the amendment were adopted and enacted into law, because 
one man could determine the policy of the United States as 
regards the ownership and operation of these ships. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him just to clear up a matter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sacxerr in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from 
Florida? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It has been reported that one member of 
the board has voted invariably and constantly against the sale 
of ships. My information is that this is incorrect. The Sena- 
tor’s statement just now was not to the effect that a certain 
member had always voted against the sale of any ships, but that 
some member of the board could be found or would be found 
to vote against the sale of ships, 

Mr. COPELAND. That has always been true, has it not? 

Mr. FLETCHER. As a matter of fact, they have sold $85,- 
000,000 worth of ships. They have not been holding up sales 
at all. They have been selling them right and left. I want to 
make it clear that there is not a single member of the present 
board who has constantly or invariably voted against the sale 
of ships. i think it is due to members of the board to say that. 
There is not a single member who has continuously voted 
against any proposal to sell, and there have been sales con 
stantly made. I think most of those sales have been ordered 
practically by unanimous vote. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. The members of the board are appointed by 
the President. Does he not have a right under the law to 
remove them at any time he wants to do so? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think that is true. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the President wanted to sell the ships 
and had a board on his hands who would not vote for it, he 
could remove them and appoint somebody who would, could 
he not? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely. He might have a little diffi- 
culty getting all of them, but he couid get, perhaps, three- 
fourths, 

Mr. NORRIS. Why could he not get all of them? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not know. There would be a larger 
chance to find one man out of seven who would not be dictated 
to and who would perform his duty under the law. 

Mr. NORRIS. He could easily do that. He could appoint 
men who had a viewpoint in favor of the sale of ships, who 
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wanted to sell everything. He could find men who honestly 
lieved that we ought to sell the Capitol. He would not have 
. trouble about that. 
Mr. FLETCHER. They have to be confirmed. 
Mr. NORRIS. But he could appoint them when the Senate 
< not in session, and they could sell the whole Government 
re the Senate could get here. I do not see why, if the 


ident wants to sell those ships, he could not do it very 
ly at any time. 
ir. COPELAND. Though I do not speak for the Presi- 


perhaps I need hot impress that fact 
Nebraska—I think I am right 
i the President’s utterances correctly, if he had his way he 
iid sell all the ships. I think that is the President's atti- 


upon the Senator 


Mir. NORRIS. He can do it, I think, under the law. 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course the Senator from Nebraska 
not mean that. He knows that there are men like him 

if, men of high character, who are not going to be dictated 

even by a Republican President. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am not insinuating that to do that 

uld have to be coerced. It would not be a difficult 


men 


in saying that if I have | 


7 i 
thing 


pick seven men who would be willing to sell all the ships. | 


could do it in five minutes. 

uld be honestly in favor of doing that. I could get 

sht out of this Chamber, and the Senator would 
imit that they would be all right. 

Mr. COPELAND, They would all be all right and unques- 

ably the President should be congratulated if he could have 
hoard like that. I agree with the Senator. But we must face 
e fact, to be serious about it, that there is a great difference 

opinion in the country and a great difference of opinion in 
e Senate about what we ought to do with these ships 

I am here to say, in terms just as strong as those used by the 
enator from Washington, that we have to face the situation if 
e are to have a merchant marine. We must find some way to 
timulate the interest of private citizens, so that they can 
ifford to build and operate ships, or else the Government must 
do it. During the war we built ships and ships and ships. If 
one goes up the Hudson River, as I do very often, because it 
reaches a point only a few miles from where I live, he will see 
i25 ships tied up at the dock. What good are they? Undoubt- 
edly many of them should be sold, and any board made up of 
men of good sense, and I am stre we have such men on the 
present board, would desire to sell those ships if they could find 
somebody to buy them. 

But when it comes to the disposal of the service of a line of 
already operating between some point in the United 
States and some foreign port there comes a great and im- 
portant question, 
of the Government, or if responsible, substantial citizens can 
he found to operate them and are willing to take them over at 
a price agreeable to the Shipping Board, should they be sold? 
I contend that they should. That is the secondary object of the 
law anyhow, but it is the primary object, too; at least it is in 
the first section of the law. Senators will notice right there 
that the ships which serve as naval or military auxiliary in 
time of war or national emergency, ultimately to be owned and 
operated privately by citizens of the United States, are first 
mentioned, and then in section 5 it is provided: 


them 
have to 


J 


/ 


boats 


That in order to accomplish the declared purpose of this act and 
carry out the policy declared in section 1 bereof, the board is authorized 
ind directed to sell as soon as practicable, consistent with good busi 

ss methods and the object and purposes to be obtained by this act, at 
public or private competitive sale, etc. 


So it is contemplated that if under right conditions they can 
¢ sold to substantial private citizens they shall be so sold. 

if two members of the board or one member of the board 
under the proposal would say “ No; we are not going to sell 
uny ships,” the best interests of the country might be defeated 
by the insistence of that member upon his rights. I do not 
think we need to discuss the matter at any considerabie length. 
So far as I am concerned, I hope the amendment will be 
defeated. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I want to remind the Senator 
from New York of the fact that I know he will oppose the 
proposed sale of ships under the present terms if it can be 
shown to him that these terms will work an injustice to and 
be unfair to the best interests of American industry and ship- 
ping. Before the discussion is over I think we will have an 
opportunity of presenting the facts to the Senator. 

Mr. COPELAND. I beg the Senator's pardon; did he ask 
me a question? 

Mr. ODDIE. I feel sure that the Senator from New York 
will agree with me in not consenting to the sale of these ships 


I could pick seven men who | 


Is it better to leave those ships in the hands | 


a 
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under the present terms, which I believe can be shown to be 
unfair and not good business. Before the discussion ends I 
think that can be brought to the Senator's attention 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me say to the Senator at this point 
that if proposals which are now pending before the Shipping 
Board for the building of ships by private citizens should meet 


the approval of the Shipping Board and of the Congress, so that 
the conditions involved could be met, I would think under 
those conditions that certainly there should be a resurvey of 


the entire problem. I mean to say that if that were t 
I am not sure but it would be very unwise to sell any ship 
ubtil there has been such a study. Of course, whether the 
pending matter regarding the sale of carried 
out, I am not prepared to say. I have given it no study. 

Mr. ODDIE Under those conditions I feel sure the Senator 
from New York and I will agree pretty closely. I do not intend 
to discuss the matter in detail now, but I cail attention to the 
fact that the shippers themselves, the small shippers, the inde 
pendent shippers, have not had sufficient opportunity to be 
heard in this matter now pending regarding the sale of ships 
I intend to speak further on the matter at a later time 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the 
The Senator will state the parliamentary inguiry. 

Mr. JONES. As I understand it, the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EpGr] to the amendment of the 
committee is considered as pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the pending amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epes] 
to enable the board to sell the ships whenever a vote of four 
members of the board to that effect can be had. I believe that 
is the substance of his amendment. 

I am in favor of the amendment as reported by the com- 
mittee. I differ entirely from the view of those Senators who 
hold that this would mean no sales of the ships would be made 
at any time. The language is perfectly explicit. We can not 
expect Congress to go on appropriating money to replace ships, 
to construct new ships, to balance our fleet, and to make it a 
competent and worthy fleet, if we are going to continue in the 
Shipping Board the power to sell those ships whenever they 
see fit, at any price and on any terms they may see fit to 
accept. ; 

Mr. COPELAND. 

Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does not the Senator recognize that the 
law aS it is at present certainly contemplates that when the 
ships can be sold under terms upon which the Senator and I both 
agree, that the board is called upon to sell if in their judgment 
they think the best interests of the country will be served by 
that sale? 

Mr. FLETCHER. They are authorized to seil whenever the 
primary purposes of the merchant marine act of 1920 are ac- 
complished thereby in their judgment, and that is the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of an adequate American merchant 
marine. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then if the Shipping Board had an offer 
for a line of vessels—we will say the United States Lines—I do 
not know whether there is anybody that would want to buy it, 
but suppose somebody did, and found upon investigation that 
the citizens submitting the offer were financially responsible 
and capable apparently by reason of the possession of technical 
knowledge to operate that fleet, and an offer were made at a 
price which would be considered to be a sufficient one, would it 
not be the duty of the board to sell, provided that the primary 
object of that act were to be carried out by the sale? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I think they would be au- 
thorized to sell; but.the board onght to be satisfied beyond 
auy question that it would mean a contribution to the estab 
lishment and maintenance of an adequate American merchant 
marine, The board should impose in the case of a sale of that 
kind a guaranty of operatiou in certain services that they con- 
sidered important for the public good for the period of, say, 
10 or 15 years, and should also provide in such a contract that 
the ships they were selling must be kept in repair and in proper 
condition during that time, and that when they were worn out 
the purchasers should replace them and continue the operation 
of the line, or when one of them went down or some accident 
happened to it that it should be replaced in this service and 
maintained. It seems to me perfectly clear that some terms 
of that kind should be imposed. Otherwise, if we should sell 
the ships and require operation only for a period of five years, 
heen the custom of the hoard, that five-year period 
elapses in what would seem hardly an hour in the life of a 
nation, and after the five years are gone there would be no 
obligation to replace, no obligation to keep up the service, and 


happen, 


ships should be 


chair). 


Mr. President, will the 
Certainly. 


Senator yield? 
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the ships may go into coastwise trade or be disposed of in some 
other way. That would not be establishing and maintaining an 
American merchant marine, 

Mr, COPELAND. Let me ask the Senator a question. Sup- 
pose the conditions which he names were met; suppose a 10 
years’ contract or 15 years’ contract, whatever was the number 
of years the Senator named, was agreed to; suppose arrange. 
ments were made for replacement; snppose all the conditions 
ecognized by the Senator as proper ones were met, and one 
man on the board would not vote for the sale, then it would 
be defeated? 

Mr, FLETCHER. 
committee shall be 
true, 

Mr. COPELAND, That is what would happen. 

Mr. FLETCHER. One man could defeat the sale: but, ac- 
cording to the whole experience that we have had and our 
observation of the actual facts which have been developed, es- 
pecially when the administration wants to get rid of the ships, 
the whole tendency is the other way, to get out of the business 
and sell the ships. So we want to protect the public, if we 
can, by requiring that every one of the seven men on the 
board, men of high character, men of intelligence, men of 
knowledge und acquaintance with shipping generally, and that 
sort of thing, must be convinced that the disposition of the 
ships or the line or the fleet is in the public interest, and vote 
accordingly. When all of them shall be thus convinced, not 
only as to the advisability of making the sale but as to the 
imposition in connection with the sale of certain terms which 
will carry out the purpose of Congress and the public policy 
of this country, that the United States shall have under its 
flag, either publicly owned or privately owned, merchant ships 
in the foreign trade which will meet our needs in a com- 
mercial way and «so serve as auxiliaries of the Navy, then 
they may make the sale. 

If we shall have men so qualified, with authority and power 
io sell the ships, it seems to me every one of those men, espe- 
cinlly in view of the experience we have had and our knowledge 
that heretofore they have been disposed and anxious to sell the 
ships, ought to be convinced that such a sale and such terms 
und such conditions as may be provided are in the publie inter- 
est before they vote for the sale; and in that case the sale 
should be made. 

It is easy enough, as the Senator from Nebraska said a few 
moments ago, to find men of high character who are in favor of 
selling ships when they are appointed on the board, and per- 
haps it would be less difficult for the President to find men 
whom he could impress with his ideas as to the public policy 
invelved and thereby influence them to favor sales whether 
they favored them in the first instance or not. It is easy 
enough to find seven good men who would favor the Govern- 
ment getting out of the shipping business and selling this prop- 
erty. What I think we ought to do is to see to it that the 
unanimous judgment and opinion of all the men, whoever they 
may be, who may be appointed on the board, shall be recorded 
on their minutes as to each sale and the terms and conditions 
upon which the sale shall be made. That is for the protection 
of the public. It does not make sales impossible at all. As I 
have stated, the whole tendency has been to rush speedily into 
the sale of the ships. What we want is to put on the brakes 
a little here, and have the subject thoroughly considered in all 
of its phases both as to the advisability of the sale and as to 
the terms and conditions of the sxle. We ought to be able to 
find seven men, conscientious, public spirited, patriotic, quali- 
tied men, to serve on that board: :nd we onght to require that 
before any ships shall be disposed of all the members of the 
board must say that it is done in pursuance of their best judg- 
inent and in accordance with the policy laid down by Congress, 
the establishment and maintenance of a merehant marine being 
the primary purpose. Let all of them say it. Why should 
they not? 

It is not true, as has been intimated in the press, that one 
member of this board never has voted for the sale of a ship 
That is not the case at all. 

The records will disclose the eontrary of that. Sales have 
been going on and ships have been sacrificed. I will not go 
over that story again. It is perfectly appalling. One ship 
sold not long ago for $10,000 which cost us $625,000 te build 
and which, I am told, makes more than $10,000 on each voyage 
which is completed. In my judgment, to give these ships away 
is not a wise poliey to pursue. IT ask Senators, do they expect 
Congress to appropriate millions of dollars to build ships and 
give the Shipping Board the power to dispose of them as they 
may see fit? 

Mr. ODDIE. 


If the amendment as reported by the 
written into the law, that would be quite 


Mr. President 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. ODDIE. I ask the Senator if he does not think that, if 
any harm should come from this amendment, there would be 
less harm in the full board being required to approve a sile 
than to have present conditions continue, taking into considera- 
tion the present program of the Shipping Board, which I econ- 
sider would be a national disgrace if it shall go through as has 
been planned. I consider it very fortunate for the American 
people that the question has been brought into open discussion, 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the 36 ships which it is 
proposed to sell cost some $74,000,000. They are worth at leasi 
$60,000,000, and could not be replaced to-day for that amount. 
The proposal now pending involves paying for them something 
like $3,000,000, and that question is to be voted on on February 
10. Are we going to give away those freight ships on the Pa- 
cific coast, practically on the terms I have mentioned, and give 
them to people who probably already have a monopoly of the 
passenger ships and who by this transaction would secure 
monopoly of the freight ships on the Pacific coast? Those are 
matters I take it the board will consider. I think in the proper 
protection of the public we should require the unanimonms jude- 
ment of that board befere they commit themselves to a proposi- 
tion of that kind. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator and I have belonged to church 
boards. Did the Senator ever knuw of a unanimous opinion in 
the case of a church board? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Oh, yes: I think so. 

Mr. COPELAND. ‘The Senator’s church is more generous 
and kind perhaps than mine. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think that is not an unusual thing at all. 
We secure unanimous consent in the Senate every day in 40 
different ways on different propositions, We do net have any 
trouble about that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Connectient? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me remind the Senator from Morida 
that if in the Senate we do not secure unanimous consent, we 
have then the right to make a motion and have a majority 
decide the question; whereas there is no such provision here, 
but one member of the board not consenting may throw the 
whole mutter out of court. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I take it that the man who raises his 
voice against a proposition that is submitted to the board is 
taking that responsibility in such a way that he is able to con- 
vinee reasonable minds that he is not acting in an arbitrary 
and unwarranted munner. There must be some good reason 
for his taking that position in opposition to all his fellow mem- 
bers of the board, and that reason, in my judgment, must be a 
reason in the interest of the public, rather than an effort to 
serve private interests, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Would the Senator like to see the same rule 
applied to the Interstate Commerce Commission or to the 
Supreme Court, or to other governmental bodies, and permit 
one member to stop the business of the commission or court or 
whatever it may be? 

Mr, FLETCHER. 1 think that is a very different situation. 
We can not very well do that because that might, in effect, 
block all business in those governmental bodies. That is a 
different case altogether. Here is a question simply of the 
power and authority to sell ships. 

By the act of 1920 we gave the power to sell ships under cer- 
tain conditions, not to bankrupt coneerns, not as at a forced 
sale, but upon a business basis, and for the accomplishment 
of the primary purpose of the act; but what do we find? We 
find that they have construed that act and held it to be the 
whole purpose of that act to sell the ships. So we found the 
board willing to vote for sale after sale to the amount of some 
$85,000,000, and in most of the cases to sell the ships at about 
10 per cent of their value. That is what happened under that 
act. We gave them power by a majority vote to do that 
thing, and they have done it, although it was secondary to the 
primary purpose of the act. That should be a lesson to us. 


Why should we give this board the power to dispose of ships 
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‘» the way in which they have been disposing of them in th 
st? We ought to have learned something about that After 

e wethods and practices of the past, why give them such 
power with reference to the disposition of the ships, particu 
larly the ships which we are now building? 

On yesterday the House passed a bill 
000.000 for reconditioning the Mount Vernon and the Agamem 
now. When that bill comes here I am going to offer an amend 
ment to it to the effect that the board shall not be allowed t 

| those ships for less 1 the cost of reconditioning them 

33 5 per cent depreci ioh annually aiter they shall bh 

nditioned 

Ll am not willing to vote to recondition those ships—ships 
worth, adding this $12,000,000 to what they are already worth 

y, $20,000,000—and leave it to a majority of the board to sell 

em the next day to the International Mercantile Marine, or 
some other concern to which they may see fit to sell them, at 

heir own price and on their own terms. I am not willing t 
do that, and I do not believe Congress is willing to do that 
here must be some sort of protection of the public here. The 
public must not be wholly helpless in a condition like that. 

Mr. COPELAND and Mr. BINGHAM addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Florida 
vield; and if sve, te whom? 

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 yield to either one of the Senators 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to ask the Senator this question, 
if | may: Then the Senator does not want any ships sold’ 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not say that at all. 

Mr. COPELAND. Just a moment. The Senator has found 
fault because a certain number of tons of ships—I have for 
votten how many tons he said—have been sold: but he finds 
fault because they have been sold to persons who are operat 
ing them sucecesstully. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, were they 

Mr. COPELAND. They were Americans. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Not foreigners? 

Mr. COPELAND. Not foreigners, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator mean to say that the 
Senator from Florida objects to the sale of ships to Americans 
so that they may operate them under the American flag? 

Mr. COPELAND. Well, I got the impression that the Sena 
tor was rather sorry that we had sold them, because they 
had been successful. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am not objecting to any sales that were 
made on a proper and reasonable basis, on proper terms, and 
where the operation has followed in accordance with a proper 
policy as to service and routes and conditions, 

Mr. COPELAND. Is not that what happened? 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is a most remarkable thing to me that 
we have been selling these ships. At the close of the war the 
Government owned over 10,000,000 tons of ships. The Goy 
ernment to-day owns about 6,000,000 tons. Consequently, some 
t,000,000 tons of these ships intended to serve in foreign 
trade have been sold, and yet we have in private ownership 
to-day less tonnage than we bad in 1914. 

Mr. COPELAND. We sold a lot to Henry 
not? What did he do with them? 

Mr. FLETCHER. We sold over a hundred of them to Henry 
Ford for about $10,000 apiece, and he scrapped them; yes 
Senators talk about selling to American citizens. Is it a thing 
to be praised that the Shipping Board have been able to sell 
these ships to American citizens at any sort of price and on 
any sort of terms? Are we going to build ships for them to 
give away? Are we going to build ships for them to scrap 
whenever they see fit to scrap them? 

I do not care whether the purchaser is an American citizen 
or who he is; I say that no American citizen has any right to 
come before this board and be the subject of favoritism in con 
nection with the disposition of this public property. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield to the Senator from Washington 

Mr. JONES. I want to cail attention to what I think has 
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to appropriate $12.- 





Americans ? 


Ford, did we 


caused the feeling that the Shipping Board is not really regard- 
ing the declarations of the act of 1920 but is trying to sell these 
hips, and seeking to sell them just to get rid of them; that is, 
upon almost any terms, 

At the last meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States it seems that that body was not satisfied with 
what they thought was the policy of the Shipping Board in 
the disposal of the ships. I think they thought probably the 
Shipping Board should sell them faster than they were doing, 
and they had some resolutions prepared. The chairman of the 
Shipping Board came down to the chamber of commerce and 
went before a special committee that was considering this 
matter, and here is what he said; 
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The Shipping Board is not fn the bustness here ft stay in Ge rn- 
ment operation We are absolutely opposed to it We w t to 
it af isinesa. We absolutely want to cet out of . ss, and we 
ar willing to sell to any men, any A riear who ¥ l come a buy 
i th at y 1 »d i l 
t i lv good Yer to I he 
Shippi Board does 1 v s ‘ vu 
\ i § the ships f i i i { we 
¥ l I ! r es re we w r i wv Ss 
as to : he ships are running, how they re running t tl 
tin “ the they are making money o1% ywinc money We Ww rive 
you all the information, and then you can n p your mind h 
Oo! rf e 23 routes yj “ t to buy ve Ww S 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas M Prosi will Ul s I 
eld tor a2 gucstion 
NES Just niom { VW hic I l ier Wl e 
ip bbe Committ Mi Barnes 
M ind Ont - 
Fo. ution that U d prey 1} a— 
as iI ws 
“3 viev of tl xphieit ! mer 6 : by ¢ in 
ot r, of the Shipping Board, tl t ntemplate 
| l m« s in new constr ) I f his 
th the | rd is determined to Be « ll ship 1 trade 
to private enterpris t al ’ with : le a t e of 
¢ f I ] y t se t T s 
ae 1 with the adopt pri ples t ind no f ther 
n is ect ry at this time ex t to in s pon the WI ping 
Board t eed of energy in ing th shipping pr om tion 
a 1s 8 rt as necessary tor } te ‘ Yective.” 
lr. FLETCHER There you are; and he made that ffer 
over d over again, and declared that to be the policy « he 
board, to get out of business; “Come and buy!” He offered 
m at $5 a ton, $7 a ton, and finally said, “ The price make 
no difl e.” 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas Mr. President - 

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 yield to the Senator from Arkans; 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas ihe tor from Florida 
tatement a few moments ago to the effect that one ship 
which cost, I think he said, $260,000, was sold for $10,000, and 


hat at a time when it Was earning that amount on each trip 





ada: 
Mwaae a 


that it made. 

What is the explanation for such a transaction? Why is it 
that individuals, private citizens, o1 
the mercantile-marine business are ui 


corporations engaged in 

willing to pay more for 
a ship of that character, and with a business so profitable as 
that? It would seem that anyone who wanted to engage in the 
oceal-carrying trade would take into consideration the earning 
of a ship, and pay something like its reasonable value for 
it, unless there are 


powel 


indications that its earning power will 


juickly and rapidly diminish, or unless there is something else 
which depreciates the actual value of the ssel as a carrier of 
colnmerce, 

That is an enormous profit. It is a remarkable transaction to 


ell a ship for what it earns on a single trip. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But, Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkanbsas. I am asking for information; 
and if the Senator from Connecticut has more information than 
the Senator from Florida, I shall be glad to get it from hi 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understood the Senator from Florida to 
say something different from what the Senator from Arkansas 
understood him to say. I understood him to say that after 
he ship was sold, and went into private hands, and was 
operated by a private company, it then proceeded to earn $10,000 
a trip—not that it was earning anything when it was sold 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator means when operated by the 
Government operators it was not earning anything? I can not 
say as to that. They can make a showing, as to any of these 
ships, that they gre losing money, any time they want to; and 
it is possible that the ship was losing money under Government 
operation. I do not know about that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Connecticut 
I did not correctly understand the statement of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. But the question raised by the Senato 
from Arkansas is entirely in point and pertinent. Why 
that sort of a ship at that price when it is capable of earning 
as much money as that? The only explanation of that is that 
the board have the power, and they have the fixed policy, as 
laid down by the President, to get out of this business as quickly 
as possible. 


is correct. 


I eA 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course, a partial answer 
to that, at least, is that under the present operation the ship 
jis not eurbing anything, and a purchaser wouid, therefore, have 
little assurance as to what would be its earning capacity after 
it passed into private hands. I thought the statement was that 
While it Was a profitable carrier it was sold. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not know about that; and, to tell 
the truth, I think as a matter of fact there has not been 
until recent times anyhow—I will net say there is not to-day— 
a serious, deliberate purpose on the part of the Shipping Board 
or of the Emergency Fleet Corporation to make a success of 
operation. I think, on the contrary, the whole scheme has 
been to get out of shipping; and one of the arguments in 
support of that would be to point out the losses that have been 
incurred by the operation of the ships, and that sort of thing; 
but I think that is over. I hope it is. I éhink now they are 
reducing the cost of operation. The United States Lines are 
reported to have earned some $337,000 net last year. 

Mr. COPELAND, Mr, President, will the Senator yield 
there? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, the United States Lines did 
not count the interest, did not count depreciation, and made 
no provision for replacement. It was purely a matter of paper 
profit. The United States Lines have made no money, They 
hever can miuke any money, as I see it, and according to the 
testimony, unless there are material replacements; and the 
other shipping lines, the other services of the Shipping Board, 
have not made money. 

Mr. FLETCHER. As a matter of fact, at different times 
certain routes, certain services, have, as they say, reported 
“in the black.” Taken as a whole, they require an appropria- 
tion bow of some twelve or thirteen million dollars to meet 
the losses incurred by operation of some 380 ships; but the 


United States Lines is a more or less profitable line now. ‘That 
is u very important line. It needs some additions. 
Two ships like the Mount Vernon and the Agamemnon, 


added to the Leviathan, would make it one of the most power- 
ful lines in the world; and my information is that it could 
easily expect to earn, net, a million dollars a year if those 
two ships were added to its service. I can not say what that 
would be, but I know this: I know that there is really but 
ene line of the Shipping Board ships that is operated by the 
Government, and that is the United States Lines. The other 
lines ure operated by private operators, not directly by the 
Government at all; and some of the contracts heretofore were 
perfectly absurd contracts, because originally the S-O-4 con- 
tract practically provided that the more money the operators 
lost, the more profit they made; so there could not be any suc- 
cessful operation under it. I do not, however, want to go 
into all those questions now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
very brief observation in connection with the question of the 
Senator from Arkansas a few moments ago? 

Mr, FLETCHER, Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can not help feeling that the figures 
which the Senator from Florida brought out are in them- 
selves a very cogent argument against Government ownership 
and operation, and in favor of private ownership and opera- 
tion when given some form of governmental assistance, the 
form in this case being selling the ships at public sale at a 
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very low price, thereby giving the private company a chance | 


io make money on ships when the Government, which already 
@vned them, did not succeed in doing so. The facts which the 
Senator has just been pointing out with regard to the opera- 
tion of the Shipping Board seem to my simple intelligence to 
point to the fact that Government operation is not successful. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have not the floor. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Why should the private 
owner of a ship which cost $10,000, and has earned $10,000 
each trip, have any form of aid from the Government? 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The only aid the Government gave was by 
letting him have the ship at a price which he was willing to 
pay for it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Just take that point. Here for seven 
yours we have been offering private enterprise at $5 and $7 a 
ton ships which cost from $200 a ton up, and why have they 
not gone in and taken over the ships? What greater subsidy 
do they want? If subsidy will bring about private ownership 
and operation of merchant ships, what greater subsidy could 
they ask? The Senator has just said that was a kind of aid 
or subsidy, but we have been trying to do that for seven years, 
and yet we can not get them interested. Evidently they have 
not been adding to our overseas tonnage at all the ships we 
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lave been selling them. They have been operating those ships 
in the coastwise business and otherwise, scrapping them, or 
whatnot, perhaps taking the machinery out of them. We sold 
many of them for less than the machinery in them was worth, 
and they have not been added to our foreign commerce and 
trade at all. What could they ask more than the subsidy we 
have been giving, in effect, by enabling the Shippiug Board to 
go on and sell the ships at the sacrifices at which they have 
sold them’? Yet we do not get any addition to our merchant 
marine in overseas trade under the American flag owned by 
private individuals. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Caraway in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from New 
York? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator if we have kept faith 
with the men to whom we have sold these ships? I have in 
mind a line running on the Mediterranean—I have forgotten 
its name, but when we sold the ships there was an implied 
contract at least that we were going to permit them to carry 
the mail, and that contracts were going to be entered into for 
a period of 5 or 10 years. This last year, by an amendment to 
an appropriation bill, all those contracts were canceled, and 
the Postmaster General now is permitted to make contracts 
only within the terms and for the time of the appropriation. 
We have done everything in the world that we could do to 
discourage the operation by private individuals of these ships, 
even after we have sold them at this cheap rate. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Of course, we should not do that. That 
is a matter of administration which ought to be corrected. 
But we do keep faith with them in that we do not compete 
with them; we do not let the Shipping Board ships operate in 
competition with lines purchased by private individuals and 
part of the American merchant marine. 

Here is what I am afraid of, Mr. President. I have here a 
quotation from the New York Times giving a communication, 
special, from London, dated January 15. It goes on to tell 
about what is being done by other countries. Thirteen new 
liners, including two of the largest ever launched, will be on 
the stocks by the end of this year if the companies carry out 
their present intention. The White Star Co. has ordered one 
boat of 25,000 tons, and other lines named here are the Cunard 
Line, the North German Lloyd, the Hamburg-American, the 
Swedish-American, the Norwegian-American, the Scandinavian. 
All those are contemplating building new ships and are actually 
laying the keels of new ships. This article concludes: 

British shipping men who have been watching the American situation 
with great interest are confidently predicting that the United States 
Lines will eventually be purchased by the International Mercantile 
Marine. 


I think it is pretty well understood that the International 
Mercantile Marine is a British-controlled concern. Most of 
their ships are under the British flag. A majority of their 
directors are British people. The article from London con- 
tinues : 


America, it was pointed out here, can not build up a big Navy with- 
out a mercantile marine. 


That is one of the things we are contending for. That is 
quite true. Therefore we ought to have a mercantile marine 
under our flag. 


And she can not afford to operate merchant ships under Government 
ownership unless she wishes to pay heavy and continuing losses. 


That is the consolation they take to their hearts over there, 
that the people of this country will get weary of the constant 
losses, and will quit operating the ships, and go out of the 
business. That is the hope they have. 


But she will not allow the United States Lines to pass into British 
hands— 


Of course, they will not sell them to foreign interests— 
and therefore she will sell them to Franklin. 


That means Franklin, of the International Mercantile Marine. 
That is the prediction in London, that we are going to sell 
these United States Lines, our only Government-owned passen- 
ger-carrying trans-Atlantic line, Mr. Franklin, of the Inter- 
national Mercantile Marine, a British-controlled concern. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Oppre] can perhaps tell me 
how many ships owned by the Dollar Line are under foreign 
registry. Mr. Dollar, or the Dollar people, bought the seven 
President ships on the Pacific, and those ships are under our 
flag, under their contract, and must be for five years. But 
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Mr. Dollar has other ships. 
information, give it to us? 
Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, the Melville Doar was trans 
ferred to the Japanese flag in 1916. The M. 8. Dollar was 
transferred. to the British flag in 1915. The Mackinatc was 
transferred to the Japanese flag in 1915. The Robert Dollar is 
<iill under the British flag. ‘The Alice Dollar has never been 
under the American flag. The Sianley Dollar is under the 
British flag and the Lsther Dollar is under the British flag. 
Mr, FLETCHER. Those are the people who have bought the 
st fleet of combination passenger and cargo ships in the 
rid, on any ocean, brand new ships, which cost $40,000,000 
and were sold for $4,500,000. Those are 
udgment, who are laying for the 36 freight ships on the 
Pacific now and expect to get them about February 10, unless 
something is done, 
ican flag? 

Mr. COPELAND. 

Mr. FLETCHER. f yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I know nothing about it beyond the state- 
ment made to me by Mr. Stanley Dollar last week, that the lasi 
British ships that they had they sold within a few days, that 
every ship now owned by the Dollars is an American ship 
Furthermore, let us bear this in mind, that not a single ship 
sold by our Shipping Board to the Dollars can ever be under 
any other flag except by permission of the Shipping Board 
That is the law. 

Mr. FLETCHER. T understand that, but they can take those 
ships out of the service in which they are engaged at the end 
of five years and put them into the coastwise trade if they find 
it more profitable. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, can it be possible that 
British influence or British interest is in the Dollar Line Co. 
to-day? 

Mr. FLETCHER. 


Will the Senator, if he has that 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


The Senator from 
swered my question, and I presume he has authority for his 
statement. I will inquire of the Senator where his information 
comes from? Does it come from the department? But I do 
not care about that. The Senator makes the statement, and I 
do not care to press as to how he gets it. That is sufficient for 
me. I did not know but that some one else might want to 
know, in view of the statement of the Senator from New York, 
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The motion was agreed to. and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 


| in exeeutive session the doors were reopened, and the Senatda 


the people, in my | 


What do those people care about the Amer- 


some | 


Nevada kindly an- | 


whether this is an authoritative statement or not, or whether | 


it is just the Senator’s opinion. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, the Department of Commeree is 
authority for the statement I have made regarding five of the 
Dollar ships, and I have had it on authority that I conside! 
reliable that the last two named, the Stanley Dollar and the 
Rsther Dollar are still under British registry. 

Mr. FLETCHER. 
munication from London. I am finding no fault with opinion 
there. I am not criticizing it; 
selves, they are going to have a merchant marine, and let us not 
forget that. 


they are looking out for them- | 
i of B. F. 
Their opinion is that we are going out of this | 


| became presidential July 1. 


Mr. President, I have just read this com- | 


business, and that as the result of that, while we will not sell | 
the ships to the British, we will sell them to the International | 


Mercantile Marine, which is a British-controlled concern. 

That is in prospect. If it is left to a majority of this board, 
to four members of the board, will there be any reason to find 
fault hereafter with Congress because we have given this power 
to four members of the board to get rid of these ships, and pass 
title to the ships by way of getting the Government out of 
business? 

So far as 1 am concerned, when seven men unanimously are 
of the opinion that they are accomplishing the purpose of Con- 
gress in establishing and maintaining an adequate American 
merchant murine in foreign trade in voting to sell the ships, I 
am willing to let them go, but I would not be willing, so far as 


(at 5 o% 


ously er 


lock and 5 minutes p. m.), under 
tered into, took a recess watil 
January 26, 1928, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


the agreement previ- 


to-morrow, Thursday, 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the Senate January 25, 19 3 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE 

Guy Francis Barnes, of South Dakota, to be register 

land office at Pierre, S. Dak.; vice John Widlon, ré 


UNITED STATES MARSHAI 


of the 
signed. 
Fred S. Hird, of Iowa, to be United States marshal, southern 
district of lowa, vice Roy B. Gault, term expired 

PostTM ASTERS 


ARIZONA 
Margaret E. Finletter to be postmaster ut Inspiration, Ariz, 
in place of M. E. Finletter. Incumbent’s commission expires 


January 31, 1928. 
ARKANSAS 
s3urnard Q. 
place of B. O. 


23, 1928. 


Phelps to be postmaster at 
Phelps. Incumbent 


Okolona, Ark., in 
‘s commission expires Janu- 

Elmer A. 
of BE. A. 


98 1998 


Murphy to be postmaster at Lepanto, Ark., in place 
Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expires January 


Jessie Garner to be postmaster at Kingsland, Ark., in place of 


Jessie Garner. Inecumbent’s commission expires January 28, 


1928 
CALIFORNIA 
William J. Boyd to be postmaster at Sausalito, Calif., in 
place of W. J. Boyd. Incumbent’s commission expires Jamary 


31, 1928. 
Ambrose E. 

place of A. E. 

ary 31, 1928. 


Daneri to be 
Daneri. 


postmaster at Merced, Calif., in 
Incumbents commission expires Janu- 


COLORADO 
Alvin L. Bourquin to be postmaster at Stonington, Colo., in 
place of R. B. Kerr. Ineumbent’s commission expired August 
8, 1926. 
FLORIDA 
Lena M. Powers to be postmaster at 
1927. 
Nina K. Berkstresser to be postmaster at 
in place of W. H. Berkstresser, deceased. 
Julius H. Trent to be postmaster at Groveland, Fia., in place 
of W. E. Weihe, appointee declined. 
Bertha F. Knight to be postmaster at Bartow, Fla., 
Knight. 


Wabasso, Fla. Office 


Hawthorn, Ma, 


In place 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928. 
ILLINOIS 

Roy C. Hallowell to be postmaster at La Harpe, IL, 
of Susan Gilman, resigned. 

Joseph V. Campeggio to’ be postmaster at Ladd, Ill., in place 
of J. V. Campeggio. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 


in place 


| 1928. 


I am concerned, to leave it to four members of that board to | 
decide an important question like that, settling not only our | 


property values, not only our place cn the high seas, but set- 
tling the policy of the Government contrary to the purpose and 
intention of Congress. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I had hoped that we would be 
uble to get the pending amendment disposed of this afternoon, 
but it is desired that we shall have an executive session. 

I ask unanimous consent that when the Senate concludes its 
business to-day we shall take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I want to express the hope that we shall be 
able to act on the bill to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


| J. H. Brill. 


John IH, Brill to be postmaster at Hampshire, Ill, in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 1928. 
IOWA 

Charles W, Shelly to be postmaster at Ollie, Iowa, in place of 
George MecKinnis, deceased. 

Willis W. Overholser to be postmaster at Sibley, 
place of W. W. Overholser. 
December 19, 1927. 


Iowa, in 
Ineumbent’s commission expired 


KANSAS 


Jarl M. Boland to be postmaster at Leon, Kans., in place of 
Clarence Leidy, resigned. 

Charles .C. Andrews to be postmaster at 
place of ©. C. Andrews. 
ary 31, 1928. 

George W. Tompkins to be postmaster at Melvern, Kans., in 
place of G. W. Tompkins. Incumbent’s commission 
January 31, 1928. 

Ora A. Smith to be postmaster at Marysville, Kans., in place 
of O. A. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan. 31, 1928. 

Robert R. Carson to be postmaster at Hamilton, Kans, in 
place of R. R. Carson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1928. 

Chauncey J. Nichols to be postmaster at Arcadia, Kans., in 
place of C. J. Nichols. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1928. 


Noreatur, Kans., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 


expires 
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KENTUCKY 

Bettie K. Wyatt to be postmaster at Valley Station, Ky., in 
plage of B. K. Wyatt. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
17, 1928. 

LOUISIANA 

Roger F. Baudry to be postmaster at Garyville, La., in place 
of R. F. Baudry. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
192s. 

MARYLAND 

Addie D. Rayne to be postmaster at Willards, Md., in place of 
A. D. Rayne. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
192s. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Wilfred J. Tancrell to be postmaster at North Uxbridge, 
Mass., in place of W. J. Tancrell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 18, 1927. 

Carl U1. Carlson. to be postmaster at Franklin, Mass., in place 
of C. Hf, Carlson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
192s. 

MICHIGAN 

Wellington E. Reid to be postmaster at Ubly, Mich., in place 
of W. E. Reid. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
128, 

William H. Watson to be postmaster at Three Oaks, Mich., in 
place of W. H. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 28, 1928, 

Martin C. Musolf to be postmaster at Tawas City, Mich., in 
place of M. C. Musolf. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 28, 1928. 

Herbert S. Gay to be postmaster at Saginaw, Mich., in place 
of H. S. Gay, Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928, 

Samuel B. Brant to be postmaster at Pittsford, Mich., in 
place of S. B. Brant. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

William C. Mosier to be postmaster at Paw Paw, Mich., in 
place of W. ©. Mosier. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 28, 1928. 

Benjamin F, Peckham to be postmaster at Parma, Mich., in 
place of B. F. Peckham. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 28, 1928. 

Norman J. Laskey to be postmaster at Milan, Mich., in place 
of N. J. Laskey, Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928, 

Frank G. Leeson to be postmaster at Manchester, Mich., in 
place of F. G. Leeson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1928, 

Fay Elser to be postmaster at Litchfield, Mich., in place of 
Fay Elser. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 1928. 

Orville Dennis to be postmaster at Lake City, Mich., in place 
of Orville Dennis. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928. 

Frank T, Swarthout to be postmaster at Laingsburg, Mich., in 
place of EF. T. Swarthout. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 28, 1928. 

Floyd J. Gibbs to be postmaster at Ithaca, Mich., in place of 
Il. J. Gibbs. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 1928. 

Byron D, Denison to be postmaster at Galien, Mich., in place 
of B. D. Denison, Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928. 

Clara Woodruff to be postmaster at Freeland, Mich., in place 
of Clara Woodruff. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

Wilbert L. Nelson to be postmaster at Daggett, Mich., in place 
of W. L. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
192s. 

Harry E. MeClure to be postmaster at Clinton, Mich., in place 
of H. BE. MeClure. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

Frank E. Richards to be pestmaster at Clarksville, Mich., in 
place of F. BE. Richards. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 28, 1928. 

Floyd Andrews to be postmaster at Clarkston, Mich., in place 
of Floyd Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

MINNESOTA 

Harry N. Nordholm to be postmaster at Red Wing, Minn., in 
place of F. A. Scherf. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 9, 1928. 

Thomas J. Godfrey to’ be postmaster at Hibbing, Minn., in 
place of T. J. Godfrey. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1927. 

Wilbert G. Lammers to be postmaster at Fairfax, Minn., in 
place of W. G. Lammers. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1927. 
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Donald P. McIntyre to be postmaster at Hveleth, Minn., in 
place of D. P. McIntyre. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 19, 1927. 

Cora Thorson to be postmaster at Echo, Minn. in place of 
om Thorson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19. 

Paul Sartori to be postmaster at Buhl, Minn., in place of 
—_ Sartori. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19. 
1927. 

Mae Kirwin to be postmaster at Chokio, Minn., in place of 
F. A. Shipman, resigned. 

MISSOURI 

George 8. Carnes to be postmaster at Trenton, Mo., in place 
of G. 8S. Carnes. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

William A. Porter to be postmaster at Plattsburg, Mo., in 
place of W. A. Porter. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 28, 1928. 

Beryl 8. Littrell to be postmaster at Mendon, Mo., in place 
of B. S. Littrell. Incumbent's commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

Maude F. Eaton to be postmaster at Leadwood. Mo., in place 
of M. FE. Eaton. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

John A. Richmond to be postmaster at La Belle, Mo., in place 
of J. A. Richmond. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

John Fleurdelys to be postmaster at Llasco, Mo., in place of 
John Fleurdelys. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928. 

Raymond F. Gasche to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Mo., in 
place of R. F. Gasche, Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 28, 1928. 

Homer Beaty to be postmaster at Drexel, Mo., in place of 
Homer Beaty. Incumbent’s commission expires January 2%, 
1928. 

Charles C. Bishop to be postmaster at Clarence, Mo., in place 
of ©. C. Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928. 

Ruie Chatburn to be postmaster at Buckner, Mo., in place of 
Ruie Chatburn. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928. 

Johu L. Esser to be postmaster at Boonville, Mo., in place 
of J. L. Esser. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 
1928. 

MONTANA 


Leslie L, Like to be postmaster at Drummond, Mont., in place 
of L. L. Like. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928. p 

Gladys M. Fiselein to be postmaster at Boulder, Mont., in 
place of J. D. Filcher, removed. 

NEVADA 

William LL. Merithew to be postmaster at Eiko, Nev., in place 
of W. L. Merithew. Incumbeut’s commission expires January 
28, 1928. 

NEW JERSEY 


Harry C. Lussy to be postmaster at Wharton, N. J., in place 
of James Walters. Incumbent’s commission expired October 24, 
1922. 

Carroll R. Cox to be postmaster at Tuckerton, N. J., in place 
of C. R. Cox. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928. 

Abram A. Reger to be postmaster at Somerville, N. J., in 
place of A. A. Reger. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 31, 1928. 

Charles W. Brophy to be postmaster at Skillman, N. J., in 
place of C. W. Brophy. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 7, 1928. 

Charlotte S. Hurd to be postmaster at Dover, N. J., in place 
of C. S. Hurd. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928. 

Wilfred T. Sullivan to be postmaster at Delawanna, N. J. 
in place of W. T. Sullivan. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 31, 1928. 

Alonzo P. Green to be postmaster at Chester, N. J., in place 
of A. P. Green. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928. 

NORTH CAROLINA 


Jeremiah C. Meekins, jr., to be postmaster at Washington, 
N. C., in place of J. C. Meekins, jr. Incumbent’s commission 
expires January 31, 1928. 

Neill K. Currie to be postmaster at Tabor, N. C., in place of 
N. K. Currie. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928. 
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Incumbent’s commission expires January 3 


Ww. Heman Hall to be postmaster at Rosehill, N. 
f W. H. Hall. 


Gs, 


James A. Wyche to be postmaster at Hallsboro, N. C., in 


of J. A. Wyche. Incumbent’s commission expired De 
er 19, 1927. 
Herbert C. Whisnant to be postmaster at Granite Falls 


ar Whis) Incumbent’s commission 


in place of H. C. 
res January 31, 1928. 


ant. 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Aimeda Lee to be postmaster at Mohall, N. Dak., in place | 
Almeda Lee. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, | 
ys 
OHtlo 
William M. Johns to be postmaster at Plymouth, Ohio, in | 
place of W. M. Johns. Incumbent’s commission expired Dt 
mber 19, 1927. 


Wilber C. Foote to be postmaster at Fredericktown, Ohio, in 
nlace of T. E. Stafford, resigned 

Lioyd D. Carter be postmaster at 
Cc. N. Sparks, resigned. 


to Akron, Ohio, in place 


OKLAHOMA 
Ralph P. Witt to be postmaster at Maud, Okla., in place of | 
R. P. Witt. Incumbent’s commission expires January 28, 1928 

James T. White to be postmaster at Howe, Okla., in piace 


of J. T. White. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, | 
1928 
red R. Trolinger to be postmaster at Bluejacket, Okla., in 


place of T. R. Trolinger. 
uary 28, 1928. 


Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 


PENNSYLVANIA | 
John J. 
of J. J. 
1927. 
Mary 8S. Moore to be postmaster at 
of M. S. Moore, 
1928. 
Millard F, Hauser to be postmaster at Delaware Water Gap, 
Pa., in place of M. F. Hauser. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 31, 1928. 


Nichols to be postmaster at Lansdowne, Pa., in place 
Nichols. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 
Everson, Pa., in place 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 15, 


CAROLINA 
Springfield, S. C., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 


SOUTH 


Smith to be postmaster at 
Smith. 


Grover L. 
place of q. L.. 
31, 1928. 





SOUTH DAKOTA 
John H. Mathias to be postmaster at Rapid City, S. 
place of J. H. Mathias. 


ary 15, 1928, 


Dak., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 


VIRGINIA 

Jessie M. Martin to be postmaster at Concord Depot, Va., in 
place of J. M. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 8, 1928. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Dova Varney to be postmaster at Edgarton, W. Va., in place | 
of Dova Varney. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23, 
1928, 

Epson Cook to be postmaster at Macdonald, W. Va., in place 
H. H. Haeberle, removed. 

WISCONSIN 

Thomas A. Lowerre to be postmaster at Delafield, Wis., in 
place of T, A, Lowerre, Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- | 
ary 17, 1928, 


of 





WYOMING 
James A. Woods to be postmaster at Lingle, Wyo., 
of J. A. Woods. 


in place | 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, | 


of L. H. Converse. Incumbent’s commission expires January 31, 
1928 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Erecutive confirmed the Senate Jan y 25, 


1928 


nominations by 


1928, 

Levi H. Converse to be postmaster at Lavoye, Wyo., in place 

uar 

POSTMASTERS | 
ALABAMA 


John H. Nixon, Goshen. 


CONNECTICUT 
James J. Fitzpatrick, Meriden. 
James V. Golden, Noroton Heights. 
Albert E. Wellman, Torrington, 
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FLORIDA 
Frank W. Allaben, Fulford. 


Paul R. Whitaker, Monticello. 

Carrie F, Davis, Watertown. 

Thomas R. Gamble, Wildwood. 
KANSAS 

Vertie O. Booth, Bird City. 

Mattie L. Binkley, Brewster. 

Hi vy B. Gailey, Cambridge 

George G. Griffin, Clearwater. 

Jol M. Erp, Grainfield 

Lewis Ss Newell, Harveyville. 

Elmer EF. Hilton, Hunnewell. 

Harvey P. McFadden, Natoma. 

Cliff W. Weeks, Osborne, 

Earl R. Given, Randall 

Russel R. Bechtelheimer, Ulysses 
MAINE 

Marjorie Gatcomb, Vanceboro. 
MICHIGAN 

Hugh A. McLachlan, Evart. 

Edna B. Sargent, Levering 

Frank J. Adams, Rogers City. 


TENNESSEE 
Harris, Bethei Springs. 
Patton, Dayton. 
Mulberry. 
Davenport, Woodbury. 


J yhn L. 
Samuel C, 
Billie Creson, 
John K. 
TEXAS 
Minnie Owens, Dickinson. 
Daniel B. Bynum, Eustace. 


Nora C McNally, Godley 
Cass B. Rowland, Hamlin. 


Thomas FE. Williams, Matador. 
John B. Vannoy, McLean, 
William R. Williams, Montague, 


Beulah W. Carles, Muleshoe. 
Francis M. Bell, North Zulch. 
Nora M. Kuhn, Paige 

Isaac C. Plumlee, Pioneer. 


Walter C. Sparks, jr., Taft. 
UTAH 
Joseph W. Johnson, Layton. 


REJECTION 
nomination rejected by the Senate January 25, 1928 
PosTM ASTER 
NORTH DAKOTA 


Matt Johnson, Bottineau 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wepnespay, January 25, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called order 
the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TILson. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. 


the following prayer: 


to 


D., offered 


Spirit of God, teach us that Thy will is love; teach us that 


Thy love is wise. May our heart’s supreme wish be to give 
to our fellows good thoughts, strong principles, supporting 


comforts, and heavenly ideais. By grace help us to win the 
victories of faith and to do justice and to love mercy. Through 
chastened devotion to the public service may we animate others 
to follow our example. In every situation give us the light 
that never fails and the strength that never breaks. Armen. 


The Journal of 
approved. 


the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


BOOK AND MAGAZINE CENSORSHIP 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for just a few minutes on a matter that is somewhat 
personal to myself and my State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
sas asks unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes. 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 


Arkan- 
Is 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this matter is not at all seri- 
ous, and I am not presenting it in a serious way; but I think 
some reference should be made to it. 

This morning I received through the mails a clipping which 
I presume was taken from a paper in Chicago. No name is 
signed to the clipping and the paper in which it appeared is 
not named. I desire to read it into the Recorp and then com- 
ment briefly upon it. 

Representative TILLMAN, of Arkansas, introduced a Dill in Congress 
Friday to establish a national board of book and magazine censorship. 
On the same day in an examination at the State University of Arkan- 
sas one student in answer to the question, “ Who is Charles A. Lind- 
bergh?” said he was a prime minister of Sweden in the fifteenth 
century; another said he was a German general in the World War; 
and a third that Lindbergh was a leader of the bolsheviks in Russia ; 
and a fourth student thought Lindbergh was the battle line the Allies 
had such difficulty in breaking in the World War, Please write your 
own wheeze. 


Ordinarily {1 would not say anything about this, and what 
I do say will be more or less in the spirit of a jest. 

I do not know whether it is true that four students in the 
University of Arkansas made these silly answers to the question 
as to who is Lindbergh. They may have made those answers 
and made them jestingly, or ignorantly, for that matter. The 
University of Arkansas, however, has students from every State 
in the Union and from several foreign countries, and my infor- 
mation is that these four students who were supposed to have 
made these answers actually came from the city of Chicago and 
ure not permanent residents of the State of Arkansas. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

But this newspaper man seems to find objection to a bill of 
mine to create a censorship to suppress indecent books and 
magazines. Ile does not, in fairness, state that this bill proposes 
to prevent the circulation of lewd and lascivious matter in 
magazines aud books. That is the only purpose of the bill, and 
is a laudable one. The last sentence of the gentleman who 
criticizes Arkansas for a lack of literacy is himself illiterate. 
The objectionable sentence is this, “ Please write your own 
wheeze.’ That is doubtful English, but I am suggesting the 
fact that even the mayor of Chicago is somewhat opposed to 
pure English. [Applause.] The sentence quoted is distinctly 
Chicagoese and is low-brow, slummy, coarse. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I ask unanimous consent, 
while this subject is warm, for 25 minutes to-morrow, January 
26, immediately after the reading of the Journal, in which to 
discuss this particular bill, which proposes to curtail or elimi- 
nate altogether the circulation of magazines or books that are 
lewd, lascivious, or indecent, If the bill were enacted into law 
the book that has recently been bootlegged over America, full 
of filthy fiction, I think, could not have been circulated, and I 
expect to pay my respects to-morrow in a few words to that 
book, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, after the reading of the 
Journal and the disposition of matters on the Speaker's table, 
he may be allowed to address the House for 25 minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, 


THE MERCHANT MARINE 


Mr. WELCH of California. Mr. Speaker, on invitation of the 
United States Shipping Board, I had the pleasure of address- 
ing a conference called by that board on January 10, 1928, for 
the purpose of discussing with representatives of private Amer- 
ican shipowners and allied interests ways and means of aiding 
our merchant marine. I now ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp my statement, which includes excerpts 
from Senate Report No. 477, Sixty-eighth Congress, on foreign- 
trade zones in ports of the United States, as an aid in the de- 
velopment and maintenance of an American merchant marine, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Receorp in the manner indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WELCH of California. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following state- 
ment before the Shipping Board at a conference held January 
10, 1928: 

Mr. Chairman and members of the United States Shipping Board, 
in response to your invitation to be present here to-day for the pur- 
pose of a full discussion between the members of the Shipping Board 
and the American steamship owners of the Atlantic, Pacific, Gulf, and 
Great Lakes regarding the development and maintenance of an Ameri- 
can merchant marine, may I ask if your board and the shipping 


~ interests of the United States so well represented here have given 
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consideration to H. R. 8557, introduced by me in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and a companion bill, known as 8S, 742, “A bill to provide 
for the establishment, operation, and maintenance of foreign-trade 
zones in ports of entry of the United States, to expedite and encourage 
foreign commerce, and for other purposes,” which was introduced )y 
Senator Jones in the Senate? 

Chairman O’CoNNor. Free ports? 

Mr. Wetcu of California. Free ports or foreign-trade zones. We 
prefer to refer to them as foreign trade zones; the former appellation is 
misleading and tends to convey the impression that they might interfere 
with our present tariff system. Quite to the contrary, foreign-trade 
zones as provided for in this bill which I have introduced in Congress, 
have absolutely nothing to do with tariff regulations. Foreign-trade 
zones are magnets in the world’s commerce. If established in this 
country, they will build up our merchant marine which is so vital to our 
national security. 

The Senate Committee on Commerce (65th Cong.) on May 8, 1918, 
referred to the Tariff Commission Senate bill 4153, with a request 
that said commission furnish the committee with suggestions touching 
on the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage; the bill 
had for its purpose the establishment of foreign-trade zones in ports 
of the United States. 

In accordance with the request of the Committee on Commerce, the 
United States Tariff Commission submitted its report on November 
20, 1918, concerning the policy of establishing foreign-trade zones in 
ports of the United States, together with comment concerning Senate 
bill 4153. The said report was signed by F. W. Taussig, chairman; 
Thomas Walker Page, vice chairman; David J. Lewis, William Kent, 
W. 8S. Culbertson, Ed. P. Costigan. 

In the course of the investigation hearings were held in San Fran- 
cisco, New York, and Philadelphia by members of the commission. 

Information and data were sought through investigation by repre- 
sentatives of the commission in New Orleans and Galveston. A ques- 
tionnaire was sent out to several hundred merchants and_ shippers. 
Study was made of the history and working of the free ports of free 
zones in Europe and of the laws and regulations controlling them. 
Interviews were had with those familiar with free-zone practice, and 
information as to recent foreign development was secured through the 
State Department. 

From data thus obtained the report was compiled with favorable 
recommendations from the following: 

Report of committee of New York Chamber of Commerce. 

Resolution adopted by Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce. 

Report of committee of Philadelphia Board of Trade. 

Resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia Bourse. 

Resolution adopted by the foreign-trade bureau of the New Orleans 
Association of Commerce. 

Resolution adopted by the commission eouncil of New Orleans. 

Resolutions adopted by board of directors of New Orleans Cotton 
Exchange. ~ 

Report of committee of Galveston Commercial Association. 

Report to United States Tariff! Commission by committee of San Fran- 
cisco Chamber of Commerce. 

Resolutions adopted by board of directors of San Francisco Chamber 
of Commerce. 

Extracts from a hearing held by United States Tariff Commission 
in New York. 

Extracts from a hearing held by United States Tariff Commission in 
Philadelphia. 

Interview between Hon. William Kent and Capt. V. Lassen. 

Letter of George R. Meyercord. 

Letter of Charles D. Boyles. 

Address of H. R. Geddes, of Dover, England. 

Acts of Congress granting privileges similar to free-zone practice. 

Law for establishment of a free port at Copenhagen, 

Charter of Copenhagen Free Port Joint Stock Co. 

Rules for the administration of the free port of Copenhagen. 

Law providing for a commission to select a site for a free port at 
Lisbon, Portugal. 

Royal decrees providing for establishment of free ports at Cadiz, 
Barcelona, and Bilbao, Spain. 

Bill providing for the establishment of free zones in French maritime 
ports, introduced in the French Chamber of Deputies July 10, 1914, with 
explanatory letter. 

National Merchants’ Marine Association. 

National Foreign Trade Council. 

Detroit Chamber of Commerce. 

The Exporters and Importers’ Association, of Philadelphia, 

The Exporters Round Table of Boston. 

The Baltimore Import and Export Board of Trade. 

Galveston Chamber of Commerce, 

Charleston Chamber of Commerce. 

Newport News Chamber of Commerce. 

The Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce. 

Oakland Chamber of Commerce. 

Board of commissioners of the port of New Orleans. 
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O. Hempstead, customhouse broker, Baltimore, Md 
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e, Md 
rthur McGuirk, special nsel for the board of commissioners of 
be por f New Orleans 
Wilbur F,. Wakeman, treasurer and general secretary of the American 


Protective Tariff League of New York 


Alexander R. Smith, editor of the Marine News, New York 

William Kent, of the United States Tariff Commission in charge of 
investigation 

Dr. Roy S. MacElwee, assistant director of tl Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce in the Department of Commerce 

George W. Ashworth, Chief of the Division of Customs, Treasury 


Department. 





Subsequently hearings were held before a subcommittee of the Com 
mittee on Commerce, United States Senate Sixty-sixth Congress, on 
Senate bill 3170, “A to provide for the establishment, operation, 
and maintenance of foreign-trads nes in ports of entry of the United 
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; protected as before, The free zone as. to them is extraterritorial; 
a it is foreign country. The stoms officers are simply transferred 
4 Irom the hip to the gates of the zone, rhe sa ustoms duties 
4 are collected, only they ar lected at a different place; dutiabl 
3 goods taken from the zone into the country to pay the duty just as 
: before The free zone or area is am inclosed district free of customs 
restrictions, without resident population, equipped with wharves and 
warehouses where vessels may enter and leave and where goods may 
be deposited and reexported either in their original state or char d 
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Hon. John H. Rossiter is an experienced shipping man, and he pre- 
sented the importance of this gislation and its bearing pol the 
levelopment of our merchant marine, as 

The foreign-trade zone will in effect ices of 
oth l is to our doors, making our of the 
world—that is, will afford our manufa of pur 
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¢ market and will be of dominating importance to our merchant 

rin nd will constantly increase the volume of Ir commerce by 

providing needed homeward cargo, and, second the operation of trans- 
shipment of reexport business.’ 

The Secretary of Commerce and the Se ir} f the Trea have 
sub d report n bill, and their lett mack part this 
’ t r a | ] t 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMER 
Washington, Mar 4 y 
Hon. W. L. Jones 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate 

My Dear Senator Jones: Complying with r quest of 21st 
iltimo, this department submits st estions touching th rits and 
propriety of the passage of Senate bill 2570 entitled “ To provide for the 

blishment, operation, and maintenance . s n-trade zone in 
I s of entry of the United States expedi nd courage foreign 
ommerce, and for other purposes.” 

In my opinion, properly located ign-trade zones would facilitate 
nd encourage the export trade of United States and be of materia) 
enefit 1 rn hant mari for the following reason 

1. It will promote and exped ‘ ins pment trade by eliminat- 
ing the istoms formalities and dif iti inder our present system of 
wareb g f reexport In the he tariff revision of Sep- 
f be 1922 oms administrative regulations have been so liberalized 
t} many of the activith relating to foreign merchandise unde ec 

n of the bill are now allowed in bonded warehouses without requir 
ing tl payment of duttie however, they are © encumbered with 
requirements, s ) as filing manifests, of making formal entry t ill 
f ign merchandise whether intended for ultimate entry into thi B 
ry not, having goods weighed, or otherwise exan d before allowed 
t e deposited in bonded warehouses, that the pr eg available are 
not sufficiently attractive to be used to any g1 extent 
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2. The establishment of such zones would probably be of considerable 
benefit to our merchant marine and place this country in a more advan- 
tageous condition to take advantage of our large consumption of many 
foreign raw materials and distribute such among foreign countries. It 
will also impreve the opportunity for full cargoes for American ships 
both ways and result in a more economical use of our merchant marine 
by eliminating delays due to customs formalities. 

In my opinion the bill is designed to accomplish the foregoing, and I 
therefore indorse it and recommend its passage. 

lor the committee's information, I am inclosing herewith a memorial 
of the Philadelphia Board of Trade to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, indorsing and recommending the passage of Senate 2570, 

Yours faithfully, 
Iierpert Hoover, Secretary of Commerce. 
PHILADELPHIA, March 27, 1924. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


This memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade _ respectfully 
presents : 
“That the board strongly indorses the general purposes of Senate 


bill 2570, authorizing the establishment of foreign trade zones. 

“That the successful results attending the establishment of ‘ free 
ports’ (free zones), noticeably at Hamburg and Copenhagen, would 
seem to justify the authorization of such facilities for the handling of 
our foreign commerce, 

“That the transshipment of the commerce of the world runs into 
billions of dollars and the participation of the country in the develop- 
ment of this business will be greatly hastened by a recognition of the 
advantages to be gained through a free interchange of goods as pro- 
vided in the bill under consideration. 

“That the many advantages that would follow the enactment of a 
‘free zone’ measure are to numerous to enumerate in detail, but the 
more important may be briefly summarized as follows: 

“(a) Saving time and expense on part of the Government in han- 
dling imports in free zones. 

“(b) Avoidance of complications attending bonding and _ securing 
drawbacks on reexporting arriving merchandise. 

“(e) Additional facilities for profitable business in rehandling, pack- 
ing, mixing, ete, 

“(d) Advantages to manufacturers in their ability to establish fac- 
tories in free zones, when dependent upon dutiable raw material, 
avoiding thereby the troublesome drawbacks on their exported products. 

“ That the free ports are a necessity if the merchants of this country 
may hope to control a reexport trade, and the relief from customs 
barriers as provided in the bill will prove of inestimable value. 

“That under proper regulations, as will doubtless be adopted, the 
interests of the Government in the collection of duty can be protected 
when goods are released for domestic use or consumption. 

“That the hearing on the subject of ‘free ports’ (free zones), held 
in Philadelphia in 1918, gave almost unanimous indorsement of the 
wisdom of the legislation then set forth and now again proposed. 

“Therefore your memorialist, the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
earnestly petitions for the enactment of Senate bill 2570, for the reasons 
set forth in the foregoing. 

“And your memorialist will ever pray. 

[SEAL.] PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE, 

Wan. M. Coates, President. 


Attest: 
W. R. Tucker, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., April 8, 1924. 
Hon, W. L. Jones, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 

My Dear Mr, CHAIRMAN: I have the honor to refer to your letter of 
the 21st ultimo, transmitting for report a copy of the bill S. 2570, 
which provides for the establishnient, etc., for foreign-trade zones. 

After careful consideration of the bill I perceive no objection to its 
passage, so far as the interests of this department are concerned. I 
inclose herewith for your further information a copy of a letter dated 
the 6th instant from the collector of customs at New York, and invite 
special attention to his remarks with reference to section 562 of the 
tariff act of 1922, which authorizes manipulation warehouses. 

Very truly yours, 
A. W. MELLON, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
UNITED Srates CusSTOMS SerRvICE, 
New York, March 6, 1924. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D. CO. 

Sir: Receipt is acknowledged of department letter dated the 1st 
instant, E. W. Camp, director of customs, inclosing copy of so-called 
free zone bill (S. 2570), requesting an expression of the views of this 
office thereon, so far as customs matters are concerned, 


Or 


7 TQ 
,ECORD—HOUSE JANUARY 25 

The proposed measure has been carefully perused, and the proposi- 
tion submitted involves a question of policy concerning which it j 
not believed this office is called upon to express opinion. 

In so far as the customs interest in the measure is concerned, 
nothing appears to be presented which might not be taken care of 
with additional personnel, and this would appear to be provided for 
in that portion of the proposed bill which states that the cost of 
maintaining the additional customs service shall be paid by the oper- 
ator of the zone, thereby constituting no additional burden on the 
customs appropriation. 

The operations contemplated in the proposed free zone appear to 
have their counterpart in section 562 of the tariff act of 1922, with 
the exception that in the proposed free zone bill -the additional privy- 
ilege is granted of intermingling foreign with domestic merchandise, 
This privilege, it is understood, was proposed and sought by interests 
concerned when the present tariff act was under consideration, but was 
not finally incorporated in the law. 

There has been no great response to the privileges granted under 
section 562 of the new tariff act, wherein manipulation of merchandise 
in warehouse is authorized, and, in fact, no warehouse for this specitic 
purpose has yet been bonded at this port. 

Respectfuliy yours, 


3 


H. C. Stuart, 
Assistant Collector of Customs. 





The establishment of foreign trade zones— 

Will not affect the principle or policy of protection to American 
industry and labor; 

Will aid in better carrying out that policy; 

Will encourage the investment of American capital in new industries; 

Will employ American labor in work and enterprise now carried on in 
foreign countries ; 

Will develop American business in foreign 
trades ; 

Will build up centers in the United States for the distribution of 
merchandise throughout the world; 

Will simplify, facilitate, and cheapen the handling of exports and 
imports ; 

Will establish great transshipment points in the United States; 

Will expedite the loading and unloading of ships; 

Will aid in securing return cargoes for American ships; and 

Will aid in the development and maintenance of an American mer- 
chant marine. 

Will involve no change of principle, but merely one of procedure. 

Will require no expenditure of money on the part of the United 
States. 

The law will be permissive only. 


markets and foreign 


American foreign trade was carried in American ships— Per cent 
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The year 1927, as I have been informed by the Department of Com- 
merce, will show a further decrease in our foreign trade. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the members of 
the United States Shipping Board and the shipping interests will care- 
fully consider this bill. I represent a big shipping center, San Fran- 
cisco. San Francisco while still a young city ranks second to the great 
port of New York in foreign trade. In my judgment if this bill is 
enacted into law it will help solve the serious problem of saving our 
merchant marine. * * #* 

I would like to leave with you, to be incorporated in the minutes of 
these hearings, excerpts from this report of the Senate Committee on 
Commerce. 

The excerpts referred to are as follows: 


ExcerPts FROM REPORT OF THE SENATE COMMITTEB ON COMMBRCE— 
REFERRED TO BY CONGRESSMAN WELCH OF CALIFORNIA 


So long as tariffs are levied ports of entry must be maintained and 
special steps taken for the collection of such tariffs. Tariffs levied solely 
for revenue are more easily determined and collected than when they 
are levied for both revenue and protection. Whether levied for revenue 
or for protection, or for both revenue and protection, the simpler and 
less vexatious the means necessary to protect the Government the better 
the system will be for business. 

We now have in connection with our tariff system the bonded ware- 
house, the drawback, and the bonded manufacturing warehouse, There 
is a great deal of vexatious delay in the handling of goods through 
these agencies. Vessels are delayed in unloading. Complex regulations 
hinder transshipment of reexport. Much difficulty is met in working 
out drawbacks. Any system that will remove any of the obstructions 
to commerce that now exist should be welcome and will be welcomed by 
all business people who have to deal with the present system and who 
do not now possess some special advantage that might be affected. 

This bill provides a means to do away with many of the evils of the 
present system. It does not do away with the present agencies, but it 
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entirely to the preparation of the domestic product for domestic con- 
sumption, and this does not furnish full employment. It requires ex- 
pensive specialized machinery and much skilled labor that must be 
engaged by the year. But testimony was presented showing that the 
largest mills ave idle much of the time, because the domestic crop can 
keep them in operation for only half the year. 

[forts have been made to use the idle months in cleaning and milling 
oriental rice, the supply of which is very large, for reexport to the 
West Indies and Spanish America. To do this work profitably the rice 
must be imported in full ships’ cargo and bandled in bulk through 
gvain eleyators. These cargoes usually are about 6,000 tons, and as 
there is an average duty of one-half cent a pound on rice, the duty 
that must be paid on a full cargo is $60,000. The importer, of course, 
would be entitled to a drawback on such quantity of rice as was re- 
exported; but it was the unanimous testimony of the mill officials 
interviewed that business had to be discontinued because of the diffi- 
culty, delay, and expense of securing the drawback. 

Again it was found that imported flowers and feathers and imita- 
tion feathers are extensively used in this country for trimming women’s 
hats, the model or frame of which is an article of domestic production. 
Also panama and imitation panama hats for the use of both men and 
women sre imported from Central and South America and finished in 
the United States with the use of domestic materials. The industry 
has been almost entirely limited to supplying the domestic market, for 
our manufacturers have found themselves hampered in competing for 
foreign markets by the restrictions of our bonding and drawback 
system. 

The effect of these systems on dealers in highly finished goods is 
perhaps best seen in the case of laces and embroideries, These are man- 
ufactured for which Spanish America offers a large and lucrative market 
which heretofore has been almost entirely supplied from Europe. Com- 
modities of this character are apt to be included in the same order with 
a variety of other goods, and the order naturally goes to the dealer 
who can fill it as a whole at the lowest price, in the shortest time, and 
in the most convenient form, he order often includes specialties cov- 
ered by trade-mark that are produced in different countries. To engage 
successfully in this trade, therefore, the merchant must be able not 
only to furnish the goods of his own country, but also to assemble, sort, 
and repack foreign merchandise for convenient delivery. This kind of 
commerce American merchants are precluded from entering except under 
the greatest difficulties. 

In many parts of South America merchandise has to be transported 
for long distances in carts or on the backs of mules or Mamas. It 
must be packed, therefore, with the least possible weight and in such 
form that the packages may be evenly balanced, Furthermore, dry 
goods are usually dutiable in those countries at specific rates by weight, 
so that the lighter the carton or covering the lower the duty will be. 
But our bonding system does not permit the original packages received 
from Europe to be broken and rearranged. And if American manu- 
facturers of clothing use imported laces and embroideries in making 
women’s wear the difficulty of identification and the expense of col- 
lecting a drawback are so great that when they export such goods they 
frequently prefer to forego the claim. One American exporter testified 
that his firm found it necessary to take goods from bonded warehouses 
in the United States and ship them to a West Indian port where they 
might be repacked and thence forwarded to destination. 

Such are specifie illustrations brought out at the hearings and in the 
correspondence conducted by the Tariff Commission showing the need 
of American industry and commerce for more liberal arrangements in 
handling and transhipping foreign products. Before pointing out how 
this ean be accomplished through the establishment of free zones, it 
should be said with the greatest emphasis that the advantages to be 
enumerated can be attained in full measure only through the observance 
of certain prerequisites such as set forth in the bill, comment on which 
forms the second part of this report. The free zone or port that is 
here contemplated is one of the character provided for in that Dill. 


THE FREE ZONE AND IMPROVED PORT FACILITIES 


The most important prerequisite is that such a port shall provide 
properly coordinated, modern, and efficient physical facilities for the 
lading and unlading of cargoes, the entry and clearance of vessels, and 
the handling of merchandise. In the main, wharves, docks, piers, 
terminal facilities, and other necessary features of American ports 
have developed with few exceptions by a process of planless accretion. 
They are exposed to frequent fluctuations between slackness and con- 
westion, and recent experience has proved them altogether unprepared 
for emergency. 

EFFPCT OF NEW FACILITIES 

The subject of providing new facilities can not be dismissed with- 
out reference to its probable effect on facilities already existing and 
the investments that have been made in them. The prospect that a 
publicly financed free zone with its elaborate equipment would destroy 
the usefuiness of the facilities already constructed at great cost in our 
ports would arouse a widespread criticism, and not unjustified, to its 
establishment. The inquiries of the Tariff Commission, however, lead 
to the belief that no such destruction would be entailed. The experi- 
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ence of foreign countries has been that the growth of business in a 
free zone has been accompanied by a material, although smaller, in. 
crease in the use also of the previously existing facilities. The trade, 
for example, in the free port of Copenhagen grew in seven years by 
400 per cent, while at the same time the trade of the old, or customs 
port, not only escaped a loss, but actually showed some gain. 


THE BUSINESS PROPER TO A FREE ZONE 


The question now arises: Whence is the new business destined for 
a free zone to come, and in what way will it profit the country? The 
business proper to a free zone consists in receiving and manipulating 
foreign products and reshipping them in the direction and at the time 
to take advantage of the best foreign markets. This is not ouly a 
profitable business, it is also becoming a necessary business to our 
industrial and maritime growth. For however wide the range of goods 
we produce and however effective our methods of production, we can 
sell our products to best advantage only when the purchasers are able 
to pay for them with products of their own, If we do not accept 
their products, they must sell them in some third country and transfer 
to us the credit they thus acquire unless they forc zo buying our goods 
at all and make their purchases in the country where they make their 
sales. 


THE LATE ADMIRAL VICTOR BLUE 


Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, a few days ago one of the most distinguished nayal 
officers of the United States passed into the great unknown 
and beyond. I refer to Admiral Victor Blue, a native of North 
Carolina. 

He was born in Richmond County, N. C., on December 6, 
1865, and when nearly 18 years of age was appointed to the 
Nayal Academy on September 6, 1883, from the first district 
of South Carolina by the Hon. J. S. Richardson. He xgradu- 
ated in June, 1887, as an engineer officer, and began a long 
and distinguished nayal career which was terminated only by 
his death on January 22, 1928, at the age of 62. 

In his early days he served on the ships of the old Navy. 
the Pensacola, Quinnebaug, Charleston, Alliance, Thetis, and 
the Bennington. 

In December, 1892, he was transferred from the Engineer 
Corps to the regular line as an ensign, and thereafter continued 
in the line of the Navy. 

In 1896, after nine years of nearly continuous sea duty, he 
went to the Naval Academy for two years shore duty as an 
instructor. While there he was commissioned a_ lieutenant 
(junior grade). In 1898, at the outbreak of the war, he went 
to sea duty in the Atlantic Fleet. While on duty with the fleet, 
off the Cuban coast, he twice penetrated the enemy’s country 
in the vicinity of Santiago, Cuba, and obtained valuable in- 
formation concerning the location of the Spanish fleet, com- 
manded by Admiral Cervera, information which led to the 
eventual destruction of that fleet in the Battle of Santiago on 
July 3, 1898. For this heroic deed he was given the special 
meritorious medal and advanced five numbers in rank by the 
President of the United States. 

After the war he again resumed the normal occupations of 
a naval officer in peace time and served on the Massachusetts, 
on the staff of the admiral of the Asiatie station, and on the 
Kentucky, Wisconsin, Buffalo, Bennington until 1905, when, 
after this long period of sea duty, broken only by eight months 
at Cramp shipyard, he was ordered to duty at the Newport 
News Shipbuilding Co. There he remained until 1908. During 
this time he was commissioned a lieutenant in 1899 and a 
lieutenant commander in 1905. 

In 1908 he served as navigator of the armored cruiser North 
Carolina. In 1909 he took command of the Yorktown; became 
chief of staff, now with the rank of commander, of the Pacific 
Fleet in 1910; and in 1911 came to shore duty again with the 
General Board in Washington. 

In 1913, while still only a commander, he received the un- 
usual assignment to duty, for an officer of that rank, of Chief 
of Bureau of Navigation. He continued in that duty until 
August, 1916. During the World War period he was in com- 
mand of the Teras, and after the war, in 1918, returned again 
to duty as Chief of Bureau of Navigation. His arduous duty 
in that assignment, coupled to his long and trying service in 
the past, reacted on his health, and in July, 1919, he was retired 
for physical disability (angina pectoris) received in line of 
duty. While chief of bureau he had the rank, from the office, 
of rear admiral; but his promotion in his own right had contin- 
ued, and he was made a captain in 1914.and a rear admiral in 
April, 1919. 
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never fully from this heart affection and 

finally died on January 1928, from a heart attack. 

For his war service in command of the Teras, which was a 
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unit of the American battleship detachment sent abroad to 
work with the British Grand Fleet, he received the Navy’s 
ehest award (short of the medal of honor, which is given 
oniy for individual heroic acts), the distinguished-service 
al. with the following citation: 
For exceptionally meritorious service in a duty of great respons 
ty in command of the U. 8S. 8S. Tevas, operating in the war zone in 
jation and cooperation with the British Grand Fleet. 


rhus passes from the scene of activity one of the great naval 
ticers of the country. He will go dewn in history as a great 
nd good man. [Applause. | 


Mr. ENGLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
ddress the House for 10 minutes. 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will defer his | 


quest, I will be pleased to yield him 10 minutes during de- 
» upon one of the bills wl ich we will have up to-day 


Mr. ENGLAND. Very well. 
REFERENCE OF A BILL 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from New York rise? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of | 


asking unanimous consent that the bill 
the transportation, sale, and reception of stelen property in 
interstate and foreign commerce, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, be referred 
{o the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I make this request by authority of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. I have conferred with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and also with the 
minority leader. The bill is entirely penal and belongs to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, This can be done only by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 
STENOGRAPHERS IN UNITED STATES COURTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is Calendar Wednesday. 
The unfinished business is the bill (H. R. 9024) to authorize 
the appointment of stenographers in the courts of the United 
States and to fix their duties and compensation. The House 
automatically resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of this bill, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramron] 
will resume the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 9024, with Mr. Cramron in the 
chair, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on last Calen- 
dar Wednesday, there had been consumed by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] 27 minutes, and by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SumNers] 15 minutes. 

Mr. DYER. Myr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Texas 
does not wish to consume further time in general debate, I 
have no requests from this side, and I will ask that the Clerk 
read the bill under the five-minute rule, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the district court of the United States in 
each district shall for the purpose of perpetuating the testimony and 
proceedings therein, appoint one or more competent stenographic 
porters, as the business to be done may require, who shall be known as 
the official reporters of said courts and who shail hold office during the 
pleasure of the judges appointing them, or of the successors of said 
judges. Such reporters as may be appointed from time to time shall 
attend all sessions of or hearings before the said district courts, and 
shall upon the direction of the court or the request of either party in 
any civil or criminal action or proceeding take in shorthand the testi- 
mony and all proceedings bad upon the trial or hearing, except the 
arguments of counsel, and shall, when directed by the court or a party 
to the proceedings, transcribe the same within such time as the court 
may designate and preserve the original stenographic notes for a period 
of not less than five years, 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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i of 
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das follows: 


Committee t \ 1) . ° 


nt off 


mend ered by Mr On page 2, line 5, Arike 
out the word “ except and rs W ] Insel’ insert the words 
“or ar part thereof.” 

Mr. DYER Mr. Chairman, this will make the language of 

the section read as follows: 

reporters as may be appointed from time te time shall attend 
all sessions or hearings before the said district courts, and shall, upen 
the direction of the court or the request of either party in any civil 
or criminal action or proceeding, take in shorthand the testimony and 
all proceedings had upon the trial or hearing, the arguments of n- 
sel, * any part thereof, and shall, when directed by tl court or a 
party to the proceedings, transcribe the same within such time as the 
eourt may designa 

And so torth. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman left out 
the word “ except.” 

Mr. DYER. Our amendment provides that that word he 
stricken out, so that this will include the arguments of counsel 
when directed—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. That makes it read that the reporter 
inust take down the arguments of counsel 

Mr. DYER. When directed by the court or requeste:! by 
either party to the suit. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But not otherwise? 

Mr. DYER No. 

Mr. McK BOWN. Do I understand that under the gentleman's 


amendment and the language of the bill there will be no ques- 
tion about the charge of the court being taken down as a part 
the proceedings ? 
Mr. DYER. The charge will be taken and the arguments of 
counsel will be taken if directed by the court or requested by 
either party 

Mr. BDWARDS 
a question? 


VW 


May I ask the chairman of the committee 


Mr. DYER. Yes 
Mr. EDWARDS. Is it possible to constrne the language 
to mean any part of the evidence on request or the whole of 


the evidence? 
Mr. DYER. ‘This refers only to the 
All the evidence will be taken down. 


arguments of counsel. 


Mr. EPWARDS. This amendment relates to the arguments 
of counsel alone? 

Mr. DYER. That is all. 

Mr. ED) WARDS. I think it is a good amendment and covers 


the point which I raised the other day 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Would it not be in this case to 
let the argument of counsel be taken down only upon direction 
of the court and not by request of counsel? It seems to me 
the arguinent of an attorney should never be taken down except 
when directed by the court upon the request of counsel. I do 
not think a mere request of counsel should warrant or compel 
the court to have the reporter take down such argument. 

Mr. DYBR. This is necessary and is provided for in some 
the States, because, for instance, one of the counsel may 
make some remarks to which the other counsel may take excep- 


better 


tion, and, of course, would want that part of the argument 
taken down. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. It was the opinion of the mem- 


bers of the Judiciary Committee, as I 
language of the bill it was 
sufficient to authorize the taking down of any part of the 
argument Of counsel which constituted a basis of exceptions 
or of other objection, but in deference to the question that was 
in the minds of a good many Members of the House the matter 
has been made perfectly clear by adding the language which 
the chairman of the committee has directed the House’s atten- 
tion to. As the chairman has explained it will not be made 
obligatory for the stenographer to take down any part of the argu- 
ment of counsel except that part which becomes a matter of 
controversy. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I will. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Is there any question in the gentleman's 
mind or in the mind of the committee that this does include 
the charges of the judge? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; and there is no question in 
my mind that under the bill as originally drawn it covered the 
taking down of the whole proceedings in the court, including 
that part of the argument to which counsel makes complaint, 
But, regardless of that, this amendment offered by the chair- 
man of the committee makes it certain. 


understand it, that the 


as introduced in the House was 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, 

The Clerk réad as follows: 


Page 1, line 5, after the word “ appoint,” insert the words “ in accord- 
ance with the civil-service rules and regulations.” 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I discussed this amend- 
ment fully the other day and will not take much time to-day. 
1 pointed out the necessity of appointing court stenographers 
under rules and regulations laid down by the Civil Service 
Commission, These are not judges’ stenographers ; they are not 
to act in any confidential capacity to the judge. They are 
purely court stenographers. 

It was pointed out last week the necessity of having accurate 
transcript of trials and hearings, and it will appeal to every 
attorney that has any experience in the trial of causes that it 
is to the advantage of all parties to have a court stenographer 
who is not absolutely and entirely under the control and at the 
mercey of the trial judge. I placed in the Recorp a week ago 
indersement for my amendment by Chief Justice Taft and 
various Presidents in office at the various times of the appoint- 
ment of court stenographers was before Congress. I believe 
our State pays the highest salaries to court stenographers of 
any State in the Union, and it appoints the court stenographers 
through the State civil service commission. I do not believe 
there is a State in the Union that has civil service that does 
not appoint court stenographers through that service. If they 
acted as confidential secretary to the judges, then there might 
be some force in the argument presented by some Members 
opposing my amendment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. The gentleman says that he knows of no 
other State where the court stenographers are not appointed 
through the civil service. Let me say that the State of New 
Jersey has probably the most comprehensive civil-service sys- 
tem of any State in the Union, and it does not dream of not 
letting the judge appoint his own court stenographer. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Then that shows that it is not so com- 
prehensive as the gentleman would indicate. These are not 
the judges’ stenographers. They do not hold any such con- 
fidential position. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. WELLER. If the gentleman's amendment was agreed to, 
what provision would '* made for the removal of the stenog- 
raphers? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman will find that question 
fully answered in the letter from the Civil Service Commission 
on January 17, 1928. That is in the Recorp of last Wednesday. 

Mr. WELLER. I understood the gentleman from New York 
to say last week that there would be no way under the civil 
service of removing the stenographer? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, No trial or hearing is necessary unless 
the removal officer desires. 

Mr. WELLER. Would it not be in all fairness to the stenog- 
rapher necessary to have a hearing? Is he not entitled to 
know upon what ground he is going to be removed? Is he not 
entitled to be heard and, if necessary, to be represented by 
counsel? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not under the civil-service rules. 

Mr. WELLER. Under the civil-service rules, if he is not 
entitled to a hearing, does the gentleman feel that his amend- 
iment is fair to the stenographers? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, It is more fair to the stenographer than 
for him to be at the mercy and will of the judge who may dis- 
iniss him without even written notice. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The court stenographer does hold a 
confidential relation to the judge, and in most cases the court 
stenographer acts as the personal stenographer to the judge 
and handles his correspondence. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, But in a busy court it is impossible for a 
stenographer, in the nature of things where the court holds daily 
sessions, to do any other work than to report the proceedings. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas, Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York 
{Mr, LAGuARpIA]. This seems to me to be the situation: Each 
Federal district court, in the nature of things, must be a unit 
of procedure and adjudication. The judge must be held re- 
sponsible for the procedure in his court. In order that respon- 
sibility should lie, power and discretion must be associated with 
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the individual whom you propose to hold responsible. It seems 
to me, at least in the beginning—if abuses are found, they can 
be later corrected by the Congress—that the judge ought to be 
given the power and responsibility of selecting that individual 
who is to assist him in the procedure of his court. That is what 
this stenographer will do, For that reason I beg to express the 
hope that the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. LAGuARDIA]} will not be agreed to. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I doubt if there is any necessity 
for further debate. I feel that I should invoke the rule. The 
Committee on the Judiciary is opposed to this amendment. 
I do not believe it should be agreed to. I think it would be 
very dangerous and would take away from the judges the oppor- 
tunity to select men in whom they must have great confidence. 
We now permit the judges to select their clerks, and certainly 
the stenographer is nearer to the judge in the transaction of 
public business than anyone else. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to take only a minute of your time. I do 
not want to delay the bill at all. The discussion we have jusi 
had brings up a matter that I have been interested in for a 
long time. The Civil Service Bureau has become a very am- 
bitious bureau. It has reached out for everything in sight, and 
if it keeps on reaching out as it has been in the last two years, 
the next thing you know you will have to stand a civil-service 
examination before you can be elected to Congress. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Did the gentleman ever hear of a civil- 
service employee being discharged for laziness? 

Mr. McKEOWN. I never heard of many being discharged on 
any charge. I am not an advocate of what is called the spoils 
system, but I say here now that administrative positions ought 
not to be put under the civil-service control. We have had an 
example of that recently in our prohibition agents’ examination. 
I was quoted as having said that the civil service at one time 
made an examination of three questions. I did not say that. I 
said that a story is told that at one time there was a bar ex:umi- 
nation, and the applicant for admission to the bar was asked 
three questions. Two of them he answered by saying that he 
did not know. That was correct—he did not know. The third 
one he tried to answer and missed it. Of course, he made two- 
thirds grade, because he answered two of them correctly wheu 
he said that he did not know. 

Mr. HASTINGS. And was he graded 100 per cent perfect on 
that? 

Mr. McKEOWN. No; they gave him 66 per cent perfect. I 
am glad to see the House turn down this proposition of putting 
these court stenographers under civil service. No matter what 
you think, they do occupy a confidential relation to the judge. 
I take this opportunity to make reference to this expanding 
policy of the Civil Service Commission. Where a position calls 
for scientific knowledge and special training, I think there is 
nothing better than the civil service, but when it comes to the 
selection of administrative officers. the civil service ought not 
to have anything to do with it. The Civil Service Commission 
can select postmasters, perhaps, but I would be willing to wager 
that any Congressman in this House can pick a better post- 
master in his district: than any Civil Service Commission can 
pick for him, because he will pick the man that will give the 
service and satisfaction. My good friend from New York 
(Mr. LaGuarprA] is a great friend of the Civil Service Commis- 
sion and is always pushing forward the civil service. This may 
be all right where as in New York State they employ all em- 
ployees under that system and they get a large share in Wash- 
ington, but the rest of us do not get quite so many appointments. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the gentleman is not living in a 
Tammany stronghold. 

Mr. McKEOWN. That may be true, but I will say to the 
gentleman that we are living in some other stronghold. 
{ Laughter. } 

Mr. HASTINGS. I would like to know my colleague's ex- 
perience with the recognition by the Post Office Department of 
the lists that have been certified over by the Civil Service Com- 
mission for appointment as rural mail carriers, and whether 
there is any juggling, and whether they are always recognized. 

Mr. McKEOWN. For the past eight years I have had little 
to say about anything of that kind. I have not had much to 
say since I have been in Washington, because shortly after I 
came to Washington a rule was announced by the President 
that all postmasters would be put under the civil service, which 
left my opponent's friends all in office. He did requive that 
the person making first grade should get the appointment. It 


Teg taal 


Sef 








CONG 


1928 


Republican, if he got the first place, he was appointed, and 
ier the present system they select three and permit the Con- 
ressman to say which out of the three he recommends, and 
avbe no one of them is his friend. As a result of that he 
es the best he can, unless it is some case where they call 
nother examination. 
Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
ey appoint the man whom the Congressman indorses? 
Mr. McKEOWN. They send him a list. I not 
ether they indorse or not. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
s expired. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
it the gentleman may proceed for two minutes more. 
Mr. DYER. Under the rules of the House on 
ednesday the debate must be on the bill. The gentleman is not 
fining his remarks to the bill. I ask that the Clerk read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Sec. 4. The compensation of such 
nscripts and their duties, and the and regulations 
reto, shall be prescribed by rules to be adopted by the 
The compensation shall not exce 
may be hereafter provided by law in the State courts 
ich such district court is held, if such there 
ation for services shall be paid to the stenographers herein authorized 
the same manner as the salaries of the judicial office are paid. The 
fees to be paid to such stenographers by the parties to actions or pro 
edings in said courts shall be prescribed by rules to be adopted by said 
urt in each district. They shall not exceed such as are now or may 
be hereafter required to be paid to the State stenographers in the 
espective States in which said district courts are held, if any such 
there be. ; 
Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the committee 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


know 


do 


consent 


stenographers for services and 
rules 
district court 
ed such as is now or 
in the State in 


Such compen- 


each district. 


law be 


Committee amendment offered by Mr. Dyer: Page 8, line 2, after the 
word “ stenographers,” insert the words “ for transcript.” 


Mr. DYER. As the amendment proposes, provided it is 
adopted, the fees to be paid to such stenographers shall include 
fees for transcript. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply to say that 
that is just the point that I desire to offer an amendment to 
for the purpose of clarifying the language. Would it not be 
better to go on and explain by saying, “ transcript of proceed- 
ings,” the word “transcript,” of course, being of itself not a 
well-defined term and might be deemed indefinite, whereas if 
you said “transcript of proceedings” it would be clear? 
Mr. STEVENSON, “Transcript” is the word set 
paragraph 3. 

Mr. DYER. In section 4 we come to the word “ proceedings’ 
and say “ The compensation of such stenographers for services 
and transcript.” I think that covers it. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Very well. I agree. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If they have stenographers, how shall 
the compensation be fixed? ; 

Mr. DYER. It will be fixed by the court. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Without any rate 
That is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. That is the effect, in my judgment. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bill to the House with the amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri moves that 
the committee do now rise and report the bill back to the 
House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 
pass, The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Trison, as Speaker 
pro tempore having resumed the chair, Mr. CkamtTon, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee, having under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9024) to authorize the appointment of stenographers 
in the courts of the United States and to fix their duties and 
compensation, had directed him to report the bill back to the 
House with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that 


out in 


, 


being prescribed? 





RESSIONATL RECORD—HOUSE 


iq not make any difference whether he was a Democrat or a]! the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 


calendar 


relating | 


~) 


by 
— -_ 


pass. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
the bill to final passage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate yote desired on 
any amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in 
The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 


previous question on 


gross, 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time. and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Dyer, a motion to reconsider the vote 


whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DECLARATORY JUDGMENT BILL 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 5623, known 
as the declaratory judgment bill. It was considered in part in 
the House last Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 


| calls up the bill (H. R. 5628), which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5623) to amend the Judicial Code by adding a new 
section, to be No. 274D 
Be it cnacted, etc., That the Judicial Code approved March 1911, 
is hereby amended by adding after section 274C thereof a new section 
to be No. 274D, as follows: 
“Sec. 274D. (1) In eases of actual controversy in which, if suits 
were brought, the courts of the United States would have jurisdiction, 


the said courts upon petition shall have jurisdiction to declare rights 
and other legal relations on requests of all of the interested parties for 
larations whether or not further relief is or could be prayed, and 
of final decree and be reviewable 


such dec 
such declarations shall have the force 
as such. 

“(2) Further relief based declaratory decree may be granted 
whenever necessary or proper. The application shall be by petition 
to a court having jurisdiction to grant the relief. If the application 
be deemed sufficient, the court shall, on reasonable notice, require any 
adverse party, whose rights have been adjudicated by the declaration, 
to show cause why further relief should not be granted forthwith 

“(3) When a declaration of right or the granting of further 
based thereon shall involve the determination of issues of fact 
by a jury, such issues may submitted to a jury in the 
interrogatories, with proper instructions by the court, whether a 
eral verdict be required or not. 

“(4) The Supreme Court may adopt rules 
and regulation of this provision.” 


on 


relief 
triable 
of 


gen- 


be form 


for the better enforcement 


With a committee amendment, as follows: 


strike out the words “ all of the ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ any,” and after the word “ interested " strike out the 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ party.” 


On page 2, line 5, 


word “ parties” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Can the gentleman 
erence to the committee amendment? 

Mr. DYER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
Virginia [Mr. Monracvure] to explain this amendment, - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, last 
bill was before the House.’ Unfortunately, 
it was referred back to the Committee 
the precise question at issue could have been cured by an 
amendment in two or three minutes. The dispute turned upon 
the question as to whether this procedure of declaratory judg- 


The question is on agreeing 


inform us with ref. 


from 


Wednesday this 
in my judgment, 
on the Judiciary, because 


on 


ment could be invoked by one party or by all parties. The 
question was put to me, I having been designated uy the 
committee to report the bill. I personally thought the initial 


right should be accorded to one party, but the bill said, “ inter- 
ested parties,” and therefore might mean all interested parties, 
But by subsequent reference to the Committee on the Judiciary 
this view has been unanimously sustained, and I understand 
that the application may be made by any interested party. 

Upon reflection, gentlemen, it is quite obvious that if left to 
all interested parties no advance has been made, and we have 
accomplished nothing. 

Mr, STEVENSON. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Yes, 
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Mr. STEVENSON. It is now proposed that one party can 
invoke the power and action of the court? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In order for the court to act effectively 
the other parties to the issue must be brought before the court? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes; the gentleman is correct in that, and 
for the simple reason that the judge could not enter a judg- 
ment upon the question affecting the parties unless those 
parties were before the court, yet the procedure may be 
initiated by one party. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. It is true that the controversy at the 
time the bill was recommitted to the committee was over the 
matter the geutleman has just referred to, but there was quite 
a sharp difference of opinion among the members of the com- 
mittee as to whether this procedure could be .voked only on 
issues in pending litigation or whether it could be invoked 
before litigation had been instituted on matters in dispute be- 
tween the parties. Now, which is which to-day? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. There was a dispute, but I do not think 
it was among the members of the committee. I do not recall 
as to that, but certainly there was a dispute on-the floor of 
the House as to what is meant by actual controversies— 
whether a suit must be pending when application is made or 
whether the application could be made independently of the 
existence of suit. Do I not state it correctly? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I come back, therefore, to the funda- 
mental basis of this bill. It gives the power, in the absence 
of a snit or in the absence of litigation, and for the purpose 
of forestalling litigation, to determine certain preliminary ques- 
tions in cases of actual controversy. The actual controversy 
muy not be in the court at the time, but it is impending in 
such a manner that it must be in the court. For instance, 
the gentleman and myself have a contract and we appoint an 
agent. He comes to me and says, “ Has the agent under our 
agreement the right to do so-and-so?” I say, “I think he 
has.” The gentleman says, “I do not think he has.” Then I 
could make an application—which, by and by, is a suit in 
itself{—to have the court determine the meaning of the contract 
in the particular that has caused a difference of opinion and 
consequent rights of the parties. 

This is preventive relief. It exists in 20 States of the 
Union; it has existed in Great Britain for over 35 years; it 
exists in Canada, and has existed in Scotland for about 300 
years. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Does it exist in the gentleman's State? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes; but it has not been resorted to 
very much, I will say to the gentleman from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Virginia has expired. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman five addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. As I say, it has not been resorted to in 
my State very much, and, if I may be permitted to say so, I fear 
our statute is somewhat complicated. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. What is the experience of the States that 
have this procedure? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman from Kentucky stated on 
the floor the other day that it worked most admirably in his 
State, and from the information I have obtained—and I have 
endeavored to obtain it—leads me to the conclusion that wher- 
ever it has been tried it has given great satisfaction. As I 
stated the other day, it is preventive medicine and preventive 
relief intended to cut off litigation or to expedite, simplify, and 
lessen the costs of litigation. : 

Mr. RAMSEYER. If the gentleman will yield, I will ask 
him this further question. I notice that in the last paragraph 
on the second page of the report it is stated: 


The “declaratory Judgment” is a useful procedure in determining 
jural rights, obligations, and privileges, but may be applied to the ascer- 
tainment of almost any determinative fact or law. 


Then in the next sentence it speaks of it as being used to 
determine the validity of statutes. I am wondering whether 
under this procedure—— 

Mr. MONTAGUE (interposing). The validity of statutes, 
does the gentleman say? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; to determine the validity of statutes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE, Will the gentleman read that again? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. It is in the report. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think it can be done, but I do not see 
the language. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. In the second sentence in the last para- 
graph of the report it is stated: 
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The declaration of a status was perhaps the earliest exercise of this 
procedure, such as the legality of marriage, the construction of wriiten 
instruments, and the validity of statutes. 


I was just wondering whether under this procedure you could 
bring into question the constitutionality of an act of Congress 
before any litigation involving that statute had been brouglit. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I would not like to answer the gentiemay 
further than to say this: That under proper circumstances j| 
might be brought, but it should be brought upon proper applica- 
tion and in conformity with the directions and judgment of the 
court. If it is a question dependent upon a statute and the 
constitutionality of that statute is involved, why not permit the 
validity of the statute to be determined in advance of prolonged 
and costly litigation? : 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Was it the intention of the committee in 
writing this bill to give the court the power or not to give the 
court the power before the act was questioned in the regular 
court of litigation as it has to be now? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Such litigation may be expensive and 
prolonged and may involve many years, and if the validity 
of the statute can be determined in whole or in part, why not 
afford a procedural remedy in advance of what might be other- 
wise prolonged and complicated litigation? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The bill intends to confer that power 
upon the court? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 
the court. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I beg to direct the gentleman's attention 
to the language “in cases of actual controversy in’ which, if 
suits were brought, the courts of the United States would 
have jurisdiction.” Does that test relate only to the jurisdic- 
tion of the subject matter? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think so. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Or also to the parties? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. You see, the minute you bring 
the application or invoke the application for this machinery 
of the court to determine this question you have begun a case 
or a suit. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Eyactly; but—— 

Mr. MONTAGUE. If I may make myself clear, the subject 
matter must be of Federal jurisdiction. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Certainly; but the courts would not 
have jurisdiction of a moot question. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. No; and the bill so prohibits; there- 
fore—— 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Or of a question which did not involve 
any riglits. So that you could not go in on a petition in this 
sort of proceeding and get the delivery of an opinion by the 
court upon the validity of a statute unless some rights were 
involved, could you? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. No; of course, it must be an actual contro- 
versy about a right. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I simply desire to point out, in response 
to the question of the gentleman from Iowa, that in our State 
it has been held in Board of Education of Rochester v. Von 
Zandt (119 Mise. 124, affirmed 201 App. Div. 194) : 


Where an actual controversy exists involving only a question of 
law, such as the construction of a provision of the State constitution, 
the court has the power, in view of this section and rules 210-214, 
Rules of Civil Practice, to entertain and determine an application for a 
declaratory judgment. 


Mr. CHINDBLOM. But it does not appear that this lan- 
guage is exactly the same as the language in the statute of the 
State of New York. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I will say to the gentleman that the 
Supreme Court of the State of Michigan has held that a declar- 
atory judgment, a moot question, was unconstitutional; but 
this language, put in this bill after thorough study, has com- 
mended itself to our approval, must be applied to actual con- 
troversies. We therefore have obviated the question raised in 
the Michigan decision, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Virginia has expired. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Srosss],. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman, before he proceeds, 
permit me to have one minute more? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. DYER. I yield one minute more to the gentleman from 
Virginia, with pleasure. 


I think this bill confers that power upon 
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Mr. MONTAGUE. I beg to submit to the Members of the 
touse, if I may have their attention one minute further, that 
is a very meritorious piece of legislation. We complain of 
ourts, their slowness, and what not. This is intended to 
that criticism, and this purpose has been so effected every- 
has been tried by simplifying, expediting, and dimin- 
ing the costs of the administration of justice. 
s in the interests of the people of the country, whether 
ar wants it or not. 
ir. GOLDSBOROUGH. 


rt il 


Will the gentleman yield? 


M MONTAGUE. I only have one minute. I would be 

ised to yield if I had the time. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. I would like to say that in Mary- 
Tee 


has been used 
thir k. 


Twenty 


i. similar statu 

s at least, I should 

Mr. MONTAGUE. 
obs rved, 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. It 

nstruction of wil 


very successtully for oU 


states of the Union have it, as I 


but in 
court it is 


cases, 


not used in law 
ills on the equity side of the 
ost universally used, 

Mr. MONTAGUE. We have 

y years in Virginia. 

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House. on 

question that by the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. CHINDBLOM] as to whether or not this could be used where 
here was a moot question only, I might say the Supreme Court 

Michigan decided the statute in that 

“ause it said that that question might arise; 
lid not include the “in actual controversy,” and so to 
obviate or to take care of the decision in the State of Michigan 
the words were inserted in this particular bill—“in actual con- 
troversy.” This makes it perfectly clear that no court can 
take any jurisdiction of any question under this declaratory 
judgment provision unless there is an actual controversy. 

As regards the words “ actual controversy,” these words have 
been defined by the Kansas Supreme Court, because the same 
words were used in the Kansas statute, which was passed after 
the Michigan decision. The Michigan decision, by the way, 
was in Two hundred and eleventh Michigan—I have not the 
page right here. The Kansas court said that the words “ actual 
controversy” mean “an actual, antagonistic assertion and 
denial of a right:” and then Professor Borchard, of Yale, who 
has made a study of this proposition, and who is largely re- 
sponsible for the drafting of this bill, has defined the words 
“actual controversy” as “a real and not a fraudulent or osten- 
sible controversy”; and the Pennsylvania Supreme Court has 
defined the words “actual controversy” as “an actual contro- 
versy or the ripening seeds of one.” All of which goes to show 
that the court in its discretion is going to decide whether there 
is in fact an actual issue between the parties and not purely 
a moot question, and that is why this provision was put in 
the act. 

Mr. JENKINS. 

Mr. STOBBS. 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. Is there any provision in this bill in case the 
party aggrieved desires to take up his case, when the court has 
decided he has no controversy? Is there any provision for an 
appeal on that proposition? 

Mr. STOBBS. The act provides that the Supreme Court 
may make rules and regulations in reference to carrying out 
the provisions of this declaratory judgment act, and, of course, 
that would provide for an appeal; and I might say on that par- 
ticular question that this provision with respect to a declara- 
tory judgment, as the gentleman from Virginia has already 
stated, has been in successful use in Scotland for something 
over 100 years and in England ever since 1850, so that this 
legislation can not be regarded as an experiment. 

It has been adopted by 20 States, and the commissioners 
on uniform practice throughout the United States have recom- 
mended the provisions of declaratory judgment—recommended 
that these provisions be put into the statutes of all the States, 


used it for that purpose for 


was asked 


but that statute 


vords 


Will the gentleman vield? 
I will be pleased to vield to the gentleman 


and since 1922, when they adopted that report, several States 
have come in. Among others is Pennsylvania. The *commis- 


sion on uniform practice have put in the bill 14 sections; they 
have reported all of the rules and regulations under which 
declaratory judgments should be safeguarded. The bill before 
the House has simplified it as much as possible by allowing 
the Supreme Court to make rules and regulations. Pennsyl- 
vania, as I say, has adopted the recommendation of the uniform 
practice commission in toto. Many of the other States are 
following the practice of Kansas, where they have adopted 
the simplified form. The words in this act are broad enough 
to take care of not only the construction of a contract, but the 
issues of fact which may not be in written form, because if 
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there is a contract between the parties which ts not in written 





form under the provisions of this act we are discussing the 
|} court may summen a jury and decide that contract or issue 
of fact and base its judgment on such findings of fact. 

Now, on the question as to whether or not this could be 
brought at the instigation of one party rather than by all, as 
the gentleman from Virginia has well said, the act would mean 
nothing more than we can do at the present time on an agreed 
statement of facts if we left it “all.” But from the very be 
£ e¢ this provision for a declaratory judgment has been at 
the request of any one party. 

In England the statute reads “any person claiming to be 
interested and the uniform practice act has this provision: 

\l son interested under a deed, will,” and so forth 

So the unifor practice act recommends that any one person 

\ stigate this petition or request. 

Co ecticut has “i: hy pers 3s likewise Kansas, Ke l k! . 
Florida, Californ and Pennsylvania, and such other States 
as have adopted the uniform-practice provision 

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. STOBBS I will 

ir. CELLER. I agree with the gentleman that the amend- 
ment should be adopted is to make the jurisdiction coercive 
so one party might have a trial and bring all the other parties 
in. But what bothers me uow is this: That being the case, 


State unconstitutional, | 


would it in any way interfere with the right of trial by jury 
in so far as bringing defendants into court to have a judgment 
declared against them in that way? 

Mr. STOBBS. The judgment that the court makes the 
decree is nothing more nor less than the construction of a con- 
tract, or as to the legal relation between the parties. The 
court does not pass on the question of fact. If there is an issue 
of fact, the bill provides that you can have a jury to decide it. 

Mr. CELLER. I do not know whether or not the language 
in the bill of rights is broad enough to give the right to a dis- 
trict judge to interfere with the right of anyone who is thus 
coerced to have his case tried by a jury. 


Mr. STOBBS. Clause 3 of this bill says: 


When a declaration of rights or the granting of further relief based 
thereon shall involve the determination of issues of fact triable by a 


jury, such issues may be submitted to a jury in the form of interroga- 
tories with proper instructions by the court whether a verdict 
be required or not. 
Mr. McSWAIN. The allowance of such a motion is at 
discretion of the court and may be submitted to the jury? 
Mr. STOBBS. Yes; of course, the court may ‘decide that 
there is no issue to be tried by a jury. 


general 


the 


Mr. McSWAIN. This is simply to afford an additional rem- 
edy to existing rights; this does not afford any additional 
rights. 


Mr. STOBBS. It is clearly remedial. 

Mr. McSWAIN. They have the right under the Constitution 
to have a trial by jury. 

Mr. STOBBS. Surely. Nothing in this act can do away with 
any constitutional right anybody may have. 

Mr. McSWAIN. And if the judge reads this language as 
though it grants him discretion to submit the issue arising out 
of common law to trial, the judge must remember the Con- 
stitution, which says, irrespective of the language of the statute, 
that he must submit the legal issue to the jury. 

Mr. STOBBS. Absolutely. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I injected these remarks so that the Recorp 
may show, if the judge ever denies that right, that the com- 
mittee here acceded to it. 

Mr. CELLER. The courts have held that statutory construe- 
tion involves the interchange of “shall” and “ may.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five min- 
utes more. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The filing of the petition gives the court 
jurisdiction. From that time on the proceeding goes ahead in 
the way of an ordinary suit. The parties are brought in. The 
court must observe all constitutional and other rights, and this 
method is simply a new procedure for bringing parties into 
court and permitting parties to come into court. 

Mr. STOBBS. That is all there is to the proposition. It is 
made to prevent litigation rather than to encourage it by grant- 
ing an opportunity at the very outset, before any litigation, to 
ascertain and have established one’s rights. 

Mr. EVANS of California. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
vield? 

Mr. STOBBS. 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


Yes, 
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Mr. EVANS of California. Will this remedy apply in cases 
where actions have already been filed concerning the same sub- 
ject matter? For instance, we will say there is a bona fide 
suit pending. Could the parties then avail themselves of this 
proceeding? 

Mr. STOBBS. The gentleman means if the suit is actually 
brought? 

Mr. EVANS of California. Yes; where the suit is already 
brought can the same parties resort to this remedy meanwhile? 

Mr. STOBBS. If I understand the gentleman correctly, he 
wants to know whether one can invoke the provisions of this 
statute after suit has been brought as well as before? 

Mr. EVANS of California. Yes. The gentleman has already 
made it plain, that it can be invoked before. 

Mr. STOBBS. If the gentleman brought an ordinary action 
to determine my responsibilities under a contract and in the 
ordinary course it went to a trial and to a determination of 
liability for damages, if any suffered, the question involved in 
that suit would be, at some time in the proceedings, the con- 
struction of a written contract. . 

Mr. EVANS of California. Yes. 

Mr. STOBBS. I see no reason why it should not be possible 
to invoke the court to construe that contract at the outset, as 
well as in the actual trial of the case; but I am not clear about 
that. 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Why could not all those questions 
be tried out on demurrers to petitions and answers after the 
suit had begun, as questions of law. That is the only question 
that could be passed on by the court. 

Mr. STOBBS. But a demurrer raises only questions of law 
on the facts as they appear on the pleadings. This is to allow 
you to go behind the pleadings and get at all of the real facts. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Where an action at law is started and 
the two parties are at issue, either the contract has been 
breached, or one of the parties is at fault and has a duty to 
perform. Therefore any relief that may be sought pending 
trial is by way of motion. This is prior to the time that dam- 
ages occur, or that the two parties are at issue. 

Mr. STOBBS. This procedure is supposed to be invoked 
before suit is brought. 

Mr. EVANS of California. As I understand this bill, it pro- 
vides for a new and distinct forum for a preliminary declaratory 
judgment. 

Mr. STOBBS. It provides for a new remedial action. 

Mr. EVANS of California. It provides for a new action be- 
fore the same forum? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. 

Mr. EVANS of California. Assuming an action has been filed, 
and that action is pending, now the parties face about and take 
another course and come in and say, “I will try this same sub- 
ject in this way.” 

Mr. STOBBS. Oh, no. If they have invoked this procedure 
under the act and the court construes a contract, that becomes 
res adjudicata, 

Mr. EVANS of California. I am not interested in whether 
the court has construed the contract. Suppose one party gets 
tired of the first action and is not satisfied. 

Mr. STOBBS. I do not follow the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. EVANS of California. Let us assume that an action has 
been filed between parties litigant, 

Mr. STOBBS. And that an actual suit has been brought in 
court? 

Mr. EVANS of California. Under the form now allowed. 
Suppose this act is passed, should the parties to that action de- 
cide that they will avail themselves of this proceeding, and if 
they should, what happens to the first action, or can they avail 
themselves of this proceeding when action is already pending 
under the old form? 

Mr. DIESMPSEY. May I answer the question? 

Mr. STOBBS. I will yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. All your court could do is to discontinue 
your first action, 

Mr. EVANS of California. I wondered if that is necessary. 
You always can dismiss the first action. Anyone can dismiss 
the action. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. You can bring it either under new proceed- 
ings or under the old. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I have already spoken on 
this bill. I believe it is a piece of progressive legislation. We 
have a similar statute in New York. We have had it but a 
short time. I am certain that in the opinion of the bar and 
bench of our State it has worked out very satisfactory. Many 
of the provisions of our State law and the decisions since its 
enactment will, I believe, answer many inquiries which have 
been made concerning the bill under consideration, I will read 
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it, as it is very short. Section 473 of the civil practice act 
provides: 

The Supreme Court shall have power in any action or proceeding to 
declare rights and other legal relations on request for such declaration 
whether or not further relief is or could be claimed, and such declara 
tion shall have the force of a final judgment. Such provision shall be 
made by rules as may be necessary and proper to carry into effect tho 
provisions of this section. 


I will refer to the rules in just a minute. 

Now, the question propounded to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Monracve] whether or not a declaratory judgment 
can be obtained as to the constitutionality of the law? I will 
say that in New York it has been so decided. The question 
first came up in the case of the Board of Education of Rochester 
against Van Zandt, reported in 119 Misc. 195 N. Y., affirmed 
204 App. Div. 856, 197 N. Y. S. 899 (1922). 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman will recall that I an- 
swered in the affirmative. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. The rules to carry into effect the 
provision in New York State are short and simple. Rule 219 
of the Rules and Practice makes the pleadings, practice, and 
procedure similar to “other actions” in the Supreme Court. 
In other words, the parties are brought into court by the sery- 
ice of a summons and petition or complaint, and the court 
acquires jurisdiction of parties to the action. The petition 
must necessarily contain sufficient facts to show an actual con- 
troversy, With a prayer for proper relief. In other words, rule 
210 is assimilated to other actions in that eourt. Then, rule 
211 covers the prayer for relief. Rule 212 provides that the 
jurisdiction of the court is discretionary. It will be clarified 
when I read the rule and the decisions thereunder. Rule 213 
provides for a trial by jury to determine questions of fact. 

Mr. NEWTON. Does the gentleman construe the New York 
statute to permit declaratory judgments only in eases of actual 
controversy ? 

Mr, LAGUARDIA, Yes. 

Mr. CELLER. We have a provision in New York for the 
presentation of a brief statement of facts to determine the ques- 
tion in controversy. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, If the gentleman from Minnesota will 
give me his attention, I will say further that where an action 
has already accrued, for example, where an agent had been dis- 
charged by his employer and then sought a declaratory judg- 
ment to determine whether he was entitled to certain commis- 
sions, the court decided that he could commence an action in law 
and refused to entertain his petition for a declaratory judg- 
ment. I will cite the case later. 

Mr. NEWTON. Of course, the Michigan statute, and I think 
one or two others, did not contain any condition of actual con- 
troversy, and they brought a moot question before the Michigan 
court, 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The New York statute and our bill here 
provide for actual controversy. The rule requiring the same 
form and procedure as an action in law makes it clear that the 
petition must recite facts to show that an actual controversy 
exists. The rules are so brief and the leading cases so illumi- 
nating on the many questions that have been raised that I will 
read them. I think they will be very useful to the House: 

Section 473 of the New York civil practice act is as follows: 


Declaratory judgments: The supreme court shall have power in any 
action or proceeding to declare rights and other legal relations on 
request for such declaration whether or not further relief is or could 
be claimed, and such declaration shall have the force of a final judg- 
ment. Such provisions shall be made by rules as may be necessary and 
proper to carry into effect the provisions of this section. 

This section has no application to actions commenced before the civil 
practice act went into effect. Watts v. Barker (201 App. Div. 861; 
193 N. Y. 8. 59 (1922)). 

Validity : Where the demand of the plaintiff in an action on a trade 
acceptance unnecessarily included a demand for a declaratory judgment 
pursuant to this section, a determination of the validity of this section 
was unnecessary. Gerseta Corporation v. Gramatan National Bank of 
Bronxville (205 App. Div. 868; 198 N. Y. 8, 385 (1923)). 

Matters ‘determinable: Declaratory judgment entered respecting rental 
payable under lease of premises, part of which were taken in condemna- 
tion proceedings. United Cigar Stores Co. of America v. Norwood 
(124 Mise. 488; 208 N. ¥. 8S. 420 (1925)). 

Judgment granted under this section for the relief of the vendee of 
premises under contract for their delivery in the condition existing on 
the date of the contract, or for a sum stated as liquidated damages in 
the event of nonperformance, where the buildings on said premises were 
destroyed by fire before delivery was accomplished. Brownell v. Board 
of Saratoga Springs (239 N. 369; 146 N. E. 630 (1925), reviewing 211 
App. Div. 823; 206 N. ¥. S. 887 (1924), mem. dec.). 
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] view of the adoption by t! State of the principl if declaratory 
ements, evidenced by this s n and ru 210-214, Rules of Civil 
e, the supreme court is é ided t letermine an action 

between rival claimants to an amount admittedly due from the 

on a contract with one of the parties, notwithstanding the comp 
who has refused paymert until the controversy is determined, 
made a party to a ! Durant Whedon (201 App. Diy. 

m4: 194 N. ¥. S. 126 (1922)) 

Vhere an actual controversy exists involving only a question of law 
is the provision of t State constitution, the court has power, 
iew of this section and rules 210-214, Rules of Civil Practice, to 
rtain and determine an application for declaratory judgment Board 
Education of City of Rochester vr. Van Zandt (119 Mise. 124: 195 
‘. ¥. S. 297 (1922), affirmed 204 App. Div. 856; 197 N. Y¥. S. 899 


1922), mem, dec.). 


This is the case I referred to when the ge! 
vinia [Mr. MONTAGUE] had the floor. 


tleman from Vir- 


iis section confers no jurisdiction upon the court to ente deciara 
judgment in an action to compel a nonresident testamentary 
stee under a foreign will to execute trust for the benefit of one not 
med in the will Everhart Provident Life & Trust Co. of Philadel 
(118 Mise. 852; 195 N. Y¥. 388 (1922). 
Declaratory judgment relating to franchise rights as between city and 


Manhattan Bridge Three 
(204 App. Div. 89; 198 N. Y. 8S. 49 


eet-railway company modified and affirmed 
Cent Line v. City of New York 


(1923), affirmed 236 N. Y. 559; 142 N. E. 283 (1923 
Under section 473 of the civil practice act, relating to declaratory 
uizments, the supreme court has power to entertain a controversy for 
purpose of rendering a declaratory judgment with reference to 


the authority of other members of the sinking fund commission to 


transact business in the absence of the comptroller. Craig v, Commis 
sioners of Sinking Fund of City of New York, 208 App. Div, 412; 203 
N. ¥. S. 236 (1924)). 

For observation by the court that a declaratory judgment may be 


obtained as to rights and duties under a _ restrictive covenant, see 
Forstmann v, Joray Holding Co. (Ine.) (216 App. Div. 185; 215 N. ¥. 8 
65 (1926)). For case on appeal, see 244 New York 22, 154 N. E. 
652 (1926). 

Effect of submission: submission of controversy between lessor and 
lessee under this section held to waive a prior waiver of the lessor 
of a restrictive covenant in the lease. Schmidt v. Louis (122 Misc. 
249; 203 N. Y. S. 515 (1924)) 


Relief unenforceable: A complaint by a discharged agent of an insur 
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ance company seeking a declaratory judgment alleged that the plaintiff | 


was entitled to a certain compensation and a percentage on renewals 
which he would lose by reason of the defendant’s breach of contract, 
but it appeared that the defendant had refused and could not be com 
pelled to perform its part of the agreement. In these 
was held that plaintiff's case as stated could be best worked out by him 


circumstances it 
in an action for breach of the contract, and that he was not entitled 
to a declaratory judgment. His complaint was dismissed with leave 
Loesch v. Man- 
218 N. ¥. 8S. 412 (1926)). 


to file an amended complaint asking different relief. 


hattan Life Insurance Co, (128 Mise. 232; 


This is the case I had in mind when replying to an inquiry 
made by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NewTon]. 

Res judicata: It is doubtful whether the 
declaratory judgment after a court of 
already entered an order which is 


court will enter 
jurisdiction has 


supreme 
coordinate 
res judicata upen these parties, sin 
the court may decline to pass declaratory 
sons.” Kings County Trust Co. v, 
N. Y. S. 278 (1926)). 


judgment “for other rea 


Now, here are the rules of practice to carry out the provisions 
of section 374 of the New York civil practice act. 

Rule 210. Practice assimilated: An action in the supreme court to 
obtain a declaratory judgment, pursuant to section 473 of the civil 
practice act, in matters of procedure shall follow the forms and practice 
prescribed in the civil practice act and rules for other actions in that 
court. 

Ownership of claim against State: Under this title (rules 210-214) 
a suit in equity is proper to determine the ownership of a claim 
against the State and it is not important that the comptroller or any 
other State officer be made a party, since it will be presumed that the 
decree will be respected by State officers. Durant v. Whedon (201 App 
Div. 196; 194 N. Y. S. 126 (1922)). 

Rule 211. Prayer for relief: The prayer for relief in the complaint 
shall specify the precise rights and other legal relations of which a 
declaration is requested, and whether further or consequential relief is 
or could be claimed. If further relief be claimed in the 
nature and extent of such relief shall be stated. 

Rule 212. Jurisdiction discretionary : “ If in the opinion of the court 
the parties should be left to relief by existing forms of actions, or for 


action the 


other reasons, it may decline to pronounce a declaratory judgment, | 


stating the grounds on which its discretion is so exercised.” 
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Melville (127 Misc, 374; 216 | 
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The short section in the civil practice act and these four 
rules constitute the declaratory judgment law of my State 
substance the bill before us is similar and will preduce, 


li 

I n sure, the same beneficial results, 
Mr. WILLIAMSON Mr. Speaker, will th 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes 


eld: 


gentleman 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. I want to inquire if this procedure is 
compulsory on the defendant? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes He must answer. rhe same as 


if he were served with a summons and complaint in a law or 
equity action brought in a court of competent jurisdiction 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. You bring him into court by this pro- 
cedure, and the court will proceed to deliver a 
judgment, of the same force and effect of a final judgment? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly Yes; that is according to the 
New York statute and the intent of the present bill. 

Mr. DYER.. Mr. Speaker. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota |[Mr. NeEwTon | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
ota is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Speaker, this is a most important meas- 
ure. When it was under consideration one week ago, while I 
favored the general principle of the bill, 1 did not feel that I 
could support it at that time because I had not had an oppor- 
tunity to inquire into the laws and decisions of some of the 
States of the Union where they have a declaratory judgment 
law in effect. As to the text of the bill, there was doubt and 
uncertainty, not only among Members upon the floor, but even 
those who were upon the Committee on the Judiciary. There 
fore, I then voted to recommit the bill so that more careful 
consideration could be given it before it was again brought up 
for consideration in the House 

During the present week I have had an opportunity to 
exumine into the question somewhat, and I am now prepared 
to vote for this measure providing two or three suggested 
amendments are adopted. 

In my examination I found that several of the States of the 
Union had adopted declaratory judgment legislation, including: 
New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Michigan, Wisconsin, Cali- 
fornia, Kansas, Kentucky, Virginia, Pennsylvania, North Dakota, 
and several others. Several of those States passed a so-called 
uniform declaratory judgment law proposed by a committee of 
the American Bar Association. 

We must all recognize that there is a difference, of course, 
between the authority of some of the courts of the States and 
the courts of the United States. It is quite possible that a 
declaratory judgment law might not work so well under the 
Federal courts as under some of the State courts, but, after 
reflecting upon the matter, it seems to me that it is worth while 
trying out something of the kind. 

However, I am taking my position largely because there can 
be no question from the langauge of the bill before us that it 
applies only “in cases of actual controversy.” I could not 
support it if it were not limited in this manner. A moment ago 
in the colloquy between the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MonrTaGue] 
omething was said in reference to the New York State declara- 
tory judgment law and the right of a litigant there to have the 
constitutionality ef a law construed in a declaratory judgment 
proceeding. I have read the New York statute. It is not clear 
that it applies only to actual controversies. Under the Federal 
Constitution I am of the opinion that we would have no right 
whatever to pass any declaratory judgment legislation which 
was not confined to cases of actual controversy. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In the case I cited there was an actual 
controversy, and the test was whether the law invoked was 
constitutional or not. In order to test the constitutionality of 
any statute there must be that situation and a controversy 

Mr. NEWTON. The gentleman has said that there was an 
actual controversy, and the New York court held that the act 
applied only to actual controversies. 

Mr. STOBBS. Under the New York statute it is specifically 
provided that any person interested in any will, and so forth, 
or whose rights are affected by a statute, municipal ordinance, 
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or franchise, may have that question determined. In other 
words, it specifically provides there that a right under a statute 
or ordinance may be construed a declaratory judgment. 

Mr. NEWTON. But the moment we get beyond the field of 
an actual controversy and get into any moot question then we 
are up against the Constitution of the United States, as that 
was construed in the Muskrat case. A statute including moot 
questions would be of no avail, as I understand the Constitu- 
tion and the Supreme Court decisions, 

Mr. DOWELL. But the gentleman from Massachusetts 
refers to the construction of a written instrument, while this 
Janguage does not confine it to that character of controversies. 
It opens the field to any controversy. It may be a question of 
fact or it may be that any controversy may come in under this 
legislation. 

Mr. NEWTON. That is true, but if there is an actual con- 
troversy, notwithstanding that there may be a constitutional 
queston involved, it seems to me that the court could then go 
ahend and proceed under this declaratory judgment law to 
determine such questions, including constitutional ones, which 
might be presented to it in the proceedings. It further 
appears to me that, in cases of actual controversy, we can 
safely confer this power, but we should keep in mind that the 
test is, Is there an actual controversy? Are there, in fact, 
adverse parties? So restricted, it seems that this legislation 
should pass. If it is not so restricted under the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the Muskrat case (219 U. 8. 346), it would be 
futile to pass such legislation. The court in that case went on 
to say that from its earliest history it had consistently declined 
to exercise any powers other than those that were strictly judi- 
cial in their nature; that under the Constitution the exer- 
cise of judicial power is limited to cases and controversies, and 
that a case or controversy necessarily implies the assistance of 
present or possible adverse parties whose contentions are sub- 
mitted to the court for adjudication; and specifically held, just 
as the court had repeatedly held before, that it possessed no 
veto power on legislation enacted by Congress excepting as it 
indirectly exercised a sort of veto power to declare an act of 
Congress unconstitutional when a case between opposing liti- 
gants was submited to it for adjudication. 

Our distinguished colleague the gentleman from Oklahoma 
{[Mr. Hastines] was of counsel in that important piece of 
litigation. 

In its opinion the court quoted with approval an extract from 
an opinion by Mr. Justice Brewer in Chicago Railroad Co, v. 
Wellman (143 U. S. 339), wherein that distinguished jurist 
used the following language: 

Whenever, in pursuance of an honest and actual antagonistic asser- 
tion of rights by one individual against another, there is presented a 
question involving the validity of any act of any legislature, State or 
Federal, and the decision necessarily rests on the competency of the 
legislature to so enact, the court must, in the exercise of its solemn 
duties, determine whether the act be constitutional or not; but such an 
exercise of power is the ultimate and supreme function of courts. It is 
legitimate only in the last resort, and as a necessity in the determina- 
tion of real, earnest, and vital controversy between individuals. It 
never was the thought that, by means of a friendly suit, a party 
beaten in the legislature could transfer to the courts an inquiry as to 
the constitutionality of the legislative act. 


There can be no question, then, that our power to legislate is 
restricted to cases in actual controversy, 

Mr. CELLER. The gentleman will agree, and I am sure 
most Members will, that as time goes on and as business affairs 
become more intricate and complex there should be a corres- 
ponding increase of remedies in the Federal courts. I am sure 
that if the Federal courts of New York should have this right 
of declaring a declaratory judgment, it would result in sim- 
plifying the procedure in the Federal courts and decrease to 
an appreciable degree the bulging dockets of the United States 
District Court for the Bastern District of New York as well as 
the Southern District of New York. 

Mr. NEWTON. I hope so; but at the same time it does not 
appear that declaratory judgments in State courts have been 
used to any considerable extent. 

Mr. CELLER. I will say that the reason why they have 
net been used in New York heretofore is that a good many 
lawyers did not know there is a new remedy. In New York 
we have heretofore had a provision whereby if you and I had 
a controversy we could go to the appellate division of the 
Supreme Court of New York and voluntarily lay our facts 
before the court and have them determined. That was used 
to a considerable degree; but now we have this additional 
remedy whereby one man can go into court, if we pass this 
siatute, and coerce the other parties to go into court. I am 
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sure that if we noise this about lawyers generally will make 
use of this remedy. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle. 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Girperr]. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Honse, ag 
one who has practiced under similar laws, let me sum up the 
situation with this perhaps facetious and yet highly illustrative 
example. There is an old conundrum as to how to tell a mush- 
room from a frogstcol. They say eat it and if it kills you it 
is a frogstool and if it does not it is a mushroom. That is 
largely the situation of the law now. You must go and try it, 


| But that is not the way it should be. You ought to be able to 


find out whether it is a mushroom or a frogstool before you 
eat it, and that is all in the world this declaratory judgment 
law is. Some court, whether it is a constitutional question or 
whatever kind of a question it is, is going to decide it after the 
risk is taken. Why not let the same court try the same ques- 
tion before it is taken? I do not care what the question is, 
some court is going to have to decide it after the risk is taken. 
This simply permits the same court and the same parties to 
decide it before the risk is taken, which is wise. If it does not 
work out for the interests of the legal profession, it at least 
works out for the interests of the people, as the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Montacur] stated. 

You have the same court, the same jurisdiction, the same pro- 
cedure, the same parties, and the same questions. Under the 
present law you take a step in the dark and then turn on the 
light to see if you stepped into a hole. Under the declaratory 
law you turn on the light and then take the step. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Dentson }. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I never like to 
oppose a bill unanimously reported by a committee and espe- 
cially by the Judiciary Committee. I have such high respect 
for the gentlemen of that committee that I hesitate to oppose 
this bill. I have such high respect for the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Monracur] who prepared the report and who 
has spoken for the bill, that I hesitate to oppose it; but I have 
some misgivings about it, and now is the time to express them. 
I am going to take the liberty of doing so briefly. One can not, 
of course, discuss this bill in 5 or 10 minutes. It is a very 
important measure in my humble judgment. It changes and 
revolutionizes the prowedure in the courts of the United States. 

Section 1 of Article III of the Constitution provides that 
the judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one 
Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may 
from time to time establish. 

Section 2 of Article III defines the jurisdiction of the United 
States courts and provides as follows: 


The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, 
arising under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and 
treaties made, or which shall be made, under their authority; to all 
eases affecting ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls; to 
all cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction; to controversies to 
which the United States shall be a party ; to controversies between two 
or more States; between a State and citizens of another State; be- 
tween citizens of different States; between citizens of the same State 
claiming lands under grants of different States, and between a State, 
or the citizens thereof, and foreign States, citizens, or subjects. 


Now, it will be noticed that the Constitution expressly limits 
the judicial power of the United States courts to “cases” and 
to “controversies ” in the instances mentioned. I have not, of 
course, had the time to brief this question and inform myself, 
as I would like to be informed, of the construction placed by 
the United States courts upon the words “cases” and “ contro- 
versies.” I am sure that those terms have been repeatedly con- 
strued or interpreted by the courts. And my impression is that, 
in a general way, the terms “ cases” and “ controversies ” mean 
circumstances in which a “ cause of action” has actually arisen, 
or an offense has been actually committed. Or in other words, 
there must have been committed an actual violation of the 
United States laws or there must have arisen an actual “ cause 
of action” in which a right recognized by the Constitution has 
been denied or withheld. 

Applying the ;rinciple to the question that arises in con- 
nection with the validity of an act of Congress: The report 
of the committee states that the procedure proposed in this 
bill will be valuable in the determination of the validity of 
statutes. The uniform practice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States has been to refuse to pass upon the constitu- 
tionality of an act of Congress unless a right guaranteed by the 
Constitution has been denied. Parties can not bring to the 
United States courts a controversy involving the validity of an 
act of Congress rnless it is alleged and shown that the act of 
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Congress complained of has in depriving one of the 
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parties of some right to which he is entitled under the Constitu- | 


m. Recently the State of Massachusetts brought proceedings | 


Supreme Court alleging the invalidity of 
as the maternity and child welfare 
act The court dismissed the proceedil gs and refused to pass 
upon the constitutionality of the act, because a was not 
resented in which any personal rights had been denied. 

(he courts have often refused fo pass upon the validity of 
ts of Congress merely because their validity was controverted. 
hey have been careful to refrain from holding an act of Con- 
eress unconstitutional, except where parties came before the 
ht which is was claimed the act of Con- 


in the United States 
he act of Congress known 


case 


vuurt asserting a rig c 
vress deprived them of 

My judgment is that we do not have the right under the 
Constitution to enlarge upon the jurisdiction of the United 
courts to any extent That we can not broaden the 

eaning of the words and “controversies” beyond 
the meaning which those words have been given by the Supreme 
Court in adjudicated cases; and that if this act will extend the 


states 


“Cases 


jurisdiction of the United States courts to cases or contro 
versies where no right has been denied, where no cause of 
iction has actually arisen, where no offense has already been 
committed, then this act will be invalid. 

There are some who think it is desirable to confer this juris 
diction upon the United States courts to settle disputed ques- 


tions of law or fact arising out of contracts, or the validity of 
tatutes, or from other causes, before a cause of action has 
actually arisen or before any rights asserted have been actually 
denied or refused, or before any offense has been actually com- 
mitted and the penalty incurred Personally, I do not agree 
with that proposition. I doubt the wisdom of conferring such 
jurisdiction upon the United States courts. I fear it will in- 
crease litigation. Controversies will be raised to test the 
validity of every act of Congress almost. I doubt the wisdom 
of assigning to the courts the duty to advise prospective liti- 
gants of their rights arising under contracts or statutes or 
otherwise—work that is now performed by members of the bar. 

But, even if it were desirable, I have a serious doubt of the 
right of Congress to enlarge upon the jurisdiction of the courts 
beyond the limits now fixed by the Constitution as construed in 
the adjudicated cases. 
the courts will either construe the 
mean just what they have heretofore held the term to mean 
as used in the Constitution, which would have the effect to 
nullify the law, or they would hold the act unconstitutional as 
an attempt to give the United States courts extra-constitutional 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. MONTAGUBP. 
question? 

Mr. DENISON. In just a moment. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. What do you do with rights asserted? 

Mr. DENISON. A right asserted is not a “controversy” 
within the meaning of the Constitution. 


word 


Will the gentleman yield for just 


Mr. MONTAGUE. How do the United States courts then 
issue injunctions to maintain the assertion of rights? 

Mr. STOBBS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts. 

Mr. STOBBS. I call the gentleman’s attention to the report 
of the American Bar Association in which they state that former 
Justice Hughes, who took part in the decision of the Muskrat 
case, which held there wa moot question and therefore the 
act was unconstitutional, as a member of the bar association 
after he resigned from the bench, stated that that decision was 
limited only to cases in which there was no actual controversy, 
and intimated that where there was an actual controversy, such 
as provided for in this bill, the Muskrat decision would not hold 
and the statute would be constitutional. 

Mr. DENISON. Of course, any of us may be mistaken, and 
especially about a constitutional question, and I may be entirely 
wrong on this question. I hesitate to put my judgment up 


If this act is passed, in my judgment, | 
controversies” to | 


one | 


against the judgment of other men, like the members of the | 


Judiciary Committee; I haye not read the Muskrat case recently. 
But, in reply to the suggestion about the expression of an 
opinion by Judge Hughes after he left the bench, I might say 
that after Judge Hughes left the bench he came before the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and delivered 


a very able prepared opinion in which he advised the committee | 


that section 15a of the transportation act was unconstitutional. 
But the Supreme Court has since then held otherwise. As to 
the question asked me by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
MontTaGugE], I might say that, in the exercise of their equity 
jurisdiction, the courts do grant an injunction in some cases, 
not to maintain an assertion of rights, but to prevent irreparable 
injury where a violation of rights is threatened. But that is an 
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entirely different question and even in such cases where irre 
parable injury is threatened, that fact alone amounts to a denial 
of a right. 

The SPEAKER pro 
from Illinois has expired. 
My DYER. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois five addi 
tional minutes, 

Mr. DENISON, I I had the time to discuss at some 
h the power of the United States courts to pass upon the 


tempore. The 


I time of the gentleman 


wish 


Cis 


constitutionality of acts of Congress and to hold such act uneon- 
titutional and void. The history of that doctrine is very inte 
ng. I only wish to say at this time that the right of the 
irts to declare an act of Congress unconstitutional is in my 
opinion clearly given by the Constitution, and it is now a weil 
settled part of the jurisprudence of this country It often 


s the courts under severe criticism by ab! 


bri lawyers and by 
prominent 


members of another legislative body. There are 
ome who claim that the Constitution gives the courts no such 
power; others claim that the courts have abused the power. I 
think that the Supreme Court of the United States has wisely 
held that an act of Congress will not be adjudicated by the 
court, its constitutionality will not be passed upon, except where 


resented in which rights under the Constitution have 

en denied by the act. And I think it would be a mistake for 
Congress to try by this legislation to enlarge upon that jurisdi 
tion of the courts and extend their jurisdiction to these so-called 
“ troversies,” actual or otherwise, where no right has been 
actually denied or where jeopardy has not actually occurred by 
reason of an actual violation of the statute whose validity is 


questioned. 


Cases are 


There is a great deal of dissatisfaction with the power of the 


United States courts under the jurisdiction they now have 
There will be more in my judgment if we enlarge the jurisdic 
tion by this proposed legislation. So-called actual contro- 


versies will be raised about almost every act we pass here. 
The courts will have additional work to do, 

I do not, of course, know what the powers of the State legisla 
tures are under their constitutions to confer such jurisdiction 
upon State courts and give them power to enter declaratory 
judgments; but I do have doubt as to the power of Congress to 
confer such jurisdiction upon the United States courts, and I 
have very serious doubt of the wisdom of doing so, even if we 
can do it. [Applause.] 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
man from Texas [Mr. SuMNERs]. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to only to 
direct consideration to the point raised by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DENISON] who has just addressed the House. 

Clearly the proceeding under this proposed legislation if it 
hould ripen into law would be in a “case” within the mean 
ing of the provisions of the Constitution, quoted by the gentle- 
man [|Mr. Denrtson] from Illinois. The plaintiff would be there 
by a method and a procedure provided by law; the defendant 
would be there by a summons, and the issue would be joined, 
with reference to a substantial matter in actual controversy. 
fhe matter would be litigated and the judgment rendered, and 
the issues decided would become res judicata. 

Clearly there is no attempt here—and it would be futile if 
there was—to expand the constitutional powers of the courts. 
If this bill becomes a law the powers of the court would not 
be broadened of course. If this bill becomes a law the courts 
would have no jurisdiction of persons or things over which they 
would not now have jurisdiction in an ordinary action. 

The only thing this bill proposes is that the court within its 
constitutional jurisdiction may decide the matter in controversy 
prior to the time when the actual damage would have taken 
place; and then only in cases where if the damage had taken 
place the court would have jurisdiction 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Wili the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I will. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Is the gentleman 
of this legislation? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas 

Mr. ABERNETHY. 
litigation in courts? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. The tendency would be to reduce 
litigation and reduce the liability of honest men to suffer loss and 
lamage because of difference of opinion as to their respective 
rights, Let me give the gentleman this illustration: Suppose a 
man has a contract with another to build a house and there is an 
honest difference of opinion as to the material which the con- 
tract provided for. This bill, if it ripens into law, would make 
it possible for these two men to have that difference of opinion 
adjudicated before the house is built. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. This bill does not take away the right to 
demand a jury trial? 
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Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. The bill does not deprive anybody 
of his constitutional powers, : 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I will. 

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman recalls that we passed a 
child labor law prohibiting the transportation in interstate 
commerce of the products of any mine, factory, or mill in 
which children under certain ages were employed. Assuming 
that a man had a son under the age prohibited by the act, 
whom he wanted to let work in a factory, but he does not want 
to go ahead and put that boy to work for fear there might 
be a criminal prosecution. Under this bill, if it should become 
a law, before the parent put his boy to work, he could go 
into a United States court and ask the court for an adjudication 
of the validity of the child labor act, in order to determine 
whether he could safely ignore it. Is that not true? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If this bill were a law and a 
man should ask me whether or not he could go into court under 
those circumstances, I would give it as my opinion the court 
would hold his a moot question, and would not grant him a 
decision. 

Mr. DENISON. Suppose the man wants a construction of 
the child labor act in order to know whether the boy under 
14 years of age can be employed in the factory? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. In my judgment, neither in its 
purpose or in its provisions, would this bill give or attempt 
to give jurisdiction in such a circumstance. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Spenker, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 5, strike out the word “ requests” and insert the word 
“ request.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following additional 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 22, strike out lines 22 and 23 and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“(4) The Supreme Court may adopt rules and regulations for carry- 
ing out the provisions of this section.” 


Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Subparagraph (3) on page 2 of 
the bill provides for submitting questions of fact to a jury, 
as follows: 

When a declaration of right or the granting of further relief based 
thereon shall involve the determination of issues of fact triable by 
a jury, such issues may be submitted to a jury in the form of inter- 
rogatory. 

Did the committee take into consideration the advisability of 
providing that the parties to the pending action and witnesses 
might appear in person and testify, or did the committee think 
it was not necessary to make such provision? 

Mr. DYER. The committee gave consideration to that, but 
we did not believe it was necessary to do that. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. This is new character of legis- 
lation. It is new at least so far as my State is concerned. It 
is a question whether you would have the right under exist- 
ing law. Under existing law parties to any action or case 
pending have the right, of course, to appear in person and tes- 
tify. Should you not make provision for this right in this 
new class of cases? 

Mr. DYER. They can do that; but this is only to provide 
an additional way of furnishing testimony by interrogatory. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, 
it follows as a matter of course that the parties to a con- 
troversy involving facts will have to have testimony of wit- 
nesses, and the court would settle on the manner of bringing 
the witnesses into court without express authority of this 
statute. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. In reply to what the gentleman 
from North Carolina says, I respectfully submit you are 
creating here an entirely new form of litigation. There is no 
demand for it, so far as my State is concerned, or in any of 
the courts that I have ever heard of in the South. Being new 
legislation of this kind, would it not be advisable to give the 
judge express authority to have these witnesses appear in per- 
son and testify before a jury? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Branp] will permit, that as soon as you 
submit a question of fact to the jury, the judge will have 
every authority to determine that fact in the lawful manner. 
The judge will simply ask the jury to determine the question 
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of fact. In the procedure that we now have and in any pro- 
cedure relating to all matters of fact, evidence will have to be 
submitted, and the usual method of jury trial will be adhered 
to, which necessarily requires the presentation of evidence, oral 
and written. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. By witnesses as well as by parties? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Of course, by both. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is the law at present. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not think that we can set a law 
aside unless we do it positively and affirmatively, and it may 
not be constitutional to do this, if desirable. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


ADDRESS OF HON. WILLIAM TYLER PAGE 


Mr. KINCHELOB. Mr. Speaker, last night—Tuesday, Jan- 
uary 24, 1928—a very able address was delivered by the Clerk 
of the House, Mr. Wiliiam Tyler Page, before the Kentucky 
Society, on the character and services of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in the United States Congress from the State of 
Kentucky during the last 46 years. I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorb by printing that address. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, under leave to-day granted 
me I herewith insert an eloquent and historical address deliv- 
ered by Hon. William Tyler Page, Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, before the Kentucky Society at Washington, D. C., 
on January 24, 1928, commenting on the character and services 
of Senators and Members of Congress of Kentucky during his 
long services in various positions in the House of Representa- 
tives. It is instructive, entertaining, and worth the time of 
anyone to read. 

Mr. Page’s speech is as follows: 


KENTUCKY IN THE CONGRESS DURING NEARLY A HALF CENTURY 


On December 19 last I completed 46 years service in the House of 
Representatives as an employee and an officer. 

During that time I knew more or less intimately the 106 Representa- 
tives and Senators sent to Congress by the State of Kentucky. Prac- 
tically the Kentucky delegation in both Houses was the same in its 
personnel in the Forty-seventh Congress when I was a page boy at the 
Clerk's desk, as it had been in the two Congresses previously. There- 
fore it may be said that my contact with them extended over a period 
of a half century. 

My earliest recollections are of John G. Carlisle, Senator Beck, Joe 
Blackburn, and Oscar Turner. This was before Carlisle became Speaker, 
Analyzing my thoughts of these four men I find that for different rea- 
sons I remember them particularly apart from the rest. In Carlisle’s 
ease it was his classic features; he might have been a Roman Senator; 
and he was kind to me. Beck was easily one of the most outstanding 
figures in a Senate of big men, and I recall distinctly the genuine 
sorrow which prevailed when he died. His body laid in state in the 
Senate marble room, the only such instance I have ever known, and 
his funeral, at which I was present, was largely attended. 

Beck was popular and able. He was so human; everybody liked 
him, Hardly less prominent, popular, and able was Joseph Clay Stiles 
Blackburn, affectionately called “ Joe” Blackburn. He and Beck were 
cronies. Blackburn was a magnificent orator. His manner was charm- 
ing. He was democratic in all his ways. He appealed strongly to my 
boyish imagination, and I am not ashamed to say I loved him. Now, 
Oscar Turner was different, vastly different from the other three men. 
He was industrious but not so prominent. I suppose I remember him 
so distinctly because he was seldom out of his seat. 

Each man had a desk in the House in those days, at which he did 
business, but they had no secretaries, Those were the early days of 
free seeds. Oscar Turner would sit at his desk day in and day out 
writing letters and addressing seed packages. On each side of him 
would be two large waste-paper baskets, one full of seeds, the other 
empty. The latter, when filled with addressed packages, would be 
carried off to the mail by a page and be quickly filled on its return. 
And so the process went on, In after years Oscar Turner’s son came 
to Congress from Kentucky for one term, 

Of the 106 Kentuckians in Congress during my time, 92 of them 
were born in Kentucky. They were wise in selecting their birthplace, 
I mention this fact because I know of another prominent State which 
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jn 350 years did not send a native of that State to Congress; but it 
as old as Kentucky in statehood, which may account for it. 
States and one foreign country furnished Kentucky's 
r Representatives. Senator Beck was born in Scotland. Each oi 
t Stutes of Obio, Louisiana, Alabama, Pennsylvania, lowa, Indiana, 
and Rhode Island furnished one, and North Carolina, Virginia, and 
ssee each furnished two 
Of course, it is natural to suppose 
d should be composed chiefly of lawyers, men who by profession 
and practice know how to make law. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that of the 106 Representatives from Kentucky I have known 91 of 
them were lawyers. Lord Macaulay 
tlerstands medicine better than an ordinary 


1928 


Nin other 


that Congress, being a lawmaking 


once said: “* Just as a physician 
man, just as a shoe- 
iker makes shoes better than an ordinary man, so a person whose 

is passed in transacting affairs of state becomes a better states- 

than an ordinary man.” Kentucky 
sepeiag a preponderance of lawyers to make laws. 

farmers, 2 manufacturers, 3 phy 

ins, 1 editor, 1 financier, 1 business man, and { private secretary. 
In a half century Kentucky sent 16 men to the United States Senate, 
service in the House of Repre- 
Beck, Blackburn, Carlisle, Lindsay, 

Beckham, James, Martin, Stanley, 
SACKETT and Barkey, the latter 
Ifouse has made him a potential favorite 
Senator Martin's service was of brief dura- 
death of Senator James—until 
the mantle fell on Beckham I met Senator Martin, a courtly gentle 
man, during his short-lived service, and he impressed me as embodying 
the fine traditions of Kentucky 

'hree of my predecessors as Clerk of the House were Kentuckians; 
my friend, South Trimble, and George M. Adams, and Thomas Dougherty, 
fom Pettit. of Owensboro, a fine reading clerk; and Nat Crutchfield, 
of Louisville, journal clerk and parliamentarian, were my good friends. 

During my beyhood days around the House there were many veterans 
of the Civil War, and there were grim reminders of that unhappy 
strife in empty sleeves, wooden legs, and crutches. Kentueky’s quota 
of such yeterans on both sides furnished a striking illustration of her 
position as a border State. Of brigadier generals, colonels, and majors, 
there was a large crop, prominent among them being Senator Williams, 
who was a colonel; Frank Wolford, a general; and William J. Stone, 
bearing mute evidence with one leg, a colonel. 

I have mentioned that I was a page boy at the Clerk’s desk in the 
House. 


seems to have subscribed to 
t < principle by 


of the other 15, not lawvers, 6 wer 


Ss of whom, one-half, had 
Williams, 
Bradley 


Senators, 


previous 
ntatives They were 
Leboe, McCreary, Paynter 
[irnst, and the present 
whose brilliant service in the 
yn for the Presidency. 
tion one short session, following the 


This was a point of vantage in one respect, but of disad- 


vantage certain memorable occasion when Mr. Carlisle was 


Speaker. 


upon a 


The carpenter had made a little hectagonal seat, which fitted into the 
Speaker's rostrum, which brought the top of my tousled head within 
a few inches of where the Speaker rapped his gavel. 

Mr. Carlisle kept splendid order in the House without much pound 
ing of the gavel, but now and then the House would become turbulent 
and run over him, so to speak. On one such occasion Speaker Carlisle, 
having exhausted his own great stock of patience, rapped his gavel 
with unusual force and severity and called for order in his loudest 
tones, Now, it so happened that on his desk was a handsome silver 
inkstand—which I think is still in use—containing two glass wells 
full of ink. The Speaker could hardly be heard above the din on the 
floor, and in the excitement the gavel with a mighty whack missed 
its accustomed spot and landed on the end of that fine inkstand, turn 
ing it completely over and emptying both wells of their black fluid 
all over me T was dressed in a suit of the old-fashioned seersucker 
When that ink struck me I looked more 
like a zebra than a boy. ‘The ink matted my hair, ran down my face, 
and all over my clothes. The House roared with laughter as I made a 
hurried exit to the nearest washstand; but the tension was broken, 
and the House soon was restored to order and good humor. Later in 
the day I met Speaker Carlisle in the lobby. He took me by the hand 
and said, “My boy, I am very sorry that thing happened,” and as 
he withdrew his hand he left a $10 bill in mine. I thanked him and 
said, “ Mr, Speaker, you may do that every day if you want to.” The 
seersucker suit only cost $2.50 plus my mother’s work on it, and it 
was washable. : 

Join G. Carlisle was one of the fairest Speakers the House ever had 
Both sides recognized his fairness and ability; only his own party asso- 
ciates thought he sometimes went out of his way to be fair. He was 
presented with a magnificent silver service by the Republicans, It is 
thought by some that Carlisle was the best parliamentarian among 
Speakers prior to his time, not even excepting Jefferson. His decisions, 
embodying sound parliamentary principles, still live in the practice of the 
Hiouse. As a Senator and as Secretary of the Treasury he was a fine 
type of statesman. But for his efforts to maintain the gold reserve in 
the Treasury there might have been a dreadful financial panic during 
the days of the free-silver agitation. 

One day nearly 37 years ago, while sitting in one of the rooms 
now occupied by the Committee on Appropriations, I heard a pistol 


of white and blue stripes. 


LT 
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shot ring out, and, among others. ran in the direction from which it 
came and found William P. Taulbee lying at the foot of the steps near 
the House restaurant mortally wounded He was taken to Providence 
Hospital, where he died. Taulbee had just completed two terms in the 
House from Kentucky, The man who shot him was acquitted on the 
self-defense. Senators Beck and Blackburn were of his 
counsel, and I think Phil Thompson was, too 

During the Speakership of Carlisle there was a Kentuckian 
lican, named John D. White. His political enemies 
facetiously as “Johnnie Jump-up.” He was on his feet constantly. 
White was a legislative thorn in the side of the Speaker. He was 
personally offensive and would constantly harrass Mr. Carlisle, who was 
always courtly toward him The House 
with White, but to no avail 

Col. William C, P. Breckinridge, with his snow-white hair and beard 
and ruddy complexien would have been picturesque in any assembly. 
He was not a constructive statesman, as were some other Kentuckians, 
being of the oratorical type. He was truly silver-tongued and would 
often charm the House by the words that tripped lightly from his lips 
His friendly repartee with the scholarly John D. Long, of Massachu- 
setts. in which each vied with the other in throwing verbal bouquets 
at their respective States of Kentucky and 
classic. 

When it came to the retort courteous, Breckenridge had few equals 
Jehu 
and-tongs speaker, essayed a colloquy with Br 
Baker as a cat would toy with a mouse 
match for 





ground of 


a Repub 
to him 








would grow very impatient 


Massachusetts, was a 


taker, of Illinois, a diamond in the rough and a blunt hammer 
kenridge, who handled 
Whe. Baker saw he was no 
polite language he 
exclaimed impatiently, to the delight of the House, “ Oh, the language of 
the gentleman from Kentucky is fit only for a lady's boudoir.” 

Jim McKenzie, who was afterwards minister to Peru, was one of 
the witty and humorous Members of the House, As a boy I listened 
with rapt attention to his speech on the tariff, which fairly bristled 
with quips and shafts aimed at his Republican colleagues I doubt not 
that it was that speech that caused Cleveland later on to draft McKenzie 
for the Diplomatic Service. 

Speaking of the Diplomatic Service reminds me that Albert S. Willis, 
whom | knew very well, was sent by Cleveland to Hawaii, where he died 
while holding the position of the first American minister to the islands. 
When in the House, Mr. Willis became the first chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and those were “ pork-barrel 
lie was a much belabored gentleman. Asher Caruth, a very delightful 
man, from Louisville as was Willis, was a prominent and able House 
Member and forceful speaker. 

I must not forget to mention Proctor Knott, who became your gover- 
nor after leaving Congress. No better lawyer, public speaker, or genial 
gentleman ever graced the Halls of Congress. It seems to me he typified 
the best traditions of Kentucky. As a lawyer there were few better. 
His reports as chairman of the Judiciary Committee are quoted to-day. 
({s a witness in a Federal court recently I had occasion to quote one 
of them, which established a practice in the House which still obtains, 

Who can think of Proctor Knott without thinking of the noble steed 
which bore his name, winner of many contests of the turf? And of 
Tom Ochiltree, the red-headed Congressman from Texas, whose name 
is also immortal@ed in turf history. In those days the old Ivy City 
race track flourished. It was just outside the city limits, on the Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad, and near Baltimore was the Pimlico track, 
famous for races between Parole, Ten Broeck, Proctor Knott, Tom 
Ochiltree, and other famous horses. When these tracks had meets it 
was customary for Congress to adjourn early or else a quorum of each 
House could be found only at Ivy City or Pimlico. 

And there you were sure to see Proctor Knott himself, Joe Black 
burn, Jim Beck, Phil Thompson, and many Kentucky colonels. 

And in the evening these gallant sons of Kentucky might be found 
around the National and Metropolitan Hotels, in Washington, or at 
Barnum’s old hotel in Baltimore, where the jockeys hung out. Any 
other custom at such a time would have been regarded as sacrilege 
To those who might criticize, I have only to say, “ O tempora, O mores.” 

My friends, Kentucky has furnished so many great men, so many 
interesting characters, so much intellect and statesmanship in the 
nearly half century it has been my privilege to have come in contact 
with them on the hill that I might go on indefinitely and recall inci- 
dents and things concerning them. Sut, as they say in the House, 
“Here the gavel fell,” and, like some men there when their time ex- 
pires, I will continue just long enough to mention by name Governor 
McCreery, dignified and erudite; Paynter, handsome and able; Dr. God- 
frey Hunter, physician and stormy petrel; Judge Evans: Col. Arthur 
terry; Ollie James, the intrepid giant; Colonel Bradley; the fiery 
Stanley; and Lindsay and Deboe; and Sherley, the skillful parliamen- 
tarian and all-around debator and able lawyer; and the present able 
delegation, including the daughter of a former House Member from 
North Carolina, herself a splendid type of womanhood, of wife, and of 
mother, and a credit to the sturdy mountaineer constituency which sent 
her here. To-day she delivered her maiden speech in the House, where 
she and her Kentucky colleagues had a field day. 


Breckenridge in the latter's use of 


days. 
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Kentucky, great among American Commonwealths, thou hast given 
bountifully of thy best and finest sons in the Nation's service in the 
Halls of Congress. My life has been enriched by personal contact with 
them, and I am grateful. 


REFUNDING OF CERTAIN LEGACY TAXES 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7224) to 
extend the time for the refunding of certain legacy taxes, erro- 
neously colleeted, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, 
rentlewan from Maine [Mr. 
may proceed for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, my interest in this leg- 
islation was excited during the last Congress by learning that 
my immediate predecessor from my district, Mr. MceGillicuddy, 
Whom many of you remember, had made a report to the House 
on legislation involving one of the phases of this subject. My 
conviction that the legislation is just became fixed by reading 
the hearings heid duri ing the last Congress before the Committee 
on the Judiciary. I think in my 10 years of service in this 
Hiouse there has been no case where it has seemed to me the 
rights of citizens have been so buffeted about, where citizens 
have been so made the victims of circumstances, of dubious leg- 
islation, of illegal decisions by an executive department of the 
Government, and by delayed court decisions as those now asking 
relief at your hands. 

The legislation is technical in the extreme. 
of it requires a somewhat detailed statement. 

War with Spain was declared in April, 1898. The Spanish 
War revenue act, so called, became a law on June 13, 1898. 
The twenty-ninth section of this revenue act imposed certain 
taxes on legacies and on distributive shares. Reductions in 
these war taxes were made by an act approved March 2, 1901, 
but it was not until April 12, 1902, that these taxes were gen- 
erally repealed, the repeal to take effect July 1, 1902. Fol- 
lowing this repealing act there was passed what is known as the 
refunding act of June 27, 1902. This act in its third section 
provided that in all cases where an executor, administrator, 
or trustee had paid or should hereafter pay any tax upon any 
legacy or distributive share of personal property under the 
terms of the 1898 tax act the Secretary of the Treasury was 
authorized to refund so much of said tax as was collected on 
contingent beneficial interests which were not vested in pos- 
Session or enjoyment prior to July 1, 1902. This section 3 
then went on to prohibit the assessment thereafter of any tax 
under the 1898 act upon any contingent beneficial interest 
which had not become absolutely vested in possession or enjoy- 
ment prior to July 1, 1902. 

Shortly after this refunding act was passed various Treasury 
decisions appeared bearing upon the questions which give rise 
to this legislation. In a decision dated July 15, 1902, the 
‘Treasury held that when the decedent died prior to July 1, 
1902, and the distributive shares or legacies absolutely be- 
queathed were not distributed on or before the date named on 
necount of the time required by State laws to settle estates or 
on account of litigation, such legacies and distributive shares 
were subject to tax. A later decision by the department stated 
that the tax attached to the vested interest in personal prop- 
erty passing under the will of any person who died prior to 
July 1, 1902, and since June 13, 1898, though the actual pos- 
session of that interest by the trustees or beneficiaries was post- 
poned to July 1, 1902, or later, and again in October, 1903, the 
commissioner held that all such interests vested prior to July 
1, 1902, were taxable, although not vested in actual possession 
or enjoyment prior to that date. 

These rulings were manifestly in disregard of the refunding 
aet. They applied only to technical contingent interests which 
can arise only under a will, while the refunding act itself 
applied in terms to cases of intestacy as well as to those arising 
under wills. The rulings of the Treasury, therefore, as to a 
substantial body of cases rendered the refunding act and the 
plain purpose and intent of the Congress utterly null and void. 

The intention of Congress as expressed in this act was thus 
overriden by the Treasury. And until 1915 those who might 
have believed themselves entitled to a refund of taxes under 
the terms of the act faced specific decisions of the Treasury 
authorities, denying the possibilities of relief. 


I ask unanimous consent that the 
Wire|, the author of the bill, 


objection? 


An explanation 
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In 1912 Congress passed “An act extending the time for the 
repayment of certain war-revenue taxes erroneously collected.” 
This act provided that claims must be presented for the re- 
funding of such erroneously collected taxes on or before ihe 
ist day of January, 1914. It was a matter of doubt whether 
this act reached the class of cases in which we are now 
concerned, 

This was the ttndtton which confronted these claimants 
from the passage of the original legislation up to 1915. In 
1915 the Supreme Court of the United States, in the two de- 
cisions referred to in this bill, completely reversed the Treas- 
ury decisions, already alluded to, and which had stood through 
the years as a bar to these claimants. The court in these two 
decisions, in substance, heid that this 1902 refunding act deait 
with legacies and distributive shares upon the same plaue, 
treating them both as contingent interests until they became 
absolutely vested in possession or enjoyment, and it directed 
that the taxes collected upon contingent interests not so vested 
prior to July 1, 1902, should be refunded, and it forbade any 
further enforcement of the tax as respects interests remain- 
ing contingent up to that date. This, it will be seen, com- 
pletely overrode the decisions of the Treasury Department 
made in 1902 and 1903, and before referred to by me. It would 
have entitled these claimants to prosecute their claims for re- 
fund had it not been for the legislation of 1912 fixing January 
1, 1914, as the limit of time upon all claims. The claimants 
found themselves in the unfortunate position of having eclainis 
legally accruing to them in 1902, but denied by Treasury de- 
cisions, and fiually established by decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in 1915, outlawed by the act of Con- 
gress in 1912. In other words, their original legal rights aris- 
ing under the 1902 legislation were not affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court until after the claims had been outlawed by the 
1912 legislation. It is important also to note that it was not 
until 1919 that it became definitely fixed by a decision of the 
Supreme Court, rendered that year, that this act of 1912, 
limiting the time for filing claims to January 1, 1914, applied 
to this particular class of claim. 

Following the decision of the Supreme Court in 1915, the 
claims, or most of them here dealt with, were presented to the 
Treasury. It was then believed the act of 1912 did not apply 
to them, but that their vaiidity was established by this 1915 
Supreme Court decision. It was not until 1919 that the act 
of 1912 was held definitely to apply. 

Since 1919, when it was held finally that the claims were out- 
lawed, these claimants have been diligent in seeking redress. 
They constitute only about 5 per cent in number of the entire 
body of claims submitted. Their claims aggregate not to ex- 
ceed, so it is estimated, $100,000, Legislation recognizing the 
justice of their contention has been before the Congress on sev- 
eral occasions. I think three bills have passed the Senate and 
at least two of the committees of the House have favorably 
reported upon the legislation. No original right is created. The 
legislation aims only to reestablish the rights which Congress 
conferred by its refunding act of 1902, rights denied these claim- 
ants by a narrow and unwarranted construction of the law by 
the Treasury Department through all the years to 1915. No 
reason resting in good conscience can be advanced against the 
pending proposal to afford a long-delayed opportunity to present 
these claims for adjudication under a correct understanding of 
the law. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA rose. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from New 
York yield for a moment? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague [Mr. HupsperH] be allowed to reyise the remarks 
he made yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that in the interest of 
orderly procedure the bill should be read, and then gentlemen 
can be recognized under the five-minute rule. The Clerk will 
report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That claims for the refunding of any legacy taxes 
erroneously or illegally assessed or collected under the provisions of 
section 29 of the act of Congress approved June 13, 1898 (37 Stat. L. 
p. 240), may be presented to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue not 
later than six months after the passage of this act; and the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue is hereby authorized and direeted to receive, 
consider, and determine, in accordance with law but without regard to 
any statute of limitations, such claims as may have been presented 
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ha committee amendment, as follows: 
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ge 2, line 11, after the word “ Reports,’ insert a colon and the 
ing: “ Provided, That no interes ill t il lon any of these 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 


amendment, 

rhe committee amendment was agreed to 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I 

ire paragraph. 

this bill with the rest of mi cominittee. I believe I am the 
dissenting vote on this committee 

(his matter now is 18 years old, extending bevond the time 

statute of limitations fixed by the Congress of the United 
tes expired. It refers to the act of 1898. As I understand 
situation, the parties seeking relief by this bill were in 

ual litigation at the time C 

limitation in which claims could be filed for refund of taxes 

id under the original act 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Som 

‘re awaiting the decision of the 

tablished their right. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 
from discontinuing the 
claim for refund. 

Mr. DYER. There was a Treasury decision to the effect that 
they would not consider these claims. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. And therefore they did not know 
what their status was until the decision of the Supreme Court 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman entirely overlooks the fact 
that in 1912 Congress passed an act which 
all claims for refund under the act of June 2, 
the very purpose of the act of 1912, 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. The Supreme Court decision de- 
termining their rights in the matter was not rendered until 
1915, a year after the time for filing their claims had elapsed. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. But the n litigation, if they had 
asserted their rights under the act of 1912, would have 
entitled to a refund, 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. But it was the construction of eyery- 
one at that time that that act should not apply. That question 
was litigated, and it was not until 1919 that there was any 
affirmative decision that the act of 1915 covered these cases, 
[It was perfectly obvious that it was never intended to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Congress passed the act of 1912 


some 
Supreme Court, which then 


were and some were not 


There was no law preventing these people 


action then pending and making their 
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Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON But some of them did not fi 
their claims until they were apprised of their rights by i 
Supreme Court decision. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But these claimants were entitled to t 
sale rights that the others had. It is just a question of policy 
rhe act of 1912 grew out of the war of 1898, and imagine what 
is going to happen if 50 years from now we throw open the 
a : d permit taxpayers who paid taxes since 1917 to come 


op funds 


ind aul at 
M BOX, Will the gentler nu iele 


Mr. LAGUARDIA Yes 
Mr. BOX. Is it not true that these claims, or a part of 
have bee before fl 


e House Claims Committee? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA Y 

Mr. BOX. But the 
favorable. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA I did not know that. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr 


s; and there was a favorable rey 


committee was divided, if its report was 


Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


| proceed for two additional minutes. 


move to strike out the | 
[I regret exceedingly that I can not go along | 


was held to apply to | 


been | 


You had two years’ time to file your claims and get a refund of | 


any claims under the act of 1902, 

Why did not these people discontinue their action and make 
their claims? Oh, no; they continued in the court, and when, 
in 1915, they were beaten, then they came and played the baby 
act, and now, 13 years afterwards, we are asked to pass a new 
act which will result in tearing down the statute of limitations 
fixed by Congress, so that these applications may be filed, 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. The gentleman said they were beaten 
by the 1915 act. That is where he is in error, because it was 
the 1915 act which established the soundness of their conten 
They were not beaten. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. 
in the Supreme Court in 1915? 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. Yes; I should 
instead of act. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I stand corrected on that: but in 1912 
Congress gave to all these taxpayers the right to file their 
claims and obtain refunds, and I can not understand what more 
Congress could have given to them. 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. But then the question comes in 
that the Internal Revenue Department had absolutely ruled 
that they would not consider these cases. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But they considered 95 per cent of them, 
and 95 per cent were paid. 


tions, 


The gentleman weans the suit 


have said decisions 


The SPEAKER. Without objection it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
connection with what the gentleman says 


Mr. BOX. In 
about claims coming in hereafter, let me say that there have 
been claims, before the Claims Committee, during the recent 
Congress, and probably there are some now, growing out of 
taxes levied during the Civil War. There ought to be a time 
people having these claims should present them within 
a reasonable time. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I agree with the gentleman on that 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. With the general proposition ad- 
vanced by the gentleman I am in quite complete accord: but 
when citizens have been jeopardized by erroneous and illegal 
rulings of the Treasury Department, the Government of the 
United States, and the Congress of the United States. ought 
to be the last to take advantage of such a situation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does not the gentleman from Maine put 
it too strongly? 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. BON However, a citizen is charged with a reasonable 
knowledge of the law and is required to act upon the law as 
it is. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. As T said, I 
Maine states it too strongly 

Mr. WHITE of Maine. No; I really endeavored to restrain 
myself in explaining the situation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think the 
ing the situation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


when 


think the genileman from 


gentleman is overemphuasiz- 


Sec 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
ind directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
propriated, to such claimants as have presented shall hereafter 
so present their claims, any amounts allowed in the determination of 
inv claims so defined and which shall have | pl nted in a i 


ance with this act. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I did not withdraw my 
Did the Speaker put it to a vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought the gentleman's amend- 
ment was a pro forma amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No: it was not 

The SPEAKER. Does the 
ment? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. No 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
The Clerk read as follows: 


amendment. 


a pro forma amendment. 
gentleman withdraw his amend- 


umendment. 


Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA Be 


strike out section 1. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, the second paragraph of 
the bill has been read 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill has been completed. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. We are proceeding in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, and I think some debate may be 
had on the second section. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois for five minutes. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily I would oppose 
this bill. The Committee on Ways and Means, of which I 
have the honor to. be a member, has applications and requests 
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before it all the time for the waiving of the statute of limi- 
tations. In passing, 1 will say that this bill should have gone 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. It is a revenue bill 
beyond any question, as it relates to the collection of taxes. 
Congress waived the statute of limitations in behalf of these 
claimants in 1912, when it gave an opportaunity——— 

Mr. WHITH of Maine (interposing). There was no statute 
of limitations in the original act, so the 1912 act was not the 
waiving of a statute of limitation. 

Mr. DYER. The gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. What was the effect of the act of 1912? 

Mr. WHITH of Maine. The effect of that act was to write 
a statute of limitations. It was not to waive a statute, but 
it was to create a statute of limitations. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If we had not opened the doors by 
previous legislition on this subject so that approximately 95 
per cent of this class of claimants have already been able to 
secure payment, I would now be opposing this bill, but I am 
differentiating it from other like legislation for that reason. 
The Congress itself opened the doors under which the balance 
of these claims have been paid, and I think we may well, there- 
fore, place the remaining claims upon a somewhat different 
ground than the large number of claims which are constantly 
coming before us in which we are importuned to waive or set 
aside the statute of limitation. 

By the act of June 27, 1902, Congress specifically authorized 
the refund of certain taxes collected under the Spanish War 
revenue act of June 13, 1898, on contingent beneficial interests 
in estates of deeedents which would not become vested in 
possession or enjoyment before July 1, 1902. Thereafter the 
Congress, by the act of June 27, 1912, further authorized refunds 
of this character to be paid up to, but not beyond, January 1, 
1914. In the meantime, the Treasury Department by internal 
reyenue decisions limited the effect of the remedial legislation to 
an extent and in a manner that was disapproved by the United 
States Supreme Court in 1915. It is to relieve claimants from 
the loss of rights under that action of the Treasury Department 
that the legislation now before us is proposed. I think this 
case is easily distinguished from many other cases where we 
are importuned te waive statutes of limitations. 

The SPLAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Dyrr a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ROARD OF VISITORS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment of 
the following members of the Board of Visitors to the Naval 
Academy : Mr. Grorcr P. Darrow, Pennsylvania ; Mrs. FLorRENcE 
PP. Kaun, California; Mr. Groree R. Strorns, Massachusetts ; 
Mr. Harron W. Sumwners, Texas; and Mr. PARKER CORNING, 
New York. 

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 1025 OF THE REVISED STATUTES OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9785) to 
amend section 1025 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
Btlates, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1025 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so0 as to read as 
follows : 

“Sec. 1025. No Indictment found and presented by a grand jury 
in any district or other court of the United States shall be deemed 
insufficient, nor shall the trial, judgment, or other proceeding thereon 
be affected, by reason of any defect or imperfection in matter of form 
only, which shall not tend to the prejudice of the defendant, or by 
reason of the attendance before the grand jury of one or more clerks 
or stenographers employed to assist the district attorney or other 
counsel for the Government in a clerical capacity, who shall, in that 
connection, be deemed to be persons acting for and on behalf of the 
United States in an official capacity and function.” 

With the following committee amendments: 


Page 2, line 1, after the word “jury” insert the words “ during the 
taking of testimony.” 

Page 2, line 2, after the word “employed” insert the words “in 
a clerical capacity.” 

Page 2, line 3, strike out the words “in a clerical capacity.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and all amendments thereto, 

The previous question was ordered, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Dyer, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CORRECTING THE ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE STATE OF NEW YORK AND 
THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res, 59) directing the Comptroller General of the United 
States to correct an error made in the adjustment of the se. 
count between the State of New York and the United States, 
adjusted under the authority contained in the act of February 
24, 1905 (33 Stat. L. 777), and appropriated for in the deficiency 
act of February 27, 1906. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the act of Congress approved February 24, 1905 (33 Stat. L, 
777), provided for the adjustment of certain claims of the States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware; and 

Whereas an adjustment was made by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department of the account of the State of New York, and 
the amount found due said State was reported to Congress for an 
appropriation and appropriated for in the defleciency appropriation act 
of February 27, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 29); and 

Whereas the Comptroller General of the United States, in response to 
Senate Resolution No. 378, reported to the Senate on February 16, 1923 
(see 8. Doc. No. 304, 67th Cong., 4th sess.), that the State of New 
York had failed to receive the correct application of the rule of settle- 
ment prescribed by the act of February 24, 1905, in the manner zpplicd 
to the accounts of the States of Pennsylvania and Delaware, cobensc- 
ficiaries under the act of February 24, 1905; and 

Whereas the Comptroller General of the United States, upon an appli 
cation by the State of New York for a review and a correction of the 
error made in the adjustment of said account, has held that he is 
without authority to revise and correct a settlement of an account 
where, subsequent to an eward by the accounting officers, Congress 
appropriates the amount found due in payment of such award: 
‘Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and adjust the 
claim of the State of New York. 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Sweet] may have 10 minvtes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, this bill is verbatim with one that 
passed the House last year. The bill as it passed here was 
amended in the Senate to include the State of North Carolina, 
but before the bill was returned to the House in its amended 
form the Senator concluded he desired to withdraw his ameni- 
ment. On account of the filibuster then in progress in the 
Senate he failed to get recognition, and on the eve of adjourn- 
ment of Congress by an agreement the bill was returned to the 
House in its amended form, the amendments nonconcurred in, 
conferees appointed, and by the conference committee the amend- 
ment was stricken out, returned to the House in its original form, 
and repassed both in the House and in the Senate, signed by the 
clerk, and just prior to the hour of 12 o’clock, with the clerk of 
the Senate, we were on our way to the President's chamber 
when the bell struck, and we were just behind the wire. 

So the bill is reintroduced this year, as I have stated, in the 
identical form of the bill of last year, and I ask that it may 
have your favorable consideration. If there are any questions 
that anyone desires to ask as to the provisions of the measure, 
I would be pleased to attempt to answer them. 

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SWEET. I yield. 

Mr. HOCH. Not upon the merits of the bill, because I have 
not made any inquiries about that, but upon the wording of this 
resolution, may I suggest that it sets out a number of whereases 
which under the better practice go out before a resolution is 
passed, and then it provides: 


That the Comptroller General of the United States be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and adjust the claim of the 
State of New York. 


This is all that would be left of the resolution. What claim 
of New York? Certainly, in the operative part of this resolu- 
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ere should be language whi would identify what you 
ng to do here. 


Mir. SWEET. The provision referred to by the 


gentleman 


debated on the floor of the House last year It was ex 
d by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee that the 
ology of the bill was considered and passed upon by the 
ittee aS meeting all the requirements 
HOCH. Does the gentleman think it meets the require 
think so, 


SWEET. I 
‘I 


ir, HOCH. The resolution says: 
( iptroller General of tl United Stat be, and |} is | 
rized id dir 1 to reopen and adjust tl laim of tl 
New York 
In my view that does not mean anything at all. 
Mr. SWEET. The claim of the State of New York is one | 
ving out of the War of 1812, and its adjustment was | 
ithorized by the act of February 24, 1905, at which time the 
es of New York, Pennsylvania, and Delaware were in th 
me Situation, 
Mr. HOCH. The gentleman is referring to the claim set out 
the whereases, but the legislation does not identify any par 
iar claim. It simply says “shall reopen and adjust the 
iim of the State of New York.” 
Ir. CHINDBLOM. Vill the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SWEET. Yes. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Members will recall that I made this 
a year ago, and we had some discussion about it then. 
I think the point of the gentleman from Kansas is well taken, 


if the resolution is passed 
will be clear. 
Mr. HOCri. 


with the whereases the meaning | 


but, even in that case, it would not be specific. 
You ought, at least, to say claim,” but you merely say 
the claim.” From a legal standpoint and from the standpoint 
f the proper drafting of a measure it is not sufficient 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. The resolution refers to 
preceding part. 

Mr. HOCH. Does the gentleman think that if we strike out 
the whereases the operative part of the resolution is sufficient? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON, I do not think the whereases 
hould be stricken out. 

Mr. HOCH. The gentleman knows that the legislative intent 
must be clearly expressed in the resolution, and the operative 
language in this resolution means nothing. 


said 


the 


Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. The entire resolution is clear. 

Mr. HOCH. If the Judiciary Committee thinks that is a 
itisfactory way of drafting a resolution I am greatly sur- 
prised. 

Mr. DYER. I think the objection of the gentleman from | 
Kansas would be met, as I understand him, by substituting 
the word “said” for the word “the” in the final line of the | 
bill. In other words that makes it certain that the claim | 
intended is the claim described in the recital preceding the 


enacting clause 

Mr. HOCH. I think that would improve it, and yet I still | 
say that the operative language in a resolution ought to carry | 
the legislative intent and not depend on the whereases, 

Mr. DEMPSEY. If the gentleman will yield, why not insert 
“the above described claim "’' 

Mr. HOCH. It is not good legislative practice to include 
whereases. 

Mr. SWEET. I would say that this claim is absolutely identi 
fied, because it is the only claim that New York has pertaining 
to the War of 1812. 

Mr. DYER. I will say to the gentleman that it is quite cor- 
rect that whereases are not the best 
the attention of the House in a bill, but in this case the gentle 
man from New York who prepared the bill states the facts, so 
that the resolution which is all that the House is concerned 
about is at the bottom, in five lines of the bill. That is all we 
are called upon to pass on, and there is a simple statement of 
what it is all about. I quite agree with the gentleman from 
Kansas that the whereases are not good form, 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. ‘The title to the resolution is: 


Joint resolution direct 
to correct an error made in the adjustment of the account 
State of New York and the United States, 
contained in the act of February 24, 
appropriated for in the deficiency act of 


the 


ing the Comptroller General of the United States 
between the 
adjusted under the authority 
1905 (33 Stat. L. and 
February 27, 1906 


That is a complete statement and a sufficient reference to the 
legislation in question to identify the claim. On the genera! 
subject of the propriety of including the whereases in legislation 
I agree with the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Hocw]. 

Mr. DOWELL. 
body of the resolution? 


way to present matters to | ** 
| of large 
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It would be | er 
Why not adopt that in the body of the reso- 


lution 

Mr. SWEET It is possible that the language suggested by 
the gentleman would have been an improvement on the phras« 
ology of the bill, but it was considered at the time the bill was 
drawn that the claim was sufficiently identified and therefore 
the measure was drafted as it is 

Mr. DOWELL. Why does not the gentleman offer an amend 
ment » that we may pass a resolution that will be identical 
wit} he title‘ 

Mr. DYER I suggest that in line 5 on the second page 


after the word “the” we put in the word “ said.’ 


Mr. DOWELL. Oh, I think that would not fix it at all, 
ber use this should be construed from the body of the esolu 
tion itself 

Mr. DYER I shall offer an amendment to correct that 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. DYER Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
he may proceed for five minutes more 

The SPKAKER. I there ol jection ¢ 

Phere was no objection. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SWEET. Yes 

Mr. ARENTZ I am in sympathy with the gentleman from 
New York who is asking Congress to reopen this case before 
the Comptroller General so that New York may collect a just 


| debt incurred during the War of 1812, but I say to this House 
that Nevada has been trying to collect a similar debt since 1865 
which was incurred in keeping open transcontinental lines, both 
pony express and mail routes, and it was for that purpose that 
the money was expended by the State of Nevada—a very poor 


State, compared with the great State of New York. 
gentleman from New York will be sympathetic to my 
when I bring it before the House for consideration. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is quite in 
error as to the similarity of the two cases. This is not an effort 
to adjust in its original form a claim of the State of New York, 
but this is an authorization for a reopening to correct an error. 

Mr. ARENTZ. The Nevada case is on all fours in that re- 
spect. The Comptroller General does not see fit at the present 
make a decision which is just and equitable, possibly 
not on legal grounds, but on moral grounds, for the payment of 
a just debt. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from West Virginia |Mr. ENGLAND], may now pro- 
ceed for 10 minutes and address the House out of order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENGLAND. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
a short time prior to our entrance in the World War the Goy- 
ernment started the construction of the naval ordnance plant 
at South Charleston, W. Va., for the purpose of manufacturing 
armor plate. 

It was contended by the Government, so I am advised. that 
armor plate could be manufactured much cheaper than it could 
be purchased in the open market. During the war period con 
struction work was rushed with greater rapidity in order to 
secure an early completion. At the close of the war the plant 
was incomplete; however, the work was continued with con 
siderable activity until approximately three years after the 
signing of the armistice, at which time further construction 
was wholly abandoned. 

I understand that the proposed purpose of this plant was to 
manufacture heavy armor plate, to be used in the construction 
war vessels; that no armor plate of this character is 
now being used by the Government, and under our treaties 
with other nations, can not be used inasmuch as we are pro- 
hibited under the provisions thereof from building any more 
large war vessels at this time, and that this condition is likely 
to continue indefinitely. 

This plant is located in one of the greatest industrial 
tions in the world; the people there purchased the land at a 
cost of several hundred thousands of dollars and donated same 
to the Government with the belief and understanding that they 
were procuring a great manufacturing establishment which 
would add much to the prosperity of the Great Kanawha Val- 
ley. Their belief, hopes, and expectations in this respect failed 
to materialize. This plant is being maintained at a large ex 
pense to the taxpeyers, who might under the present policy be 


I hope the 


cause 


time to 


sec- 


' justified in criticizing the management thereof as economically 


| 


Why can not this language be put into the | 


unsound. It occurs to me that if this plant is not to be com- 
pleted and operated for the purpose for which it was con- 
structed, it should be sold or leased manufacturing 


concern, so that a fair return might be realized on the invest- 


to some 
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ment. If leased, and the Government at some future time 
might desire to resume and operate said plant, the matter of 
returning possession and all matters relating to the use of 
sume could be taken care of by proper stipulations in the 
lease. 

I introduced House Joint Resolution 160, asking that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be required to furnish Congress the follow- 
ing information relative to said plant: 

First, The actual cost of the plant. 

Second. The annual cost of maintenance, including number of 
ollicers and men employed. 

Third. The amount and cost of armor plate purchased an- 
nually by the Government, and whether or not same can be 
purchased in open market cheaper than manufactured at said 
plant 

Fourth. The advisability of opening and operating said plant 
within the near future, or the selling or leasing thereof to 
ome manufacturing concern so that a fair return may be 
realized on the investment. 

Fifth. Any other information that would tend to shed light 
on the operation, sale, or leasing of said plant. 

I failed, however, to incorporate in this resolution inquiries 
pertaining to the projectile plant located at South Charleston, 
which plant was constructed in conjunction with said naval 
ordnance plant; it is my purpose to have an amendment offered 
to this resolution so as to include the projectile plant in the 
resolution. 

I do not want to be understood by the introduction of this 
resolution or by these brief remarks as criticizing the adminis- 
tration. I have unbounded faith in the honesty, integrity, 
ability, fidelity to official duty, and administrative wisdom of 
President Calvin Coolidge and his entire official family. 

So far as I know, the Secretary of the Navy has never been 
asked to furnish the information called for in this resolution, 
which I believe the people are entitled to Know. I feel that 
he will have no hesitancy in furnishing Congress with the 
sume. These plants were not created as a war measure, but 
provided for before our entry into the World War. I am 
advised that the cost of the construction of said plants 
amounted to approximately $70,000,000. I doubt if it could be 
argued with much force that it would be a good policy to re- 
jain said plants as an emergency in the event of future hos- 
tilities between this and any other country, in view of the 
rapid development of aviation. I feel that our greatest ac- 
tivities should be in the development of aeronautics, and I 
venture the prediction that within the next decade commercial 
aviation will be developed far beyond our most sanguine ex- 
pectations. 

if the great naval building program recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy is given sanction by Congress, and the 
retention of this plant is necessary for manufacture of armor 
plate to be used in the construction of these vessels, then this 
would be a satisfactory solution of the problem. I am in- 
formed, however, that the heavy armor plate which would be 
manufactured at this plant would not be used in the construc- 
tion of the smaller vessels recommended in said Navy building 
program. 

In my judgment these plants will never be a governmental 
war necessity; they are not being used in times of peace, and 
it would seem that the best business policy would be to either 
resume their operation or make some disposition of same. 
| Applause. | 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment 
to the resolution, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Dyer: Page 2, line 5, after the words 
“New York,” insert a comma and the following: “ Growing out of an 
error in the adjustment of the account between the State of New York 
and the United States, adjusted under the authority contained in the 
act of February 24, 1905 (383 Stat, L. 777), and appropriated for in the 
deficiency act of February 27, 1906, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to strike 
out the whereases, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed Was laid on the table. 
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SERVICE OF ALBERT CARL GRUBE 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by placing therein some 
letters which I have received from the Navy Department in 
connection with the services of Mr. Grube, who has done some 
work in connection with the salvage of the S-d1 and the S—4, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, it has been our privilege 
often on the floor of this House to honor fellow citizens who 
have rendered exceptional service to the country in time of war. 
Without lessening in any way our tribute to these men, it is 
well that we recognize also such services in time of peace, when 
the need is often as great and the courage and self-sacrifice 
demanded as outstanding. Such an oceasion was furnished 
by the recent disaster on the submarine S—4 and the earlier 
one on the S—5l. The work of salvaging was fraught with 
unspeakable hardship and danger and called for utter self- 
forgetfulness and courage on the part of those whose dut 
hell them there and those others who volunteered their serv- 
ices, 

Among these volunteers was a young man who is a resident 
of my congressional district, to whom I wish to eall your atten- 
tion especially to-day, as one who rendered heroi¢ and patriotic 
service in this emergency. Although a private citizen at the 
time, he responded without a moment’s hesitation to the special 
call of the Navy and was sworn in for this especially dangerous 
piece of work. 

Albert Carl Grube was born in Pittsford, N. Y., a few miles 
from Rochester. On his father’s side he was of German descent 
and on his mother’s side of Irish descent. His grandfather 
was a soldier in the Civil War, serving throughout the entire 
war and being captured and confined in Libby Prison for nine 
months. After a common-school education, Albert C. Grube 
joined the Navy in March, 1924, having served a minority 
eruise. He was a diver on the U. S. 8S. S—5/ and rendered 
conspicuous service at the time of the disaster on that ship, 
which called forth a citation from his commanding officer. 
When he heard that the S—j had been sunk, in his own words, 
he “sent a message to Commander Ellsberg offering my services 
as diver.” Before an answer had been received, the Navy had 
sent out an appeal for the services he so willingly offered, and 
he was immediately ordered to Portsmouth to take up his duties 
in the perilous work of raising the submarine. 

When I learned of this unusual patriotic service I communi- 
eated with the Secretary of the Navy and received from him, 
and also from Mr. Grube’s immediate commanding officers, com- 
munications setting forth the official record of Mr. Grube’s sery- 
ices in cohnection with the salvaging of the S—51 and the S—}. 
These communications I hold in my hand and will insert in the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcORD. 

This record will be read, I am sure, with great interest, and I 
trust will be a source of inspiration to the youth of America. 


From: The Secretary of the Navy. 

To: Grube, Albert C., Sle., 233-84-00, U. S. N. 
Via: Commanding officer, U. 8. S. Falcon. 
Subject : Commendation. 


1. The officer in charge salvage operations U. S. 8S. S—51 has brought 
to the attention of the department the valuable services rendered by 
you in connection with salvage operations on the U. 8S. 8S. S—5i. 

2. While you had had no previous experience in deep-sea diving, 
after completing a training course at the navy yard, New York, you 
were employed, when operations were resumed, as a diver on the U. 8. S. 
S-—51, and proved yourself equal to any of the deep-sea men who had 
been diving for 10 years or more. Your commanding officer reports 
that you were the youngest diver employed, being only 19 years of age, 
but regardless of this fact you displayed courage and skill at all times. 
On one occasion when it was necessary to send a diver inside the S-j1 
through the engine room to enter the central operating compartment 
and clear a hose—none of the men who were acquainted with the inside 
of the boat were available on this occasion, nor was the U. 8. S. S—5d, 
which was always used as a model for rehearsals present on this day— 
you, after being given a description of what to expect inside the boat, 
entered through the engine-room hatch, went forward through water so 
black that it was impossible to see to the central operating compartment 
door, passed through it and cleared the hose inside. You came out and 
returned to the surface, having accomplished the whole job in the brief 
space of about five minutes. 

3. It is a pleasure to the department to receive such reports, and in 
further recognition of your services in connection with the salvaging 
of the U. S. S. S—51, your commanding officer has been directed to ad- 
vance you to the rating of torpedoman, third class. 

Curtis D. WILBUR. 
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WRITS OF ERROR 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 1801, in refer- 
ence to writs of error. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the writ of error in cases, civil and criminal, 
is abolished. All relief which heretofore could be obtained by writ of 
error shall hereafter be obtainable by appeal. 

Sec. 2. That in all cases where an appeal may be taken as of right 
it shall be taken by serving upon the adverse party or his attorney 
of record, and by filing in the office of the clerk with whom the order 
appealed from is entered, a written notice to the effect that the appel- 
lant appeals from the judgment or order or from a specified part 
thereof No petition of appeal or allowance of an appeal shall be 
required: Provided, however, That the review of judgments of State 
courts of last resort shall be petitioned for and allowed in the same 
form as now provided by law for writs of error to such courts, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third 
reading of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 


was laid on the table. 
TIME OF HOLDING COURT IN EL DORADO DIVISION, ARKANSAS 


Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I cali up the bill H. R. 9142, to 
amend section 71 of the Judicial Code, as amended, by chang: 
ing time of holding court at El Dorado and Harrison, Ark. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 71 of the Judicial Code, as amended, 
be amended to read as follows: 

“Spc. 71. (a) The State of Arkansas is divided into two districts, 
to be known as the western and eastern district of Arkansas. 

“(b) The western district shall include four divisions, constituted as 
follows: The Texarkana division, which shall include the territory em- 
braced on July 1, 1920, in the counties of Sevier, Howard, Little River, 
Pike, Hempstead, Miller, Lafayette, and Nevada; the El Dorado division, 
which shall include the territory embraced on such date in the counties 
of Columbia, Ouachita, Union, Ashley, Bradley, and Calhoun; the Fort 
Smith division, which shall include the territory embraced on such date 
in the counties of Polk, Scott, Logan, Sebastian, Franklin, Crawford, 
Washington, Benton, and Johnson; and the Harrison division, which 
shall include the territory embraced on such date in the counties of 
Baxter, Boone, Carroll, Madison, Marion, Newton, and Searcy. 

‘¢c) Terms of the district court for the Texarkana division shall be 
held at Texarkana on the second Mondays in May and November; for 
the El Dorado division, at Ei Dorado on the third Mondays in April 
and October; for the Fort Smith division, at Fort Smith on the second 
Mondays in January and June; and for the Harrison division, at 
Harrison on the first Mondays in April and October. 

“(d) The clerk of the court for the western district shall maintain 
an office in charge of himself or a deputy at Texarkana, Fort Smith, 
El Dorado, and Harrison. Such offices shall be kept open at all times 
for the transaction of the business of the court.” 

" Spc. 2. This act does not repeal or amend the remainder of section 
71 of the Judicial Code as it applies to the eastern district of Arkansas. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Judiciary 
does not have any further bills to call up. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R, 9022. An act to authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., 
to maintain a publie highway upon the premises occupied by the 
Federal Industrial Institution for Women at Alderson, W. Va. 

SUBMARINE SALVAGE PROCEDURE OF COMMATDER ELLSBERG 


Mr. CELLER. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by Including therein recom- 
mendations made by Commander Elisberg relative to the raising 
of the S-—5!. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by 
inserting therein recommendations made by Commander Ells- 
berg relative to the raising of the S—5/. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I submit recommendations of 
Commander Edward Elisberg, forwarded to the Navy Depart- 
ment by Admiral Plunkett October 5, 1925, These recommen- 
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dations are the result of Commander Ellsberg’s salvage opera- 
tions. (See Navy Department Technical Bulletin No. 2-27.) 

These recommendations have never been made public. No 
reference has been made to them in the many hearings and 
reports on both the S—51 and S—4. In fact, I am informed that 
the Navy Department, when called to produce them soon after 
the S—4 catastrophe, said it had no record of them. They prob- 
ably had been pigeonholed. 

Apparently, no action had been taken upon Ellsberg’s report 
and recommendations. Neither Admiral Hughes nor Secretary 
Wilbur said one word about these Ellsberg recommendations 
for salvaging the next sunken submarine and the saving of 
lives of men in the ship, although at Provincetown both were 
given copies. 

These conclusions and suggestions are highly important, and 
since the Navy Department has failed to publish them, I take 
the opportunity to do so. 

Although Ellsberg’s suggestions were disregarded, he, never- 
theless, volunteered to reenter the Navy from private life for 
rescue and salvage work on the S—4. 

I particularly call attention to his uncanny prophecy in 
recommendation 21 and his suggestion for avoiding criticism 
of the Navy. Note that Admiral Plunkett sensed, also, 21's 
importance: 

(First indorsement) 


Navy YARD, NEw YorK, October 5, 1926. 
From: The commandant. 
To: The Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 
Subject: Standard method of salvaging submarines, 

1, Particular attention is invited to paragraph 21, especially the last 
sentence. 

2. The recommendations are approved as being in light of our ex- 
perience and therefore worthy of most serious consideration and, if 
not adopted, that something equally constructive be adopted in order 
that paragraph 28 of the recommendations may be at all times ready 
for service. 


C. P. PLUNKEET. 





NAVY YARD, NEW YORK 
$S8162/L11-1 (N-1) 
From: The salvage officer, U. 8S. S, S—51. 
To: The Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 
Via: The Commandant, Navy Yard, New York, N. Y. 
Subject: Standard method of salvaging submarines. ’ 

1. Based on personal experience in salvaging the S—51, and on con- 
sideration of other salvage work on submarines (particularly the S-5, 
which salvage job resulted in failure), it is believed possible to adopt a 
standard method of salvaging submarines which will be available in all 
waters in which divers can work and which will produce quick results. 

2. For this purpose two things are required—properly designed pon- 
toons and properly fitted submarine boats. 

3. As regards the pontoons, the salvage officer has previously set 
forth the requirements of a proper design (commandant’s letter SS162/ 
Li1l—1(N-1), August 31, 1926) and the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair has authorized the necessary work on six pontoons. For com- 
pleting the equipment minor additions must be provided on the sub- 
marine themselves. 

4. The problem is in two parts—rescue work and salvage work. 

5. Any submarine which sinks, whether due to collision or loss of 
control by the crew, may have part of the crew alive inside for some 
days as on the S-—5 and the O-5, The presence of life in the boat is 
bound to be accompanied by the presence of some buoyant compart- 
ments. In this case, if one end of the boat can be quickly raised, 
life can be saved; when that is done the salvage problem requires only 
the lifting of the other end. Here to get a quick lift on one end, it 
is not necessary to provide so great a lift as when the boat is com- 
pletely flooded. . 

6. If the boat is completely flooded, much more buoyancy is required, 
but as compared to the rescue problem there is less need for haste. 

7. Promptly to raise a sunken submarine boat from the open sea 
(which is the worst case) the use of proper pontoons and properly 
equipped submarines are necessary. Pontoons offer the best lifting 
method as the strain on each lifting cable is limited to the pull of 
half a pontoon; the use of surface vessels or barges with lines to the 
submarine is dangerous in the sea where the motion of the surface 
ship will result in overloading certain of the lifting lines as the 
surface vessel pitches and rolls—this will part the lines one at a time 
and in succession. 

8. Early submarines had lifting eyes at each end, which eyes were 
eliminated as submarines grew beyond a certain size. It would appear 
that this point was reached when submarines grew beyond 200 tons 
dead weight as at this weight, two large cranes could just about 
lift the boat, and pads and eyes to stand 100 tons lift each would 
be about the limit that could be provided. Above 200 tons lifting 


FWS 9/25 


eyes would take too much weight and in addition, two large derricks 
(the most that could normally work) would be unable to lift the boat. 
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HO? WILLIAM T. COSGRAVE RECESS 


Mr. TILSON Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce to the House 
that we are honored to-day by having in the Capitol the Hon 
William T. Cosgrave, President of the Executive Council of the 

danger and difficulty of this operation in deep water can not be [rish Free State. We hope to have him come on the floor and 
: overestimated. ’ meet the Members of the House. In order that this may be 
i 16. As a salvage method where life does not exist and the boat} done, IT ask unanimous consent that the House stand in recess, 
is completely flooded (and also probably damaged), lifting with pon 1 subject to the call of the Chair. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut asks unanimous consent that for the reason stated the 
Hfouse shall stand in recess, subject to the call of the Chair. Is 
there objection? 

There was. no objection. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The House stands recessed, 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House 
stood in recess, 

DURING THE RECESS 


At 3 o'clock p. m. the Speaker returned to the rosirum, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Titson], the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mapven ], the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Porrer,] the 
gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. Garrerr}, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Garner], and the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
LINTHICUM] to act as a committee to escort into the House 
Chamber the President of the Executive Council of the Irish 
Free State, 

At 3 o'clock and 4 minutes p. m., preceded by the Sergeant at 
Arnis and Doorkeeper of the House, Hon. Williain T. Cosgrave, 
President of the Executive Council.of the Irish Free State, was 
escorted into the House Chamber by the committee appointed 
for that purpose, and was presented to the Speaker by Mr. 
TILSON, 

The SPEAKER. Gentlewomen and gentlemen, it is my pleas- 
ure and distinguished honor to present to you America’s right 
welcome guest, the President of the Executive Council of the 
Irish Free State. [Applause.] The President will be delighted 
to meet all the Members of the House. 

Mr. Cosgrave then took a position in front of the Speaker’s 
rostrum, and the Members of the House were individually pre- 
sented to him by Mr. TILsoen,. 

At 3 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m., Mr. Cosgrave and his escort 
retired, amid the applause of the Members of the House. 


AFTER THE RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
the Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol- 
lowing communication, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, as the first head of an independent Irish Government 
te visit the United States of America, it is my great privilege to convey 
to the people of Anrerica, through their elected Representatives, a 
message of gratitude and good will from the people of Ireland. 
Benjamin Franklin, in 1771, told the Irish people, through the members 
of the Parliament of the Kingdom of Ireland, that America’s weight 
would be thrown into their scale in order that Irish and American 
liberty might be achieved. His promise has been nobly fulfilled. 
American ideas of liberty and denrocracy have permeated the minds of 
men everywhere. Tyrannies and alien governments have disappeared 
under their influence. Ireland's freedom has been obtained not merely 
by American advocacy of noble principles, but by the intense, devoted, 
and constant support of the American people for the application of 
these principles to the Lrish nation. 

I come to thank the American people for the part they have played 
in the achievement of our liberty and I bear to them through their 
elected representatives a message of good will and brotherly affection 
from the Irish people. May God make this great Nation prosper and 
may He watch over and perpetuate the bonds of blood and friendship 
which unite our two peoples. 

WiLtiAM T. CosGRava. 

JANUARY 25, 1928. 

[Applause. ] 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


Mr. STEGALL, by unanimous consent (a¢ the request of Mr. 
ALMON), Was granted indefinite leave of absence, on account of 
the serious illness of his son. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 23 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, January 26, 1928, at 12 o'clock noon. 





COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, January 26, 1928, 
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com- 
mittees: 
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COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(10 a. m.) 

Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 
(10.30 a. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
Agriculture Department appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

(10 a. m.) 

A meeting to hear a delegation from the State of Ohio dix 
cuss prospective legislation to help with the eradication of thg 
corn borer, 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a, m) 
A meeting to discuss the naval building program. 
COMMIITEE ON ROADS 
(10 a. m.) 

To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented 
(H. R. 383, 358, 5518, 7343, and 8832). To amend the act en- 
titled “An act to provide that the United States shall aid the 
States in the construction of rural post roads,” approved July 
11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and authorizing appro- 
priation of $150,000,000 per annum for two years (H.R. 7019), 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 

To promote the unification of carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce (H. R. 5641). 

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLT’MBIA, SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE 
JUDICIARY 
(10.30 a, m.) 

To amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code of Laws 
for the District of Columbia relating to degree-conferring insti- 
tutions (H. R. 7951). 

COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND REOLAMATION 
(10.30 a, m.) 

To authorize the creation of organized rural communities to 
demonstrate methods of reclamation and benefits of planned 
rural development (H. R. 8221). 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, SUBCOMMITTEE NO, 1 
(10 a. m.) 

To amend the first paragraph of section 24 of an act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary ” (H. R. 6679). 

Conferring on the United States district courts jurisdiction 
to hear and determine the issues between operators of sailing 
vessels and the United States Government in all cases wherein 
loss or damages are claimed as a proximate result of the pro- 
mulgation, adoption, or enforcement of certain orders by the 
United States Shipping Board (H. R. 7372). 

To punish the unlawful transmission in interstate commerce 
or through the mails of gambling machines and fraudulent de- 
vices (H. R. 387). 

COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m., 2 p. m., and 8 p. m.—caucus room) 

A meeting to discuss proposals to control the flood waters of 

the Mississippi River. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

820. A letter from the President of the Chesapeake & Potomac 
Telephone Co., transmitting annual report of the Chesapeake & 
Potomac Telephone Co. to the Congress of the United States 
for the year 1927; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

321. A communieation from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
the Department of State for the fiscal year 1929, for the water 
boundary, United States and Mexico, amounting to $65,000 (H. 
Doe. 149); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. R. 359. A bill authorizing the presentation of the iron gates 
in West Executive Avenue between the grounds of the State, 
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White House to the Ohio State 
Society for memorial gate 
State Park: with amendment 
» the Committee of the Whole 
) 
MOUGLAS of Ari ‘ mit on the Public Lands. 
783. A bill to gran <tensions of time of oil and gas 
with amendme! Rept. No. 389) Referred to the 
ittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
CURRY: Committe ! Territories H. R. 8284. A 
authorize the payn of amounts appropriated by the 
ture of Alaska on accou of additional duties imposed 
rerritorial officers: without amendment (Rept. No. 390). 
| to the House Calendar 


HOCH: Committee on Ir 
69. A bill relative tot 


terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
dam across the Kansas (Kaw) 


t Lawrence, in Douglas County, Kans.; with amendment 
No. 391). Referred to the House Calendar 

HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
ree. H. R. 5727. A bill granting the consent of Con- 





to the Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, main- 
ind operate a bridge ar the Ouachita River at or near 


ross 


isouburg, La.; with amendment (Rept. No. 392). Referred 
House Calendar 
LEA: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
R. 7199. <A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 


n-Washineton Bridge Co. to maintain a bridge already 
ucted across Columbia River: with amendment (Rept. No. 


Referred to the House Calendar, 

LEA: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | 
i371. <A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 
of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 


idaho: with amendment 


Calendar 


Hevburn, 
Referred to the House 


the Snake River neat 
NO. 394). 


iit’ 
ir. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
merce, H. R. T3875 A bill granting the consent of Con- 
ss to the highway department of the State of Alabama to 
truct a bridge across Tennessee River near Guntersville on 


Cuntersville-Huntsyille road in Marshall County, Ala.; with 
idment (Rept. No. 895). Referred to the 

HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
H. R. 7902. <A. bill granting the consent of 
ess to the State highway department of the State of Alabama 


‘il 


hinerce, Con- 


House Calendar. | 


» construct a bridge across the Coosa River near Wetumpka, 
more County, Ala.; with amendment (Rept. No. 396). Re- | 
rred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NEWTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
ieree. H. R. 7909. A bill to authorize the maintenance and 
renewal of a timber frame trestle in place of a fixed span at the 


Wisconsin end of the steel bridge of the Duluth & Superior 
Bridge Co. over the St. Louis River between the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota; with amendment (Rept. No. 397). | 


Referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
mmerce. H. R. 7914. <A bill granting the consent of Con- 
ess to the highway department of the State of Alabama to 


mstruct a bridge across the Tennessee River near Whitesburg 
erry on Huntsville-Lacey Springs road between Madison and 


Morgan Counties, Ala.; with amendment (Rept. No. 398). Re- 
‘rred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


(Commerce. H.R. 7915. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the highway department of the State of Alabama to construct 

bridge the Tennessee River near on the 
Scottsboero-Fort Payne road in Jackson County, Ala.: with 
mendment (Rept. No. 399) Referred to the House Calendar. 


across Scottsboro, 


Mr. WYANT: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
ree. H. R. 7925. <A bill authorizing the maintenance of a 
ridge over the Monongahela River between the borough of 


Glassport and the city of Clairton, in the State of Pennsyl- 
Vania; with amendment (Rept. No. 400). Referred to the 
Hivuse Calendar. 

Mr. BECK of Pennsylvinia: Committee on Interstate and 


l‘oreign Commerce. 7948 


mmencin 


H. R A bill to extend the times for 
g and completing the construction of a bridge across 


the Delaware River; with amendment (Rept. No. 401). Re- 
‘rred to the House Calendar 
Mir. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commeree. H. R. 8530. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
he highway department of the State of Alabama to construct 
a bridge across the Coosa River. near Cedar Bluff in Cherokee 
County, Ala.; with amendment 


(Rept. No. 402). Referred to 

the House Calendar. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 853 A bill granting the consent of Congress 
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to the highway department of the State of Alabama to construc 

a bridge across the Coosa River on the Columbiana-Talladega 
road between Talladega and Shelby Counties, Ala with 
amendme! Rept. No. 403 Referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce. H. R. 8740. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the county of Cook, State of Llinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet in (¢ k County, 
State Hlinois; with amendment (Rept. No. 404). Referred 

H Cale nd r 

Mr. NEWTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
me H. R. 8748. A bill extending the time for the construc 
tion of the bridge across the Mississippi River in Ramsey and 
Hennepin Counties, Minn., by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway; with amendment (Rept. No, 405). Referred to the 
House Calendar 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Hl. R. 8818. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Louisiana Highway Commission, its successors, and as- 
signs, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Red River at or near Monela, La.: with amendment (Rept. No 
406) Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

| Commerce H. R. 8896 A bill granting the consent of Con 
gress to the State of Alabama to construct, maintain, and 
yperate a bridge across the Conecuh River; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 407). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce H. R. 8899. A bill granting the consent of Con 
gress to the highway department of the State of Alabama to 
construct a bridge across the Tombigbee River at or near Epes, 
Ala.; with amendment (Rept. No. 408). Referred to the House 
Calendar 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Ht. R. S900 A bill granting the consent of Con 
gress to the highway department of the State of Alabama to 
construct a bridge across the Tombigbee River near Gainesville 
on the Gainesville-Eutaw road between Sumter and Green 
Counties, Ala with amendment (Rept. No. 409). Referred to 
the House Calendat 

Mr. NEWTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign: Com- 
meree. H. R. 5818. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
J. H. Peacock, F. G. Bell, S. V. Taylor, E. C. Amann, and C. E 
Ferris to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Prairie du Chien, Wis. ; 
with amendment (Rept. Nw. 410). Referred to the House 
Calendar 

Mr. NEWTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce. H. R. 8837. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the American Bridge & Ferry Co. (Ine.), its successors andl 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Mississippi River; with amendment (Rept. No. 411). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NEWTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce H. R. 8726. <A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
Oscar Baertch, Christ Buhmann, and Fred Reiter. their heirs 
legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Mississippi River: with amendment 
(Rept. No. 412). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 449. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Louisiana Highway Commission, its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, anc operate a bridge across 
the Atchafalaya River; with amendment (Rept. No. 415). 


Referred to the House Calendal 


Mr. MILLIGAN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
meree. H. R. 5501. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Hermann Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri 
River: with amendment (Rept. No. 414). Referred to the 


House Calendar 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. Hi. R. 472. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to Dwight P. Robinson & Co. (Inc.), its suecessors and assigns, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio 
River: with amendment (Rept. No. 415). Referred to the 
| House Calendar 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
H. R. 437. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Maysville Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to con- 


Commerce. 


| struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 416). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 


Mr. 
{ merce. 


DENISON: Committee on 
H. R. 66. 


Interstate and Foreign Com- 
A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
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B. L. Hendrix, G. C. Tramme!l, and C. S. Miller, their sucees- | 


ors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Ohio River; with amendment (Rept. No. 417). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENESON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce, H. R. 121. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the Cairo Association of Commerce, its successors and assigns, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio 
River; with amendment (Rept. No. 418). Referred to the 
House Calendur. 


Mr. MILLIGAN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


meree. H. R. 5502. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
io the Washington Missouri River Bridge Co., its successors and 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Referred 


“uSS1IZUS, 
Missouri River; with amendment (Rept. No. 419). 
tu the House Calendar, 

Mr. ROBINSON. of Iowa: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H. R. 5679. A bill granting the consent 
of Congress to the lowa-Nebraska Bridge Corporation, a Dela- 
wure corporation, ifs suceessors and assigns, to construct, main- 
tnin, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 420). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Committée on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 5721. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to 2. M. Elliott & Associates (Inec.), its successors and assigns, 
to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge acréss the Ohio 
River; with amendment (Rept. No. 421). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Committee on Interstate and For- 
cign Commerce. H. R. 5863. A bill granting the consent of 
Congress to the Interstate Bridge Co., of Lansing, Iowa, to con- 
truct a bridge across the Mississippi River at Lausing; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 422). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PEERY: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece. Hi. R. 6073. A bill granting a permit to construct a 
bridge over the Ohio River at Ravenswood, W. Va.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 423). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NEWTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, Hi. R. 6476. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
Wabasha Bridge Committee, Wabasha, Minn., to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
Wabasha, Minn.; with amendment (Rept. No, 424). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
meree. H. R. 6487. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the Baton Rouge-Mississippi River Bridge Co., its successors 
and assigus, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Baton Rouge, La.; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 425). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIGAN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece, H. R. 6689. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
The Centennial Bridge Co. of Independence, Mo. (Inc.), its suc- 
cessors and assigns, to construct, Maintain, ind operate a bridge 
aueross the Missouri River; with amendment (Rept. No, 426). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 6973. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to KB. H. Wegener, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near Chester, Ill; with amendment (Rept. No. 
i127). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Commiitee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H, R. 7082. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
Valley Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Cumberland River; with amendment (Rept. No. 428). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 7083. <A bill granting the cousent of Congress to 
Valley Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Cumberland River; with amendment (Rept. No. 429). Referred 
to the House Calendar, 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 7084. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to Midland Bridge Co, (Ine.), of Paducah, Ky., its suecessors 
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge acruss 
the Cumberland River; with amendment (Rept. No. 480). Re- 
ferred to the House Galendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 7085. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
Midland Bridge Co, (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its suecessors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Tennessee River; with amendment (Rept. No, 431). Referred 
te the House Calendar. 


HuSSILZUA, 


} 


| Tennessee River; with amendment (Rept. No. 432). 
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Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreten Co) 
meree, H. R. 70386. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
Valley Bridge Co. (Ine.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors a; 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across {} 
Referr 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com. 
merce. H. R, 7183. A bill granting the consent of Congress (o 
C. J. Abbott, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio Rive: 
with amendment (Rept. No. 433). Referred to the House C::! 
endar, 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Co; 
merce. H. R. 7184. A bill granting the consent of Congress {vo 
J. L. Rowan, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Oh; 
River; with amendment (Rept. No. 434). Referred to the 
House Calendar, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Committee on Interstate an 
Foreigii Commerce. H. R. 7916. A bill granting the consent o! 
Congress to the Madison Bridge Coe., its suecessors and assigns, 
to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio 
tiver; with amendment (Rept. No. 435). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Intersate and Foreign Com 
merce. H. R. 7921. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
A. Robbins, of Hickman, Ky., his heirs, legal representatives 
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Mississippi River; with amendment (Rept. No. 486). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MILLIGAN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 8106. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
F. C. Barnhill, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri 
River; with amendment (Rept. No. 437). Referred to the 
House Calendar, 

Mr. MILLIGAN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, H. R. 8107. <A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to Frank M. Burruss, his heirs, legal representatives, and as- 
signs, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Missouri River; with amendment (Rept. No. 488). Referred to 
the Honse Calendar. 

Mr. WYANT: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece. H. R. 8227. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the Sunbury Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Susquehanna River 
from Bainbridge Street, in the city of Sunbury, Pa.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 439). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece. H. R. 8741. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the Drayo Contracting Co., its successors and assigns, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Chester, Ill.; with amendment (Rept. No. 
440). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 238. A 
bill to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the pay- 
ment of six months’ pay to the widow, children, or other 
designated dependent relative of any oflicer or enlisted man of 
the Regular Army whose death results from wounds or disease 
not the result of his own misconduct,” approved December 17, 
1919, so as to inelude nurses of the Regular Army; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 441). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 7013. 
A bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to lend to 
the Governor of Arkansas 5,000 canvas eots, 10,000 blankets, 
10,000 bed sheets, 5,000 pillows, 5,000 pillow cases, and 5,000 
niuittresses or bed sacks to be used at the encampment of the 
United Confederate Veterans to be held at Little Rock, Ark., 
in May, 1928; with amendment (Rept. No. 442). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFMAN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8309. 
A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to prohibit the unauthor- 
ized wearing, manufacture, or sale of medals and badges 
awarded by the War Department, approved February 24, 1923; 
without amendment (Rept. No, 443). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 





COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: Committee on the Public Lands. 
H. Rh. 332. A bill validating homestead entry of Englehard 


REPORTS OF 


Sperstad fer certain public land in Alaska; without amendment 
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R I t ! ( ft of tl Wt at Vall For Pa t ! ] P oO 
L¢ Road 
WARE: Committee on Clair H. R. 924. A bill for t? By Mr. BURTON: Joint 1 H. J. R 18 0 
f Joe D. Donisi with an ciment Rept. No. 386) hil tt rtatior f r? or ' ent ° 
1 to the Committee of the Whole Hous war to belligerent nations } ‘ tee oe 


COLTON: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 1856 Affair 
for the relief of the Gunnison-Mayfield Land & G ing Ry M SINCLAIR: Resoluti (T.sR 102) aut . 








ithout amendment (Rept. No. 387). Referred to tl the ¢ mitte Ways and Mea to frame looki t 
of the Whole Hous pl 4 ision of the tariff schedules the in - 
FROTHINGHAM: Committee on Mili Tai WJ y ings ‘ a : 
18, A joint resolution authorizing the of Wal iene 
urd a duplicate congressional medal r the widor MEMORIALS 
it. Col. William J. Sperry; without amendment (Rept 
1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. — Under »3 of Rule XXL, memorials were presented and 
LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. 8. 1795. | *SUCrFes as souows: 
for the relief of Fannie M. Hollingsworth; withou iy Mr. WYANT: M rial of the Le ature of the State of 
Iment (Rept. No. 445). Referred to the Committee f the Ssvuth Caroina, irging Cong = oO enact legisiaul for 
House. retirenme of disabied emergency Army officers: to the Coim- 
SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 2174. | ™#ttee on Military Affairs 
1 for the relief of Edward Gibbs; without amendme1 By Mr. PARK: Memorial of the Legisliture of the State 
nt No 146). Referred to the Committee of the \\ : so Carolina urging ¢ Hgress t enuct legisiationh Lor He 
t «di el! I Ley \ y olhcers ‘ I ( } 
wi a n ‘ Miltary Altairs 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE secant 
1 r clause 2 of Rule XXII. the Committ on Pensions w PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
iarged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9807) Une clause 1 of Rule XNI \ | l 5 
ing an increase of pension to Rebecca Ellen Fowler, and | were intr d severally referred as follow 
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Kv Mi \ bill «H. R. 10029) granting a inere f 
pri tee piel bil Grou t 1e Conunittee 1 Invali I - 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS ic 
nder clause 3 of Rule XXII. public bilis and resolutious I Mi BERGER \ bill (H. R. 10030) for the reli of Leo 
re introduced and severally referred as follows: Muller; to the Committee i Claims 
By Mr. WELLER: A bill (H. R. 10019) to amend the immi By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 16081) for the 
ration act of 1924; to the Committee on Immigration and | t of Martin-Walsh (Ine.); to the Committee on Ways and 
aturalization. ; M 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10020) to amend the immigration act of By Mr. BLACK of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10082) granting a 
24; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization pension to Joseph D. Oliphant ; the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 10021) providing for th by Mr. BOHN: A bill (CH. R. 10033) granting a pension to 
tablishment ol an agricnitu | xperiment station in the R Ss 4 R imsSay ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
allow-water area in Lea County, N. Mex., for the purpose of By M BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 10034) for the relief of 
onducting experimental and demonstration work with crops, | Cal Alexander C. Doyle; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
horticultural and garden products grown through irrigation by By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 10085) granting an in- 
eans of pumping; to the Committee on Axriculture. ea of pension to Fanny F. Bryant; to the Commit i 
sy Mr. COLE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10022) to provide for | Invalid Pensi 
he regulation of the use of certain sugars; to the Committe By Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10036) 
n Agriculture. ti t the military record of William Stright: to the ¢ 
$y Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 10023) to amend an a mn on Mili y Affairs, 
ntitled “An act to provide revenue, to regulate commerce in Also, a | (H. R. 10087) granting a pension to Martha J. 
oreign countries, and to encourage the industries in the United | Sali to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1 I 
States, and for other purposes,’ approved September 21, 1922 By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 10038) for the relief of 
o the Committee on Ways aud Means Wilford W. Caldwell; to the Committee on the Public Lands 
By Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: A bill (H. R. 10024) to au- | By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 10039) ya pensio 
d 


. - iin, , ‘ 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to relocate and erect a | to Louisa M. Sutheriand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 
quarantine landing at Honolulu, Territory of Hawaii; to th: By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10040) granting an in- 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 1 er f pensik to Llarriet R. Yule; to the Committee on 


By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 10025) to extend the time for | Invalid Pensions. 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Monongahela By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 10041) granting a pension 
River at or near McKeesport, Pa.; to the Committee on Inter- | to Alice B. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
state and Foreign Commerce. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 10042) to provide 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10026) to extend | f he addition of the names of certain persons to the final roll 
the times for commencing and completing the construction of a | of the Indians of the Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont., and 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Savanna, Ill; | for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce By Mr. GARBER: A bill (HU. R. 10043) granting an in ase 

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H. R. 10027) to authorize the trans- | of pension to Melissa J. Sprague; to the Committee on Invalid 
er of a portion of the hospital reservation of the United States | Pensions 
Veterans’ Hospital No. 78, North Little Rock, Ark., to the Big By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10044) granting a pension 
tock Stone & Material Co., and the transfer of certain land | to Phoebe H. Snow; to the Committee on Pension 
from the Big Rock Stone & Material Co. to the United States: | Also, a bili (H. R. 10045) for the relief of Robert S. Ament 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 10028) to safeguard national By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10046) granting 
defense; to authorize, in aid of agriculture, research, experi an increase of pension to Lovicy A. Lee; to the Committee on 
ments, and demonstration in methods of manufacture and pro- | Invalid Pensions 
duction of nitrates and ingredients comprising concentrated | Also, a bill (H. R. 10047) granting an increase of pension 
fertilizer and its use on farms, and for other purposes; to the | to Dorothy Ott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Committee on Military Affairs, By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 10048) granting a pension 

By Mr. LEA: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 181) proposing | to Mary Murray; to the Committee on Pensions. 
nh amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- | Also, a bill (H. R. 10049) granting a pension to Henry D. 
ng for election of President and Vice President: to the Com Pfei to the Committee on Pensions. 
mittee on Blection of President, Vice President, and Repre By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 10050) granting an in- 
sentatives in Congress. erease of pension to Osear G. Rottman; to the Committee on 

By Mr. WATSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 182) author- | Pensions 
izing and requesting the Postmaster General to design and | By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10051) granting an in- 
issue a special postage stamp in honor of the one hundred and } crease of pension te Burnham Gibson; to the Committee on 
fiftieth anniversary of the encampment of Washington’s Army | Pensions. 
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By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 10052) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jessie Sparrow; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MCKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 10053) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGRADY: A bill (H. R. 10054) granting an increase 
of pension to Rachel Jane Oyster; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: A bill (HL R. 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E, Guliver; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (11. R. 10056) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Vibbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10057) providing 
for the examination and survey of Nolin River, in Kentucky; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

ty Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10058) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Streit; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 16059) granting a pension to George C, 
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ty Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10060) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nancy Collett; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (HH. R. 
of pension to Isabelle 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (11. R. 10062) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Wilbarger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 10068) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Wilson McCracken; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Sions, 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 10064) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth W. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 

By Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. R. 10065) granting a pension to 
Jessie Baker Peurson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 10066) granting an increase 
of pension to Esther M. Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARE: A bill (H. R. 10067) for the relief of Marion 
Banta; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (HL R. 10068) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary <A. Dial; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


10055) 
to the 


‘ 


10061) granting an increase 
Reno; to the Committee on Invalid 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2480. By Mr. BLACK of Texas: Petition of certain citizens of 
Jefferson, Avinger, Mount Pleasant, Naples, and Marietta, Tex. ; 
against House bill 78: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2481. By Mr. BOHN: Petition opposing House bill 7&8, by 
citizens of Onaway, Mich.; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2482. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of William F. Scannell 
Chapter, No, 6, Disabled American Veterans, of Liberty, N. Y., 
urging that legislation pertaining to the disabled veterans of 
the World War be acted upon promptly; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

2483. By Mr. CHALMERS: Telegram opposing the passage 
of the recommended 5 and 20 year naval building program; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2484. By Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Petition signed by 
61 residents of Warren, Pa., protesting against the passage of 
liouse bill 78, or any compulsory Sunday observance legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2485. Also, petition by residents of Tidioute, Pa., favoring the 
passage of legislation for the further relief of Civil War vet- 
erans and widows; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

2486. Also, petition by numerous residents of Venango County, 
TPa., favoring the passage of legislation for the further relief of 
Civil War veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Vensions. 

2487. Also, petition signed by 21 residents of Warren, Pa., 
protesting against the passage of House bill 78, or any compul- 
sory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

248s. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of Two-Thirty-Three Club, of 


Los Angeles, Calif., against the passage of House bill 78, or 
any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2489. Also, petition of W. P. Powers and Aléx Mitchell, of 
Los Angeles County, Calif., for the relief of the disabled emer- 
gency Army officers of the World War, known as the Tyson- 
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Fitzgerald bill; to the Committee on 
Legislation. 

2490. Also, petition of Federation of State Societies, indorsing 
the Boulder Canyon Dam project and the all-American canal; 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

2491. Also, petition of San Rafeal Hills Chapter, Daughters 
of the American Revolution, indorsing Joint Resolution 11; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2492. Also, petition of approximately 150 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of Hous» 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2495. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of residents of Schene 
tady, N. Y., against compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. k 
78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2494. By Mr. CURRY: Petitions of citizens of third Cali 
fornia district against House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2495. By Mr. DALLINGER: Petitions of certain Massaclu 
setts citizens, opposing the passage of House bill 78. or any Dill 
enforcing the observance of Sunday in the District of Colum 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Coluinbia. 

2496. Also, petitions of certain citizens of Massachusetts, 
favoring the enactment of legislation increasing the pensions of 
Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2497. By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Mrs. Pearl Davis 
and other citizens of Herkimer County, protesting against 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2498. By Mr. DOWELL: Petition of residents of Madison 
County, Towa, opposing House bill 78; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2499. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of W. W. Palmer 
and other residents of Bozeman, Mont., protesting against the 
passige of House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2500. Also, resolution of the American Institute of Mining 
and Metallurgical Engineers. for larger appropriations for Bu- 
reau of Mines and Geological Survey; to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

2501. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Dorchester Post, No. 
498, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Frank M. Macomber, com- 
mander elect, 1084 Dorchester Avenue. Dorchester, Mass., urg- 
ing the development of the Navy of the United States so that 
it shall be second to none; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2502. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of R. U. Garrett and 151 
other residents of Calhoun County, Mich., protesting against 
the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation for 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2503. By Mr. GOODWIN: Petition of Bert V. Kile and 17 
other residents of Bruno, Minn., in opposition to the provisions 
of House bill 78. the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2504. Also, petition of Alfred W. Bloomgren and 34 other 
residents of Sturgeon Lake, Minn., in opposition to House bill 
78, the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2505. Also, petition of G. H. Blodgett and 107 other residents 
of Waverly, Buffalo, Montrose. and Howard Lake, Minn., in 
opposition to the Lankford Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78) ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2506. Also, petition of Bina Mattson and 78 other residents 
of Grandy, Stanchfield, and Cambridge, Minn., protesting 
against the enactment into law of House bill 78, the Lankford 
Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2507. Also, petition of W. G. Micheal and 57 other residents of 
Montrose and Waverly, Minn., voicing their protest against 
Lankford Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2508. Also, petition by Rosa E. Wysner and 44 other residents 
of Minneapolis, Minn., in opposition to House bill 78, the 
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2509. Also, petition of Mrs. S. W. Westerlund and 12 other 
residents of Braham, Minn., in opposition to House bill 78, the 
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2510. Also, petition of J. O. Bridgeman and 11 other resi- 
dents of Minneapolis, Minn., in opposition to House bill 78, the 
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2511. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Mrs. Sarah Julia Lef- 
fingwell and 42 other residents of Albion, Mich., protesting 
against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legis- 
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District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 


for the 
of Columbia 


12 HUDDLESTON: Petition of G. Rotholz, Eli 
tridge, and numerous other citizens of Birmingham, Al: 
pposition to House bill 78, the District of Columbia Sunday 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


13. Also, petition of M. A. Hine G. Brittain, and numer 


>» By Mr 
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other residents of Birmingham, Ala., in opposition to House | 


is, the District of Columbia Sunday bill; 
he District of Columbia. 

2514. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Daniel Kershner and 
citizens of Marshall County, Ind., urging the early pas 
of a bill increasing the pensions of Civil War veterans 

their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

515. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of the Rev. P. J. O'Connor, 

ville, Minn., for the beekeepers of Renville County, protest 
igainst enactment into law of the ce 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2516. By Mr. LEA: Petitions of 110 residents of Humboldt 

inty, Calif., favoring immediate passage of legislation for 

ef of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Commit- 
on Invalid Pensions 

2517. By Mr. McREYNOLDS: Petitions from the citizens of 
anooga and Hamilton County, Tenn., protesting against 

passage of the Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2518. By Mr. MORIN: Petition of Local Union, No. 95, of the 

ternational Union of Steam and Operating Engineers of Pitts 

irch, Pa., urging the passage of the Dale-Lehlbach bill, so as 
permit optional retirement after 30 years’ service with an 
inuity of $1,200 per year; to the Committee on the Civil 


to the Committee 


rvice 

2519. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the Los Angeles 

hamber of Commerce, favoring legislation with reference to 
the Boulder Canyon development; to the Committee on Irriga- 

on and Reclamation 

2520. By Mr. PARKS: Petition of officers of the Arkansas 
Real Estate Association, of Little Rock, Ark., indorsing to cre 
ate the Ouachita National Park, in Polk and Montgomery 
Counties, in the State of Arkansas; to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

2521. Also, petition of Arkansas State Federation of Labor, 
El Dorado, Ark., urging Federal control of floods; to the Com- 
mittee on Flood Control 

9522. By Mr. PRALL: Petition received from A. J. 
Eltingville, Staten Island, N. Y., protesting against the compul 
sory Sunday observance law ; District 
of Columbia. ; 

2523. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of 12 citizer 
of Genesee, Orleans, and Monroe Counties, protesting against 


to the Committee on the 





rn-sugar bill; to the | 


Addicks, 


Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee | 


on the District of Columbia 

2524. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Mr. B. A. Hanson and 52 
adult residents of Greenbush, Minn., and vicinity, protesting 
against the passage of House bill 78, or any other bills provid 
ing for compulsory Sunday observance tee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2525. Also, petition of Mr. C. R. Wilson a 
of Roseau County, Minn., protesting against 
House bill 78, or of any other 
which may be pending; to the Committee on 
Columbia. 

2526. Also, yx tition of Mrs. E. L. MeCrillis and 13 residents of 
Barnesville, Minn., and vicinity, protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78, or of any other bills providing for compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2527. Also, petition of Mr. John P. Asp and 43 adult residents 
of eastern Pennington County, Minn., protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 78, or of any other bills providing for com- 
pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2528. Also, petition of Mr. Roy Briggs and 40 adult residents 
of Roseau County, Minn., protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78, or of any other national religious legislation; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2529. Also, petition of Mr, Aaron E, Pierson and 13 other res 
idents of Gatzke, Minn., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or of any other national religious legislation which may 
be pending; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2530. Also, petition of Mr. Olof Lindemoen and 20 adult resi- 
dents of Gatzke, Minn., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or of any other national religious legislation which may 
be pending: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2531. Also, petition of Mr. W. W. Prichard, jr., and 229 other 
residents of Thief River Fails, Minn., protesting against the 


to the Commit 
nd 53 adult residents 
he passage of 


he District of 
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national religious legislation | 
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passage of House bill 78, or any other Dill providing for com- 


pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on tl Dis t 
of Columbia 

2532. Also, petition of Rey. Jacob Skadsheim and 27 residents 
of Becker County, Minn. protesting against t! passage f 
House bill 78, or of any other bills providing for compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the Distri of 
Columbia 

Je deded Al » pe tion of En j hs 2S reside of 
Ros County, Minn., protesting against i fH 
i 78; to the Committes n the District of Ci I i 


Detroit Lakes, Minn. protesting against the passage of H 
bi iS; to the Committes i i Pe 


soo”. Also, petition of Mr. Leon Anderson and 43 


esick 
Detroit Lakes, Minn., protesting agai the passage of H e 
bill 78; to the Committee on tt District of Columbia 
2036 A petition of Mr. Elling Williamson and 69 adult 
residents of Rosean County, Minn., protesting against ft) is 
‘ of House bill 78, or of any other national religious | la- 
n which may be pending; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 
si. Also, petition of Mr. W. H. Johnsen and 70 adult resi 
ce f Roseau ¢ ty, Minn., protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78, or of any other national religious gislation 
may be pending to the Cor ttee on the District f 
Cc l 
25358. Also, peti of Mr. H. A. Ha ind 50 adult residents 
f Middle Rive Minn., prote ng against the passage f 
Hou bill 78, or of any other national religious legislation 
ich may be pending; to the Committee on tl District of 


Colur a 

2539. Al petition of Henry Denboer and four adult citizens 
of Detroit Lakes, Minn., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2340. Also, petition of John S. Lovyold, of Detroit Lak 
and 19 other adult citizens, protesting 
flouse bill 78; to the Committee on the 
2041. Also, petition of L. 
troit Lake 


Minn 
against the passage of 

| District of Columbia 
Helms and 26 adult citizens of De- 
Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2542. Also, petition of George S. Heiberg and 45 adult citizens 
0 Pelican R pid Minn., protesting against the passag of 
House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2543. Also, petition of George Carlson and 30 adult residents 
of Karlstad, Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill 
Ss, or of any other bill providing for compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2544. Also, petition of George Veter Larson and 54 adult resi- 
lents of Warroad, Minn., and vicinity, protesting against the 
passage of House bill 78, or of any other bill providing for com- 
pulsory Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 

2545. Also, petition of Herman Dale and 17 other residents of 
Lockhart, Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 

r of any other bill providing for compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2546. Also, petition of Mrs. Ida Budd and 54 adult residen f 
Roseau County, Minn., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or of any other national religious legislation which 
be pending ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

247. Also, petition of E. G. Westdin and 40 adult resi ; 
of Gatzke, Minn., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, or of any other national 1 (om- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

2548. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of 66 residents of Palermo, 
N. Dak., and vicinity, protesting against the national-origins 
provision as a basis for immigration and urging that the 1890 
census continue to be used for this purpose; to the 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2549. Also, petition of 35 residents of Selfridge, N. Dak., urg- 
ing increased pensions for veterans of the Civil War and their 
widows: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2: Also, petition of the Indians of Sioux County, N. Dak., 
against legislation to authorize the expenditure of funds for 
the relief and care of North Dakota Indians by State rather 
than by national agencies; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

2551. By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 91 citizens of Atlanta, 
Fulton County, Ga., protesting against the passage of legislation 
for compulsory Sunday observance, more especially the Lank- 
ford bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2552. By Mr. WARE: Petition of citizens of Bellevue and 
Dayton, Campbell County, Ky., protesting against compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 





religious legislation; to the 


Committee 
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255%. By Mr. WYANT: Resolution of Branch 1139, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, favoring the passage of House 
hill 25 and Senate bill 1727; to the Committee on the Civil 
Sery ice. 

2554. Also, resolution of Rad Dobromil Cis. 108, C. S. P. S., 
Mount Pleasant, Pa., against all bills requiring the annual regis- 
tration of all aliens in this country, with deportation as penalty 
for noncompliance ; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 
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Pucrspay, January 26, 1928 


(Legislative day of Wednesday, January 25, 1928) 


The Senate rea 
ion of the recess, 
Mr. CURTIS, 
ruin, 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT, The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators unswered to their names: 


Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a quo- 


Ashurst Ferris MeLean Shortridge 
Barkley bess McMaster Simmons 
Bavard Pietcher MeNary Smith 
Bingham razier Maytield Smoot 
Black George Metcalf Steck 
laine Glass Moses Steiwer 
Bloase Ciould Neely Stephens 
Borah Greene Norbeck Swanson 
Bration Hale Norris Thomas 
Brookhart llarris Nve frammell 
Broussard Harrison Oddie Tydings 
Bru linw Overman Tyson 
Capper tlayvden Phipps Wagner 
Carawa Lleflin Vine Walsh, Mass, 
Co} nd llowell Ransdell Walsh, Mout, 
Couzens Johnson Reed, Mo. Warren 
Curtis Jones Keed, Pa. Waterman 
Cutting Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Watson 
Dale Keyes Suckett Wheeler 
Deneon King Schall Willis 

Dil! La Follett: Sheppard 

Kaulge McKellar Shipstead 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators having an- 
swered (to their names, a quorum is present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 
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ssembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira- | 
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The editorial is as follows: 
{From the Columbia (S. C.) State, January 24, 1928] 
VICTOR BLUE, KNIGHT OF THE SEAS 

Never a more gallant fighter ever rode into battle or drove his craft 
into the midst of sea fray, or bared his breast to terrors that fly by 
night or beset the jungle paths of life than Victor Blue. He faced 
in his career of battle and daring, every shape of terror and of death 
And he faced all as if it were but part of the morning pagedntry or 
deepening twilights He was entirely unafraid. 

It was not that he was brave, merely. Most soldiers are brave 
merely. That is a portion of their day's work, a routine of duty 
Victor Blue drew in such daring and gallantry as lightly as his breath 
He did not seem to be aware, the spirit in his breast did not flame, 
until he was called upon by instinet or exigency or the cry of need 
and suffering to pass beyond these bounds of military courage, and be 
the knight errant, the champion of a lost cause or one in frightful 
jeopardy. 

When Nelson signaled for his brave seamen to advance at Trafalgar 
he threw to the breeze the famous call: “ England expects every man 
to do his duty.” And that was not necessary, beyond the mere routine 
of sounding the trumpet flare for the onset. We wisely and highly 
reward heroes for doing deeds that are outside of and beyond the line 
of course and duty. 

It was always in this region of daring that Victor Blue lived and 
fought. It is certain that it was in this region of rare heroism and 
fortitude and calm that Victor Blue died. We don’t think of him as 
captain, commander, admiral, but as Victor Blue, fighter. 

All that his spirit needed was to know or to feel “ the power of the 
night, the press of the storm, the post of the foe.” And there fel! 
before his advancing soul all barriers of alarm and frustration. He 
seemed to feel or to be saying softly to himself, “1 was ever a fighter, 
so one fight more—the best and the last.” 

When the American fleet, moving in one of its missions without 
stain and for the redemption of a stricken people, arrived before San- 
tiago de Cuba it was not known delinitely whether or not the brave 
Admiral Cervera was inside the well-sheltered harbor with his smal! 
but powerfully equipped and swift squadron. If he lay there, his 


|} thunders leashed, we could securely disembark the land forces that 


S. 1798S. An act concerning actions on account of death or | 


personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; and 
Ss. 1801, An act in reference to writs of error. 


| 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 


following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 5623. An act to amend the Judicial Code by adding a 
new section, to be No. 274D; 

H.R. 7224. An act to extend the time for the refunding of cer- 
inin legney taxes erroneously collected ; 

H.R. 9024. An act to authorize the appvintment of stenogra- 
phers in the courts of the United States and to fix their duties 
and compensation ; 

I. R.9142. An act to amend section 71 of the Judicial Code, 
as nmended, by changing time of holding court at El Dorado 
and Harrison, Ark. ; 

Hl. R. 9785. An act to amend section 1025 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; and 

H. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution directing the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the United States to correct an error made in the ad- 
justment of the account between the State of New York and the 
United States, adjusted under the authority contained in the act 
of February 24, 1905 (38 Stat. L. 777), and appropriated for 


in the deficiency act of February 27, 1906. 
DEATH OF ADMIRAL VICTOR BLUE 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, a few days ago Admiral Victor 
Blue, one of the most gallant officers of our country, died. He 
was born in North Carolina, but when he was 3 years of age 
his parents moved to Marion, 8S. C. The history of his public 
earecr has been one of honor and credit to our State, and nothing 
that [ could say would be more appropriate than an editorial 
which appeared in the State, a newspaper published in Colum- 
bia. S.C. I ask that the editorial may be printed in the Recorp 


at this point. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 


were to march on Santiago and break the backbone of the Spanish 
occupation. If he and his little fleet were still outside, and free to 
strike, it would be unsafe to act until the Caribbean could be cleared 
of the terrible swift cruisers. It was therefore essential to know, 

Victor Blue volunteered to get this essential fact. He had himself 
put ashore in the darkness of night and the jungle. He then squirmed 
his way through the jungles, in and out of the enemy’s lines, fetching 
a compass about the city our guns covered, spied Cervera’s fleet at 
anchor in the quiet bay, and brought to the waiting admirals and gen 
erals the tidings upon which depended the final victory by sea and 
land, the prompt liberation of Cuba. It was a brilliant, as well as a 
desperately courageous act. 

But it was typical of Victor Blue, merely one of a many such bril- 
liants. His own country, slow to recognize and still slower to reward 
great merit—it withheld its recognition of the brave captain that car 
ried “the message to Garcia" for twenty-odd years—a generation of 
heroes could have passed into the silent land, and the nations of 
gallant men throughout the earth hastened to shower decorations and 
honors upon Victor Blue. For gallantry beyond the line of and limit 
of duty wherever duty summoned him, in Asiatic waters, and amid 
the mines and volcanoes of the North Sea, “for extraordinary hero- 
ism” * * * “for exceptionally meritorious service.” 

It is said that only the inspiriting sea as the fierce South has the 
power to confer this rare and extravagant sort of heroism. Very 
likely it is the old spirit of the vikings and the sea conquerors whom 
the Roman poet declared must have had their hearts bound in triple 
brass. 

Iiow we may honor fitly such a heart of vibrant steel and burning 
gold! It is impossible. We are dumb in its presence, even in the 
presence of its death. 

It is pleasing to feel that Victor Blue, after the fitful fever of his 
vestless spirit fell so swiftly and contentedly upon sleep. Like the 
splendid soul that Browning burns his incense before in “ Prospice,” 
Victor Blue would have hated “ that death bandaged his eyes, and fore- 
bode and bade him creep past.” 

No! Let me taste the whole of it, fare like my peers, 
The heroes of old, 
Bear the brunt, in a minute pay glad life’s arrears 

Victor Blue died as he lived and fought, with a courage equal to 
meet every thrust of fate, to confront every terror that rides the winds 
of death—superior to and lord of the inexorable hour. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate resolutions 
adopted by the American Negro Protective Association, at Chi- 
cago, Ill, favoring the appointment by the Governor of [linois 
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‘ G. Cotter Ow as tant [ ‘ : es attorne 
I rict of Ilin Si tor from t St ne 
f the unexpl I f Frank L. S wil ' é 
to lie n tl table 
HARRISON prese d ( wrent resolu dopted 
Legislature of the Stat Mississip] favori t 
G nl ta ng rand assu ig it the € - 
ble moment, the f ‘ n of tloo lL on tl Miss 
ht isan tel I a ¢ l I rai a 
i was referred to e ( l tee oO ( nl r 
concurrent 1 l 1 in full when presented 
lary 24, 1928, by Mr. STePHENS, page 1919 of Recorp.) 
[ FESS presented petition of sundry citizens of Cleve 
Ohio, praying for passag f legislation granting ir 
sed pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
Was 1 ‘rred to the Committee on Pensions, 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented petitions numerously signed by 
citizens of Inglewood, Long Beach, Monterey, Pomona 
Sawtelle 1! in the State of California, praying for t 
of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil Wa 
ns and their widows, which were referred to the Com 
ttee on Pensions. 
ir. COPELAND presented a resolution adopted by the com 





ouncil of the city of Yonkers, N. Y., favering the passage 

the so-called O'Connell bill (H. R. 6506) to reduce night 

work in post offices, which y referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post R 


1 | 
Mr. CAPPER presented a res 
} 
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irch of Cleburne, Kans., protesting against the quota 
n of the existing immigration law and also against t! 
roe of legislation decrensing the immig? n que S 





Denmark, France, Germany, Norway, 
referred to the Committee o 


Sweden, 
which was 
BILLS 


AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO! 


inti read the first 


the second time, and referred 


Bills and a joint resolution were 
and, by unanimous consent, 
as follows: 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 2544) granting a pel 
to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 2845) granting a 
the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2846) for the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 

A bill (S. 2847) granting an increase of 
Kerns (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 28458) granting pension to 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill (S. 2849) for the 
Savannah Railroad Co.; to the 

By Mr. McKELLAR; 

A bill (S. 2850) to provide for 
Mississippi River, and for other 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S 
(with ae 


By Mr. 


auced, 


Lime, 


ision to Georgia C. Krebbs: 


pension to Nellie A. Worden: to 


relief of Susan T. Smoke; to the 


pension to Margaret 


Jane Barry (with 


Pensions. 


relief of the Macon, 
Committee on Claims. 


Dublin & 


floods of the 
the Committer 


control of 
purposes; to 


2851) gra sion to Elizabeth Swormstedt 


companying pay ): to the Committee or 
HOWELI 

A joint resolution (S. J. 
on public grounds in the 
monument as a memorial te 
on the Library. 


Pensions 


. - 
Res asd) 


authorizing the erection 
District of Columbia of a _ stone 


Samuel Gompers ; to the Committee 
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I i St s Postal Ser ‘ ith a ew t g whethe I 
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col Pensa ! heref be t tur r 
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Charl Edwin Hightower for which, in justice, he should 1} 
IM ed vy the Government and, if . what comper tion we a e 
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Whole, resumed the con- 


THE MERCHANT M 


Committee of the 





I} (S. 744) to further develop an American 
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transporta- 
tion of the foreign trade of tl United States, and for other 
purposes 

| Mr. EDGE obtained the floor 
M REED of Missouri Mr. President-—— 


| 


Mr. PINE submitted an amendment providing that the Comp- | 


authorized and directed 
for compensation in the 
the office of 


troller General of the United States be 
to allow the claim of Charles J. Hunt 
sum of $1,228.33 for services as financial clerk in 
the superintendent for the Five Civilized Tribes at Muskoger 
Okla., ete., intended to be proposed by him to House bill 9136, 
the Interior Department appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment providing that 
neither of the steamships Mount Vernon and Monticello (to be 
reconditioned at a total of $12,000,000) shall be sold for 
less than the cost of reconditioning, deduction of 5 per 
ceut per annum for depreciation from the date of completion 
of such reconditioning to the date of sale, and that such vessels 
shall be operated only in the foreign service, intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 9481, the independent offices 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Apropriations and ordered to be printed. 
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less a 
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The VICE PRESIDENT 
yield to the Senator from 


Mr. EDGE. 


Does the Senator from New Jersey 
Missouri? 

For what purpose? 

Mr. REED of Missouri, I desire to offer 
Mr. EDGE I have taken the 
issing the unfinished busine 
I would pre pro ex! 


Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well 


a resolution 
floor for the purpose © 


ss very briefly, for 5 or 


dis- 
ae 1O minutes. 
fer to 


Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, at the session yesterday I pre 
ented an amendment to section 2 of the pending unfinished 
busi he shipping act 

The bill nov rovides that it shall require a unanimous vote 

t] ntire board—seven members—in order to dispose Ly 


of the ships. My 
ajority 
Mr. JONES. The Senator means a 
n mbership of the board. of mr § 
Mr. EDGE. I mean a majority of the entire 


amendment reduces this requirement to a 


majority of the entire 





embership of 


the board of seven w! i, in other words, would mean the 
affirmative vote of fonr members of the board In fact, the 
endment which I have offered to the committe amendment 


specifies the word “four,” striking out the words 
ote” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 


‘unanimous 
“vote of four 
Mr. President, it appeals to me very strongly that unless we 
are prepared to practically irrevocably commit ourselves to the 
policy of Government ownership and administration of the mer 
chant marine, we must confer this authority to sell ships in 
order that it would be, from a business standpoint, possible to 
sell them. To my mind it is beyond understanding to contend 
that it would ever be possible for the Government to get ont of 
Government ownership and administration of the merchant ma- 
rine if the bill as presented here becomes a law, requiring the 
unanimous vote of seven members of the board to make possible 
the sale of any of the Government fleet. 
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We must consider, when we analyze the statement I have 
made, the complexion of the board. I do not mean from the 
standpoint of personnel, but from the standpoint of sections of 
the country. Under the law members of the board must be ap- 
pointed representing the Atlantic section, the Pacific section, 
the Lakes section, and the Gulf section. In the ordinary course 
of considering propositions made to the board for the purchase 
of ships, it can not be avoided that sectional interests and 
argument will naturally become more or less involved in the 
proffers for lines on the Pacific, or lines on the Atlantic, or 
lines in the Gulf, or lines in the Great Lakes section. When one 
adds to that the fact that all seven members, whether from 
the Atlantic or the Pacific, or either of the other sections, must 
vote “yea” or we can not sell a spar or a sail, [ can not see 
how anyone can contend that the passage of the pending Dill 
as it is now before the Senate does not absolutely assure con- 
tinued governmental Ownership and administration, 

I will call attention to the very frank statements of the chair- 
man of the committee, the Senator from Washington |Mr. 
Jones], whore absolutely unselfish interest in the perpetuation 
and maintenance of a merchant marine, of course, is not ques- 
tioned in the slightest degree by any Senator, whatever may be 
his view or thought as to policy. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], the chairman of 
the Commerce Committee, representing the majority of the com- 
mittee made this statement yesterday: 

Some may contend that this commits Congress to permanent Govern- 
ment ownership. I do not think so myself. I think that that, of course, 
determined by Congress; but this does put us on the basis of 
Government affirmatively declare the 
time has come fer us to put these ships into private hands, 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDGE. TI yield to the Senator from Idaho, 

Mr. BORAH. I am not favorable to Government ownership, 
but in our present situation unless we do maintain the existing 
status until Congress determines a different policy, what course 
would the Senator from New Jersey pursue’ We have no 
alternative proposition presented, 

Mr. EDGE. Iam very glad to endeavor to answer the Sena- 
tor’s query. It is a pertinent one. Following the frank admis- 
sion of the Senator from Washington, it is my judgment if 
this bill becomes a law this policy will continue unless and 
until Congress shall by a future act decide that the merchant 
marine owned and controlled by the Government should be 
disposed of. As I view the action of Congress in the past— 
and I see no reason why we should consider it will be different 
in the future—once it is definitely decided, as the chairman 
of the committee admits it will be by the passage of this bill 
without amendment, that we are going to operate a Government 
merchant marine, then it is my view we shall wait for a long 
time before Congress will ever pass any act to change that 
policy. I say that for many reasons. Once such a govern- 
mental department as this is installed with all of its powers 
and machinery, with all the tremendous appropriations that 
are placed at its disposal, even though it is recognized, as 
it is recognized to-day, that Government operation is more 
expensive than private operation—and I am not going into 
the figures to demonstrate that fact, for I think that is gener- 


will he 


ownership until Congress shall 


ully admitted—it is almost impossible ever to change the 
policy under which it operates. In my judgment it will be 


impossible from a practical standpoint ever to transfer the 
merchant marine to private hands. In the meantime we shall 
have practically, if not entirely, destroyed every private inter- 
est that has been and is operating ships on all the seas of 
the world. We shall naturally destroy them, because compe- 
tition with a Government operated and Government maintained 
activity we always know is a type of competition that can 
not be met by private interests with no Uncle Sam to meet 
the deficits sure to result. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. EDGE. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. Assuming, as I do, that the statement made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Commerce on yesterday 
or the day before was correct, that there is but one privately 
owned American ship operating across the Atlantic between 
this country and Europe, the destruction of private interests to 
which the Senator has called attention would be confined at 
least to that one ship, would it not? 

Mr. EDGE. The Senator from Nebraska means as to that 
particular service? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. EDGE. I assume it would be; and no doubt the state- 


ment of the chairman was correct; but, of course, there is not 
auy question in the world but that we have hundreds of other 
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privately owned American ships being operated in other sections 
and in other parts of the world. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Government did not go into the field 
where those ships were operating, it would not interfere with 
them, would it? 

Mr. EDGE. Surely, if we pass this bill, it would, unless the 
Government should not go into that field. 

Mr. NORRIS. What is going to happen if we do not pass 
the bill? 

Mr. EDGE. If the Senator will give me an opportunity, I 
shall try to demonstrute. 

I am not opposing the building up and maintenance of ths 
merchant marine, but I am opposing the policy proposed which 
will practically prevent the board acting when it thinks it is 
time to dispose of the merchant marine. I am perfectly ready 
to do my part in voting liberal appropriations. There is not 
anything in the amendment that I am offering that will in any 
way in this particular change the policy of the bill championed 
by the Senator from Washington which is now before the Sen 
ate. My amendment in no way changes the policy of providing 
liberal appropriations or entering upon a building program; it 
in no way changes the sentiment so well expressed by the 
Senator from Washington, that it is up to the Government to 
provide adequate appropriations, for the Government must ex 
pend large sums if we are ever going to have a real merchant 
marine. I am, however, opposed to the method proposed as to 
the disposition of ships, because I think it shuts the door to 
any disposition, and to that feature alone my remarks are now 
directed. 

Mr. BORAH. Congress could dispose of the ships, of course. 

Mr. EDGE. I have already so stated. 

Mr. BORAH,. I wish to say, before the Senator proceeds, 
that I do not want to cast a vote here which would commit me 
permanently to the policy of Government ownership and opera- 
tion; but the thing which it is difficult for me to determine, 
with my limited knowledge of the subject, is what other 
program have we as a practical proposition, considering the 
exigency which now exists and the plan which is outlined in 
the bill? 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I shall again try to make that as 
clear as I am able to make it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before the Senator does that, may 
I make one suggestion? As I understood the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norris], the conclusion would be reached by 
many that, as a matter of fact, we have only one privately 
owned American ship engaged in the foreign trade, 

Mr. EDGE. I corrected that statement, or at least attempted 
to do so. 

Mr. KING. We have more than 2,000,000 tons of shipping 
engaged in foreign commerce. 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not wish to convey that idea. I referred 
to the statement of the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNgEs] 
that we only have one American-owned ship operating between 
this country and Europe. 

Mr. JONES. I referred to continental Europe. 

Mr. BORAH. I want to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
or the Senator from Washington whether the statement which 
I read a day or two ago is correct that last year we carried 
$14,000,000,000 worth of goods in the deep-sea trade. 

Mr. EDGE. I will yield to the Senator from Washington to 
answer the question, 

Mr. JONES. I do not know the exact figures, but outside 
of tankers and special ships owned and operated by companies 
for the purpose of carrying their own peculiar products, we are 
transporting now under the American flag something less than 
30 per cent of our imports and exports. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if I may be permitted to say a 
word, I think the statement referred to by the Senator from 
Idaho—and I saw the statement—included coast to coast car- 
goes, which, of course, would, in a sense, be deep-ocean trade. 

Mr. BORAH. It was designated as deep-sea trade, which 
was said to amount to $19,000,000,000, of which $14,000,000,000 
was carried under the American flag. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. I should like to say in reply to the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Idaho that in 1926 between north 
and south Atlantic ports and Europe 1,969,000 tons of freight 
were carried in combination cargo and passenger ships, and only 
4 per cent of that was carried in American ships. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, as apparently it is’ not clearly 
understood, I repeat that my amendment would not in any way 
interfere or alter the program of replacement or maintenance 
as provided by this bill. My amendment, as the reading of it 
must clearly indicate, is entirely devoted to the control of the 
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them, 
tining then 


disposition of the ips ‘ buil 
‘ operated them, and while we a I 
k I am almost in entire agreement, if not 
ment, with the S« tor from Washington as 


ecessity of the Government spending money 

at once in order to re pl e obsolet sl Ss a 

ant marine. We have a construction provi 
la which has been taken advantage { te 1 li 
| believe almost exclusively fe istwise ft1 





ir. JONES. By the coastwise an 
M EDGE. And very little of it r the 
fore I have reached the same nclus I belie 
tion that the chairman of t committee and 
|, a majority of the committee have reached 


at a time when we mt 
to build w 


ved 


are going 


merchant marine I am prepare Oo support most of 
part of the committee's progr: My amendment, I repea 
mply to afford us at lea some businesslike assurance that 
r we spend this money and the taxpayers the d 
me day we can dispose of the shi; Let me say tha 
avers may just as well recogn they will be sked te a 
ficit in lien of a subsidy in order to provide r the extra 
ry expenses of Governm« operat which will b I 
those of private ion, fe t | alwi been the 
and probably always will | I ar idy to pay su a 
dy, even though it is unbusine k rather than a scie 
subsidy, simply becau we cul ) iss a bill to provid 
a scientific subsidy; in order at least to try to develop a 
ntain a merchant marine I have gone much further thar 
conviction and am accepting limited Government ow1 ! 
| operation, in the hone that we ma so DI s lil il 
rements as ] I t igh additional legislation t 
mendment to thi bilt, ft encourage pr ate operators I 
ivate owners to he wn é from the Government on proper 
ns in order to indu them to build s s to add thie 
‘rican merchant mari ind in tl ope they will ul ! 
i it over 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the ef t of the Senator's 
mendment would be to give four members of tl board fl 
ower really to change tl y from Governn ownershiy 
private ownership 
Mr. EDGE Yes: that in effect would be he resul the 
amendment if adopted 
Mr. BORAH Mr. President 
Mr. EDGE. If the S« ( from Ida ill | ne al ! 
his question further, of course ‘there i on lore ul 
that. The present law very clearly provid policy the 
hoard must follow in dispe of shi d tl ator fr« 
Washington, I might point out, yesterday res¢ d a furth 
amendment touching f! featur ilon That mendment, I 
assume, will be ado ! In di ll it the Senator ron 
Washington said: 
Son have contended t e |] ary purpos ad 
Referring to the shipping act of 1920 
was the building up of hant marine, and col 
pose was the dispo of is r ! 
nto private ownership 
I will not read further, but in ord to make that poli 
roughly understood and definite, the enateor has prope 
an amendment to the pending bill stating in plain English the 
primary purpose of the expenditure of the money to be app 
priated is to add to the merchant marine, and the secondary 
purpose is, under conditions which en to Warrant uch 
action, to have it pass into private hands. So that if the 
board follows the clear construction of the law, if the amend 
ment should be adopted-—and, in my judgment, a clear con 
struction of the law now existing will provide fo he same 
thing—no board could carry out that provision and sell any 
of the ships unless conditions were such as, in their best judg- 
ment, to make certain that it was for the best interests of th 


future of the merchant marine to do so 


ularly in a business proposition, to del 
board charged with the responsibility than f 


or 


for the benefit of Americal 
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egate authority t 
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: attempt to take control or charge of such a business proposition 


Mr. BORAH. 


countries, it will not be long until Congress will 


Mr. EDGR. 


Mr. BORAH. I do not believe that a 





to 


Mr. President, my opinion is that if we actually 
ngage in operating a Government-owned merchant marine in 
a competition with the privately owned merchant marine of other 
come 
conclusion that we shall have to get out of the business. 
I hope the Senator is right as to that. 
Government-owned 
merchant marine can really compete with a privately owned and ! sa 
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rsl Dn I I marine [x liey by ] bill 
| ATSON Mr. President, pardon me d the Senate 
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les for the sale of ships. 

KING. Mr. President, will th 
EDGE. I yield further 

KING. Notwithstanding th just made by 
from Washington, I reassert that the construction 
placed upon the bill, upon his declarations, and upon 
ction of Congress if it passes this bill unamended, that 
commits itself irrevocably to governmental 
operation of merchant ships. Indeed, this construc 
as already been placed on the bill by the press and those 
followed the action of the committee reporting the 


e Senator yield furthe1 


statements 
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When appropriations necessary to carry out the provisions 
and accomplish the purposes of this act are authorized, what 
is the message that would be given to the Senator from Indiana 
if he were operating ships or desired to build ships? He would 
say, “The board is authorized and required by Congress to 
build ships, to recondition such as require it, and to build and 
operate a merchant fleet; therefore I shall not build ships as 
long as this authorization exists and the Government is engaged 
in marine activities.” The Senator would be driven from 
und his shipyards would be closed. The same bane- 
ful effects would follow every other person who desired to go 
into the shipping business. Private yards would be shut down, 
and a privately owned and operated merchant marine would be 
impossible of realization. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KING. The Senator from New Jersey has the floor. I 
am (trespassing on his generosity. 

Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 
Nobody can be more bitterly epposed to Government ownership 
in any form than I am and always have been. 

Mr. KING. Then the Senator must vote against this bill, as 


the seus, 


I shall. 
Mr. WATSON. But what I wafted to ask the Senator was 
this: What is the alternative? What does the Senator propose 


if this bill is not passed? 

Mr. KING. I could propose several alternatives, but I have 
no right to do it in the time of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. EDGE, That is rather a long question. 

Mr. WATSON. I know, but it requires an answer; and that 
is the real question at issue. 

Mr. EDGE. I will endeavor to answer the Senator. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator dees not, I promise the Senator 
that I will try to give him my answer. 

Mr. WILUIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDGE. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘The Senator is very kind. I simply wanted, 
in response to the observations of the Senator from Utah, to 
eall attention to one paragraph in the report of the committee. 

I understand the argument of the Senator from Utah to be 
that if the Government is in the shipping business it is going 
to discourage private enterprise, so that no ships will be 
built. I read the following paragraph from the committee 
report: 

It is said that the presence and operation of Government shipping 
prevents the building up of an American merchant marine. For 50 
years before the World War we had no Government merchant ships, and 
yet our merebant marine did not build up. 


We had the very situation then for which the Senator now 
argues, and yet we had no ships. 

Aguin, it is said that we can not have a merchant marine 
because of the La Follette Seamen’s Act. There is no proba- 
bility that the La Follette Seamen’s Act will be repealed; but 
it is to be noted that before we had the La Follette Seamen's 
Act we did not get any merchant ships. 

I am speaking of this because my own position in the matter 
is somewhat analogous to that of the Senator. I wish we 
could have an American merchant marine without govern- 
mental interference; but I have seen this thing drift along 
until, believing as I do that it is essential to the protection of 
this Republic that we have a merchant marine, I have come to 
the place where I am willing to take even this step to get it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, of course I would not be unpar- 
liamentary enough to say that the Senator is illogical; but 
when the Senator quotes the statement which he has just read, 
and then makes the subsequent statement, he confesses that 
he does not believe that we can have a merchant marine unless 
it is Government owned, for the Senator now, by his speech, 
commits himself to Government ownership. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the Senator from New Jersey will yield 
further, [ do not think that interpretation is a just one. What 
1 tried to say was this: I wish we could have a merchant 
marine by some other method; but I have seen this thing going 
on year after year. I thought at the time of the war we had 
made a start whereby we would have an American merchant 
marine, but year after year the proportion of our commerce 
earried in our own ships has decreased until now it is 20 
per cent, or thereabouts, and ;if we go on in this way it will 
soon be where it was when the World War came on, when we 
were practically without ships and were carrying only 10 per 
cent of our commerce. I think that would be a_ national 
calamity. 

I thank the Senator from New Jersey for yielding to me. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, in a general way I am in hearty 
accord with the sentiments expressed by the Senator from 
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Indiana and the Senator from Ohio that we are facing a con- 
dition and not a theory, and that we simply must meet it, and 
that we can meet it only by governmental help. I have rathe 
reluctantly come to that conclusion. But I am addressing my 
self at this time to an amendment which, I think, will preven: 
permanently saddling upon us Govertiment ownership anid 
administration. That is all I am discussing to-day. We hav: 
all reached a situation, I think—most of us, at least—wher 
we believe that if we are going to have a merchant marin 
the American taxpayer must pay the bill; but I hope to hay 
that bill minimized as far as it is possible for common-sens; 
business methods to help minimize it. One of the practica| 
ways to minimize it is to give at least some authority t 
some one, without waiting for some future Congress and whx 

conditions seem to be sufficiently stable and opportunities | 

dispose of ships come along, to do so without coming to Con 
gress for the further authority. 

I do not think there is a Senator in this Chamber who will 
for one moment attempt to assert—I know the Senator from 
Washington will not, as his speech yesterday indicated—tha) 
we will ever sell any considerable number of ships, if any 
under a law that requires seven men, representing the Atlanti 
and the Pacific and the Guif and the Lakes, to vote “aye” to 
sell a spar or a sail. Why not at least adopt the recognized 
business principle of every business activity in the world and 
of every legislative body in the world—majority rule? To 
require unanimous approval is mere subterfuge. 

For these reasons, and not with any thought of in any way 
delaying the building and operation and advancement of the 
merchant marine, but in order to have a definite, logical method 
some day of getting out of this business without coming back 
to Congress, I feel that the amendment I have offered is sane 
and businesslike. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. EDGE. I shall be glad to answer it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I have been trying,to get his attention for 
some moments. I was impressed by the suggestion of the 
Senator from Idaho that Congress could at any time, of course, 
order the sale of these ships. 

Mr. EDGE. There is no question about that if you want to 
bring it back to Congress. 

Mr. FLETCHER. And eventually we may come to that 
My point is that if we hold out the idea here that we are going 
to sell these ships as fast as we coustruct them, or as soon as 
we desire to do it—speedily, as the message of the President 
said—then we never can build up these lines successfully. 

Mr. EDGE. But the Senator knows that the Senator from 
Washington has offered another amendment which prescribes 
definitely the policy for the Shipping Board and they can not 
sell them, if they obey the law, until or unless the condition of 
the commercial traffic of the United States would make it a 
businesslike proposition to sell them; and if they do anything 
else they break the law under which they are operating. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am making this point: Here is a valu- 
able property. Here is a great asset of the Nation. Millions of 
dollars have been spent on these ships. What department of 
the Government, what bureau, what branch of the Government 
has authority to dispose of the valuable property of the country 
without action by Congress? 

Suppose the Bureau of Lighthouses owns a little piece of 
land down here. You can not go and buy it from the Bureau of 
Lighthouses. You have to get an act of Congress; and it is the 
same way with the Navy Department or the War Department 
in regard to military reservations and everything of that sort, 
not as valuable as this property. They have to apply to Con 
gress before they can sell property of that kind. When the 
Senator introduced his bill originally he provided, as to all of 
the ships constructed in pursuance of this act, that authority of 
Congress had to be obtained before they could be sold. 

Mr. EDGE. Apparently the committee did not believe in that. 
The committee did not approve of that. 

Mr. FLETCHER. No; I am getting to that. We have 
changed that so that it is not necessary to come to Congress to 
get this authority. Under this amendment the board can pro 
ceed to sell the ships; but in order to protect and safeguard the 
public interest we have provided that there must be recorded the 
unanimous consent of the board charged with that responsi 
bility, 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President 

Mr. EDGE. Will the Senator answer my question? Does the 
Senator believe that under that provision, should it become a 
law, there will ever be any ships sold? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Absolutely. I have no 





doubt about it. 


They will be sold. They will not be given away, as they bave 
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Critics of the Government operation of shipping and the rising costs 
of the Leviathan and smaller ships welcome the proposal as a prom- 
ising America’s problem of how to acquire a merchant 
fleet 

Mr. Wilder-says he will enter Into strict competition with the exist- 
ing lines Ile will build six 33-knot liners to carry 800 passengers 
each, to start with; thus the crossing of the Atlantic will be accom- 
plished in four days. 

“I do not want to buy existing ships,” says Mr. Wilder, “ but I shall 
ask the Government Shipping Board for a loan equal to 75 per cent 
of the value of the new ships, and I shall also ask for a change in the 
American ships preference with regard to mail 


solution of 


law in order to give 
contracts.” 


LIKE THB “ SARATOGA” 

Mr. Wilder disclosed in an interview that the new ships would be 
similar to the airplane carrier Saratoga, and that models had already 
been made, 

Airplanes will be 
days 

Where the Majestic now makes 14 round trips a year the new ships, 
he said, would make 37, 

This would be schieved partly by using the methods developed in 
America for handling cargo at ports and partly by setting up a new 
that ships could be turned round regu- 


used in order to cut the crossing down to three 


port to avoid congestion, so 
larly in two days. 
Kepresentatives of four great American railways have been helping 
with plans to this end. 
The scheme is said to be assured of £10,000,000 capital, and Mr. 
Wilder says that in three years there would be enough ships to replace 
the Shipping Board’s lines in the Atlantic. 


Tup New SHIPS MODELED ON A NAVAL VESSEL 


The Daily News naval correspondent called attention last November 
to the American project as likely to revolutionize ocean travel. The 
plan then was to build 10 high-speed liners, but the new scheme is 
apparently for 6 

The new American ships are intended to travel at such a speed 
that the ocean journey will take them four days (as against the 
White Star Majestic’s five), but airplanes, carried on board, would, so 
it is planned, reduce this time to three days. 

These ships were to resemble huge destroyers, but it will be observed 
that the vessels now under consideration will, according to the Ameri- 
modeled on the great American aircraft carrier 
Saratoga, the most remarkable vessel of her kind in the world, which 
£9,000,000 and can carry 90 airplanes. 

The liners will, of course, be smaller, and will apparently be designed 
to carry 800 passengers, all first class, and to travel at 32%4 knots— 
37 miles an hour, The Maurctania carries 1,800 and the Majestic 4,000 
passengers of all classes, 


cin proposals, be 


cost 


HIGH RATES 


As the tremendous speed of the American liners would make them 
costly to run, passenger rates would be very high, though the 
apparently believe that the shorter sea voyage and 
quicker transit would be a sufficient inducement to the traveling public 
to pay special rates, 

The ships, if they are ever built, will, it is planned, be fitted with 
a platform enabling airplanes to land on and depart from the vessels 
when the latter are in motion. In this way it would be possible to 
mails, and, perhaps passengers, between America and Great 
Britain in three days, 

Meanwhile, as the Daily News has already pointed out, 


very 
promoters 


carry 


the White 


Star Co. has ordered a super-Mejestic, a vessel of not less than 60,000 
tons, with Diesel engines surpassing in power every motor installation 
now in existence, 


A projected new Cunarder may be larger even than the super-Majestic. 
Mr. COPELAND. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield, 

Mr. COPELAND. I ask unanimous consent to print along 
with the article just presented an article from the Morning 
Post of London bearing on the same matter, which confirms 
what the Senator suggests. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


{From the Morning Post, London, England, January 10, 1928] 


To New IN Four Days—Bip FoR ATLANTIC SUPREMACY—AMERI- 


CAN PLANS—£18,000,000 ASKED FOR 


York 


(From our own correspondent) 

-If the Government will advance £18,000,- 
600, the Transoceanic Corporation, a company composed entirely of 
Americans with American capital, will build six vessels capable of 
making a sustained speed of 35 knots and crossing the Atlantic from 
New York to British and Channel ports and vice versa in four days. 


WASHINGTON, January 9, 
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This is the statement made by Mr. Lawrence Wilder, president of tho 
company, now in Washington. He will shortly go before the Shipping 
Board and present his plans. 

These new vessels would be of 35,000 tons, and will cost £4,200.009 
each, so that the Government would advance three-quarters of their eos: 
The six vessels proposed would give a sailing every other day from 
New York and British ports, to be increased to a daily service later 
if justified by the traffic. 

Mr. Wilder says that his company will not ask for a subsidy, py: 
will endeayor to have the ocean mail contract law modified to give y 
sels under the American flag a preference in mail contracts, 

QUESTION FOR CONGRESS 

Mr. Wilder adds that his company is not particularly interested 
buying the Leviathan and other Government-owned ships if the Goy 
ernment will advance the necessary capital for the construction of th 
projected four-day ships. That, of course, can not be done by t! 
Shipping Board, but will require the consent of Congress and th. 
passage of the necessary act, which will lead to prolonged discussion 

It is true that there is a strong sentiment in favor of the Govern 
ment getting out of the shipping business, but whether it is advisa}| 
for the Government to get out by going in as a partner in a privat 
shipping concern seems doubtful to many Members of Congress. The 
fear the Government will have to grant heavy subsidies if the four-day 
ships are kept in operation. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent to have pub 
lished in the Recorp an editorial from the San Francisco Chron- 
icle dealing with the subject matter now before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


{From the San Francisco Chronicle, January 11, 1928] 


THROWING STILL MORE MONEY ON SHIPPING BOARD JUNK PILE 


On its investment of some three and a half billions in the Shipping 
Board experiment the Government is losing millions a year instead of 
showing a profit. Yet the Shipping Board now asks another $200,000,000 
to build some more ships, and the program has the approval of the Sen 
ate Commerce Committee. It looks like throwing good money after bad 
for there is no promise that the additional investment will turn the tide 
President Coolidge has made it clear that what the Government needs 
is not to get deeper into the shipping business but to get out of it 
altogether. 

A large part of the three and a half billions is lost beyond recall. It 
is part of the waste of war, for the Government went into the shipping 
business as a war emergency, and this loss can properly be written of 
as war expense, But there is a great deal of salvage in the Shipping 
Board fleets. And the Shipping Board’s proper function is to salvage 
not to perpetuate itself. The sooner the ships are sold on the best 
terms obtainable and the Shipping Board put out of business definitely 
and forever, the better off for all concerned, 

Senator Jones, of Washington, says that the reason for approving the 
program to sink another $200,000,000 is that it is the only way to get 
an American merchant marine operated. American wage scales make 
the building and operation of American ships cost more than foreign 
ships. The Senator thinks it unwise to tinker with the seamen’s act 
and impossible to get anything like a subsidy or other direct support 
to offset the disadvantages under which Anrerican shipping operates. The 
only way he sees is to build and operate ships under private lessees at a 
loss, thus providing an indirect subsidy. This is plausible, but it over 
looks that the deficits are not loss alone, but waste on a gigantic scale. 
Out and out subsidy would be much cheaper and with fewer disad 
vantages, 

The whole Shipping Board adventure is an ill-starred chapter of dis- 
aster. It keeps the shipping business stirred up by politics and un- 
savory incidents arising therefrom. It puts a drag upon independent 
private enterprise. 

How the disadvantage of high building and operating cost is to be 
offset remains to be seen. It certainly is a sad commentary on the 
intelligence of the American people to conclude that the only way is to 
make a bad bargain worse. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, it seems to me quite sig 
nificant that from the two great seaports—one on the east coas! 
and one on the west coast—from New York and from San Fran 
cisco, there should come these requests to be brought to the at- 
tention of the Congress, that nothing that we do at this time 
interfere with the progress of American initiative and American 
enterprise and the growth of private initiative and private en- 
terprise, 

I can not express myself too forcibly in the belief that the 
citizens of the State of Connecticut, whom I have the honor in 
part to represent in this body, are very sincerely and very 
deeply opposed to Government ownership and Government op- 
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int shipping therefore passes into the li o of failure 
Mr. President, it seems to me the ry ticisms ed ¢ 
floor by distinguished Senators, notal the Sei ‘on 


ida [Mr. FurrcHer], against the operations and the acts 
f the Shipping Board, point vividly to the fact that Govern 
t ownership has not been satisfactory to him and to the 
ple he represents So I can not understand why the wis 
ro ahead and extend th 
peration in the face of 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr 
Mr. BINGHAM I yield 
Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator states that his State and 
his people are opposed to Government ownership and 
tion of these ships. I will ask him if his State and his people 
were not in favor of Government ownership and operation of 
the Cape Cod Canal. 
Mr, BINGHAM. 


admittedly unsatisfactory form ot 
vhat has recently haprened 


ie a } reps a ne 
President, ill the Senator vield 


opel u 


That question was raised yesterday, Mr 


President. It has been the practice of this Government, ever 
since the Constitution was adopted, to take charge of the 
navigable waters. It has never been our practice to take 


charge of normal business enterprises. We have operated the 
Panama Canal and many other canals. There is nothing un- 
usual or new in that. Our experience in operating the Panama 
Canal, dredging rivers and harbors, in promoting the naviga 
tion of the Mississippi and other rivers has been in acc 
with that provision of the Constitution which calls upon us to 
promote navigation and gives to the Congress the right of 
control over navigable water 

Mr. BROOKHART. In the ease of the Cape Cod Canal, a 
private corporation, private parties acquired that and oper 
ated it until it became a white elephant on the bands of the 
private parties, then the Senator voted to take it over by the 
Government, Is not that correct? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I believe that the Government shoul 
ate the canals, and should promote navigation in any way along 
the lines laid down in the Constitution, But the prec 
established during the war, when the Government was in the 
operation of the disastrously, } 
Government should not enter into the business of operating 
ships. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator says the Government went 
into the operation of the railroads “so disastrously.” The 
fact is that the first 10 months after the railroads were turned 
back to private enterprise the private managers of those road 
increased the operating expenses, at the expense of the peopl 
of the country, fourteen hundred and eighty-five million dollars, 
nearly a billion and a half dollars, and that was the excess 
charge of private operation over the last year of Government 
operation, and only about six hundred million of that was 
wasted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss 
he Government operation of railroads with the Senator. Hi 
opinions and mine on this subject have differed for some time, 
as he well knows. I submit that the people of the United 
States decided by a great majority a long time ago that they 
wanted less of the Government in business. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am a strong believer in the Govy- 
ernment of the United States. I believe in it from every 
standpoint. I am not willing to discredit it on an economic 
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were doing the business of transporting parce ind they de 
lared, just as we have it declared now, that private enterprise 
n hipping and insurance of parcels would drive them out 
f iness and ruin them. Not only has the parcel post ret 
der better service to all parts of the country but it has in 





no way diminished the returns of our express com 
Mr. KING Mr. President 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore 

necticut yield to the Senator from Utal 


Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 


Mr. KING An observation made by the Senator from 8S th 
Carolina prompts me to say few words, as I fear his pos 
n will be misunderstood He stated in substance that d 


r the war the 
th Gov 


railroads were “ broken down,’ 
rnment to “take over.” In my) 
port ition companies will not concede that they were so 

broken down” that they could not function and were com 
pelled to throw themselves on the merey of the 


them 


Government. 
[It is true that some of the railroads, because of the condi 
tions following the war, were placed in difficult situations, and 
experienced difficulty in meeting their obligations tut I think 
it will be generally conceded that the railroads, as a whole, were 
efficiently operated prior to and during the early period of the 


war. But as the war progressed and the entire structure of 
Government, as well as the economic and social fabrie 
were drawn into the maelstrom—ma! industries were dis- 
rupted, and the economie life of the people diverted into new 
channels. The railroads, perhaps, more seriously affected 
by this situation than any other branch of our business life 

The demands of the Government in mobilizing troops and in 
preparing.for the great struggle practically took the railroads 
out of the hands of the owners—even before the Government 
actually took possession of the same. 

The demands of the United States for billions of dollars dried 
up the fountains of credit and made it impossible for railroads 
as well as cities and school districts and corporations to obtain 
money and needed credits. 

Political subdivisions and solvent corporations and business 
institutions were denied permission to issue or sell securities; 
many business concerns were ruined and many channels of 
trade closed. 

The princely orders issued by the Government and the pr fer- 
ential treatment accorded it on its stupendous activities brought 


were 
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some railroads to the door of distress and made the operation 
of others unprofitabie. Tens of thousands of employees were 
taken from technical and other departments of the railroads, 
thus adding to the burdens they were compelled to bear. A 
situation was thus created which inevitably resulted in the 
Government faking charge of the railroads. This was not done 
of inefficiency or because the railroads had failed in 
their duty Federal laws prevented consolidations and unified 
iperation, such as, perhaps, the war conditions required. 

The Government was not restrained by the Federal statutes 
referred to; it could control them and conduct operations as 
the exigencies of war demanded. 

May I make one further observation? The Senator from 
South Carolina indicated, as I iuterpret his remarks—and if 
[am wrong IT ask to be corrected—that the obligation rests upon 


wh ~ 7? 
Zao 


ecw 


the Government to see that the needs of the people are cared | 


for, even though in so doing it impinges upon personal rights 
and invades private fields of activity. It seeins to me that even 
those who place the most latitudinarian construction upon the 
Constitution may not go so far, 

Who is to judge what is best for the individual and the 
people’ Tyrants have usually justified their oppressive meas- 
ures by urging that they were in the interest of the people. The 
political struggles of history were for the purpose of emancipat- 
ing the individual from the power of autocrats and oppressive 
governments. The welfare of the people is best secured by the 
development of the individual, the removal of those impedi- 
ments and restrictions to the development of initiative. Bureau- 
cracy, paternalism, and despotisin find a thousand excuses and 
reasons for the policies which they desire and execute. 

The Congress has no power under the Constitution, because 
we may think that the Government can run the railroads or 
ships better than individuals can run them, to take over the 
railroads or engage in the shipping business, Where is the 
warrant in the Constitution of the United States for the Gov- 
ernment to become a common carrier and engage in private 
euterprise? TI concede that in war it can do what it is for- 
bidden to do in peace times. If the Government may own and 
operate railroads and ships it may engage in any form of in- 
dustry and business, It may own manufacturing plants and 
mike and sell commodities of every character, Under this 
view there would be no limitations upon its power; it could 
be transformed into a huge socialistic experiment or a com- 
munist régime similar to that which exists in Russia. 

Muay LI say in passing that our coimmunistic friends are look- 
ing upon our paternalistic and socialistic policies with gratifica- 
tion, because they believe that they presage destruction of 
private business and the ownership by the Government of all 
property and the operation by the state of all business and 
industry. 

Mr. BINGHAM. TIT would like to ask the Senator from Utah 
Whether he does not think it is a strange line of argument that 
has been followed here to prove that two wrongs will make a 
right?’ In other words, the first wrong is that we have not, for 
Various causes, the merchant marine that we ought to have. 
The second wrong is that (he Governinent ought not to indulge 
in the ownership and construction of ships and go into the 
shipping business; but it is hoped, in view of the fact that we 
ean not get subvention or a subsidy, that by committing the 
second wrong we will overcome the first wrong and make it 
right 

Mr. KING. The theory seems to be that “the state can do 
no wrong” and that Government bas some sort of divine au- 
thority so that whatever it does is right, no matter how illogi- 
eal, inconsistent. or tyrannous it may he. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Surely the Senator would not admit that 
the United States Government is not the best Government on 
earth? 

Mr. KING. 
enjoy the highest felicity. 


Under a democratic government mankind may 
There can be no greater or better 
form of government. But it must be not only in tame, in 
theory, but in practice democratic. The letter killeth but the 
spirit giveth life. Democracy is not a mere form, it can not 
be an empty formula. It is a vital, living force, manifesting 
itself in the individual and leading him to the development and 
asseriion of the divine powers and authority within him. It 
apotheosizes the individual; it recognizes him as the sovereign, 
the source of all political power. There is too much pseudo- 
democracy in the land. There is a growing spirit that the 
National Government is the source of all political authority 
and that it is without limitation. A deadly and destructive 


Federalism is being developed in the United States, which if 
unchecked will change our form of Government and overthrow 
our political institutions, 
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There are those who believe that the States are being de 
stroyed and that the unitary theory is supplanting our dual 
form of government, so there will eventu:dlly come an 
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that 
oligarchy of wealth or an oppressive socialism or paternalism. 

When the Senator from Iowa so apotheosizes the Government 
it seems to me the time has come for some cue to speak for the 
individual, for the State. and for local self-government. We 
are going too far in building up a central government an 
centralizing political power in the Federal Government. Thy 
States are being devitalized and efforts made to take away t! 
power of initiative and of the individual aud the sovereig 
which belongs to them. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator from Connecticut threw ou 
the suggestion as to my remarks that “that is the way that 
socialists feel.” I do not Want that statement to pass without 
a little further notice. 

The financial crowd in this country and their representatives 
in the Senate invariably come back with those flings at any 
bedy who has an idea. I know if I disugree with the finan 
cial crowd once, they call me a socialist. If I disagree with 
them twice, they call me a communist. If I disagree with 
them three times, they call me an anarchist. If I disagree wit) 
them four times, they call me a bolshevik. I have been clear 
down the line with that outfit. I have been called all those 
names, and [ am proud of it. The fact that the question is 
right or wrong is all that [ care anything about. If it is right 
that we should take charge of the merchant marine to keep 
the American flag on the seas by the funds of the Government 
I do not care how many other people believe in the same thing. 
and therefore I stand for the Government in performing its 
proper function. 

The Government has performed functions for the people of 
the State of Connecticut. Its tariff laws are paternalistic, so 
cialistic, and cCommunistic liws for the benefit of the people of 
the Senator’s State, the same as this bill, if enacted into law, 
might beneiit my people indirectly. Its patent laws give spe 
cial privileges and its banking laws give special privileges and 
special powers of that kind. But when we come to do some 
thing for the common people, something that is going to help 
the whole people, then it must be stigmatized as socialistic, 
communistic, and some of these other Worse names. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not apply to my good friend the Sena- 
tor from Iowa the term “ socialist.” I said that his is a position 
taken by all socialists also. I merely intended to convey my 
impression, as I think everyone will agree, that for the Govern- 
ment to go into the shipping business or into any other form 
of business which is naturally a place for private enterprise, 
which i§ naturally the way to increase individual initiative, 
is according to the principles of socialism. There are many 
people who have told us that the principles of socialism are 
steadily infiltrating into our body politic, and that we are 
more and more becoming paternalistic, becoming socialistic, and 
tending toward the doctrines of communism. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa makes a very unfair 
implication in his opening statement when he would seem to 
imply that I am here representing financial interests. If all 
the people of the State of Connecticut who take pride in their 
thrift and in their hard, common sense are to be considered 
financiers, [ have no quarrel with him. I represent no interesis 
except the interests of the people of my State. I represent no 
desire except the desire to benefit the great mass of the common 
people, to which he so lovingly refers. It is because I believe 
the interests of the common people are threatened by this kind 
of legislation that I enter my feeble protest against it. 

What is it that has made the people of our country great? 
It is because the boys and girls of the country have had the 
opportunity, no matter where they were born, no matter of 
what families they came or what their previous condition 
of servitude, to make much of themselves. But if they shall 
have to compete with Government in business, then that is the 
most stupendous obstacle that can possibly be placed in front 
of them. The great objection to socialism and its principles, 
the great objection to communism and its principles, is that they 
offer the most tremendous possible handicaps to the development 
and future of the individual poor girl or poor boy. It is because 
ours has been a land of opportunity that it has sueceeded. It 
is because it has been a land of opportunity that it is the coun- 
try of which we are so proud, When the Senator from Lowa 
and those who think like him desire to have the Government 
go into business for the benefit of the common people, they seek 
what may be for their immediate benetit but not for their 
ultimate benefit. Their ultimate benefit cin come only from 





- 
Z 
a 
; 
% 
$ 
e 
. 


¢ 
< 

















MONGRESSIONAL I] 
CONGRESSIONAL J] 
nities to develop t] Ive to develop their abi 
busir without met g the handicay f the Centr 
i 
nment | 
Now, Mr. President, I ld like I 1 fr he Pr lent | 
’ ' 
e one paragray f i rs direct ( tt 
It under tl } y Mer mat I 
lent in his n sage f 1% 6 Ss 
is t ( pe 
di I 
ly } } ie 
nte i 
k those who belie, Ge I owners! plea 
Gove l One! throug! ( u 
: th Ship} x B i! uill'¢ fe Ina 
{ President tl l } e | l it 
the boar s al 1 I to which it to 
viel t protest pl te! I when Vv 
ne owners! (; } - @ cle I 
I } TI ie ! q I 
i I j 
j 
v | 
| done 1 t vy 1 r ind |! S 2? ed te 
l | r mel t rine i} I \ I 
T N 
th s ! t 
- : = : 
l is a suggestion which I do not unders d has be 
( idered b the committee which 1 ported this bill thet is 
n no evidence of their having considered ind ye seem 
me to be as Sstion involving great possibilities of useful 
The President 2oes o s 
Hy ( pe tion is! S s 
I think ev 1 ( i em of the Commi e ¢ 
( niner¢ VW ] } W } ] 
No investigation, of which I ave caused eral to be mad is 
a t repo! ‘2 - 


public oper: 


dt ! ed ree I i speed i fer t private wh hip 
Our exporters i ) I ‘ I t using Al 
ips It should be our f to keep our present vessels in repair 
and disp of them as rapidly 3 possible, rather than underta iby 
new construction 


has been directly 
the Senator vield 


the President 
President, will 


That recommendation of 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. 
a minute? 

Mr. BINGHAM 
That 


for | 
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finish the 
nm directly 


sentence 


I will yield as soon as I 


recommendation of the President has be gnored 





by the pending bill. The President ends the paragraph on the 
merchant marine with these words: 

Their operation | 

That is, the operation of the present vessels 
is a burden on the National Treasu for which we are not receiving 
sufficient benefits. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Florida 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Presid: I merely h to suggest 
an answer to three thoughts that the Senator has emphasized. 
As to the one regarding the pressure that is brought to bear 
on the Shipping Board, I desire to say that the ame nent 
which the committee proposes, requiring the unanimous con- | 
sent of the board, it seems to me, would protect the board | 
against an unusual and unjust pressure 

I will ask a question of the Senator from Connecticut, who 
nsists that this is purely a field for private capital and pri- 








vate individuals to engage in and that the Government ought 

to get out of it. Leaving aside the commercial features, the 

necessity of expandi and enlarging and taking care of our | 

foreign commerce—leaving that ft e side—the Senator will 

admit that we require merchant ships to serve our Navy in time | 
) ‘ 


Auxiliaries, sometimes called 
just important are 
The Senator will admit 
a distinct and clear field for 
not that a field which justifies the Government in 
taking to supply such ships, and especially since private enter- | 
prise does not supply them’? Why should we say the Govern- 
ment ought not build auxiliaries for the Navy or own or 
control or operate them any more than we should that 
the Government ought not to build naval ships? The Govern- 
ment builds naval ships and owns and operates them. Mer- 
chant ships are just as important as auxiliaries of the Navy 
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Mr. BINGHAM I yield to the Senator from New York 
Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, in reply to what the Sena 
r from Florida has said, that the people will not undertake 


know they will not 


to de work, let me ask how do we 

lertuke it? We never before have had made a_ tangible, 

ar-cut proposition such as has been referred to by the Sen- 
tor from Connecticut this morning. A definite proposition has 
I made to the Shipping Board that under certain condi- 
tio private company with American capital will build six 
hips, each one of them capable of making the trip from port 
to port, from our country to Europe, in four da) and with 
an airplane connection so that mail actually could be sent from 
Chicago to Paris in three days Never before has there been 
made such a proposal 

How does the Senator from Florida know that the people 
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with the great, fine ships now in operation and being built by 
the Cunard Line and the White Star Line I do not think it 
is fair to say that the people will not ¢ l Let us test the 
eople and see whether or not they will do it 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, what is the proj on that 
tl company referred to makes in refere t fi ing the 
construction ’ these ships 

Mr. BINGHAM Mr. President, the proposal regard to 
] ships which has beet made to the Shipping Board and 
I speak entirely unofficially and subject to correctior lL be- 
lieve has met with the apy val of the Shipping Board to such 
1 unani is extent that they are extremely desirous of having 

e whole proposal laid before Congress at once for its con- 


} 


ideration. The proposal is this: This company, with a design 


which, I may say to the from Florida, 


i Senator 
would make the best auxiliary cruisers in the world, be 
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‘ause 


they would be in the nature of auxiliary aircraft carriers in 
time of war—is willing to put up some fifty or sixty million 


dollars of junior money if the Government will put up some 
ninety million dollars of senior money, to be loaned—not 
given—to the company at the same rate of interest which the 
Government must pay when it borrows the money. In other 
the Government can borrow it at little more than 3 per 
and under the plan proposed would loan it to the company 
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at a little more than 3 per cent, the company to pay interest on 
it, so that the Government would not lose one penny by it. 
The Government then would receive a first mortgage on all 
the ships and the company, which puts up fifty or sixty million 
dollars, would have only a second mortgage on the ships, This 
proposal, then, if accepted, virtually would not cost the people 
of the United States one penny but would enable the United 
Stutes to bring into being the fastest fleet of merchant ships in 
the world—a fleet which the British papers are already speak- 
ing of as serious challenge to their supremacy in ships crossing 
the North Atlantic, It is that proposal which is to come before 
Congress in the near future. 

What I am asking for, I will say to the Senator from South 
Carolina, is that we do not pass this bill and give this enter- 
prising group of citizens a slap in the face by telling them, 
“No; we are tired of trying to do anything for the merchant 
marine; we have tried for 60 years to help the merchant marine 
aud we are tired of it; we are not going to give you any 
chance: we are going to go into the business of building ships 
and operating them ourselves.” 

Mr. SMITH. And in the meantime, while we are waiting for 
this experiment to be tried, we shall have disposed of all our 
ships, the Shipping Board will have “gone to pot”; the old 
status will be reestablished, and then shipping interests will 
come back and ask for a subsidy. Now I want to call the 
Senator's attention 

M BINGHAM What the Senator 
states would not necessarily follow at all. 

Mr. SMITIL It bas necessarily followed up to the present 
time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The idea is not to postpone action on this 
measure until the experiment has been tried; but to wait 
until we see what the proposal involves and what the Congress 
thinks about it before definitely going on record as saying that 
we are going into the shipping business and to remain in it. 

Mr. SMITH, Let me suggest to the Senator that some Mem- 
bers of after a very long experience, have pretty 
definitely made up their minds that they are going to test the 
present situation in a common-sense way. We own the ships; 
we have gol a board appointed; we now propose to legislate to 
have that board function to demonstrate whether or not under 
these circumstunces we can do what we have utterly failed 
to do by virtue of a subsidy. We have all the elements with 
which to try out an experiment. 

The Senator read from the President’s message in which the 
President said the present operation of ships was a drain on 
the Treasury, but if we are to take what the Senator and others 
have proposed, und provide a ship subsidy, I should like to 
know if that would not be a drain on the Treasury, without any 
hope of anything like the remunerations of the American people 
that the proposition of the Senator from Washington holds out 
to them’ 

If we admit that it is essential to the public welfare and the 
progress and development of this country that we should have 
a merchant marine, and it has been demonstrated that we can 
not have it along the lines of private ownership, then we have 
no other alternative but the one which is now facing us. We 
have tried for 50 or 60 years to build up the merchant marine 
under other plans without success. Now we have a fortunate 
condition that arose by virtue of the war that puts us in a 
position where we can try a justifiable experiment as to whether 
or not we can build a merchant marine under the auspices of 
the Government, and have auxiliaries for the Navy all splen- 
didly equipped to respond in time of war, and in the meantime 
adequate to meet the necessities of the trade and commerce of 
the United States. 

I can not see why it is not just as democratic—to use the 
broad meaning of that term—for us to engage in competition 
with foreign nations for the distribution of our goods to the 
markets of the world as it is for us to enter into an interna- 
tional agreement for the distribution of our mails. 

Mr. COPBLAND and Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
necticut yield; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND, Mr. President, not one of the disasters con- 
templated by the Senator from South Carolina is likely to follow 
if this bil) is amended as is now proposed. This does not con- 
template at all whether the ships are to be sold or not to be sold. 
That is not involved in it. The law prescribes that they shall 
be soid when the sale can be made in a way that will guarantee 
the continued operation of the ships. The ships that have been 
sold, except those which were sold to Henry Ford and scrapped, 
are being operated as a part of the American merchant marine, 


from South Carolina 


Congress, 


Does the Senator from Con- 
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under the American flag, as auxiliaries to our Navy in time of 
war. There is not a thing involved in the bill before us that 
has any reference whatever to the fundamental fact that the 
United States has decided that it will continue the operation of 
an American merchant marine until private interests come in. 

The Senator from Connecticut, when he talked about this pro- 
posed line across the ocean, was not talking about disposing of 
or destroying the ships which we now have. This morning, 
before the Appropriations Committee, there was a discussion 
relative to this very question. The question of the rehabilita- 
tion or reconditioning of the Agamemnon and the Mount Vernon 
was before us, and this question was asked. I asked the ques- 
tion myself of the chairman of the Shipping Board, General 
Dalton, who has operated these ships: 


Suppose these ships are reconditioned. Suppose they are run in 
the meantime to accompany the Leviathan, of the United States Lines, 
And then suppose this private company impresses the country sufficiently 
so that this plan can be carried out. Will there be no use for these 


ships? 

The reply of both these gentlemen was: 

Yes; certainly ; because they will be put in the south Atlantic service, 
They will be running from Savannah, Ga., or from some other point into 
the Mediterranean or to Europe. 


There is not anything here involving the question of the main- 
tenance of an American merchant marine, a large part of it 
under the Shipping Board. That question is not involved. The 
question which has been raised by the Senator from Connecti- 
eut is, Shall we perform any act which will say to private 
interests, ““ We do not care to have you bid for any part of this 
service. This country is committed forever to the idea of Gov- 
ernment ownership and Government operation ” ? 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator in what respect the 
passage of the proposition now before us would interfere with 
the proposition of this company? Why could they not come 
on and make their proposition after the passage of this bill as 
well as now? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator 
necticut will bear with me for a moment—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. COPELAND. The reason is because this bill is in effect 
a notice to the world that the United States of America pro- 
poses to continue and maintain as a permanent policy Govern- 
ment ownership and operation. It seeks to destroy any hope 
that the Government will modify the ocean mail act so as to 
make possible the distribution to ships of funds which we now 
acquire from the sending of the mail. Does the Senator from 
South Carolina realize that last year, for carrying the mails 
across the Atlantic from New York to Europe, the United 
States Government paid a million and a half dollars to British 
ships? Why? Because we have no American ships capable of 
earrying that mail. 

Mr. SMITH. Why have we not American ships 
earrying that mail? 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator think the Government 
of the United States is going to appropriate the $100,000,000 or 
$150,000,000 necessary to give us those ships? 

Mr. SMITH. That is not answering my question. If the 
Government has to pay out that much money to British ships 
there certainly must have been a profit in it to the British 
ships, or they would not have accepted that amount. They 
would have demanded an increased amount. 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH. But if there is a profit to be made in the 
shipping business, why have not private American interests 
engaged in it and earned that profit? 

Mr, COPELAND. I want to answer that question, and I 
will give a responsive answer. The law does not permit the 
Postmaster General to make any contracts for the carriage 
of the mails except within the limits of the appropriation. 
I ask the present occupant of the chair whether I am correct 
about that. 

The PRESIDENT 
inquiry? 

Mr. COPELAND. This is a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The auswer is in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. COPELAND. Last year, when the Post Office appro- 
priation bill was before the Senate, the Senator from Tennessee 
{Mr. McKetiar] put a rider upon the bill which provided that 
no part of the appropriation should be used for the carrying 
out of contracts theretofore made between the Postmaster 
General and these private shipping interests. Until we pass a 
law stabilizing the making of contracts and the arrangements 
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} n the Government and shipping concerns, there will never 
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I yield, however 
Mr. SMITH. If the Senator will permit me, I just want to | 
ittention to one sent e that the Senator from New York | 
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going to g into the shipping bu I 3. Lik kI ws hat 
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profit in the shipping business the American flag would | 
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M COPELAND. Mr. FP dent, will senator yield 
Mr. BINGHAM Mr. Pre ent, I ws thinking of ask 
nimous consent that 1 . ioquy be piaced in he Rec 
owing my remark | 
Mr. COPELAND I will answer the Senator’s sta ! 
own time I thank the Senator from Connecticut. I intend 
o answer it fully if 1 am able tod 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I merely w now to add 

ew remarks to the ame ment liered DJ) e Senator ire 
N Jersey {Mr. Epacr}. 

His amendment, it will be recalled, relates to that part of the 
Hill proposed DV the Senator from Washington which would 
make it impossible for the Shipping Board to y out tl 
desires of the President or abyone else in selling any of thes 
ships to private interests, t be operated under the American 
flag by private companies, unless every single one of the \ 


members of the Shipping Board was unanimously in favor of 
Oo doing, 


It has been brought out, particularly in the remarks of tl 


Senator from Florida |Mr. FLETCHER] yesterday, that the re 
son for putting in this provision was because he did not | \ 
that the Shipping Board ought to sell any ships, and that the 
have been too liberal in lling sl before ] ugh just wh 
anyone who is interested in the merchant marine shou be so 
resentful of having Americans desirous of going into the | 
ness of conducting our foreign trade in American bottoms I d 
not know. The fact remains, however, that the commi 





recommend this unanimous-con 





As one reads history one finds that legislative bodies bavs 
almost never been willing, or have not been successful if the 
tried to do it, to operate continuously under unanimous con 

ts The Senate does a great deal of business under unani 
mous-consent agreements; but whenever anyone does object it 

perfectly possible, by motion and by the vote of the n 
to bring about the result which is objected to by one or two 


Senators. In history we read that the Polish Diet, in the 


Middle Ages, operated under a constitution which provided 
that any single member of it could block business; and the 
result was that it was one of the most unsuccessful legislati 
bodies in all history and led to such bad government on the 
part of Poland that Poland was unable to continue its national | 
entity for a great many years thereafter. 

in modern times, as has been referred to by the distinguished 
senior Senator from Idaho [|Mr. Borau], we have the example 
of the Council.of the League of Nations, which operates only 
by unanimous vote It ean not do anything if any single | 
person objects: and, of course, if the committee feels that the 
League of Nations and its council have been so successful 
under this unanimous-consent clause that they desire to have | 
he Shipping Board operate under it, they are at liberty ~ 
think so; but personally, I do not care to copy the meth¢ Ly} 
under which the League of Nations attempts to do business. | 

There is no board of directors in the world that operates | 
under any such clause. People who are interested in their | 
own property; people who are interested in making a living; 
people who are interested in securing interest on their in- 
vestments; people who have the interest of their families at 
heart; when they give to boards of directors, as we are giving 
to the Shipping Board, the duty of operating their business 
successfully, have in no case that I have ever heard of told 
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the board of directors that it could not sell any of the property 
of the « cern ubless the bourd of directors Was unanimously 


e sam mind, 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the S« 
Mr BINGHAM Certal 


Mr. WATSON I am rious to k y whether « not the 
senator is investigated i it Whethe i e mem 
bers of the present Shippi Board ha Ver greed, at any 
line, On any proposition presented to that body 


Mr. BINGHAM, Not so far as | have ever heard, Mr 


ATSON They nev W 











\i \\ I 
M BINGUAM I in I ire i suk h ‘ 
i hna se ‘ ‘ y I te vb 
or State wo ] l \ 
\ re it buULhKe s i I i i Hiteento | 
lL golf ib Fortuna y i rwis¢ he W a 
I isastro v1 Is pla I 
é I il eople nD , 
if they were in ce i , i lmna nature 
De £ what 1 is l ha ‘ t trol ! i rhe 
rial e ft ieLzisialive | il I »« ma rs 
rit ve é i tw i _s ind re il 
‘ the Supreme (¢ I Int i ( merce 
Comm ( the Shipping | d e right é i i 
jority \ 
| Senet prop S c¢ ! r } i ? 
! east Mr. I | tl ‘ ‘ 
e Shippi bi f pel ng ut iD h 
| I it I 
( rT \* ’ Mr I f ] é N eld 
I rHiAN J senator N Yor] 
COPELAND \ la me f } | ed 
‘ 8 t ‘ Boa I nized sa 
tuti h 3 1 } ] oust 
| i AT t is é 
In oth words, if any tte which appare l tl 
e i \ re I ] ‘ b 
‘ ‘ l ead at | mel the board 
‘ D t] ( if the tir 
. t << } ) } j t} | t ly n S 
( \ 1 } req y Y S 
( he part ‘ i BR ! 
[ BINGHAM I I’? I e el \ > 
The poir w | d is ‘ 
S ey ot ‘ 1 i t | rv ¢ rn I 4 
\ ! erests ho ¢ red that ce i ! I 
en ed rough t Shippi Board tQ.» pre t it by 
the vo of t ; ed in that part of the 
\ e ne of us 1 ng or le to ree nee 
rie to opel une tl en t f unde 
ive been brought up d the sur lings unde 
have lived I eads us ta ! f nt view of 
In iv I I should } é » rer t ( s Il have 
e to discover the only object of introducing that par 
f ire the law is to prevent the Shipping Board 
fr operating at all, and therefore I am heartily in favor of 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jerse It 
! o me that anyone who is opposed naturally to Govern- 
‘ ‘ Vn “I ) or Govern! ‘ 1 lM tion F business enter- 
rises of this kind must of necessity be willing to support the 
ient offered | the Nel tor from New Jerse 
] WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. President, will the Sen- 
d for a question? 
\ir. BINGHAM I yield the floor 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor: The Senator rom Massa- 
ett desires to propound a question to the senna r irom 
( necticut, 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator does not need to 
answer my question unless he wishe I was about to asi 


him who wee the individuals and companies now making the 
proposal to build new, modern, and fast ships that were to 
interocean shipping under private ownership. In 
view of the many obstacles which it is alleged have been 
resorted to obstruct the developing of an American merchant 
marine, some of us are suspicious that these propositions are 
I now made in good faith, being made at the very time of 
the discussion here of this important measure and never heard 
of before. I would like to have the Senator, if he sees fit to 
make reply, tell us who these individuals are, what their con- 
nections are with the shipping business, to what extent we 
can rely on their present promises? Are they doing this in 
good faith and to what extent they have been engaged in the 
shipping business, or is this simply a gesture made here on 


engage in 
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the eve of the attempt to pass this bill to raise further obstacles 
and objections to the development of an American merchant 
marine? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President. I am surprised and aston- 
ished that the Senator from Massachusetts should think this 
was some new thing, some new gesture raised at the last 
moment. It is a matter which has been talked about in the 
publie prints for some months, and I read about it last summer 
for the first time after I came back from China. The company 
concerned is one of the largest and best known shipbuilding 
companies in the world. The implications of the Senator from 
Massachusetts are entirely unworthy of him and of his knowl- 
edge of publie affairs. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will say to the Senator 
that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Jones], 
who sits right bere, who has studied this question more than 
any man in this country, says he first heard rumors about what 
the Senator is talking of a few weeks ago. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The London papers as far back as last No- 
vember were talking about it. The Daily News, of London, in 
its issue of January 10, in the article to which I referred a 
while ago, and which I asked to have printed, said: “ The Daily 
News, as far back as last November” 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is why some of us are 
suspicious, because so many of these reports and statements 
come through London papers; and of course the Senator 
knows 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the Senator wants to continue along 
those lines, I have no desire to engage in debate with him. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is apparent the Senator is 
not willing to answer my question, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am willing if the Senator will give me an 
opportunity. Tle wants to know who the company is and who 
is the head of it. It is headed by Mr. Lawrence Wilder. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Who is he? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is the chairman of the Brown Boveri 
Electric Corporation, formerly the New York Shipbuilding Co. 
I submit to the Senator from New York, who knows more 
about it, whether I am correct or not. 

Mr. COP#LAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I would like to say to my beloved friend, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that I have heard the same 
rumor around the Chamber, that this is only a gesture, that 
this is put out simply to defeat this legislation. Of course, 
if I helieved that, I would join the Senator from Massachusetts 
and every other honorable man and say, “ We will have noth- 
ing to do with this crowd of men.” But let me say this to my 
friend: The company proposing this fleet of vessels is the com- 
pany which has just completed the Saratoga. The Senator is 
aware of the fact that we have just had placed in commission 
a $35,000,000 airplane carrier, to carry 100 airplanes. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is not that a shipbuilding 
conipany, and not an operating company? 

Mr. COPELAND. That is a building company. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What ships have ever been 
operated by this company which makes this proposition and 
Which is suggested as the possible making of a privately owned 
merchant marine? 

Mr. COPELAND. 
operated any ships. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They are going to start in 
the operating business when they get these ships? 

Mr. COPELAND. If I may judge at all from the personnel 
named—and at a later time in my own remarks I am going to 
put into the Rercorp a statement made by this company of the 
men involved in it—they are men of the highest business integ- 
rity, and men who have demonstrated their skill not alone in 
operating a great shipbuilding plant, but in operating railroads, 
and in operating steamships. There is no questjon about the 
honorable business integrity of these gentlemen. 

Furthermore, let me say to my friend from Massachusetts 
that there is nothing here involved, so far as I can see, that has 
any important relationship to this measure. 

If the Senator from Connecticut will bear with me for a 
moment, this bill has to do with our general policy. I am 
sure the Senator from Washington will bear me out in saying 
it has to do with our general policy. The statement of what 





I would not say this company has ever 


these gentlemen are offering to do is not intimately related to 
this measure, except to this extent: That in a sense this bill is 
a warning to private interests that “We do not want your 
help, we do not want you to consider anything in the way of 
private investment in ships, because it is the intention of our 
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Government to go forward forever in the operation of an Ameri 
can merchant marine.” 

Just one more word. I do want to impress upon the mind 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that these are honorable 
men, and I do not believe for one moment that there is any 
thing coincident in this proposal, so far as seeking to defea: 
this legislation is concerned. As a matter of fact, they are no; 
intimately related; and I hope at some future time, in my own 
time, to go into the matter extensively. But let me say now to 
the Senator that, so far as I know, this is a perfectly hones} 
legitimate, straightforward business proposal, and in no sense 1 
piece of political chicanery. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the Senator from Washington and th 
Senator from Massachusetts had happened to live along th 
Connecticut shore, or the Long Island shore, last summer, they 
would not now be led astray by any of these rumors about this 
being a gesture, an attempt to defeat this bill. Those of us 
who live along the Connecticut shore and those living on Long 
Island heard of this project last summer, long before this bil! 
was ever proposed, or any of us supposed it would ever come 
to the attention of the Senate. 

Interests representing very large and powerful financial con 
nections looked into the possibility of securing a terminal «at 
Montauk Point, and looked into the possibility of securing a 
terminal at Narragansett Bay, and at New London, Conn.; par- 
ticularly because at New London the State of Connecticut has 
built a million-dollar pier. 

The Governor of Connecticut was keenly interested in the 
project. His attention was brought to the fact that this line of 
rapid steamers, if operated from New London, might bring to 
that port a great deal of business, and that these rapid steamers, 
and airplanes which they would carry when operating near 
shore, would be greatly to the advantage of the State of Con 
necticut. 

A great enterprise of this kind, requiring, as it does, a cer- 
tain amount of Government support, particularly in connection 
with the loan which I have mentioned, can not be rushed 
through, and this company and these gentlemen were proceed 
ing in an orderly manner all through the summer and through 
the fall and through the winter, and they are now faced by this 
law. We are told we are to havé a vote on it to-day. They are 
now threatened with a slap in the face, and naturally they have 
made their presence felt more than they did before, They did 
not suppose, nor, may I say, did the great majority of the citi- 
zens of the State of Connecticut suppose, that the Government 
was going back into the business of runnivdg ships. It was 
utterly strange and astonishing to me, knowing, as I do, the 
fact that the great majority of the people of this country do noi 
want to see the Government in business, that the committee 
should propose this bill. That is why it was only in the last 
few days or weeks that Senators have heard about this new 
enterprise. Had they lived, as I have said, in Connecticut, or in 
Rhode Island, or on the Long Island shore, they would have 
heard about it last summer. The people who are back of it are 
entirely upright, outstanding, responsible citizens, who have had 
for many years the reputation of conducting their business in a 
thoroughly satisfactory and businesslike manner. 

I hope the Senator from Massachusetts is satisfied with my 
answer to his question. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am not satisfied that there 
is a definite proposition presented to the American people by an 
existing company engaged in interocean shipping that is ready 
to establish private shipping lines that will assure us an Amer- 
ican merchant marine, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President 

Mr. WALSH cf Massachusetts. I understand from what the 
Senator says that there is a company that builds ships that is 
willing to build more ships, and very excellent ships, if the de- 
signs are to be relied upon, after they get Government aid. 
That there is an existing group of men and that there is on 
hand the money and that there is a disposition to at once, now, 
open up, under private interests, an American merchant marine, 
I am not satisfied. If I were, I would vote along the lines 
indicated by the Senator for something else than Government 
ownership and Government administration of an American mer- 
chant marine. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator is very hard to convince. It 
has been brought out repeatedly on this floor that under present 
conditions it is almost impossible for anyone to engage in the 
foreign trade, and yet the Senator says that because this com- 
pany that preposes to do this and is willing to bind fifty or 
sixty million dollars’ worth of private capital, if it can do it 
in a way that seems reasonable and businessiike, has not been 
operating ships, therefere he is unwilling to support their 
proposition. 
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afr. WALSH of Massachusett Because their plan is 


ainty, and we have been passing through seven years of 
I want to end it li view of ur defense and our 
de needs, I refuse to lor r delay the establishment of a 
ite merchant marine With the only alternative being 
ment merchant marh or the uncertainty of—I mig 
practical abandonment hope a privately owned 
t marine, I am for a definite policy of Government opera 


is an auxiliary to our Navy. 
ir. COPELAND. Mr. President, wiil the Senator vield 
BINGHAM. I yield the floc 
PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Senator from New Yorl 
to address an ingulr) ‘ 
Mr. COPELAND. I do; I want to ask the Senator a quest 
he PRESIDENT pro tempor Does the Senator from C 
icut resume for that purp 
Mr. BINGHAM. I do, if I may have the floor for that 
puse. 
Mr. COPELAND. I want to ask my friend fro 
if he is aware of the significance of section 7 of the mei 
marine act of 1920? ihe only interest this company 
it which we are talking now has in the matter pendins 
{ rl 
put a line in operation under the conditions of our liw, they 
have first in effect ua certificate of 
pping Board. 


The only possible interest this company may have i the 


cessity trom the 


pending amendment is that if the amendment were to earry, 
ind a unanimous vote be required in the Shipping Board on a 

itter of importance, it might well be that there are one or tw: 
nen on the board—I am not saying there are, but there might 
well be—who are determined that no private interest shall 
ngage in the shipbuilding business, that the Government shall 
continue to do it. 


Chere is nothing in the Jones bill now pending that these | 


people have said to me they oppose Chey have said they are 
perfectiy willing to have the bill. The question is not involve 
at all. 

Mir. WALSH of Massachuseits. Then why prolong the dis 


ussion? If Senators ure willing to have the bill passed, why 


are we postponing the vote? Why are Members now delaying 
iction by quoting private interests who are willing to take over 
our merchant marine and develop with Government aid «a mer 
chant marine of private lines? 

Mr. COPELAND. I am sure my friend from Massachusetts 
does not consider that any one of us is going to vote for or 
against the measure or any amendment because of this proposal 
I am opposed to the amendment, because I think the highest 
interests of the country are involved in an arrangement by 
which a majority of the board can act. It does not relate at ali 
to this question. It relates to the entire question of policy 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I appreciate the Senator's 
position. He is opposed to the amendment becuse it requires a 
unanimous vote of members of the Shipping Board to sell any 
Government-owned ship, and the Senator thinks that that re 
quirement will result in discouraging private individuals from 
going into the shipping business. Is not that the Senats 
position ? 

Mr. COPELAND. That is part of it. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My position is exactly tle 
reverse. I want the Government jo declare that the primary 
purpose of the existence of the Shipping Board is te maintair 
und operate a Government-owned and Government-operated m« 
chant murine. 

1 take the amendment to be of great importance in declarir 
a definite policy. I want the members of the Shipping Boa 
to know that it is the position of the Congress of the United 
States that they are not to seek customers, that they are not 
to sell ships by a mere majority vote, that it is not going to 


be the policy to liquidate our ships, but, on the contrary, the 


ships are to be sold only when there is a clear, unmistakable 


necessity and that all sales of ships must be justified on 
ground that it is further contributing to the develop of 
ab adequate merchalit marine 

I want the selling of our ships to be a Secondary functio 
and the developing of our merchant marine the primary busi 
ness of the Shipping Board. Heretofore they have apparently 


thought more of getting out of the business than making 
earnest effort to establish a si <sful and adequate mercha 
marine. That is the present administration's position—one ¢ 
disfavor to Government operatiol My position is that we mus 


have Government operation or resign ourselves te the Tate ol 
possessing no American merchant marine 


My position, I repeat, is exactly contrary to th Senator 


re the Senate is this: Before this company can undertake 
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\ INGHAM Witl d per sion of > Pp ling 
() I « ire > vi d wot 

\it PrrESSs Mr Preside 

l PRESIDENT pr in t rhe Senator f 1 Ohio 
\l i ~ is ‘ nized 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. Presid 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Ohio 

to the Senator from New York 

M rESS 1 yield 

Mr. COPELAND. May I say this final word to the Senator 
from Massachusetts? I understand fully his position and honor 
him tf ivy for any p ition he takes, because | now no Member 
f this body has loftier sentiments and motives than he. Bu 
7 I th Senator has practically committed himself to 
professional ownership and operation. He is seeking through 
tl easure to do what I said the other day is proposed by it 
It is legislation by indirection. There are other features of the 
pDrese law which are still in existence It continues to be 
the du of the board, when they are satisfied that a line or 

vice should be sold, to sell it The only difference is that 


instance it would be by majority vote, as it is at present 


ind under the pending bill it would be by unanimous vote 
So the Senator does not accomplish all the things that he has 
in mind by the adoption of the amendment, because still the 


vould devolve upon the board, under certain circum 
ces, to sell the ships. Of course, it would have to be, with 
h amendment, a unanimous vote of the board 
REPORT OF THE WAR FINANCE CORPORATION 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
nth apnual report of the War Finan Corporation, sub- 
mitted pursuant to law for the year ended November 30, 1927, 
which, with the accompanying exhibits, was referred to the 
‘ommittee on Finance. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
nication from the Secretary of the Navy, reporting, pursuant 
o law, relative to files of eld papers in the Navy Department 





which are not needed or useful in th ransaction of current 

| business and have no permanent value or historic interest, and 

| asking f action looking t ird their disposition, which was 

rred » a Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of 
1 | f Papers in the Executive Departments 

| rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore winted Mr. Hate and Mr. 

ANS members of the committee on the part of the Senate. 

USE BiLLS AND OINT RES( LUTION REFERRED 

| fhe following bills and joint resolution were severally read 

| e by their titles and referred to the Committee on the 

H. it. 5623. An act to amend the Judicial Code by adding a 

| f u, to be numbered 274D; 
Hi. R. 9024. An aet to authorize the appointment of stenogra- 
ers in the courts of the United States and to fix their duties 
ana compelsatlon ; 

H. Rh. 9142. An act to amend section 71 of the Judicial Code 
is amended by changing time of holding court at El Dorado 
ind Harrison, Ark 

H. R. 9785. An act to amend seetion 1025 of the Revised Stat- 

es of the United States: and 

H..J. Res. 59. Joint resolution directing the Comptroller Gen 

al of the United State » correct an error made in the 
idiustment of the aecount between the State of New York 

ia the United States, adjusted under the authority contained 


n the act of February 24, 1905 (33 Stat. L. 777), and appro- 
| priated for in the deficiency act of February 27, 1906 
REFUND OF CERTAIN LEGACY TAXES 
The bill (H. R. 7224) to extend the time for the refunding 
j i certain iegacy taxes errole usly collected was read twice 
by its title. 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. This being identical in title 
} and matter with a Senate bill which is already on the caleudar 


| of the Senate, it will be substituted f that number on the 


He does not want any amendment to the bill which will affect ' calendar unless otherwise ordered by the Senate. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed his 
signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were subse- 
quently signed by the Vice President: 

8.1798. An act concerning actions on account of death or 
personal injury within places under the exciusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; and 

8S. 18O0L. An act in reference to writs of error. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 744) to further develop an American 


merchint marine, to assure its permanence in the transporta- 
tion of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other 
purposes 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I am thoroughly convinced that 


the degree of interest in building up and maintaining an Ameri- 
ean merchant marine is not to be determined by the number of 
Senators who are in the Chamber at this time. absence of others 
largely because of committees which are in session at this hour. 

I am of the opinion that there is no question which com- 
mands a more sympathetic interest from those who see the 
importance of this arm of industry and defense, because from 
the beginning we have recognized the growing possibilities of 
our Overseas trade. From the nature of the case the con- 
sumptive power of the world is continuously increasing. The 
diversity of production in all parts of the world is on the 
increase. We recognize the fact that the trade between our 
country and other countries is bound to be continuously enor- 
mous, with an increase from year to year. Only a few years 
ago our foreign trade was counted in the hundreds of millions. 
Now, it is counted in the billions. Last year it was very close 
to ten billions. That is only a suggestion of what it is to be 
in the future. Even without the increase of population there 
would be an increase in the foreign trade. That is inevitable. 

f am thoroughly convinced that the United States ought to 
build up and maintain an American merchant marine not only 
because it is absolutely necessary as a national defense but 
also because it would be very wise in the growth of commerce, 
from a commercial standpoint as well as from a defensive 


standpoint. The argument to me is incontrovertible. There- 
fore, | have no sympathy with the suggestion that we can 


afford to abandon the American merchant marine to the carry- 
ing powers of other countries. I have not the slightest sympa- 
thy with that suggestion. On the other hand, I think it is 
rather a fatal position to take; for what would be the situation 
of the country should we be involved in war with foreign 
countries and have to depend upon foreign countries for ships 
to curry the necessary munitions and men which would be 
involved in a war? To me it is unthinkable that we should 
voluntarily abandon the merchant marine from the standpoint 
of national defense, 

Then from the standpoint of commerce I can see tremendous 
possibilities in the development of a merchant marine, not only 
in the number of ships that would be on the sea or in the people 
that are employed in the running of the ships, but I can see it 
reflected in the shipbuilding yards and shops of America. I am 
of the opinion that American genius is such that if once we 
were liunched upon a legitimate shipbuilding program, we would 
easily build the ships for our own ceuntry, if we did not enter 
upon the building of ships for other countries. The latter, of 
course, is quite problematical, but there is no doubt about the 
former. 

From the standpoint, therefore, of defense and of commercial 
growth the question is hardly open to debate so far as I am 
concerned. That part of the resolution, therefore, which affirms, 
as a permanent policy of the Government, the building up and 
maintenance of an adequate merchant marine meets with my 
very hearty approval. 

When we pursue the question further we seem to be met with 
what appears to be an alternative. That is, can we build and 
operate the merchant marine by private enterprise? If not, 
what is the recourse? If we can build a merehant marine by 
private enterprise, I think it would be very unwise not to open 
the way and keep it open to doit. In other words, I am funda- 
mentally opposed to Government ownership and operation of 
any great enterprise that can be owned and operated by private 
enterprise. That is a fundamental principle with me, and I 
need not argue it here. We have had experience in the past 
which closes that argument so far as I am concerned. 

There is, therefore, a very striking difference between my 
view and the views just announced by the Senator from Massa- 
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chusetts [Mr. Watsu]. To remove the uncertainty that is in 
both his mind and my mind, he would immediately pronounce 
as a definite policy the abandonment of further sales of ships 
to private enterprise and definitely launch upon a Government 
operation and administration of the shipping interests. In thut 
degree we are in very sharp difference. The only thing I could 
say about Government operation is that it would be the last 
resort with me. If I am convinced that there is no chance for 
a merchant marine owned and operated by private enterprise, 
I shall not refuse to vote for the Government to do it when the 
alternative would be to abandon it altogether. In other words, 
as between abandoning an American merchant marine on the 
one hand and Government ownership and operation on the 
other hand, I am going reluctantly to choose the latter, because 
I think it is extremely important that we do maintain this 
agency of our people, hopeful that it might be done by priviute 
enterprise rather than Government ownership and operation. 

The question is before us now whethér we are convinced that 
there is no chance for private enterprise. I know that the out- 
look is rather gloomy. The past has been unusually disple:s- 
ing. It has rather been a disappointment. 

I would not hesitate a moment—and I have in the past so 
voted—to make up the difference out of the Treasury of the 
Government between the cost of the operation of ships by 
foreign operators and the cost of such operation by American 
operators. There are certain things that are definitely known. 
It is known that the cost of operating American ships is 
greater than the cost incurred by our competitors in operating 
their ships. We pay a certain scale of wages; we require under 
the law certain standards of living accommodations and food. 
We discriminate against the employment of persons who are 
not citizens of our own country. We impose such restrictions 
as to make the cost of the operation of an American ship under 
the American flag vastly beyond the cost of operating a ship 
under a foreign flag. I would be perfectly willing, if the 
amount could be specifically determined, to pay the difference 
out of the Treasury, making an allowance to labor. That would 
be a subsidy, it is true, to the labor employed in the American 
merchant marine; but, in a sense, we do that in the case of 
industries operating on land. We do not pay out of the Treas- 
ury, it is true, any subsidy to labor in industry, but we do pro- 
tect the laborer engaged in industry by building a wall between 
him and the cheaper labor of his competitors across the sea. 
In this respect we have absolute control of the industries of 
the country because our law covers them. That tariff law, 
in its operation, is coexistent with the boundaries of the coun- 
try. It does not, however, extend beyond the physical limits 
of our territory, and as soon as we go beyond that, out into the 
open sea, where our law by the imposition of tariff duties can 
not prevent foreigners competing with us, we are incapable of 
maintaining by law our standard; in other words, we can main- 
tain our scale of wages in continental America, and continue 
our industries in operation, but the moment we undertake to 
do the same thing on the open sea our law does not protect. 
Therefore open competition drives American shipping off the 
sea though we do maintain our industries on the land. 

If the difference between the cost of operating our American 
merchant marine and ‘the cost of our competitors in operating 
their merchant marine could be determined definitely—and it 
could be—I would be willing to make up that difference by a 
subsidy to the labor employed, but unfortunately that proposi- 
tion has never met with sufficient support to enable us to in- 
augurate it. A bill containing such a provision did pass the 
House of Representatives at one time, but it failed to receive 
sufficient support here, and I am rather constrained to believe 
that there is such a prejudice against the idea of making up 
the difference between the cost of operation here and abroad 
under the name of a subsidy that the prospect of the enact- 
ment of such legislation is not promising, nor do I believe that 
we are ever going to be able to enter upon that phase of the 
solution of the problem. There are, however, Senators here 
who think that there will be a change of opinion on the subject. 
If I could think there would be such a change, I would not 
have any distress of mind at all as to what we should do. 

I am rather of the opinion that there are only three alterna- 
tives—private ownership with some governmental assistance ; 
Government ownership and operation; or else our ships are 
going to disappear from the sea. The latter course, I think, 
would be fatal. 

There is a contention among Members that we could meet 
the difference by some form of subvention under which the 
Government would pay for what appeared to be some specific 
public service, such as carrying the mails, and so on. I am 
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movements that are increasing Government ownership that if 
we take this step to-day or to-morrow we will never retrace it, 
becuuse we will have then the interest of all of the Government 
with the 


is s« ancely possible, 

Only to-day a suggestion was made to a committee about our 
doing certain things for a certain great 
ernment; and it was stated that the difficulty with our closing 
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tremendous influence of bureaus that when they once | 
get a job it takes a 40-foot pole to pry them loose from it. It | 


agency of the Gov- | 


the thing up is that if we closed it up certain bureaus would be | 


disbanded, and they do not want to lose their jobs. That is a 
horrible statement to make, and yet all of us must recognize 
that that ferce is here, and the more you enlarge Government 
operation the greater becomes the force of that element; and I 
should like to be free to keep the Government away from every- 
thing that private enterprise can do, I think it is the wiser 
pee Hey, 

Did the Senator from Nebraska desire to interrupt me? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I wanted to ask the Senator 
if I understood him correctly as having come to the conclusion 
that private ownership is not possible at this time, and 
therefore he is willing to try Government ownership? 

Mr. FESS. No. I was saying that our past history is very 
gloomy upon private enterprise having an opportunity on the 
sea, because of the difference in cost of operation between our 
vessels and those of our competitors. It is gloomy; but I am 
not convinced that we have reached the point where we can 
definitely say now that every avenue is closed to private 
enterprise, and that we are entering upon Government opera- 
tion once for all, I am not ready to do that. 

Mr. HOWELL. Then do I understand that the Senator is in 
favor of this bill as amended? 

Mr. FHSS. Yes; if the amendment is adopted which was 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Ener], permitting 
the sale of a ship when four members of the Shipping Board 
agree—-that is, a majority. out of the seven—instead of all of 
them. If that amendment is put in the Dill it still leaves 
open the way to continue our efforts, through the Shipping 
Board, to build up a merchant marine. 

If that is left open I will vote for this bill; but if the bill is 
framed in such a way that the vessels can not be sold, then 
I think the Senator will agree with me that that means closing 
all avenues to private enterprise, and we will have started 
definitely upon a Goyernment-operation plan; and I do not want 
to do that until I am convinced that there is no other way. 

Mr. HOWELL. A majority of the board has the right now 
to sell a ship. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator means under the present law? 

Mr. HOWELL. Under the present law. 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 

Mr. HOWELL. Therefore, if this bill is passed with the 
provision set forth in the Edge amendment, it merely provides 
for reconditioning and building new ships. 

Mr. FESS. Precisely; that is to say, that is in this bill, and 
it is not in the present law. I am willing to vote for that. 

Mr. HOWELL. And those ships can ‘be sold by the present 
Shipping Board the next day after delivery or reconditioning 
for such a price as the board sees fit. 

Mr. FESS. Provided all of them vote for it. 

Mr. HOWELL. No; provided the majority vote for it. 

Mr. FESS. Oh, yes; if the Edge amendment were adopted. 

Mr. HOWELL, The Shipping Board has been selling ships 
that cost our Government $100 a ton or more that could not 
be reproduced for $50 to $60 a ton, for $7.50 a ton. Is the 
Senator from Ohio in favor of building and reconditioning 
ships to be sold on any such basis? 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, let 
mitking a little fuller statement. 

When the shipping bill was up for discussion there was an 
offer for sale at something like $210 a ton. The Senator will 
recall that there was a tremendous agitation in the two Houses 
on the ground that that was less than it cost us to build the 
ships, because the building was done in war time, and it was 
done at a peak price, 

Mr. HOWELL. Two hundred and ten dollars a ton for what 
class of ships? 

Mr. FESS. These must have been merchant ships. 

Mr. HOWELL. An ordinary specification cargo ship can be 
purchased now for from $40 to $50 a ton—at least abroad. 

Mr. FESS. Yes; but I am speaking about how the Shipping 


me answer the Senator by 


Board was thwarted in making the sale because of the clamor 
that broke out in Congress that it was selling the ships for less 
That was not quite a legitimate clamor, how- 
They were built in war 


than they cost. 
ever, because the cost was abnormal. 
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time at tremendous cost, and we could not hope to get for them 
anything like what they cost us. 

As to whether we would sell a ship to-day for less than it cost 
us, very likely we would have to or we could not sell it at all, 
because many of those ships are not efficient. They were bnili 
hastily; they were not built for the purpose of merchantmen 
and consequently they would naturally cost us a good deal mors 
than the price they would command in the market. So I think 
the Shipping Board should not be criticized if it sells a ship for 
less than cost if there is a reasonable ground for doing it, and 
frequently I should suppose there is. 

Mr. HOWELL. Is the Senator satisfied that there was justi 
fiable ground for selling the fleet of ships that plied betwe 
New York and Mediterranean ports for $7.50 a ton, payable 75 
cents a ton a year? 

Mr. FESS. I will say to my friend from Nebraska—and | 
say it very kindly—that [ would take the judgment of the Ship- 
ping Board on that subject a great deal quicker than I would 
my own. I do net know the value of the ships, and I assume 
that they were justified in it. I have not any desire to criticiz 
their action, because I do not see why there would be any reason 
for doing it unless it was on justifiable grounds. 

Mr. HOWELL The justification is that the Government 
should get out of the business at any price; and if we pass this 
bill we will be simply taking a necessary step to provide more 
money for more ships and for reconditioning present ships which 
may be sold on a similar basis the next day after completion. 

Mr. FESS. I do not think so. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. Is not that an admission on the part of my friend from 
Nebraska that this provision for a unanimous vote is put in 
there for the express purpose of preventing any ship ever being 
sold? 

Mr. FESS. Evidently. 

Mr. HOWELL. I will acknowledge that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am not willing to have any more money appropriated 
for the purchase or building of ships to be sold to private inter- 
ests at sacrifice prices. Furthermore, I am satisfied from what 
has been stated here in the Senate during this debate that tle 
only possible method of developing a shipping service for this 
country is for the Government to develop it and operate it. 

If we are to do so, let us face the problem squarely and no 
longer temporize. Let us build up an organization to do this 
in the proper way, and not endeavor to continue running a re- 
eeivership for our shipping business. A receivership is the 
worst possible kind of an organization for developing or even 
carrying on a business, and will always result in loss, as it has 
resulted in loss in connection with the Shipping Board up to 
the present time. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska must 
be conceded by every Member who knows him to be a man who 
thinks clearly and expresses his views without any equivoca- 
tion, and I thank him for making that statement. Let us meet 
the issue squarely. This bill does not do it. This bill raises the 
square issue of whether we are going to abandon private owner- 
ship and operation and launch into Government ownership and 
operation. The Senator from Nebraska does not hesitate to say 
that that is what we ought to do, and he believes that we ought 
to do it by Government ownership and operation. I respect him 
for his statement; but there are utterances that have come yes- 
terday and to-day from people interested in the passage of this 
bill in which that statement is denied. 

I assert that the Senator from Nebraska has not only stated 
what the bill will do, but he has stated what the purpose of the 
bill is, namely, what I have said. Let us have the issue met 
here and now. Let us decide whether we want to abandon pri 
vate ownership and operation, and whether we are for all time 
going into Government ownership and operation. The Senator 
thinks the latter would be the wiser. I differ from him. I! 
think the latter would be unwise, unless it is the only thing that 
is open, and I am not yet convinced that it is. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 

Mr. HOWELL. I do not regard this bill as finally fixing a 
policy for this Government. 

Mr. FESS. I think it will. 

Mr. HOWELL. I would hope, as a practical man, that it 
would. I believe that the only way for us to develop and main- 
tain a merchant marine as an auxiliary to our Navy is to do it 
in just the same way that we have developed the Navy—run the 
business for blood, and not to aid our competitors. There is no 
private operation of American oversea shipping now, practically, 
from the ports of this country. Our shipping is constantly 
decreasing. The amount of cargoes of American goods carried 
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prise might not materialize in the Shipping Board, in that the 
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because the Shippir Board has made blunders, as he alleges, 
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Mr. President, in further reference to the possibility of pri- 
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when the war closed we had probably 1,100 ships tied up at the 


haurves. I was one of the Members of the other House very 
much interested in whether we could not use those ships in 
ing our merchant marine, and I was perfectly willing to 
vote with others to make the experiment We authorized the 
allation of as many of those ships as were necessary to 
continue service on the routes which then had been outlined 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. FESS If the Senator will just wait until I finish this 
étatement, I will yield 
We undertook to put these ships in commission; there was a 


yood deal of extra expense that would not be 
as I the 


met in the opera- 





tion ordinarily, and, recall, first year we suffered a 
loss of about $200,000,000, which seemed to be abnormal and 
shocking. The figures of loss kept decreasing from year to year 


until year before last, as I recall, the deficiency appropriation 


called for was about $50,000,000. As I recall, last vear the 
deficiency appropriation was somewhere about $18,000,000 
I take it from that that the Shipping Board from year to 
ve was gradually approaching the point where the service 
wis paving. and during ali those years the Shipping Board did 
ind markets for sales of ships, which indicated that the ships 
must have been profitable or they could not have been sold, 
for nobody would buy under conditions of loss 
all along that if we permit the Shipping Board to 
the light of what we have been able to do in these 
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ivs be maintained by the Government There are services 
out of the Gulf, there are some services in the South Atlanti 
at will never be attractive to private interests, because they 


have not in them the 


+} 
Lf 


re must 


possibility of profit. Then 


always be surplus ships. We have had two examples, one a 
very recent experience in connection with the coal strike in 
England. Our citrus fruits in the West and the cereals from 


he Central West were not being moved because all the surplus 
foreign bottoms, particularly British ships, were occupied in 
carrying coal to Newcastle; and if we had not had a supply 
of surplus ships this country, and particularly the western 
parts of the country, would have suffered severely The main 
tenance of certain lines will never be attractive to private 
interests, and in the maintenance of a supply of surplus ships, 
of reserve ships, the Shipping Board, in my judgment, for the 
next 50 years will be needed and will carry on « very important 
function. So I am in full accord with what the Senator from 
Ohio has said about the perpetuity of this work 

Mr. FESS Mr. President, I have covered about what I had 
in ind when I rose. I am deeply concerned about the main 
tenance of the merchant marine. I think, from the standpoint 
of national defense, it is fatal to leave the sea I think it is 
inost unwise to permit the great agency of overseas commerce 
to be conducted by other countries and we not have any share 


in the activity Both from the standpoint of defense and com 


merce I think a merchant marine is quite important, and I do 
not want by my vote to abandon the sea. I want it as the 
very last resort to come to Government ownership and opera- 


tion I would come to that if it ere necessary, but I do not 
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believe it is necessary, and I think I am justified by the progress 
of the Shipping Board since it has been in existence. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWBLL. If I understood the Senator aright, recently 
in his remarks he referred to the sales made by the Shipping 
Board und expressed his belief that they must have been made 
as a result of the lines becoming profitable. In other words, he 
practically admits that just as soon as a shipping line became 
profitable the Shipping Board has sold that line and continued 
to run the unprofitable lines. Such being the case, is there any 
wonder that the Shipping Board is always showing a deficit? 

Mr. FESS. If the policy of the Government is to get out of 
the shipping business and the instruction to the Shipping Board 
is to that effect, one of the chief methods is first to build up the 
business to the point where there can be a purchaser obtained, 
and there is no purchaser as long as there is a loss. Of course, 
there will be no sale unless there is a profitable line. If we 
can say we are not going to sell a line because it is profitable, 
of course that is tantamount to saying that we shall not sell it 
at all. The Shipping Board was acting under the policy of the 
Government when it was selling these lines. 

Mr. HOWELL. Is it wise for thé Shipping Board to sell only 
the profitable lines and continue to operate the unprofitable 
lines? 
hands of private interests. Whenever a dollar is to be made, a 
private interest is at hand to take it away from the Govern- 
ment, but if there is a dollar of loss the Government must con- 
tinue to operate. Why should the Government not continue to 
operate the profitable lines and use their surpluses to offset the 
losses of other lines? The contrary is in accord with the policy 
involved in the purchase of the Cape Cod Canal, The Cape Cod 
Canal did not pay 6 per cent on $1,800,000 and, therefore, the 
owners of the Cape Cod Canal wanted to sell it. The only in- 
terest that could be prevailed upon to buy such bankrupt econ- 
cern was the United States Government, and they actually pre- 
yailed upon the Government to pay $11,500,000 therefor. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Nebraska can not “ shake his 
gory locks” at me on the Cape Cod Canal question, because I 
voted with him on that matter. 

Mr. HOWELL. Uere is the reverse of the proposition. 
Whenever the Shipping Board, the Government, has developed 
a particular line of vessels to a point where they are profitable, 
immediately steps up a private interest and says, “We will 
take these off your hands, and as soon as you get another line 
in a profitable condition and have borne all the losses of devel- 
opment we will take that also.” That is exactly what the Ship- 
ping Board has been doing for such interests. That has been 
the policy of the administration and, if I can judge, it is the 
policy advocated by the distinguished Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator is certainly not dis- 
turbed as to what the policy of the Government is as announced 
in the law. It was not a Government-operated merchant ma- 
rine. The policy was for the Government to get out of the 
operation of a merchant marine. The Shipping Board was 
operating under that policy under specific directions. Of course, 
they could not sell any line until it became profitable, because 
no buyer would buy it; and if they are to be condemned be- 
cause they did what the law required them to do, on the basis 
that they should not have sold anything until they could 
bring it to a profitable basis, the Government would still bé 
operating the ships. I think the Senator must concede that. 

Mr. HOWELL. Does the law provide that the Shipping 
Board must sell a shipping line as soon as it is profitable? 

Mr. FESS. The policy of the Government was announced to 
get the Government out of the shipping business. 

Mr. HOWELL. That is also the policy of the administration? 

Mr. FESS. That was the law. 

Mr. HOWELL. Does the law provide that as soon as a line 
of vessels becomes profitable it must be sold? 

Mr. FESS. Not “must,” but it was the policy that it should 
be sold. 

Mr. HOWELL. 

Mr. JONES. 

Mr. FESS. 
committee. 

Mr. JONES. 


I think there is a question about that. 
Mr. President- 
I am glad to yield to the chairman of the 





There has been quite a sharp difference of 


opinion with reference to the policy as laid down in the ship- | priation for operations was necessary. 


ping act of 1920, but I do know, and I think we clearly ex- 
pressed it, too, that it was the idea of those who framed the 
act that these ships should be sold only when the board was 
convinced that by such sale they could promote and would 
promote the establishment and development and maintenance 
ef a permanent merchant marine. 

Mr. FESS. That is what the Shipping Board has been at- 
tempting to do, as I understand, 
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Mr. JONES. There is quite a difference of opinion with 
reference to that. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Nebraska takes the view that 
under the development of the Shipping Board, where a route 
had been efficiently operated and the trade was large enough 
that it became a paying route, that then it should not be sold 
by the board, because it was a paying route. Evidently they 
should have sold the ships which were not on a paying route. 
In the first place, they could not find any buyer for any route 
that was operated at a loss under the operation of the law 
which required that it had to be carried on. The only route 
that could be sold would be one that had been brought to the 
point where there was a profit, else there would not have 
been any purchaser, I do not think there is any ground for 
criticizing the Shipping Board because they sold a ship that 
was operating profitably. That needs no comment at all. 
They simply could not have sold any ship if it had not become 
profitable, and if we say they should not do it, what is the 
purpose of criticizing the Shipping Board? 

Mr. HOWELL. If the distinguished Senator from Ohio had 
appointed me as his business manager of an enterprise, and 
whenever I was able to make some particular department protit- 
able I had sold it and denied him the profit, but kept on oper- 
| ating the unprofitable departments, it would not have been 


Why, under such cireumstances it is playing into the | long before the distinguished Senator from Ohio would have 


informed me that my services were no longer desired. Why 
should we do differently by the American people than the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio would do in like circumstances 
with reference to his own business? 

Mr. FESS. Article 5 of the act provides: 

That in order to accomplish the declared purpose of this act and to 
carry out the policy declared in the act (section 1), the board is author- 
ized and directed— 


It is not permissive; it is mandatory— 


the board is authorized and directed to sell, as soon as practicable, con- 
sistent with good business methods and the objects and purposes to be 
attained by this act, at public or private competitive sale, after ap- 
praisement and due advertisement, to persons who are citizens of the 
United States, except as provided in section 6 of this act, all of the 
vessels referred to in section 4 of this act or otherwise acquired by 
the board. 


Mr. HOWELL. In accord “with good business methods.” 

Mr. FESS. The good business practices were the judgment of 
the group which were selling them. 

Mr. HOWELL. What would the Senator think of that group 
if they should similarly conduct a business for him? 
Mr. FESS. If I wanted to go out of that 

would—— 

Mr. HOWELL. The Senator would employ that group, would 
he not and with a certainty of getting out? 

Mr. FESS. I would. 

Mr. President, in the course of my remarks I mentioned the 
declining losses in the operation of ships. I asked the chairman 
of the Shipping Board for those figures. I hold in my hand his 
statement and a letter accompanying the statement. I ask 
unanimous consent to insert these in the Recorp at the close of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter and statement were or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


business, I 


UNITED STATES SHIPPING BoarD, 
OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN, 
Washington, January 26, 1928. 
Hion. StMEON D, FESS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dpar Senaror Fess: In accordance with the request of Mr. Martin, 
of your office, I am transmitting herewith a statement of net appropria- 
tions received by the United States Shipping Board from the United 
States Treasury for the period July 1, 1919, to June 30, 1928, covering 
both the Shipping Board proper and the Merchant Fleet Corporation. 

The appropriations for 1920, 1921, and 1922 under the head of “ Con- 
struction of vessels,” and totaling $583,129,771.72, was an outgrowth 
of the war construction program, and can be said to be chargeable to 
our war activities. Our operation activities up to and including the 
fiscal year 1920 showed a substantial return or profit and no appro- 
You will note that in 1922 we 
had a $48,500,000 appropriation, which has dwindled from that time 
down to the fiscal year 1928, when it is $17,000,000, and our estimates 
for 1929 are $12,000,000. 

This figure, of course, does not cover the original money spent in 
1918 and 1919 for purely war construction purposes, but covers the 
period from and after we began to operate ships. 

Very truly yours, 
T. V. O'CONNOR, Chairman, 
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‘ir. ODDIE. Mr. President, on yesterday I made some very 
ief comments regarding the Shipping Board and the proposed 
le of shij s. I stated that the purchaser of numbers of these 

ips, the Dollar Co., with headquarters in San Francisco, had 
iad numbers of ships under the British flag and one or two 
inder the Japanese flag. That statement of mine has been yery 
li rply denied by Robert Dollar, the president of that com 
iny, in San Francisco. After making a denial and accusing 
Senators of stating what was not the fact, he said, referring 
to the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercHer] and myself: 


} 
l 


If the Senators would refer to the records of th United States 


S ping Board, they would find all the 
Nothing else need be said. 


material necessary to correct 


»| 
eir remarks 


His son, Stanley Dollar, the vice president of the Dollar Co., 
who is now in the East, made the statement yesterday that 

The Dollar Line is not only one of the largest shipowners under the 
American flag but it is the largest owner of passenger tonnage and the 
trade wholly under the 
United States flag and has been for years We sold the last of our 


only company engaged in the trans-Pacific 
British vessels a few days ago. We have none now 
American flag. We 
vessel under the Japanese flag in our history. 


Every one of our 


vessels now Sails under the have never owned a 


Mr. President, there are two British companies in Canada, 
of which Mr. A. Melville Dollar is president. The headquarters 
of those companies, I believe, is in Vancouver, British Columbia. 

The Journal of Commerce of New York of Monday, January 
21, 1928, on page 20, section 1, contained this statement: 


The steamers Albert Dollar, M. 8. Dollar, and Alice Dollar, all under 


British registry, have been purchased from the Dollar Steamship 
Line by the Canadian-American Shipping Co, (Lid.), of which A 
Melville Dollar is president, for a consideration of about one and 
one-half million dollars. They are to be operated in the United King 


dom and Continent and oriental service, which the Canadian-American 


‘ 


Co. has been operating for the past few years with chartered tonr 


lias 


Mr. President, I need not comment to any considerable extent 
on this situation. The statements speak for themselves. Mr. 
Dollar has told the truth in saying that within the last few 
days his company has sold its British ships, but he failed and 
neglected to tell the American people in this public statement 
that the Dollar Co. sold them to a British company, of which 
his brother is president. 

I do not propose to-day to discuss at length the policy of 
our Government in regard to shipping. I do not approve Gov- 
ernment ownership unless it shall be absolutely necessary. I 
approve private ownership of our shipping if it can be properly 
conducted and if the ships can be placed in the hands of prope 
persons, 

Mr. President, we must establish a national policy. I am a 
member of the Senate Naval Affairs Committee 
of that committee I consider it of the utmost importance that 
we look into the question of the sale of American ships, as to 
where they are going and by whom they are being purchased 
und operated. I am going to call a spade a spade. There is 
a banker on the Pacific coast, the president of the Anglo- 
London-Paris Bank, named Herbert Fleishhacker, who has a 
large interest in the Dollar Line. My understanding is that 
he has advanced large sums of money to that company. His 
igent has been in Washington for a long time past negotiating 


with our Shipping Board looking to the purchase of the re- 


As a member 
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mainder of our ships. This agent 
h our Shipping Board for some time prior to the sale of the 
ist ships to the Dollar Co. Mr. President. I know 
man is and I disapprove his m« oroughlhy Mr. Fleish- 


hacker has engaged agencies to do his work whom I do not 


was active in Washington 


thods tl 


usider proper agencies 


The President of the United States in his message, which 
was read this morning by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Bb HAM], stated: 

Che United States Governm fleet is transporting a large amount 
of freight and reducing its drain on the Treasury The Shipping 
Board is constantly under pressure, to which it too often yields, to 
protec private interests, rather than serve the public welfare More 
attention should be given to merchant ships as an auxiliary of the 
Navy fhe possibility of including their masters and crews in the 
Naval Reserve, with some reasonable compensation, should be thor- 
oughly explored as a method of ncouraging private operation of 


shipping 


My opinion is that Mr. Fleishhacker has been exercising en- 
tirely too much influence on our Shipping Board through his 
agents. He is seeking to obtain a monopoly of the Pacific coast 
hipping through the various companies in which he is inter- 
ested financially. He has, through his influence, secured a 
Clause in the tenders for these ships which, in my opinion, 
will strangle competition on the Pacific coast, will shut out 
numbers of the small independent shippers and also some of 
our large shippers, and which will do harm to the various 
shipping centers of the Pacific coast. By the interchange-of- 
ports provision in the bids he is thus attempting to strangle 
competition and to get the control of the Pacific Ocean in his 
wh hands through the Dollar Steamship Co. and other com- 
panies in which he is interested. 

There is another company to which I will refer briefly in 
which Mr. Fleishhacker is interested to a certain extent, which 
is a British company—the “China Import & Export Co.,” with 
agents in China. I have here an article from the New York 
Herald Tribune, of January 6, in which it is stated that 
from the information coming from Shanghai, foreign interests 
are attempting to secure the balance of our ships. This same 
article has appeared in the press on the Pacific coast. I ask 
that it may be printed in the Recorp at this point in my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Nye in the 
ut objection, it is so ordered 


The article referred to is as follows: 


chair) W ith- 


From the New York Herald Tribune 


Friday, January 6, 1928 
NITED TATES HOLDS UP FREIGHTER SALI FOR INVESTIGATION OF POOL 
SOURCE 


BELIEVED SUPPLIED BY ALIENS TO ¢ C CONTROL OF PACIFIC 


BID BOARD AGENT At SHANGHAI DEMANDS EXPLANATION OF 


By Thomas F. Millard By cable to the Herald Tribune 


(Copyright, 1928, New York Tribune, Inc.) 
SHANGHAI, January 5.—Alertness of the 


United 
Board to prevent foreign capital from obtaining a hold on American 


States Shipping 


shipping in the Pacific Ocean was shown here to-day when William 
funt, local agent of the Shipping Board, required ( L. Seidtz 

ping agent here, to explain the source of $1,000,000 to be 
' } 


ship- 
subscribed to 


a pool bidding on 37 freighters recently ordered sold bj the Government, 
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Members of the pool are the Dollar Steamship Line; Columbia Pacific 
Shipping Co., operated by Dant & Russell, of Portland, Oreg.; another 
American firm, believed to be Swayne & Hoyt, of San Francisco; and 


Seitz, of Shanghai, 
total amount bid was $8,000,000, of which Dant & Russell sub- 
$4,000,000, the Dollar Line $2,000,000, Seitz $1,000,000, and 


The 


feribed 


Nin Mrancisco interests the remainder. Suspicion was aroused regard- 
ing Seitz’s subscription, because, although he is an American citizen 
born in China, his entire business life has been associated with British 
interests. Ile also is head of the China Export & Import Lumber Co., a 


British corporation, and is a director of Arnhold & Co., who are asso- 


ciated with the Davie Sassoon Co., which, in turn, is related extensively 


to British oriental trade. 

Seitz made an affidayit denying that British capital was involved 
and stated that his subseription really was provided by Dant & Russell. 
It is understood that the local Shipping Board agent is not satisfied 


with the explanation and is wondering why part of the Dant & Russell 
seems to come from China, There is much interest about 


these ships, which will play a big part in shipping 


subscription 
the disposition of 


Mr. ODDIE, Mr. President, certain shipping interests have 
been heard extensively; those who are trying to secure the mo- 
nopoly I speak of who are interested in purchasing the ships; but 
Lf contend that a large part of the shippers themselves should 
have their day in court which they have not had, and that 
the Shipping Board should hold public hearings on the Pacific 
coust in order to give those men opportunity to be heard. 

I shall further into the details of the interlocking 
directorates, so to speak, and of the various companies in 
which Mr. Fleishhacker is interested further than to state 
that, in my opinion, from the information I have, foreign 
interests are with him in this matter to a certain extent, and I 
think to a very large extent. 

Mr. President, some months ago it became necessary for this 
Government to send marines to China. We had no available 
ships at the time, and one of the Dollar Line ships was 
selected—the steamship President Grant. It was on April 17, 
1927. By the way, this ship was purchased from the Shipping 
Roard by the Dollar Co, for about $900,000—25 per cent down, 
and the balance of the payments to be made over a period of 
15 years. On the trip outbound that ship followed practically 
its regular course; it took on our marines and officers, some- 
thing like 1.500 men all together, and as I recall something like 
1,100 tons of cargo, Which it Was necessary to carry along with 
them, It left San Diego on April 17, arrived in the Philippines, 
where the men disembarked on May 4. The next day the ship, 
after unloading, proceeded on its regular course. The Dollar 
Co, charged the United States Government $216,000 for that 
trip. Myr, President, it was a case of being able to force the 
United States Government to pay an exorbitant price after 
that company had secured the ship at a price which was little 
or nothing compared to its cost. I think it was a miserable, 
unpatriotic piece of business to hold up the Government to that 
extent, charging for one trip consuming less than a month 
practically all that company had paid for the ship up to that 
time, 

Mr. President, there is a condition on the Dollar ships of 
which I do not approve. It would be necessary in case of na- 
tioval emergency for those ships to be brought into the service 
of our Government, Those-.ships are munned to a large extent 
by Chinese crews, That is a fine state of affairs for the United 
States to face in case of an emergency—to have to call on ships 
manned by coolie labor. Only a few weeks ago one of these 
ships, the President Polk, of the Dollar Line, in New York 
Harbor, had a tire on board and the coolie laborers in the crew 
ef the ship attempted to escape, but they had to be prevented by 
I am in favor of an adequate merchant marine owned 
and manned by Americans. 

We have a situation facing us to-day which calls for the 
scrutiny of the Members of the Senate. The Shipping Board is 
about to make a contract and has advertised that it will make a 
contract which will give a strangle hold to practically one man 
on the Pacific coast as to virtually all our ships which sail the 
Pacific Ocean. This thing should be stopped. It has gone far 
enough. I thoroughly disapprove of the actions of certain mem- 
bers of the Shipping Board. They have yielded to the influence 
of which I have speken, and the time has come when that in- 
fluence should be driven out and when these questions should 
be aired before the public. The time has eome when the cards 
should be placed on the table, and I for one demand that they be 
placed on the table. As a member of the Committee on Naval 


not go 


Toree, 


Affairs, I protest against this proposed sale, which is mixed up 
so closely with foreign interests, 

I am not a “ jingoist"; I do not believe that we will ever 
have war with our great neighbor across the ocean; I for one 
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hope not; I believe that we have advanced too far for any such 
thing ; I believe in talking peace; but I also believe in an ade- 
quate national defense, because with an adequate national de 
fense the chances of trouble will be very materially reduced. 
But with foreign interests dominating our ships we can not be 
in a safe and secure position, as we will be in if we huve 
thorough Americans in control. 

Mr. President, yesterday I mentioned some of the British 
ships which were owned by the Dollar Steamship Co. I will 
give that list again. It is taken from the Shipping Board and 
Department of Commerce records. 


The Melville Dollar was transferred to the Japanese flag 
from the Dollar Co. May 16, 1916. 

The M. S. Dollar was transferred to the British flag by the 
Dollar Co. on September 15, 1915. 

The Mackinaw was transferred from the Dollar Co, to the 


Japanese flag July 12, 1915. 

The Robert Dollar, according to the Department of Com- 
merce’s records, has always been under the British flag. 

The Alice Dollar, according to the Department of Commerce's 
records, has never been under the American flag. 

I mentioned two or three other Dollar ships yesterday under 
British registry. Now, I have a few more of them from the 
Shipping Board records: 

The Janet Dollar was transferred to Chinese registry on 
April 5, 1927, from the Dollar Co. 

The Lake Farrar was transferred from 
Japanese registry on March 2, 1926. 

The Lake Onawa was transferred from the Dollar Co. to 
Japanese registry on March 30, 1926. 

The Lake Gitano was transferred from the 
Philippine registry November 16, 1926. 

Mr. President, we have an example from what I have just 
given as to the reliability of Mr. Dollar’s statement regarding 
these ships. If he treats America and American interests in 
the same careless manner, I fear for the future of America 
should an emergency ever arise. I prefer to have the bids to 
which I have referred so changed and altered that the various 
Pacifie coast carriers and shippers may bid, which they dare 
not do to-day. 

Under the plan now proposed there will be a fleet of some- 
thing like 16 ships which can go from port to port on the Pa- 
cific Ocean and ruin any company that is operating on that 
ocean from those ports. The various communities of the Pacific 
coast have built up these trade routes. The Government has 
expended something like $4,000,000 in building up these routes. 
The purpose of the shipping act is to maintain those routes for 
those shippers. I believe it would be a crime for our Shipping 
Board to sell the ships as they are planning to sell them to-day, 
which would result in stifling competition in shipping. It would 
make any independent operator, not in the combine, afraid 
to bid. 

Mr. President, I shall not discuss this matter any further. 
I want to call the attention of the Senate to the seriousness of 
it. It has already been sensed by the chairman of the Com- 
merce Committee. He has introduced a_resolution—NSenate 
Resolution 116—whiech recites the conditions regarding ship- 
ping on the Pacific coast, and calls on the Shipping Board to 
desist from proceeding further with the proposed sale of the 
three cargo services between American, oriental, and other 
*acific ports under the conditions as now advertised, I urgently 
call that to the attention of the Senate. It means much to 
American shipping and to American national defense to stop 
the swindling operation that is about to be perpetrated on us. 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. President, there are a few matters in 
connection with this amendment which I should like to discuss 
before the Senate, 

As a member of the Committee on Commerce I have but 
lately entered upon the study of the question of the American 
merchant marine. One fact, however, has struck me quite 
forcibly, and that is that the public of this country are not well 
acquainted with the difficulties under which an American mer- 
chant marine must be sustained by this Government. 

As a Member of the Senate for the last two years, and 
familiar in a general way with the legislation that has gone 
forward, I think when I entered that committee I was in the 
position of many of the general public who have seen the need 
of a merchant marine discussed in the newspapers, and felt 
really incapable of knowing why there was no privately owned 
American merchant marine. 

It costs more to operate an American merchant marine than 
it costs to operate the shipping of other countries. There is 
some slight additional cost of operation, which is attributable 
to the laws which we have seen fit to pass and which no Ameri- 
can citizen would ever like to see withdrawn, though that 


the Dollar Co. to 


Dollar 


Co. to 
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difference in the cost of operation is estimated at only a com- 
paratively small amount. It is estimated by some not to exceed 
> per cent, and by others as high as 12 or 14 per cent, when 
mpared with the cost of operating similar ships on similar 
tes under similar conditions by other countries 
It would seem that Americun enterprise and the ingenuity of 
American shipowners could in a large measure overcome s 
ill a difference in the cost of operation It is also true 
it costs a great deal more to build ships in American ship 
rds than it costs to build them in European shipyards. W 
ive to allow for the difference in scale of living of Americat 
rkmen, and we have to allow for a large increase in price 
materials due to American law. None of those things 
uld our people willingly see withdrawn, as they are benefits 
» American workmen: and yet it is very necessary that 
American shipyards be given suflicient employment to keep 
em in a position to operate when the need arises 
(here are many instunces of ships sought to be built in 
American shipyards where bids have been taken both in 
America and in foreign countries, and it is said that as higl 


s 50 per cent additional has had to be paid in some instances 
r similar in American yards as compared with thos 
foreign countries, 


vessels 


¥ 


Again, America is new as the operator of a merchant marine 
It has not connections in foreign countries; it has not agencies | 
built up in its own land which are devoted exclusively to 
curing cargoes for American ships Whenever any enter- 
prise seeks to enter a new field there ure development costs 
which must be met over a period of years until the business 
is stabilized and until a demand for the use of the ships is 


created. 


There is another reason why it is difficult for American 


hips to compete with those of foreign countries, and that is 
lue to the help which foreign Governments give to their 


privately owned ships; and if we are to compete we must take 
that subsidy and add it to our cost of operation. 

These different additions to the cost of operating an Ameri- 
can merchant marine made it necessary for the United States 
Government to adopt certain plans to bring about a situation 
that would warrant American ships plying to the ports of the 
world. 

I do not believe anyone feels that the American Nation could 


prosper without the requisite amount of American shipping 
available without the established routes to reach the foreign 
markets which are absolutely necessary to take care of the 


surplus of our various American products in the world mar- 
kets. I do not myself want to the American merchant 
marine go back to the old days, when practically all our ship- 
ping was carried under foreign flags. But when we come to 
ask the question of how we are going to meet these great dis- 


see 


advantages we are brought up to the solution that the Gov 
ernment must give a certain amount of aid to overcome the 
disadvantages under which it is necessary for our ships to 
operate. 

It seems to be the general impression that the American 


people are not willing to grant subsidies for the operation of 
American ships, or to grant subsidies for the construction of 
American ships in American shipyards, and that without the 
opportunity of having those subsidies there is no method left 
but for the American Government to enter into the business 
itself, undertake to build the ships, undertake to run them, 
and undertake to establish the necessary connections and agen- 
over the world, so that they may operate with proper 
cargoes. The thing that the American people do not quite 
grasp is that even under those conditions some help has to be 
given in the operation of the ships through an application of 
the Treasury funds of this Government. 

It makes Only a difference of terms whether it be made by 
a subsidy to the various departments which have to be aided 
to equalize shipping costs or whether it be charged against the 
surplus Government revenues in the payment of the 
incurred in the operation of those ships. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


cies 


k SSCS 


Mr. SACKETT. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator recall how much we 
have paid in sum under the operation of the present law? 

Mr. SACKETT. If the Senator please, I have so recently 


taken up the study of this question that the matter of statistics 
has hardly become firmly fixed in my own mind. 
Mr. COPELAND. Permit me to say to the Senator that in 


seven years we have paid $200,000,000 in operating the ships’ 


under the Shipping Board. 

Mr. SACKETT. I appreciate the information. I also re- 
member distinctly that I have been told that the annual losses 
in operating those ships were $30,000,000 a few years ago. They 





i 
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are down » $17,000,000 now ut I do t think th Pople 
ippreciate that the reduction of those losses has been due to the 
fact that each year more and I f the Governn t ships in 
eon tion with which the Gove ’ paid fl s hav 
bet ed over to private operati ’ - i . 
the ships. and that if the same number hips wet bye r 
7) ed to-day that were being operated i 20 as a Gove 
met rvice, under Government ownel ) ! lecrease in 
j would not be apparen n tl itement Treasury 

Vir. COPELAND Mr. P ident, will the &S i { is 
al ent % 

Mr. SACKETT. Yes 

Mr. COPELAND For tl sak f ving it i } Re ’ 
at this point, let me say that the encouragement we hay ! 
the present decline in operating expenses we have had before 
For instance, in 1922 we had a loss of $48,500,000 in the opera 
tion of the vessels. The next year, 1923, when we greatly 
encouraged because things were going so well, we los n! 
512,000,000, and so things looked bright but the ext vear 
we lost $50,000,000; and then we had another bright ar 
when the loss was only $30,000,000 

Mr. McNARY. What year was that? 

Mr. COPELAND Nineteen hundred and twenty-five was the 
year when it was $30,000,000. In 1926 the loss dropped to 
$24,000,000, in 1927 to $13,900,000, but this year it jumped again 
to $17,000,000. So, you see, the loss goes on year after year 
and what the Senator has suggested is really in the nature of a 


subsidy paid year after year and will be for an indefinite time 


to come. 

Mr. SACKETT. It has to come out of the Treasury finally 
anyhow. 

The objection to a subsidy seems to be on the ground that 


a Subsidy is a gift to certain individuals, whereas the payment 
of a loss by the Government in Government eperation is not a 
gift to any individual but benefits the whole people. Never- 
theless the result is the same as far as our ability to carry on 
a merchant marine is concerned; and whether it be by a sub- 
sidy or whether it be by the payment of the loss at the end of 
the year’s operation, the people of this country will have to 
pay that loss in order to have the benefit of the ships to carry 
our American products under the American flag. 

I think the important thing for this body to consider is that 
it seems to be almost the universal opinion of the membership 
of the Senate that it is of great public benefit for us to have an 


adequate merchant marine, and that we ought to consider, in 
making the laws and passing these bills, whether it is going to 
bring about immediately an improvement, and whether it is 
‘oing to assure us a merchant marine. 

In determining that question, it seems to me that we ought 
to consider that the executive branch of the Government has 


certain theories in regard to a merchant 
lative branch has certain theories. 
want to call the attention of the 
which the President sent to 


marine, and the legis- 
I speak of that because I 
Senate to the last 

Congress on that subject 


messige 


at the 


| opening of this session, simply to give voice again to the opin- 


ions that are held by the executive branch of the Government. 
In speaking of the merchant marine, the President said: 


Publie operation is not a success No investigation, of which I have 
caused several to be made, has failed to report that it could not succeed 
or to recommend speedy transfer to private ownership. Our exporters 


and importers are both indifferent about 
should be our policy to keep our present 

of rapidly 
struction. Their operation 


which are not 


American It 
vessels in repair and dispos« 
than undertake any Ww 
the National Treasury 


using ships. 


them as as possible, rather ne con- 


is burden for 


a on 


we receiving sufficient benefit. 


I do not bring forward that part of the message for the pur- 
pose of creating the slightest antagonism between the executive 


and the legislative branches, but I am looking to the main 
chance of getting some sort of a bill passed now at a time 
when there is great need that the vessels which we now have 


be improved and new vessels added, in order to have before the 
Senate the idea that there must be a cooperation between the 
legislative and the executive, if it is possible to bring it about, 
in order to accomplish the purpose we have in mind. 

The bill which the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
has brought in adds three things to the existing shipping laws 
It adds to the merchant marine act of 1920, first, a provision 
giving the board the right to recondition ships. Second, it adds 
to the present powers of the Shipping Board the power of build- 
ing new ships to take the place of ships that are now out of 
date. Then, third, it brings in as a committee amendment what 
has been referred to here as a direct change in the policy of 
the United States Government as to the method of handling 
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these ships, when it provides that no ship shall be sold except 
by the unanimous vote of the board. 

The original act of 1920, if I may call it the original one, it 
being the act under which we are now working, provided a 
policy-— 

That it is necessary for the national defense and for the proper 
crowth of its * * * commerce that the United States shall have a 
merchant marine of the best equipped and most suitable types of vessels 
sufficient to carry the greater portion of its commerce— 

And so forth. Then it provided: 

In order to accomplish the declared purposes of this act— 

Which I have just read— 
and to carry out the policy * * ® the board is authorized and 
directed to sell, as soon as practicable, consistent with good business 
methods and the objects and purposes to be attained by this act, at 
public or private competitive sale after appraisement and due adver- 
tisement, to persons whe are citizens of the United States * * * all 
of the vessels referred to in section 4 of this act. 


The third provision of the pending bill seeks to curtail that 
direction to the Shipping Board to the extent of saying that 
they are directed to do it if they can do it unanimously. If 
they can not do it unanimously, then it is not to be done. It 
puts a brake upon the very purpose and policy of the original 
act. 

The amendment which we are now considering, which is an 
amendment to the committee amendment, instead of providing 
that the vote shall be unanimous, provides that four members of 
the Shipping Board shall agree upon a sale. That is the only 
difference from the present act, in that under the present act a 
majority of the board can act, and a majority of a majority 
can bring about a sale, whereas under the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey it would take a majority of the full 
board. 

There is a great deal of criticism of the methods and prac- 
tices of the Shipping Board. Personally, I have no knowledge 
of the membershp of the Shipping Board itself, having, I believe, 
met only one member. But 1 do recognize this fact: That it is 
easy to say, “Sell the ships.” It is easy to fix a price under 
which some one believes that he can operate a ship at a profit, 
and if the price is fixed at which a person believes he can 
eperate a ship at a profit, he is likely to buy the ship. But 
that does not curry out the purposes of the act. The purposes 
of the act require a continuance of the operation of the ship 
upon the lines and in the trade established by the Shipping 
Board when it opened up the lines, 

The difficulty of selling a ship for a proper price compared 
even with its cost price when built in a shipyard of a foreign 
country is that the Shipping Board necessarily feels itself 
under obligation to attach such conditions to the sale of the 
ship as to continue it in operation, under which the purchaser 
must burden himself and must charge himself with the addi- 
tional costs required by those conditions before he ean arrive 
at a price which he can afford to pay for the ship. 

lt las been objected that after a ship has been reconditioned 
it has been sold for a very low price with a guaranty of oper- 
ution of five years only. That may be an entirely just criticism. 
As a business proposition it does not require the continuance 
of that ship in the trade of the United States for more than 
five years. It would seem to me that it would be the part of 
wisdom on the part of the Shipping Board if, instead of getting 
a price with a guaranty of a five-year operation, some method 
could be devised by which we could dispose of those ships 
with n guaranty of a much longer term of operation. It may 
take more than five years for many of those ships to become 
self-sustaining. L can very well conceive of a method by which 
the Government could afford to take a lower price even than 
the prices at which they have been willing to sell those ships, 
provided the operation should be eontinued for 10 or 15 years. 

What the American people want is a continuance of the 
service. They know they have to pay the loss in some form, 
either as losses of operation or by subsidies to help build or 
by subsidies to help operate, and if they can get away from 
those losses by a low sale price and fix the amount of their 
loss but continue to have the benefit of that line operating to 
definite ports over a long period, they can very well afford to 
tuke a low price in the sale and, if necessary, to take back 
the ship if it was not a success, ordinary wear and tear ex- 
cepted, and try it again with another shipping company which 
did feel it could make a success, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bratnge in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. SACKETT, I yield. 
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Mr. COPELAND. At this point it seems to me it would be 
well to say that it is contrary to the law to sell the ships to 
any foreigner. 

Mr. SACKETT. Absolutely. 

Mr. COPELAND. No matter whether they have been in 
the hands of these private parties a long time or a short time. 

Mr. SACKETT. Yes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Under very severe penalties, they a 
under obligations not to sell to foreigners. 

Mr. SACKETT. Anybody who buys has to take every con- 
dition into consideration in arriving at the price he feels he 
can affords to pay for a ship. 

I hold no brief for the Shipping Board. I do not know the 
shipowners of this country, but I do know the people of tlie 
interior. I know what it means to our agricultural and indus. 
trial interests in the central part of America to have oppor- 


ie 


| tunities of transportation to the markets of the world. I am 


intensely interested for my section in seeing that this Govern- 
ment maintains a merchant marine. I am also intensely inter- 
ested in seeing the loss that will be incurred in operation cut 
to the minimum, because it is a constant drain upon the Treas 
ury and makes necessary the raising of taxes, 

{f, therefore. we can find a way by which the merchant 
marine may be maintained; if, therefore, we can find a way ly 
which the losses can be cut, it seems to me it should make 
comparatively little difference as to the method that is 
employed. 

We have operated these ships bow over the period since the 
war. We are in competition with the building of ships in 
other countries under the stimulus of the subsidies which they 
pay, and we have had no plans in the United States for recon- 
ditioning on a large scale or for building new ships. We have, 
therefore, fallen behind from year to year, and it is perfectly 
apparent that our ships of 9 and 10 knots speed are now in 
competition with foreign ships of 12 and 14 knots speed run- 
ning over the same routes. It is very easy to see that the 
greater length of time of a voyage adds to the cost of the 
shipper in interest alone for the time occupied. 

In order to compete favorably with the ships of foreign 
countries we have to be prepared constantly to recondition, to 
increase the speed, and to increase the facilities of each of the 
ships under our flag, whether those ships be under Governmet! 
operation or whether those ships be leased out to private parties 
for the purpose of operating an American merchant marine. 

At the same time, if we are going to run lines in competition 
with the great English, German, and French lines which cross 
the Atlantic, we have to provide ships which are in every way 
equal at least, and probably a bit superior, because it is a new 
service which we are instituting, to the ships in those foreign 
lines. 

I have heafd it discussed in a meeting of the Commerce Com- 
mittee that our United States lines running to England need 
two new ships; that we have on hand two old ships, one of 
which is called the Agamemnon; that both of those ships can 
be reconditioned and put into service with the Leviathan aiid 
make those lines self-supporting or at least competitors of the 
foreign lines. It will cost $12,000,000 to recondition those two 
ships. That is $18,000,000 cheaper than would be the cost of 
two new ships to replace them. But it has come out in our dis- 
cussion that these were German ships interned in our ports and 
that one sister ship of those remained in Germany; that a few 
years ago the German people reconditioned that sister ship, put 
it in shape to run upon these trans-Atlantic lines, but because 
it was an old ship, because it was out of date, it was withdrawn 
from the service within two or three years. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SACKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS. This morning in the committee hearing—and 
I would not have referred to it had it not been referred to by 
another member of the committee—the question of recondition- 
ing these two ships was brought up. We were adyised that 
they were in such condition that if reconditioned they would 
run at least 10 years, and the board thought possibly 15 years; 
that they have been examined by the best experts of the Nav) 
Department as well as of the Shipping Board, and that they 
were confident that the two ships mentioned were in such condi- 
tion that they could be reconditioned and would last not less 
than 10 and possibly 15 years. 

Mr. SACKETT. I am not criticizing the statement. I am 
simply repeating the statement that was made. 

Mr. CURTIS. That same statement was made yesterday, 
and I brought it to the attention of the members of the board 
this morning, and that is why the answer was made, 








1928 CONGRESSIONAL I 
Mr. SACKETT. The point I wanted to make was that with 


Government operation the amount of the immediate saving that 
n be made appeals politically to the country. We can by 

h the reconditioning of those ships. 

et by a great deal better for the 

by building new ships? That 


cet 


Amerk 
differen« e 


in merchant ma- 


of opinion is a 
stion which, it seems to me, works disadvantageously to the 
verunment when it is considered by a political body as com 


d with a privately owned corporation. 
any was that the ship which they reconditioned, as I am 
rmed, was within two or three years sent to the scrap heap 
Mr. CURTIS. I understand the plan to be to recondition 
se ships because they can be reconditioned within a year, 


ile it would take more than three years to build mew ships 
idea is to build the additional ships, and when they are 

npleted these two ships can be used in another service 

Mr. SACKETT. There are various questions of that kind 


ved, all of which are susceptible of being taken hold of by 
management of the ships, whether it be private or publi 
nership; but it is more difficult to get a just and proper busi 
s decision when it is under public ownership than when it is 
der private ownership. 
‘re are various elements of cost 


Lhe in the securing of business 


these lines which enter into the relative value of private 
intive and public initiative. I can see very readily how, if 
have the ships, the pressure to get advantages for one trade 
another will bring influence to bear upon a public board 
ving control of the operation of those ships to grant rates 
hich may be more and more disadvantageous to the United 
ite 
If it is a private ownership where people are required to 
make their money out of the operation of the ships, they are 
t by any means going to yield as readily to the demand for 


wer rates as they would unde 
Personally I 
ward with the reconditioning of the ships where it is wise, be 
does not Seem possible at the present day to get privat 
terprise to recondition old Government ships. Il am in favor 
if the Government bringing about the construction of new ships 
der some system, and the system offered in the pending bill 
of methods. But I am opposed to a complete 
hange of the whole shipping policy the Government i 
provided in the committee amendment which, as has been well 
iid, practically decides that the Government 
tinue to operate its own merchant marine. 
i appeal to the Members of Senate, who are better 
rmed, I believe, to-day than is the country at large as to 
ie real problems which confront the Government in the opera- 


politic il conditi 1S 


am not o the Government going for 


Oppose d 


ause it 


those 


l one 


of as 1s 


is going to con- 


Lie 


int 


tion of its merchant marine, not to take a step which is sub- 
versive of the entire policy which we have pursued for the 
ist eight years under the shipping act which was passed 


immediately after the war. That did provide in no uncertain 
terms that the Shipping Board should bring the ships into pri- 
vate ownership in order that we might have the benefit of the 
ingenuity of American business men in developing and carry- 
ing on the world trade and that the matter should not be 
locked up in any Government bureau which is hard to dislodge 
ut any future time and thereby curtail the privileges of Ameri- 
can citizens to have their goods carried under the American 
flag to every port of the world. 

Mr. WILLIS obtained the floor, 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, 1 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Chief Clerk called 
answered to their names: 
Barkley 
Bayard 


the absence of a 


suggest 


The clerk will call the roll. 
the roll, and the following Senators 


Ferris 


McKellar Shipstead 
Fess 


McLean Simmons 


Bingham Fletcher McMaste1 Smith 
Slack Frazier McNary Steck 
Blaine George Mayfield Steiwer 


Dlease 


Glass Metcalf Stephens 
Borah Gould Moses Swanson 
Bratton Hale Neely Thomas 
Brookhart Ilarris Norris frammell 
Broussard Harrison Nye ‘Tyson 
Bruce Hawes Oddie Wagner 
Capper Heflin Overman Walsh, Mass 
Caraway Hiowell Romsdell Walsh, Mont 
Copeland Johnson Reed, Mo. Warren 
Couzens Jones Reed, Pa. Waterman 
Curtis Kendrick Robinson, Ind Watson 
Cutting Keyes Sackett Willis 
Deneen King Schall 
Edge La Follette Sheppard 

Mr. JONES. I was requested to announce that the Senator 


from California 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
unswered to their nafhes, a 
from Ohio will proceed. 


[Mr. SHorrriper | in committee. 
Senators having 


The Senator 


is detained 
Seventy-four 
quorum is present. 


The question is, Can we 


The experience of 


a 
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Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Preside I und tand that » Senate 
is about to vote on the ! ! oa Ser i 
from New Jersey [M kp As Il wi Sta l amend 
ment proposes to rike ou n i page 2, the 
provision there found for a unanimous \v Shippi 
Board and to substitute in 1 thereof languag the form 
which I do! f tl n nt i bef ! 

f which is that vessels may b I \ { four mel I 
of tl I ra 

M President, if were in order und t 
Senite so to do, I would ask at this time to ar ' 

mendn t by striking out “ four” and inserting “ five Such 
an amendment, however, would, of course, not b n ord 
being 1 amendment in the third degree I wish to sa ‘ 
eve that if the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
jersey shall be voted down, as I hope it will | I shall then 

imendment to require the alflirmative vote of fiv mn 
ers i he | rd instead iauu hin is vote is Is roposce i 
the bill as it nds. 

While [| am on my feet, Mr. President, I wish to say only 
another word and then, so far as I am concerned, a vote may 
be had, for I certainly do not desire to delay the consideration 
of this measure. In a former st rent IL have, I think, ex 
plained my position on this question. If I had ar ssurance 
that without the passage of some measure of this kind we could 
have an American merchant marine, | should very gladly wel 
cole opportunity to vote for some other measure I very 
much pref individual initiative to the activity of the Govern 
ment, but, Mr. President, we have been pursuing for 50 or 60 
years the will-o’-the-wisp that we may have an American met 
chant marine by private initiative As has been pointed out, it 
ha e} iid at various times, Well, there is this reason or 
that reasor why we do not now have an American merchant 
marin Some gentleman say it is because of the secamen’s 
law Well, before we had the seamen’s law we did not have a 
merchant marine to speak of. The percentage of our commerce 
carried in American ships was gradually decreasing until it 
became practically nothing If it shall be said, as it has been 
said, that the activities of the Government in the shipping 
business discourage private enterprise, it onght to be pointed 
out that when the Government was doing nothing of the kind 
we still were not building any ships. We are coming rapidly 
again to the situation in which we shall be practically without 
a merchant marine, 4 situation which we found at the outbreak 
of the World War to be exceedingly dangerous 

We do not look for war: we hope there will be no war: we 
all want peace; and yet I suspect the Senate and the House of 


these 


for 


does 


the 
it 


Representatives will make provision one of days 
enlargement of the Navy of the United What 
amount to to have fighting ships unless we have a merchant 
mar back them up? I therefore, Mr. President, 
that it is of the most vital importance not only to the Nation 
as a whole, but particularly to the farmers, the producers, and 
the shippers of this country that we have an American merchant 
marine, 


States. 


ine to believe, 


There is not the slightest hope of securing any form of sub 
sidy legislation. Everyone acquainted with the situation in 
Congress knows that to be the case. So I have about come to 
the conclusion that if we are to have an American merchant 
marine it must be along the lines provided in this bill. So 


believing, I propose to support 
minor amendments can be made. 
As an indication of 


the bill, particularly if certain 


our decreasing power as a mercantile 
nation upon the seas, I call attention to a statement in the 
most recent commerce report. Senators talk about the Ameri- 


can merchant marine in the overseas trade as if it were really, 
compared with deep-sea trade of the rest of the world, an im- 
portant thing. What are the facts as set forth in our own com 
merce reports? I read only a portion of this statement from 
page 1 of the last commerce report: 

Great Britatr ind Ireland, Germany Italy, the Netherlands, and 
France retained their positions in the order named Sweden, however, 
which stood eighth in the September quarter, with 82,000 gross tor is 
now sixth, with 100,700 tons 

Now note this: 

As result Denmark droy from xth o seventh place and =the 
United Siates from seventh to eighth. 


So that this mighty Nation, as a commercial nation, measured 


by its merchant marine, stands in the eighth place, with Den 
mark ahead of her and Sweden ahead of her. It would seem 
Mr. President, in view of the experiences that we had at the 
time of the World War there ought not to be any doubt in the 
mind of any man as to the necessity of the maintenance of a 


great American merchant marine; and yet I note in this report 
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that there is In new construction in this country now only 
‘ compared with 1,579,713 tons in Great Britain, 
I will publish this list in 


370 tons, as 


472,295 tons in Germany, and so on. 


the Recorp, if I have permission to do so, Mr. President. I 
think it is rather illuminating. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bratne in the chair). 
Without objection, permission is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

in addition to the gains for Great Britain and Ireland and for the 
United State construction increases were reported for Holland, Den- 
mark, Sweden, Russia, and Japan. Sweden is now building more ton- 
nage than the United States Germany shows a decrease of 44,000 gross 


tons from the figure for the September quarter; Italy, one of 25,000 


ton ind France, one of 15,000 tons. Great Britain and Ireland alone 

e now building more merchant shipping than al] the other maritime 
countries combined. 

RELATIVE POSITION OF LEADING MARITIME COUNTRIES 

No change is shown in the ranking of the leading shipbuilding na- 
tions during the quarter ended December 31. jreat Britain and 
Ireland, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, and France retained their 
positions in the order named. Sweden, however, which stood eighth in 
the September quarter, with 82,000 gross tons, is now sixth, with 
100,700 tons As a result, Denmark drops from sixth to seventh place, 


and the United States from seventh to eighth, with Russia and Japan 


retaining, respectively, ninth and tenth places. 


Gross tonnage of vessels under construction in principal maritime 


countries of the world on indicated dates 


Country Sept. 30, 1927 | Dec. 31, 1927 


, 536, 416 1,57 


a ne NR 9, 713 
Germany Falecacta timate kalniciuainaieancedael 514, 933 | 72, 295 
oe ee er ees 208, 000 | 183, 216 
Netherlands aa sinenisaitnaiaiaeee ss 163, 000 | 174, 887 
nk os ee 131, 000 115, 029 
Sweden a : fee ee | 82, 000 | 100, 700 
United States_..__. ism bain adrian wii de 91,070 | 97, 370 
PEGE GUITTE oc civcitinininwcntninihiitaditeslst ciliate! | 347, 638 | 395, 511 
DORE. 25 cineca ened tacetecea ee 3, 074, 057 | 3, 118, 721 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 
Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 
Mr. JONES. Let me suggest to the Senator that the Ameri- 


can tonnage to which he refers is all being built for the inter- 
coastal trade. 

Mr. WILLIS. Absolutely so. 

Mr. JONES. Not a ship is being built in the yards of this 
country for the overseas trade. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not a ton of shipping is going into the over- 
seas trade. Therefore, I repeat my announcement, as some 
Senators have but recently entered the Chamber, that if the 
amendment now pending providing that ships may be sold on 
the vote of four members of the board shall be defeated, if I 
can thereafter get the floor, I shall offer an amendment to make 
the number five. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BLEASE. I understand there are only seven members of 
the Shipping Board. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is correct. 

Mr. BLEASE. Then, I should like to ask the Senator, what 
is the objection to majority rule? 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, the experience we have had 
leads me to believe that it would be safer to have a vote of 
five rather than a vote of four. I do not think it would be 
absolutely fatal, but I shall vote against the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey. I believe if we shal! provide 
that these ships shall not be sold except on a yote of five mem- 
bers of the board that we shall be more likely to have a mer- 
chant marine than ocherwise. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield the floor, but I will be glad to have the 
Senator ask me a question. 

Mr. HOWELL. I will ask the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio if six would not be safer than five? 

Mr. WILLIS. I think that would be carrying the matter just 
a little too far. I do not think so. I would not vote for six; 
I will vote for five; but the Senator will not vote for either. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield the floor. 
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Mr. EDGE. I understood the Senator had yielded the fic 

Mr. President, I desire to say only a few words in additi 
to what I have already said on this subject. 

I have presented the amendment requiring in connection wit}! 
the sale of vessels the vote of only a majority of the board 
for the reason that it follows the generally accepted policy, as 
I think I pointed out this morning, in every line of activit 
ruled over by boards. If an amendment providing that 
members should have to vote in favor of a given proposal wi 
adopted it would mean that a vote of more than two-thirds . 
the members of the Shipping Board would be required ; it w 
mean a greater vote than is required in Congress to pass 
measure over the veto of the President of the United Stat 
My amendment provides merely a common-sense division. I[{ 
believe in majority rule, we must accept that as our policy. 

It is not a question of the personnel or membership of the 
Shipping Board. The personnel will change as the day; 
on. We are discussing a bill which, if it shall become a law 
is to be the absolute controlling factor in the administration of 
the American merchant marine in the future; and so we mu 





| make up our minds whether we want a board in the exercise 


of whose adininistrative powers in managing the merchant 1 
rine there will be required a unanimous vote or, as is provided 
in the amendment I have offered, following the usual traditions 
and the usual customs, a majority vote. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mr. EDGE. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. It is necessary that we should determine 
what our policy shall be, is it not? 

Mr. EDGE. Yes 

Mr. CARAWAY. If we do not determine the policy we will 
not develop a Government-owned marine and private interests 
will not enter the field will they? They are not doing it. We 
are making no progress. 

Mr. EDGE. At the present moment, of course, the private 
shipping interests of the country, if the Senator wants me to 
answer his question, are very much larger than the interest 
of the Shipping Board, according to my understanding. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Iam not antagonistic to the Senator’s view, 

Mr. EDGE. I understand that, and I am trying to answer 
the Senator. 

Mr, CARAWAY. I live a thousand miles from the sea. All 
I am trying to say is this: We have got to fix one policy or the 
other, for private capital is not going into the business with 
the Government competing against it. 

Mr. EDGE. No; I think the Senator is quite right in that 
respect. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. Then if the Government is going to stay 
in, why not. make it apparent to everybody that it is going to 
stay in? The amendment as reported by the committee, making 
a unanimous vote necessary to sell, of course, means that the 
Federal Government is going to stay in the shipping busi- 
ness 





Mr, EDGE. Exactly. 
Mr. CARAWAY. And people may make their contracts 


accordingly. Why is it not wise to do one or the other? 

Mr. EDGE. If the Senator is propounding the question to 
me, personally I do not consider it wise because I am funda- 
mentally opposed to the Government for al! time operating 
and administering a merchant marine. I am quite content, and 
so expressed myself frequently to-day, to have the Government 
spend the money to provide a merchant marine where private 
‘apital to a great extent has failed; but I do not want to 
drive a nail in and rivet it down so as to tell this country 
and private interests for all time to come that there never 
will be a chance to get out of the shipping business, I want 
at least to have some little loophole; and I think there is a 
loophole when a majority of the board can, if a business propo- 
sition is presented to them, sell ships. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator has just said that private 
capital would not go in as long as the Government was in. 

Mr. EDGE. Oh, no; I have not said that. I have said 
that private capital naturally is not quite so anxious to go in; 
but the fact is that it has gone in. I can not give the Senator 
the percentage; but I will say that to-day with the Govern- 
ment having been in the shipping business since the war— 
eight years—the amount of private shipping owned by Ameri- 
ean individuals or corporations is far in excess of all the 
tonnage of the Government, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Is that overseas traffic, or is it just coast- 
wise traffic? 

Mr. EDGE. Both. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wits] was 
just showing that we were falling behind and not going ahead, 
and that not a ton was being constructed for overseas traflic. 
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‘ir. EDGE. I am afraid that is true; but w ll go still 

} behind if the Congress of the United States announces 
hipping interests of this country that r all time to 


the Goy 


r,. BARI 


ernment is going to compete with them 


LEY Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena 





rom New Jersey juestion If the bill should be passed 
» committee has ted it, I sume it will be tantamount 
ng that until vate capil | enters tl field of merchant- 
investment Congress shail assume its duty to provide 
form of merchant marine for the American Nation 
| EDGE I think the whole policy of the bill is to assure 
far as Congress will permit «appropriations, not only the 
lding of ships but the building of new ships; in ocher 
gs to provid an adequate merchant marine 


Mr. BARKLEY. Assuming that that is the effect of it, if 
Senator’s amendment should be adepted allowing four mem 
f the Shipping Board to sell ships, they might reverse the 
re policy of Congress by a vote of the majority of the Ship 
Board, might they not? 
ir. EDGE. Not if they followed the law The law very 
inctly states, or will state if the amendment already offered 
he pending bill by the Senator from Washington is adopted, 
1 presume it will be, that the first responsibility of the 
ping Board shall be to furnish, as far as the appropriations 
nit, an adequate merchant marine Tha t will be, I think, to 
his words, the primary object of the shipping act 


Ilr. JONES. That amendment has already been adopted 
Mr. EDGE. It has already been adopted, the Senator from 
shington tells me; and the secondary responsibility of the 
ping Board will be. when business and commercial condi- 
s warrant it, the sale of tl hips into private hands; but 
v will absolutely defy the law if they do what the Senator 
Kentucky implies, 


Ir. BARKLEY. 
ves it to the disc retion of 
lecide when these shi 


The Senator's as I 


shipping 


imendment, 


of the 


understand, 
Board 


a majority 


ps shall be sold? 


Mr. EDGE. Yes; with the proviso in the law that they shall 
be sold unless it is for the best interests of an American 
‘hant marine 

Mr. BARKLEY. And it also leaves it within the power of the 
ority of the board, under the Senator’s amendment, to decide 
many of these ships shall be sold? 

Mr. EDGE. Oh, ves: absolutely 


Ir. BARKLEY. So that they might sell all of them? 

Mr. EDGE. They might sell al f them 7 they _ hat it 
is to the best interests of the American merchant marine 
l, as far as my viewpoint is concerned, I Pome “34 delighted 
see them sell every one of the hips and have the ships 


if it would 
marine, 
appreciate the faet th: 


done now 


rated in private hands, furnish 
n adequate merchant 


ir. BARKLEY. I 
e to see that 


ry with 


this count 


Senator would 


Mr. EDGE. Yes; because I am opposed to governmental 
peration, 

Mr. BARKLEY. In spite of the fact that Congress might 
ish to have some string upon the authority of the Shipping 
Board to sell these ships. Under the Senator’s amendment 
vould it not be possible for four members of the Shipping 
Board to decide, without recourse to Congress, or in spite of its 


hes and intentions, to sell all of these ships, regardless of 
fact that the time might not have arrived when private 
ndustry would take over and operate them? 
Mr. EDGE. If the Senator wants to assume that any board 
‘this Government will absolutely defy the law, will absolutely 
do an unwise business act, when the law clearly defines when 


nd 
hey 


how and under what ec 
have the physical or 


mditions they shall sell, 
voting power ; there 


or course 


is no question 


bout that. 
Mr, BARKLEY. Of course the observation of all of us, I 
tink, has been that when one of these boards or commissions is 


created it frequently finds a way to circumvent the law and the 


ain intention of Congress by usurpation of authority never 
intended, 
Mr. EDGE. Of course, the Senator will admit that most 


wards of the Government, however, can do that very thing by 
majority vote, excepting where the law restrains them; and 
in my judgment the law restrains them here. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, on further consideration I am 
of the opinion that I would be in order in offering the amend 


ment. 

I therefore move amend 
Senator from New Jersey 
in lieu thereof “ five.” 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President. I rise to a point of order. The 
Senator himself has admitted that he is now offering an amend 


amendment offered by the 


‘four’ and in 


the 
riking out 


to 


by si 


serting | 
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i ird de » a i it &S y er 
the rules of the Sen as I unde d 
Mr. WILLIS M Pre lent, I d the 
I nt f ordei I hay iven th mit ys s ration 
since time lI have examined tl rules vhat l am 
f o} th this being a committee a ‘ the re 
preced his body iat that comm I i a 
side l l riginai proj 11101 i I I S 
f $ only ndment to I I think 
if I | time, I could turn to decisions by t Chair to that 
effect Furthermore, Rule XViLI is language \V h seer , 
di é im ua 
In 1 rring to a m« ) » strike « ind inser I 
reads purt is follows 
but I 1 i 
hal i 
In view of those two considerations. M bre I 
that the p f order made by the Senator from New Jersey 
is not well ken, and that my motion to amend is in ordet 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss th 
point of order. That one activity I have never engaged in as 
iong as I have been a Member of this body, re é irs 
Without taking time to turn to the rules—and the rules i 
rather voluminous—it is my thorough understanding and cor 
viction that an amendment in the third degree is out of ordet 
and the Senator’s contention to the contrary does not change my 
viewpoint that this is amendment in the third degree So I 
will bmit to the de on of the Presiding Officer 
The PRESIDING OFFICER ri Chair holds under 
tule XVIIi the part proposed to be inserted by the « mirte 
is 1 rded, for the purpose of amendment, as a que DF the 
im ent offered by the Senator from New Jersey ! un 
the fit degre Therefore an amendment to it is in t cond 
degree: and the amendment proposed by the Si ft Ob 
is in orde 
M: Mr. President, will Presidit Officer. before 
he a finishes his ruling, t vVhat the amendment 
of the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones Ls If mine is 
n amendn t the first degree, what is his amendment 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The commit mendment 
a motion to strike out and itsert, and therefore is ib je , 
amenametht 
ir. EDGE IT am not going to apy fr he ruling; but 
if tl Pi ling Officer will look ove tl Recorp | m quit 
sul | will find that when the Senator from Washington of 
fered his amendment he called it an amendment to the com 
mittee a ndment: so that it must be the fir amendment. 
Therefore mil is the second nendmer and this is ‘ hird 
amendment 
Mr. WILULI Mr. President, I am perfectly itisfied with 
the ruling of the Chair; but the stat ent now made by e 
Senator from New Jersey would seem to put the Chair in an 
awkward position. I am sure the Senator d not intend to 
do st He is simply mistaken in his arithmetic 
The Chair has held, in conformity with the precedents, that 
this is in effect an original proposition that is here, and that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey i 
of course, in the first degree, and the amendment I now offer 
is in the second degree; and therefore the Chair correctly held 
it in order 
mr EDGE. May I ask the Senator from Ohio, what does the 
Senator from Ohio term the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Washington? 
Mr. WILLIS. I have already stated it twice. It is in 
effect, as a parliamentary matter, an original proposition 
Mr. EDGE. I bow to the decision. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to refer to 
page 40, part 2, of the Precedents of the United States Senate 
as complete authority for the ruling announced by the Chair 


Senator 
rv from 


The 
from Ohio [ Mr. 
New Jersey 


question is upon the amendment offered by the 
Wiis] to the amendment of the 
{Mr. Ener]. 


Senate 


Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that with the proposed amendment 
the Shipping Board policy will be identical with what it is now. 


We have | 
bill 


conducting a bargain-coulter business in ships, 


will 


ee! 


and this simply add and provide for an additional 
stock of ships to be sold at bargain prices if the amendment 
is adopted. 

The bill as amended by the committee provides a policy 
whereby we may expect the gradual building up of our ship- 
ping business, but if this amendment is adopted the very 
purpose of the bill is destroyed, and I for one am not willing 
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to vote to give the Shipping Board more money to recondition 
ships or to build new ones that they may sell them just as 
they have been selling them in the past. 

Mr. President, one of the sales that has been made I called 
attention to this afternoon. Some 18 ships, as I recall, plying 
between this cquntry and Mediterranean ports, were sold, and 
they sold those ships for $7.50 a ton, payable in 10 annual 
installments of 75 cents a ton; yet the depreciation on those 
ships was not less than $2 a ton per annum. 

Mr. President, I insist that this amendment ought not to be 


adopted. We should follow the recommendation of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I should like to have the 
privilege of asking the Senator from Washington a direct 


question; not, he may be very sure, in any offensive sense, but 
because I want the information, The Senator is as candid 
and honest and frank a man as there is in this body or any- 
where else, and I know he will tell what he believes. 

I want to ask the Senator whether or not, when this pro- 
vision was put in the measure providing for a unanimous 
vote, he did not intend, and those who helped him put it in did 
not intend, that these ships should not be sold in the future, 
and whether they did not thereby intend to launch the Govern- 
ment in the permanent policy ef Government ownership and 
operation of the merchant marine? 

Mr. JONES. Of course, I can not speak for the other mem- 
bers of the committee as to what their intention was; I know 
what my idea was. I did not consider and do not consider now 
that this means permanent Government ownership and opera- 
tion of ships. I do not have the belief that some seem to have. 
I think that the next Congress could repeal or modify this 
proposition. Some say, “ Well, Congress will not do it.” I 
think Congress will do what it thinks is the right thing to do 
when the matter is presented to it, and if in 10 years from now 
somebody proposes that Congress shall repeal or modify this 
provision, Congress will pass upon it in the light of the condi- 
tions at that time and the public sentiment of that time. 
Frankly, that is my position. I may be mistaken about it. I 
do not consider that this commits us or binds us to permanent, 
perpetual Government ownership and operation. 


Mr. WATSON. Of course, it is a question of individual 
opinion, 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON. The Senator says the next Congress may do 
vight. 

Mr. JONES. No—- 

Mr. WATSON, In my judgment this present thing is wrong. 

Mr, JONES. ‘The Senator did not say that the next Con- 
gress might do right. The Senator said the next Congress 
might modify or repeal this proposition, and the Senator did 


go on to say that he felt that Congress, whenever any proposi- 
tion was put up to it, would do what it thought was the right 
thing. 

Mr. WATSON. But, at the same time, the Senator is of 
opinion that in order to have a merchant marine we must have 
Government ownership and operation now. 

Mr. JONES. I am confident of that; that is, I am confident 
that is the only way we can get it. 

Mr. WATSON, Although the Senator and I for 30 years in 
both the House and the Senate have been working for a pri- 
vately owned merchant marine. 

Mr. JONES. I have been working for it for 29 years. 

Mr. WATSON. And I know that in the House he and I stood 
together at one time in favor of a mail subvention. 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON. And brought that out from the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries together. 

Mr. JONES. I also worked for discriminating duties, and I 
have abandoned that. 

Mr. WATSON. What I want to ask the Senator is this: 
Why is he so firmly intrenched behind the idea of clinging to 
this unanimous vote instead of permitting the decision to be 
inade by four, or a majority? 

Mr. JONES. I state frankly to the Senator—I do not sup- 
pose it will influence anybody one way or the other—that I am 
representing the committee. The committee has recommended 
this to the Senate, and I propose to stand by the recommenda- 
tion of my committee. 

Mr. WATSON. Without the Senator committing himself per- 
senally as to his own views on the proposition. 

Mr. JONES. I expressed my views in the committee. The 
committee, by a majority vote, authorized this amendment. 

Mr. WATSON. Being the chairman of a committee myself, I 
know how embarrassing it is sometimes when the committee 
binds me by their vote. 
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Mr. JONES. I am going to stand by this proposition. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I took occasion a short time avo 
to interrupt the Senator from New Jersey, and I stated that in 
my opinion no interpretation would ever be placed upon the 
attitude of the chairman of the committee, and upon this bil), 
other than that the Government was irrevocably committed ¢ 

the policy of Government ownership and operation of tly 
merchant marine. 

I invite the attention of the Senate to the statement contained 
in the report submitted by the Senutor from Washington. Oy 
page 2 of the report this language is used: 

Unless a definite and constructive policy is adopted at this sessix 
nothing can be done for at least two years, but then our ships will bs 
hopelessly deteriorated and helpless to meet world shipping com) 
tion. There seems to be no way by which we can get an Americ; 
merchant marine privately owned. 


No other way than what? Than to have the Government 
own and operate our merchant marine. I read further: 

The only other recourse is a merchant marine constructed and owned 
by the Government. Concede for the sake of the argument all the obje 
tions that may be urged to the Government conducting the ship; 
business, we must choose between a Government merchant marine 
no merchant marine at all. 

Under these circumstances the committee has not hesitated to reco: 
mend the adoption of a policy looking to the construction by the Goy 
ernment of such ships as may be necessary, 


Is it possible to deduce from this language any conclusion 
other than that the Government is to own and operate merchant 
ships? 

The chairman states that there can be no merchant marin 
privately owned or operated. His view is that we have failed to 
have a merchant marine; therefore the Government must own 
and operate merchant ships. I repeat, Mr. President, this bill 
commits the Government to this policy, and it is all nonsense to 
pretend—and I say that without desiring to be unparliamentary 
at all, or to criticize anybody—that this does not commit the 
Government to the policy which I have indicated. 

The bill seeks to do that, and if enacted into law will accon- 
plish that deplorable result. No one reading the bill will reach 
any other conclusion than that the Government will purchase, 
acquire, build, and operate ships in ocean trade. The first se 
tion of the bill declares that to be the policy. 

The section now under consideration is a complete veto upon 
the sale of any ships run by the Government at any time 
in order that it will be impossible to get the Government out 
of the shipping business. When the sale of any ships is pro- 
hibited it is for the purpose of committing the Government 
to the ownership and operation of all ships now or hereafter 
belonging to the Government. 

The fifth section, to which I called attention 
morning, carries out the same ideas: 

The appropriations necessary to carry out the provisions and accom- 
plish the purposes of this act are hereby authorized. 


What are the purposes of the act? Are the purposes of the 
act to sell the ships? No. Are the purposes of the act to 
encourage private persons to engage in foreign shipping? No. 
The purposes of the act are to put the Government into the 
shipping business; into the ownership and operation of ships; 
into the acquisition of ships; into the reconditioning of ships: 
into the building and purchase of ships. It seems to me that 
it is idle to say that we are not at the parting of the ways and 
that hereafter we may not retrace our course or have a 
privately owned merchant marine. 

The Senator from Washington has indicated his interpreta- 
tion of this bill in the language which I have just read in the 
report, and he says there is no other way—and in that, of 
course, I differ from him—to have a merchant marine than to 
have the Government embark upon it. Of course, with the 
passage of this bill the board will immediately formulate a 
program, they wili urge the construction of ships. Already, I 
am told, a bill has passed the House for the reconditioning of 
ships at a cost of millions of dollars. We will have a bill along 
those lines presented to us before Congress adjourns, and we 
will be urged to pass it, because it will be claimed that we will 
be morally bound to do so, having solemnly committed the 
Government to this paternalistic policy. 

The board is authorized—and this is a command that they 
are to carry out the purposes of this bill—they are authorized 
to acquire ships and to devise plans to expand the operation of 
the Government owned and operated merchant ships. 

Mr. President, this section which is now the subject of 
attack, and upon which we wil] soon vote, is intended to rivet 
upon the country the policy of Government ownership of ships, 


hastily this 
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i to aid this plan it becomes an interdiction against the sale 
ny m4 owned or hereafter acquired by the Government. 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ered by ae Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] to the amend- 
ut offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epcre] 
Mr. EDGE. I will ask the Secretary to state the amendment 
the Senator from Ohio to the amendment offered by me 
Che LEGISLATIVE CLERK In the amendment offered by the 
senator from New Jersey strike out the word “four” and in- 
t the word “ five.” so as to read: 
Chat only upon the affirmatiy vote of five of the members of the 
1, duly recorded 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, a parliamentary in- 
iry 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Should the amendment of the Senator 
om Ohio prevail, will there then be a vote upon the com 
iittee amendment ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote would then be on the 

ndment offered by the Senator from New Jersey 
mended. The question now is on the amendment offered bs 

Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator from 

y Jersey. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want thoroughly to under 
nd the situation. If the amendment proposed by the Senator 
mm Ohio should be adopted, then would the Chair put the 

uestion on the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
sey as amended? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That would be the question 

Mr. JONES. In other words, we will then vote as to whether 

» provision for five shall be adopted or not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President. will not the Clair state the 
fect of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio? 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio is to the effect that any sale made must be 
pproved by five members of the board 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS (when bis name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Arkansas |Mr. Ropinson], which 
[ transfer to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Ep 
WARDS]. Were the Senator from New Jersey present, he would 
ote “nay,” and were the Senator from Arkansas present, he 
vould vote “yea.” I am therefore permitted to vote, and I 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BAyarRD]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont 
Mr. GREENE] and vote “ nay.” 

Che roll eall was concluded 

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce the following general 
pairs: 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Gitterr] with the 
Senator from Nevada |Mr. PirtmMan]; and 

The Senator from West Virginia |Mr. Gorr] with the Senator 
from Rhode Island |Mr. Gerry]. 

The result was announced—yeus 43, nays 34, as follows: 

YRAS 43 





Ashurst George Mavfield Simmons 
Black Glass Neely Smith 
Borah Ilale Norbeck Steck 
Broussard Harris Norris Swanson 
Cupper Harrison Oddie Thomas 
Couzens Hlawes Overman Trammell 
Dil Hayden Ransdell Tyson 
I rei Heflin Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mont. 
| Jones Robinson, Ind, Wheeler 
oF Kendrick Schall Willis 
Kr McKellar Sheppard 
NAYS—34 

Barkley Curtis McLean Shipstead 
Bingham Cutting McMaster Shortridge 
Blaine Deneen McNary Steiwer 
Blease Edge Metealt Wagner 
Bratton Howell Moses Walsh, Mass. 
Brockhart Johnson Nye Warren 
Bruce Keyes Phipps Watson 
(Caraway King Reed, Pa 
Copeland La Follette Sackett 

NOT VOTING—17 
Bayard Gillett Pine Tydinugs 
Dale Goff Pittman Waterman 
du Pont Gooding Robinson, Ark, 
Edwards Gould Smoot 
Gerry Greene Stephens 


So Mr. WILLIs’s amendment to Mr. Epge’s amendment was 
azreed to, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Epce] as amended 

Mr. FLETCHER. On that I demand the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I have a pair with 


the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roptnson Being unable to 
obtain a transfer, . withhold my vote if | were at libert 
to vote, I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FLETC HER. (when his name was called) I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pv Pont]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TypiNnes 
and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called) I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Delaware |Mr 
BAYARD | I transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. GREENE] and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded 

Mr. CURTIS [ transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Arkansa |Mr. Rosinson] to the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Epwarps] and vote “yea.” If the Senator from New 
Jersey |Mr. Epwarps] were present, he would vote “ yea.” If 


the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosprnson] were present, he 
ould vote “ nay.” 


‘ 


Mr. JONES. I desire to announce the following general pairs 


ix vote: 
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry]: and 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Grett with the 
Senator from Nevada |Mr. Prrrman]. 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 54, as follows: 
YEAS 24 

= igham Fess Metealt Schall 
opeland Ilal Mose Shortridge 
Curtis Keyes Oddie Steiwer 
Cuttir King Phipps Warren 
Deneer McLean Reed, Pa Watson 

da MeN Sackett Willis 

NAYS—54 

Ashur Ferris La Follette Simmons 
jurkley Fletcher McKellar Smith 

slack Frazier McMaster Steck 

Rlnime George Mayfield Stephens 
tlease Glass Neely Swanson 
torah Harris Norbeck Thomas 
Srattor Harrison Norris Trammell 
srookhart Hawes Nye ['vson 
sroussard Hayden Overman Wagner 
yruce Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mass 
‘appet Howell Reed, Mo Walsh, Mont 
‘araway Johnson tobinson, Ind. Wheeler 
Couzens Jones Sheppard 

Dill Kendrick Shipstead 

NOT VOTING 1G 

Bayard Gerry Gould Robinson, Ark 
Dale Gillett (Greene Smoot 
du Pont Gofl Pine Tyding 
Jdwards Gooding Pittman Waterman 


So Mr. Enare’s amendment as amended wis rejected 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I give notice that [ shall ask for 
another vote on this amendment after the bill has been reported 
to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the committee 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. JONES. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as on the previous vote with reference to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote “nay 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as on the previous vote in regard to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). IT have a pair 
with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OverMan] 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Making the same announcement 
as before with reference to my pair and its transfer, 1 vote 
‘nay.” 

Mr. JONES. I was requested to announce the following 
general pairs on this vote: 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] with the Sena 
tor from Rhode Isiand [Mr. Gerry]; and 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Girtterr] with the 
Senator from Nevada {Mr. Pirrman]. 


ret et leat 
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The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 25, as follows: 


YEAS—51 
\ iT Fletcher La Vollette Simmons 
Barkley Frazier McKellar Smith 
Hiack George McMaster Steck 
laine Glas Mayfield Stephens 
Borah Harris Neely Swanson 
Brookhart Harrison Norbeck Thomas 
Broussard Hawes Norris Trammell 
Bruce Hayden Nye Tyson 
fappel Hetiin Ransdell Wagner 
Caraw Howell Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Johnson Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Jones Sheppard Wheeler 
lerris Kendrick Shipstead 
NAYS 20 

Bing! Kdge Metcalf Shortridge 
Ble ess Moses Steiwer 
Bratton Hale Oddie Watson 
Copeland Keyes Phipps Willis 
Curti King Reed, Pa. 
Cuttis Melwean Sackett 
Denecn McNary Schall 

NOT VOTING—18 
Bayard Gillett Overman Tydings 
Dale Goft Pine Warren 
du ont Gooding Pittman Waterman 
hdwards Gould Robinson, Ark, 
Clerry Greene Smoot 


So the committee amendment as amended was agreed to, as 
follows: 


Sec. 2. The United States Shipping Board shall not sell any vessel 
or any line of vessels except when, in its judgment, the building up and 
maintenance of an adequate merchant marine can be best served thereby, 
and then only wy he affirmative unanimous yote of the members of 

e board duly recorded 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is now on the second 


committee amendment 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Washington just one question. To what extent do the 
employecs connected with the United States Shipping Board 


and the Emergency Fleet Corporation fall within the scope of 
the Federal laws relating to the classified civil service? 
Mir. JONES. I do not think they are under the civil service 


at all as yet 


Mr. BRUCE. None of them? 

Mr. JONES. I do not think so. 

Mr. BRUCE. I am not speaking of mariners and sailors, of 
course, 

Mr. JONES. I understand that; but I do not think the 
clerks are under the civil service as yet. 


Mr. BRUCE. Does the Senator know why that is? 
Mr. JONES. I think it is because the Shipping Board has 


been considered as being more or less of a temporary govern- 
niental organization, 

Mr. President, I ask that the amendment on page 3, striking 
out section 5 may be agreed to, because that is covered by the 
amendment which we have already adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee, to strike out section 5 
in the following words: 

Sec. 5. No vessel constructed pursuant to this act shall be sold with 


out the consent of Congress hereafter given. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
ALTERATIONS IN THE OFFICE BUILDING 
Mr. DENEEN From the Committee to Audit and Control the 


SENATE 


Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably 
without amendment the resolution (S. Res. 111) and ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 111) sub- 


mitted by Mr. Moses on the 16th instant was considered and 

agreed to, as follows: 

ed, That the Architect of the Capitol hereby is authorized and 

directed to make certain necessary alterations and repairs in the Senate 

Office Building under the supervision of the Committee on Rules, at a 
ist not to exceed $6,000, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


neous items, fiscal year 1927. 


misct 


Senate 


AFFAIRS IN NICARAGUA 
Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp a brief editorial from a recent 
issue of the Star, of Seattle, Wash., entitled “The gathering 
storm.” 
There being no objection, the editorial was ordered printed 


in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE STORM 
indictment that Senator Burton K,. WHEELER draws 
war in Nicaragua, It he says, war- 


GATHERING 
terrific 
Coolldge Kellogg 


is a 
the 


It 
against 


is, 


fare coyducted for a group of New York bankers, without authorization 
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of Congress, In which women and children are ruthk ssly bombed hy 
American airplanes, : 

WHEELER asks what the Star has asked time and again, withont 
reply: “ What American lives are in danger in Nicaragua?” There 
has never been any reply to that; there never can be. No Ameri in 


lives have been in danger—only dollars have been in danger. 
Throughout American history it is traditional that American 1; 
must and will be protected anywhere on earth. That is right and jr 
tut the dollar that forsakes its own country and goes rolling to exploit 
foreigners must look out for itself. Statesman after statesman 
reiterated that dictum. It meets with the hearty approval of every 
patriotic American. 
Doctor Coolidge’s 
killed, women and 


es 


has 


is that 


bombed, 


however, 
may 


dictum, 
children 


American boys may ha 


be friendly nations may he 


attacked—to save a few dollars. It is a fearful dictum and the Ameri 
can people shudder at its application. 
Senator WHEELER knows this administration. Its agents tried to 


frame him and with perjured evidence send him to jail when he dared 


to pry into the unspeakable oil mess. It took a jury a very short time 
to see through this preposterous conspiracy and free WHEELER t 
the sting remains. 

All over America to-day people are echoing what WHEELER said at 


New York; the storm is gathering. 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 


> 


27, 1928, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Taurspay, January 26, 1928 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Lead us, O Father, to give our faith in truths that keep us 
going and that we can live by. Direct us toward goals that 
are worth working for. We pray that our Nation may be given 
instruction that shall inspire our fellow citizens to live in peace 
and have the utmost liberty consistent with the liberty of all 
others. May the wisdom that comes from obedience to Th 
laws prevail everywhere. Thou canst see every tear; and wilt 
Thou in mercy answer its appeal as it glistens from the bed of 
sickness and when it calis from men who are struggling for 
their own? Be with us, and always point. out the way of moral 
and spiritual certainty. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER MONDAY 


Mr. TILSON. 
when the House 
Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet next Monday. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


UNTIL 
Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet next 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the conclusion of the address by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas {[Mr. TittMAN] I be allowed to speak for 10 minutes on 
the subject of naval officers and naval activities. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that at the conclusion of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Arkansas he be permitted to address the House 
for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that at 
the conclusion of the address by the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr, McCuintic! I be given four minutes in which to address 
the House. k 

The SPKBAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that at the conclusion of the address by the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma he may be permitted to proceed for four 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


HON. JOHN W. GRIGGS 


Mr. SEGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp a very short tribute to Hon. John W. 
Griggs, of the State of New Jersey, former Attorney General 
of the United States and former Governor of the State of New 
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THOR 
¢€ a * 


yersev, written by Dr. William B. Gourley, one of the leading 
mbers of the bar of New Jersey. 
trhe SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey asks 


» extend his remarks 


ttorney General 


nimous consent that he be permitted t 
the Recorp by printing a tribute to the late 
hu W. Griggs. Is there objection’ 
here was no Objection. 
SEGER. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to ext 
irks in the Recorp I include the following tribute to Hon. John 
Griggs, of the State of New Jersey, former Attorney General 
he United States and former Governor of the State of New 
y, written by Dr. William B, Gourley, one of the leadi 


ct 1 r 

ading 
; rad ae : 
mbers of the bar of that S 


end my re 





tate; 








May it please the court, I have been requested by t president of the 

r association of this cqunty to add a few words to the reselut that 
e just been read. It 1s fitting that something should be said, how 
summary. It would not become the dignity of our bar t i V 
first figure among us to pass yond the hor { life to join the 
ks of the illustrious advocates who have etore him with 
ssing, however inadequately, the sense of our great loss 

john W. Griggs was one of the many sons of Sussex who have added 








to the Stat He was graduated from Lafayette at the age of 19 

| me here shortly thereafter nd here he remained until the end. 
was admitted to the bar in 1871 It seems a far cry now to that 
nt day, yet his public life spanned this great period. At that time 
district courts were established here. The courts for the trial of 
ill causes were in general use. All suits involving more than $100 
tried at the circuit, and yet the court calendar of the time bad 
40 causes a term. To-day we have 1,200. The justice of the 
reme court presiding in this circuit, in addition to his labors in that 
inal and also in the court of errors and appeals, tried all our eit 
iit causes. He also presided in the orphans’ court and the court of 


sessions Some relief 


the 


mmon pleas, as well as in the court of quarter 


afforded in the year of his admission to the bar by 


ti court of special sessions with a president judge. 


creation ol 


HAD ABLE COMPETITION 


Mr. Griggs found able competitors here at the time, chief among 
hom were Socrates Tuttle and Absalom B. Woodruff. These names 
re new to this generation—but a memory. They share the transitory 
ime of so many eminent advocates and are now fast fading into the 


n and deepening night. the bar. 
ormed a partnership with Mr. Tuttle and the firm of Tuttle & Griggs 


He won early distinction at 


ime one of the most eminent in the State. In 1875 he was elected 
the assembly, where he served two years, In 1878 he was counsel 

r the board of chosen freeholders, and in 1879 he was city counsel 
of Paterson. He was chosen State senator in 1881 and served six 


ars. He was president of the senate in 1886. He became governor 
1895, and two years later A/torney General of the United States 
le reflected honor on this exali_d office and was universally held to 





ve performed its duties with marked distinction, 








I prefer to speak to-day not of the statesman but rather of the ad 
yoeate. A Justice of the Supreme Court said to me once that it was a 
pleasure to hear him argue a cause, It was a great pleasure also to 


ear him before a jury in an important suit He had an unexceiled 








»wledge of the law and was always master of the facts His pene- 
trating mind readily separated a complex cause into its component 
parts and his eloquent tongue lifted it to new heights AS an advocate 
he was facile princeps. I think his most outstanding quality was the 

rity of his mind His luminous intellect carried light into the 

irkest places, He could acconiplish more legal work in a given time 
than anyone I ever knew It can be truthfully said of him what ¥ 

id of Judge Dixon, that he displayed a cultivated capacity for worl 

t made the assumption of any task the assurance of its imme 
performance 

PASI TA 

I had the honor of being sociated him in many important 

izes and among them sev 3 s ‘ounsel for the city of 
Paterson, I learned to admire this rare characteristic. I was on the 
otl side many times in the old days and metimes in ter years 
rhe last ease in which I was on the opposite side was Weidmann v 
Passaic Water Co. I said to him at the close of Ss cuse Governor 
i like to try a case with you, because you know what you want and 

u know how to get it.” His answer was, “ Gourley, this is the last 

you will ever try wi me. I have just two important cases 
emaining and then my work will be done.” I need hardly add that 
ese words made a profound impression upon me. 

rhe passing of such a lawyer from among us is a distinct loss to us 


Such 


iargely 


l. It is a very distinct loss to the young members of the bar. 
igh technical skill, I regret to It is 
observation of great advocates that strength. 


say, is rarely seen. 
the bar grows in 
»w this brilliant leader is gone from the sight of men. 
it will be a long time—a very long time indeed 


advocate appears again among us. 


by 
And 
—before h 


suc an 


LXIX——13 


He | 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, when the original order was 
made it was not stated that when the Private Calendar is con- 
sidered it should be e red in the Hous« in the Com- 


nsid 
{ 


mittee of the Whole. It r the convenience of Members 


for the « xpedition of business that bills o1 the Private ¢ iene r 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Who and 
I now ask that this be done the same as heretofore 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unanl 
mous consent that bills on the Private Calendar to-day be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. I here 
ODT tlol 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, do I ] nd 
thu * consent agreement which was entered in for 
sideration of the Private Calendar to-day was for | 


ted to? 
TILLSON. Bi 
SPEAKER. Is 


obi i 
Mr. 


The 


fe) 
7 
ai 


ur objec ted to 


there obj cl 











Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right I 
ject, the Private Calendar will 1 called after the Consent 
Calendar, I presume. 

The SPEAKBHR. That rests with the House, of course, but 
I think the gentleman from Connecticut said that would be the 
procedure 

Mr. TILSON. The Consent Calendar was mentioned 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 

There was no objection 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not a qnorum present 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move call of the House 

A call of the House was ordered 

The Clerk called the roll and the following Members failed 
to answer to their names: 

[Roll No. 17] 

Adkins Fenn Kendall Ransley 
Aldrich rear Kent Sabath 
Allen Fulmer Kiess Sears, Fla 
Anthony Furlow Kindred Sirovich 
Bacon Gallivan King Spearing 
Bankhead (solder Kunz Sproul, 
Role Graham Leatherwood Steagall 
tritten Hancock Leavitt Strong, Pa 
Burkbee Haugen Lindsay Strother 
Busb Hoeh Lyon Sull n 
Carley Hope MeMillan Sweet 
Cartwright Huddleston Maas Swick 
Chas Hudson Manlove rhor pson 
Con ly, Tex Hughes Moone Tucker 
Coop Ohi Hull, Morton D o’Connor, N. Y. Updik 
Curry Hull, William } Palm Wing 
Davey Igoe P risano Wood 
Deal Irwin s 
Douglas, Ariz Jacobstein 
D r Johnson, S. Dak 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and fifty-five Members are 


presel t. a 


quorum. 





On motion of Mr. Titson, further proceedings under thi il 
wer a spensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the order of the Hous he 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TrrtmMan] 
for 25 minutes. [Applause.] 

EGISLATION TO PREVENT DISTRIBUTION OF INDECENT LITERATURE 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in case I fail to conclu my 
remarks in the time allotted to me. I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FrRorHiINcHam) Is re 


gent! fi 


objection to the request of the 
There was no objection. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
to consume this morning if I 


man m Arkansas? 
would not 


did 1 


use the time I 


ot intend to disen 





yrnect 


matter of nation-wide interest and importance. It is a non 
partisan question. 

I propose to discuss two bil that re now pending i the 
Hon whose purpose is to prevent the distribution of obscene, 
filthy. and lewd literature, and I shall offer in evidence ¢ 
magazine and one volume—the magazine labeled “ Telling 


Tales,” the volume labeled “ The 
which—the book I particularly mean—ought never to be allowed 
to circulate in a civilized country. [Applause.] 

[o show the interest that people have in this matter I 
letters from different 


President’s Daughter,” and 


ffer 


three portions of the country before | 


begin my remarks. I select one from the North, one from the 
South, and one from my own district. 
The first is a letter from Lincoln, Nebr., from L. L. Coryell & 


Son, grain merchants. I assume the gentlemen from Nebraska 
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know the firm. It is a reputable one, I am informed. The letter 
is dated January 21, 1928, addressed to me, and, after the cap- 
tion, SaVs: 

I cougratuls you on your resolution to establish a national board 
of oks aud magazines censorship 

The next letter I desire to read into the Recorp is from 
Summerville, Ga., written by B. W. Farrar, cashier of a bank 
in Suminerville, Ga., and reads as follows: 

in put through your bill to censor magazines, you will go a 

g y toward curing one of the greatest evils of the age. Tam not 
a rmer,” but something certainly needs to be done along this line 
fo he good of our children and wive Good luck to you 

Yours very truly, 


. W. FARRAR, 


I do not personally know these people. 


I have made a study of this matter for a number of years, 
and a vear or two ago I had the following letter and this maga- 
zine Jindicating| from a constituent in my own district. He 
say 

Really what Ll wish to write you about is something relating to bar- 
ring from the mails the salacious publications that seem to be sold at 
about all the news stands of the country, such vile literature as 
Snappy Stories, Telling Tales, College Humor, and perhaps a dozen or 
inore of other publications, their suggestive vileness should not be put 
in the hands of the young people or anybody for that matter. 


Ile may not know we have a statute now which prohibits the 

‘nding such matter through the mails, but that statute is 
not very well enforced, and I propose a broader statute, which, 
if it can be enacted into law, will prevent any kind of agency 
circulating this kind of literature from State to State, in the 
}istrict of Columbia, or anywhere in the country. 


ems the publie schools are full of this nasty literature that tells 
suggestion that could happen and some things that are 


It s¢ 


evervthing by 


nauseous. The effect of these things you well know. You spoke of in 
one of your letters that you and some colleagues were framing a Dill 
that would remedy this situation; I sincerely hope it will have a good 


and will pass at this session. Now, I have boys and a daughter; 
are handed to them at times by fellow students, and some- 
times the news dealer will band out a copy, knowing that some people 


i aring 


these books 


are intensely interested in sex matters, and will read this suggestive 
literature and want more of it. I have seen enough of it to prove that 
it has a bad effect on good morals, it surely is a bad situation to con- 
tend with along moral lines. It does seem that the Government needs 
good, pure lives, and anything to try and conserve the right kind of 
morals is a benefit to the Nation, to the State, to the community. It 
does seem that present laws are not ample to control this evil; [ have 


red some of these publications to the post-office inspectors, but one 
the matter to finally goes to Washington, 


rel 


inspector refers another, it 


lb. ©., and then seems to die there 
People in general have hardly been aroused sufficiently along this 
line; they would be if they knew the enormity of this evil. 
T. A. WINKLEMAN, 
Rogers, Ark. 
I now direct attention to H. R. 7476, introduced in the last 
Congress and again at this Congress by my brilliant friend 


from Mississippi, Mr. Wesser Winson, and to my own bill on 
the same subject, H. R. 9777. I desire that Mr. Witson have 
full credit for the initial movement looking toward the passage 
of legislation that the two bills seek to promote. 

These bills give the Congress an opportunity to enact a statute 
intended to prevent the public and private publication and dis- 
tribution in printed form of obscene, lewd, lascivious, or filéhy 
stories, poems, verses, books, or any material whatsoever of an 
indecent nature. 

Assuming that Congress has jurisdiction to deal with this 
subject matter, no argument should be required to justify the 
course suggested. The case argues itself convincingly. 

I hold in my hand and offer as exhibits the magazine and book 
as samples of the kind of printed matter that the bills mentioned 
seek to outlaw, 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will. 

Mr, GREEN of Florida. I would like to say to the gentle- 
man that there are thousands of people in the State of Florida 
who approve his efforts along this line. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I thank the gentleman for that assurance, 
and I think that may be said of other States in the Union. 

This is Exhibit A, my eolleagues [holding up a magazine]. 
It is in evidence. Telling Tales, you observe, in blood-red 
letters at the top of the page and labeled in midnight black as 
‘a magazine of speed, spice, and sparkle.” Speedy it is, 

It sells for 20 cents and was sent me by Mr. 'T. A. Winkleman, 
my friend and constituent, who that this magazine is 


Will the gentleman yield? 


stutes 
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placed on sale each month in one of the largest towns of m) 
district. 

On the cover you will 
flapper, with just a few 
before she tied on, with 
fig leaves. [lLaughter.] 

Under this entertaining picture is the interesting announce 
ment that a “limited number of artist’s proofs of this cover 
without lettering, can be supplied for 35 cents each.” That is 
to say, they will eliminate the lettering, like the female elimi 
nated most of her clothes, so that nothing will divert the atten 
tion of the spectator from the short-skirted flapper afore- 
mentioned. 

This “lettering ’ that they promise to remove tells of the eo: 
tents inside; “The temptation of faint Anthony, a titillating 
tale by Nancy Lowe, in which the girl is willing and the mar 
is weak”; “Once a divorcee”; “ Whirlpools of love”; “ Ne) 
York nights”; and “ Don Juan, jr.” The senior Don Juan wa: 
quite a rake. 

At the bottom of the cover, in Niagara-blue caps, is this boast 
ful’ statement: “Combined monthly distribution, 1,500,000 
copies.” This bill, if passed, will curtail that number exactly 
a million and a half. 

Here follow some of the advertisements: 

“Send for our .82 automatic pistol, $8.95." Another one: 
“Send for our amazing quick-acting ‘Pep Tablets ’—will give 
you needed ‘pep’ in 20 minutes.” Quick action. 

Glance through the putrid pages of this publication and you 
will find it teeming with vile obscenity, disgusting suggestions, 
lewd jokes, and rank sexual appeals. It might not harm suc! 
blasé oldsters as you or me, but it is quick and deadly poison 
for the young. 

sring this issue home to our own firesides. None of us want 
our boys and girls soiled by contact with this filth. The young 
people do read these magazines; they can easily procure them: 
they constitute a material part of the monthly one and a half 
nillion of this magazine’s readers. 

Whose business is it to attempt at least to stop the far-flung 
circulation of this rotten and harmful literature. It our 
business. There are many abuses that we can not control, bu 
we can end this sorry practice. [Applause.] 

Now, do not misunderstand me. I am not narrow, hide 
bound, or radical. I simply desire to mitigate or end an ad 
mitted evil for the public good. 
INTENDED 


JANUARY 


¢ : 
G6 


-~ \ 


note the dazzling picture of a flaming 
more clothes than were worn by Eve 
a young grapevine, her first apron « 


yA 


Is 


COMPARISONS NOT TO BE ODIOUS 


I am not a pessimist on mankind or womankind. I do not 
believe the race is hell bound. I am an optimist on America: ] 
doubt it we are growing very much worse; we may be getting 
better in many ways, but in some things, in some practices, old 
customs seem to me superior to the new. IT am not attempting 
to lecture, but while I am discussing the one great abuse that I 
have just gone into I beg to offer a few observations with th« 
very best of intentions. TI am interested in young people, 
always have been, and always expect to be, and desire to help 
them and not to insult or injure them. Hence, what I say is 
intended to warn and to benefit them. The sole motive that 
prompted me to introduce the bill under consideration was to 
attempt to separate young people from certain contaminating 


influences. So, if I may, I will point out a few things that 
to me seem alarming. 
COLLEGE MEN AND CO-EDS 


The membership will recall that Congress is responsible for 
the great work of establishing agricultural colleges throughout 
the States.. Congress each year makes large appropriations to 
maintain these institutions of learning, so we have the right to 
keep an eve on their conduct and their method of imparting 
instruction, discipline, and so forth. 

Yesterday I talked with a former college president now a 
Member of this House. He agreed with me that the pendulum 
as regards social relations between college men and women has 
swung dangerously away from where it was 20 years ago. | 
hope and believe it will swing back to normal. I have the 
utmost faith in the good intentions and characier of the averag« 
college Man and woman. 

I recently talked with a progressive dean of women in one of 
the co-educational colleges. She complained of the deportment 
of college men and women on the campus, at social gatherings, 
at fraternity houses. She said, * When I began my deanship | 
observed but little of the gross petting that one sees now, Then 
the girls did not smoke cigarettes, did not smear searlet paint 
over their faces, and when walking with a boy they would 
not allow him the liberties he now takes. They often walk 
hand in hand, often with arms intertwined.” That is her 
observation, not mine. I think that is true. Now, there is less 
knightly respect, less polite consideration, less gracious courtesy 
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once everywhere in evidence at the higher institutions of lear 
ing. I emphatically disclaim charges of gross wrongdoing, but 
ong for a return of the rule of conduct in the respec eutioned 
at obtained formerly. 
SOME Y UNGST1 N 
Some youhg women smok , SOlNe swear, some use enough r a 
paint in a year to cover the west side of a barh. Some wear 
rts as abbreviated as those of e flapper pictures on the 
agazine cover in evidence. Passing a small town between here 


nd St. Louis, at about the twilight hour, I saw a packed auto, 
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f both young men and women, with their limbs tangled and 
tertwined like a nest of amorous water moccasins. [Laugh 
r.] These suggestive and foul publications, so easily obtained, | 
widely read, are in some degree, a great degree, 1 think, re 
nsible for reckless conduct on the part OL youhg peopie, and 
ome old people, too, Elderly people are not free from folly 
but God save the boys and girls, the oldsters do not matter s 
uch. [Applause.] 
OLD CUSTOM AND NEW 
The old ways are not necessarily the best, but there was more 
chivalry then than now, more manly respect for women, and 
respect for women is a manly virtue indeed. There are those 
who favor companionate or trial marriage in lieu of real mar- 
riage. God forbid. The movies have destroyed the lecturers 
the drama. Jazz has crowded out real music. The Bat draws 
better than Macbeth, doggerel is more read than the fine lines 
of Tennyson or Milton. I may be old-fashioned, but I think of 


ie Virginia reel, and the stately minuet as preferable to the 


twisting, wiggling modern dance. [Applause.] It is a trite 
saying, but distance does lend enchantment, and familiarity 


does engender contempt. All people, especially the young, are 
safer away from the blighting touch of indelicate ‘stion 
| Applause. } 

The charioteer of a warlike king was killed battle. He 
sought a new driver. One candidate presented himself, and 
the king said: “* How close to yonder precipice can you, with 
safety to me, drive my chariot?’ Said the man: “I can drive 
your chariot within a foot of the edge of that bluff and carry 
you safely by.” To the second applicant the king said: “ What 
can you do?’ “Why,” said No. 2, “I can drive you so close 
to the edge of that precipice that one-half of the rim of the tire 
will project over the edge of the bluff, the other half on the solid 
stone, and not endanger your life.” The man said to the 
king: “ Your majesty, if you should ask me to drive your chariot 
by that deep chasm I would drive you as far away from the 
edge as I could drive you.” 
charioteer,” said the king. 
far away as possible from all dangerous, suggestive, corrupting 
agencies . I do not know of a father or mother in the land 
who would want the boy or girl to read this or similar magazines 
or would put into their hands the book known as the President's 
Daughter. [Applause. | 

So I seek by this proposed measure to keep our children from 
eontact with damaging suggestivesess. I take no pleasure in 
finding fault. I had rather look at the stars than into a cess 
pooi, but I know that it will not suffice simply to quote “to the 
pure all things are pure.” In truth and in fact we first endure 
vice, then pity, then embrace it. 

The outraged Lucrece gave 


suge 


in 


last 


us Classic advice on this very 
subject: 
O opportunity, thy guilt is great 


Thou makest the 
Thou blowest th thawed ; 
Thou smotherest honesty, thou murderest troth, 

Thou foul abettor, thou notorious bawd 
In thy shady cell, where men may spy him 
Sits sin, to seize the souls tha 


vestal violate her oath; 


fire where 


temperance 


t wander by him, 
THE PRESIDENT’S DAUGHTER 
Suddenly like a blast from hell appeared a volume that this 
bill, if enacted into law, would interdict. I will treat the 
matter as delicately as I can. Many of us had close fraternal 


“You are the man I want for my | 
And so let us keep our children as | 





relations with the dead statesman assaulted, and respected him, | 


liked him, believed in him. We feel a grievance at this attack. 
Polities does not matter in this affair. After our children lay 
us to rest in the churchyard we want our frailties to remain in 
our narrow abode undisturbed. An English author tells of a 
band of toothless warriors who fought with the stench of their 
gums. This is the kind of warfare we are considering. 

I make no war on women. I do not believe a woman wrote 
the book. I believe that the volume was written by some 
“fellow of the baser sort” for the money he saw in the enter- 
prise. People rush to the book stalls and in some places pay 
$7 the copy for it. It has page after page of brazen description, 
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sicke g detail I rous The story is serdid, 

lfish, w n to a wal f sl ia woof infamy, the 
LTOSSt attack ever 1unched Y - li y ed ad. 
I a sorry bird of prey that s s ik heart of 
the sheeted dead. This book w > the homes of dear ones 
where there were tender memori¢ filial love, undying respect, 
and left those homes filled with blighting sorrow, humiliation, 
cl g darkness, anguish, heart scars, and l rs. Those 
who suffered most were guilty of no wrong certainly, if indeed 
there was wrong anywhere. What motive? Why he j ig 
of the guinea helps to explain it. I make a respect g to 
all our dead Presidents | Appiause. | 

MESSAGE FROM iE SENATE 

A message from the Senute, by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 280. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Red River at or near Coushatta, La.; 

H. R. 5547. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, or its assigns, to 
construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Missouri 
River between the States of Missouri and Kansas; 

Hi. R. 5582. An act to extend the times for commencing and 


completing the construction of a bridge acer Rio Grande, 
at or near the point where South Santa Fe Street in the city of 
El Paso crosses the Rio Grande, in of El Paso, 
of Texas; 


| 


ss the 


he county State 


hk. 5642. An act to extend the time for the construction of 


a bridge across Red River at Fulton, Ark.: and 
H. R. 7218. An act to legalize a bridge across Hillsborough 


say at T'wenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 620. An act for the relief of Russell & Tucker and certain 
other citizens of the States of Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas: 


of House 


S. 768. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Ala- 
bama Great Southern Railroad Co. to rebuild and reconstruct 


and to maintain and operate the existing railroad bridge across 
the Tombigbee River at Epes, in the State of Alabama; 

S.1761. An act granting the consent of Congress to the city 
of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Duluth Ship Canal. 

The message also announced that the Vice President had 
appointed Mr. Nye and Mr. PirrMAn members the Joint 
Select Committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in 
the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 


of 


2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the dis- 
position of useless papers in the executive departments,” for 
the disposition of useless papers in the Interior Department 
BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, a bul of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 9022. An act to authorize the town of Alderson, W. Va., 


to maintain a public highway upon the premises occupied by 
the Federal Industrial Institution for Women at Alderson, 
Ww. Val 

ORITICISM OF SPEECH 


OF ADMIRAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FrorurnGsam). 
tleman from Oklahoma is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speake fp I send to the desk a clipping 
that I desire to have read in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PLUNKETT 


The ren- 


COOLIDGE DENIES RUMOR UNITED rTATES I! 


FOR WAR—STATR- 

MENT ATTRIBUTED TO REAR ADMIRA F NKETT HELD PUBLICITY 

MOVE REBUKE IS WITHHELD 

In the opinion of President Coolidge, no one need take seriously the 
s eninary prediction of American Army and Navy officials ¢] the 
United States is about to go to war with its commercial rivals. 

This announcement of the President’s view, made at the White House 
yesterday, came in reply to a statement attributed to Rear Adm 
Charles T. Plunkett, commandant of the Brooklyn Navy Yard. in 


whieh he warned that an outbreak of hostilities was not far distant 
Such a in newspapers that the White 
House felt impelled to explain that declarations of this nature are the 
way in which officers of the nations! attempt to work 
up domestic sentiment at a time when Army and Navy appropria- 
tion bills are about in Although 
it is the duty of defense officers to work for the 


stir was created European 


usual defense 


to be considered Congress willing to 
‘onced best interests 
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of the elements they serve, Mr. Coolidge is displeased with the turn 
their warlike statements sometimes take, but so far as he can see there 
is nothing to be done, 

7 * + * 7 o * 

If he should publicly point out the inadvisability of their statements, 
he feels that he would only be accused of muzzling free speech. He 
believes he can simply recommend to the Army and Navy officers that 
they consider the welfare of their country in a larger sense. This 
latest White House gesture toward allaying suspicion of American ag- 
yressiveness comes as a prologue to possible further airing of the 


position of the United States defenses when Congress takes up shortly 
the administration's proposal for a $740,000,000 rounding out of the 
Navy. 


Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
it is a pitiful situation when the President of the United States 
has felt warranted in denying a rumor or a statement made by 
Admiral Charles P. Plunkett, commandant of the Brooklyn 
Navy Yard, which was to the effect that this country is prepar- 
ing for war with its commercial rivals. 

According to the press reports, which relate to the speech 
made by Admiral Plunkett at the National Republican Club in 
New York on January 24, he made special reference to the 


need of a merchant marine in order that our trade competitors | 


might not obtain certain kinds of business. He also made the 
positive statement that whenever any nation reaches a place 
where it is as great on the sea as Great Britain the inevitable 
result will be war. 

At the present time hearings are being held by the Naval 
Affairs Committee, and Admiral Hughes has given as one of the 
chief reasons for increasing the Navy the necessity for protect- 
ing our commerce. In other words, the officials of the Navy 
ure trying to show to Congress that our commerce is so impor- 
tunt that it must be protected at all costs. 

In marked contrast to this policy, the Nation is confronted 
with an outburst from a naval officer, which, according to the 
press, has created one of the greatest stirs ever witnessed in 
European countries. Such idiotic, asinine outbursts put this 
Nation in bad repute with other nations of the world, and in- 
stead of increasing our commerce with friendly nations, this 
admirals prophecy has the effect of curtailing and destroying 
satisfactory trade relations. 

I would like to know from some source if naval admirals 
feel that they are directing the foreign policy of this country. 
I would like to know why we have a Secretary of the Navy 
that apparently can not control such officers as Admiral Plun- 
kett. I have said on many occasions that no individual who is 
a graduate of either of our military schools should be appointed 
as u civilian secretary of our department of defense for the 
reason their early training and environment was such as to 
muke it impossible for them to ever maintain a proper super- 
vision over those who have the same qualifications. 

Admiral Plunkett is the commandant of the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard. Admiral Magruder was the commandant of the Phila- 
delphia Navy Yard. Admiral Magruder made constructive 
recommendations through the columns of the Saturday Eve- 
ning Post and the Naval Committee calling attention, first, 
that we had too many destroyers out of commission; second, 
that some of our obsolete ships should be decommissioned and 
‘men and oflicers assigned to other positions advantageous to 
the Navy; and third, that we had too many officers on duty in 
Washington; and fourth, the enormous loss occasioned by hav- 
ing too many Davy yards in operation. I make the statement 
that the admiral was correct in his charges, and when he 
concluded his testimony before the Naval Affairs Committee 
he received the thanks of that committee; yet the Secretary of 
the Navy, with one fell swoop, whacked his head off officially 
because he really wanted to do something to make the Navy 
more efficient; and in striking contrast to what happened to 
Admiral Magruder the Nation is confronted by a statement 
from Admiral Plunkett which has hurt her more with England, 
Canada, Australia, New Zealand, and other nations with re- 
spect to the maintenance of friendly trade relations than any 
other single act by an individual for the past 50 years. 

Admiral Plunkett will probably not be disturbed, the 
newspaper stories say, “ Rebuke is withheld.” Everyone knows 
that the Navy has sunk to a mighty low ebb in the estimation 
of a majority of the people. It is such inefficiency at the head 
of this great bureau that has brought about the result whereby 
an officer feels that he has the right to make a declaration 
with respect to our foreign policy, having either no fear or 
respect of the Secretary of the Navy or the President of the 
United States, 

Mr. GILBERT 

Mr. MceCLINTIC. 


as 


Will the gentleman yield? 
I yield jo the gentleman. 
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Mr. GILBERT. This is not an isolated instance. Admirals 
are laying down the foreign policy of our Government in many 
instances. Rear Admiral Kittelle, stationed in the Philippines, 
has done more to stir up dissatisfaction in the Philippine 
Islands and cause ill feeling toward the people of the United 
States than all other circumstances put together. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. I thank the gentleman for the statement. 

Mr. GILBERT. He announced last summer that the United 
States would grant independence to the people of the Philip- 
pine Islands whenever all Filipinos could read, speak, and 
write the English language—and he announced that as the 
policy of this country toward the Filipinos. These militan 
chieftains are constantly prescribing our foreign policy, and 
in always militant tones, and should be called down. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. I think the gentleman will agree that as 
long as we allow admirals stationed in different parts of the 
world to announce the policy with respect to this Government, 
that instead of building up friendly relations with the countries 
of the world we are striking down the good feelings, which 
leaves us in bad repute. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I spoke at the meeting at 
the National Republican Club, and I may have provoked the 
statement made by Admiral Plunkett after my speech. I stated 
that war between England and the United States was not 
only impossible but was unthinkable. I stated that if the 
greed of commerce should get us into such a position, and 
diplomacy should blunder, that then the people of the United 
States and the people of Great Britain would simply refuse 
to go to war. Immediately after my speech I had to leave 
in order to catch a train to return to Washington. After I 
left a reporter from the New York Herald-Tribune, Mr. Charles 
White, who is not only a reporter but a great journalist, and 
who has been known in New York City for the last 30 years 
as a man of the highest reputation and standing, asked the 
admiral some questions, and as between Charlie White’s word 
and the admiral’s word, I would take the word of Charles 
White, becuuse his reputation would bear it out. 

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
his interruption, and I say to the House that the only object 
I have in bringing this to its attention is to show to the 
Nation that these officers are not being properly directed or 
controlled by the powers that be at the present time. In other 
words, if you or I were the Secretary of the Navy we would 
not stand for any such conduct on the part of an admiral. 
However, just as long as we appoint to this position men who 
have been educated in our military schools at the expense of 
the Government, just that long can you expect situations to 
exist like those that confront us at the present time with 
respect to the Navy. How about the Secretary of the Navy 
at the present time? I say the same situation would exist if 
he were a Democrat. At present the Director of Operations is 
one of his classmates. The Commander in Chief of the Navy 
is another one of his classmates, and I am told that the five 
who rank the highest with him in that school are the ones 
who now occupy the responsible positions in the Navy. It is 
for that reason that one can not tell men who have the same 
military qualifications and who have been brought up with 
you in the same class, that they must be quiet and that they 
must not make these unfortunate outbursts. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes out of order. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER. 
on what subject? 

Mr. BLACK of New York. In answer to the speech just 
made by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McCrrntic]}. 

Mr. BLANTON. In defense of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. BLACK of New York. The gentleman will learn as I 
proceed. 

Mr. SCHAFFER. Is the gentleman going to give us the Tam- 
many views or Governor Smith’s views of this controversy? 

Mr. BLACK of New York. It would take a man as strong 
as the Governor of New York to have the gentleman from Wis- 
consin understand anything. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
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Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, 


tleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr, Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, I know Admiral Plunkett very well, and I for one resent 
some of the suggestions that have been made about the admiral, 
not particularly those which have been just made, but those 
coming from the White House. 


There is no finer American in 
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country than the commandant of the New York Navy Yard 
Applause, 


1998 


Le - 


Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of New York. Not now. 
Admiral Plunkett is about to retire after a very distinguished 





exX- 
be inter- 


Admiral Plunkett can in no way, 


rvice to his country. 
l of the Navy and of the country, 


pt due to his love 


ested in the appropriation bill for the Navy that is about to 

ne to the House. The suggestion that has been made fron 

official quarters that his speech was prompted by a selfish 

ire to see inereased appre riation is not we rthy of the 
ire House, 

So far as this talk of war is concerned, war does not come 

speech of any admiral. Great fleets are not built to fight 


speech made by any Great fleets are built with 


rpose. If you want to have the genesis of anything like 
alk between the great powers of the rid to-day, go back 

) article written about two years ago by the leading Re- 
lican candidate for the Presidency, Secretary Hoover, it 
ection with foreign monopoly in some of the essentials of 
When the tire companies were about to imcrease the 

ice of tires and needed to have an advertisement to that effect, 
e Secretary of Commer Mr. Hoover, wrote an article de- 
uncing Great Britain's policy in most violent terms in con 
ection with the Stevenson plan of rubber restriction. The 


ntleman speaks of Admiral Plunkett interfering with foreign 
licy. Time and time again your Secretary of Commerce has 
umed control over the foreign affairs of this country. The 


entleman asks, “ Where are we going to get our foreign policy 


from? That is what the country is asking to-day. It is abs« 
tely hopeless at the present time to expect a foreign policy 
m the State Department. The State Department could have 








opped this situation, could have stopped this increasing of 
rmament throughout the world some time ago. I said on the 
floor of this House that it was plainly the duty of the State 





increase its fleet and 
»disarmament confer- 
test to Japan against 
nce. The 5-5-3 


Department when G Britain started to 
Japan started to increase her fleet, after tl 
to protest to Great Britain and to pr 
the inereasing of their fleets after that confer 





ence, 





itio of the disarmament conference was predicated in spirit 
nd it should have been put down in so many terms by Mr. 
Hughes and our delegates, on maintaining the then existing 


» 


tatus of auxiliary craft, or the whole 5-5-3 ratio as to capita 
hips was absolutely unbalanced and thrown out of gear. 

It is the State Department which has fears and doubts, and 
not Admiral Plunkett, who loves his country, that is responsible 
for our present relations with Great Britain. It was the State 
Department's absolute cowardice and fear to live up to its first 
duty after the armament in not protesting against 
the increase of the British fleet and the increase of the Japa 
nese fleet, and not our admiral, that has caused tension [Ap 
plause.] 


} 


s 
h conference 


AID FOR AGRIC 


LTURE 
The SPEAKER. 


is recognized. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, I w: 
resolution adopted on national legisiation at the ninth annual 
meeting of the Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation, held in St. 
Paul, Minn., January 17 to 19, 1928: 


The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KvatLe] 


to read the following 











The country’s attention is called to the policy of the people of the 
State of Minnesota as laid down by concurrent resolutions to Congres 
of two consecutive sessions of the State's legislature wherein there w 
et out the fundamental provisions necessary to restore equality to 
agriculture, and the creation by legislative and executive action of an 
agricultural equality commission to that end 

I. We renew our stand in support of this state-wide policy and 


insist on the early enactment by the present Congress, and Executive 
approval of legislation embodying these principles, which underlie the 
whole structure of the McNary-Haugen bi rhese principles, which we 
hold indispensable to any agricultural legislation worthy of the name, 
are 

(a) Federal farm board with broad powers to meet all conditions 


affecting agriculture; 








(b) Segregation of the expor le surplus of all farm commodities, 
so as to give the American farmer an Amert n market for all farm 
products consumed domestically; and 








(c) The payment of a commodity equalization fee on all agricultural 
products going into foreign commerce, thereby preventing government 
subsidy or price-fixing legislation. 

We deplore efforts of opposition to these principles, since after four 
bitter years of tireless efforts of farm organizations no substit 
worthy of consideration has been presented. 

We demand of the present Congress to stand firm without com] 
mise or waiver to this method of dealing with the critical agricultura 


situation, and pledge our united and unanimous support to the end 


} 
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that this legislation, long demanded and of immediate necessity. 1 
e speedily provided, 

We congratulate our members and farmers for r lovaity 
in this matter, and extend our a ion I Fy d 
t d activel assisting in tl lut fa 

ll. We fav increased tariff g ted tha 

ling etition with ee prod 2 s corn, flax 

8 ry pre ts, hides, and a f 

fron ition 
} Ww > r ‘ 7 @ nt - « 
2 1 t ! s t I ré iriy é 

\ 1 ] ind n ’ t commod 

I include Ise portion « the resolutiot dopted a he 
innunl meeting of the Minnesota Live Stock Breeders’ Associa 
io! ld January 20 The resolut is similar the fir 
those dopted at the farm bureau conventior 1 read: 

W d s com fre W y i vy « 8 
Or \ re Comn ‘ k 

ig Ol tion li \ 
these gentlem that \ pref l ‘ 
lLiauge lw ma l f to 
a I nd would destroy a hoy g I 
l z to Congress to enact 8 at Ww 
fy : oa 

I commend this to the attention of all tl Members of 
House who ure interested in the use nd cure of the preser 
plight of agriculture, I recommend it in particular to the care 
ful perusal and consideration of the Republican M« ers of 
n home State of Minnesota, and more especially those ond 
Republicar who are working overtime these day > 





put over the Coolidge-Mellon program of emascul: 
MeNury-Haugen bill by eliminating the equalization 
is a voice from the grass roots of Minnesota. Please give heed 
and take notice Applau 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Mr. WILLIAMSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


th: the bill (H. R. 190) to provide for more expeditious 


} 


settlement of money claims against the United States, and f« 
other purposes, be rereferred from the Committee on thy 


to the Cominittee 
say that I 
the Judiciary 


Judiciary 
I might 


mittee on 


on Expenditures. 

the chairman 

tne gentleman from 
l 


of the Com- 


Minnesota 


have cousults d 
and also 


|Mr. Knurson], the author of the bill, and both agree that the 
bill properly belongs to the Committee on Expenditures, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, has the 


an consulted with the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

Mr. WILLIAMSON, 
hor of the bill. 
The SPEAKER 
Ther Ws 


Ft 


geptlen 


Yes; with the chairman and with the 


au 
Is 


no objec tion. 


there objection? 


PROVIDING NDS FOR SUBCOMMITTEE OI 


DISTRICT O! 

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged re 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
privileged report from the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Resolutior 


THE COM MITTEE 


ON THE 


COLUMBIA 


port 


New York 
Accounts, 


from 
Committee on 


presents a 
which the 


ylved That the subcommittee of ft] Committ D of 
( imbia, now engaged, pursuant to a ymimitt 
vestigation of the government of the Distric f < ia t ved 
expenses of the same, not to exceed $2,000, w I a * paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Hou n vouchers a ed the 


chairman of the House Committee on the District of Colur 


Mr. BLANTON. Wherein is this privileged? 

Mr. MacGRBEGOR. It is for payment from 
fund. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
contingent fund? 

Mr. MacGREGOR. It 


the contingent 


By what authority is it to be paid from the 
will be if the House so directs. 
committee has approved it We did it last year. 
Mr. BLANTON. I shall not object to its consideration, but I 
doubt whether it is privileged 
Mr. MacGREGOR. I do not think there is any doubt about 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes the 
Kentucky {[Mr. GILBerT}. 
The SPEAKER. The 
nized for 10 minutes. 


The 


it to gentleman from 


gentleman from Kentucky is 


a 
recog 
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Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, in 
some small degree I wish to apologize to the House for taking 
the time of the House on a matter of relative unimportance, and 
yet when we realize that the District is our home and that we 
must pay greater attention to affairs at home you will par- 
don me, 

The committee referred to in the resolution as the committee 
investigating the government of the District of Columbia is 
better known as the Gibson committee. Perhaps it would be in 
better taste, coming from some oue who is not a member of the 
committee, to sing its praises; and yet the chairman of this 
committee is a man of such modesty that he has never told this 
House really of the accomplishments of his committee, and, 
perhaps, as no one but its members know of it, it would be 
better that the statement should come frem me, a member of 
the minority. This committee functioned throughout the Sixty- 
ninth Congress, and the results of its investigations have been 


great. 
Two of the civilian commissioners who were then in office 
have resigned. It was shown by this committee that one of 


those commissioners was acting as guardian and committee for 
enough insane wards to keep 10 men busy if he gave the busi- 
ness proper attention. Another one was disclosed to be inter- 
ested in contracts of large amounts with the District; and, as 
I have just stated, both of these commissioners have since 
resigned, 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLAnToN] the other day 
enalled attention to a thing that the House should consider 
seriously, and reform the conditions at St. Elizabeths Hospital. 
That is one situation that has not been remedied, and it should 
be tjoth the gentleman from Texas and myself called atten- 
tion to the situation at the last Congress, and called upon the 
Secretary of the Interior to discharge the superintendent whom 
the evidence showed conclusively was not suited for that place. 
I refer to Doctor White. I do not know why action has not 
been tuken, but the facts remain that there are at that institu- 
tion many more employees than are necessary. To be accurate, 
they had 1 employee to every 4 patients, whereas in similar 
institutions in the country as a whole the average is 1 to 8 or 
1 to 10. Their bookkeeping is faulty and very misleading. It 
was shown that one man who had escaped from that institu- 
tion was reported as having been improved and discharged. 
The amounts expended in fuel and other supplies were out of 
all proportion. The attention of the Congress and of the De- 
partment of the Interior has been called to that fact, but no 
step has been taken by those in charge to remedy that situation. 

tut let me get to a suggestion that is now perhaps more 
pertinent. You saw in the papers the other day that one of 
the companies here, the Terminal Co., had on that day paid 
into the tax collector $239,863 in back taxes extending over 
u period ef 18 years. It is a fact, or it was a fact a few 
months age, that four corporations owed the District of Co- 
lumbia back taxes approximating $1,000,000, 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say to my colleague that concern- 
ing all of those back taxes we called to the attention of the 
corporation counsel, the new corporation counsel, whom my 
friend from Kentucky helped to create and caused to be ap- 
pointed, has collected from practically all of those corporations 
the money they owed in back taxes for so many years. 

Mr. GILBERT. It has never been my purpose simply to 
criticize and never to praise. I was coming to that. The gentle- 
man from Texas is partially correct, and under the terrific 
lashings of that committee the corporation counsel practically 
admitted his inability to handle the situation, and resigned. 
The present corporation counsel, Mr. William W. Bride, 1 want 
to say, is doing splendid work. He has collected not all, but 
he is in negotiation as to all of those taxes, with the hope 
of an early adjustment, amounting to millions of dollars, and, 
as I say, some of them having been owing for 18 years, 

The condition in the police courts as to jury trials is still 
distressing, They were 16 months behind at the time of that 
investigation. The recorder of deeds office is far behind. I 
see present the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Houston], the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Bowman], the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Gipson], and the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. Buanron]. They and myself were on that committee. I 
want to compliment the other members of it for doing a real 
constructive service without any effort to have their praises 
sounded. I want to say to you, though, that there never was a 


more conscientious official who has done better work for the 
Distriet and who is entitled to the gratitude of the Congress 
and the taxpayers of the District than the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grrson]. 
plaiuse. | 


{Ap- 
That committee, largely under his control, has al- 
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ready placed reforms in operation which are now saving the 
District an estimated $161,258.60 per annum. They have other 
recommendations which they want to carry on and other in- 
vestigations to make, not so much for the purpose of criticizing 
as to construct. 

The resolution offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr 
MacGrecor] is simply to allow this committee $2,000 with 
which to help carry on this work. Most of us on the committee 
are attorneys and we have never had any attorneys to assist 
us, but the gentleman from Vermont, as chairman, needs a 
clerk. We are only asking $2,000, I am sure there is not s 
Member of this House who is going to complain or would com- 
plain if we asked twice as much, But the gentleman from 
Vermont, acting as chairman, needs a clerk, and I felt this was 
the proper time to advise the House as to the proceedings of 
the committee affecting the affairs of its own home city. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 

Mr. SCHAFER. The gentleman stated that a report had 
been made to the corporation counsel of the District as to cer 
tain: delinquent taxes, but has any report been made to the 
United States district attorney or has any investigation been 
commenced with reference to the criminal violations of the 
law which the committee has disclosed ? 

Mr. GILBERT. I know of no criminal prosecrtions pending 

Mr. SCHAFER. But did not the testimony before the com- 
mittee develop facts which would warrant action being taken 
for criminal violations? 

Mr. GILBERT. Well, we made a very exhaustive report, 
and, in my opinion, in some instances it did. But that is all I 
care to say about it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I join with 
his admiration for the good work done by the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Grsson], but I, for one, want to say I have ob- 
tained a great deal of information from the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON], and I admire the energy of the gentle- 
man from Texas and commend the efforts he has put forth in 
counection with the work of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. MacGREGOR. 
additional minutes, 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, what I said about the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Gipson] was not meant in any wise to 
single him out as the only one to merit praise. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] is a man of untiring energy and 
great ability. He and Mr. Gipson make a fine working pair. 
Mr. BLanvon will find out more than Mr. Gipson and Mr. 
GIBson Will make better use of it after it is found out. [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. BLANTON is one of the finest investigators I have 
ever known, and the committee and the Congress owe him great 
thanks. [Applause.] 

Mr. MacGRBEGOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Blanton}. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, there is but one proposition 
before this House, and that is to allow the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Gipson] $2,000 for an extra clerk. That is the 
sole purpose. I feel I have a right to speak against that propo- 
sition because I am a member of the Gibson subcommittee. 
The Gibson subcommittee has done no more than its duty, the 
duty it owes the people and the duty it owes the Congress. 
They have merely done their duty, and every committee in this 
Congress can accomplish just as much in their work that is 
laid out for them by the Congress as the Gibson committee if 
they will only work on their propositions. Everything the 
Gibson committee has accomplished to this date it has accom- 
plished without an extra clerk, and it does not need an extra 
clerk. 

I am with the gentleman from Vermont just as far as he 
wants to go if he will do it without extra expense to the tax 
payers. I have done my share of the work on this Gibson 
committee and I never asked for an extra clerk. The Congress 
gives me two clerks; it gives Mr. Gipson two clerks; it gives 
Judge Giteert two clerks; and it gives the other members of 
the Gibson committee two clerks, the same as it does for every 
other Congressman. It gives our friend Gipson a special office 
in the Capitol close by. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to correct him? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not have that office by reason of the 
fact that I am the chairman of this subcommittee. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know; but you have it just the same. 

Mr. GIBSON. There is no connection between the two. 

Mr. BLANTON. Qh, but you have it. 
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Mr. GIBSON. But I get it by reason of being chairman of | of that work, and we ed back t e Treasur ut of the 
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from March until December last investigating District I Lilinois [Mr. MappEen] wl j he chain 1 of tl ( 
us, When it is a Federal institution supposed to be inves- | mittee on Appropriations. 
ng Federal business, and nothing else, and had no legal } Mr. BLANTON Will the ge le an yield ? 
iority to waste its time on District matters | Ir. GIBSON ’ 
I wasted $105,000 of the tax money of this country investi- MI BLANTON And th oe from I nors { Mu M AD- 
iing District bureaus. In what way are the people of the | |! has no more authority to violate the law than any other 
United States interested in District bureaus, if you please’ e 434 Congressmen He has the same duty that every 
Why should they pay the expense of investigating District | other Congressman has to obey the law. 
reaus, if you please? ‘The District people should pay it Mr. GIBSON. I deny that there has been any violation of 
themselves, the law in any way, shape, or manner, and I assert that the 
I do not approve of this. Our friend Gireson went beyond | chairman of the great Committee on Appropriations, that has 


he pale of the law when he caused that to be done, because | charge of allocating three or four billion dollars of the money 
ere was not any law for it; and the Bureau of Efficiency | of the people of this country has a right to obtain informa- 
went beyond the pale of the law when it did these things, be- | tion as to where it ought to go by every honorable means. 
k iuse there was no law for it. Further, the investigation by the Bureau of Efficiency this 
This is just a paltry $2,000, but I object to the precedent it | last summer was undertaken also at the request of the Com- 
establishes. I want to say to you thut every member of the} missioners of the District of Columbia. The Bureau of Effi- 
Gibson committee will do just as good work without this $2,000 | ciency during the last five years has made at least a dozen 
as he will with it. I am carrying my part of the load. I want | investigations of the District, and for the information of the 
to say that if I can do my part of it as one member of the sub- | gentleman from Texas I will be pleased to put them in the 
committee, our friend Mr. Greson ought to be able to do his part | Recorp. The bureau has made a dozen investigations at the 


of it What is there about this work that requires another | request of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, as 
clerk? I can handle my part of it and I think I have brought | it ! the right to do 
much information to the committee as any member of it. I | Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman again yield? 
have brought the information to them and I will continue to Mr. GIBSON. Yes 
do it. Mr. BLANTON. May I ask our friend from Vermont whai 


I wish the House would not allow this, although there is no | authority has the District Commissioners over any Federal 

way to stop it. It is a bad precedent. We are going to have | bureau of this Government? Who gave them authority to ask 

the time arrive preity soon when every time a committee does 

something they will ask for limousines like these naval officers | — a 
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bureau to obey their behest? There is no such 


did under the bill which was introduced in the basket through Mr. GIBSON A Federal bureau may come in to help any 
the clerk of the committee, with the name of our friend from | other agency of the Federal Government or of the District 
Oklahoma, Mr. MoCrintic, attached to it. government where it can render any assistance and save the 
Mr. MacGREGOR. Will the gentleman yield? money of the people of the couatry. 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes. Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
Mr. MacGREGOR. Does the gentleman think they would | question 

ver get it from the Committee on Accounts? The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLANTON. If they do not get it from the Committee The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to*the reso- 
on Accounts, they will get it from some other committee. There | lution 
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is always a way of getting these things. The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
I want to commend my friend while he is on the floor for | Mr. BLANTON) there were—ayes 9, noes 5 
forgetting about his bad so-called reorganization bill that he Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote and make 
brought in the other day. | the point that there is no quorum present. 
Mr. MacGREGOR. Perhaps I have not forgotten it. | The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quorum present. The 


Mr. BLANTON. I hope the gentleman will forget it. If the | Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will 
gentleman brings in many more bills like that, the House is | notify absent: Members, and the Clerk will eall the roll 
going to lose confidence in the gentleman’s committee, and it | The question was taken; and there were—yeas 5235, nays 14, 
has had the greatest confidence in the committee up to this | not voting, 96, as follows: 


time. That kind of measure makes us watch the gentleman’s | FRoll No. 18 
bills a little more closely. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I regret I was not present when | Adk Beedy Bowman B 5 
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resolution was agreed to. 


The following pairs were announced : 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 


Mr. Vestal with 
Mr. Kiess with 
Mr. Wood with 
Mr. McFadden with Mr 


Purnell with Mr. Gallivan. 


Mr. Byrns, 

Mr. Spearing, 
Mr. Tucker. 
Drane. 


Mr. Kendall with Mr. Kindred. 
Mr. Madden with Mr. Lyon. 
Mr. Aldrich with Mr. Major of Missouri. 


Rutherford 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Schneider 
Seger 
Shallenberger 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Sinnott 
Smith 

Snell 

Somers, N. Y, 
Speaks 
Sproul, Kans, 
Steele 
Stevenson 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 


Summers, Wash. 


Sumners, Tex, 
Swank 

Sweet 

Swing 
Tatgenhorst 
‘Temple 
Thatcher 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tillman 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Updike 
Vincent, Mich, 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wainwright 
Ware 
Warren 
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Watres 
Watson 
Weaver 
Welch, Calif, 
Weller 
Welsh, Pa. 
White, Colo. 
White, Kans, 
White, Me. 
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Whittington 
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Wilson, La 
Wilson, Miss, 
Winter 
Woodrum 
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Mr. Bacon with Mr. Parks. 

Mr. Palmer with Mr. Sullivan, 

Mr. Cooper of Ohio with Mr. Aswell 

Mr. Ransley with Mr. Brand of Georgia. 

Mr. Curry with Mr. Sears of Florida. 

Mr. Frear with Mr. Stedman 

Mr. Green of Lowa with Mr. Cartwright. 

Mr. Hancock with Mr. Kent, 

Mr. Taber with Mr. Lindsay. 

Mr. Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Mooney, 

Mr. King with Mr. Quayle. 

Mr. Swick with Mr. Steagall. 

Mr. Kopp with Mr. Sanders of Texas. 

Mr. Hoch with Mr. Carley. 

Mr. Wolverton with Mr. De Rouen. 

Mr. Clarke with Mr. Igoe. 

Mr. Beck of Pennsylvania with Mr. McSweeney. 

Mr. Anthony with Mr. Pou. 

Mr. Michaelson with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 

Mr. Pratt with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. O'Connor of New York, 

Mr. Sproul of Illinois with Mr. Kunz. 

Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Jacobstein. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. Doyle 

Mr. Arentz with Mr. Wingo 

Mr. Newton with Mr. Sirovich. 

Mr. Andrew with Mr. Driver. 

Mr. Brand of Ohio with Mr. Sabath. 

Mr. Leatherwood with Mr. Connally of Texas, 

Mr. Morgan with Mr. McMillan. 

Mr. Parker with Mr. Carss. 

Mr. Sears of Nebraska with Mr. Palmisano. 

Mr. Strother with Mr. Berger. 
PERMISSION FOR THE COMMITTEE ON 
DURING SESSIONS OF 


Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Military Affairs, including the subcommittee 
may be permitted to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNeti). The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that the Committ: 
on Military Affairs and the subcommittee may be permitted to 
sit during the sessions of the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRBNTT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman 
durirg all the sessions of this Congress? 

Mr. MORIN. The Committee on Military Affairs is going to 
give hearings on the Muscle Shoals beginning next Monday. 
That takes up a great deal of time, and we want to sit during 
the period during the disposition of that question. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I understand the gentleman is 
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mean 


making the request with the formal approval of the com 
mittee? 

Mr. MORIN. I am directed by the committee to make th 
request, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will it not be agreeable to 


the gentleman to limit it to 30 days, and if at the end of that 
time the committee requires more time he can ask for ex 
tension. 

Mr. MORIN. We may not require that time, and 30 days 
will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Further reserving the right to object, is 
the committee going to hold hearings on one measure alone, or 
will the rest of us who are interested in that be given hearings 
on our bills? 

Mr. MORIN. Here are gentlemen interested in one bill or 
one phase of a bill. If the gentleman from New York has a 
bill for the disposition of Muscle Shoals and which is to be 
heard——— 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I should like to have a day in court on 
my bill. I have no misgivings as to what is going to happen 
to my bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORIN. As far as I am concerned, I would be glad to 
hear the gentleman, 
Mr. BLANTON. 

Washington? 

Mr. MORIN. Yes; in the committee room. 

Mr. BLANTON. And there will be no hearings at 
Shoals or elsewhere that will cost money? 

Mr. MORIN. No. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How many bills are there be 
fore the committee on Muscle Shoals? 

Mr. MORIN. I am not positive, but I think there are four 
or five—there may be more. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Up to this time the gentleman 
thinks the number five. Is there any reason why there should 
not be a proper hearing on each one of those bills? 

Mr. MORIN. The committee may not wish to give hearings 
on some of the bills, as they do not come within the scope that 
the committee has outlined. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I asked the question because of 
the tremendous importance of the problem and the interest that 
the people of the Nation have in it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania asks unanimous consent that the Military Affairs 
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wnderson, J Le 
ry Affairs. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The ger man from Mim 


asks unanimous consent te fi 


Ande! 


withdraw papers m the files 


ie case of Syvert A. Is there objection? 
Mr. TILSON, Reserving the ght to object, we would like 
w whether there has been iny id e report on 1tf 
ir. KVALE. The gentlemai from Pennsylvania [Mr 


IN the chairman of the Military Affairs Committee, has 
d me that this is the proper procedure 
M MORIN. I have no objection. 
ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
ing about this matter, and so far as I myself am concerned 
e no objection; but I think it the invar rule that 
an adverse report has made it is hot permitted 
the papers. be withdrawn. If an adverse report has been 
e in this case, they should 1 be withdrawn. 
Mr. KVALE. I regret that an adverse report has bee 
le in this case; but my request is merely to have an affidavit 
returned 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I think this exception is also 
le, that in case it is desired to withdraw papers where an 
erse report has been made, copies may be left, but that no 


do not how 


ible 
been 


to say 


1 


r may be withdrawn where an adverse report has been 
de unless a copy is left in the file. 
Mr. BLANTON. The rule does not go that far. The prec 


that where an ad 
permitted to be with 


that I have examined are to the effect 
e report has been made no 
iwn, and that ought to be the rule and custom. 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; but I think exceptions have been made 
re it is desirable to get the original affidavit. 

Mr. BLANTON. I object, unless the gentleman 
re has been no adverse report filed. 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. 


ON, 


papers are 


can show 


ADDRESS OF I CHARLES L. ABERNETHY 


Mr. McCKBOWN. 


Mr. Speaker, 


[I ask 


unanimous 


+ 
to 


consent 





end my remarks in the Recorp by inserting therein an ad 
ss delivered last night over the radio by the gentleman from 
rth Carolina [Mr. ABERNETHY]. 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Okla 
na asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
orp in the manner indicated. Is there objection? 

there was no objection. 

Mr. McKEOWN. under leave to extend my 


Mr. Speaker, 
following 


the 


oT 


made by Congressman 
January 25, 1928, 


offer tl 
ABERNETHY 


‘ rks, ] 
CHARLES L, 


le speech 


to farmers on 


radio station WTIKFF, from Washington, D. C 


RE 


AGRICULT" 


question of substantial farm 
largely dependent upon the ’ i 
ing and getting together, the 


the veto of the Pres if x 

books laws which will grant 

and with tl ly favores 

reasonable return labors and efforts. 
1 


ident, 





try ose speci: 


for his 





For one who has consistently supports the McNary-Haugse bill, I 

ire to appeal to the who in each Congress put this gislatior t 
ront to call into conference not only th western Member ‘ 
tress, but also those Members who come from that great agricul 











1 section, the South. Let us cor together this session of Cx ess 
1 so frame this legislation as » enable tl southern Members of 
rress and the western Members of Congress to join fore and organ 
and to pass substantial farm-relicf legislati through Co Ss 
1 to have enough votes to override the y of the President tl 
t of his disapproval The situ n of the is too criti f 
0 play politics with n s a ned i relief Wh 
led is legislation, and » can not se re t this sess 
ss unless we iron « fferences and ¢on te er on t 
ntial principles of tl M iry-Haugen proposal, reg S 
! it may affect the fortul f certa tat en a t s t f 
President. 
Those who represent the great farm organizatio1 of the cou 
t realize that the plight of the f at tl makes it 
rative that those of 1 w re : tly ng to give r 
him need more vote in Cong! than we had at I last sé m < 
ngress; and to secure these vot tl I t I y among fa 
leaders, and the rea] friends of the farmer in and out of Congress, 
and that there must be free, open, and full eooperation and organization 
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} 
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1) 








t g ine farm relief s mn & t se] r 
ion good 
i ! T t r trv 
s ving 1 eTa of | er t } it 
r ir “4 ‘ ally x \ 
tur t every t ( 
A t ) “d I base f by « ' 
I 5 t s he 
s ey cor l And I v 
‘ I and f 
des i it ind Z lily s hat laws 
the 1 rote g d be gy } 1 try and « ers Ww 
m t I eals t ( 
i t { In ft G é grar { m ft 
ri s i | ue or to Ss ®] i priv 4 r 
( t e t n Ss int s 
t t t t abou l es who re 
leges are s zg and powerful, united, I well « 1, d 
vanta in ned | them, thx will seek to np l fer 
8 Ww n I wW the f I t 
n f s frie hence the g t ‘ ty 
our forces for the conflict. 
Chere are many strong men in the country wl have s fort t 
I } i? + I it § m 3 | 7 ‘ 
I I ir purpose the relief of the farme it u ss we can 
LW rom | 1 f authorship and can cr r our f es « < 
is well known, with the pr nt conditions as t x 
that t ( look for I f is not cht. Favor ‘ 
v I t! earings bet t I Agi ( 
that xpect f t gr tee t ( 
" Ww \ t I f t in ee, ins 1 
I s ré ted f f min ‘ was the <¢ 
f ce r 3 
O t ¥ s at this t is for tl val s States and 
Gi t I g t reduction f 
xe8 rhe total amount of taxes paid on farm property 
increased from about $344.000,000 in 1914 to abont $870,000,000 in 
192 ind in the years 1926 and 1927 there has been practically no 
relief given the farmer in is taxes Land taxation is all out of 
proportion ompared with other forms of taxation. Prices received 
for rm products rose from an index of 100 in 1914 to 209 in 1919, 
and dropped to 136 in 1926 and to about 130 in 1927 The burden of 
tuxation practically wiped out farm earnings during the years of low 
returns from farm products 
Need for readjustment of freight rates on agricultural products is 
mperative The agricultural situation has been and is now being 
t i by various groups and from various angles. 
Me s of Congr lave been supplied with interesting and vo- 
iminous data The National Industrial Conferen Board and the 
( r of erce the United States have just furnished us with 
1 27 ige | « prepared by the Pusine Men’s Commission on Agri 
t ait ‘ ecently there has been sent to our desks a R ‘ 
he A iltural Situation by t Special Committes f the « 
{ nd Colleges and Univ sit iv ] é 
S I S divid Is have ht ft give 4 ht <« t 3 
¥ I ! 
l rtations are Ipful in the 5 Ler l 
but ir divided rank ‘ t seri I t 
s 1 Congr to-day ind indid opi n, as I 1 
wha ve need m . ae t tical time re v 
I ri v r re ( ft 1 le lat f m f 
( ~ I t s har y I believ Ww can \ r we ad 
nize r re ep h real frie f f f ' Cong ¢ 
fra nd { ippropriate lation ¥ h will ben ‘ I 
ln s and ve ther ) x d opp unit h bers 
th AWs. 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under unanimor nsent order 
the Clerk will call the Consent Ca dar, 
OKANOGAN PROJECT WASH iTON 
Che first business on the Cor t Calendar was bill (EI. R 


to 


7203) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior transfer the 
Oxanogan pre ject, i 1 the Stat tft Washington, to the Okanogan 
rrigation district upon payment of charges stated. 

The Clerk 1 d the titl f ft ilk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to th 


: present 
ideration of the 
Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. , 
Mr. SINNOTT. As I understand it, it takes three objectors, 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
M BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object, 
Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. I do not think 
particular instance, because the bill 
calendar by unanimous consent, 


hil 
Di 


Speaker, I object 


lit requires three in 


rt 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It retains its place on the cal- 
endar by unanimous consent, but the Chair understands that it 
takes three objections. 


Mr. CHINDBLOM. Under the rule there must be a new 
filing for the Consent Calendar. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore The present occupant of the 


chair does not understand it that way, but will leave that in 


abevance to be decided liter. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, there are three objectors, 
anywa 
Mr. BLANTON, 1 think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


CULNDBLOM] is right about that, and I think the matter ought 
to be decided now. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Let me suggest that after it has been 
placed back on the calendar, after one objection, it has to have 
three objections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair understands that under unanimous consent it could only 
retain its place ou the calendar and that the next time called it 
could be objected to. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM, It is moot in this case. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Only when a bill retains its place with- 
out prejudice is one objection required the second time it is 
called, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was not as 
understood it. The Clerk will cali the next bill. 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 


the Consent Calendar was the bill 
at the United States 


the Chair 


The next business on 
(H. R. 9202) to authorize construction 
Military Academy, West Point, N. Y. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That there hereby authorized to 
priated the sum of $185,000 for the purpose of razing the old cadet 
hall at the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y., 
and of preparing the plans and specifications and of excavating the 
grmind and otherwise preparing the for the construction of a 
cadet barracks at the United States Military Academy (the total 
{ of which is not to exceed $825,000) : Provided, That the Superin- 
tendent of the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y., 
with the approval of the Secretary of War, is authorized to employ 
architects to draw the necessary plans and specifications from funds 
herein authorized when appropriated, 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, the form of the bill before us, 
it seems to me, can be materially improved, and I offer the 
following amendment as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
offers a substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CRAMTQN offers the flowing substitute for H. R. 9202: Strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That there is hereby authorized the razing of the old cadet mess 
hall at the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y., and the 
construction of a new cadet barracks at a total cost not to exceed 
Provided, That the superintendent of the United States Mill- 
tary Academy, West Point, N, Y., with the approval of the Secretary 
of War, is authorized to employ architects to draw the necessary plans 
and specifications from funds herein authorized when appropriated.” 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the situation, 
it is contemplated to tear down the old mess hall and to con- 
struct a new building, and it was the purpose to have the limit 
of cost as stated, $825,000, of which not more than $185,000 it is 
expected shall be appropriated for the fiscal year 1929, later 
appropriations within the limit of cost to be made. The bill 
before us it seems to me would leave some confusion as to the 
necessity for further legislation. The draft which I have pre- 
sented closes the matter so far as the authority is concerned. 
The appropriations will have to take their customary course 
through the Budget and the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is aware of the fact that our 
Government now has a large corps of expert architects in 
regular employ Why can they not design this building? Why 
it necessary every time we build a new building in some 
department to provide that there be employed outside archi- 
tects, when we have a whole bunch of them already? 

Mr. CRAMTON, That question is not directly involved in 


Be is be appro- 


mess 


site 
new 


$825,000 : 


is 


what I have attempted. 
Mr. BLANTON 
thorized to employ architects. 


Your «mendment provides that they are au- 
The proviso should be retained. 
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Mr. CRAMTON, In order not to become entangled w 
that, Mr. Speaker, I will offer my amendment as a substity 
down to the proviso, and let the proviso take care of its 
I offer mine only as a substitute down to the provis« 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agr 
ihe substitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engr 
ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 


JANUA 


R L 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 1 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was pa 


was laid on the table, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


The Clerk will report the 1 


PACIFIC SOLDIERS’ 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the | 
(H. R. 6990) to authorize appropriations for construction 
the Pacific Branch, Soldiers’ Home, Los Angeles County, Calif 
and for other purposes. | 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BRANCH, HOME, CALIFORNIA 


Is there objection to the pi 


The Clerk will report the 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriat 
not exceed $2,100,000 to be expended for the construction anid 
installment at the Pacific Branch, Soldiers’ Home, Los Angeles County 
Calif., of 12 barrack buildings and such utilities and appurtenan 
thereto as in the judgment of the Board of Managers of the Nation 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers may be necessary. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. The 
bill as written provides for “12 barrack buildings and such 
utilities and appurtenances thereto as in the judgment of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers may be necessary.” I think if we authorize the build 
ings and appurtenances and leave it to the Congress to decide 
what is necessary, on their recommendation, that will be sufii 
cient. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. 
“such” at the beginning of 
“thereto,” strike out the 


The SPEAKER pro 
to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on 
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill wat passed 
wus laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

Mr. CRAIL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to express to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BLanvron], the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA], and the gentleman from Texas [Mr,. Brack], and 
those other Members of the House who objected to the passage 
of this bill on January 16 and who have to-day withdrawn or 
withheld objection, my sincere personal appreciation for per- 
mitting the bill to pass the House at this time. 

As the Representative of the district in which the soldiers’ 
home at Sawtelle, Los Angeles County, Calif., is located, I wish 
also to extend grateful appreciation to all of the Members of 
this House for their loyalty and patriotism in passing this bill 
so expeditiously and granting this much-needed relief to the 
disabled veterans of our Nation’s wars. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAIL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to say that there was not any 
objection to this bill being considered in an orderly way at 
any time. The objection was only to taking it up in a hurry 
before gentlemen had had time to look into it. By delaying its 
passage a few days, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cram 
Ton] has offered a very good amendment to it, which helps out 
considerably. 

Mr. CRAIL. I want to say that 5,000,000 veterans and their 
families and friends will appreciate the action of the Congress 
to-day on this much-needed legislation, 


to 


th 


CRAMTON: Page 1, Strike out 
the line, and line 7, after 


remainder of the paragraph. 


line 7, the word 


on the word 


tempore. The question is on agreeing 


the en- 


The Clerk will report the next 








Mr. Speaker, I ask unanime consent to revise and extend 

vr irks 
[ SPEAKER pro tempor Is there objection to the ger 
ns reques 
ere was no objectior 

Mr. CRAIL. The amendme which has been adopted is 
y Satisfactory and perhaps strengthens the bill. I am sure 
I can say that the veterans of this Congress, of which thers 
SS, and the veterans throughout the Nation, of which there 

e now approximately 5,000,000, their families and friends 
ill be grateful to the Members of this House for their generous 

1 considerate action to-day 1 authorizing and directing the 

lacement of the fire-trap barracks at the soldiers’ home at 

vielle, Calif., with modern, fireproof, sanitary barracks, which 

ill make safe and comfortable the declining years of the dis 

ed veterans who are dependent upon tl gratitude i i 

at Nation. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

CONSTRUCTION OF MILITARY POSTS 

The next business on the Consent Calendar w the bill (H. 1 
7478) to authorize appropriations for construction at military 

sts, and for other purposes 

he title of the bill was read 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 

t consideration of the bill? 

M LAGUARDIA Reserving the right to obje Mr 
speaker, I understand the entire amount has heretofore beet 
ppropriated ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. It has been authorized. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There ! been some saving in the co. 

uction, and the additional amount now authorized is sim 
ply a transfer, and does not inerease the original amou 
uthorized ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. That is correct 
Mr. BLANTON. . It is a mere matter of bookkeeping? 

Vr. WRIGHT. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider: 
tion of the bili? 


There was ne objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to authorize appr 
priations for construction at military posts, and for other purposes,’ 
pproved March 3, 1927, is hereby amended so as to strike out the 


for $500,000 for barracks at 


following : 
$300,000 ; 


authorization therein 

and to substitute therefor the 
“For Fort 

$200,000.”" 


The SPEAKER. The question 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


OKANOGON 


Fort Benning, Ga., 


fJenning, Ga., barracks, to complete the hospital, 


is on the engrossment and 


IRRIGATION PROJECT, WASHINGTON 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(S. 1661) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to transfer 
the Okanogon project, in the State of Washington, the 
Okanogon irrigation district upon payment of charges stated. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous conseut that this bill be passed over without preju- 
dice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


to 


INDIANS OF THE WALKER RIVER RESERVATION 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R 
8281) to provide for the withdrawal of certain described lands 
in the State of Nevada for the use and benefit of the Indians of 
the Walker River Reservation. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON, 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BLANTON. 

The SPEAKER. 
hears but one objection. 


I object. 

This bill requires three objections. 
1 object. 

Are there any other objections? The 
The Clerk will report the bill. 


Chair 
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The Clerk read as follows 
Be it ena ¢ That the ‘ lesertbed lands situa he 
c ¢ Nev In i they } W iraw I t 
I Is ‘ e us i of the | ~ 
W r River Reservat de } { . } } l 
xistin 1 s t of r \A 
‘ ds All f tow ) t rt! Ww f 
t h, 1 z “ t 
ra ‘ é west half of township 12 nort un t I t al 
ownship 1 rt range SO east, of Meunt | 
SPI AKER rhe questiol is I engros ( J 
! I ng « t] bill 
lered e el Oss : ¥ 1 a thir Line 
W I l ( int Lit ane » tl 
\ to reconsider tl whet he bill was l 
\ iid on the tabl 
| SPEAKER The Clerk wi epol he nex I 
bik ALN LANDS BORDERLIN ON SBUMM LAK NI 
i} xt business on the Consent Calendar was bill 
H. R. S282) to provide for the permanent withdrawal of cer- 
ain lands bordering on and adjacent to Summit Lake, Nev., 
{¢ ! Paiute, Shoshone, and other Indians. 
rhe tithe of the bill was read 
rl SPEAKER Is there ybjection to tl present ‘ 
sideration of the bill? 
there was no objection. 
IV} SPEAKER The Clerk will report the bill 
i Clerk read as follows 
i nacted, etc., That the following-d ribe in N 
I b f dis on, 
r the Paiute is n ds P 
India is the NSecre t I ttl ‘ 
P ‘ the with va Au zod Wb be to 
I I valid rights of any 1 s ds ad bed Ir l 
4 >. 24, al 2 tow 2 Oo range < st 3 o 1, 
w I 41 rtt range 20 eaat nd tioba sé s 5 1 6 
township 41 ortl rang 26 east « tl Mout L> lo n n 
Neva 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 


third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
was read the third time, and pussed 


and read a third time, 


A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was } ed 
was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill 
KOOSHAREM BAND OF INDIANS 


business 


The next on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
H. R. 8292) to reserve 120 acres on the public domain for the 
use and benefit of the Koosharem Band of Indians residing in 
the vicinity of Koosharem, Utah. 


Che Clerk read the 
SPEAKER 
tion « the bill? 

The wis no obijex tion 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


title of the bill 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


as 
f 
re 


Be it enacted, ete., That 120 acres of land described the w iif 
southwest quarter and southwest quarter northeast quarter section 9, 
township 27 south, range 1 west, Salt Lake meridian, Utah, be, and the 
same is, hereby reserved for the sole use and « ipancy of t Koos- 
harem Band of Indians in Utah: Provided, That the rights and elaims 
of any bona fide settler initiated under the public land laws p r to 
November 5, 1927, the date of withdrawal of the lands m all rm 
of entry, shall not be affected by this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


was read the third time, and passed 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
was laid on the table. 


DISBURSEMENT 


bill was passed 


OF FEDERAL FUNDS 


» next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (Hi 


R. 


to regulate, control, and safeguard the disbursement of 
Federal funds expended for the creation, construction, exten- 
sion, repair, or ornamentation of any public building, highway, 
levee, dam, excavation, dredging, drainage, or other conetrue- 


for other 
the title 


and 
read 


tion project 
The Clerk 


purposes, 
of the bill 


The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object 
INTERNATIONAL DAIRY CONGRESS 
rhe next business on the Consent Calendar was House Joint 
Resolution 156, authorizing the President to ept the invita- 
tion of the British Government to appoint delegates to the 
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Kighth International Dairy Congress, to be held in Great Brit- 
win during June-July, 1928, and providing for an appropriation 
of $10,000 for the payment of the expenses of the delegates, 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
Loo y and I object. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, If the 
jection, this an invitation extended to 
Government. The President has accepted it and has sent a 
request to Congress for this appropriation. If the gentleman 
believes the appropriation is too large, we can reduce it from 
S1O0.000 to SO.Q99 

Vr. BLANTON. We cau send a real dairy expert or two as 
delegates over there without sending a bunch of pleasure seekers 


2088 


think the appropriation is 
larce, 
withhold his ob- 


the United States 


gentleman will 


¢ 
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only “relief” of agriculture that will 
White alley during the present session, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was Lo objection, 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be. 
hereby, authorized and requested to accept 
to participate in the HRighth 
in Great Britain 
the President 
36, Seventieth 


JANUARY 


2h 


have a chance for 


and he j 
the invitation of the British 
International Dairy Congress 
June—July, 1928, forth 

1928, Sent 


appoin 


Government 
to be held 
the message of 
Document No 
delegates to said dairy congress 

Sec. 2. That the sum or much thereof 
necessary, is hereby authorized to be appropriated for the payment o 
the expenses of the delegates in attending such congress, including ¢) 
compensation of employees, 
lieu of 


during 
of 


Congress, 


as set 
January 5, 


first 


printed as 


session, and to 


of $10,000, as as 


may »b 


transportation, subsistence, or per diem in 


subsistence—notwithstanding the provisions of any other act— 


} and such other expenses as the President shall deem proper. 


from some department down here in Washington, and it does 
net cost $10,000 to send two delegates to Great Britain. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We want to send a delegation, not a | 
delegate. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, we have so many of these conventions 
meeting all over the world every yeur at great expense, and 
little of value is accomplished. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA rhis is a good oue, and the gentleman 
knows it 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes; they are needed, of course; but 
we go wild on this subject sometimes. Of course, this is a 


small amount in itself. but in the aggregate every year it runs 
into hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman withhold his objection 


for a second’ 
Mr. BLANTON, IL withhold it. Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. BROWNE. In 1923 the United States invited all the 


nations of the world to come here to Washington for a world’s 


dairy conference. Thirty different countries were represented 
here. It did a great deal of good not only to the dairy interests 


but to the people who are dependent upon dairy products for a 
large portion of their food, because dairy products furnish 
one-fifth of the total food supplies of this country. The repre- 
sentatives of 30 different countries Came here, and we are now 
invited to return the visit and over to London, take our 
scientific men there, and have them confer with the scientific 
men of other countries. There are 10 delegates provided for in 
this resolution, to be selected from all over the country, and 
Vexas will probably have one. 


” 
£0 


Mir. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROWNE. Yes 
Mr. BLANTON, In October, a few years ago, there was a 


meeting in this Chamber of the Interparliamentary Union, ot 
which every Member of this House is automatically a member 
and vet, I think, there were but 12 or 15 Members of the House 
present during that meeting, although about 40 countries wert 
rr presented here 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 

Mr. BLANTON, 
would be. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Would the gentleman from Texas want 
the delegates from the United States to go to this conventiol 
and get their food in a cafeteria or a beanery when the repre 
sentatives of other nations can carry on with dignity? 

Mr. BLANTON, No. There are ministers of the gospel who 
go there every year at an expense of about $500 or $600 ench, 
nnd they do not spend $10,000, either. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What do they know about milk? 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, well, they might not in New 
the Bowery, but they do in other places. 

Mr. BROWNE. In the past we have gotten most of our 
purebred cattle from Europe. It not the purpose to send 
menu from the departments here but to send geaders in the dairy 
industry delegates. 


But that is an unofficial organization. 


It is just official as a dairy congress 


as 


York in 


Is 


as 


Mr. BLANTON. As the gentleman has so much interest in 
it, | will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska, I wanted to reserve the right 
to object. but they talked too fast for me. Am I too late? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman if 
he desires to obiex t. 


Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska. I did not want to object, but 
I wanted to ask a question. I do not want to object because, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not want this bill to fail. Both the Demo- 
cratic and Republican Parties haye promised something for 


agriculture, and I do hope this bill will pass, even though it be 
euly an agricultural gesture, because I apprehend this is the 


a 


With the following committee amendment: 


On page 2, after line 9, insert a new section, as follows: 


“See, 3. That the delegates shall make a report to Congress of 


” 


results and conclusions of the said dairy congress. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the ecom- 
mittee amendment, as I understand this report made to Coun- 
gress is not printed as a matter of course. It is not printed 
except such printing as is directed by the Speaker. With thai 
understanding I would not have any objection to the amend 
ment. If it is to be printed us a matter of course, no matter 
what its size or value, [ would feel opposed to it, but I under- 
stund they are not printed except under direction of the 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. 

The committee wumendment was ugreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

FEDERAL BUILDING SITE ARIZ. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6466) granting a part of the Federal building site at 
Phoenix, Ariz., to the city of Phoenix for street purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this bill does not contain the usual proviso contained in such 
bills, and I will offer verbally such an amendment; otherwise 
it is unobjectionable. I shall offer an amendment providing 
that said land shall revert back to the United States whenever 
it shall cease to be used for street purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman does 
not object, but proposes to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOOPER. Yes; I shall offer that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed convey by suitable deed to the 
city of Phoenix, Ariz., for street purposes, the following-described strip 
of land: The north 7 feet of the east 160 feet of block 93, original! 
town site of Phoenix; a subdivision in the city of Phoenix, Maricopa 
County, Ariz., according to plat of said subdivision of record in the 
office the recorder of Maricopa County, book 2 of maps, 
page 51 thereof, 


Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Hooper: At the end of 
* Provided, That said land shall revert back to the 
whenever it shall cease to be used for street purposes.” 


AT PHOENIX, 


to 


of county 


the bill insert 
United States 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


AGREEMENT BETWEEN MONTANA AND PRIVATE OWNERS OF LANDS 
FOR GRAZING, ETC. 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 


(H. R. 445) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to enter 
intu a cooperative agreement or agreements with the State of 
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sfontana and private owners of lands within the State of | 
fontana for grazing and range development, and for other | 
Irnoses, | 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 


n of the bill? | 





fr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob 

I want to ask the gentleman fi Montana [Mr. Leavitt] 
» does not believe it would be better to pass a general graz- 
w? There is a bill that was pending in both the Senate | 
the House during the last se and there is one pending | 
he present Congress, but I understand the State of Wyoming 
ts, and therefore is holding up considerat of a general 
ng bill, If Wwe pass these bill piece! ( il for one 
time, does the gentleman believe this will help the genera 
ition or will it leave it up in the air as it is now | 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I can t speak for the State | 
Wyoming My judgment is that this bill i self is sé 

rious it should not wait for the enactment of general 

ion. It was considered i the last Congress, was passed 
the House, but failed of passage due to the filibuster in th 
te. - 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand a good deal of this land is 
oad grant land. There nothing in this bill which will 
udice consideration of the general railroad grants now | 

considered by a special committee of the Congress? 

Mr. LEAVITT. Oh, no, The situation is that between two 


eeks—Mizpah Creek and Pumpkin Creek—there is something | 


er 100,000 acres of land, mostly bad lands, and about one- | 
ith of it is Government land intermingled with railroad and | 
ivate land holdings. There is 27,000 acres of this land li 

vernment ownership The railr ad and the other private | 
ners can lease their lands to stockmen Living around this | 
‘ea, but are prevented from doing so to any advantage to | 
emselves or the stockmen because of the existence of this | 
000 acres of Government land, This bill is to authorize the | 


} 
oO oO 


eretary of the Interior ft 
rment land 


the 
that 


Gov 
thie 


the same thing with 
intermingled with these other lands 


ners of the private lands can now do, to the great benefit 
the local stockmen and the permanent development of tl 
ck business there. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, the gentleman knows that if | 
e had all the available land for grazing thrown open for | 
at purpose it would be of benefit not only to the cattle | 
ers but to the consumers as well. 
Mr. LEAVITT. My best answer to that is that during the 
st year, since the House passed this bill a year ago, both the 


Montana Livestock Association and the Montana Wool Growers 
\ssociation have passed resolutions favorable to the enactment | 
this particular bill. | 
Mr. CRAMTON, Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LEAVITT. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Does this bill follow. along the same lines 
nd contain the same provisions, except as to the area affected 


that are covered in the bill 8. 2584? 
Mr. LEAVITT. It does in this way: It gives broad power 


to the Secretary of the Interior to make his own rules in work 
ing this out, with the idea that this is, perhaps, a laboratory | 
n which the problem of how this general question may be met | 
an be worked out, 

Mr. CRAMTON. Is there any essential difference 
the method provided here and in the general bill? 

Mr. LEAVITT. No; only this is the much simpler bill, as it 
does not hedge it around with rules and regulations. 

Mr. CRAMTON. There seems to be some merit in the gen 
leman’s bill in that it may afford a test; but the strange thing 
s that the department proposing general legislation and unable 
o get it does not welcome this experiment. 

Mr. LEAVITT. I think it 

Mr. CRAMTON. They say in the letter that they do not 
any special objection, but they are not for it. | 
Mr. LEAVITT. I do not understand it that way. They 
uld rather have a general bill, but they have no objection to | 





betwee! 


does, 


W 
this } 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I conferred with the Assistant Secretary 
on this bill, and he expressed a desire to have a general bill | 
passed, and this is one step in that direction. | 

Mr. CRAMTON. There is always that very dubious attitude | 
on the part of the department. It does not say that there is no 
objection to it, but they say that we are aware of no objection. 
There is not the positiveness that I would like to see in the 
letter from the department. 

Mr. WINTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WINTER. The gentleman has stated that Wyoming has 
been holding up the consideration of the general leasing bill. 
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IT am in a position to stat hat no or t this d of the 
Capi Ll hs een hold , Up ns ra f any bill of that 
haracter I want it plainly under t! I 3 the 
principle the gentleman is suggest ll a my 
power to defeat such a bill ; 

M LAGUARDIA rt the gent] af N Yorl 
was not very far wrong, except in the « C 

M VINTER Il heave made my record t ec on 
the bill now before us and do not care to ; fu I t 
obje to it here 

Mr. COLTON Will tl ntl eld 

Mr. LAGUARDIA i id 

Mr. COLTON I will say it I I i ’ l 
leasing bill, reserving a vs g t ke entries i 
pul ! I ve ] sone this 
far wi it a policy I y leman’s ! 
ported rom the ( iil “ S Pp t t li ‘ if 
the experiment is succt l it ill be I 
of gel | leasing legis! i that iy I en 
We ire I —UIATIDE 2£Traz S | lu 
de! i it is worth $26,000,000,000, and yet w a hout 
any supervision or regulat 1 or control, and any i l i 
vill } e the necessity for control ought { d L ke 
upon this experiment as a step in 1 rig I I 

Mr. LAGUARDIA We Mr. S : t hope that 
people of New York City may get nice, juicy i ta price 

at they can afford, I withdraw the objection 

Mr. BLANTON. Further reserving the righ C I 
waht to say that this bill is withdrawing from pu t1 nd 
homest li 27,000 acres of the pul urn State of 
Montara I am getting requests daily from me ers of the 
Amerit Legion all over the United States w ure unable to 
WOrk Industri lly and wh int to tuke ul} i é ls Gov 
ernment land, and they are seeking it anywhere they can find 
it. If this 27,000 acres of land is withdraw mp ¢ entry, 
which the bill will do, it is withdrawn in behalf of the stock- 
men of Montana and taking it from the soldiers of thé country, 
who have a right to homestead it under present law. 

Mr. LEAVITT. The situation is that there have already been 
hor steaders on much of this land under the enlarged home 
stead and the grazing homestead acts, and practically eve ene 
has abandoned them as unfit for even such purposes 

Mr. BLANTON. But I imagine among all the bad lands 
there may be some good lands 

Mr. LEAVITT. Those are all covered by homestead entries. 

Mr. BLANTON. And sometimes land that is apparently bad 
will become good land when viewed from a different angle 

Mr. LEAVIT'l They have not proved so hers The rest of 
the land is rock, hillside, and of no agricultural value what- 
evel lL huve ridden over it 

Mr. BLANTON. There are times when the rejectes stone 
becomes the main arch of the temple. We are getting letters 
from all over the country from the boys who upheld the burden 
of the World War, saying that they want to make application 
for homesteads. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am generally familiar with this country, 
and I have had some observation of the misery that is brought 
to young men who have rendered World War service by their 
attempts to develop such land. ‘There is nothing better the 
gentleman from Texas could do than to keep them from having 
anything to do with such land. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON I yield. 

Mr. BLANTON I cite the gentleman to some of the lands 
that are in the district of my colleague, Mr. Hupspern Years 
go, When you could buy them for $1 an acre, people were deemed 
fools who bought that land, and now, those nds in ce! ! 
vicinities are worth $100 an acre and more for | lea Tak 
the land out in Reeves County, in that big oil field, and i 


Upton County, near Rankin, the lands 
Mr. LEAVITT. But this is left subje 
mineral entry under this bill 


Mr. CRAMTON. On the other 


are 


hand, let me remind the g 


tleman that in the State of Wyoming there is also oil, and I 
suppose the possibility of some future development, but there 
have been lands that had water on them, which were irrigated, 
where service men took them up, and this Congress later passed 


an act appropriating money 
that the 


to refund to those men the fees 
y had paid and the money that they had expended, when 


© 


they abandoned the lands, but we could not refund to them the 
time that they had spent there nor compensate them for the 
misery that they had undergon 

Mr. BLANTON. Has the gentleman from Michigan been 
grazing out there in Montana on some of these lands during the 
past summer; 
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would not want to be condemned to do it 


2090 


Mr, CRAMTON,. I 
for very long. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. 
strained to object, and 
for our ex-service men, 

The SPEAKER, Objection is heard. 


Speaker, I 
I do object. 


I feel 
this 


through. 
must save 


am 
We 


con- 
land 


LIEBER BUILDING 


the Consent Calendar was the bill (S. 
1968) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the 
use and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture of the 
Bieber Building, 1358 B Street SW., Washington, D. C., and for 
other purposes 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


The next business on 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. | Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I think the House onght to know what happened in this case. 
The United States Government, through the Department of 


Agriculture, entered into a lease with the owners of this prop- 


erty for a period 10 yeurs, with a renewal clause for 10 years 
at the sume rental. This was some 10 years ago. As you all 
know, a lease for a certain length of time may be recorded, and 
it is binding upon any subsequent owner.” Somebody in the 


Depirtment of Agriculture at the time the lease was made 
must have taken one sheet of the lease from the document when 
it was recorded, with the result that while the lease consisted of 
five pages, only four pages were recorded, and the fifth page, 
which contained the renewal clause, was not recorded. There- 
fore, when the building was transferred to the new owners they 
took without notice, 

When the Government sought to exercise its option on the 
renewal of the old lease, the new owner said he wanted more 
rent. The Government rested upon its old lease and upon the 
fact that the new owner had notice by reason of the recording 
of the lease. Then it was discovered that 10 years ago, at the 
time the lease was made, somebody pulled this trick, with the 






result that now, instead of paying $35,000 a year, the Govern- 
ment is committed to a payment of $55,000 a year. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. How does the gentleman from New York 
know that it was somebody in the Department of Agriculture 
that withdrew the page? Might it not have been done in the 


recorder of deeds’ office? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will put it this way: If that happened, 
whoever had charge of recording the lease was very lax, 
because whenever I record a lease for one of my clients, I see 
to it that it is properly recorded. 


Mr. BLANTON. The fault is in the gentleman's party in put- 
ting the wrong mun in there as recorder of deeds. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Unfortunately, the “ gentleman's party,” 


to which the gentleman from Texas refers, was not in control 
10 vears ago. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, this wrong man is there now, and the 
Republican Party is responsible for it. He is the most unpopu- 
lar recorder of deeds, with his employees, that they have ever 
had 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I can only leave that to the good graces 
of the gentleman from Texas, and hope before the gentleman 
leaves this body to go to the body at the other end of the 
Capitol we may be able to get rid of this man. Mr. Speaker, 
this matter having been decided by the courts, there is nothing 
left for the Government to do except to pay the rent. I with- 
draw my reservation of objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it 


to pay 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized 
to Harry Wardman, Thomas P. Bones, and James D. Hobbs, at 
the rate of $55,000 per annum for the use and occupancy by the De 
partment of Agriculture of the Bieber Building, 1358 B Street SW., 
Washington, D. C., during the fiscal years 1926, 1927, and 1928, and 
expended balances in the appropriations for rent for said de- 
partment in the District of Columbia for the fiscal years 1926 and 
1927, and the amount included in the appropriation for rent for said 
department for the fiscal year 1928 for said building, in all $119,323.12 


the ur 


shall be available pro tanto for said purpose, and there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the further sum of $45,676.88 to enable said Secretary to pay 
for the use and occupancy of said building for said fiscal years at the 
annual rate aforesaid, and if at any time hereafter during the occupancy 


of said building by said department the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
for the best interests of the Government to lease said building 
not exceeding 10 years he is hereby authorized, with the 


deem it 
for a term 
approval 


of the Publie Buildings Commission, to do so. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the form in which the bill is 
offered makes it subject to a point of order, but instead of 
making the point of order I offer the following amendmen 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JANUARY 26 


Amendment offered by Mr. Cramron: Beginning on page 1, in line s 


after the figures “1928,” strike out the remainder of line 8, all 
lines 9, 10, and on page 2, all of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, and 
strike out the word “is,” spelled with a small “i,” and insert ¢} 
word “Is” capitalized. 


The SPEAKER. 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be read a third time, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pass 
was laid on the table. 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


i 


ISOLATED TRACTS OF PUBLIC LAND 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6684) to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States as amended, relating to isolated tracts of 
public land. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to ask the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. WINTER] a 
question. Why should we not put an amendment into this bill 
to provide for the proper advertisement of this land that is to 
be sold at public auction? 

Mr. WINTER. That is provided for in the rules and regu 
lations of the Interior Department. This law has been on the 
books for a long time. The only amendment bas been to 
change from 160 acres to 320 acres. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is the rule for advertising? 

Mr. WINTER. It requires several weeks’ notice to be 
given. 

Mr. BLANTON. 
uated, or where? 

Mr. WINTER. 
to the place. 


Merely in the county where the land is sit- 


As a rule, in the paper published nearest 


Mr. BLANTON. In the county? 

Mr. WINTER. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. In the county where the land is situated? 
Mr. WINTER. Yes. 


Mr. BLANTON. 
are comparatively 
Mr. WINTER. 
Mr. BLANTON. 
Mr. WINTER. 


Are there 
few people? 
Yes, comparatively few; that is correct. 

Only a few cattlemen? 

We have small settlers in every county. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not object. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I notice this is to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, “section 2455 of the Revised Statutes.” The Revised 
Statutes is a codification of the laws of the United States made 
in 1878. Only a few years ago we undertook to recodify the 
laws of the United States. We have now what is known as 
the “Code of Laws of the United States of America.” Twenty 
thousand copies were authorized to be printed. They have 
been printed, and half of them have been bound, and this code 
of laws is in every executive department; in possession of ever) 
Member of Congress; it is in all the Federal courts of the 
United States and is in the hands of the chiefs of every impor 
tant bureau under the Government of the United States. |! 
understand that about 7,500 have been sold at the price fixed, 
$4.25; that is, the lawyers over the country have them. 

Now, we continue to bring in bills here to amend statutes 
There are the Revised Statutes and the Statutes at Large, and 
we refer to an act passed on such and such a date. I do not 
think a bill has come before the House to amend a section or 
title of this new code of laws, and no reference has been made 
in any proposed amendment to this new code of laws. 

Now, this code of laws, which we spent a great deal of money 
to put out, and in which many people have invested for their 
own private use, becomes less valuable when subsequent Stat- 
utes at Large come out, or the session laws, because there is 
nothing in the session laws or the Statutes at Large when they 
come out to indicate what section or sections of the code of 
laws is amended, and it is impossible to locate the section in 
the code of laws that is amended by anything in the amenda- 
tory act. I would like to know why, inasmuch as we have this 
new code of laws, no reference is made in bills to amend exist- 


not some counties where there 








law as to where that section « be found in this code of 
M WINTER M Speaker, will the tleman yield 
ir. RAMSEYER. Yes 
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ie Revised Statues or the Statu it I hen su pl 
in the hew cod much the law a L ippeared in 
Revise Statutes 
M BLANTON If we amend this we ild make references 
section that we are a I 
M RAMSEYER. The ge: an means we should make 
erence to the code of laws? 
Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman could do this, would the 
iners Of Iowa be thoroughly isfied, so far as this sessio 
Congress is concerned ? | Laughter. | 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Of course, that is aside from the issue 
ere, and I do not think it worth while to take up the time of 


louse to answel 


Ir, BLANTON. 


the gentleman. 


The leman is doling su 


I oe h a splendid 
rk here for the farmers that I am inelined to resen Line 
igvestion implied in the statement of the gentleman from 


lichigan that he has ext hands 
additional work. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The 


that is necessary to be done 


in which 





he can 


gentleman has time to 

If this is one of the 

I shall do it, and I will take 
I 


leman yield? 


do anything 
things that 
is necessary to be done, care of it. 


Mr, DENISON. Will 


the gen 


Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. DENISON. If either the author of the bill or the gentle 
man from lowa has not prepared an amendment which would 


House conform 
have this bill 


make the bill now before the 
I think it would be wise to 
ich an amendment can be prepared. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. There of 
t what recognition ought be given t 
laws. If no one has looked he question as to just what 
ecognition should be given, I think it ought to be referred to 
committee selected to give it study and determine whether 
or not it would be safe, in bringing in bills to amend statutes, 


to his suggestion, 


passed over until 


is, course, some question as to 


to the new of 


q 


to oO code 


Into 


to refer only to the new code of laws and not to the other | 


sourees that existed before the new code of laws. I that 
the chairman of the committee that reported to this House the 
new code of laws of the United States is here, and probably he 
has something of value to present. I yield to him. 


See 


Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
the question which is before the House is one of great im- 
portance, as I think most of us realize. More than 30 years 


of futile efforts were spent in an attempt to put the laws of 
the United States into a form in which they could be found 


by judges, by members of the bar, and those who deal with 
the law of the country. The code as we now have it is the 
result of the best work of these years, and represents the ex- 
perience of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. To 
that work Judge Little, of Kansas, gave his life. That com- 
mittee in preparing this code had the cooperation of the two 


greatest law-publishing concerns of the United States. Their 
private works have great a vogue and standing in the 
country that they are used reliable sources of information 
as to what the law was and Their works had great a 
Standing that the Compiled of the West Publishing 
Co. were amended on the floor of this House as the official act 
of this Government, and the error was only discovered by the 
Cierk of the House just before the bill was enrolled. 


so) 
as 
is so 
Statutes 
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I e sole means by which courts get at what the legi ure 
I ~ Consequently, for all practical purpose there no 

inction between the enacting langua f the Revised Stat 
utes and the enacting language of the code. It is the law unless 


ce to the Revised statute at Largs 
vat the code is intended only to be a reenactment of 
in scientific forms—it should be found that there 
of course, the courts, no matter what tl 


Statutes or the 


Then 





enacting language of the code might be, would refer to the orig- 
inal source and construe that law with reference to it. 

Mr. TILSON Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Certainly 

Mr. TILSON I would suggest to the gentleman as a prae- 
tical matter that an amendment may be offered, and while the 
rest of us have been talking the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. LaGuarprA] has been working and has just submitted to 


which I 
Revised 


think 
Statutes 


me an dment will serve the 


ing not only 


+h rontlomay?r 
{ l 


ame! purpose by cit- 
the but also the ec to which 
from Ohic has referring. If this 


bill to pass the objection stage and reach the amending stage, 


de 


been we allow 


the entleman from New York has an amendment which will 
serve the purpose we all have in mind and start the practice, I 
hope, of making reference to the new code and possibly a 
double reference for some time to come, both to the code and to 


iginal 
ROY 

nt 

RAMSEYER 


souree, 
M G. FITZGERALD 
mome 


Mr 


If the House will indulge me a 


I yield further. 


Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Since this matter has been 
brong up it is probably proper that at this time I should 
develop the matter just a moment further. It is the idea and 
purpose of the Committee on the Revision of Laws to present 


to the House and to Congress a system of cumulative codific: 
tion so that after each session of Congress there will be, in 
addition to the ordinary Statutes at Large, a supplement pre 
pared in the form of the code and keyed up to the code, con- 
taining all the permanent and general law of the session; and 


that after each succeeding session of Congress this supplement 


will be taken to pieces and revised to pi up the previous 
upplement and its contents and add to it that of the work of 
the sueceeding session, so that we may never fall into the 
chaotie condition which existed since 1878, but have only the 
code and a single supplement to refer to to get accurate infor 
mation as to the statute law of the United States. 

Mr. RAMSEYER if the gentleman will permit a question, is 
! Committee on Revision of the Laws considering legislation 
repeal previous enactments like the Revised Statutes so as 
to make the code the law and not only prima facie evidern 
of the law’ 


ROY 


M G. FITZGERALD. The committee has considered 
this very informally. The time has not come to submit this 
maiter to either the House or the Senate by members of the 
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Committee on Revision of the Laws giving absolute assurance, 
if that ever will be possible, that in the whole body of restate- 
ment of this law there is absolutely no error. It is impossible 
as the Senate is at present, and possibly as it always will be, 
constituted, to give such assurance as would seem to warrant 
their entering a complete and radical repeal of all the former 
ehnactinents of the United States, although practically I say to 
my friend from lowa and to this House, if the Senate and House 
did so agree and that were done, we would not strengthen the 
code practically an iota, because, as I have said before, the 
siatement of the law, the intangible law, is merely evidence of 
the legislative intent, and courts deal almost exclusively with 
legislative intent, 

It is the hope, however, to present to Congress at some future 
time for enactment a bill which will give the code with the 
corrections which are being gathered in from the Federal 
bench and the bar and the different law-book publishing con- 
cerns of the country and all the bureaus and departments of 


our Government which are using the Federal law more specific | 
every | 


force. It is the idea to have diligently searched out 
error and correction made in the supplements, awaiting a new 
and more perfect edition of the code embodying the substance 
the last supplement and all the corrections. I hope that 
no error may escape observation. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I hate to interrupt this dis- 
cussion, but I demand the regular order. This extraneous 
debate can be taken up at some other time. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman is per- 
haps right. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, I am still reserving the 
right to object. I have nothing further that I want to say and 
I only intended to hold the reservation to object until we could 
hear the proposed amendment. I do not want to withdraw the 
reservation until I know what the amendment is to be. 


of 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The regular order has been called for. 
Mr. BLANTON. If we can soon go on with the calendar, I 


will withhold the request for the regular order. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The amendment is to strike out all of 
lines 3, 4, and 5, on page 1, and insert the following: 


That section 1171 of Title 43 of the United States Code (Sec. 2455, 


Rey. Stats. U. 8S.) as amended be, and is hereby, amended to read as 
follows—— 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Then it would read “ Section 2445,” and 


so forth? 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. That is in parenthesis. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. No; I am referring to line 6, page 1. You 
mike no change there, and when the proposed amendment ap- 
pears you will not have the present language from lines 3 to 5. 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no; you will then have section 1171 of 
Title 43. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this important correction ought 


to be done in committee. I object to the bill. 


EASEMENT OVER CERTAIN GOVERNMENT PROPERTY AT CICERO, ILL. 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7472) to grant to the town of Cicero, Cook County, IL, an 
eusement over certain Government property, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
directed to grant to the town of Cicero, Cook County, II, an 
over the south 7 feet of that parcel of land owned by the 
Government of the United States situated between Fifty-second and 
Fifty-third Avenues and Twenty-fifth Street and Twenty-fourth Place 
for the purpose of widening an alley in such township such easement 
shall continue so long as the land shall be used exclusively for alley 
purposes. 


and 
easement 


With the following committee amendment: 


Page 1, line 9, after the word “township” strike out the remainder 
of the bill and insert: “to a width of 14 feet; said 14-foot alley to be 
repaired and maintained as are other public streets and alleys in the 
said town. Such easement shall continue only so long as the land shall 
be used and maintained exclusively for alley purposes.” 


The commitiee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
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MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK, 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H, R 
8744) to accept the cession by the State of Colorado of exec} 
sive jurisdiction over the lands embraced within the Mes« 
Verde National Park, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON,. Mr. Speaker, if anyone wants the bill read 
in full I have no objection, but I ask unanimous consent the 
the bill be considered read, It is several pages in lengt} 
I simply call attention to the siatement that appears in ¢! 
report of the committee that the draft of the bill submitt 
herewith has been drawn along the lines of previous legislati: 


JANUARY 26 


CcOoLo. 


as 


accepting the cession of jurisdiction by the States in othe 
national parks. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of ¢) 


gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes out of order. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the bill we have just passed 
results from the action of the State of Colorado in ceding to 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the Mesa Verde 
National Park. The State of Colorado has two national parks 
the Mesa Verde National Park and the Rocky Mountain Na 
tional Park. I do not know that the State ever promised to 
cede jurisdiction over the Mesa Verde, but it is a very fine thing 
that they have done so, and it will help in the administration 
of the park area. 

But the State of Colorado did expressly promise to cede juris 
diction over Rocky Mountain National Park when they asked 
the creation of the Rocky Mountain National Park, and I will 
put in the Recorp the complete resolution: 

SENATE CHAMBER, 
STATE OF COLORADO, 
Denver, April 12, 1913. 
To the Hon. Wooprow WILSON, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C. 


EXCELLENCY: I have the honor to transmit to you Senate Joint Reso- 
lution No. unanimously adopted by the Nineteenth As- 
sembly of the State of Colorado. 

Respectfully, 


oo 


22, General 
MARK A. SKINNER, 
Secretary of Senate, 
The White House. 
Department of the Interior. 


Received April 17, 1913. 
Received April 19, 1913. 





SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 22 
By 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 

Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 
would respectfully represent that under and by direction of the Secre 
tary of the Interior, the Hon. R. R. Marshall, chief geographer of the 
department, recently visited Colorado to determine by personal observ 
ance whether there should be established in Colorado a national park 

That the said Marshall, following the said order, visited Colorado, 
and after a careful and painstaking examination of the country pro 
posed to be included in said national park, recommended the creation 
of the same. 

That the people of Colorado desire that said park shall be estab 
lished. It includes the highest mountain peaks in the State; the area 
is little adapted to either agriculture or grazing; its scenery for sub 
limity and grandeur is not excelled on the continent. Its location is 
easy of access to America’s millions who seek health and recreation 
in the summer mouths, it being situated in the front and main range 
of the Rocky Mountains, 

We therefore urge that you pass an act creating the said Rocky 
Mountain National Park, adopting the metes and bounds as set forth 
in the report of said Chief Geographer Marshall to the Secretary ol 
the Interior, and embodying provisions as contained in a bill for an 
act creating the said park, prepared and introduced in the National 
House of Representatives for that purpose, and hereby declare the 


Senator Cross 


willingness of the State of Colorado, upon the passage of a congressiona! 
act establishing said park, 
tomary in such cases. 

And this your memorialists will ever pray. 


to cede jurisdiction in the manner CUs- 
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You will note “that the people of Colorado desire said park 
| be established and “aectare the willingness { the State 
Colorado, upon the passage of a congressional act, estal 

shing said park, to cede jurisdiction in the manner cus 

mary in such cases.” There is the piedze, 

[wo or three years ago when in Colorado I learned that a 

iit was pending—and by the way the jurisdiction has neve 

n ceded—to which the name of the State of Colorado had 

en loaned and the object of which was to establish the fac 

t the Government did not have exclusive control over the 
ds in that park, and particularly the Fall River Road 
rhe Fall River Road is the key to the administration of tha 

eat park. It is a road that should be improved for the full 


fety of the public at a cost of something like a half million 
lollars. The Congress was committed to that improvement. 
When I learned of this litigation it seemed to me that before 


know 


to be 


lars on that road we should 
it was. If that suit should develop the fact 
the Park Service would be powerless to arrest a 
drunken driver over that perilous mountain road or 
otect visitors in the park 

We took the matter up in committe years ago, and 
recommended a limitation in the appropriation bill that there 
should not be any expenditure on road construction until juris 
diction was ceded, 

We received 


ve spent a half million dol 
road 


alleged 


hose 
ans 
to property 


I 


our two 


from the Governor of Colorado that 
the next the legislature he would endeavor to 
ecure the cession. Last January an attempt was made in the 
legislature, and with relation to the Mesa Verde it 
ful, but as to the Rocky Mountain Park it was a failure 

So the State refused in January of 1927, or during that 
sion, to carry out the pledge which the Legislature of Colorado 
made in April, 1913. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado 


assurances 


at session of 


was SUCCESS 


Ses 


Will the gentleman not correct his 


statement that the Stute refused to do this? 

Mr. CRAMTON I should not say the State, because I am 
very frank to say that I do not believe the legislature properly 
represented the sentiment of the State. but the legislature did 
refuse by its vote, expressly, to pass the biil that was offered 
to it. I shall explain, and I think when I am through the 
gentleman from Colorado {Mr. Wuite] will entirely understand 
the situation with reference to it. The bill was presented. It 
was alleged that it wus being opposed on principle, that the 
Federal Government was encroaching too much on State 
authority. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
vield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I ask the gentleman to permit me to pro 
ceed until I complete my statement, and then I shall be very 
glad to yield. It was urged that the Federal Government was 
encroaching on State rights, and so on, but that there was 
no principle of that kind involved is demonstrated by the fact 
that they passed the act as to the other park in that State 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


proceed for three minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. 
vield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. The gentleman has stated that 
bill questioned the right of the Federal Government. 
bill does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to engage in 
any argument about little matters. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. I want 
gentleman’s position is. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I 
answer the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
yield. 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


the 
To what 


to understand what the 


can not yield further. I am trying to 


from Michigan declines to 
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At ehest of the people « ny State and utrary to my own 

vs upon t subject, I ok an active part i Rt r the pa ae 
of t ict referred to, and during its discussion in the Senate I assented 
to e condition relating to jurisdiction because the Colorado delegation 
wa tructed to do so by the then governor of the Stat by resolu 

the general assembly, and by numerous petitior proc ding 
generally from that section of the State adjacent to or in the neigh 
borhood of the proposed park boundaries If 1 had then entertained 
the slightest notion that the people of my State, through its legislative 
department, would repudiate this obligation I should ive opposed 
rather than supported the passage of the bill 

In my opinion, with the enactment of the bill creating the park, 
all discussion of the expediency of waiving State jurisdiction was 
closed and the State was bound by every principle of honor and good 
fa to comply with its agreement In this particular, there is no 
distinction between the citizen and the Commonwealth If the former 
repudiates his solemn obligations he is not only condemned by decent 
public pinion but may be compelled to do that which e has under 

! Unfortunately States can not be similarly coerced in my 





judgment, however, the Congress should withhold all appropriations 
for the maintenance of the Rocky Mountain National Park or for it 
benefit in any way until the general assembly shall recognize the binding 
obligation of the agreement which its congressional delegation made by 
its authority and command 
You may rest assured on the other hand that so long the Con- 
gress ignores or acquiesces in the attitude of our last general assembly 
nd continues to include the Rocky Mountain National Park in its 
| appropriations, future general ssemblies will justly assume 
th the Congress has approved its refusal to cede Stat iris tion 
and decline to give further consideration to the subject 
You can make any use of this letter which may seem desirable. 
inasmuch as my own good faith and sense of justice are involved in 
the common situation 
Very respectfully yours, 
Cc. S&S. TnomMas 


The failure of the State of Colorado to keep faith and give 


the Federal Government the promised authority over the park 
area leaves the Congress with only one course to follow, and 
that is to withhold appropriations for the development and 


improvement of a road which certain people in Colorado insist 
not belong to us, and to withhold appropriations for the 
general development of that park until the good people of 
Colorado—and there are many of them that feel as does Sena- 
tor Thomas, who are filled with regret and chagrin by the 
failure of the legislature to pass the desired legislation—until 
the good people of Colorado are able to bring about legislation 
that is necessary to keep faith with the Federal Government. 
Until then the development of that national park should be 


does 


held at its minimum. We must take care of those who go 
there, must look after sanitation, and so forth, but we can not 
proceed with any program of development. Therefore those 


who are in the vicinity of the Rocky Mountain National Park, 
who see a bill going through Congress now which begins a pro- 
gram of expenditure of $5,000,000 a year for roads in national 
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parks, may sit there in Colorado and watch the procession go 
by until the time comes when the Legislature of Colorado 
keeps faith by enacting the legislation that they promised the 
Kederal Government in 1913—-15 years ago—they would enact. 
Kocky Mountain Park must mark time while others go forward. 
Mr. WHITE of Colorado, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for five minutes, 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was 
\ 


no objection. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I desire to assure the 
gentleman {Mr. CramvTon] who has just taken his seat and to as- 
sure this House and the people of the United States of America 
that Colorado keeps faith. Under the law of Colorado, whenever 
a private citizen desires to institute a proceeding which can only 
be prosecuted in the name of the State the citizen has the right 
to call upon the proper official to institute such suit, and if the 
official refs » to do the private citizen has the right in the 
name of the State to introduce and prosecute such proceeding. 
I y to tl ntleman and to the Members of the House that 
Colorado proceeds in an orderly fashion, according to the laws 
of the land, and while we in Colorado, in common with the 
citizenship of every State of this Union, have individuals of 
varying opinions contending for various things, the State of 


Colorado endeavors to be and is usually right; and we resent 


the insinuation of the honorable gentleman that she has ever in 
her sovereign capacity failed to keep her pledge or to act in 
good faith 

Mr. CRAMTON., Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I say frankly to the gentleman that I am 


satisfied that the sentiment of Colorado desires the pledge they 
made to the Federal Government in 1913 shall be redeemed. I 


am satisfied the failure of the legislature did not properly rep- 
resent the sentiment of the State, but until that sentiment 
makes itself felt in effective legislation the pledge stands there 


unredeemed. 

Mr. WHITE of Colorado. The fact that some bill may not 
have passed the legislature at a given session is in no sense 
conclusive evidence that the governmental agency will not per- 
form its duty. On the contrary, it would have been very unwise 
for the Legislature of Colorado, while a suit was pending in 
the courts of Colorado to test the question, to have proceeded 
as the gentleman from Michigan claims she should have done. 

Mr. CRAMTON. My understanding is that in response to 
the request of the governor the suit was withdrawn and is no 
longer pending. It may be revived at a later time. Does not 
the gentleman think that 15 years is nearly long enough for us 
to wait? 

Mr. WHITH of Colorado. 
waited that length of time. 
recently. 

The SPEAKER. 

ABANDONED 


I am not aware that Colorado has 
This question was raised only 


The Clerk will report the next bill. 
MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN ALASKA 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. 9031) to provide further for the disposal of abandoned 
military reservations in the Territory of Alaska, including 
Signal Corps stations and rights of way. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands [Mr. Sinnorr] 
if he would not be willing to have this bill passed over without 
prejudice? 

Mr. SINNOTT. Yes 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
that the bill may go over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill may go over without prejudice. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

WALTER REED GENERAL HOSPITAL 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dill 
(II. R. 9676) to authorize appropriations for construction at 
the Walter Reed General Hospital, and for other purposes. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 5 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Be # enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, 
not otherwise appropriated, aot to 


out of any money in the Treasury 
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exceed the sum of $310,000 for construction at the Walter Reed Generg] 
Hospital, as follows: Three-story ward building, $185,000; converting 
the fourth story of the administration building tnto an operating guite, 
55,000; constructing necessary connecting corridors, 
grading, etc., $70,000. 


The SPEAKER. The question is 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote whereby the bill was pa 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the next one. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF MEXICO 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Senate 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 38) giving and granting consent to a1 
amendment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico, pr 
viding a method for executing leases and other contracts 
the development and production of any and all minerals « 
lands granted or confirmed to said State by the act of Congress 
approved June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of such laws and 
regulations as may be necessary to carry said amendment int 
effect if it is adopted. 

The title of the resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LaGUARDDIA. Reserving the right to 
Speaker, it is most unusual that the consent of Congress 
required to amend a State constitution, the enabling act. The 
gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. Morrow] explained that to 
me yesterday. Now, is the land involved in this matter State 
land? 

Mr. MORROW. All the land involved is State land. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So that it is something belonging entirely 
to the people of New Mexico, and is of State concern? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes; and it will have to be voted on by the 
people. If any explanation is required, I shall be glad to 
make it. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. What is the provision in the enabling act 
with reference to the consent of Congress? 

Mr. MORROW. ‘The enabling act required that the State 
should adopt in its constitutional convention section 9 of the 
enabling act, which section is as follows: 
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roads, walks, 


on the engrossment and 


NEW 


object, Mr. 


Said convention— 
The constitutional convention— 


shall provide by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the 
United States and the people of said State ——— 9; that the State and 
its people consent to all and singular the provisions of this act concern- 
ing the lands granted or confirmed to the State, the terms and condi- 
tions upon which said grants and confirmations are made, and the means 
and manner of enforcing such terms and conditions or in every respect 
and particularly as in this act provided. All of which ordinances de- 
scribed in this section shall by proper reference be made a part of any 
constitution that shall be formed hereunder in such terms as shall 
positively preclude the making of any future constitutional amendment 
of any change or abrogation of the said ordinance, in whole or in part, 
without the consent of Congress. 


I will add that such requirement was embodied in the State 
constitution. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Now, then, briefly, how does the pro- 
posed amendment change the provision in the enabling act with 
reference to the public lands and minerals? 

Mr. MORROW. I will explain. The State of New Mexico, 
through the enabling act, received a grant of over 11,000,000 
acres ; nearly 9,000,000 acres were granted for the public schools 
and 2,350,000 acres to the institutions of the State and for the 
payment of certain counties’ indebtedness; in the granting of 
the land, however, the minerals were specifically reserved to 
the United States. It was required in the enabling act that 
the State should advertise the land for a period of 10 weeks 
and sell or lease the land to the highest and best bidder. Sev- 
eral years later oil and gas were discovered in the State, and 
that discovery has brought into existence a feature that was 
not considered in the enabling act at all. The matter of leasing 
for oil and gas was taken into the courts, and the district court 
decided that the mineral which was then found in the State and 
upon State land did not require advertising, because the min- 
eral was not contemplated in the land granted to the State, but 
that the mineral was reserved to the Government. An appeal 
was taken to the Supreme Court and th® Supreme Court 
adopted the opinion of the district court. Under that decision 
leases were granted on these State lands to various people for 
a period of five years, with renewal clauses. Last year Con- 
gress passed an act granting to the State all the minerals com 
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ned in the lands heretofore granted. The parties holding | State institutions, i conformity with the purposes for 
ses claim that the Governme never intended, until tha sev l rants wel ! le ft l Stat of New 
act of 1927, that the mil | should pass to the State. | Me 

fhe courts, in so far as they could in New Mexico, have tried it has been the purpos f those w f red this legisla 
uphold the rules adopted by the Land Office under the law n il ’ f of the Stat is Men rs of ( ss from New 
eted by the State legislature by which these lands were \lexic protect and adv ( ( peup 
ised for oil and gas withou dvertisement f the w State by the pussag f this i 
Mr CHINDBLOM Is it « L\ a question of inform: litic f I SPEAKER Is there ¢ ( I 
Mr MORROW. Les Pr} questo! is this: Texas has oi ii ‘ I Dieciion 

d adjoining us and we have developed me oll i New Vt Clerk read e res l n, as follow 

Mexico. The State University has, I think, received up to the | ; : . o 

ent time several thousand « lars from oil royalties I er | eae: Sire ¢ —_ : 
ent Conditions many lease ire 28 hands f people wh < 

ise to develop on the ground that their leases may be i 

lated by the Federal courts from the fact that the Stat ar ; - 
| follow the provisions of the enabling act, and in ordei ; 1 ‘ e re 7 

this may be clarified we are asking that the consent of ! t , 

ess be given to the State that it may enact legislation : 

ich will validate the leases now existing; such legislation in | ; ' RAEN 

future will curry forward Siate developn t | 
Mr. CHINDBLOM Will the proposed amendment he |} 


nstitution of the State of New Mexico in any way enlarge or I s 1 other t ts, res y tot s 








odify the present rights in the minerals njoyed by the NStuts levelopment and productior mi 
New Mexico? | Stat N { ' : | 
Mr. MORROW. It will absolutely not interfere with th i ' 7 ‘An a \ the peoy ‘ Mex ' 
nerals at all nstit d State gove ent d be i t I 
Mr. CHINDBLOM It does not affect any substantial rights t witl I s 
Mr. MORROW Absolutely not ‘ e to the necessit t 
Mr CHINDBLOM li relates only t© the question of m thods r ent ly tis: t 1 idit ind 
procedure in the lispos tion f lands and rights by Leust or ern lp ions, as \ \ i | f t 7 
Herwise ¢ ‘ 1 I i ties ds ft rom ft 
Mr. MORROW. Yes ! nserved ir w f said t 
Mr. LAGUARDIA If the gentleman ll permit, the official | ¢ port l t ; r f t 
10 has charge of this could lease the | direct without the | 
juirement of advertising? 
Mr. MORROW. Oh, no. The State will enact legislation ( t iven and nted said Stat 1 vs 
d it will attempt to correct that which has heretofore been l les i ; as it ma n ry ) 
ie by act of the legislature The amendment will be sub tituti provis into full force 
mitted to the voters of the State, and I will say that if the pr me be d 1 legally adopted 
visions are not proper they will be turned down because the peo . : P liitnices tite oe or ; 
Saas ne av. Sie itontdas aati dh ott aoe % — , The res ; ution was we red to be read a ird time. was re 
: : e third time, and passed 
right. A motion to reconsider the vote by which the re lution wa 
Mr. CHINDBLOM My principal concern is to know whether massed was laid on the tabl 
y new rights are granted to the State of New Mexico as | yr WORROW Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re 
ainst the Federal Government, vi and extend my remarks 
Mr. MORROW. Absolutely not, except to correct that which rhe SPEAKER Without obiecti it is so ordered 
oW eXists. | re was no objection 
Senate Joint Resolution 388 embodies the constitutional amend 
ment adopted by the Legislature of New Mexico in its last : EASES ON LANDS IN \ PET! M RESERVES 
ssion, for the purpose of clarifying the situation in the State The next isiness on the Consent Calendar was the | (S 
rtaining to oil and gas leases 1959) to transfer to the secretary of t Navy jurisdiction over 
The request for this legislation came from the State author- il and gas leases issued by the Secretary of tl Interior on 
ies, and it is to be hoped that in the passage of the same New | /ands in naval petroleum reserves 
Mexico will be relieved from some provisions of its enabling act The Clerk read the title of the bill 
which tended to prohibit development of the mineral resources, l SPEAKER Is there objec n to the present considera ’ 
to oil and gas, within the State. tion of the bill? 


There was embodied in the request a letter from the Gov- Mr LAGUARDIA Mr spe. Kel reserving the right to 
rnor of New Mexico to the effect that without this legislation object, I would like to have this bill SU ver until next time so 


development of oil and gas on State lands had been retarded | | may pray and meditate over it 
luring the past years, because of the question as to the validity Mr. SINNOT Could not the gentleman let it go through 
f certain leases. to-day? It is a very simple matter and it only covers 3 leases 


A further statement from the governor is to the effect that ut of 27 in petroleum reserve No. 2 in California, leases which 


uld this legislation be enacted by Congress it will tend to | ¥ executed by Secretary Payne. When the original oil leas 
clear up confusion concerning titles to leases held within the | 188 act was passed it prohibited any leasing of lands in naval 
stiute, The governor states that he is confident the legislation oil reserves except flowing wells 

ll protect State lands in every way. Mr. LaGUARDIA. Who owns these leases now 


Congress having met the request of the governor and other Mr. SINNOTT. I do not know who are the ov 
State officials, it is up to the officials of the State to see that Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to look into that. 
the enactment of legislation is such that the interest of the Mr. SINNOTT. They are valid leases and they re Ih eXist 
State will be fully protected. While the enabling act, in see- | ence to-day. This legislation has been requested by both Sect 
tion 10, was very drastic in its terms, it is to be hoped that in | Tarte ind the bill was reported to the Senate by Senator 
meeting the situation as to minerals contained within State | WAtsH of Montana, and I have personally talked with Judge 
lands, that many of the provisions contained in the act of June | Finney about the matter 


20, 1910—as to advertising, competitive bidding, proper ap-| Mr. LAGUARDIA. I talked with him yesterday, but could 
; praisement, and the highest rentals and royalties—will be r« not get anything very definite Betore we smear ourselves with 

tained in the new legislation il here or do anything rash let the bill go over for the present 
It is further expected that full notice shall be given to the Mr. SINNOTT. I do not think there is any danger of 

voters of the State concerning the voting upon the amendmen ise there are 24 of the leases already in existence 

proposed, and that the intended legislation be brought to the Mr. LAGUARDIA How long have these leases be 

ttention of the voters by the State authorities in ample time, | Department of the Interior? ¥ 
that the electorate will be fully advised. Thus in selecting Mr. SINNOTT. Since the passage of the oil leasing a 

the members of the legislature, citizens will be elected who have M LAGUARDIA So two weeks longer would not irt Vv 


the interest of conserving th funds, to be de rived from sucl } Ih ‘ 
> ; ‘ r ry + wre ' ; oO” 
s mineral resources for the support of the common schools and Mr, SINNOTT. That act was passed in 1920, 
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The gentleman wants to pray and medi- 
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. 
tnte for two weeks? 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. I certainly do, 

Mr. SINNOTT. We will furnish the gentleman with a prayer 
rue. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be passed over without prejudice. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
FORT M’HENRY, MD. 
The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


204) to anthorize an additional appropriation for Fort Mc- 
Henry, Md 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $81,678 is authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, for further carrying out the provisions of the act entitled “ An 


uct to repeal and reenact chapter 100, 1914 (Public, Ne. 108), to provide 
for the restoration of Fort McHenry, in the State of Maryland, and its 
permanent preservation as a national park and perpetual national 
memorial shrine as the birthplace of the immortal Star-Spangled 
Banner, written by Francis Scott Key, for the appropriation of the 
necessary funds, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1925 
(43 Stat. L. 1109). 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Lintuicum: After the word “act,” in 
line 5, on page 1, insert: approved March 3, 1925, chapter 425 
(Public, No. 545).” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
PAY 


OF THE ARMY 


The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7753) to authorize the disbursement of and accounting for the 
appropriation, “ Pay, etc., of the Army,” as one fund, and for 
other purposes, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. 
jected 


LAGUARDIA, and Mr. MURPHY ob- 


REMAINS OF MILITARY PERSONNEL 
EMPLOYEES OF THE AKMY 

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
248) to authorize appropriations to be made for the disposition 
of remains of military personnel and civilian employees of the 
Ary 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill’? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it 


DISPOSITION OF AND CIVILIAN 


That there is hereby authorized to be appropri- 
ated from to time sums aS may be necessary for expenses 
of interment, cremation (only upon request from relatives of the de- 
ceased), or of preparation and transportation to their homes or to such 
national cemeteries as may be designated by proper authority, in the 


enacted, etc . 


time such 


discretion of the Secretary of War, of the remains of officers on the 
active list and retired officers who die while on active duty, cadets, 
United States Military Academy, acting assistant surgeons, members 
of the Army Nurse Corps, and enlisted men in active service and 
retired enlisted men who die while on active duty, and accepted appli 
cants for enlistment; for interment or preparation and transportation 


to their homes of the remains of civilian employees of the Army im the 


employ of the War Department who die abroad, in Alaska, in the Canal 
Zone, or on Army transports, or who die while on duty in the field; 
for interment of military prisoners who die at military posts; for the 
interment and pment to their homes of remains of enlisted men 


discharged in hospitals in the United States and continue as 
inmates of said hospitals to the date of their death; fer interment of 
prisoners of war and interned alien enemies who die at prison camps 
in the United States; for recovery of bedies of the above-mentioned 
military personnel; for removal remains from abandoned posts to 


who are 


ot 
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permanent military posts or national cemeteries, including the remain 
of Federal soldiers, sailors, or marines interred In fields, abandoned 
or abandoned private and city cemeteries; and for expenses . 
segregation of bodies in permanent American cemeteries Gre 
sritain and France: Provided, That in any case where the expenses ,; 
burial or shipment of the remains of officers or enlisted men of th: 
Army who die on the active list, retired officers enlisted met 
who die while on active duty, or of any of the military 
personnel mentioned above, are borne by individuals, where such 
would have been lawful claims against the Government, rei 
bursement to such individuals may be made of the amount allowed 
the Government for such services, but no reimbursement shall be m: 
of such expenses incurred prior to July 1, 1910. 
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graves, 


the 


or or 


or ¢i 


penses 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim: 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pass 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. This concludes consideration of bills on th 
Consent Calendar. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 

LARSEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the Senate of the following titles: 

S. 1798. An act concerning actions on account of death o1 
personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; and 

S. 1801. An act in reference to writs of error. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and, under the rules, referred to the appropriate con 
mittees, as follows: 

S. 620 An act for the relief of Russell & Tucker and certai: 
other citizens of the States of Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

8.1761. An act granting the consent of Congress to the city 
of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridg 
across the Duluth Ship Canal; to the Committee on Interstat 
and Foreign Commerce. 


SPEECH HON, ANDREW 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting 


OF W. MELLON 


permission ft 
a speech mack 


at Charlotte, N. C., by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Andrew W. Mellon, on Thursday, January 19, 1928. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of th: 
gentleman from North Carolina? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, on last Thursday, January 
19, 1928, at Charlotte, N. C., a dinner was given by the Char 
lotte Chamber of Commerce celebrating the establishment of the 
Charlotte branch of the Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond 
Among the guests who were present were the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Andrew W. Mellon; the governor of the Federa 
Reserve Board, Mr. Young; the Comptroller of the Currency 
Colonel McIntosh; the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Mr 
Blair; and our colleague, Mr. Stevenson, of South Carolina 
Some five or six hundred bankers, as well as many busines 
men of the Carolinas, were also present. The establishment of 
the Charlotte branch means much to that progressive section of 
this country known as the Piedmont section of the Carolinas. 

Mr. Mellon spoke as follows: 


THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

1 have long wanted to visit this part of the South, where so many o 
your traditions are the same as my own. Here in this Piedmont secti 
of the Carolinas you have many close ties with my native State of Penn 
sylvania. Your part of the country was settled, as mine was, largely 


by Scoteh-Irish, and also by Germans and Quakers, They came in great 


numbers during the eighteenth century, landing in Philadelphia an: 
then spreading westward to settle the country around Pittsburgh. Man 


of these same men pusbed on through the valleys of the Appalachia 
Mountains to Virginia, North and South Carolina, bringing with then 
such names as Graham, Alexander, and Polk, which were later to become 
so famous in your history. 

They brought also their sturdy qualities of independence, love of civil! 
and religious liberty, and a sense of thrift and order that enabled them b 
to build up a civilization out of a wilderness. Wherever they went they 
set up their educational and religious institutions. Mecklenburg County 
soon became a center of Scotch-Irish civilization, so that it was no! 
strange that the liberty-loving men of this and the surrounding coun- 
ties should resist the oppressive and ill-advised measures of the British 
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any other system can control prices. The most that system can do is to 
influence to a limited extent, from time to time, the total volume of 
credit and its cost, While credit is one factor in influencing prices, it 1s 


neither the only factor nor the controlling one; and it would be asking | 


the Federal reserve system to perform the impossible if it is to be 
eharged with the responsibility for controlling prices merely because it 
can exercise a limited control over the amount of credit available. 

The Federal reserve system has been in operation now for 45 years. 
During this time it has so established itself in the confidence of the 
country that Congress last year extended the charters of the Federal 
reserve banks for an indeterminate period. This act was one of the 
mest Iniportant pieces of legislation that has passed Congress since the 
war, for it insured the continuance of the Federal reserve system as an 
integral part of our banking structure. 

[t is left for us to make certain that the system shall not be endan- 
gered by loading it dewn with extraneous or impossible tasks. It has 
already justified its existence and it will be indispensable in any future 
financial erisis which may arise. But if the system is to do this it must 
never be impaired by changes which interfere with the 12 regional banks 
in the exercise of their primary function as reserve institutions in pro- 
viding credit and curreney for the country. 

| know that you can be counted on always to give the Federal reserve 
system your strong and unqualified support. It is a matter on which 
we can all agree, regardless of politics, for the Federal reserve system 
was established under a Democratic President and ifs continued exist- 
ence has been assured under a Republican President. In matters of such 
general concern as banking—and may I add taxation also—it seems to 
me that partisan politics should not enter, ‘These are fundamental ques- 
tions which vitally affect the welfare of the whole country, and when 
that welfare is invelved we should think not of class or sectional or par- 
tisan advantage but of what is economically sound and for the best in- 
terest of the country. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Private Calendar be called, beginning at the star, bills 
before that having been once objected to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the Private Calendar, 
beginning at the star. 

Mr. BLANTON. And the gentleman from Connecticut will 
not keep us here later than 4.30? 

Mr. TILSON, Inasmuch as we are not to work to-morrow or 
the next day, I think that we should work until 5 o’clock this 
afternoon, There are a number of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar in which individual Members are very much interested 
and seeing that the gentleman gets two holidays, I think we 
might continue until 5 o’elock this afternoon. 

Mr. BLANTON. We are further ahead than we have ever 
been at this time during any other session of Congress. 

Mr. TILSON. I appreciate that, but the individual Members 
have bills here that they are as much interested in as if they 
were of larger importance, so I think the gentleman ought to 
be content to let us work until 5 o'clock in view of the fact that 
we are going to give him two holidays together. 

Mr. BLANTON, It will not be a holiday for me. 

Mr. TILSON. It will at least give us a chance to catch up 
with our work, 

Mr. Speaker, certain bills on the Private Calendar have here- 
tofore been objected to, and it seems to me that it would not be 
quite fair to take such bills up on a day that is not regular 
Private Calendar day. I therefore ask that we take up the 
bills, beginning with the first one that has not been objected to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will begin at the star. 

WILLIAM G. BEATY 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8OS3) for the relief of William G. Beaty, deceased. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers and 
dependents, William G. Beaty, who was a member of Company C, First 
Battalion, Mississippi Mounted Rifles (subsequently Company I, Second 
Mississippi Volunteer Cavalry), shall hereafter be held and considered 
to have been discharged honorably from the military service of the 
United States as a private of that organization on the 20th day of May, 
1864: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall 
be held to have acerued prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 





» 
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MILTON LONGSDORF 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
8988) for the relief of Milton Longsdorf. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNg“LL). Is there object 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferrinz 
rights, privileges, and benefits upen honorably discharged soldiers and 
dependents, Milton C, Longsdorf, who was a private of Company 
Highteenth Ohie Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and « 
sidered to have been discharged honorably from the military service of 
the United States as a member of that organization on September 19, 
1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shal) 
be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


r 
I 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM H, MURPHY 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
S9SY) correcting the military record of William H. Murphy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension liws 
William H. Murphy, late of Company K, First Regiment West Virginia 
Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
discharged honorably from the military service of the United States 
on July 8, 1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or 
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this 
act, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

yas read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


JOHN RALSTON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
9000) to correct the military reeord of John Ralston. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, John 
Ralston, who was a member of Company B, Ninety-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have 
been discharged honorably from the military service of the United 
States as a private of that organization on the 23d day of December, 
1865: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shal! 
be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

CLARENCE G. STONESTREET 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9002) for the relief of Clarence G. Stonestreet. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bil!, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, 
Clarence G, Stonestreet, late of Twenty-fifth Battery United States 
Field Artillery, Regular Army, shall hereafter be held and considered 
to have been discharged honorably from the military service of the 
United States as a private of that organization on January 8, 1906: 
Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be 
held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reeonsider was laid on the table. 


ANTHONY MULLEN 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. Ll. 
9014) for the relief of Anthony Mullen. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempo! Is there obje n? 
(here was no objection. 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
te it enacted, etc., That in the administration of ar ws conferrir 
ht privileges, and benefits upon iorably t zed ld 
ony Mullen, who was a n er Company K, Fifteenth Reg i 
1 Stat Infantry, shal é ifter I l 1 idered to hav 
discharged honorably f 1 tl r tary i ‘ he United 
3s aS a member « organiz Pro 1 I 
cK vy, pension, or allowat all i l i t 
passage of this act 
fhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time 
read the third time, and passed 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the tabl 


JOE BURTON COURSEY 


(he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 


017) to reinstate Joe Burton Coursey in the West Point Mili 
rv Academy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr, Speaker, for the time being I object. 


ALBER’ J. ZYVOLSKI 
Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 
145) for the relief of Albert J. Zyvolski, 
Che Clerk read the title of the bill. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
here was no objec tion. 
The Clerk read the bill, 


Ths 


follows: 


as 


Be it enacted, etc., at the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 


hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 

not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $613.10 to Albert J. 
Zyvolski for loss of his personal property by fire in section house No 
21, Eklutna, on the Alaska Railroad, on May 28, 1924. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In line strike out the word “Treasury” and insert the word 
*“ Interior.” 
In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “any money in the Treas 
otherwise appropriated and insert the words “the funds of the 


Alaska Railroad.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
H. BEIER 


and read 


RICHARD 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
8963) for the relief of Richard H. Beier. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldie 


Richard H. Beier, who was a private in One hundred and forty-second 


Ambulance Company, One hundred and eleventh Sanitary Train, 
Chirty-sixth Division, shall hereafter be held and considered to have 
been discharged honorably from the military service of the United 
States as a private of said company: Provided, That no bounty, 


or allowances shall be held as accrued prior to the passage of this act 


With the following committee amendment: 


Strike out all after the word “ Provided,’ on lines 10, 11, and 12 
and insert a new proviso, as follows: “That no back pay, pension 
bounty, or allowances shall be held to have accrued prior to the 


passage of this act.” 
The committee amendment was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
B. 


CHARLES HOLMES 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 6916) to correct the military record of Charles B. 
Holmes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sneci). Is there objec- 


tion to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Is the author of the bill present? I should like to know the 
reasons why this man, after 65 years, finds it necessary to have 
his military record corrected. And why was it not done year 
ago? 


Mr. CHINDBLOM. Perhaps it is to get a pension. 


he is | 


| 
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Mr. TILLMAN I und nd it. but hy should he h 
Mr. HOOVER. Mr. Speaker, w eo nan v j 
Mr. TILLMAN Ye 
M HOOPER I have had 1 Same Tt on mind ad 
it few w ks that I ive | Ww cing this ilend 
I ! k t sentiemans g Stl lL is very I t if rn 
{ ( e poli here to allow this cleat x I i ras 
it - way I shall take advan f f eg man's vielding 
to m o say that it ns to m is a comparatively Mea 
) f the House, that it would be a good de be r if 
uld have bills correcting the ouds on Lier reco 
brought in in some omnibus form, instead of taking up th 
of e House week after week on ie Private Calendar w 
rj f this character. While I have not been objecting to them 
nd I am not going to object to them, I do not think it is fair 
o other soldiers who have not had the opportunity of having 
some Member of the House bring in a bill to correct their record 
when the bills nearly always show on their face that the record 
is really not clear it is an injustice to the thousands of 1 
diers who served without any blot on their records 


Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will t gentlemat 
from Arkansas permit an interruption ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I realize the truth of what } 
just been said by the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Hoort 
and y I have a bill, not on this calendar, that I presented 
where I know the contrary to be true. A soldier of the Spanish 
War, John G. De Camp, of Hamilton, Ohio, was discharged, ac 

rding to the record of the War Department, after S? day 
of service. He can not get any pension under the law. The 
fact is, that he was not so discharged. They intended to have 


him discharged, and in order to have everything shipsh ipe and 


ready, they signed a lot of discharges up in advance, and the 
date of his discharge was long after it shows on the record 
He was in a hospital and was sent to another city to be dis 
charged, but the discharge had been made out ahead, and it was 
wrongly dated. The War Department takes the position that it 
does not make any difference how wrong it is, no matter how 


wrong its records may be, it will not correct anything. 


Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman has quite a meritorious case 
in the one which he has cited. My inquiry here is directed to 
the fact that I have seen bill after bill pass here without anv 
one making any inquiry about them, and I know that they do 
not know anything about the facts, as the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Hooper] inferred. and so, for the protection of 
the Treasury and for the enlightenment of those who do not 
want to make captious objection, there ought to be something 
of the kind suggested by the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I suggest to my friend from Arkansas {Mr 
TILLMAN] that his objection applies equally well to all similat 
bills that we have passed this afternoon. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This is my reservation of objection 

Mr. BLANTON. The first one on this Private Calendar was 
one introduced by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 


CoutirerR], and if you will look at the report you will find that 
he did not file a single affidavit in support of it. He said that 





he had no affidavits, and he merely made a statement on pure 
hearsay about what happened during the Civil War, and upon 
his hearsay statement the committee favorably reported that 
bill. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hooper] says that 
he is a new man. He was here all last Congress. I hope that 


he will get busy and help us object to these bills 

Mr. HOOPER. I did not say that I had not seen these bills 
passed before, but I am a comparatively new man, and I do not 
like to venture to make objections. 

Mr. BLANTON. How long does the gentleman expect to be 


here before he becomes other than a new man in Congress? 


Mr. HOOPER. The gentleman himself has not become an 
old man here yet, as far as he is concerned, 

Mr. BLANTON. No; but things are getting pretty old here 
in respect to some of these bills. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this matter of correcting a 


military record after 65 years in order to get on the pension 
rolis is a matter that should be more carefully considered 
This man should have had his military record corrected years 


ago. I have no prejudice against the Union soldier. I think 
as gallant and as great soldiers as ever breasted the red tide 
of battle fought on both sides during the War between the 
States. I have great respect for the soldier of the North as 
well as for the soldier of the South. My father was a Con- 
federate soldier. I wanted to get some idea of why it is that 


these military records are sought to be corrected after such a 











2100 CONGRESSIONAL 


long time. Congress has in special bills abused the pension 
privilege in the past. 

I recall when I came to Congress 12 years ago, there were 
two Democrats from two Republican districts here. Both asked 
to be placed upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It costs 
this Government millions of dollars to keep those two men in 
Congress, because they got pensions for everybody in their 
districts, and raised pensions for everybody. They made a 
s~-cialty of that. They did not appear to care for the big 
questions before the Congress, but they contented themselves 
with introducing long strings of pension bills every year, and 
they got them through because they were members of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, just as we have been passing bills here 
this afternoon. So I have seen the matter abused. The splen- 
did men who fought gallantly and well for the North are 
entitled to all that is coming to them. God bless them! I 
respect them; but it seems to me a little late for some man who 
perhaps never smelled powder, who perhaps would have jumped 
into the Potomac and swam across it if he had seen a Confed- 
erate soldier with a gun in his hands, to come in now at this 
date and have his military record corrected in order to be put on 
the pension roll. They should be required to make out a case, 
strong as Holy Writ, before having Congress to vote an honorable 
discharge for them so they can be pensioned. 

And so, as ® modest Member of the House who is not given to 
objecting to bills of any character, I simply wanted a little 
enlightenment in a general way upon this particular bill. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERHILL I would like to use the Yankee’s pre- 
rogative of asking the gentleman why the Naval Committee 
has an absolutely different attitude with reference to clearing 
up records of their service; why it is that the men who served 
in the Navy or the Marine Corps can not get certain records 
cleared, whereas anybody can get his record cleared who served 
in the military service? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not a member of the Naval Committee 
and have not made a study of that, and I did not know that 
that discrimination was practiced. But that is not pertinent 
to my inquiry. 

Mr. REECE. There ts one principle that usually guides the 
Committee on Military Affairs in the consideration of these 
bills. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, there is, I am sure, to be some meat 
in the gentleman's statement, and I will listen to it. I expect 
some real information from him. That is what I am in the 
best of faith seeking, 

Mr. REECE. The committee is inclined to favor a case if a 
mun served for a considerable length of time, a period of one or 
two or three years, and saw active service, saw service in 
battle, and then became ill, and it is established to the satis- 
faction of the committee that he did not come in; that he was 
in a hospital, perhaps, or he may have been furloughed home, 
or through a group of circumstances which he now seeks to 
explain he was not permitted to rejoin his outfit; in a number 
of those cases it may be that the organization he was attached 
to had been discharged, and in a great many cases after the 
war was over the organization was disbanded. 

At the close of the war I can easily imagine that there was 
a great furore prevailing, and the people were anxious to get 
back home, and there was turmoil, so to speak. The war had 
gone on until everybody was worn out. 

That was the principle upon which the committee has been 
acting in the consideration of these cases. 

Mr. HOOPER. As to the evidence in these cases, a great deal 
of it is on ex parte statements, and it is hard to know for sure 
that you are doing justice to the soldiers who did not desert 
when you are asked to correct the records of those who are 
marked as deserters. There is no question about those who did 
not desert. I would not say anything about those old men 
except to say that perhaps it is not quite fair. 

Mr. REECE. Let me make reference to that point which the 
centieman has raised. Most of these people lived out in the 
rural sections. They were not familiar with the departmental 
routine, and they went on for a period of years without giving 
consideration to these questions at all. Then, after they became 
older, this came to their attention. 

It is not the easiest thing in these cases to get information, 
but in most cases their affidavits are properly attested. Now 
and then other cireumstances will warrant the reporting of a 
bill favorably, but most of them are supported by affidavits, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why is it that in this particular case, where 
65 or 70 years have elapsed, no attempt is made to satisfy this 
committee that his record ought to be corrected? 
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Mr. REECE. Another consideration should be taken {Into 
account where a man has lived for 40 years with the respect 
of his neighbors and has lived a useful and righteous and 
virtuous life, so as to command the respect of his neighbors and 
those who have come in contact with him. It is a question 
how long we cought to continue to deprive him of the credit 
which comes from a service well performed and performed for 
a period of years. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman has made a good genera] 
argument and defense. But I am still wondering whether any- 
body knows about the facts in this particular case. 

I think we abuse the pension privilege; I do not know. [ 
know that something like $6,000,000,000 have been paid out in 
pensions by this Government, and men tell me there will be 
$100,000,000,000 all together paid out in the next 20 years. | 
know a strong fellow who is now drawing $20 a month for 
service in the Spanish-American War. Since he got that pen- 
sion of $20 a month he has quit work entirely and most of his 
time has been devoted to loafing and praying that his pension 
may be increased. He is strong. There is not a Jersey bull in 
his county that he could not hog-tie and pitch into a covered 
wagon. 

So many clamor for an inerease, and then when they have 
got that increase they never stop trying for a further increase. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Centainly. 

Mr. JAMES. Did not the gentleman from Arkansas intro- 
duce a bill to pension all Confederate veterans? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; and it ought to pass. That is to say, 
the cotton tax, which was illegally collected from the southern 
people after the war, was unconstitutionally collected, and 
should be paid back to the southern people. I do not know 
of a more worthy thing to do than that. This illegally col- 
lected cotton tax, coming from the South, should be divided 
among the old Confederate soldiers. But that bill you are 
afraid to pass, and will not pass, fair though it is. You get 
your pension bills through; mine you refuse to consider. That 
is an important difference. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for, 
a question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
vil. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
ill. 


JANUARY 26 


JOEL T. SMITH 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4127) for the relief of Joel T. Smith. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I wish to state that I shall not object because I have never 
been an objector. I have taken up more time to-day on these 
matters than I usually do. I am having a little fun. I have 
been here 12 long years. I have voted for every private bill, 
every pension bill, and almost everything for my colleagues 
upon both sides of the Chamber, and during all of these years 
I have never had a claim bill reported from the Committee on 
Claims. I have before the Committee on Claims now a very 
meritorious measure. A friend of mine by the name of Stafford, 
who lives in Springdale, Ark., was the postmaster of that town 
for some time and somebody stole $400 or $500 from him 
He had no safe place in which to keep the money and the 
Government had not provided him with a safe. He promptly 
reimbursed the Government, I introduced a special bill for his 
relief and the committee sent it to the Post Office Department 
last year. The Post Office Department said, “ We do not care 
anything about it and are not going to make a recommendation 
either way.” I have not been able to get that bill reported. 
And there are others, many of them. 

I have another meritorious bill before the Claims Commiitee. 
The widow of a Union soldier became sick, and I introduced 
a bill granting some relief to the woman who nursed her for 
months. This woman was no relation whatever to the pen- 
sioner, but nursed her and cared for her during a long sickness 
and expended a large amount of money in her behalf. The 
Pension Bureau, after investigating the matter for a long 
while, said, “We do not owe you anything; we can not pay 
you anything, and your remedy is a special bill.” So I intro- 
duced the bill. I filed affidavit after affidavit to show the jus- 
tice of the claim, but I have never heard anything about it. I 
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d like now and then, just for a change, to get a little 
ognition from somebody on one of my special bills. I have 
highest opinion and regard—and he knows it—for my friend 

begun in Virginia but now lives in Massachusetts, Chain 

U NDERHILI He is the chairman of the committee, and I 
w he would like to favor me personally if he could. I want 
all his attention to these two meritorious bills and ask 

if he can not, out of the bigness of his Virginia heart, at 


e time give me a favorable report on them. 

Mr. UNDERHILL, I that the gentleman come to Se¢ 
next Saturday morning, when I will talk with him. 

Mir. TILLMAN. Talk. CHARLE’ not what I want. 
bills of real merit reported. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore, 

Phere was no objection. 

rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

. That the ma 

» credit the account 


ugvest 


I want 


is 


Is there objectio 


Re it enacted, ete Postmaster General be, 


rized and directed t of Joel T. Smith, late 
master at Chester, Mont., in the sum of $505, due the United States 

count of the loss resulting from the closing of the Fir National 
ik, of Chester, Mont. 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


read the third time, and passed. 
{ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
laid the table 
FIDELITY & 


on 


DEPOSIT CO. OF MARYLAND 

‘he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
25) for the relief of the Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland. 
rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

ine SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
nsideration of the bill? 

‘here was no objection. 

Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


of the 


redeem the 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary Yreasury be 


directed to 


he is 
following-described 


and 


y authorized and 





ted States certificates of indebtedness, without interest, in favor of 
Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland, without presentation of the 
| certificates, which have been lost, stolen, or destroyed: Provided, 
the said certificates of indebtedness shall not have been previously 
sented for payment: Provided further, That the said Fidelity & 
posit Co. of Maryland shall first file in the Treasury Department a 
1 in the penal sum of double the amount of the principal of said 
ificates of indebtedness in such form and with such sureties as may 
eptable to the Secretary of the Treasury to indemnify and save 
less the United States from any ss on account of the lost, stolen, 
lestroyed certificates of indebtedness hereafter described United 
ites certificate of indebtedness 9415, fer $500, dated December 15, 






1, matured December 15, 192 interest 4%4 per cent annum ; 


iited States certificate of indebtedness No. 9416, for $500, dated Decem 


per 


- 


15, 1921, matured December 15, 1922, interest 444 per cent per 
annum: United States certificate of indebtedness No. 18067, for $1,000, 
d December 15, 1921, matured December 15, 1922, interest 414 per 


ate of No. 18068, for 
1922 


indebtedness 


indebtedness 
December 15, 
certificate 


United States certifi 
15, 1921, 


United 


per annum; 
dated 


cent 


interest 
No. 


$1,000, December matured 


$l, per per annum; States of 


18069, for $1,000, dated December 15, 1921, matured December 15, 1922, 
rest 4% per cent per annum; United States certificate of indebted 


ess No 


11048, for $500, dated June 15, 1922, matured 15, 1923, 
per cent per annum; and United States certificate of indebt 
dness No. 11049, for $500, dated June 15, 1922, matured June 15, 1923 


interest 3% per cent 


June 


est 3% 


per annum. 
With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That the Secretary of the Treasury b 
1 directed to redeem, without 

Deposit Co. of Maryland, 4% per 


, and he is hereby, authorized 
favor the Fidelity & 
States Treasury certifi- 


in of 


United 


interest, 


cent 


s of indebtedness Nos. 9415 and 9416, in the denomination of $500 
i, and Nos. 18067, 18068, and 18069, in the denomination of $1,000 
ch, series TD—-1922, issued December 15, 1921, matured December 15, 


1922; also to redeem without interest 3%, per cent United States 
sury certificates of indebtedness, Nos 1048 and 1049, in the 
omination of $500 each, series TJ-1923, issued June 15, 1922, 

matured June 15, 1923; the said certificates having been lost, stolen, 


of indebtedness 
presented and paid: And provided fur- 
ther, That said Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland shall first file 

the Treasury Department a bond the penal the 
imount of the principal of said of such 


Provided, That the said certificates 


all previously 


or destroyed : 


not have been 


the 0, 


in double 


sum olf 


certificates indebtedness in 


form and with such sureties as may be acceptable to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to indemnify and save harmless the United States 
from any loss on account of the lost, stolen, or destroyed certificates 
of indebtedness herein described.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


| 
| 
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The bill was ordered to be eng d and 1 da ird 
Was read t third time, and | ed 

Al ion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid « the table 

CHARLES R. W EM { 

The next | iness on the Priv » Calendar Was t nll (H.R 
SSOS) for the relief of Charles R. Wareham 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

TI SPEAKER pro tempore Is there « i l 
ent ¢ sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the g ) oO 
This bill is to allow this postmaster $17 1.8 rhe repo 
states the fo ving: 

I money chest setting on top of the safe 1 ed i 
itfempt had f made ) pen i 1 ! . 
safe d tl ombination it t loor was standing nal 
the combination and lock were in perfe c litior 

That indicates clearly and unmistakably that that door wa 
left unlocked and the combination not put on. In my jud 
ment there was such negligence there that the Government 


of $17,000 
If the gentleman will read the he 


iot be mulcted 
NDEREILL 


should 1 


Mr. 1 


TInnib 


of the report he will see this has the favorable recommendati 
of the department. 

Mr. BLANTON. I know; and I want to say that the Po 
Offi Department recently has made a favorable report in 
many cases where in years past there have been unfavorable 


recommendations 





Mr. UNDERHILL. I was going to refer the gentlemat 
reports made in the past, that where negligence has been 
the Post Office Department has been very loath indeed to give 
its recommendation to the passage of a relief bill 

Mr. BLANTON. I am afraid the present Postmaster Gen 


eral, who is an awfully fine fellow personally, is very prone to 
forgive his brother Republican postmasters when they ar 
a little negligent. He is pretty generous with them, and lh: 
is not holding them down like the department used to hold 
them down. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 


fact that the gentleman who reports this bill 
without the pale the Republican Party 
whether they are Democrats or Republicans 


is perhaps a little 
of We never ask 


Mr. BLANTON. I know that, and if I had not noticed that 
clause in the report I would have let the matter go by But 
that clearly and unmistakably shows the combination was not 


on. If they had put the combination on maybe the thieves 
would have been able to break it in or maybe not 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Most of the merchants to-day put a 
sign on a safe to the effect that “ This safe is unlocked; please 


do not damage.” 
Mr. BLANTON. But the United States Post Office Depart 
ment demands that the postmasters lock their safes and put 


that 
For the 


the combinations on, and 
tion they ought to take. 


a matter of business 
present I object. 


is 


precau- 


LUC MATHIAS 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the Dill 
(H. R. S886) for the relief of Luc Mathias. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it etc., That 
priated, out of money 
the of full compensation 
Prince, the Republic of Haiti, on 
loss of time suffered 
Marine 


of Haiti, on 


there objection to the 


authorized 
otherw! 
Mathias, of 


injuries 


enacted, there is hereby 
in the Treasury not 
to Luc 
of 


the 


to e appro- 


any se appropriated 


sum $500 as Port au 


in account ind consequent 


of being struck 


the city of Port 


and by him as result 


United 
Re 


expenses 
States vile 


lie 


‘orps 
Cor] 


June 25, 1926 


automo 


by a 
Prince, 


in au 


With the following committee amendment: 


On page 1, strike out lines 3, 4, and 5, down to and including the 
word “to,” and insert in liey thereof the following: “ That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and 
in ful] settlement against the Government, the sum of $500 to 


compensate 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 





rhe next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R 
SANT ) r the relief of Victorina Mesa, of Cavite, P. I. 

fhe Clerk read the tithe of the bill 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 


here was no objection. 


The Clerk read the bill. as follows: 


Re it « t r I t an app! riatior r the m of $500 be, and 
t horized te npens Victorina Mesa, of Cavite, 
I I I l usbat Lucio Lupisan, pilot of the Banca 
R ré of colli ns of the U. S. S. Rizal and Hart with 
i] in M iB nA 18, 1921 


amendment: 


Strike out on pa 1, line 3, and dewn to the word “authorized,” in 
ine 4, a nsert in lieu thereof the following: ** That the Secretary of 
i j nd he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out 
< I n n the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full 
s I t } ‘ rument, the sum of $500.” 

fhe committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wus read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

i a ¢ the table. 
J. L. SINK 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8216) to confer autbority on the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Virginia to permit J. L. Sink, a 
bankrupt, to file his application for discharge, and to authorize 


und empower the judge of said court to hear and determine the 
sume 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
I want to ask the gentleman from Virginia why this inter- 
ference with due process of court and the due order of court? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. As the report states, Mr. Speaker, the 


bankrupt who is making this application is a farmer. He made 
a complete disclosure of all his property. He, of course, 
intrusted his case to an attorney, and the attorney, very unfor- 
tunately, was taken very ill and was ill for a long time. The 
bankrupt was surprised in the course of time to find that no 
application had been made within the period prescribed by law 
to secure his discharge. So this is simply to modify the statute 
of limitations and give the court the same power it theretofore 
had, and it may exercise that power within six months from the 
date of the approval of the act. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Virginia that the rsport of the Depart- 
ment of Justice shows that for the last fiscal year there were 
47,758 bankruptcies, totaling $885,557,006. They were $80,- 
000,000 more than the preceding fiscal year, and they were 
$500,000,000 more than they were 10 years ago. This $85,000,- 
000 of loss annually, as the gentleman from Virginia knows, is 
passed on to the consumers every year in the cost of their 
products which the jobbers and wholesalers put on in advance 
in order to meet this loss. We are constantly enlarging this 
bankruptcy proceeding, and we ought to stop it. 

I do not feel like objecting to this poor farmer getting this 
relief, but 1 want to say it is a matter we should give some 
study. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I agree with the 
general subject may require much study. 

The SPEAKDBR pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


gentleman that the 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Virginia is hereby authorized and empowered to 
permit J. L. Sink, a bankrupt, to file an application for a discharge in 
bankruptcy in said court at any time within six months from the 
approval of this act: Previded, That it shall be made te appear to the 
judge of said court that said bankrupt was unavoidably prevented 
from filing an application within the time limit fixed by the general 
laws on iptey: Provided further, That said application shall be 
heard an ined according te said bankruptcy laws. 


The bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


wis 
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ot 


JAMES P. WILLIAMS 
The next business on the Private Calendar was th: 
(H. R. 4920) authorizing the Secretary of War to awza 
Nicaraguan campaign badge to Capt. James P. Willia: 
recognition of his services to the United States in the 


raguan campaign of 1912 and 1913. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 








The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, is thi: 
| to be a precedent for awarding campaign badges to om 
eral thousand marines now over there in this new camp: 
If it is, it is a bad precedent. I shall not, however, obj 
this bill 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be and h 8s 
1uthorized and directed to award a Nicaraguan campaign } 
Capt. James P. Williams, now a captain in the United Stat 
Headquarters and Headquarters Troop, Or hundred and fift 
Cavalry Brigade, United States Army, reserve, for services 1 
the United States Government in the Nicaraguan campai of 191 
1913: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowar 


be held to have acerued by virtue of the passage of this act, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third t 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


JOHN R. BUTLER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (i 
SOST) for the relief of John R. Butler. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferri 
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, J: 
R. Butler, who was a member of Company I, Seventh Regiment Ty 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be beld and considered to have 
discharged honorably from the military service of the United 
States as a private of that organization on the 20th day of December, 
1863: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance 
be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


been 


shall 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


ARTHUR L. HECYKELL 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3721) fot the relief of Arthur L, Hecykell. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Reserving the right to object, I see 
that the beneficiary of this bill was a machinist in the United 
States Navy and was retired as a machinist. The purpose of 
the bill will be to require the Secretary of the Navy to appoint 
him to the position of lieutenant in the Navy and then retire 
him at that grade. The Secretary of the Navy has reported 
adversely on the bill in the following language: 


In view of the foregoing and for the further reasons that the pro- 
posed legislation is individual in character and is not for the general 
good of the naval service, the Navy Department recommends against 
the enactment of the bill H, R. 3721. 


It appears that there were several other men formerly in the 
service retired that would have as much right to demand this 
benefit as this petitioner. If the Congress grants it to one it 
ought to grant it to all in the same situation. For that reason I 
object. 

LINDSAY 


BUSSELL H. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4302) for the relief of Russell H. Lindsay. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy shows that he submitted this bill to 
the Bureau of the Budget, and General Lord reported to him 
unfavorably. The Secretary says: 


For the reason above set forth 
proposed legislation is individual in character and is not for the ¢ 
eral good of the naval service, the Navy Department recommends that 
the bill H. R. 4302 be not enacted, 


and for the further fact that this 
ne 


For that reason I object. 








CHARLES ROBERT O LEARY 
next business on the Private Calendar w the bill (H. R 
7) for the relief of Paymaster Charles Robert O'] ! 
1 States Navy. 
e Clerk read the title of the bill 
e SPEAKER pro tempor Is thet bjection 
fr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the rep 
Secretary of the Navy Curtis D, Wilbur, which s: 
gislation is not for the I l of ival 1 
urage others » Seek N Lb i 
is that this l be not « 
that reason, I object 
ir. DARROW Mr. Speake il he ! na wit ld 


for a moment? 


BLANTON, is nea 


Oh, it 





DAKROW. Yes; but this ny additional 
diture. 
BLANTON. I am backing up your Secretary of tl 


DARROW I ret 


permits 


er examination, and if he passes it then to grant him 
ank 
BLANTON. If the gentlema rom Pennsylvania wil 


he House what he has done ith that farmers’ petition 
vas aS big as a box car, whi was pres “il to him by 
farmers of the United St: then I might withdraw my 
ction, 
Mr. DARROW. Iam sure that the same farmers that backed 





proposition would bacl sition if the gentleman 


ild permit it to go throug! 
No; oh, no 


Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I object. 
FRANK STINCHCOMB 

Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 

94) for the relief of Frank Stinchcomb 


The Clerk read the title of 





SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the n to the pre 
consideration of the bill? 
ere Was no objection. 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That an act for ie relief of Frank Stinchcom)b 
ved June 6, 192 (43 Stat. L. 1374). be amended by adding 
the following: “ Provided, That if appointed a lieutenant in 
regular Navy, he shall be ent d to count all service which he 
il have been entitled to coun 1 he been appointed a lieutenant in 


United States Navy under the act of June 4, 1920, for pay and all 


purposes es 


Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at the 
e to strike out the period and insert a 
llowing, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is this the 
it we have adopted to several of these bills? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. It in a little different language, 
ause the language so used not necessary in this case, but 

language that I propose is suggested by the Director of the 


end of the bill 1 
and add the 
read. 


amendment 


colon 
same 


is 


is 


SPEAKER pro tempor The Clerk will 
endment. 

» Clerk read as follows: 

ndment offered | Mr. Biat of Texas At the nd 
t the following: “ Pro i. That no ck pay or allowances shall 


e to this officer 


report tl 


by reason oi the passage of this a 


‘rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing t 
he amendment, 

Che amendment Was 
dered be engrossed 


the bill 
third time, w 


was 
the 


as amended 
as read 


agreed to: and 


to and read a 


d time, and passed 





\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
as laid on the table 
JOSEPH M. BLACK 

The next business on the Private was the bill 
H. R. 9151) for the relief of Joseph M 

he Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempor Is there objection to the pres- 

consideration of the bill’ 

Chere was no objection 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in t! \dministration of the pension laws 


erring rights upon honorably discharged soldiers, their widows an 
ndent relatives, Joseph M. Black shall hereafter be held and con 
sidered to have been in the military service olf the United States ag a 
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i A 
i 3 
i au \ v t { i 
is lered t eng i read { 
‘ i time t pa t 
\ ‘ tt s d 
i i i t l t 
' " SOx 
I} xt bus » Private Calendar w tl H.R 
1406 i ne mont Dav t | B. Knoy 
fhe Clerk read the tit f the bil 
The SPEAKER pro tempore I here ect reS- 
nt consideration of this bill? 
Mr. BLANTON Mr. Speake there is a report here is 
bill from the Secretary of the Na Mr. W h he 
says tl tl Budget Bureau has indicated tha uld ay 
rove an unfavorable repert on the bi rhe Secretary n 
mend hat the bill be not enacted, and he do that ‘ his 
own signature; therefore I object 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia Mr. Sneake ill t gentlh in 
ithhold his objection for a moment 
M LINTHICUM This bill has passed twi 
Mr. BLANTON IL kno but I am | ing wu he ec! 
tary of the Nav; 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia We a ill hoping that the gentle 
ma li continue to bac m up when he is rigl 
Mr. BLANTON I shall not back him up on a big N but 
I | aving mone 
Mr. VINSON « Georgia The trouble about the gentleman 
is that he is entirely inconsistent in his conduct Things on 
vhich he should back him up he does not, and things on which 
should disagree with him he does not Of cours the ade 
partment says that this bill is in the interest of one individual 
All of these bills are in behalf of some individual, and the ce 
partment as a policy disagrees But there is merit in this cas 
and the ( ai mittee aoes not agree ith the com iISLOLES I the 
secretary 
Mr. BLANTON Mr. Speaker, as this provocative of so 
much argument, [ make the point of order that there is no 
quorum present 


Mr. VINSON of G withdraw 
if the gentleman 
Mr. BLANTON I k but 
here, and 1 have been on watch for f 
mntly few of us can 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
makes the point of order that there is no quorum pre 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr uker, I insist on the 


orde! which is: Is there objection ? 


orgia Oh, 1 will 
that 


‘ 
1OW 


my argumen 
does 


there is only a handful of us 
our and three-fourths hours 
not do it all 


const and a 


from Texas 


‘sent 


pe 


M BLANTON rhe regular rder is that we have not a 
que Liti 

Mr. TILSON. Then let us get quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore It is quite evident that there 

he quorum present, 

Mr. BLANTON Let us g new shift; th shift has 
worked long enough 

Mr. TILSON Mr. Speaker, I move a eall of tl Hous 

Mr. BLANTON. I second the mo 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will se the 





door the Sergeant-ut-Arms wil pl p en t ind th 
Clerk | the roll 
The lled the 1 I ad he if g M rs failed 
i =\ I Li r nai 
rR 119 
\l B ‘ I 
\ byrns i ‘ Freneh 
\l ( I t i n 
\s Ca I 
Auf d il Cart vv I ( n 
\V 3 (a \ Dougla I (rill i 
Ba I (nristo } i via Via ( 
Lb h i Clague I 1 ‘ oh 
I I’ (lat lov ‘ v 
berger Connal Tex Drive ‘ 
sohr ( ner Fatoi lla 
; ( I hi Elliott i \ 
nd, O Cris] Evans, Mont I 
ten Crowther bos tiar 
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Hastings 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hlersey 
tloch 
Hlope 
llouston 


lloward, Okla, 


Hindson 
Hudspeth 
Hugh s 


Hull, Morton D, 


Hull, Tenn, 
Tro 

Irwin 
Jacobstein 
James 


Jeffer 


Johnso S. Dal 


Kearns 
Kelly 
Kendall 
Kent 
Kerr 
Kies 

K incheloe 
Kindred 
King 
Knutson 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
have answered to their names. 
Mr. TILSON. 


Membe rs 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The question is on agreeing to that motion, 
The motion was agreed to, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

jection to the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. TI object, Mr. Speaker, because the Secre- 

tary of the Navy disapproves. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Kuns 

Kvale 
Lampert 
Lea 
Leatherwood 
Leech 
Lindsay 
Lyon 
MecClintie 
McDuffie 
MeMillan 
McSwain 
MacGregor 
Major, Mo, 
Manlove 
Martin, La. 
Menzes 
Merritt 
Michaelson 
Mooney 
Moore, N. J. 
Morgan 
Nelson, Me. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton 
Norton, N. J. 


O'Connor, N. Y. 


Oldfield 
Oliver, Ala. 
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Oliver, N. Y. 
Palmer 
Parker 
Parks 
Porter 
Pou 

Pratt 
Purnell 
Ramseyer 
Reece 
Keed, N. Y. 
Sabath 


Sanders, N. Y. 


Sandlin 
Behafer 
Sears, Fla. 
Sears, Nebr. 
Selvig 
Shreve 
Sivovich 
Smith 
Spearing 
Sproul, Il. 
Steagall 
Stobbs 


Strong, Kans. 


Strong, Pa. 
Strother 
Sullivan 


Sumners, Tex. 
Sweet 


Tatgenhorst 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson 
Timberlake 
Tinkbam 
Treadway 
Tucker 
Updike 
Weaver 
Welch, Calif. 
Weller 
Welsh, Pa. 
Williams, Tex. 
Williamson 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Miss. 
Ww ingo 
Winter 
Wood 
Woodruff 
Woodrum 
Yates 
Ziblman 


Two hundred and sixty-three 


A quorum is present. 


Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 


will report the next bill. 


The next 


The gentleman from Connecti- 
cut moves to dispense with further proceedings under the call. 


Objection is heard, 


VINCENTIA VY. IRWIN 


business on the 


Private 


The question is, Is there ob- 


The Clerk 


Calendar was the bill 


*(H. R. 2494) granting six months’ pay to Vincentia V. Irwin. 
The title of the bill was read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON, 


Is there objection to the pres: 


For the same reason I object to that. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 


objects. 


The next 


(H. R. 4014) 


The Clerk will report the next bill. 


KENNETH M. ORR 


business on 
for the relief of Kenneth 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


consideration of the bill? 


Mr. BLANTON. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


will report the next bill. 


The next 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 


the 


Private Calendar was the bill 


M. Orr. 


Is there objection to the present 


CLIFFORD J, SANGHOVE 


business on the 


There was no objection, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I object for the same reason. 
Objection is heard. 


The Clerk 


Private Calendar was the bill 
(Hi. R. 3442) for the relief of Clifford J. Sanghove. 
The title of the bill was read. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The Clerk will report the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United States 


is authorized 


against Clifford 


directed to 
Sanghove, lieutenant, 


cancel the 


claim 


of the United States 
United States Naval Reserve 


Force, retired, in the sum of $1,067.46 erroneously paid to him. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


was laid on 
The SPEAKDR pro tempore, 


bill. 


The next 


the table. 


MAJ, CHAUNCEY 8. M’ NEILL 


business on the Calendar was the bill 


Private 


The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 


The Clerk will report the next 


(H. R. 9149) for the relief of Maj. Chauncey 8. McNeill, 
The title of the bill was read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent eonsideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


I reserve the right to object. 


Mr. Hanford 


MacNider, Acting Secretary of War, recommends the following: 
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I recommend that 8. 1573 be not favorably considered by y: 
mittee, and be not enacted into law. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

is House bill 9149. 


JANUARY 


The bill now before the H . 


Mr. BLANTON. S. 1573 is the same _ bill—identical. | 
object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pn, 
bill. 


JAMES GOLDEN 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the } 
(H. R. 7107) for the relief of James Golden. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is there objection to the pr; 


The Clerk will report 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter James Golden, who was t 
ferred to the retired list of the United States Navy on April 27, 1: 
while helding the rating of chief master at arms, acting appoint: 
shall be held and considered to have been retired on said date y 
holding a permanent appointment in said rating: Provided, That 
same James Golden shall not be entitled to any back pay or alloy 
by reason of the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the eng 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 


The Clerk will report the next 


CHARLES JAMES ANDERSON 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
4766) for the relief of Charles James Anderson, former com- 
mander, United States Naval Reserve Force. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the right to object. The Secretary 
of the Navy, Curtis D. Wilbur, recommends that the bill be not 
enacted. On that recommendation I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. 
will report the next bill. 


Is there objection to the pr 


The Clerk 


CHARLES F. GETCHELL 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
8444) for the relief of Charles F. Getchell. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman with- 
hold for a moment? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Getchell is dead. There will be no 
opportunity, of course, for him to receive any pension or gra 
tuity of any kind. His family presents this. No one of 
family, as I understand, is or will be entitled to a pension « 
account of his service in the Civil War; but from a feeling of 
pride they ask that the record be corrected. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I had the impression that I had t! 
bill marked for objection, but I find I did not have it so marked 
I will be very glad to withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is withdrawn. The 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension laws 
of any laws conferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honora! 
discharged soldiers, Charles F. Getchell, who served in Company Il, 
Forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, shall hereaft 
be held and considered to have been honorably discharged from tle 
military service of the United States: Provided, That no back p: 
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the pass 
of this act. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


With a committee amendment, as follows: 
In line 9, after the word “ pay,” insert the word “ bounty.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


the committee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to 
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». SPEAKER pro tempore The question is on the engross 
and third reading of the bill 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
read the third time, and passed. 
motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 
iid on the table. 
ie SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


Qo 


_ 


LOUIS MARTIN 


: next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
r the relief of Louis Ma! 
ie Clerk read the title of the bill 
e SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
leration of the bill? 
re was no objection. 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That in the Iministration of I iws conferring 
rivileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Louis 


who was a member of Company B, Eleventh Regiment United 


Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 

‘ rged honorably from the military service of the United States as 
ite of that organization on the 3lst day of January, 1900: Pro 

i, That no bounty, back pa pension, or allowance shall | held to 


ued prior to the passage of this act 


e bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

W read the third time, and passed. 

\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
iid on the table. 

FREDERICK SPARKS 


next business on the Private Calendur was the bill (H. R 
()) for the relief of Frederick Sparks 
Che Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
consideration of the bill? 
There was no ae ange 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


f 


it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 

ts. privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers 
rick Sparks, who was a member of Company E, Forty-third Regi 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered 
have been discharged honorably from the military service of the 

I ted States as a private: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pen 
1° allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage 

act. 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
\ motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was luid on the table, 
E. C, CALLAHAN 


ie next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
il) authorizing the President to reappoint E. C. Callahan, 
rmerly a captain of Infantry, United States Army, a captain 
Infantry, United States Army. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 





rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
' 


consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1 reserve the right to 
ect. I have not had an opportunity to read the report in 
this case, but it seems te be one of those cases where a man 
is being taken up who has retired voluntarily from the service 
Congress is authorizing him to be reappointed in the Army. 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs or the 
utleman who reported this bill are here, I would like to see 
if they can give us some information about this particular bill. 
In view of the fact that no one is here who seems te be able to 
give that information, I ask that it be passed over without 
prejudice. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that this bill may be passed over without 
‘ejudice. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


FAYETTE L. FROEMKE 


‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
O48), for the relief of Fayette L. Froemke. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Curtis D, Wilbur, recommends 
it this bill be not enacted, and upon his recommendation I 


( 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
: 
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MARIA J. M SHANI 

he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (U1. BR 
1405) — six months’ pay to Maria J. Mes 

The lerk read the title of the bill 

rhe SPE AKER pro tempore. is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, reservir the right to 
object. may I inquire of the gentleman from Maryland whether 
or not this is a companion bill to the Lucy B. Kuox bi 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No. This bill is to permit the d 


partment ts lesignate the beneticiary of the officer, he hay 
failed to do so in his lifetime 

Mr. BLACK of Texas I have no objectio 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Is there objection 

rhere was no objection 

fhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be i na l That the § ry N i 
hereby i rized d directed to 1 out h ‘ in i I y 

t Na 7 [ Ma ; MeShan d penadel the hiit 

Ensign J 1 J. MeShane, United States Navy, w s drow i 
W neg ( | 1 O ) re L ' 1 to xX montl 
pay i } icSha Vus eu 
date deat 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 


was read the third time, and passed 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

passed was laid on the table 
1OHN YP. HOLLAND 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H R LOO) to place John ¥ Holland on the retired list of 
the United States Navy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
The Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Curtis D. Wilbur, recom 
mends that this bill be not enacted, and on that recommenda 
tion I object 

FREDERICK D. W. BALDWIN 

The hext business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4931) for the relief of Frederick D. W. Baldwin 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
The Secretary of the Navy makes the sa 
that this bill be not enacted, and upon t 
[ object. 

ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS, ORDERS, AND MEDALS BY CERTAIN 
OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES NAVY AND MARINE CORPS 


ne recommendation, 


T 
hat recommendation 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HL. R 
5S9S) to authorize certain officers of the United States Navy 
and Marine Corps to accept such decorations, orders, and medals 
as have been tendered them by foreign governments in apprecia- 
tion of services rendered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the following-named officers f the United 
States Navy and Marine Cory ire hereby authorized » aces such 
jecorations, orders, and medals as have been tendered them |} fo rt 
governments in a reciation of services rendered 

United State Navy: Vice Admiral G. H jurrage, Rear Admiral 
Hf. P. Jones, Rear Admiral P. Andrews, Rear Admiral C. F. Hughes 
Rear Admiral T. l’. Magruder, Rear Admiral W. C. Cole, Rear Admiral 
J. H. Dayton, Rear Admiral Y¥ Stirling *., Rear Admiral A. P 


Niblack, retired, Rear Admiral R. Welles, retired. Capt. C. A. Abele 
Capt. T. I Johnson, Capt. H. I Lackey, Capt. 8. W. Bryant, Capf 
n, Capt. K. G. Castleman, Capt. F. T. Evans, Capt. H. K 
Cage, Cap \ Andrew, Capt. D. ¢ Hanrahan, retired, Capt. F. B 
Freyer, Capt. W. F. Halsey, ji Capt. D. W. Bagley, Capt. C. H 
Woodward, Commander A. T. Church, Commander H,. Delano, Com 
mander W. L. Beck, Commander R. A. Spruance, Commander A. G 
Stirling, Commander W. T. Smith, Commander J. F. Shafroth, 
Commander J. James, Commander G. H. Laird, Lieut. Commander M 
Collins, Lieut. Commander J. M. Deem, Lieut. Commander J. R. Pet 
son, jr., Lieut. Commander A. Macomb, Lieut. Commander H. F. King 
man, Lieut. Commander W. S. Haas, Lieut. Commander D. C. Ramsey 
Lieut. Commander A. W. Dunn, jr., Lieut, Commander H. OD. Hunter 
Lieu Commander G, FE. Brandt, Lieut. Commander W ( Hayes 
Lieut. R. Weller, Lieut. B. T. Talbott, Lieut. D. L. Maderia, Lieut. 
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R. A. Ofstie, Lieut. W. A. Brooks, Capt. C. S. Butler (Medical Corps), 
Capt. J. S. Woodward (Medical Corps), Capt. A, B. Clifford (Medical 
Corp Commander M. Boland (Medical Corps), Commander R. H. 
Laning (Medical Corps), Lieut. Commander P. W. Wilson (Medical 
Corps), Lieut. Commander R, W. Hutchinson (Medical Corps), Rear 
Admiral 8. MeGowan (Supply Corps), retired, Capt. D. Potter (Supply 
Corps), Capt. N. B. Farwell (Supply Corps), Capt. J. D. Robnett 
(Supply Corps), Capt, E. D. Stanley (Supply Corps), Capt. W. J. Hine 
(Supply Corps), Commander Eugene H. Tricou (Supply Corps), Com- 


mander R. B. Tod, United States Naval Reserve, and Commander J. L. 
Callan, United States Naval Reserve. 


United States Marine Corps: Col. Julius 8. Turrill, Col. Douglas C. 
MacDougal, Lieut, Col. James K. Tracy, Lieut. Col. James J. Meade, 
Maj. Calvin B. Matthews, Maj. Samuel M. Harrington, Maj. Alexander 
A. Vandegrift, Maj. Harry L. Smith, Maj. William H. Rupertus, Maj 
Allen H. Turnage, Capt. William F. Beattie, Capt. Louis J. Hughes, and 


Marine Gunner Theodore C, Laitsch. 


The bil! was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


CHARLES H. SEND 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(S. 440) for the relief of Charles H. Send. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent cousideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized to amend the homestead entry of Charles H. Send, 
made March 20, 1924, so as to describe lot 3, section 14, township 4 
south of range 15 west, of the Tallahassee meridian, Florida, con- 


in lieu of the subdivision now embraced therein, and 
the commutation proof submitted by said Send on October 
if found otherwise satisfactory, upon payment for the land at 


the rate of $1.25 per acre, 


taining SO acres, 
to accept 


8, 1925, 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the tabie. 


FRANK HARTMAN 


The next business on the Private Calendar was 
(Hi. R. 6569) for the relief of Frank Hartman. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


the bill 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Frank Hartman, of Curlew, 
Wash., the sum of $97.08, 

See. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
any the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $97.08 for 
the payment of said sum to said Frank Hartman, as provided in the 


foregoing 


money in 


section, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
wus read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


KATIE CASSIDAY 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 4126), authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
a patent to Katie Cassiday for a certain tract of land. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby uthorized and directed to issue a patent to Katie Cassiday for 
Great Fal desert land entry 054131, embracing lots 3 and 6, and 
the southeast quarter northwest quarter section 7, township 26 north, 
range 43 east, principal meridian. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 
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CARROLL 


The next business on the Private Calendar 
(H. R. 2477) for the relief of Joseph 8S. Carroll. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKE”D. pro tempore. Is there objection to th: pres« 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to obj 
The Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Curtis D. Wilbur, reports + 
this bill will cost the Government $1,247.40 per annum anid 
refuses to recommend it. I therefore object to its eo; 
eration. 


was the 


IDA F, BAUM 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1 
766) for the relief of Ida F. Baum, 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 5 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Ida F. Baum the sum of $5,000 for 
damages suffered by reason of her daughter, Lillian J. Leffard, b« 
struck and fatally injured by a Government automobile, which 
driven by a civilian employee of the Ordnance Bureau of the | 
States Army. 


With the following committee amendment: 


In line 5, after the word “ appropriated,” insert the words “and in 
full settlement against the Government.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the table. 


v 


JENNIE ROLL 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
926) for the relief of Jennie Roll. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be paid to Jennie Roll, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$500, being the amount of eight vouchers for $50 each received by her 
late husband, T. E. Roll, for services rendered the Government as 
rier on the star mail route out of Ross, Ohio, and which were uncasihied 
at the time of his death and $50 per month for the two months imme- 
diately preceding his death, for which no vouchers were received by | 


With the following committee amendments: 


Strike out, on page 1, lines 3, 4, and 5, and insert: “ That the S 
tary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and 
in full settlement against the Government, the sum of $517.64, being the 
amount of vouchers amounting to $404.31, received’; and on page 2, in 
line 1, strike out “$50 per month” and insert in Neu thereof “ $113.53,” 
and in line 83 insert, after the word “ death,” the words “ during which 
he performed such services.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
was laid on the able. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 
I think we ought to have a new shift. Just a few of us can 
not do all of the work here in one day. We are passing tl 
bills entirely too fast. 

Mr. TILSON., Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will realize that 
it was at his demand that a roll call was had a few minutes 
ago when it lacked only 15 minutes until 5 o’clock. I had 
given my word that we should try to run until 5 o'clock in order 
to dispose of a number of bills in which Members of the House 
are deeply interested. The gentleman from Texas objected (0 
that program and demanded a quorum. 

Mr. BLANTON. Which is the constitutional right I possess 

Mr. TILSON. It is. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is the constitutional right of any Mem- 


ber to require a quorum present. 
It is. 


Mr, TILSON, 








a minute 


[ TILSON. The gentl ‘ tirel) t his rights, 





yentleman realizes tha not at all necessary r the Che irdered 
e membership to be pre vhen he and others are pr 1 time 
re studying these bills all the time in order that they may \ nidow waa 7 
iefully considered. It often happens, as | centl ' 
s that we transact business without the entire menibe VARD SLOAN 
f the House being on the floor rhe gentleman has | ivaie Cak , , 
requi that a quorum resent Wit ( uiing of t r tl Lloward V. Sloa 
li we have now consumed 40 minutes of time and have ( k d the title of 
<¢ put in the 15 minutes, which the gentleman refused to I SPEAKER pro tempor I ‘ 
is to put in before 5 o'clock 1 re was no obiection 
BLANTON And therefore | Clerk read the bi is ) 


fr. TILSON. “And. therefore iving roe ! - on 
tes, if the gentleman ins tt we cal t worl ed 
r to-night-—— 

BLANTON, I will say to the seatleman from Conn sbeicuaiiiaed ee 








he will stay here until 6 o'clock I will stay here wit ee ae cn 7 
i 1 finish the calendar rl yventleman does tf wan 2 . M Cit ‘ J i 
; t | i wt ‘ 1 
fILSON, No; I should like to go down to Calendar No. | ' . ay Sener onium 
‘ Wi f wing committer end 
BLANTON I a ot object Let us proceed word i 
ir. TILSON Because the bills put on the cal lar after | Govet : 
ary 23 have not been on the calendar for three days, and 
at “ason in analogy to the sent Culendar, } - — nendmen ne ste 
BLANTON. I am willing to go on, I ask for the reg he Dil as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
i 1 third time is read the third ti ind pa i 
[i analogy i e © nt Calendar [ think 11 Oe tO re wee ae ee. a table 
I consid } hat have be rep d sii SEPHINI I DEAUX 
’ \NTON. Let us proceed. I am willing eos on the Private Calendar was the | 
i ae gonth ae ~ . , | CEL R. 8569) for the relief of Josephi Chibodeaux 
| The Clerk read the title of the | 
. SLAN'TON ~— rl SPEAKER pro tempor Is there objec 
i l Was no objeciior 
SCHOONER ENTI | { rk read the bill, as follows 
e& next bus 1eSS On the Priv: te Calendar was ( iii ii. R Re ; y ted et ha SS t Trea . i 
S) for the relief of the owner of the schooner Seth | is 1 ized i dire 1 to pa i 


Clerk read the title of the bill t \ approt iated, the f 
fhe SPEAKER pro tempore Is the: D tiol » the present | 17 de f I A 











l ( if., h } n was paid h t 
sideration of the bill? i i Stat s a bail bond r ap rane yurt N. 1 ) 
ere was no objectior d de ] d by e court for 
the Clerk read the bill, as follows: | it subsequently ordered id back to said Josep 
it enacted, etc., That the Secreta ol tli reusul «, and he is | +'!ibou . ler 0 ut court Aling forfeit 
v, authorized and directed to pay, out ny mone in the ot the a t wh mount had been covered into 1 ireasu 
sury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against the |} { Sta t i ti I 
Government, to Capt. Louis P. Sua owner of the schooner The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
tinel, the sum of $77.60 for cost f prin said schoo ©, Was read the third time, and passed 
f which t h 1 States ust Ln to nsider was laid on the tab 
Guard cutter Sm 21 2 i 
SHI { 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ae nn ' 
was read the third time, and passed rhe xt business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
4 motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed H. R. § ) conferring jurisdiction upo erfain courts of the 
laid on the table United Stat to hear and determine the Gaim by the charterer 
OWNERS OF SCHOONER “ WILLIAM MELBOURNE f the steamship Trontolite against the United States, and for 
| other purposes 
Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill! The Clerk read the title of the bill 
H. R. 3971) for the relief of the owners of the schooner | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection 
liam Melbourne. | Ry unanimous consent the Clerk read the amendment to th 
Che Clerk read the title of tie bill | bill. as follows: 
lhe SPEAKER pro tempor: ix there objection? | Strike ont fter the enacting cin nd . mn Heu thereof 


There was no objec tion ye e.) 
Che Clerk read the bill, as follows 


I t the laim of he Intern nu Pet ( { Lt 
Re it enacted, etc., That the claim of the William Melbourne Naviga Toronto, Canada, charterer of the iD ecne Trontolite, iinst th 
United States for damages alleged to h ‘ 11 col - 

tween said steamer Tvrontolite and the United St Navy ibmari: 
} 


Co, (Ltd.), a corporation under the laws of the Province of Nova | 
22 . . } . ‘ a a . 7 
inst the United States for damages alleged to have been caused by | C-2 at Cristobal, Canal Zone, on November 50, 1918, may be determined 


Scotia, Dominion of Canada, owners of the schooner William Melbourne, 


llision between said schooner and the T Ss. S. W. DL. Stead, of 
pleton, Staten Island, N, Y., on tl! 19th day of April, 1919, may be 
d for by the said owners in the District Court of the United States 
the Southern District of New York 


in suit to be brought by said claimant : nst the United States 


LOrK, sitting sa court of admiralty and acting under th rule ri 
, Sitting as a court of admira!ty ng uch court in admiralty ca 5 nd ha said uurt shall 
acting under the rules governing such court, and said court shall 
jurisdiction to hear and determine such suit and to enter a judg- 


| jurisdiction to hear and dete! iid t and to enter a judgmen 
t or decree therein for the amount of such damages not to exceed | found d from the United States to the said International Petroi 

| 

i 


decree for the amount of such damages and costs, if any, as shall be 


00 sustained by reason of said collision as shall be found to be due 


for or against the United States upon the same principles and 


Co. (Ltd.) by reason of said collision, upon the same principle and 
inder the same measures of liability ¢ in like cases between private 
isures of liability and damages as in like cases in admiralty between 
ate parties and with the same its of appeal: Provided, That 
1 notice of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the provided by order of the said court, and upon such notice it 


United States as may be provided by order of thé sald court, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney General to c 





parties, and with the same rights of appeal: Provided, That such 


no 





of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the United States 


as may | 


use the United States 








CONGRESSIONAT 


2108 


attorney {n h district to appear and defend for the Tnited States: 
Provided further, That such suit shall be begun within four months of 

e date of the approval of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
The title was amended. 
N OI BY 


COLLECT ‘NAGE TAXES ON VESSELS 


STANDARD OIL CO. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


OPERATED THE 


ro 


$520) authorizing the Court of Claims to hear and determine 
questions of law involved in the alleged erroneous collection of 
fonnage taxes in 1920 and 1921 on three vessels operated by the 


Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, under bareboat charter from a 
Danzig corporation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 


Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, this bill seeks 
fo permit a refund of $60,283 to the Standard Oil Co. of New 
Jersey. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. That is not what the bill seeks to do. 

Mr, BLANTON. That is the amount involved, 

Mr. UNDERHILL. What the bill seeks to do is to authorize 
the Court of Claims to hear the matter, because the department 
wants the matter adjudicated by the court. 

Mr. BLANTON. Without this bill being passed the Standard 
Oil Co. will not have authority to have it adjudicated. It has 
had its rights adjudieated. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. It has not had its rights adjudicated. 
Mr. BLANTON, It seeks to have this amount paid back. It 


has been collected from it by the Government. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The department wants it as a precedent 
for other cases. 

Mr. BLANTON, I want to say that at this late hour of the 
day I do not think a bill of this importance ought to be passed, 
and I object. 

ADRIANO CRUCETA 

‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8889) for the relief of Adriano Cruceta, a citizen of the Domini- 
can Republic. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objeetion, 

‘The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $1,000 to pay to Adriano Cruceta as compensation for the death of 


his son at Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, resulting from shooting 
by a member of the United States Marine Corps on the 22d day of 
August, 1923, the payment to be as a matter of grace and without 


regard to liability for such death 
With the following committee amendments: 


Page 1, strike out “that there is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise appro- 


line 3, 


priated,” and insert “that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
iry not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against the 
Government,” and in line 8, after the figures “ $1,000,” strike out the 


words “ to pay.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
wus laid on the table. 


SABINO APODACA 


Che next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1005) for the relief of Sabino Apodaca. 

the Clerk read the title of the bill. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


en onsideration of the bill? 

rhere was no objection. 

Che Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it « i. ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, autl t and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 
Iry not otherw ippropriated, to Sabino Apodaca, of Fl Paso, Tex., the 


eum of $5,000 as remuneration for injuries occasioned by the said Apo- 
over, maimed, bruised, his leg broken, and serious and 
injuries resulting therefrom, at the hands of one 


in the United States Army connected with 


daca being run 
probably permanent 
William Poeunderf, 
police, 


a sergeant 


the military 
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With the foilowing committee amendment: 


JANUARY 


Line 5, after the word “ appropriated,” Insert “and in full settle: 
against the Government”; and in line 7 strike out “ $5,000” and 
* $704.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to, and the bil 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pas 
was laid on the table. 


+ 


_~ 


GASTON M. JANSON 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (TI. rR, 
1597) for the relief of Gaston M. Janson. 
The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pr 
ent consideration of the bill? 


There was ho objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con! 
rights, privileges, and benetits upen honorably discharged solidi: 
Gaston M. Janson, who was a member of Ninth Tank Company, 
teenth Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have he 
discharged honorably from the military service of the United States as 
private of that erganization on the 18th day of January, 1927: P 
vided, That bo bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be hi 
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the yote by which the bill was pass 
was laid on the table, 


AUGUSTUS C, TURNER 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1. hk. 


3144) to remove cloud on military discharge of Augustus ( 
Turner. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pi 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring 


rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldi 
Augustus C. Turner, who was a member of Company F, First Regime: 
and Company B, Forty-fourth Regular United States 
fantry, and Troop M, Thirteenth United States Cavalry, shall hereaft 
be held and considered to have been discharged honorably from the mi 


tary service of the United States as a member of Troop M, Thirteent! 


Volunteer In 


United States Cavalry, on the 14th day of November, 1905: Provide: 
That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to hay: 


accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin: 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The tithe was amended to read: “A Dill for 
Augustus C. Turner.” 

A motion to reeonsider the vote by which the bill was passt 
was laid on the table. 


the relief « 


ADJOURN MENT 


Mr. TILSON. 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock an 


or 


3> minutes p. m.), in accordance with the order heretofo 


’ 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


made, the House adjourned until Monday, January 30, 1525, 


at 12 o'clock noon, 





COMMITTER HEARINGS 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of con 
mittee hearings scheduled for Friday, January 27, 1928, 


« 
~ 


reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 
(10.30 a. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
Agriculture Department appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 


To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly mar- 


keting and in the controt and disposition of the surplus of agri 


eultural commodities in interstate and fereign commerce (1H. ! 
7940). 








a. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL 


COMMITTEE ON ROAI 
(10 ; li.) 
To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the [ ed 
States shall aid the State n the construc on of rural post 
ads.” approved July 11, 1916, a mended and ipplemented 
H. R. 383, 358, 5518, 7343, and &8S832) 
fo amend the act entitied “uAn at » provide that the | 
tes shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as ame ded and supplemen ed. 
nd authorizing appropriation of $150,000,000 per annum fo 
two years (H. R. 7019) 
COMMITTEE ON: INTERSTA AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 
To promote the wnification of carriers gaged in interstat 
mmerce (11. R. 5641). 
COMMITTEE ‘¢ FLOOD IN TROT 
(10 a. m. and 2 p. n Cum oom ) 


A meeting to discuss proposals t ntrol the flood waters of 
he Mississippi River 
COMMITTEE ON AL AFFAIR 
(10.50 a. m.) 
A meeting to disct the naval building program 
COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURI IN THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS 
(10.30 a hi.) 
To repol now required by law to | 


discontinue certain 
\ 


made annually to Congress (H. R, 8554). 


COM MITTE! ON EDUCATION 
(10.30 a. m.) 
To amend section § of an entitled “An act to incorporats 
Howard University he District of Columbia,” approved 


1867 (H. R. 279) 


COMMITTEE ON 


March 2, 
BANKING 


10: 


AND CURRENCY 


1) a. m.) 


To incorporate the Federal Reserve retirement fund, to define 
ts functions, and for other purposes (H. R. 4). 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTION OF PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT, AND REP 


RESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS 
(10.50 a, 

Proposing amendments to the 
States providing for the election 
dent, and filling vacancies in the 


of such officers and Members of 


m.) 

the 
Vice 
ad the 


Res 


United 
Presi 
terms 


of 
and 
thereof, ai 
tm: dé: 


Constitution 
of President 
offices 


Congress 2 


Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States for the election of President and Vice President (H. J 


Res, 181). 

Providing for the meeting of of President and Vice 
President and for the issuance and transmission of the certifi 
cates of their selection and of the r of their determination 
(H. R. 73738). 


electors 


=ult 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AIRS 


(10.30 a. m.) 
To enable the mothers and unma 
oldiers, sailors, and marines of the American forces interred 
in the cemeteries of Europe make a pilgrimage to these 
cemeteries (H. R. 3494). 

COM MITTEE 


(10 a. 


rricd widows of the 


. . 
aeceased 


lo 


ON PATENTS 
in.) . 

To prevent fraud, deception, or improper practice in connec 
ion with business before the United States Patent Office (H. R. 
Do27 ). 

To amend an act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884 (H. R. 6108). 

To authorize the licensing of patents 
States (H. R. 6105). 


For Saturday, 


owned by the United 


January 1928 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
Treasury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill. 
(10.30 a. m.) 
Agriculture Department appropriation bill. 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m. and 2 p. m.—caucus room) 
A meeting to discuss proposals to control the flood waters of 
the Mississippi River, 
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COM MI EE ON T F < \ 4 
(tf a) 
( 1} ittes ob ’ 1 Lit ’ 
i é I h a woman's burenti } Met? ‘ ; 
pat wl of the Distric or Cs i 1 (H. I ti +) 
I Monday, J 
COMMITTEE <¢ \ OPrRri 3 






ry mi Po Oftice Department I pria bill 
10.30 a. m 
D> pa ‘ of Agr nitive, apnr« i bill 
COMMITTEE ON AGRIC Un? 
(10 a. m.) 

To establish a Federal farm board to aid ! 
marketing and in the control and disposition of surplus of 
ericultural commodities in interstate and fo nimerce 
(i. R. 794 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFA ; 
(10 a. m.) 
A me ng t al s Lit i i is proera 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive commu tir 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follow 
322. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
copies of letters from the chief clerk of the department with 

t of board of inspection for shore stations, the joint merchant 
vessel board. and the Major General Commandant of the United 
States Marine Corps (with accompanying lists) regarding cer 
tai ! ria! which the department wishes to destroy under 
he ter S of the Executive order of Mureh 16. 1912 to he 
Committee on the Disposition of Useless Executive Paper 

23. A letter from the War Finance Corporation, transmi if 
the tenth annual report of the War Finance Corporation for the 
vear ended November 30. 1927 (H. Do Ni 148 ) to the Com 
mittee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printe 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS LND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. MacGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H, Res. 101 A 
resolution to assist subcommittee investigating ern of 
th District f Columbia (Rept. No. 449). Ordered be 


I ted. 
WASON: Joint 
utive Papers. 


Committee on the 


A report on the 


Dis} of 1 
disposition of useless execu 


sition se S 


tive papers in the United States Veteruns’ Bureau (Rept. No. 
$54) Ordered to be printed. 

Mr WASON: Joint Committe: n the D sposition of Useless 
Executive Papers A report on the disposition of useless execu- 
tive papers in the executive departments (Rept. No. 455). 
Ordered to be printed 

Mr. HALL of Indiana: Committee on the District of Colun 
b 1 R. azusS. A bill authorizing acquisition of a site for 


produce market, and for other 
dment (Rept. No. 451). Referred to the 
House on the state of the Uni 
Mr. JAMES: Committee on Military 
bill authorize appropriatioi 
worth, Kans., and for other 
Ni Referred to the ¢ 
the state of 1 Union. 
Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on 
R. 391 A bill to 
and Grounds; with ame 
the House Calendar. 
Mr. JAMES: Conimittee on Military Affairs 
bill to limit’ the issue of reserve supplies or equipment held by 
the War Department; without l (Rept. 456). Re- 
ferred House Calendar. 
Mr. MORIN: Com nittee on 
A bill to fix the and 


the farmers’ 


umel 


purpose without 
Comnniittes { 
Whole . 
Affairs 


construction 


li 
at Fort 
amendment 
Whole Louse on 


3 for 
purposes ; 
‘ommitter 


with 

the 
he 
Public Bu 
the use of 


(Re 


idings and Gr 
the Capitol 
pt. No 


IH. Building 


regulate 


dment $53). 


H. R. 7752 \ 
ali 


Linen 


Military Affairs. H. R 
allowances of chaplain at the United 


6652 


pay 


States Military Academy; with amendment (Rept. No. 457). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

LUCE: Committee on the Library. 8S. J. Res. 66 An 


Mr 
vet authorizing 
memorial 
* Joint 
the services 


an additional appropriation to be used for the 
building provided for by a joint resolution entitled 
resolution in relation to a monument to commemorate 
and sacrifices of the women of the United Stafes 
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of America, its insular possessions, and the District of Co- 
lmubia in the World War,” approved June 7, 1924: without 
amendment (Rept. No. 458). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs, H. R. 5635. 


A bill to amend the act approved June 7, 1924, authorizing the 


Secretary of War to sell a portion of the Carlisle Barracks 
Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No. 459). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 7908. A bill 
to authorize the erection at Clinton, Sampson County, N. C., 
of monument in commemoration of William Rufus King, 
former Vice President of the United States; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 460) Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R, 9036. A bill 
to increase the salary of the Librarian of Congress; without 


amendment (Rept. No. 461). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 9994. A 
bill to reimbun certain Indians of the Fort Belknap Reserva 
tien, Mont., for part or full value of an allotment of tand to 
which they were individually entitled; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 462) Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. HH, R. 8831. 


A bill to provide for the collection of fees from royalties on pro 
duction of minerals from leased Indian lands; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No, 463). Referred to the Comunittee of the Whole 
Ilouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 8293. 
A bill to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief of Indians 
eccupying railroad lands in Arizona, New Mexico, or Cali- 
fornia,” approved March 4, 1918; with amendment (Rept. No. 
164). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LEAVITT, Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 8291. A 
bill to amend section 1 of the act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 
L., p. 855), “An act to provide for determining the heirs of 
deceased Indians, for the disposition and sale of allotments of 
deceased Indians, for the leasing of allotments, and for other 
purposes "; with amendment (Rept. No. 465). Referred to the 
House Calendar 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. ANDREW: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 1951. 
A bill granting six months’ pay to Frank A. Grab; without 
amendment (Rept. No, 447). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House 

Mr. DARROW : Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 5872. A 
bill for the relief of William CC. Gray; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 448). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 5930. A 


bill for the relief of Jesse W. Boisseau: with amendment ( Rept. 
No. 450). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
2 of Rule XXII, committees 
from the consideration of the following bills, 
ferred follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2411) to pay the Pioneer Steamship Co. the sum 
of $38,100.50, money paid as duty for repairs in foreign ports ; 


Under clause were discharged 
which were re- 


us 


Connnittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

\ bill (H. R, 9Si2) for the relief of Hattie Carnegie (Inc.): 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

A bill CH, R. S808) granting a pension to Sarah J, M. Cotton; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (TL R. 9784) granting a pension to Dimmis FE. Hale; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill CH. RR. 9899) granting an increase of pension te Clark 


P. Hoskins: Committee on Invalid Pensions 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill CH. R. 7410) granting a pension to Mathilda H. 
Byrnes; Commiitee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


discharged, and 


| 
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JANUARY 26 
A bill (H. R. 9933) for the relief of Wynona A. Dixon: Com 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee o 


War Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 9972) for the relief of Charles Silverman: Comm 
j mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, public bills and 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 10069) to authorize and 
direct the construction and maintenance of a memorial highwa 
connecting the city of Mattoon, IL, with Toledo, TL, and fo: 
other purposes: to the Committee on Roads. 

3vy Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (CH. R. 10070) authorizing thy: 
New Martinsville & Ohio River Bridge Co. (inc.) to constru 
maintain, and eperate a bridge ucross the Ohio River at or nea 
New Martinsville, W. Va.:; to the Committee on Interstate si 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A Dill (HH. R. te amend an 
entitled “An act to provide revenue to regulate commerce in 
foreign countries and to encourage the industries in the United 
States, and for other purposes,” upproved September 21, 1922 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (fi. R. 10072) to empower the 
Secretary of the Navy to issue certain Navy medals of honor 
of new design: to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill CHL RR. 10073) to change the name 
of Railroad Avenue between Nichols Avenue and Miussachusett- 
Avenue; to the Committee on the District of Columbix 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 10074) providing for the aj 
pointment of governors of the non-Christian Provinces in the 
Philippine Islands by the Governor General without the consent 
of the Philippine Senate: to the Committee on Insular Affairs 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10075) for the improvement ot 
Cockrell Creek, Va.: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10076) to acquire the Moore House 
certain other property at Yorktown, Va., and establish the same 
as a national monument; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 10077) to 
curry into effect the twelfth article of the treaty between th: 
United States and the Shawnee Indians, proclaimed October 14, 
1868 ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON ot Washington: A bill (H. R. 10078) to 
provide for the deportation of certain aliens, and for othe: 
purposes ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R, 10079) providing 
for the inspection of the Wilson Creek (Mo.) battle field; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10080) for 
the construction of a private conduit across Lincoln Road Ni 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 10081) to amend the 
entitied “An act for the retirement of employees in the Classified 
civil service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, 
and acts in amendment thereof; to the Committee on the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (H. R. 10082) defining combi- 
nitions and conspiracies in trade and labor disputes and = pro- 
hibiting the issuance of injunctions therein; to the Commiitee 
ou the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A biil (HH. R. 10088) to provide for 
advanceg of funds by special disbursing agents in connection 
with the enforcement of acts relating to narcotic drugs; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10084) regulai 
ing pensions and increase of pensions to soldiers, sailors, an 
marines of the Civil War, and to certain widows of said so! 
diers, sailors, and marines, and for other purposes; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R 
Nez Perce Tribe of Indians; to 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 10086) providing for the 
creation of a national park in Marion County, Oreg., to be 
known as the Silver Creek Falls National Park, and santhoriz- 
ing the appropriation of money therefor; to the Committee 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 10087) to prevent obstruction 
and burdens upon interstate trade and commerce in copyrighted 
motion-picture films, and to prevent the restraint upon the free 
competition in the production, distribution, and exhibition of 
copyrighted motion-picture films, and to prevent the further 
monopolization of the business of producing, distributing, and 


resolutions 


10071) 


mite 


wel 


for the relief of the 
Committee on Indian 


. 10085) 
the 


oll 
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exhibiting copyrighted motion pictures, by prohibiting blind 
booking and block booking of copyrighted motion-picture films 
nd by prohibiting the arbitrary allocation of such films by dis- 
tributors to theaters in which they or other distributors have 
an interest, direct or indirect, and by prohibiting the arbitrary 
refusal to book or sell such films to exhibitors in which 
have no such interest; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10088) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to convey certain water rights in connection 
with the Boise reclamation project; to the Committee on Irri- 
cation and Reclamation. 


they 


By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 10089) authorizing the 
States of Georgia and South Carolina to construct, maintain, 
and operate a free highway bridge across the Savannah River, 


or near Burtons Ferry, to connect up the highway between 


AUendale, 8. C., and Sylvania, Ga.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10090) to amend 


certain portions of the national prohibition act and providing 


executive and judicial laws for the enforcement thereof; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. GREENWOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 184) 
designating May 1 as child health day; to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution (H. Res. 103) 


\uthorizing a special committee to investigate matters relating 
to interstate highways; to the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolution (H. Res. 104) to pay six 
months’ salary and funeral expenses to Erma Russell on ac- 
count of the death of Aaron Russell, late an employee of th 
IIouse ; to the Committee on Accounts. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows : 

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Memorial of the Legislature of the 


State of South Carolina, favoring the passage of the disabled 
emergency Army officers’ retirement bill; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


By Mr. COLLIER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Mississippi, memorializing Congress to take over and is- 


sume flood control on the Mississippi River; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

PRIVATE 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 10091) granting a 
pension to Rebecca Dennis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A Dill (H. R. 10092) authorizing a 
preliminary examination and survey of the Elizabeth River, 
N. J.: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10093) for the relief of Ferdinand Young, 
alias James Williams; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 10094) granting an 
of pension te Jennie R, Jennings; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 10095) for the relief « 
Myerle, as executor of the last will and testament of 
Burgess, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 10096) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta H. Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 100987) granting a pension to Lillie Cor- 
win; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (BH. R. 10098) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna G. Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10099) to provide for 
examination and survey of Wind Mill Point Creek, Lancaster 
County, Va., and of the channel connecting said creek with the 
Rappahannock River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. BULWINKLE: A bill (H. R. 10100) for the relief of 
Willie L. Stone; to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 10101) for the relief of Her 
man Shulof; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 10102) granting an 
increase of pension to Florence J, Chapin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bil! (1H. R. 10104) for the relief of 
Millard Thorne, sr.; to the Committee on Claims, 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


lncrease 


Invalid 
f David 


Phineas 


ions 


an 
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By Mr. HALL of Indiana: A hill (TT. R. 10105) granting an 

erease of pension to Elizabeth Havens; to t Conunittee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: A bill (HI. I 10106) granting a pension 
to Anna Seacour: to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 10107 for the relief of 
Jessie Taylor: to the Comunitt Claims 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10108) granting a pension to 
Julia G. Scott: to the Committee on Invalid P 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 10109) granting a pensi Mrs, S i 
R. Therrien: to the Committee on Invalid Per 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (CH. R. 10110) granting an increase 
of pension to Julia A. Queen; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensio1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10111) for the relief of Martin J. Ha 


he Committee on Claims 


By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 10112) for the relief of Walter 
A. Zinkham: to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 10118) granting an increase of 
pension to Margery Trimmer; to the ttee on Invalid 


Pensions 


By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 10114) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Short; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10115) granting an increase of pension 
to Harriet N. Gates: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10116) granting a pension to M i 
Hinkel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10117) granting a pension 
to Gallico Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 10118) for the relief of 
the city of Baltimore; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 10119) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas J Tigue; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10120) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie M. Stern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension 
to Martha E. McAllister; to the Committee on Invalid Pens 5, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10122) granting an increase of pension to 
Phyletta Manning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MICHENER: A bill (H. R. 10123) granting an in 
crease of pension to Mary L. Nickloy; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 10124) fe he 
relief of Charles Edward Bailey; to the Committee on Wa 
Claims 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (EL R. 10125) for the relief of Leo 
Scheuren; to the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (HH. R. 10126) for the relief of Loretta Pepper, of 
Ashland, Pa.: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 10127) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth J. Stacy: to the Committee on Invalid 
« n ions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10128) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10129) granting an inerease of pension to 
Louise E, Van Norden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10130) authorizing 

nd directing the Secretary of the Interior to issne a patent 
to E. L. Johnson and A, L. Johnson, of Hawthorne, Fla.; to 
the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10131) authorizing the Secre 
tary of the Interior to issue a patent to Jessie L, Keogh; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10132) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue patent to Thomas J. Keogh; to the Commiitee 


on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WELLER: A bill (FL. R. 10135) granting 
to Kathryn McCarthy; to the Commi Invalid 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 10134) granting an increase « 
Ilenrietta A. Forbes; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10135) granting an inerease of pension to 
Ruth E. Hering: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H, R. 10136) 
geranting an increase of pension to Antoinette A. Darnell; to 
the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 10137) for the 
relief of Charlie Rupert Steen; to the Committee on Nayal 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10138) granting an increase of pensi: 
Rhoda I. Ackerman; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITEHEAD: A bill (H. R. 10139) for the relief 
of Edmund F. Hubbard; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2555. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of James T. McAllister 
and 142 other residents of Providence, R. 1. protesting against 
the passage of any compulsory Sunday observance legislation ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2556. By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition by business men and citi- 
geus of Leavenworth, Kans., urging the passage of House bill 
6518S. the Welch salary increase bill, and House bill 492, a bill 
io abolish the classification board; to the Committee on the 
Civil Service. 

2557. Also, petition by civilian employees of the Government 
at Leavenworth, Kans., and vicinity, urging passage of House 
bi 192 and 6518: to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

2558. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition from citizens of Robinson, 
Ill., urging control of the radio situation; to the Committee 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

2559. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of citizens of Conway Springs, 
Kans., in behalf of Civil War legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

2560. By Mr. BACON: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Queens County, State of New York, protesting against the 
Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee 

the District of Columbia, 

2561. Aliso, petition from sundry citizens of Long Island, pro- 
sting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2502. By Mr. BARBOUR: Resolution adopted by the Sanger 
Chamber of Commerce, Sanger, Calif., protesting against the 
placing of Mexican immigration upon a quota basis; to the Com- 
mittee on Lmmigraition and Naturalization. 

2568. By Mr. BOTES: Petition signed by citizens of Rodney. 
Monona County, lowa, protesting against the compulsory Sunday 
rvance bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2564. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of A. P. Waxman and other 
citizens of New York City, who add their protest to the Sunday 
bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2565. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of FE. R. Kuhn, of Grand 
Ridge, Ill, and 200 other citizens of Illinois, protesting against 
the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance bill: to the Com 
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia. 


on the 


Denso 


1 
it 


2766. By Mr. CARLEY: Petition signed by Jennie H, Osberg 
and 62 other residents of Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting againsi 
the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2567. By Mr. CARTER: Petition of Charles D. Carroll, 
manager American Theater, of Oakland, Calif.. and many 


others, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District ef Columbia. 
2568. Also, petition of Franklin P. Law and many others, 


of Oakland, Calif.. protesting against the passage of House bill 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2569. Also, petition of B. B. Fox and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif,, protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2570. Also, petition of F. W. MeMahon and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2AT1. Also, petition of Miss Amelia Jamison and many others, 
of Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 


7S: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2572. Also, petition of Grant V. Peterson and many others, of 
Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 


iS; 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


2573. Also, petition of J. M. Reid and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting agaist the passage of House bill 


78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2574, Also, petition of F, Barry and many others, of Oakland, 
Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to the 
Committers the District of Columbia. 

257h. Also, petition of Frederick O. Britton and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


2576. Also, petition of Miss Gladys Munroe and many others, 
of Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
75; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2577. Also. petition of Leonard Devine and many others, of 


Berkeley, Cglif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2578. Also, petition of Dominick P. Isabella and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
3S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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2579. Also, petition of Arthur Larson and many others. ; 


Oakland, Calif., protesting aguinst the passage of House bill 78 
} to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2580. Also, petition of W. A. Leonard and many others. « 


Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 7s 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2551. Also, petition of L. H. Frick and many others, of Oa 
land, Calif., protesting ugainst the passage of House bill 78: to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2052. Also, petition of Dan McLean, manager Grand Lake 
Theater, Oakland, Calif., aud hundreds of others, protesting 
against the pussage of House bill 78; to the Committee on ih, 
District of Columbia. 

2583. Also, petition of A. N. Burgess and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bili 
#5; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2554. Also, petition of Thomas Castberg and many others, 0} 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2585. Also, petition of Thomas F. Higgins and many others 


of Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of Hous: 
bill 7S; to the Commitiee on the District of Columbia. 


25086, Also, petition of Mrs. Eleanor Nichols and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2587. Also. petition of J, S. Overmive and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 7s; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2588. Also, petition of EK. B. Heathcote and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bil! 
7S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2589, Also, petition of Mrs, M, Bunsteiner and many others, 
of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2590. Also, petition of EK. L. Peters and many others, of Oak 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2591, Also, petition of William Cooper and many others, of 
Alameda, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2592. Also, petition of Mrs. D. F. Wright and many others 
of Oakland, Culif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2593. Also, petition of F. C. Lentz and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2594. Also, petition of T, H. Jensen and many others, 

serkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
io the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2595. Also, petition of D, A. Bucknell and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2596. Also, petition of Joe McCann and miuny others, of Oak 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee ov the Distriet of Columbia. 

2597. Also, petition of William Froines and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
io the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2998. Also, petition of William Hopkins and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bil! 
78: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2599. Also, petition of Eyner Hausen and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2600, Aliso, petition of G. BE, Allen and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2001. Also, petition of F. Martino and many others, of Oak- 
lund, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2602. Also, petition of Miss Carrie Gardner and many others, 
of Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Commitiee on the District of Columbia. 

2605. Also, petition of I. Ortman and many others, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78: 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2604. Also, petition of Paul Andersen and many others, of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 78; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

2605. Also, petition of Fred H. Otto and many others, of 
Berkeley, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 


9 
t 
ol 


78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2606. Also, petition of F. W. Bratten and many others, of 
Oakiand, Calif., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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War, Roy C. Call. 278 Beech Street, Roslindale, Mass.. secretary d Naturalizatior 
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renn., at their meeting held the 21st day of J: airy, 1928 


rsing the Philippine traveling pay bill (S. 729); to the Con XN. ¥., opposing e passage of the Celler Pili riff 
mittee on Military Affa to the \ ( Wa dM 

9615. B Mr. GIBSON: Pet e i7e1 fD ville \ O53 By M PARK: I? ns L cit I Arkan irs 
n favor of proposed legislation for the increa hn pensions fo 5 Ol paneer conven I hae he Civil War vet , 
iidiers o he Civil War and their widows: to the Committee ce wiuow tne Von e on Invalid Pensiot 


on Invalid Pensioi 

2616. By Mr. GREGORY: Petitions of Charles A. Grimm and 
other citizens of Kentucky, protesting against the passage « 
legislation establishing compulsory Sunday observance, and par 
tic ularly House bill 2G ad Mr. SMITH: Re 
Columbia. i 





is to the Committee on the District of 


i 
—- 








= 5 4 [ 3 | Chapter of the aic Walton Leagne of America, St. Maries, 
2617. Also, petitions of Mrs tr. H. Worthingtor and 27 other Idahe ivoring the passage of Hot ! 69. authorizing the 
sar arg of Ballard Count » KY., protesting against the passege | actablishment of a migratory bird refuge at Bear River Ba 
of legislation establishing compulsory Sunday observance, and | Great Salt Lake. Utah: to the Committee on Agriculture 
parth uli rly House bill 78: to the Committee on the District of 26239. By Mr. SPEAKS Petition isned bv some 26 citizens 
Columbia of ¢ protesting against enactment of any com- 
2618. Also, petition of Lemuel Vandyke and 55 other citizens ilsory S bservance bill; t e Committee on the Dis 
of Kentucky, protesting ag passage of legislation estab- | +, f ¢ uml 
lishing compulsory Sunday nee, and particularly Hous¢ 6 Als etition of E. B. Whartor some 18 citizens of 
bill 78; to the Committee on the District of Columbia | ¢ imbus. Ohio. protesting against fl mnactme f a m 
2619. By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of 118 citizens of Decora | orv Sunda be nee bil to the Committee on e Di 
Iowa, protesting against the enactment of House bill 78, or any | trict of Columbia 
other compulsory Sunday observan egislation; to the Com 41. Rv Mr. SUMMERS of Washinetor Petition signed by 
mittee on the District of Columbia. Donald D. Alexander and 71 othe ff Yakima, Wash., proté st 
2620. Also, petitior of 15 citizens of Waterville, Iowa, pro against the ennetment of compulsory Sunday. observance 
testing against the enactment of House bill 78, or any othe islation o the Committee on the District of Columbia 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee o1 2642. Also. petition signed by S. S. Wardall and 147 others, 
the District of Columbia f Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com- 
2621. By Mr. HUDSPETH: Petition of citizens of Bandera y Sunday observances islation; to the Committee on 
County, Tex., ur g¢ passage of bill for benefit of Civil Wa ‘ Di triet of Columbia 
veterans and their widows: to the Comn ( Invalid Per “e449 Also, petition Pe ed ] \W W Lilley ir. al d 1G0 
sions ‘thers, of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 
2622. By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by 67 voters of Jack Wsorv Sunday observance | lation: to the Committee or 
son, Ohio, urging that immediate steps | taken to bring to a e T) ‘ict of Colum 
vote a Civil War pension bill for the relief of veteral t | 2644. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of Costa Mesa, 


widows: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; 





2623. By Mr. LEAVITT Petitions of numerous citizens of oO the Committee on the Distrik f Columbia 
Montana, protesting against compulsory Sunday observanc 2645. Also, petition of citizens « Santa Ana, Calif., protest- 
legislation: to the Committee on the District f Columbia against compulsory Sunday observance laws to tl ( om- 


2624. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Ernest Green, Balti ittee on the Di ict of Colun 


more, Md.. urging favorable action on House bill 5837, covering 646. Also. petition of citizeng ft Ne wpol teach. Calif 
Classification of salaries of postmasters; to the Committee on | protesting against compulsor 3 ay observahes iws: to the 


the Post Office and Post Roads © ttee on the District of Columbia. 
I 


2625. Also, petition of Randolph Winslow, of Baltimore, 2647. Also, petition of citizens of San Diego County, Calif., 
urging action on Mississippi flood legislation ; to the Committee ! t against compulsory Sunday observance laws: to the 
on Flood Control, ( ittee on the District of ¢ umibia 

2626. Also, petition of Steele-Lobell Co., of Baltimore, indors- | 2648. Also, petition of citizens of Benton, Mono County, Calif., 
ing House bill 9195, parcei-post connection with Cuba; to the | | testing against compulsory Sunday observance laws to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. C ittee on the District of Colun 

2627. Also, petition of E. B. Simonds, chairman Maryland com 2649. Also, petition of citizens of San Bernardino County, 
mittee, Bureau of Animal Industry veterinarians, and James B. | Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; 


George, director livestock sanitary service, of Baltimore, Md., | the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
urging increase in appropriations to Bureau of Animal Industry 2650. Also, petition of citizens of Imperial Beach, Calif., and 
so that veterinarians’ salaries may be increased for ultimate | community, protesting against compulsery Sunday observance 


good of service; to the Committee on Appropriations. laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 








2114 


2651. Also, 
Calif., protesting 
cian 


Arlington and Riverside 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws: 
the Committee the District of Columbia. 

2652. Also, petition of citizens of San Jacinto, Calif., protest 
ing against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Com- 


tion of citizens of 


pet 


on 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2653. Also, petition of citizens of Orange County, Calif., 
and other communities, protesting against compulsory Sun 
day observance laws; to the Committee on the District of 
Coiumbia. 

2654. Also, petition of citizens of Bishop, Calif., protesting 
cainst compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2655, Also, petition of citizens of Imperial County, Calif., 


protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee the District of Columbia. 

2656. Also, petition of citizens of San Diego, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia 

2657. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Covington, Ky., protesting against the enactinent of compulsory 
Sabbath legislation and particularly House bill 78; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2658, Also, petition of lumerous citizens of Louisville, Ky., 


protesting against the enactment of compulsory Sabbath observ- 

ance and particularly House bill 78; to the Com- 

District of Columbia. 

THURSTON: Petitions from seven associations 
Association of Post Office Clerks and Letter 

favoring the passage of the Dale-Lehlbach bill (H. R. 

») and (S. 1727) so as to permit optional retirement after 30 


legislation 
mittee on the 

2659. By Mr 
of the National 
Clarriers, 


» 


years’ service with an annuity of $1,200 per year; to the 
Committee on the Civil Service. 

2660. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of T7 resi- 
dents of Saginaw, Mich., protesting against the passage of 
House bill 78 or any other bill providing for compulsory 
Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, 

2661. By Mr. ZIMLMAN: Petition of G. Mediary and other 
residents of Hagerstown, Md., protesting against the enactment 
House bill 78 or any compulsory Sunday observance bill; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2662. Also, petition of Mrs, A, S. Wright and other residents 
of Brunswick, Md., protesting against the enactment of House 
bill 78 or any compulsory Sunday observance law; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


of 


SENATE 
Fripay, January 27, 1928 


The Chaplain, Rev, Z@Barney T, Phillips, D. D., offered the 


following prayer: 


Almighty and everlasting God, who hast made man but little 
lower thar® the angels and hast crowned him with glory and 
honor, giving him dominion over the works of Thy hands, fulfill 
in us this day Thy prophecy of old. Reveal in us the majesty 
of human which have for home a universe that one 
and continuous, the robe of divinity woven without seam 
throughout, Forgive the impatience of our unbelief and make 


souls is 


perfect that which is lacking in our faith, that Thy kingdom 
may come and Thy will may be done upon earth. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro- 


ceedings of the legislative day of Wednesday last, when, on 
request of Mr. Curtis and by unanimous consent, the further 


reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum, - 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena 


tors answered to their names: 


Ashurst Copeland Gooding King 
Barkley Couzens Gould La Follett 
Bayard Curtis Greene McKellar 
Bingham Cutting Hale McLean 
Blick Deneen Harris McMaster 
Blaine Dili Harrison McNary 
Blease da Ilnwes Mayfield 
Borah Pdwards Hayden Metecalt 
Bratton Perris Heflin Moses 
Brookhart bes Howell Neely 
Broussard Fletche Johnson Norbeck 
Bruce Frazier Jones Norris 
Capper George Kendrick Nye 
Caraway Glass Keyes Oddie 
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Overman Schall Steiw Walsh, Mass 
Phipps Sheppard Stephens Walsh, Mont 
line Shipsiead Swanbson Warren 
Ransdell Shortridge Thomas Waterman 
Reed, Mo. Simmons rrammell Watson 
teed, Pa Smith ydings Wheeler 
Robinson, Ind Smoot ryson Willis 
Sackett Steck Wagnei 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-seven Senators having a 
swered to their names, a quorum is present 


CAREER OF 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President. I ask 
have printed in the Recorp statements 
Gen, George W. Goethals, United States 
in the United States Daily last Monday. 

There being no objection, the statements were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


MAJ. GEN, GEORGE W. GOETHALS 


unanimous 
on 


consent to 
the career of Maj 
Army, which appeared 


[From the United States Daily, January 23, 1928] 
DEATH OF GENERAL 
SUMMERALL EULOGI 


FOLLOWING 
GENERAL 


EXPRESSED 
AND 


REGRET 
rARY DAvyIs 
CANAL 


GOETHALS 
LUILDER OF 


-SECRE 


Zh PANAMA 


Maj. W. Goethals, 
in New York City on January 21 I 
the of War, Dwight F. Davis, 
Gen P, Summerall, 
ment on January 21 expressed their regret. 
Davis follows in full text: 

“ By the death of General Goethals the Nation loses 


United 


pon | 


Gen, George States “d). died 
arning the general's death 
the Chief of Staff, Ma 
statements made public by the depart 


Army (retir 
of 
secretary and 
Charles in 
The statement Secretary 


a citizen who has 


performed outstanding service in both civil and military capacities, H 
demonstrated great ability as engineer and administrator. In the Arm 
he was honored and respected for both his technical qualifications and 
his leadership.” 
GREAT ARMY FIGURB 
The statement of Major General Summerall, read in full text: 
‘In the death of Maj. Gen. George W. Goethals the Army loses an 


loyal friend. 


comrade and a 


he waterway 
Panama 
throughout a period of 
officer, military 
the great Army figures of 


illustrious His epochal 
Atlantic 
the 


over 


achievement in 
Pacific 


many 


which unites and 
brilliance of 
40 irs 
administrator. 


our day. His 


completing t 
at the Isthmus of 
accomplishments 

military 
was one 


Oceuns 
has obscured similai 


ye as a military 
General 


fame 


engineer, and 
Goethals 
world-wide. 


* In peace his energy and skill were applied toward the advancement 


supply 
of 


Is 


of our national prosperity and the promotion of the welfare of our 
people; in war to the assurance of the security of our rights and 
liberties. The Army feels a distinct personal loss in the passing of 
one whom it looked upon with admiration for accomplishment, rey 


erence for character, and love for association.” 


SUMMARY OF CAREER 


A summary of General Gocthals’s career issued by the War Depart- 


ment read in full text: 

‘General Goethals graduated from the United States Military 
Academy in 1880, and was commissioned in the Corps of Engineers 
Hie served at many places in the United States on river and harbor 
work. From August, 1905, he served on the newly organized General 


Staff until he was appointed a member of the Isthmian Canal Commis- 
sion by President Roosevelt. He became chief engineer of the Panama 
Canal, and by his abilities as an engineer, administrator, and leader he 
pushed the work on the canal to a successful completion. He 
Governor of the Panama Canal April 1, 1914. 

*“ By the act of March 4, 1915, he received the thanks of Congress 
and was appointed major general in recognition of his services to the 


became 


Nation in constructing the Panama Canal. On November 1, 1916, he 
was retired at his own request after over 40 years of service. He was 
State engineer of New Jersey in 1917 and general manager of the 


Emergency Fleet Corporation from April to July, 1917. 


WAR SERVICE RECOGNIZED 

“On December 2, 1917, he returned to active service with the War 
Department Acting Quartermaster General, and in January, 1918 
was appointed Assisiant Chief of Staff and Director of Purchase, Storage 
and Traffic. General Goethals was in charge of all purehases for the 
War Department, railroad transportation, and shipment overseas of all 


as 


troops and supplies. He was also a member of the War Industries 
Board. He returned to the retired list on March 4, 1919. 
“General Goethals was awarded the distinguished service medal iu 


recognition of his especially meritorious and conspicuous service in re 
organizing the Quartermaster Department and in organizing and admin- 
istering the Purchase, and Trafiic during the World 
War. 


Storage Division 


“He was also awarded the French Legion of Honor (commander), the 
tritish Knight Commander of St. Michael and St. George, the Chinese 
Grand 


class. 


Cordon of the Order of the Wen Hu (Striped Tiger), second 
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Ler} ‘d o the C08 hil et ‘ Jt Cl a . YSON } “ , Se 
He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the @ ' 2 : : 
Kennard Woman's Christian Temperance Union, at Lawrence z : 
ns., protesting against proposed large expenditures for - — ere R , 


1 building program, whic vere referred to the Committ: ( nt J 
Naval Affairs : iY 1 Vv 
Mi DENEEN presented a peti ion of sundry tizens i 4 l ‘ ou : [ e N \ M 





igo, IL, praying for the prompt passage of legislation granting ‘ ind 
creased pen ion o Civil War veterans and their wid §, t S e¢ I i 
h was referred to the Cor ttee on Pensions ment “ rd l a 
I FRAZIER presei i the petition of P. W. Olson at 1 
er citizens of Fort Ranson nd vicinity. in. the St f \ : 
North Dakota, praying for amendment of the existing immis ! =O l iled 
law by taking the 189 ensu ; a basis of. th juota ne ible retirement d 
nputation and protesting against the na al-origin basis of 
e existing law, which was referred t t Cc mitt \ 8 1,848 t \ s 
migration. I i m dis : he f 


Mr. COPELAND presented resolu adopted by the We in d by Congres ’ 


en’s Social Section of the Westel er (N. Y¥.) County Ethics w ’ formed 1 la tic i i ! i s 


Group, favoring the adoption of the so-c: Capper resol N 
elative to international peact nd ft negotiation wi ie 4 ( t 7), 
ench Republic and other nation f treaties in furtherance we do urgently re ( ve t ! 


the policy therein detail 
ittee on Forei Relation 








Mr. WARREN presented a vy the I is s s | — ' I 
lul of Torrington, Wy { legislation s Ss nd Men | R 
aid in insuring adequate si other fores i ( H ‘ I ' . ‘ ' J 
products, which was referred Agriculture | 1 928 
Forestry. J 
Ile also press nted a 1 oluti ado 1 bv the Alfalfa C« ( k ‘ } 
; : . ‘ 









cainst the passage 


ial Club of Wwe riand, Wy e I 
f legislation to fi rther r strict the im igr tio of Mexican 3 





borers into the United States, which was referred to the | ( € 
. 4 i . . ¢ : . ‘4 . 

Committee on Immigration Mr. TYSON also presented resolutions adopted by Lieutenant 
Mr. SIMMONS presented memorials of sundry citizer of | H. I McCorkle Camp, Ne 2, National Sanatorium, Te! 
Charlotte, N. C., remonstrating against the passage of the s which were ordered to lie on the tal nd to be printed in the 

led Brookhart bill, relative ft the distributi of otion | Recorp follow 
ictures, which were referred to tl Committee « Interst: I +? a ‘ y 
Commerce 1 War \ , 


~ 
- 
f 
se 
/ 
“ 
- 
at 
=“ 
= 
~ 


Vi ra Pos No. 722 i t j ~ pre 
Phoe r, A j ‘ar 19 \ of officer I i Vi War 
r org: on | rdvised that there is to | effort made een retired by Congre for eir wound nd the disabled em 
‘ ng the present ses n of Congress for the repeal of the Ashur A y offic alone have en denied retirement for their mutila- 
mendment to H. R. 121 e! ted by Congress in 1926, pr iding for | t i ‘ nd ; ’ 
minimum compensatio! of $50 per mont to « ser e men shown to } rn e thi 170 of thes dis led mer mney Ar \ flicers 
have had tuberculosi fa « ble degree and I ] er 4 aied $i this leg nh has e] ‘ cr res vaiting in 
re ¢ complete arrest of this diseas I mn ¢ cs ‘ ne them the elief Ww h 
There are in Arizona sever sand tubercular ex-service 1 t ‘ stly entitled; and 
many of whom have ached a stage of complete arrest t r . I t t iim of the vet ns and organiza I fay ! 
of the disease, and who ¥ d be s isly affected the rer of tl bh l s that it is being kept f en d 
Ashurst amendment pa mer y tact alone: Therefore be it 
s a well-known fact that contentment | peace of mind are | Resolved, That the Congress ¢« the United Stat e memorialized 
essentials to recovery of pers ; afflicted with tuberculosis, and tl : lmMmediat iction on said ll, t i t the same be en- 
knowledge that thers a movement afoot to withdraw t ( | ted Into law nd this dis i t the disabled em ney 
ernment pittance granted these sufferers by ‘ gress has alre ys | Army officer € tiled t ‘ { ) e moment nd be it 


‘ y disturbed the minds of u y of these sick veterans and jeopardized | * ner 
the chances to maintain a condition of complete arré of the disease resolved, That the adjutar ‘ rx forward ; ; o Hon, 





Whereas Maricopa Post, N 720, Veterans of Foreign Wars of tl I I i Ly S I ind t I 1. B. Carron 
United States, in regul meeting assembled Phoenix, Ari January | R B, I nt Congres ud f 
( 1928, having had the above subject matter under consideratio na | tl Sti of Tenness 
discussion, unanimously agreed to appoint a committee to draft a res LIEUTENAN H. I McCorKLe CAMI No. 2. SPANISH 
ition of protest against the repeal of the Ashurst amendment, and Wark VETERANS, DEPARTMENT OF k 
h copies of the resolution be sent to General Hines, Director of the SANKEY GRA Commander 

ted States Veterans’ Bure ; Senators ASHURST and Haypt nd 

ongressman DovuG.Las, of Arizona: Now, therefore, be it | LIEUTENANT H. L. McCorkLe CaMPggNo 

Resolved, That Maricopa Post, No. 720, Veterans of Foreign Wars, de SPANISH WAR VETERAS 
most vigorously protest the repeal of the Ashurst amendment to H. R DEPARTMENT OF TENNESSE! 

175, enacted by the Congres of the United States in 1926, and National Sanatorium, Tenn., January 1, 3 
respectfully urge General Hines, Director of the United States Veterans I, D. H. MeDaniel, adjutant of Lieutenant H. L. McCorkle Camp, 
Bureau, to give further consideration to this subject; and we further | No. 2, Spanish War Veterans, Department of Tennessee, do hereby 


> 





( that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of resolutions 
j 1 Lieutenant Hl, L. McCorkle Camp, No. 2, Spanish War Vet- 
erar I) tment of nnessee, memorializing the Congress of the 
Inited St for tl minediate passage of the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill, 
n act for the relief of disabled emergency Army officers, now pending 

In testimony wreof I have hereunto set my hand and th ficial 

ot of the iid Lieutenant H. L. McCorkle ¢ imp, No. 2, Spanish War 
\ I Department of Tenn 

Dome the National Sanatorium, Tenn,, this the 13th day of Janu- 
Wy, 1928 

{SAI D. H. McDANrIEeL, Adjutant. 


so presented resolutions adopted at a mass 


Mr. TYSON al 


meeting of citizens at Halls, Tenn., expressing their convictions 
and views with reference to prohibition and its enforcement, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions of the Sixth Annual 
Asphalt Paving Conference, indorsing various means and meas 
ures for the promotion of good roads and the improvement of 
highways, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 9481) 
making appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry 


independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and ofiices 


for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1929, and for other pur- 
poses, and I submit a report (No. 158) thereon. I will seek 
to call up the bill at the first favorable opportunity to-morrow 
or on Monday 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill (S. 1939) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to widows and former widows of certain 
Sailors, and marines of the Civil War, and for other 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No, 139) thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report (No. 
141), accompanied a bill (S. 2900) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors, which was read twice by its title and ordered 
to be placed on the calendar. 

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 1413) to prohibit 
predictions with respect to cotton prices in any report, bulletin, 


purposes, 


by 


or other publication issued by the Department of Agriculture 
or the Department of Commerce, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment 

Mr. METCALF, from the Committee on Territories and In- 
sular Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 754) for the 
relief of certain Porto Riean taxpayers, reported it with an 


amendment and submitted a report (No. 140) thereon, 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that on to-lay that committee presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled bills: 


S.1798. An act concerning actions on account of death or 
personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States: and 

S. LSOL, An act in reference to writs of error. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

Ky Mr. SACKETT: 

A bill (S. 2852) to fix the salaries of officers and members of 
he Metropolitan police force and the fire department of the 
District of Columbia; to the committee on the District of 
Columbia 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 2853) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
regulation radio communications,” approved February 23, 
N27, and for other purposes; to the Commitee on Interstate 


Commerce 
By Mr. CAPPER: 


A bill (S. 2854) go amend the Federal farm loan act and the 
agricultura t of 1928: to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2855) for the relief of the estates of John Fraser, 
deceased ; Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased ; John Bunch, deceased ; 
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Jehu Underwood, deceased; and Stephen Vansandt, deceased 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH: 

A bill (S. 2856) to provide for the construction of a 
the Estherviile-Minim Creek Canal, South 
the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2857) granting a pension to William J. 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 2858) to authorize the use of certain public land 
by the town of Parco, Wyo., for a public aviation field 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committe 
Surveys. 

By Mr. DENEEN: 


brids 
Carolina: to 


across 


7 Carter (wit! 
Pensions 


(with 
on Public Lands and 


A bill (S. 2859) for the relief of Francis J. Young: to the 
Committee on Claims 
A bill (S. 2860) authorizing the reinstatement of Carl ] 


sermfiu as a captain in the Regular Army; to the Committ: 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania: 

A bill (S. 2861) granting an increase of pension 
P. Chesley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHALL: 

A bill (S. 2862) to provide for a modification of the time 
calendar how in general use in the United States, the modified 
form to be known as the Liberty calendar; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2864) to establish the standard of weights and 
measures for the following wheat-mill, rve-mill, and corn-mill 
products—namely, flours, semolina, hominy, grits, and meals 
and all commercial feeding stuffs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2865) to correct the military record of John P. ‘J 
Davis ; and 

A bill (S. 2866) 
tre Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2867) granting a pension to Allie E. Neil; 

A bill (S. 2868) granting an increase of pension to Minnie A 
Conwell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2869) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Calvert (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2870) granting a pension to James T. 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2871) granting a pension to David Feighney (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2872) granting a pension to Mary Glenn 
accompanying pupers) ; 

A bill (S. 2873) granting an increase of pension to Martha O 
Imel (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2874) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Morgan (with accompanying papers) ; 


Leon 


to 


for the relief of Laura Eva Ehrenfeld;: to 


Carl (wit! 


(with 


A bill (S. 2875) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
McCart (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S, 2876) granting a to Lottie (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2877) granting an increase of pension to Eliza M 
Oliphant (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2878) granting a pension to Clarissa Shanks (with 


accompauying papers) ; 


pension Noe 


A bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Mary Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2880) granting a pension to Anna Shifflet (with 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2881) granting an increase of pension to Nancy O 
Sproull (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2882) granting an increase of pension to Martha L 
Tedrick (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Esther A 
Urie (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2884) granting a pension to Margaret Ann Vanatta 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2885) granting an increase of pension to Sylvina 
Van Valkenburg (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2886) granting a pension to Neal Whaley (with ac- 
compaunying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2887) granting an increase of pension to Ella C. 
Wetz (with accompanying papers): and 

A bill (S. 2888) granting an increase of pension to Laura B 
Young (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Peu 


R. 


sions 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 2889) for the relief of James W. Rollins; to the 
Committee on Claims. 











. bill (S. 2897) to provide for the acquisiti of a site : 
tiie erection thereon of a public building at Llopki =. Mi 
he Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


By Mr. WILLIS: 


A bill (S. 2898) granting an increas : JK to Kdith A 

dsey® (with ac } Ss pal a’ the Committe 

( Si0l 

By Mr. KING: 

A bill (S. 2899) to amend the I ral re rve act and the 
itional banking laws; to the Committee on Banking a 
( urrency, 

By Mr. JONES 

\ bill (S. 2901) te imend the ational prohibition act 
mended and supplemented; to the Committee « the Judiciary 
By Mr. BLAINE: 

A bill (S. 2902) granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Wisconsin and Michigan to construct, maintain, and 
operate a free highway bridge across the Menominee River at 


or hear Marinette, Wis.; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BRUCE: 

A bili (S. 2903) granting a pe I » Dora EK. Davis; to t 
Comittee on Pensions 

By Mr. DENEEN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 86) for the appointment of a 
member of the Board of Managers of the National Home fi 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

CONSTRUCTION CHARGES, FLATHEAD IRRIGATION ROJECT 

Mr. WHEELER introduced a bill (S. 2868) to limit construe 
ion charges against irrigable lands in the Flathead irrigation 
project, State of Montana, to $40 an acre, which was read twice 
by its title, and, on his request, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, ‘ l - 4 total t rges g 
] lands wit the 1 s t} I ( gauen | t I 

he Stat $4 n ntrym r ow 
f such ired l s $ ion ch ges 
moun | ments pr i i th 

el ant al 

<} ; 7 ¢ ‘ 7 of l h I ; 

the St 0 t which, in tl ( n of tl se 

vy of t otal const I £ ~ 
f $40 





FLOOD CONTROL OIF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER 


Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous conser 
to have printed in the Recorp Senate bill 2850, introduced by 
me on yesterday, in reference to the i ion. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be printed it 


the Recorp, as follows: 


S, 2850, Seventi« Congress, first ses 
A bill to provide for contro! of floods of the Mississippi River, and 
ot r purpose 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Federal Government |! t recogniz t 
the protection of interstate commerce from the destructive flood water 
of the Mississippi River nd of it navigable tributaries affecting 
floods is a national duty and responsibility ind that all st 


imrees connects with flood-control work shall be paid by the Feder 
hars nnected ] I 
Government without ribntior 


districts 





Sec, 2. Tha for ntrolling the flood waters of the Miss 
River and its navigable tributaries affect is and ce ; 
its improvement from the Head of Passes t the mouth of the Ohio 


River, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, empowered, and di 





iuthorized i ereby appropriated, eut of any money in the Treasury 
not lerW appropriated, to pay the expense of preparing, advertis 
j ind issuing the m 
11. Tha laws in conflict with the provisions of tt are 
I ‘repea l 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Mr. CARAWAY, I ask unanimous consent that the reference 


of the bill (S. 1103) permitting the withdrawal of water from 
White River, Ark., be changed from the Committee on Commerce 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. It a bill 


I introduced myself dealing with rice irrigation. 


is 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
CLAIMS OF THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, I submit a resolution and 
ask for its present consideration after it shall have been read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 128) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Comptroller General is hereby authorized and 
directed to state an account and report to the Senate of the indebted- 
I s of the State of North Carolina to the United States upon certain 
of the bonds of the State of the principal amount of $58,000, and 
coupons thereof due and unpaid in the amount of $88,140, and the 
claims of the State of North Carolina, respectively, for advances during 
the War of 1812, as set forth in Senate Report No, 1559, Sixty-ninth 
Cong coud session, with Interest computed under Maryland 
rule, and for the proceeds of cotton seized by the United States in the 
amount of $42,552.54 as set forth in Senate Report No, 248, part 2, 
Sixtieth Congress, first session, and in such statement of the account 
there shall be allowed to the State of North Carolina upon the said 
cotion claim interest from the date of the seizure of the cotton for 
the same period thereafter and at the same rate of interest as upon 
the State bonds aforesaid 

The VICE PRESIDENT Ix there objection to the present 


sideration of the resolution ? 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
to, 


cu 


agreed 


THOMAS M, REED 


Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 124), 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 


Whereas Thomas M. Reed was nominated in 1921 by the President to 
be United States district judge for the first division of the district of 
Alaska, and was thereafter confirmed and entered upon the duties of his 
of and 

Whereas his term of office expired August 16, 1925, and on December 
£1, 1925, the President nominated him for the office of district judge 
for the first division of the district of Alaska, and his nomination was 


upon the same day referred to the Committee on the Judiciary ; and 


Whereas a subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary’ was 
appointed on said day to consider the nomination of sald Thomas M 
Reed, as well as the nominations of other persons named by the Presi 
dent at the same time to fill offices in Alaska; and 

Whereas said subcommittee after full hearings upon each of said 
nominations unanimously reported to the Committee on the Judiciary 
on the 17th day of March, 1926, recommending that neither said 
Thomas M. Reed nor the other persons named be confirmed by the full 
committee ; and 

Whereas the said committee authorized the chairman of the com- 
mittee to advise the President of the action of the subcommittee and 
also the full committee; and 

Whereas upon being so advised the President withdrew the names 
o iid persons, including the name of said Thomas M. Reed, and there 

r transmitted to the Senate the names of other persons than thoga 
adversely reported upon, except Thomas M. Reed, to fill the offices 
theretofore held by uch persons whose names had been withdrawn 
oth than Thomas M, Reed; and 

Whereas no person has been nominated by the President to fill the 
off of United States district judge for the first division of the district 
of Alaska, although the term of said Thomas M, Reed as judge expired 
August 16, 1925, and notwithstanding the expiration of his term of 
office he has continued and still continues to hold said office and assume 
i duties appertaining thereto: Now therefore be it 

Resolve rhat the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to take 

nizan of the matters and things herein recited and the fact that 
Ss rhe s M. Reed is holding the office of United States district 
judge in | dist of Alaska and performing the duties thereof 
\“ out any appointment by the President, and without confirmation 
} the Senate of the United States, and that said committee be further 
di ted to report to the Senate (1) whether in its opinion said Thomas 
M. Reed is legally holding said office or whether he is an intruder and 
usurper, (2) whether any proceedings are available by which to secure 


his ouster from said office, and (3) whether any legislation is required 
by Congress to deal with said matter or with situations which may arise 


of a similar character. 
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MESSAG FROM THE HOUS! 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
following bill and joint resolution: 

S. 440. An act for the relief of Charles H. Send: and 

S.J. Res. 58. Joint resolution giving and granting consent to 
an amendment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico 
providing a method for executing leases and other contracts fi 
the development and production of any and all minerals on lands 
granted or confirmed to said State by the act of Congress ay 
proved June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of such laws and 
regulations as may be necessary to carry said amendment into 
effect if it is adopted. 

The inessage also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1968) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to pay 
for the use and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture o} 
the Bieber Building, 1358 B Street SW.. Washington, D. C., 
for other purposes, with an amendment, in which it 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the following bills and joint resolution, 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 204. An act to authorize an additional appropriation 
for Fort McHenry, Md.; _ 

H. R. 248. An act to authorize appropriations to be made fi 
the disposition of remains of military personnel and civilian 
einployees of the Army: 

H. R. 766. An act for the relief of 


Farre} 


passed thy 


and 
requested 


House had 
which it requested 


the 
in 


passed 


i 


Ida F. Baum: 


H. R. 926. An act for the relief of Jennie Roll; 

H. R. 1405. An act granting six months’ pay to Maria J 
McShane; 

H. R. 1597. An act for the relief of Gaston M. Janson: 

H. R. 2158. An act for the relief of the owner of the schooner 
Sentinel: 

H. R. 2145. An act for the relief of Albert J. Zyvolski; 

H. R. 8144. An act for the relief of Augustus C. Turner: 

H. R. 3442. An act for the relief of Clifford J. Sanghove : 

H. R. 8971. An act for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
William Melbourne; 


H. R. 4126, An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a patent to Katie Cassiday for a certain tract of land: 

H. R. 4127. An act for the relief of Joel T. Smith; 

H. R. 4893. An act for the relief of Howard V. Sloan; 

H. R. 4920. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to award 
a Nicaraguan campaign badge to Capt. James P. Williams in 
recognition of his services to the United States in the Nica 
raguan campaign of 1912 and 1913; 

H. R. 4995. An act for the relief of Sabino Apodaca : 

H. R. 5898. An act to authorize certain officers of the United 
States Navy and Marine Corps to accept such decorations 
orders, and medals as have been tendered them by foreign gov 
ernments in appreciation of services rendered : 

H.R. 5925. An act for the relief of the Fidelity & Deposi 
Co. of Maryland ; 

HW. R. 6194. An act for the relief of Frank Stinchcomb : 

H. R. 6466. An act granting a part of the Federal building 
site at Phoenix, Ariz., to the city of Phoenix for street purposes : 

H. R. 6569. An act for the relief of Frank Hartman; 

H. R. 6816, An act to correct the military record of Charles B. 
Holmes : 

H. R. 6990. An act to authorize appropriations for construc 
tion at the Pacific Branch, Soldiers’ Home, Los Angeles County, 
Calif., and for other purposes ; 

H. RK. 7107. An act for the relief of James Golden: 

H. KR. 7472. An act to grant to the town of Cicero, Cool 
County, Ti, an easement over certain Government property ; 

H. R. 7478. An act to authorize appropriations for construc 
tion at military posts, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 8216. An act to confer authority on the United State- 
District Court for the Western District of Virginia to permi 
j. L. Sink, a bankrupt, to file his application for discharge and 
to nuthorize and empower the judge of said court to hear and 
determine the same; 

H. K. S281. An act to provide for the withdrawal of certain 
described lands in the State of Nevada for the use and benefit 
of the Indians of the Walker River Reservation ; 

H. R. 8282. An act to provide for the permanent withdrawal 
of certain lands bordering on and adjacent to Summit Lake, 
Nev., for the Paiute, Shoshone, and other Indians: 

H. R. 8292. An act to reserve 120 acres on the public domain 
for the use and benefit of the Koosharem Band of Indians resid- 
ing in the vicinity of Koosharem, Utah; 

H. R. S869. An act for the relief of Josephine Thibodeaux ; 

H. R. 8444. An act for the relief of Charles F. Getchell; 











1928 


H. R. 8527. 


An act conferri 
the United States to hear 
charterer of the steamship Tro» 
and for other purposes ; 
H. R. S744. An act accept the cession by the State 
rado of exclusive juris liction over the lands 
the Mesa Verde National Park, : for other } 


1 


itolite against 


the United States, 
of Colo- 
embraced within 


NUTpOSses ; 


H. R. 8789. An act for the relief of Louis Martin; 

H. R. 8790. An act for the relief of Frederick Sparks; 

H. R. 8886. An act for the relief of Luc Mathias: 

H. R. SS87. An act for the relief of Victorina Mesa, of Cavi 
Pr. 

H. R. S889. An act for the relief of Adriano Cruceta, a citizen 


of the 


H. R. 8965. 


Dominican Republic 
An act for the relief of 
An act for the relief of Willi 


H. R. 8983. G. I ty, de 
f sed : 

H. R. S987. An act for the relief of John R. Butler: 

H. R. S988. An act for the relief of Milton I sdorf 

H. R. S989. An act correcting the military record of William 
H. Murphy; 

H. R. 9000, An act to corr the military record of John 


talston ; 

H. R. 002, 
H, R. 9014 
H. R. 9151. 
H. R. 9202. 


of Clarence 
F of At 
relief of J 


ithorize 


An act for the relief 
An act for the 
An act for 
An uct to a 


Gq. 
the ny Mullen: 
M. Black; 
construction at the U 


stonestreet ; 


seph 


nited 


Stutes Military Academy, West Point, N. Y 

H. R. 9676. An act to authorize appropriations for construe 
tion at the Walter Reed General Hospital, and for other pur 
poses ; and 

H. J. Res. 156. Joint resolution authorizing the President to 


accept the invitation of the British Government to appoint del 
eates to the Eighth International Dairy Congress, to be held in 
Great Britain during June—July, 1928, and providing for an 


appropriation of $10,000 for the payn 


delegates, 


ent oO! the expenses of the 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT SOLUTION 


The following bills and joint were 
twice by their titles and referred as indicated below: 

Hi. R. 8216. An act to confer authority on the United States 
District Court for the Western District of Virginia to permit 
J. L. Sink, a bankrupt, to file his application for discharge and 
to authorize and empower the judge of said court to hear and 
determine the same; to the Committee on the Judiciary 

H. R. 4126. An act authorizing the Secretary of the 
to issue a patent to Katie Cassiday for a certain tract 
and 

Hf. R. 8744. An act to a the 
rado of exclusive jurisdiction over the lands 
the Mesa Verde National Park, and for other 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys 

H.R. 6466. An act granting part 
site at Phoenix, Ariz., to the city of 
poses; and 

H.R. 7472. An act to 


RI REFERRED 


resolution severally ad 


re 


of land; 


he State of Colo 
within 
to 


cept cession by t 
embraced 
purposes ; the 
of the 
Phoe 


Federal 
ix for 


building 
street pur- 
grant to the town of Cicero, 
County, DL, an easement over certain Government 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grou 

H. R. 8281. An act to provide for the withdrawal of certai! 
described lands in the State of Nevada for the use and benefit 
of the Indians of the Walker River Reservation ; 

H. R. 8282. An act to provide for the permanent withdrawal 
of certain lands bordering on and adjacent Summit Lake 
Nev., for the Paiute, Shoshone, and other Indians; and 

H. R. 8292. An act to reserve 120 acres on the public domain 
for the use and benefit of the Koosharem Band of Indians 
residing in the vicinity of Koosharem, Utah; to the Committee 

n Indian Affairs. 

H. R. 1405. An 
McShane; 

H. R. 5898. An act to authorize certain officers of the United 
States Navy and Marine Corps to accept decorations, 
orders, and medals as have been tendered them by foreign gov- 
ernments in appreciation of services rendered ; 

H. R. 6194. An act for the relief of Frank Stinchcomb; and 

H. R. 7107. An act for the relief of James Golden; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

H. R. 766. An act for the relief of Ida F. Baum; 

H. R. 926. An act for the relief of Jennie Roll; 

H. R. 
Nentinel;: 

H. R. 2145. An act for the relief of Albert J. Zyvolski:; 

H. R. 3442. An act for the relief of Clifford J. Sanghove; 

H. R. 3971. An act for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
William Melbourne; 


( ‘ook 


property ; to 


| 
as. 


to 


act granting six months’ pay to M: 


such 


and determine the claim by the 
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jurisdiction upon certain courts | 


Interior 


ria J. | 


2138. An act for the relief of the owner of the schooner | 


H. R. 4127. An act for t I J Ss 
H. R. 4893. An act for the reiief of Howard V. S } 
H. R. 4995. An act f the 1 f of Sabir Apoda 


H. R. 5925. An act for 
Maryland: 


Co of 

H. R. 6569. An act for the 1 f of Frank H in; 

H. R. 8869. An act for the relief of Jos rhibodeaux 

H.R. 8527. An act conferring jm t ( 3 
of the United States to hear and ¢ I ! b h 
charterer of the steamship Trontolite aga t the I ed S b 
nd fi her purposes 

Hi. R. S886. An act for the relief of Lue Mathias 

H. R. S887. A ct for the lief Victorina Mes ( 

Seid ! 
H. R. S889. An act f the i At i { 1 
I Domin : Republi © the Commi n Claims 

H. R. 204. An act to auth I nal appropt 
Fort McHenry, Md.; 

H. R. 248. An 1 uthor proy sft u ! 
tl sition of rem s milit 4 s l I 1 
mploye of the Army; 

H.R. 1597. A for the re f of ¢ M. Ja 


H. R. 3144. An act for the relief of Augustus ¢ lurnet 


H. R. 4920. An act authorizing the & f yof Wai iward 
Nicaraguan campaign badg Capt. James P. William i 
‘ognition of his services to the United States in the N 
ruan campaign of 1912 and 1913 

H. R. 6916. An act to corre tl military record of Char! B. 

Holmes ;: 

H.R. 6990. An act to authorize appropriations for construc- 
n at the Pacilic Branch, Soldic Home, Los Angeles County, 


and for other purposes 


H.R. 7478. An act to authorize ppropriations for construc- 
ion at military posts, and for other purposes: 

H. R. S444. An act for the relief of Charles F. Getchell; 

H. R. 8789. An act for the relief of Louis Martin; 

H.R. S790. An act for the relief of Frederick Sparks ; 

H. R. S968. An act for the relief of Richard H. Beier: 

1. R. 8983. An act for the relief of William G. Beat de 
ceased , 

H. R. 8987. An act for the relief of John R. Butler: 

H. R. S988. An act for the relief of Milton L« <dort 

H. R. 89s9,. An act correcting the military record of William 
H. Murphy 

H. R. 9000. An act to correct the military record of John 
Ralston ; 

H. RK. 9002. An act for the relief of Clarence G. Stonestre 

Hi. R. 9014. An act for the relief of Anthony Mullen; 


9151. An 
8. 9202. An 


Military 


act for the relief of 
act to authorize ce 
Academy, West Point, 


‘yh M 
truction at 


N. Y.; and 


Black : 


I 
H. | 
| the UW d 


H 


sra¢rces 


H. R. 9676. An act to authorize appropriations for e ruc 
tion at the Walter Reed General Hospital d for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

H.J.R 156. Joint resolution authorizing the Presider oO 
accept the invitation of the British Government to appoint del 
cates to the Fighth International Dairy Congress, to be held ina 
Great Britain during June—July, 1928, and providing for an 

I opriation of $10,000 for the payment of the expense the 
delegates; to the Committee on Foreign Relation 


BIEBER 
PRESIDING 
the s 


the 


BUILD ASHINGTON D c 
OFFICER (Mr. Wa‘ 
nate the amendment of the 
bill (S. 1968) to 


NG, W 

The 
laid 
sentatives te 


before 


anthorize 


Agriculture to pay for the use and occupancy by the Depart 
ment of Agriculture of the Bieber Building, 1558S B Street SW., 
Washington, D. C., and for other purposes, which was, on page 
1, to strike out all after the figures 1928,” in line 8, down to 
and including the word “if,” in line 9, page 2, and insert “ If.” 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate concur in the House 


endment. 


The 


motion was agreed to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. NEELY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I understand that until 1 
morning business shall have been concluded speeches are not in 
order. I do not like to interrupt the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, but I wish we might complete the morning business. We 
agreed to go on this morning with the joint resolution which 
is in charge of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate}, and if we 
should complete the business before the Senate to-day it is 
desired to have the Senate adjourn over until Monday; but if 


he 


we can not do so, it will be necessary to have a session to- 
morrow. I am, therefore, going to ask the Senator from West 








24 -r() CONGRESSIONAL | 
Virginia if ( Vill wot ait until we { through with he 
rot mort e busin * 
Mr. NEEL) I i “ident, it is a very importat matte 
which I ¢ "¢ widr the Senate, for it really relates to 
piclidiacr the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris! for the 
Lr ( \ [ therefore hope he will not object to my speaking 
ir. CURTIS 1 appreciate the interest tl senat tron 
Wi Virginia taking in my candidacy, but I do 1 hink 
the floor of the Set the proper place to carry on my 
political batth i prefer to fight for delegates in the States 
Wr. NEELY M s ident, if I can not speak now, IT pet 
his ill have to consume a great deal more time later in the 
clay id IT am going to speak before the day is rv. So Il hope 
the Senator fi 1 Kansas is not going to object | 
The VICK PR IDicNn'’t Concurrent and other resolutions | 
re in order is the regular order demanded ? | 
M NEELY I he Senator from Kansas demands the reg- | 
ular ord I I will have to bide the pleasure of the 
5 { | 
MI MALI Mr. DPresident, will the Senator from Wes 
Vin pith ake ielal Tit in order that I uit cull up Hous 
Jol R lution 131 | 
Mr. NERLY I will vield to the Senator for that purpose 
AX REFUND 
The VICK PRESIDENT There is a resolution coming over | 
from a preceding da he resolution of the Senator from <Ala- 


bana | Mr. Hern! 


Mr. HEPFLIN I should like to have my resolution read, 


I VICE PRESITDENT If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolu 
tion coming over from a previous day, which will be read 

The Chief Clerk rend the resolution (S. Res, 110) submitted | 
by Mr. Hernin on J:nuary 14, as modified on January 23, as | 
folloy | 

j f Tha Sec rv of t i sur ©, and bh l \ 

I I ! 1 te Punate 1 ist Vv States, ’ th ! ‘ 
whom ma ’ refunded, nd the amount so 1 vided 
in i « n t tt ind of tax made by the Secretary t 
‘I 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


solurion 
Mr. SMOOT 


Mr. President, T should like to have the atten- 


tion of the Senate for just a few moments on this resolution 
As to the advisability of adopting the resolution, IT wish, first, 
to call the attention of the Senate to a letter that was written 
to the Senator from Alabama [Mr, Herrin], the letter being 
signed by A, W. Mellon, Secretary of the Treasury [I also 


have a letter which is addressed to me, written in reply to my 
request for information as to the attitude of the department on 





the resolution, which letter is also signed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury The letter to the Senator from Alabama reads 
as follows: 
Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of December 29, 1927, wherein 
\ request t of refonds of internal-revenue taxes which have | 
been made by th lepartment, giving the names of persons receiving 
such refund n ) mounts of same 
rhe list whicl mu desire is submitted by the Commissioner of In | 
Reven to the Speake f the House of Representatives at the opening 
of eacl 1 of Congress, and covers thi funds of internal-revenu 
tax which were made by the Bureau of Internal Revenue for each 
pre ling fiscal year fhe Commissioner of Internal Revenue is re 
guired to submit such a report to Congress, pursuant to the provisions 
° ection $3220, Revised Statut as amended by section 1111 of the | 
revenue act of 1926 Section 3220 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, | 
reads as follows 
Saxe 20. Except as otherwise provided in sections 284 and 319 of 
the revenue act of 1926, the Commissioner of Iniernal Revenue, subject | 
to regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, is authorized 
io vemit, refund, and pay back all taxes erroneously or illegally as- | 
Ss ed or collected, all penalties coilected without authority, and all | 
taxes that appear to b unjustly assessed or excessive in amount, or inp | 
auy manner wrongfully collected: also t epay to any collector 01 
deputy collect the full amount of such sums of money a may be 
recovered him in any court for any internal-revenue taxes col 
lox {1 by bim, with tl cost nd expenses of sui aiso all Semanges | 
and costs ml against any Assessor, issistant assessor, co lector, | 
deputy coll Fe or inspector in any suit brought against him by | 
reason of anything done in the due performance of his official duty, and | 
shall make repor Congre at the beginning of each regular session } 
of Congre®s of all transactions under this section.’ | 
Appropriations granted to this department during the past eee 


for iking refunud 


ich ease for the submission of a report to Congress, similar 
8220, Kevyised Statutes, The first 


fiscal years mi of internal-reyenue taxes have contained | 


a proviso in « 
report 


to the required by se¢tien 
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i y fiscal year 1928, app L Tm 23. 2027 <1 
2, ¢0 Con rop ad $45,000,000 ling ¢ 

lected. This is the sti nt amount w h } een aAnp 

rl urp rh roy th ’ , a yu 

Is 0 in report a ~ i herei l A 
- tro ed, That ort all le to Con 
dist n sh na I tired 1a lua 1 
ll p ! ind « iol ’ hem }t t nia t 

i ime it paul i 

i nort vering refunds f tux pad depart lu 
the jiseal y I nded Ju uo 927 \ - ‘ Sy ( 
the fl xf Repres ' t th ening « the } I m 
Congres fhis report has been referred t Committee on E nei 
i Ss in kx utive Departim ts. . ‘ kK sentatives id 
ivailable in that committee for review by any Men Coner 

In the preparation of these reports the Treasury has fellowed 

m and procedure a ved | he chairman of tt Way ind M 
Con at tl tim i egisla i was enacted The Tre ir 

n I ated il le vt h il mation chairma : 
committer ehi necessary rhe procedure followed “ ibmiss 
if the ports involves the daily typing of oll names ixpaye 
whom refunds of internal-revenue taxi re ound >] d and 
imounts of the refunds, in the same order in wh nim i 
imoeunts appear on the refund schedules approved by the Commissi 
fi! ernal Revenue 

The Treasut Department will again take u he f n of the r ’ 
with the presen hairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
Hous The department will be pleased to submit this report to ¢ 
gress in the future in such manner as may be designated by the VW 
and Means Committee 

To rework the present report so that the information contained 
vould be in habetical orde I ecording to the various Stat 
collection districts, would involve an xpenditt { uf Slo 
I smuch as our appropriation for this filseal vear is limited, i 
be difficult to incur such an expenditul t this tim 

it is to be regretted that we at unable to comply witt I 
i his time, b mo may be assured tha ! re} will t u 

i h futu mn any form h ay ) D ved by th » 
' ss 

Mr. President, in the letter which [ have received it is sp 
cally stuted that it will cost $10,000 to prepare the informa 
in the form desired, 


further says: 


The letter 


To resubmit the report of refunds which was forwarded by tl a 
partment to Congress for the past fiscal yea consisting of 245,440 
nam in the manner provided for in the Senate vesolution referred 
herein would involve an administrative expense of approxima 
£10,000 Inasmuch as the appropriation which has been grant 
he present Gscal year is limited, it would be difficult to incur su 
expenditure at this time For your further information it may b 
stated that to resubmit the list of refunds of taxes in accordance wil 
Senate Resolution 110 would require the services of more than 100 
mplovyees for a minintina period of 15 days 

in other words, right at the time when the income-tax re 
turns are coming in this vear the Bureau of Internal Revenu 


hundred of its employees for a period 
n the form 


would have to assign a 
of 15 days to collate the information and prepare it i 
desired, 
The 
Member of 


Alabama or any other Senator or any 


ro to the Ways and Means Comuuiit 


from 
House can 


Senator 


the 


tee of the House of Representatives and find out exactly th 
unmount of the refunds granted to any individual and any asso 
ciation or corporation in the United States, und it does see 
to me that it would be better to pursue that course than 


involve the bureau in this additional work at this time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, may I the Senator 
question ? 

Mr. SMOOT, Certainty, 

Mr. SIMMONS, IT was not in the Chamber when the Senator 
began to read. Is the report of tax refunds filed with the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee? 

Mr, SMOOT. Under the law it is required to be filed with 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Can we not have a copy of that report sent 
to the Senate? 

Mr, SMOOT. Any Senator has a perfect right to 
Ways and Means Committee and see it, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand that anyone has a_ perfect 
right to do that, but Senators do not like to walk over to the 
House and ask for a paper of that sort. Why can we not hav 
copy of it sent to the Senate? 

Mr. SMOOT. I presume it is not sent to the Senate becau 

the law does not require that it shall be so sent; that is ail 
i presume that could be done, but the resolution of the Senator 
from Alabama requests that the names be furnished alphabeti- 


ask 


to the 


, 
go 


u 








‘ 1] al } l a ; | + ; ’ 
} iN I 
Mr. SIMMONS | é S ‘ I { . 
e ge YT { a { I 
ilready ber l | t! t ( I 
s by ! Se { ' en ¢ 
hee Ss TX e ¢ \ \ I ‘ \\ ‘ I 
i ( it en | ~ g ‘ } } . } - 
Mr. SMOO?T I ill : hat tl la ! : 
l lires that the repo1 i i f kR } | 
ives; but, if tl lrea vy De} I his - f 
] bave no doubt @ ¢ 
Mr. WALSH of Mass M ie f bod 
e printe C 
Mr. SMOOT L « I I : 
r no l nige 1 I } ! ! ! I i 
merely require S } itl ! H ~ t } 


presenratives \i cw | ‘ ~ 14 
Mr. WALSH « Massacl etts. J list is 1 i ( v here 
betical order’? EEFLIN Ain \ rit ( I 


Mr. SMOOT No; it is rranged alphal ‘ . . TOO : 





nrranzed tn the ol i the 1 d . ‘ 


Mir. WALSH of Mas sett As lu d, t - ite LIN os 





i Alabama hi e the i hed a rad 1 ‘ he Car ' 
‘= fes 
Mr. SMOOT. Not only ; etoS | Iphabeti ‘ 
by States and by distri al hat J d O i g 
tuke a hundred employees 10 «: a Ost tf SLO,UOU e 
i 1 be T ( 
| times whel 1c} | u ! a ‘ L 
~ I 
ncd tux retw I I l ( ind tl 
he rea I 
Will i Crow? i ll Lhe ¢ l I 1 
: (‘a | 
Mr. SIMMONS What the Se or s gests that \ } : . 
pone the tii e@ lor come ji ‘ tee } } ‘ ; ; 
Mr. SMOO'l L certain ould ne wal o insis ‘ the : 
: : é ind ari ‘ i tie j } o 
work shall be done i is tl and 1 do not think tii eau , 
] a aly u , nf 
ough o be compelled » ai I lv } } 
. in | pi a ve al ent \ I 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Phe Senator also thinks that : } : 
; \ ‘ ! it o | culled « ‘ rea 
ihe information Is bow a llable ¢ , ' 
~ | CHOC HOD I ( i = re ng tf kK | ‘ ( 
Mr. SMOOT. There is no doubt of that ‘ 19% ’ 
! 
% ‘ ¥ : - we i ! 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts But it is not vilable in the 
Hiow mt longer W hese ¢ T re ! 


boriu requested by he Senator om Alat nia 
Mr. SMOOT. No. In other words, any Senator can walk 


over to the Ways and Means Committee of the House and ask 





for the tax refunds granted to any individual or corporation it er law) SEINS body ¢ ps bod a 
the United States, and he cun secure that infor ation I bint 7 he aiiere! t hi t a Oot Work a Sena has 
it ought to be done in that way, instead of in the manner pro ‘ i tY rote ed and « ] ct pi ry f re d 
posed by the resolution, which will involve an expel liture oft X€S ithou spe i . le ‘ he wipe Ss is 
$10,000 and take 100 employees from their present work and | (© ” r from Tennessee [Mr. McKeLiar]; and « Sey 
assign them to this duty while the bureau is crowded at this | on this side ane ; me he her side have d | ed 
particular time | : er] wak h thi I ey h been refunds 





Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am surprised to hear the Bar. £ resict hat 1 resolution modified in the 





1 ' : } , , : e su st makin f amount $10 fnatoad p 

Senator state that he does not know whether or not the List i I | ested, aking the amount 510,000, instead of 

| qu tl unts i Aline La rsons ft vine 
printed, req ng e amcou and nan all person » whom y 
; oe Ty 1 ht wshathoae i+ fe neintad |} a +} } I refunded to be given 
Mr. SMOOT. I doubt whe é it is printed, because the law, | 

. , , . | i ‘ | Pin , I ? i ’ ti » 4 ‘ . > 

I have said, merely provides that it shall be delivered to the ] PRESIDING OFFICER Mr. Oppre in ‘ air) wit 


chairman of the Wavs and Me ins ( ittes ~ 7 ae Ss right to modify . resoiu heen) 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, this information has never been ir, HEPLIN. I want it to rea Phat a sons whose 
t . se da ul l { ! he 











viven to he Senate, It is a terrible Indictment against the anG ‘ tis . 
Senate that the Senate has yoted money to pay these refund - itor from Utah will object to it with all these other i 
in the millions and hundreds of millions without ever havin Ker u Personally 1 would like to have the enti 
this list. I have tried repeatedly to obtain this important = ue ery ime and the a ni re ded in « hi 
information. mou e re lullon as amended Will bring to 1 senate i 
rhe newspaper men have never seen it except just for a int 1 rmathion It will produce the in nati 
few moments at the Treasury Department Thev were calle A or us are particularity erested in at s i 
in to look it over—they have told me this nd just da few SMOOT It is not a questic f ft ni r of smMmeSs 
minutes in which to turn the pages and pick out names, all I RIM lia es there will be I . q ion 
mixed up, jumbled togetl from pages containing over 200,000 | Of interfering with the w k 1 e depal t right ¥, When 
mes, I dare say in all the ramifications of the various de aS MM wed Wi ort a not at, J Pre 
riments of Gove nment there is no such loose, clumsy, and ‘ House of Repre i ( und the Ss f the I ed 
confusing performance as is found in this particular bran¢ h of | "hat passed Is ! t hose na } he 
the Government I m asking that the name of people re i y M er OF =! 
ceiving refunds of taxes shall be given by States showing the M SWANSON Mr. |] ci I ask the & itor a 
amount refunded in each case. 
Why can not the Senate be furnished with this information \l SMOOT Yes 
Why are we not entitled to know in advance to whom they Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, this information is alr 
are refunding this money? You could not get a bill through the possession of the House of Representatives; is it not? 


in the United States with Mr. SMOOT. Yes; under the law 


ommissioner’s court in any place 
out submitting to the commission itself the name of the perso! Mr. SWANSON. But they have not got it arranged alpha- 
to whom money was to be paid and the amount of money to | betically? 
he paid; but here we are about to be called upon to vote for Mr. SMOOT. Not alphabetically 
the refund of $103,000,000 without a scintilla of evidence fur- M SWANSON It is all in a jumble, so that nobedy can 
nished the Senate showing the amount and to whom it is to be | determine who is to be paid. Now, why would ake $10,000 
paid. for a clerk to take the report that was made to the Ways and 
Mr. President, it strikes me as a terrible indictment against | Means Committee and make it alphabetical and send it here? 


this body if it permits that thing to continue, Mr. HEFLIN. By States. 











Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, it is all in a jumble— 
fixed up alphabetically at all. 


hot 


Mr. SMOOT. It is fixed up just as the payments have been 
made, 
Mr. SWANSON. How long will it take the department to 


make a list by States of individuals and large corporations that 
have had these rebates? It would not take 10 clerks a week to 
take the list that the Senator from Alabama refers to and fix it 
up in that way and systematize it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Why, certainly it would, Mr. President. 

Mr. SWANSON. ‘To take that list and simply fix it up so 
that people could look at it by States? 

Mr. SMOOT. By States and districts and amounts, 
are two hundred and forty-odd thousand of them, 

Mr. SWANSON. Why did they not send it that way at first? 


There 


Mr. SMOOT. Because they did it according to the law; that 
is all 
Mr. SWANSON, The law does not say they must report in 


the order in which payments are made, 

Mr. SMOOT. That the way they would do, of course 
report in the order in which they are paid. 

Mr. SWANSON, It me that the newspaper 
people, the country, the Senate, and the House are entitled to 


is 


dees seem to 


have this information systematized as desired by the Senator 
from Alabama; and [I do not believe it would cost a thousand 
dollars to get some clerks to take that and systematize it 


alphabetically by States. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, does not the Senator realize, 
though, that that information is not wanted? 

Mr. SWANSON. Of course; and I can not see why they do 
not want it that way. 

Mr. SMOOT, They have the information now. 

Mr. SWANSON, But they have not the information. Who 


could get any information from a parcel of papers all mixed 
up, not arranged by States, not arranged alphabetically? Why 
did they not send it systematically at the beginning? All the 


Senator from Alabama wants is to have that information sent 
here so that the Senate can ascertain intelligently what it is 
doing when it votes $103,000,000, if I understand correctly. Is 
not that true’ 

Mr. SMOOT. I have already stated exactly what the reso- 
lution calls for 

Mr. SWANSON. If it costs $10,000, I am willing to vote 
$10,000 for this body to have information on rebates of 


£103,000, 000 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that that $103,000,000 
is yet to be provided, so that when the rebates are made it will 
be paid, 

Mr. SWANSON. What we would like to know is the system 
by which it is done. I can not see the slightest objection in 
the world to taking this mass of information, systematizing it 
by States, and arranging it alphabetically. I can not see any 
objection to that. You say you have the information. Employ 
a few clerks to give thft information to the country and to 


Congress 





Mr. BORAH. Mr. President- 
Mr. SWANSON. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BORAH. I desire to ask the Senator from Utah whether 


the objection to this is confined to the question of expense. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not only the expense but the time in which it 
can be done. It will take 100 clerks 15 days to get this work 
out, and right now the returns of incomes are coming in from 
the 1927 taxes. To take a hundred men out of the work of 
receiving these returns and compiling this information, which 
any Senator or any Congressman can get in regard to any 
individual or corporation or association, is going to be a great 
inconvenience to the department and interfere with the work 
in connection with the income-tax returns, which are coming in 
now by the tens of thousands, 

Mr. BORAH. I understand that all this information is in the 
hands of the House? 


Mr. SMOOT. Yes; under the law it is required to be there. 
Mr. BORAH. The only question now is that of getting it in 
such a shape that a person can know what it is? 


Mr. SMOOT. More easily; that is all. 

Mr. HHEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah says 
the information is in the hands of the House. 

Mr. SMITIL Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 


Alabama a question? I have not investigated this matter, but it 
seems to me that there must of necessity be a record kept of 
each individual case, and the reason why the rebate was 
granted, and necessarily the address of the individual or firm, 
and his place of business, and the State in which he was located. 
It looks to me as though the persons in the Treasury Depart- 
ment would have every facility in the world fer furnishing this 
information, except just the tedium of taking each ease. 
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Knowing the State, all that would be necessary would be to 
turn to the roster, find what States have had these rebates, and 
then the name of the individual. I do not know how they go 
about it down there, whether they make these refunds without 
keeping the name or address of the firm or corporation to be 
repaid the money; but I should imagine, in a place of such 
large business as our Treasury Department, that the files are 
all easily accessible by States, so that this work might be done 
without any unreasonable delay or any great amount of expense 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will permit me, I understand 
the proposition of the Senator from Utah to be this: It will take 
a hundred clerks to fix up this information alphabetically, but a 


Senator can get it, and it will take him two years to look 
through it and get any information. It comes to him all in a 
jumble. It will take a hundred clerks to get any system out 
of it so as to find anything, but we will turn it over to a 
Senator or Congressman! 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HEFLIN, I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I ought to apologize, perhaps, for my igno 


rance on the subject, but I was not in the Senate Chamber when 
the resolution was read, and do not know just what it calls for 
Does it call merely for information? 

Mr. H®EFLIN. The resolution requests the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish to the Senate, by States, the names of per- 
sons to whom refunds have been given in the last refunds made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the amounts paid. | 
offered to amend the resolution by asking that they give the 
names and amounts only where the amounts are above $10,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. Hus the Senator any information as to how 
many refunds above $10,000 have been made? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have not, but the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Curtis] told me that there were a great many of them for 
small amounts, $3 and $5, and amounts like that. We do not 
care especially about those cases. He suggested that I make 
the limit $10,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. I heard just a part of the remarks of the 
Senator from Utah, and I get this idea: That it is claimed that 
the information for which the Senator is asking in the resolu- 
tion is already in the possession of the House of Representatives, 
Is that true? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No, Senator. There is a list filed with the 
House with names of people residing in Alabama, New York, 
California, Nebraska, and all the States jumbled together. The 
newspaper men have told me that they were permitted to see 
the list for only 2 short space of time, not long enough to make 
any intelligent report on it. It is filed in the House in that 
form. This resolution asks that the Secretary of the Treasury 
furnish the Senate a list of names of those receiving above 
$10,000, by States, in order that we may have the information 
when in a few days we shall be asked to vote on a bill making 
provision for the payment of $1038,000,000 in refunds. 

Mr. SMOOT. The list has been filed with the House under 
the law, just as the refunds are paid, and there is not a Senator 
or a Representative who can not get the amount of the refund 
to any individual, association, or corporation, if he asks for it, 
as the law provides. 

Mr. NORRIS. Suppose I, 
for the amount of Mr. 


or anyone else, should go and ask 
Smith’s refund. Is the information in 


such shape that a Senator or a Representative could get it 
without going through a voluminous mass of papers? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes: the items are in alphabetical order. You 


can get them in five minutes. All of the S’s are under the letter 
S, and all of the A’s are under the letter A, and so on, 

Mr. SWANSON. Why, then, would it take a hundred clerks 
30 days to fix the list up by States and alphabetically? 

Mr. SMOOT. In the first place, they would have to go through 
all the names. 

Mr. NORRIS. 

Mr. SMOOT. About 246,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator know how many there are 
which amount to above $10,000? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I have not that information. 

Mr. NORRIS. I suppose such a_ limitation 
number down very materially. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes: it would cut the number down, but I do 
not know how many. By reference to the letter I find there are 
exactly 245,446. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to say to the Senator from Ala- 
bama that I have no idea how much it would be cut down if we 
should limit it to $10,000 and over. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know, either. 

Mr. NORRIS. But to be valuable, to be of very much service. 
the list ought to be cut down very materially. A list of 240,000 


How many are there? 


would cut the 


names, even though it were arranged in alphabetical order, 
according to States, would s'‘ill be a 


very voluminous docu- 
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Mr. SMOOT. That is what I dk 

M SWANSON Subsequ l e Senator d the hames 
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Mr. SMIOOT. Ni 

Mr. SWANSON Has the Senator any subsequent informa- 

tion, after looking over the papers‘? Are the amounts given in 

he order in which they are paid or are the lists arranged 


ibetical 


Mr. SMOOT. They are filed in the order in which they are 
iid, but an index will be kept, of course, alphabetically .ar- 
anged. If an amount is paid upon a certain date, that is filed 
vith the House. The amounts are all given in accordance wit 
the dates of payment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I want to say to the Sena 
tor from Utah that he is mistaken about their being filed in 
any order whatsoever. There is a general provision now which 
requires the Secretary to file the lists. They are filed, but are 
not alphabetically arranged. 


‘ 





2124 


Mr. SMOOT. The Secretary is not required to do that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is right; he is not required to do it. 
Hie just files them pell-mell over at the House and they are 
put down in the cellar and nobody has charge of them. Several 
years ago I employed a man to go and seek out such informa- 
tion as he could get It is most diflicult to get the information. 
It is virtually no information at all, because there is no order 
about it. There is no way to obtain any particular returns. 
The present law virtually denies to the Congress any real infor- 
mation with reference to these returns. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I believe Senators are ready 
to vote to ask for the information for themselves as representa- 
tives of the sovereign States. I ask that the vote be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution as modified. 


he resolution as modified was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
requested to furnish to the Senate a list by States of the names of 
people to whom taxes have been refunded amounting in each case to 

25.000 or more in the last refund of taxes made by the Secretary of 


the Treasury 
SOLTH CAROLINA AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION 


Mr, SMITH. Mr, President, from the Committee on Agricul 
ture and Forestry IL report back favorably without amendment 
the joint resolution (HH. J. Res. 81) for the amendment of the 
act of March 3, 1927, by authorizing an annual appropriation 
to carry out the cooperative experiments contemplated by the 
act The joint resolution was acted upon by the committee 
this morning and I was directed to report it back and ask for 
iis immediate consideration. It will take only a moment. The 
Secretary of Agriculture has insisted that the experimeiut sia- 
tion in South Carolina shall be placed on the same footing with 
other experiment stations in cooperation with the Government. 
The joint resolution is intended to clarify the language of the 
existing law and is recommended by the Secretary of Agriculture 

Mr. SMOOT. In the past have they not been on the same 
footing? 

Mr. SMITH, No, The language used in the creation of a 
cooperative relationship between the Government and my State 
Was unfortunately chosen, with the result that the relationship 
terminated at the end of one year, The joint resolution is 
merely intended to clarify the language as indicated by the 
documents accompanying it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the act of March 38, 1927 (44 U. 8S. Stat. L., p. 
1207). entitled “An act authorizing an appropriation to enabl the 
Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate with the South Carolina agricut 
tural experiment station’ be, and the same is hereby, amended by add 
ing the following 

“Spec, 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated each 
fiscal yeur thereafter necessary appropriations to enable the Secretary 
of Agriculture to carry on the cooperative experiments contemplated by 


this act.” 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed 

PROPOSED FARM KELIEF 


Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, T ask unanimous consent 
that an editorial appearing in the St. Paul Pioneer Press of 
January 21 be printed at this point in the Recorp. Tt deals 
with agricultural legislation now pending before the Congress 
of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered 

The editorial is as follows: 

NO SURRENDER 

Whatever difference of view there may be about. details of farm 
relief measures, the treatment being accorded the McNary-Haugen bill 
in Washington teday is eminently unfair. The farmer's righteous 
demand for economic equality with other more favored industries is not 
receiving just consideration 

rhrough political strategy and parliamentary procedure the farmer's 
cause is temporarily pocketed in the House Committee on Agriculture, 


where deft operations are to render it innocuous and impotent De 
featist propaga sowed behind the lines has caused timid politicians 
to waver in their support. The whispered word of an impending presi 


dential vete and suggestion that something should be prepared which 
would gain approval of the White House and party organization have 
spread through the Capitol. 
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discussed. Those who oppose the McNary-llaugen bill have made 


sincere efforts to proffer a practical substitute that would accomplis 
the same results, namely, give to agriculture an equal measure of ben 
fits that tariff protected industries enjoy. rhey take their ind j 
a blank wall of opposition, When they talk of compromise t ym 

that the farmers should surrender everything that is vital to venuiy 


agricultural relief 

Because of this attitude, the West is forced to stand firmly for tl! 
McNary-Haugen bill substantially as it is Vice President Dawes h 
told the farmers to stick to their guns. Unquestionably when he m 
that statement he had in mind the fact that the enemies of farm relief 
have forced a choice between the MeNary-Haugen bill or nothing 
Therefore it becomes a duty of all true friends of the farmer to hold 
fast to the principles of the only concrete, workabl plan of gene 
relief which is before Congress as a practical reality. 
The farmer will not permit his interests to be sacrificed to the ex 
encies of party politics, Politicians, thinking more of party than of 
the national welfare, may be able to return from Washington next 
spring with a’ counterfeit measure of farm relief. It is proposed to 
report ont of committee a ‘ MeNary-Haugen” bill emasculated 
omission of the equalization fee, which is the heart of the present plan 
for dealing effectively with surplus production and going to the root of 
the agricultural price difficulty. Such a spurious farm relief will not 
fool the farmers. They will not be put off with such a gesture. The 
issue dodged in Congress will reassert itself at the party conventions 
in the campaign, at the election, and again and again in Congress until 
the question has been honestly faced. 

Western politicians who are talking about deserting or betraying thx 
‘ause of farm relief should take warning. They may waver, but tli 
farmers will not. 


INVESTIGATION OF SINKING OF SUBMARINE “ S—4 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 131) pro 
viding for a commission to investigate and report upon the 
facts connected with the sinking of the submarine S—} and upon 
methods and appliances for the protection of submarines. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of House Joint Reso 
lution 131. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia | Mr. 
SWANSON] has proposed an amendment to the resolution strik- 
ing out section 8 and providing for a joint commission of three 
Members of the Senate and three Members of the House to 
investigate the S-4 disaster. I have no objection to having a 
vote on his amendment. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I have no objection to a 
vote, but I suggest the absence of a quorum, so that we may 
get absent Senators here, and then the Senate may vote im- 
mediately, so far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll, 

Che legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 
Ashurst Ferris 


McKellar Shipstead 


Burkley bess McLean Shortridge 
Ravard Fletcher McMaster Simmons 
Bingham Frazier MeNary Smith 

Black George Mayfield Smoot 

iain Glass Metcalf Steck 

Bleas (00ding Moses Steiwer 
Borah fiould Neely Stephens 
Brattor (;reene Norbeck Swanson 
Brookbar Hale Norris Thomas 
Broussard Harris Nye Trammell 
Bruce liarrison Oddie Tydings 
Capper Hawes Overman Tyson 
Caraway Hayden *hipps Wagner 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell taunsdell Walsh, Mant. 
Curtis Johnson teed, Mo. Warren 
Cutting Jones Reed, Pa. Waterman gy 
Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ind Watson 

bill Keyes Sackett Wheeler 
Ndge King Schall Willis 


La Follett: 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-seven Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia | Mr. 
SWANSON]. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, before the 
vote is taken upon the resolution of the Senator of Maine, and 
which involves, I think, a grave departure from the policy 
heretofore pursued when charges of neglect of duty have been 
preferred against department officials, I would like to ask the 
Senator from Maine if another submarine disaster should hap- 
pen to-duy, or : month from to-day, would he come here and ask 
for another commission to investigate it? 

Mr. HALE. If think the commission which I am asking to 
have appointed will take care of that very matier and will 


Sheppard 








CONGRESSIONAL 





for the future which would in 1 


restions 


suge ree measu! 
ice the chances for such an necident 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Such a urse W seem 
sh the policy that if an e I losi ‘ss at al nuni 
pot lt a gal pira ( und cou g 
in one ¢ ed nts. if a itt] ip expl 
) Senat unt I j hut ‘ 
on or bureau j be t ( thre Investig 
us 
ir. HALE I think the ol ( of the invest i is to ¢g 
est information we can Ss is investi I i¢ lents 
Navy or in th Army is concerned, I do not reeall ! 
: where an investigation Cl er of ai}? val ] \r \ 
has been ma le throug I res L « mil l is 
nusual procedul 
‘ir. WALSH of Massachusetts I ¢ ! care to pi me t 


but I 


ussion, 
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ves of negligence agzninst bureat ‘ th Government 
dingly, I shall vote for the amendment of tl Senat 
Virginia, which provides for a ngressional investigation 
the causes of this most unfortunate disaste1 
Mr. HALE. That is the question We want to find ou 
ther there is any actual neglect involved 
Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, may we have the mend 
it stated? 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER The amendment will be stated 





(he LEGISLATIVE CLERI ie Sen from Virginia proposes 
amend the joint resolution by striking out section and in- 
erting in lieu thereof the following 
{ joint committe compos if Met I of tl Sen 
d by the President of the Sez it Me ers of the Hous 
sentative pointed Spe of e House ¢ Rep 
ves, is I y author l I ‘ l inves e tl full 
of the sil g of t il I n i 17 
with the United ( s \ Paulding r the 
chusetts coast, and t resc nad 1 operation irried « 
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et and,”’ 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the failure of the Navy Depart 
nt to have appliances and equipment with which to resurrect 
he sunken submarine S—4 is something that can not be excused 
Congress or by the country. I am informed that the captain 
the S--4 had already suggested that the officers and crew of 
submarine were liable to be killed in the fashion that they 
vere; but the Government seems to have taken no steps to be 
idy for such an emergency when it ar later 


The able and brilliant Representative in the House from Okla 
home, Mr. McC Lin tic, has pointed out that Germany is equipped 


h the proper appliances to raise a submarine in 10 hours 
[hese American boys imprisoned in the submarine S—4 on the 
ttom of the ocean were there for days, sending messages to 


the outside world the « 
hem, “For God’s sake, hurry.” Tl 
them up, and there imprisoned on t 
to a slow and terrible deat 
rime on the part of the Navy bi 
the part of Congress if we do n 
ppliances at any cost. 
It a fearful thing to 


flicers of the 
N ivy 
e bottom of the ocean 
t will not only be a terrible 
will be a terrible crime o1 
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t 
to 


Navy afloat 


was unable.to bring 


above 


they 
went 
{ 


ot 


is 


have men imprisoned in a submarine 


n the bottom of the ocean helpless and this Government, with 
great wealth and power, failing to be provided for such an 
emergency. Germany has equipment, as I have said, already 


in use to raise a boat such as the S—j in 10 hours. 


Why is it 


hat our Navy has not provided such an equipment? It is cer- 
ainly a terrible indictment against this Government that we 
ere not able to bring these boys up at all until after they 
were dead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 


Senator from Virginia 


d for the yeas and nays, 


» the amendment offered by the 
Mr. SWANSON and Mr. HALE 
d they were ordered. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). On this question 
[ have a pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roninson]. 
[ transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Dare] 
and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. FLETCHER (when name was called). I 
general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu 
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So Mr. SWANSON’S amendment ‘ igre ‘ 

The VICK PRESIDENT The question is on the amendment 
which has been offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}. 
rhe amendment will be stated 

The Cuikr CLERK. On page 1, and 6, it proposed to 
strike ut “three of whom shall ted from civil life and 
two shall be retired officers of tl ”" and insert “four of 

} whom shall be selected from civil life ‘ shalt be a retired 
ofticer of tl Navy: of the four members selected from civil life 
ne shall be a United States circuit or district judge 

Mr. HALE Mr. President, I withdraw that amendme1 As 
tl commission will now have sim} ly to do ith tl investiga- 
tion of safety appliances, there is no occasion for it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn 

rhe Chair is informed that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr 
McKEeLLAR] gave notice of an amendment 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not care to press the amendment 


The The joint resol 


he Whol 


ution is before 


amendment 


VICE PRESIDENT. the 


Se Committee of t 


a and open to 
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HALE. Mr. President, I find it will be necessary in se 

tion 6 to make certain amendments, znd I propose the following 

i ) ion s ] s n ties mit a f 

I I who shall immediately transmit the san 

And so forth: to take the place of the wording which included 
the investigation of the S—4 

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection to that I think is 
a proper amendment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing the 


amendment offered by the 


amendment 


Senator fri 


a i was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the na is amended, 
ind the amendments were coneurred in 

; umendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third tim nd passed 

THE MERCHANT MARINE 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to propose unanimou 

msent agreement I find that it will be impossible for us to 
ret a final vote on the shipping bill to-day » | ask unanimous 
conse that when the Seuate concludes its business to-day 
rec until Monday, and that after 3 o'clock on Monda , 
Senator shall speak more than once nor lon t i tive minutes 


the unfinished business, 


on 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I shall have to object to that 

I told the Sen om Washington that I intend oO 
mendmeu t bill. 





2126 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE 


Mr. JONES. This will not prevent the Senator from doing 
that. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, are amendments in order now? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will come 
before the Senate at 2 o'clock. The calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order, 

Mr. BRUCE. I object to the request which has been made. 
1 am very sorry to do it, because I should be very glad to see 
this bill come to a vote; but I have an amendment I want to 
offer to the bill, and I desire to have an opportunity to discuss 
it. There will be ne opportunity to discuss the amendment 
under the arrangement that is proposed. 

Mr. JONES. If the morning business is concluded, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate may resume the considera- 
tion of the shipping bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 744) to fur- 
ther develop an American merchant marine, to assure its per- 
mianence in the transportation of the foreign trade of the 
United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, and ask to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Leoistatrive CLERK. On page 3, line 9, after the word 
“ authorized,” it is proposed to insert a colon and the following: 


Provided, That all subordinate officers and positions under the United 
States Shipping Board and Emergency Fleet Corporation of a clerical 
or ministerial nature, other than the position of seaman or other post- 
tions calling for the performance of purely manual or menial duties, 
shall be subject to the Federal laws relating to the Federal classified 
service and reclassification, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, would the Senator object now 
to the agreement I proposed? 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator from California [Mr. JoHnson] 
has asked me to yield for half an hour. He desires to express 
himself regarding the general merits of the bill. I have said 
to the Senator, of course, that I am willing to yield. Then I 
want an opportunity to say just a few words—not very much 
on the amendment, 

Mr. JONES. Of course, the Senator will have all afternoon 
under this proposed agreement. 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, what is the hour fixed? 

Mr. JONES. The hour fixed is 3 o’clock on Monday. We will 
run just as late this afternoon as Senators desire to run. 

Mr. TYSON. Will the Senator make that 4 o'clock? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; I will make it 4 o'clock. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I regret that I shall be 
obliged to object to fixing the hour. 

Mr. JONES. We will continue in session to-morrow, then. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, let us try to get together on 
the matter. Is the Senator going to object to it? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, Mr. President. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, it is an unfortunate thing 
that a question fraught with such potential possibilities to the 
Nation should receive such secant attention as apparently this 
measure has thus far received from this body. 

There is nothing, sir, that means more to the future of the 
Republic, to the prosperity of the people of this Nation, and 
generally to the perpetuity of our institutions than sea power ; 
and the necessity for that sea power in a nation which has 
reached preeminence in commerce upon the sea is demonstrated 
by the history of every country on the face of the earth that 
has ever risen to greatness at all. 

if you will read the stories of the countries that have written 
themselves large upon the annals of time you will find that the 
greatness of nations kept pace with their power upon the sea, 
and that whenever there was a decadence of that sea power 
there wus a similar decadence of the nation itself. 

I have listened, sir, to nearly every speaker upon this sub- 
ject as he stated his views upon Government operation and 
ownership. I have heard each individual vie with the indi- 
vidual preceding him in decrying and denouncing any effort 
upon the part of government to enter into any enterprise or 
any activity or any undertaking whatever. 

It is not the time, to-day, sir, to discuss either the merits 
or the demerits of Government ownership. It is not, sir, it 
seems to me, an appropriate time, under the conditions that 
confront us in respect to our shipping, to indulge in either 
denunciation on the one hand of Government activity in busi- 
ness or in eulogiums upon the other, 

I can not refrain, however, in passing, from remarking that 
there are some activities of government that are so national 
in their character, there are some things so requisite to be done 
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in behalf of a people, that only the Goverament can underta! 
them, and only the Government can carry them through. 

A flood such as has existed upon the Mississippi River in the 
past months is no undertaking for private initiative or a par- 
ticular locality. It is a national calamity that the Nation itself 
should remedy. 

On the Colorado River an improvement designed to resene 
particular communities from danger from flood and to develoy 
a great waterway of the Nation becomes a national undertak 
ing, when only the Nation itself can transmute what is now 
national menace into a future national asset. 

I do not quarrel with my conservative brethren from Ne: 
England when they ask us to purchase the Cape Cod Canal: 
but I can not refrain, sir, from a smile, perhaps of cynicism. 
when these same gentlemen acknowledge that New England is 
without the ability and her citizens without the efficiency to 
carry on what was an individual and a private enterprise and 
ask the United States Government to purchase it and operate 
it as a national undertaking. 

Sir, you may talk, and all these gentlemen may talk, unti] 
all of us are hoarse about the Government’s inability to transact 
business or to undertake anything in behalf of its people. Tj 
is an indictment of our kind of government itself that thes, 
gentlemen speak and these gentlemen write. 

A year or so ago I went down through the Caribbean to 4 
place where one of the greatest businesses on the face of the 
earth is being conducted, the Panama Canal; and that business. 
sir—for it is a business, among the greatest that exist « 
earth—is managed, operated, maintained, and conducted by ti 
United States of America. 

The little boat with which we came into port required cer 
tain repairs. It was taken to a dry dock there at Panama for 
those repairs to be made—taken to a dry dock that is the greit- 
est dry dock that exists in all the world; and it is operated, 
maintained, managed, owned, and conducted by the United 
States of America, 

I went to a store in Colon, a store where the kind and variety 
of goods beggar description, and where the prices were less 
than the prices in the city of Washington, and I bought at 
that store the things that were required upon our journey; 
and that store, sir, was operated, maintained, conducted, and 
owned by the United States of America. 

I stopped at a hotel there; and my friend from Connecticut 
[Mr. BiInGHAM] doubtless is familiar with that hotel. Jt is an 
excellent one; a hotel maintained, operated, managed, coi 
ducted, and owned by the United States Government. 

And so it was during all the period that we passed from 061 
ocean to the other—the Government of the United States own- 
ing, operating, maintaining, and conducting every activity 
there—and I never felt prouder of the Government of the 
United States than in that journey through the Panama Can:!, 
when I saw the kind of Americans that had gone down there 
and done the job, and done it well. 

Our conservative friends from New England who inveigh 
against Government operation and Government ownership wil! 
concede, undoubtedly, what I say in this regard. There is an 
instance, were I endeavoring to argue governmental ownership 
or governmental operation of one of the greatest businesses on 
the face of the earth conducted better than private initiative 
and private endeavor ever could or would have conducted that 
business, conducted by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Surely the Senator will remember that the 
great enterprise to which he refers, the Panama Canal, is, by 
the very nature of the case, a monopoly. There is no competi- 
tion. The Government can do it in the most expensive manner 
that it desires; it can charge the rates that it pleases; it can 
conduct the business without interfering with any private party, 
because there is no competition possible. That is an entirely 
different case from the one we have before us. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What of it? That does not answer the 
animadversions in which the Senator has indulged on Govern- 
ment ownership. Is that the case with the Cape Cod Canal in 
Massachusetts? There the enterprise was in private control, 
owned privately, and conducted by private individuals. They 
failed, and when they failed, then the Government of the United 
States was asked to purchase the failing enterprise and conduct 
it as a governmental enterprise. So it makes no difference that 
the Panama Canal may constitute a monopoly. The fact is that 
it is being conducted efficiently and well. That is the point, not 
whether or not there is another canal, or whether there could be 
another canal, but the Government itself is conducting there 2 
great business enterprise, conducting it efficiently, and conduct- 
ing it in every respect well. 
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‘ir. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield 

M BINGHAM. I agree with the Senator that if it were 
ible ty ereate a similar monopoly in the shipping world, 


that no other countries in the world could operate ships, | 


i that we might have the monopoly of carrying the shipping 
» all parts of the world, their freight and our freight, with 
iny more competition than the Panama Canal meet the | 
rnment might well engage in it. But this is an entirely 
rent enterprise the Senator is suggesting. Of course, if 
an not see the difference, nothing I could say could show it 
him. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I do not want to indulge in invidious remarks | 


made by the Senator from Con- 
icut, I would not say, uurse, that it would be utterly 
ssible for him to put understandingly or intelligently a 
wsition—that would be absurd—any more than I would ex- 
him to say that it 
metimes well-chosen 
ish. 

ir. NORRIS. 


newer to the last statement 


or ©¢ 


understand 


il 


was impossible for 
Hnelish and 


me 


his present l-chosen 


Mr. 
PRESIDING OFFICER 


President 


t) (Mr. WATERMAN in the chair). 
the Senator from California yield to the Senator from 
raska? 

\ir. JOHNSON, TI yield 
ir. NORRIS. If the Senator from Connecticut continues to 
that the fact of monopoly settles the question of whether 
not Government operation or private operation can be sue- 
( ful, then the Senator from Connecticut must believe that the 
G ninent of the United States, or the District of Columbia, 
uld own the street cars in Washington, should own the gas 
pany in Washington, should supply the people of Wash- 
m with electrie light. I think those of us who believe in 


Government ownership of such utilities can congratulate 
es that we have a great and able recruit. 
ir, JOHNSON, I understand what he but IT under 
stand, too, that if he had the power he would turn the Panama 
inal over to private initiative and private endeavor. 
Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


Mr. JOHNSON, I yield. 


our- 


so Savs, 


Mr. HOWELL, The distinguished Senator from Connecticut 

es not make that distinction at ail, that it must be a monop- 
The Cape Cod Canal, which he supported, was not a 

mopoly. Ships could go out areund Cape Cod. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I beg to call to the attention of the Senator 

in Nebraska that that is a different proposition, because the 


question of Government ownership depends, when you want to 
| something that is in private ownership, upen whose ox is 
gored. That is all. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Cape Cod Canal was not a 
mopoly ; it was a failure. 
Mr, JOHNSON. ‘That is the reason the United States bought 


from private initiative and private endeavor, because it was 
a failure. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator vield? 

Mr, JOHNSON, I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I suggest, in further reply to the 


point raised by the Senator from Connecticut, that the Panama 


Railroad & Steamship Line is not a monopoly. That is success- 
fully conducted by the Government and stands on the same 
hasis the Senator has mentioned with reference to the canal. 
[It is a success under Government ownership and operation. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from California will yield, apropos of what the Senator is say- 
ing, I would like to quote from the message of the Governor of 
Massachusetts, delivered this very month. The Senator knows, 
possibly, that the Elevated Railroad under public 
control. I quote from the Boston Globe what Governor Fuller 
says in his message: 


soston is 


Mr. Fuller states the situation by saying that “ public control has 
ght this road up from apparent bankruptcy to good condition and 
rvice.” He -observes that at the beginning of public control the com- 


I i stock was quoted at $50 a share but has increased in value to $95 
share. “* Therefore,” he says, “it would appear that during the 10 
rs of public control the common stock has practically doubled in 
If this company were returned to private control, then ther 


id be returned to the common stock holders « juity worth twice what 


it was 10 years ago.’ 


Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts tell 
me what road that is to which he refers? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Boston Elevated Rail- 


road, whieh owns the street transportation lines in the great 
Inetropolitan district of Boston. The State government, when 
the company was in financial difficulties, stepped in and took 
over public control 10 years ago. 
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Mr. JOHNSON. Has the Ser f 1 Massachusetts read 
from an official utterance in Massachusetts? 

Mr. WALSII of Massachusetts l ive id ftror the gov 
ernor of the State, what he himself say ibout c « rol 

Mr. JOHNSON, Oh, treasm 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Sen r yield 

Mr. JOHNSON I yield 

Mr. FRAZIER. I want to ask the Senater from California 
if the Panama Canal has not been a success financially 8 
well as from the point of view of service? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, indeed, that is admitted. It is a su 
cess financially and a success in its management and its control, 
a success in every fashion in its efficiency 

Mr. BINGHAM Mr. President, will the Senator yield 

Mr. JOHNSON I yield. 

Mr. BINGHAM. May I be permitted to remark that, jud 
ing by the number of people who have jumped to their feet in 
the last two minutes, apparently a great many people had thei! 
ox gored 

Mr. JOHNSON Dees the Senator mean by the Cape Cod 
Canal? I am afraid it was not 2 great many people who had 
their ox gored by the Cape Cod Canal; it was only the Treasury 
of the United States, Mr. President 

So we will pass the Cape Cod Canal. 1 have no desire to 
make invidious remarks concerning tha Indeed, I did not 
start out with a design or a desire to discuss Governm« owl 
ership or operation in any aspect In passing I remarked con 
cerning the Panama Canal, because it seemed to me one great 
instance where Government activity might be recognized 

It seems to me that every individual who has any idea of 
economics would not wish to take the Government into every 
kind of activity or every kind of business; but, as I said in the 
beginning, I say now in the close upon this subject, there are 
certain things the Government must do or they are not done, 
and one of the things that it is obvious, from the history of 
shipbuilding in the United States and from the story of its 
merchant marine, that the Government must do, because private 


initiative and private endeavor has not, will not, and can not 
do it—one of the things that the Government finally must do 
if we wish a merchant marine is to take charge of that mer 
chant marine, build it, and maintain it, and see that the people 
of the United States have a merchant marine rhe story of 
our shipbuilding, the story of our merchant marine, the whole 


story of our sea power, demonstrate that beyond 
a doubt 

I was not greatly concerned yesterday in the contest that was 
here as to whether four members of the Shipping Board or five 
members of the Shipping Board or seven members of the Ship- 


it per adventure 


ping Board should determine whether or tot ships should be 
sold. I feel that if there is one in power, one in power who is 
able to make his policies felt and to enforce those policies, it 
does not make any difference what individuals on a subordi- 


nate board may desire to do. The man in power, if he is fit to 
wield the power at all, will see that his subordinate board and 
its subordinate members carry out the policy that is his. 


I am not out of sympathy with an idea of that sort either. 
Six years I presided over the destinies of a great State I 
understood what power meant there We were carrying into 
effect new policies in that State. If any man who was a sub- 
ordipute official, if an individual under the head of the gov 


ernment declined to carry out what was the policy of the gov- 
ernment, then it seemed me it was the duty of the disagree- 
ing official to step from his position and permit the policies of 
him who was at the head and who took the responsibility to be 
carried out, 

So it does not seem to me to be of any consequence whether 


four members on a board or five or seven are written in a bill 
as necessary for a particular purpose. A man who sits above 
them and appoints them can tell them what to do, and I as- 
sume, if he has poiicies and if he seeks to carry out real 
governmental policies, he will not only tell them what to do 


but he will see that they do it and carry ont his definite poli- 
or the individual will not longer remain in bis official 
So much, sir, for the amendment that was offered 


cies, too, 
position, 
the bill. 
I want for a moment or two now to demonstrate the 
which exists this land for a merchant marine. 
per uliar nation to-day, sir. 
prodneing nation. The « of development 
through which we have just passed has been principally inter 
nal, but our huge resources have given us a productive capacity 
almost beyond belief and far in excess of our own power to con 
sume this surplus must be marketed abroad if our general 
prosperity and our standards of living are tobe maintained, and 


to 


necessity 


in is a 


Ours 


Ours is a “‘vele 


only thus disposing of our preduction can we avoid privation 
and hardships to great masses of our people. 


The desideratum 
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ean be 
mensure ot Cu 


plished in but one fashion; that is, with a due 
By sea power I mean a sufficient mer- 
chant marine and an adequate Navy. Neither can exist sepa- 
rately They are mutually dependent. They are the two 
cardinab elements which when combined are the power 
vhich every producing nation must have to be prosperous and 


iChi 


power, 


Sen 


bole We must have first a merchant marine to carry our 
goods abroad, and we must next have a Navy to conserve, pre 
serve, and protect that merchant marine. The mercham 
marine is as essential a part of our transportation system as 
are the railroads. To stop the ships would be equivalent to 
interrujting railroad trafiic. To depend absolutely upon our 
trade competitors for the carriage of our goods would be like 

merchant intrusting to his commercial rival and competitor 
the di ution of his wares. We need a merchant marine for 
the thousands of miles of internal sea travel now utilized be 
tween the various sections of our country. We need it because 
our ublrivaled resources hay with an unparalleled genius and 
capucity for production, gone far beyond our ability to consume. 


We need it because exporting our surplus products is essential 


to maintain our siandards of living and prosperity. We need 
it because we must of necessity import large quantities of essel- 
tial products from oversea We need it because the United 
States is at the center of the maritime world, with a position 
unequaled for the carrying trade to the great continents of 
Europe, Asia, and Africa. We need a merchant marine, lastly, 


because American commerce requires it and American national 
defense ce it. It does not make any difference whether 
you privately owned merchant marine or a Goy- 
ernment owned merchant marine. Either is preferable to none. 
if have not or can not have a privately owned merchant 
marine, then the Government of the United States must pro- 
vide ie 

The story of our ships and of our merchant marine proves 
that we can not have a privately owned merchant marine, and 
we are driven perforce to the other conclusion, no matter what 
the economic view may be, that the Government must therefore 
provide one We have tried to build up for many, many years 
a privately owned merchant marine. We failed, signalls 


mands 
believe in a 


we 


aol 


in all those years, Our policy of procrastination and vacilla- 
tion has brought us perilously near to no merchant murine at 
all, and if we persist in argument, and if we continue this 
policy of proerastination and vacillation, within a very brief 
period Old Glory will be gone from the seas. There is no 
question of that and none to deny it. None can gainsay it. 
Down, down, down in the scale have we gone until under the 


estimates presented 14 years only will elapse until the American 
flax no longer floats upon the seus. 

Now, sir, there never was a time in the history of this land 
when a merchant marine was essential as at the present 
time. We have changed, sir, in fhis country in the last eight 
years. We have changed as an international trade competitor 
in the last eight years. Our position during that period has 


SO 


failed, | 
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been transmuted from one far, far behind in maritime commerce | 


into that of one who holds the proud position of being prac- 


tically in the lead to-day of all the nations of the earth. 
Since the Great War the United States has become the keenest 

international trade competitor in all the world. This has its 

compensations in the extended commerce of the Nation, the 


greater prosperity of our people, and in enhancing the general 
welfare, It has its dangers because success is ever the target 
for envy, ahd successful national commerce has always aroused 


hatred, In speaking thus I do not imply that either the 
rivalry, the envy, or the hatred of other nations because of 
our commercial success would lead to war. ludeed, America’s 


intentions are so pacific, our policies are so utterly lacking in 
aggression, that it seems inconceivable the pursuit of legitimate 
commercial paths even to the exclusion of trade rivals could 
ever give such offense as would lead to armed conflict, But 
if our present preeminent position in trade and commerce is 


worth having it is worth safeguarding and protecting, and 
it is a lamentable historical fact, written red in the annals of 
time, thet one of the greatest contributing causes of war bas 
been trade rivalry. 


Only recently have we reached our high position ia the world’s 


commerce UCutil the World War Great Britain exceeded us 
by DU per cent 

1 take Great Britain fer comparison because Britannia has 
ruled the waves for the centuries past. It is only to-day, in 


the long centuries of progress, that Britannia’s rule upon the 
sea is challenged, and is challenged, sir, by this our country, 


the United States of America. So my comparisons, sir, are 
with Great Britain—-Great Britain, which has had its trade 
supremacy in all the times with which we are familiar and 


during all the periods of commercial history. 


EE Ee 
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Until the World War Great Britain exceeded us by 50 
cent. To-day we are practically equal. To-morrow the 


States will lead. The statistics of trade show that in tl 

quarter of 1927 Great Britain lost in trade with China 17 
cent. The United States gained 12 per cent. In the pri 
two years Great Britain’s trade with Australia has rem 
practically the saine, while the trade of the United States 
doubled. With Japan in this time British trade dee! 
10,000,000 yen, while ours gained by 150,000,000. During 


same two years with India British trad 
American trade went up 10 per cent. 


drt pped 10 px - 4 
South America i 1] 
tlet f 


approaching the importance of the Far East as un ou 
manufactured goods of the industrialized nations and he) 
find the United States making substantial encrouchme: 


sritish trade. With Argentine and Chile the British and A 
can imports have increased about equally, but through: 
the enormous territory to the north the trend is very mu 





that in the Orient. Brazil will suffice as an illustratio: 
1922 British imports were leading ours in a ratio of 4 
By 1924 the United States imports had gone beyond 
of Britain. 

In western Europe, at the very door of England, we t 
exports to Germany declined 10 per cent during th 
years prior to 1927, while American exports to that « 
nearly doubled. The same general trend with respect t 
France, and Spain is evidenced by the official statistics 
in less degree than in the case of Germany. So it is als 
Belgium, Sweden, Bulgaria, Egypt, and many of the | 
markets of the world. We have wrested the dominant 1 


world trader from Great Britain. Commercial 
ours. The price of the maintenance this commerce 
premacy is eternal vigilance. Great Britain learned 
and in the centuries past Great Britain made her Govet 

the guardian of her merchant marine and her navy its prot: 

If we followed what happened at Geneva only last yer 
will recall that there cume echoing down the centuric 
British idea ef supremacy upon the sea and the necessit: 
merchant marine and its dependence, for national defense | 
for supremacy upon the upon a merchant marine. ¢ 
of the points of difference at Geneva, it will be recalled 
the arming with certain types of guns of the merchant n 
insisted upon by Great Britain and denied by American rx 
sentatives. 


suprema 
ot 


the 


seus, 


In our day we have seen, in 1922 at the Washington Dis 
armament Conference and in 1927 at the fiasco of Ger 
British statesmen with an eye single to supremacy upon 
sea. The long story of Great Britain's struggle and rise and 
final success, her proud boast that Britannia rules the waves 
thrill us with admiration for the patriotism, the statesman 
and the vision of our English brethren. They understood 
no other race has so thoroughly understood, and what w: 


our newhess and with our multifarious diversions must lecrn, 


that sea power and the rise and fall of nations are closely 
linked. Progressively through the centuries they have gon 
together. In turn Phenicia, Carthage, Greece, and Ro 
ruled the Mediterranean. Venice, Florence, and Genoa wer 


farther afield and into the Baltic and Atlantic. The Hanscat 
states with unparalleled industry struggled for commercial 


premacy in the far North, and finally in world trade the « s 
of the Mediterranean were compelled to yield to London, A! 
sterdam, and Hamburg. 

Trade rivalry brought on great wars of nations and in nearly 
every instance supremacy of the sea was the deciding f 
When the Dutch, through their natural instinct, acquired 
time dominance the challenge came from England and ! 
land’s Navy took from the Dutch the commercial supre! 
they had with such difficulty won. Spain rose to her g 
power and for a brief period her fleets controlled the wa 
sailed in undisputed rivalry the Spanish Main, and her ga 
carried the commerce of both the New and the Old W 
But England's fleets in bloody battle swept Spain from th 
and naval defeats marked the decadence of Spain as a domi 
factor on the oceans. The commercial history of the eightecith 
century is written in the long-drawn struggle for suprem: 
between England and France. Commercial rivalry was 


basis for the many and protracted wars of that period, and 
at their close England’s sea power had relegated France l 
secondary position. 

Sir, dominance upon the sea has ever led to victory for the 
nation that held that supremacy. It was not really at Z:! 
that Hannibal was defeated. Hannibal was defeated wien 
Rome's dominance upon the sea forced him to make that los 
and perilous march through Gaul that wasted his strength and 
destroyed a large part of his force. 

We are accustomed to think that Napoleon was vanquished 
at Waterloo. He was vanquished not at Waterloo. The dowh- 
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sition of dominance i foreign trace it is th 
of our sea powe P I 1} is have gone wi 
ir trade we have gone d wi uur merechiunt marine 
4) American vessel rried $0 per cent of the commerce 
count Small it was and ithout difficulty moved 
ubtless In 1910 r, American vessels were carry- 
) per cent 
s here, sir, during th progress of the World Wats 
t Senator upon this floor during that period had nothing 
uv he would rise and repeat the words of Llovd Gearge 
come to us 3.000 miles across the sea: | vould shout 
very rength of his lu Shij Ships! and more 
| i recall the time when » unprepared were we, 
en our merchant irl) had sunk to so low an ebb 
ned impossible that \ could move the goods that 
! when there was stagnation in every harb« j tho 
nd when we were threatened constuntly and continu 
the horrors of an inability of communication and 
tron { recall tha ime and | remember that because 
dt erchant marine e started feverishly to build, and 
ended over $3,000,000,000 in the endeavor to build shiy 
the period of the war, a wasteful and extravagunt ex 
ure that could only be justified by emergency and na 
peril 
were required to spend that tremendous amount, we in 
1 at frightful ktravagance solely because we had 
| the wisdom or the vision or the statesmunship or the 
v to have a merchant murine of the United States of 
‘ to be prepared for the emergency that was then 
nied to u We expended $3,000,000,000 and more: and 
ood, conservative Senators from New England say to us, 
(here is waste and extravagance, nd it shows what the 
Government will do,” and they use it as a reason why the Gov- 
vent should not prepare aud provide for a merchant marine 
he future. Wasteful and extravagant expenditure under 
is the verv best reason why when the stress does noi 
ve should prepare in every possible wily to b evel 
renee of that waste and that extravagance 


Sir, in 1920. after the shipbuilding of the war, the America 
floated on ships carrying 48 per cent 
4 the figure dropped to 384 per cent, and 1926 it at 
per cent, It still decreasing, and at present rate of 
au very few years will see in our foreign-trade sbipping 
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While our maritime trade has increased, and is passing that 
every other nation. our ability to carry it is progressively 
reasing, and the time may come when we cun not safely 


lv upon other nations to carry our goods and expand our trade 
course, such a time will come. No man can foresee it, 
n tell the number of years that will elapse until it 
but that it will arrive history demonstrates conclu 
When that time arrives, if in our ineptitude and sloth 
idly accepted the present precarious situation, disaster, 
and suffering will be our portion, 
argument for a merchant marine generally upon 
premises: First, its necessity as a complement to the Navs 
i for ultimate national and, secondly, the depend 
e of the Nation’s economic welfare upon foreign commerce. 
rhose are ample and incontrovertible there 
her equally cogent and of like importance. Few realize the 
our so-called coastwise traffic, its essential ocean 
character, and the dependence upon it of many majo! 
This coastwise traffic is, in fact, internal domestic 
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Sir, during this period of halcyon priva \itiati i ! 
buildii to which my distinguished friend from ¢ ! tict 
would cling under all hazards: during the last 10 vears, when 
private enterprise has built so many ships d carried » mu 
commerce under the American ftlig upon he ocean tha t 
American flag to-day is in danger of d ppearin ren 
seas entirely, let us see just what ships have been built and j 

hat tonnage is ours [ hold in my hand the repert of Lloyd 
show e the rise of world shipping and givin n sti 
192% I will not attempt to read all of these statisti *} 
of then already been put into the Recorp: bu report 
of Li or the last year, I believe. is of sufficient importance 
to be added as an addendum to my remarks nd tia perm 
ion » print in the Rec p this report of Llovd pen > 

uilding of ships by various nations during the we 1927 
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is now buildiog more than the United States. Germany showed a drop 
of 44,000 tons since September, Great Britain and Ireland are building 
more tonnage than all the other maritime countries combined, ac- 
cording to Lloyd's figures 
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The only changes of ranking among the countries were the movement 


of Sweden, with 100,700 tons, from eighth to sixth place, the drop of 
Denmark from sixth to seventh, and the United States from seventh 
to viehth 

Although 823,482 gross tons of merchant steamers and motorships 
were Jaunched throughout the world, compared with 526,157 tons 
launched in the previous quarter, only 625,692 tons of new work was 
becun in these departments, against 760,930 tons in the September 
quarter, <A decrease was shown in world construction of tankers, 
caused by a drop in Great Britain and Ireland, the figure for the quarter 
being 744,668 tons as against 775,652 tons in the previous quarter 
Despite the 





lrop, tanker tonnage constructed was more than double the 


$71,520 tons reported for the corresponding period a year ago. 

An increase of only 20,000 tons over the construction of motorship 
tonnage was shown for the quarter, compared with September, but the 
tota f 1,609,888 gross tons represented an increase of more than 


700,000 tons over the total a year ago. Of the December total 652,894 
tons were for Great Britain and Ireland, 244,309 tons for Germany, 
nd 712,685 tons for all other countries combined 

Summing up the world ship construction situation, Lloyd's Register 
says that the tonnage of Great Britain and Ireland, Germany, Den- 





mark, and Sweden more than doubled in 1927, while Holland, Russia, | 
and Japan made lesser gains rhe United States, Italy, and France are 
building less than a year ago Their relative positions and totals | 
follow 
Dec. 31, Dee. 31, 
927 1926 
| 
| 

Britain and Treland.. PEE eT : 1, 579, 713 760, OS4 | 
Germany sini a | 72, 295 | 211, 062 
Italy ae a a a 183, 216 | 239, 776 | 
Holland udgelinadind quasi ence banebanate : 174, 887 | 145, 005 
France iaunele died es petheinealatahetanbeuiadiiin dels | 115, 029 143, 068 
Sweden iar flit i alli ce a i a ae | 100, 700 | 39, 127 
Denmark ae ead ae at Se 97, 710 41, 142 
United State oni oe eteaer aan dani ctaeatane | 97, 370 | 151, 635 
Russia oa SS ee oe | 87, 658 54, 420 
Japan sib einiaieiiilae aeintiida nhs a imeiaiedamancne as, tis cs thine d } 68, 870 43, 060 


Mr. JOHNSON. Let me merely for purposes of comparison 
say that up to December 31, 1927, Great Britain and Ireland 
built 1,579,713 of tonnage, the United States 97,000 of tonnage, 
and that the United States was exceeded in shipbuilding during 
1927 by Denmark, Sweden, France, Holland, Italy, Germany, 
and Great Britain. During the last few years, from 1922 to 1927, 
covering ships of 2,000 gross tons and over for transoceanic 
service, we find that Britain built SS2 ships of 4,905,000 gross 
tons: Germany built 192 ships of 1,118,000 gross tons; France 
built 104 ships of 630,000 gross tons; Italy built S87 ships of 
711,000 gross tons; Japan built 75 ships of 333,000 gross tons; 
and the United States during this period, when we were de- 
pendent upon private initiative and individual ownership and 
when we were eschewing anything on the part of the Govern- 
ment at all except the sale of the ships that belonged to the 
Government—during this period the United States built 18 ships 
of 195.000 gross tons. 

rhe figures show that Great Britain outbuilt us 45 to 1, Ger- 
miny 10 to 1, France 5 to 1, Italy 5 to 1, Japan 4 to 1; and 
then it is instructive and interesting to those of us who have 
been engaged somewhat in delving into the facts of the debts 
that are due us from countries abroad to observe not only how 
the economic conditions affect these countries that are unable 
to pay us, but what they are doing in regard to their navies. 
Here are the naval vessels laid down or appropriated for, built, 
and building as of March 31, 1927, mark it, in these countries 
that are unable—and we have heard it upon this floor again 
and again—to pay the debts that they owe the United States of 
America 

Japan has built 101 ships. 

France has built 96 ships, 

Italy has built 46 ships. 

The British Empire has built 37 ships. 

The United States, the creditor nation, has built 19 ships. 

I desire, sir, this list of the construction, both in private ship- 
building and in naval vessels, to be inserted in the REcorpD as a 
part of my remarks, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Waterman in the chair). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Shipbuilding activities of the principal maritime nations from 1922 
to 1927, covering ships of 2,000 gross tons and over, for transoceanic 
service have resulted in 
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Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I recognize one thing 
day’s realties, I have lived long enough, sir; I have s 


| enough, I think, of public life, never to hesitate to face rea 


nor to blink just what is transpiring. 
1 recognize to-day, sir, that the fundamental philosoph; 
government in this land, in a greater degree than has 
before occurred in the history of any nation, is business. 
cawse I recognize that the fundamental philosophy to-day 
my country is business, I appeal to the men in the Senate \ 
believe that materialism always is the sole concern of gove 
ment; I appeal to them even upon that ground, Forget it 
will, sir, the years that are to pass. Forget if you will, si 
future and the perpetuity of a Nation such as ours. Ground 
your philosophy if you desire solely upon business and p 
After all, business and trade are at stake in the mer 
marine. Your business upon the sea and your comm 
supremacy are involved. If your philosophy of governme 
just business and making money; if the only thing that wi 
prate about, either in a presidential election or at any « 
time, is prosperity; if, sir, the one thing that engages stat 
manship to-day is materialism; then, sir, that materialisn 
at stake in the merchant marine just exactly as at stake 
is to me the broader and the finer things of a free peopl 
Ah, if you forget to maintain this sea power of ours; if you 
forget, sir, to conserve it with your ships to carry your 
merce and your Navy to protect it, then, sir, you may look 
the time in the future when, with the decadence of the 
power of America, all that America means and stands 
imperiled. 
From the material standpoint I appeal to those who lx 
government's chief concern is business and trade. If yi 
lieve in the wider aspect in the finer and more beautiful p! 
ophy of government, sir; if you look to the dim future, and 
the lessons of history before you, and pray that eur co) 
may go forward to its glorious destiny, you will write int 
what is essential for an adequate merchant marine. 
I plead to-day, sir, not only for trade and prosperity—t 
and prosperity are at stake in this quesiion—but [ plead 
for the perpetuity of the ideals of this land. I plead, sir, for 
that power upon the sea that will enable us to maintain i: | 
the years to come the supremacy American grit and courace i | 
enterprise have won. 
Mr. FLETCHER, Mr. President, I have before m ( 
United States Daily of January 26, in which is printe 
address delivered by General Pershing on January 25 bé 
the Chamber of Commerce of Kansas City, Mo. Whil o ( 
whole address is very admirable, I should like to have ins 
in the Recorp that part of it which refers particularly to 
merchant marine. I have indicated it here; and I think that 
portion of the address quite supports the view of the S« 
from California. 
I ask to have it inserted in the Recorp, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WaterMAn in the chai 
Without objection, it will be so ordered. 


The matter referred to is as follows: 
The time will soon come when the contemplated waterways 4! I 
railways combined will have to be fully utilized to meet the dem ] 
Since the barge lines up the Mississippi to St. Louis, established d 
the World War, are now paying their own way and saving the shij s fi 
millions of dollars annually, there seems to be no reason for furthet 
delay on the part of the Government in undertaking the improven 8 r 
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Missouri for the ber " mn he territory tributary | understand, of either voting for an initial proposition looki 
ty. to Govern t ownership or turning to a subsidy) Is not tha 
pr d leg i il arrying the prod. | eorrect 
i uintry to the seaboard is 0 all, We can not stop there | Mr. BINGHAM If ft} Senator chooses to apply ie word 
convenk ‘ f the reign carricr t take our wheat, “ subsidy to payment for servi endered if ' Sent 
b, oll, and mach ry i V iD I chooses t ipply the word “ subsid to loaning money at the 
ave ¢ sa I we | nwis¢ a n same rate of interest at which x borrow it 
n i imes, es} ly during t World War, irgo ter rg Mr. BORAH oO yurse, | am permitting the S« tor to pu 
left to decay on our docl “ HS shippit at 1 i his OW! nstruction upon subsidy,” because I am not seekine 
lepend upon , petitor, even when | to load down that word with any sins that it does not alread 
» deliver our goods, we ca SU Bas mp —— T have nd I w not The Senater distinguishes, then. between 
\ I 5 WwW must with tl his | posit 1a a real subsidy 
» oul mpetivor the onl  ¢ ‘ \i BINGHAM Certainly l shoul say t a rald | 
de shipping owned by our own peopl shipping wu sails | opposed to the kind of subsidy which would merely give a cet 
\m an flag } tail Line OL MO! { ipearns hut was willing to bu i 
led that durir “ rerchant mai and operate shi help m do so That, I cor ler, might 
ica disappea l ‘ WW il t in ead » vel 2Tiay al 1 Ss and » corruption and in nn 
nd our armies x i f 1 transp ere all t | fortuna end 
delayed in arriving on the wes ‘n front, Only fear, self- | Mr. BORAH It seems to be con let n all hands that the 
nd vital n ve anne 7 - di- | Gove ent has to take a hand in it in some way It either 
sing ne ssal to nsport abroad tl » 000,000 Ame has to the business itself or else it has to aid those who do 
y arrived in time to prev ada 1 would earnestly Mr. BINGHAM If we are to compete with the countries 
ur people not forget that lesson ; mentioned by the Senator from California in the building and 


i BINGHAM. Mr. President. I have listened with the | Operating of ships, we must render some kind of aid 


est interest, as I always do, to the splendid oratory and Mr. BORAH. If we start with the Senator’s proposition, w 
chosen periods of my distinguished friend, the senior Sen- | Will ilso have to repeal some of our laws with regard to tl 
from Californta {Mr. Jounson]. I agree with him in what | employment of seamen, will we not 
ivs about the importance of the merchant marine. Of Mr. BINGHAM. I do not think that is necessary I should 
e, he and I do not agree about government in business hate to see that done, because I believe that our laws in con 
i wlieves that the Government, because it does conduct the | Dection with seamen have been drawn up so as to make life on 
ess of the Panama Canal ably, and does conduct various | the sea as attractive as it can be made and to furnish proper 
( r enterprises ably. as no one will deny, should also go into | living quarters proper food, and so forth . 
usiness of competing with the shipping interests of this | Mr. BORAH the difference betwee n the compensation of 


rv and the world. He gives as his reason for that fact | labor abroad and in this country under those rules would be 
tha it is the only way we can get a merchant marine, | very great 
Mr. President, I hope the Senator will pardon me for wishing | Mi BINGHAM It is very great with some countries: not so 
ie and his friends who are so anxious to get a merchant | SsTeat with other countries . 
ue, and who appreciate so fully the importance and the | Mr. BORAH. I do not know of any country with which it is 
ssity of a merchant marine, would devote their splendid | 2Ot Very sreat What country is it? 
efforts and their magnificent oratory and their unanswerable Mr. BINGHAM. I understood that the cost of operating 
euments in regard to its importance to securing some kind under the British flag is not so very much less than the cos 
aid which would permit our citizens te engage in this busi- of op rating under the American flag, whereas the cost oj 
s. and would give them a chance to compete on terms of | Cberauing uncer the Norwegian flag. I understand, is very con 
ialitvy with the other nations of the world. siderably less. I am not certain about those things. 
the Senator bas told us how many more ships the other Mr. BORAH. I do not mean to indicate that I would want 
notions of the world have built within the last few years than | & see the law repealed ; but that is one of the matters which 
have. Those figures have been put into the Recorp once | create the creat difference in the shipping business between the 
twice recently, and there is no answer to them We all | twe col BtrIes. . ; 
that under the present conditions it is extremely difficult Mr. BINGHAM. I am not seeking any such change, 1 will 
» persuade American capital and American business to go into say to the Senator. What I am seeking is that this count: 


a : : - . : -lo opportunity t 1erican citizens to go ahead and develot 
a proposition in which, if they compete without any form of i "? alaaae » American citizens to go ahead and develop 
} SOUI SUSINESS 


Government aid, means financial loss to them. ; oe Cm ten a 

Because the Senator from California and his friends have rhe Senator from Califoruia in his magnificent phrases ha 
heen unable to secure any recognition of the sound business | appealed as he has so often before against materialisin in this 
policy followed by Grtat Britain and other nations in building | ene — = we = ee SS, after all; it 
up their merchant marine, and to secure the adoption of simi- | ‘8 ® “uesGon oF the development of character. I am one of 


} those who believe that under a paternalistic system character 

does not develop as well as it does under that system of gov 

= oY oo fr) iilexT ry he ‘others “T » «veto ( ie ‘ 

Personally. as I have said before, I wish the Senator would ea ; = led by the fathers, under the system proposed by 
. : ; omas Jeffersor 

te his powerful arguments to endeavoring to convert those | hon Renter i : —— — ae ; , 

seem to fear anything which may come under the word | I believe that it is better for the character of future Ameri 


ir practices here, he wishes us to go into the business of build 
operating, and conducting the shipping industry. 


ibsidy.” not as it is in the dictionary, but as it was sug- | ©?" citizens that they be given opportunities, opportunities 
ed by the Senator from North Carolina the other day—the | © make mistakes as well as opportunities to succeed, and 
ical meaning and political aspects of the word “ subsidy.” ' 
ir BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a | mf rnmen 


that they be not looked after too greatly by a paternalistic 


tion? I believe in giving them such aid in the way of protection 

: cial : against cheap foreign labor as is necessary and such protection 
Mir. BINGHAM. I yield eli . ' as is necessary against the operation of cheap foreign ships 
Nir, BORAH. As I understand the poli v of the Senator <rom I believe in giving them whatever aid can be given in a prope 
necticut, as he would incorporate it, if he could, into « policy | _eaner witheutwaeets ef the public funds, but-1 Go belleve 

a merchant marine, it would be that of a subsidy. that this method now before us is really a form of paternalism, 
Mr BINGHAM, rhe Senator knows that when he uses that and furthermore, that it will cost the taxpayer far more in the 
word it covers a multitude of sins, like many words that one | end, as well as costing us the development of character far 


. . . : - sed more in the end, than some other method which might be 
ir . ’ > Loans r ay i de f Ne. . — 
lr, JOHNSON. rhe Senator mean t multitude of virtues. proposed and which ought to be adopted 


| 

| 
Mr. BINGHAM. I am glad the Senator puts that con- | Yesterday the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wats] 
ictlon upon it, |} asked a question with regard to this company of Americans 
Mr. JOHNSON, I did not want the Senator to get into the | which would like to build the fastest ships in the world. a 
Recorp with such an error as saying that subsidy was a | picture of one of which is on the wall before us, to be built 
ultitude of sins. 1 knew he meant a multitude of virtues, so | somewhat after the manner of the recently constructed great 
vas aiding him. aircraft carriers, the Saratoga and the Lexington, which, with 
BINGHAM. Unfortunately, other people think it covers | airplanes discharged from their decks as they near a port would 
nultitude of sins 2s well, make it possible to eut the time in two and would reduce the 
Mr. BORAH. I think the Senator from Connecticut in that | time of the crossing of the Atlantic Ocean from six days to 

respect is correct. We are placed in the position here, as I° three days. 


it suggest. 
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The Senator from Massachusetts, in regard to this matter, 
said; 


In view of the many obstacles which it is alleged have been resorted 
to to obstruct the developing of an American merchant marine, some 
of us are suspicions that these propositions are not now made in good 
faith, being made at the very time of the discussion here of this 
important measure and never heard of before. -I would like to have 
the Senator, if he sces fit to make reply, tell us who these individuals 
are, what their connections are with the shipping business, to what 
extent we can rely on their present promises? Are they doing this in 
vood faith ond te what extent they have been engaged in the shipping 
busine or is this simply a gesture made here on the eve of the 
atiempt to pass this bill to raise further obstacles and objections to 
the development of an American merehant marine? 


In an effort to answer that question, Mr. President, I should 
like to say to the Senator from Massachusetts and others who 
ure interested that the Transoceanic Corporation of the United 
States, of which Mr. Lawrence Wilder is the head, made a 
presentation to the Shipping Board on last Tuesday, in the 
course of which Mr. Wilder said: 

This is the preposal of the Transoccanie Corporation of the United 
States, organized and financed entirely by Americans, to establish a 

odern ocean transportation system to fly the American flag across the 
North Atlantic, our most iniportant and essential trade routes, 

We look only to such general legislation as will encourage other 
American eapital to follow our lead. We do not ask anything for 
ourselves alone and we are sure that what we ask is justified by sound 
business and economic principles, 

rhe investment of private capital of $50,000,000 forms a part of our 
plan, and we have received assurances from entirely American sources 
of sufficient financial support to warrant us in making our proposal. 
This ts the first time im more than 50 years that private American 
capital in any important amount has come forward to advance America’s 
prestige and safety at sea. When our plan is taken up for official 
consideration, we will lay the details of our financial support before 
the proper department of the Government, 

We submit that the Government will by this loan have at its service 

fast, gigantic airplane carriers with crews trained in actual service 
at sea, for all of which the Government will have expended nothing. 
The advance of 75 per cent of their construction costs will be repaid 
with interest To duplicate such powerful units for its own strictly 
naval use, the Government would need to appropriate their full cost of 
construction, and In addition bear the full cost of operation and train- 
ing In time of peace, these ships will pay their own way. In time of 
war, they will be deadly units of our armed forces at sea. Their readi- 
ness will cost the taxpayers nothing. 


Whereas it is proposed by the measure before us, Mr. Presi- 
deit, to authorize the expenditure of more than $150,000,000 of 
ithe taxpayers’ money. Mr. Wilder said further: 


Fast ships have been built and proved practical by the Navy. We 
ourselves have recently completed in our yard at Camden, N. J., the 
Navy’s newest fighting unit, the airplane carrier Saratoga, She is a 
pioneer vessel. The research and experience gained in designing and 
constructing her we now propose to apply te commercial vessels. 

Our board of directors is being formed. When constituted the names 
of its members will be announced, I am able to say, however. at this 
time that they will be men of national reputation in their respective 
fields 


Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, will the Senator vield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am informed that the following gentle- 
men reported to the Shipping Board on Tuesday, January 24, 
concerning this project. I should like now to give the names 
of these gentlemen. I shall be through in a few moments. I 
hope the Senator will wait until I get through with the list. 

Mr. NERLY. 1 wish merely to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator can ask all the questions he 
desires to ask just as soon as I get through with this statement. 

The question has been asked—and I am endeavoring to an- 
swer it—-as to who these gentlemen are who are interested in 
this project. That is a perfectly fair question. It was put 
forward by the Senator from Massachusetts in entire good 
faith. Undoubtedly, had the proposal been for these steamers 
to run from the port of Boston, he would have heard of it long 
hefore. One of the reasons why I heard of it so early was that 
the proposal was to run from some part of Long Island Sound, 
either from Montauk Point or from New London, or possibly 
from Narragansett Bay, at the mouth of Long Island Sound. 

The men concerned in this in addition to Mr. Wilder, the 
president of the company which just built this great airplane 
carrier, the Savatoga, are as follows: 

Clinton L. Bardo, one of the group, was assistant general 
ynunager of the New York Central Railroad when the Grand 
Central Terminal was built and was in charge of the operation 
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of the construction of that magnificent building. He the; 
came general manager of the New York, New Haven & Hart 
Railroad, a position which he held for 13 years. For 40 y 
almost to a day, he was associated with American railr 
enterprises. He left the railroads to become vice preside 
the American Brown Boveri Electric Corporation two years 

Prof. Herbert GC. Sadler during the war was in charge « 
engineering section of the United States Shipping Rk. 
Under his direction was built our remarkable war emerge 
fleet, one of the most amazing achievements of all the hj 
of shipbuilding in the light of quantity and speed of produ 
He served the United States Government also as consulta 
the Mississippi Board of Army Engineers before the wa 
as a member of the United States Load Line Commission 
has occupied the chair of marine engineering with the | 
versity of Michigan since 1900. He induced the authoritix 
this university to build for him the only model test basin ou 
of the Washington Navy Yard and those abroad. With 
aid of this advanced technical equipment he was able to pert 
the design of our outstanding lake passenger and care 
riers. Among the ore-carrying cargo steamers is the ky 
which, with shore equipment of his design, made a record of 
loading 12,500 tons of ore in 16% minutes, and at the oth: l 
of her run unloaded in 3 hours and 5 minutes. He has aide ip 
the design of the splendid Great Lakes passenger ships wi): 
sarrying 1,200 souls per night, unload not only their passe; 
but 500 or more tons of freight and are ready to make a 1x 
voyage with an equal freight and passenger load each day 
a stop in port of eight hours. 

It will be appreciated by Senators who are interested 
the merchant marine that one of the greatest losses in « . 
tion with the merchant marine is the amount of time sx n 
port. By the association of such men as Professor Sadler with 
this enterprise we are justified in thinking that the cons 
tion of these ships and the way in which they will be buil| 
operated will tend to cut down that loss to a degree to wi 
it has never been cut down before in ocean transportation. 

bk. H. Rigg was naval architect in charge of the building 
of the Navy's new airplane carrier Saratoga and is supervising 
construction of two new 10,000-ton scout cruisers for the Navy, 
He developed the idea of 1,000-foot ships adopted abroad ani 
not adopted in this country, where the idea developed, in 
Leviathan, Majestic, and Berengaria, He is chief naval architect 
of the New York Shipbuilding Co. yard at Camden, N. J., now 
owned by the American Brown Boveri Electric Corpora: 
where the ships of the round-the-world fleet of the Dollar |! 
and the South American fleet of the Munson Line were | 
He is one of the outstanding American naval architects. 


Theodore E. Ferris, one of the recognized authorities «1 
naval architecture, was the father of the fabricated ship, iak- 


ing possible the fabrication of completed parts of steel shi; 
in our iuland steel fabricating plants and their assembly at tli 
seacoast. Without this our shortage of shipyards at the 

of the war would have made the construction of our grear 
emergency fleet utterly impossible. . 

Dr. Elmer A. Sperry is discoverer of the gyroscope, the 
gyroscopic compass, founder of the company bearing his hia) 
and the inventor of “ Metal Mike,” an automatie steering device 
which controls ships better than a man could do. He is 
inventor of the gyro stabilizer. The yacht Savarona, the larces' 
yacht under American registry, recently on her trial trip 
negotiated a 75-mile per hour hurricane in which this de\ 
assured comfort to her passengers. Doctor Sperry is one 0! 
foremost American inventors and engineers. 

John F. Metten, formerly vice president and chief enzit 
of William Cramp & Sons Ship & Engine Co., now presid 
of the Marine Engineering Corporation of Philadelphia, 
designed the inachinery for many ships for the Navy in his 25 
years of connection with this profession. The new Matson lincr 
Malolo, the only passenger and cargo ship built in America 
the high seas in the past eight years, is powered with engil: 
his design. She is noted already for her remarkably low 
consumption and her ability to withstand shock, 

M. W. Torbet is a graduate of the mechanical engineer): 
school, University of Michigan. He has had long experi 
in the sea operation of destroyers and Coast Guard patrol beu's 
and is a leading authority on marine propulsion. He has 
cialized with success in the new science of balancing rotate 
parts, He is now chief engineer of the shipbuilding divi 
of the American Brown Boveri Electric Corporation, Camd 
N. J. 

J. A. Burkhardt is chief engineer of the Bethlehem &!):'p- 
building Co,, Fore River, Quincy, Mass., and was formerly « 
nected with the Bath Iron Works. In his 20 years of Americ:i 
technical shipbuilding work he has participated in the const! \\c- 








many destroyers and simi yur 


mer Ferguson, president of 


News 


Shipbuild 





& Dry Dock Co., needs no introduction 
W. Wakeman, vice president and general manager of the 
hem Shipbuilding Corporation, Fore River plant, is in 


me category. 

VW. Middleton, \v { pr id ct ¢ Tie B 
New York City. outstanding 
stationary, marin ! ] 
wiand Gardner is a graduate of the Massa 


II husetts ] 


f Technology. He served « the board of survey and as 
ing engineer for the Shipping Board in 1917, which 
vas Charged with the repairing and reconditioning of th 
ned German ships and with operation of them through the 
ie. From April to August these ships made 100 cross 
He is now vice pre sident of the New England Steamship 
( ith vessels making 1 ind Lrips between New York and 
is ports on Long Island Sound in 48 hours, handling more 
gers and freight than are accommodated by any line it 
North Atlantic service 
pe the Senator from Massachusetts will be isfied that 
f high caliber and broad experience are connected with 
mpany, 
WALSH of Massachusetts I will say to the Senator 
[| have no facts to contradict the Senator’s assertion 
BINGHAM, Another man connected with the company 
omas H. Rossbottom, for 35 years in the employ of th 
| ma Railway & Steamship Co., and who was loaned by the 
\\ Department to the United States” Lines and served as 
al manager, which position he retained until he was re 
1 to the Panama line as vice president and general man 
¢ ne year ago. This line has since shown a splendid actual 


erating profit. 
C. & 


McAllister’s early sea experience was with the Coast 

( He subsequently became vice president and then presi 
of the American Bureau of Shipping, a bureau wisely set 

the United States to control the design and building of 

ps and to provide insurance rating for such ships, all of 

h was handled previously by the English Lloyd's. This is 


ibly the most outstanding ¢ 
mulating our merchant 
f. Simon Litman for 20 


ccomplishment of this Nation 
narine, 


yeurs was on the faculty of the 


rsity of California and University of Illinois as professor 
economics and transportation In this work he is an out 
ling authority and is the author of several works dealing 


rtation 


Professor 


ocean Commerce and trans] 

Prof. G. G. Huebnei like 

stern authority the economics of ocean transportation, 
‘upies this chair at the University of Pennsylvania. 

n G. Foster, for three assistant of 

United States Lines in London, was for three years 

ant passenger traffic manager in New 
Ef. Slater, graduate of Harvard, a 


Litman, the outstand 
on 


conference 
the last 
York. 


ssistant 


years 


to the general 


niger of the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad, 
professor of transportation of the University of Illinois, and now 
etary and treasurer of the American Brown Boveri Electric 

( ration, 
Mr. President, it is quite evident from those names and from 
gs which these gentlemen have done that this company 
h it is proposed shall be organized if they can secure 
I ery governmental aid is as well equipped as is humanly 
le with the brains, the experience, the intelligence, the 
tive, and the responsibility to go ahead and give us a 
of steamers across the Atlantie flying the American flag, 
lilt in America, conceived by American brains, and put into 


Americans, of which we shall all be proud, if they 
e given the proper Government aid—not a subsidy in the sense 
the word which means simply the handing out of the tax 
payers’ money so they may conduct a proiitable enterprise, but 
( ernment aid in the form of a proper loan, which they 
pay the same rate of interest that the Government pays in 
iting the money, and in the form of proper contracts for the 
rrying of mails in a manner faster than they can be carried 
iny other line. 
Finally, 1 desire to call attention to the fact that the cor 
tion which I have just been describing has succeeded in 
uring the Commodore Herbert Hartley as first 
‘rating officer of the Transoceanic Corporation of the United 
tes Commodore Hartley was for 28 years with the Ameri- 
cun Lines. He was the captain of that fleet when he 
signed to accept appointment as commander of our one great 
ns-Atlantie liner, the Leviathan, immethately after her re- 
nditioning. He carried the broom of North Atlantic speed 
supremacy at his masthead on his first trip across the ocean. 
In other words, he may be said to be the ablest sea captain 


ation by 


on 


services Ol 


senior 
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In connection with the company which I have been discussin 
i ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of a 
Senate resolution, which I send to the desk iask to have read 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resoluti will be read 
The legis tive cl k rend the resolt ol _ he 12 ; 
follows 
I I { 1 ! Board i l ort 
» t s i ¢ i | t | a h i t 
Trans t ( po n vi r ‘ t I 
senger : t t ul ndati j i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the pre 
ent « ideration of the resolutio 
Mr. JONES Vir. President, I have no objection to the present 
msideration of the resolution, but I want it understood that 
here will be » delay n forcing a vote on the 1M bill to 
await any re rt pursuant to the resolution 
Mr. BINGHAM That is understood 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Mr. Presider unless tl 
neluded in the resolution a request for all information that 
the Shipping Board can obtain as to the financial respon lit 
of the company. I shall object to its immediate considerati 
M BINGHAM I understood that the resolution inva 
the entire project and everything connected with it and a 
the information they have, together with their recommendations 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts Does the Senator knov 
how much they are incorporated ? 
Mr. BINGHAM I am trying to get all the information pr 
sible, and the resolution asks for it 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator has given i 
mation about their experience and business past, | I 
not heard anything said about the financial standing re 
} sponsibility, how much money is behind them, how l they 
are incorporated for, or whether this is simply a pr fT 
incorporate in the future and raise money by the sal y 
Mr. BINGHAM. If the Senator will withdraw hi j tio 
we can secure that information as rapidly as possibl m the 
Shipping Board. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis Will the Senator iz lf 
his resolution what I have asked him to inelude? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I shall be glad to have the Senator fro 
Massachusetts prepare such an amendment 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts I object for the present, 
until such an amendment can be prepared. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Objection is made, and the 


resolution will go over under the rule 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, before I proce 
formal remarks, I should like to ask a question of the Se 
from Washington [Mr. JoNgs May I ask the S&S 
Washington if the bill is now perfecte 

Mr. JONES. The bill is now perfected, so far as committee 


amendments are concerned. 








| 
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Mr, COPELAND. I would like to ask the Senater another 
question. In section 6 there is a clearance clause—— 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorun 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


tarkley®@ Edwards McLean Simmons 


t 
Bingham Ferris McMaster Smith 
Black Fess McNary Smoot 
Hlaine Fletcher Mayfield Steiwer 
Islease Frazier Metcalf Stephens 
Borah George Moses Swanson 
Bratton lial Neely Thomas 
Brookhart Harri Norris Trammell 
Lrouseard Harrison Nye Tydings 
Bruce Hayden Oddie Tyson 
Capper Heflin Overman Wagner 
Carhway Howell Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Jobnsou Ransdell Waish, Mont. 
Couzens Jones Robinson, Ind. Warren 
Curtis Kendrick Sackett Waterman 
Cutting Keyes Schall Watson 
Jieneen King Sheppard Wheeler 
brill La bollette Shipstead Willis 
hdge McKellar Shortridge 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five Senators having 


unswered to their names, a quorum is present, 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I would like to make a formal | 
presentment of the amendment which I spoke of as intending 
to offer to the pending bill. 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | 
The Cuter Clerk. On page 3, line 9, after the word “au- 
thorized,” and before the period, insert a colon and the follow- | 


ing proviso: 


Provided, That of subordinate officers and positions, under the United 


States Shipping Board and Emergency Fleet Corporaiion, of a clerical 
or ministerial nature, other than the position of seaman or other 
positions, calling for the performance of purely manual or mental | 
duties, shall be subject to the Federal laws relating to the Federal | 


classified service and reclassification; but this proviso shall have 
no application to burexu or division chiefs or heads or other subordinate | 


officials or officers or employees under said board or corporation charged 
with executive functions involving the exercise of executive initiative 





or adiscretion 


Mr. JONES Mr. President, I desire to renew the request | 
which I made a while ago as to a recess I understand the | 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] and also the Senator from 
California {[Mr, SwoRTRIDGE] Wish to speak on Monday for 
probably an hour or two. So I ask unanimous consent that 
when the Senate coneludes its business to-day it take a recess 
until noon on Monday next, and that after 5 o'clock on Monday 
no Senator shall speak more than once nor longer than five | 
minutes on any amendment on the bill to its final passage. | 
That will give the remainder of to-day and five hours on Mon- 
day, dnd I hope that it will afford ample time. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. JOUNSON. The Senator said 5 o'clock? 

Mr. JONES. Five o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Why not make it 4 o'clock? 

Mr. JONES. That would be agreeabie to me, if it would net 
atisfactory to the Senator from California and the Senator | 
from Utah. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the hour be fixed at 5 o'clock, it would 
mean probably that we would have to sit here until after 6 | 
o clock before a final vote could be had. 

Mr. JONES. 1 do not think so; we would probably have just 
one yote on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 suggest that the Senator modify his re- 
quest so as to make the hour 4 o'clock. 

Mr. JONES, That would be entirely satisfactory to me if 
it would be agreeable to the Senator from California and the 
Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, the Senator does not mean 4 
o'clock to-day? 

Mr. JONES. No; 4 o'clock on Monday. I am perfectly will- 
ing to make the hour 4 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. KING. I should be very glad to accommodate the Senator 


from California [Mr. JoHNSoN], and may I suggest to the 


chairman of the committee that he modify his request so that 
the Senate will meet at 11 o'clock, because I am sure there will 
be a number of Senators desiring to participate in the debate 
on Monday nd that will give us an additional hour? 


Mr. JONES. That will be satisfactory to me, so far as I am 
concerned 

Mr. DILI Mr. President, I hope that request will not be 
made, 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to delay 
the passage of the bill or a final vote upon the bill. As has 
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been remarked, there are a number of Senators who desiy 
make some observations, and all I am concerned about is 
some one Senator being recognized might proceed to consy 
practically all of the available time. I shall not addres: 
Senate at any great length, but it seems to me that if we , 
at 11 we might well vote at 4; otherwise, let us meet at 12 a) 
tuke the vote at 5, as suggested by the chairman of 
committee. 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I wish to say that I hard), 
lieve a time can now be ser to vote on Monday. I underst 
that the Senator from New York [Mr. CopELanp] ex) 
speak at some length. 

Mr. COPELAND. I expect to proceed this afternoon. 

Mr. TYSON, I think the hour ought to be 5 o'clock 

Mr. KING. May I say to the Senator that that has 
agreed to on this side? 

Mr. TYSON. That the hour shall be 5 o'clock on Monda 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. TYSON. I think 4 o'clock would not afford sufi t 
tine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from \W 
ington again state his request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that when the Se: 
concludes its business to-day it take a recess until 12 o’elo 
Monday next, and that after 5 o'clock on Monday no S 
shall speak more than once or longer than five minutes on 
bill or any amendment thereto. That will give an opport 
to discuss briefly any amendments that may not be dispose 
before the hour of 5 o'clock, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request does not ii 
an immediate recess? 

Mr. JONES. No; the request is that when the Senat: 
cludes its business to-day it reeess until Monday. I expe 
that the Senate shall remain in session this afternoon w 5 
o'clock unless something should occur to make it advisab! r 
the Senate to conclude its business earlier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there specific objecti: 
the request of the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, withholding any obj 
for a moment, is it possible to add to the request or to mak 
part of it an understanding that the bill shall be discussed ; 
that the time will not be consumed in discussing the next D 
cratic national convention and kindred matters? It is 
tremely unfair to those who are interested for or agains 
bill to limit the time of the debate and then have the ti 
consumed by those who are more interested in other matte: 

Mr. JONES. I am perfectiy willing so far as that is 


| cerned to limit debate to the bill. 


Mr. NEELY. And let us also have it understood tha 
Senator will read from a newspaper or an almanac, a 
Senator from Connecticut did for an hour this afternoon. 

Mr. JONES. We are wasting considerable time now. 

Mr. NEELY. Reserving the right to object, I ask unanii 
consent to address the Senate immediately after 12 o'clock 
Monday concerning the prohibition questionnaire which 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau]} has submitted to the Se. 


from Kansas [|Mr. Curtis], who is a candidate for the 

publican nomination for President. 
Mr. JONES. How much time will the Senator from \W 

Virginia desire? 
Mr. NEELY. Not more than 20 minutes. I 
Mr. BINGHAM. If we are going to start a national conven- 


tion and prohibition discussion on next Monday, the oppor 
of the bill and its friends will not get any time to discuss the 
measure, and unless we can have some arrangement to in 
that the bill will be discussed on Monday I am going to object. ; 
Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I suggest that we take a recess 
until both national conventions shall have concluded their 
sions. 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I should like to ask a ques 
tion. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I think I had the floor w! 
a call for a quorum was made. I am sorry, but I think I « 
not yield longer. 
Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his par- l 
liamentary inquiry. 
Mr. HARRISON. Whut became of the request for unani 
consent ? 
Mr. KING. Objection was made. 
Mr. HARRISON. Who made objection? ; 
Mr. COPELAND. If understood the Senator from West \ 


ginia [Mr. NeeLy] made it. : 
Mr. HARRISON. I did not understand that the Senator from 


West Virginia made any objection, but only proposed a unanl- ; 
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sent request hims 


est Tor unanimous Col 


PRESIDING OFFICER Phere is jection mat 


itor from West Virginia to the mw i us-consent pre 
he Senator from Washington. 
NEELY. Mr. President 
rESS Will the Senator New York ield t me fe 
ment ? 
OPELAND I vield to the Senator from Ohio 
FESS. I did not understand that the S tor from Wes 


nade bjection. 
HARRISON. [ did not m 


NEELY. Mr 


he did. 


President, the Senators from 


Ohio and 


i ppi are correct, I simply reserved the right to object 
y request for unanimous msent bad been granted 
iuest was for few minutes to discuss a matter which 

or from Kansas [Mr. Curris], by a question of order, 


me from discussing this morning 


FESS. The purpose of the request for a recess was to 
in opportunity to-morrow fe some committee work I 
at the membership of the Senate present would be very 
have the Senate adjourn over to-morrow I think there 
misunderstanding about the matter. If the situation 
iderstood, I feel quite sure that the Senate would be 

accept the suggestion of the Senator from Washingto! 
JOHNSON. And also give the Senate from West Vir 


20 minutes he desires 

ATSON. Mr. President, I would be very glad to ask 
us consent to give my good friend from West Virginia 
r on Wednesday. 
NEELY I thank the Senators from California and 








for their kindness; but I do not want to wait until 
lay to make my remarks 
IONES I ask that I may modify my request so as to 
that on the convening of the Senate on Monday 15 or 


utes mav be accorded to the Senator from West 
NEELY I not object to the 

Senator from Washington sl 
PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection? 

\I SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, reserving the 


Virginia 


Which 


do modified request 
now bmits 


} 
i 


PRESIDING OFFICER. 
vield to the Senator f 
COPELAND. I vield 


the Set New 
rom California ? 
| to the Senator from California 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE If the Senator from West Virginia 
| at 12 o’clock on Monday to express himself, he doubtless 
ity much that is well worth listening to, whereupon, I 
e, replies will be made; and the upshot the whole 
will be that it is quite likely that the whole afternoon 
he consumed in the consideration of other matters than the 


lDoes from 


ator 


el 


ww before the Senate. Wherefore, while hesitating to do 
t, in view of the uncertain future situation, I can not give 
usent to limit debate on the bill at 5 o’clocék on Monday 

I will gladly join in a suggested unanimous-consent 


ient to permit the Senator from West Virginia to address 
the Senate for half an hour or an hour or such time as he may 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali 
ibject to the modified request for unanimous consent pre 
by the Senator from Washington? 


‘Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I object. 
i¢@ PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
‘Ir. HARRISON. Will not the from California g 
g some date, so that we may vote on this matter and take 
ine other measures that are rather urgent? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; I gest Tuesday 


senator sug 





sus 


Mr. HARRISON. Is that agreeable to the Senator from 
Washington ? 
Mr. JONES. I should like to have the bill disposed of on 
\ lay. 
HARRISON, It looks as if the Senate should agree o1 
oposition like this. I can never recall when there was any 


on raised to a Senator who wanted 
(ling immediately following the 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President 


} 


to discuss a matter 
convening of the Senate 
I think, perhaps, this matter 


e settled if we give the Senator from West Virginia unani 
onsent to address the Senate for 30 minutes or for 


immediately the reading 


iuch time as he may desire afte 


he Journal on Tuesday. 
Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I ay 


precinte the kindness of my 


rood friend from Indiana. But in view of the unusual 
s by which I was prevented from speaking this morning I 
insist upon my right to address the Senate on Monday. 
I le exercise of that right I neither ask nor desire any favors. 
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rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Thess tor fi California h 
ade objecti to the request of » Senator from Washington 

Mr. HARRISON I ask the Se r from W f in the 

ne f tl Senator from N Y \ \ { it 
clock MM day 

Mr. JONES W ‘ met lt l s I m 
heel i 

Mr. HARRISON Why can we 1] ‘ 
si n West Virg i have 20 n s | > mini 
for ‘ him, and thie start the discuss i 
bill il vo t 5 o'clock 

Mr. DILI Mr. President, S day is 1 he Sabb 
ind th is no reason why e can 1 discuss this measure 
Saturday There are important committee meetings to be held 
1 M lay and other matters which ought to be attended t 
and I not think we shou neet at 11 o'clock « it das 

Mr. WARREN Mr. Presid 1 wish to tak I nt ) 
say that I was willing to barter away part of the tim Mon 
day; b I ject most strenuousl trading away ¢ lay 
ifte: h everal days ahead, be l we hav ppropria 
ion bi ich must b sen care of from tim rhe 
senate I vs ha here s i ut Libs Vv of de i hen 
nh appro] bill is up, and Senators talk about everything 
heart : that they can then get all the time they w 

Mr. COPELANTD. Mr. President, I think I surely will not be 
discoul us if I say that I should be glad to be permitted to 
proceed for a few minutes without interruption 

Som ri » I addressed a questi to the Senator from 
Wash t ind I will now repeat it 

The | > n of the bill is a clearance clau I iVvs 

All 1d irts f acts in ter WW 1 thi ta y re 

ny such inecons 

Disregarding for a moment section 2, what do y repe by 
this bill 

Mr. JONES. I will frankly say to the Senator th I do not 
know of anything that we repeal. This is a precautionary pro- 


iit is usually put in measures of this kind 


vision 

Mr. COPELAND That is exactly the answer I expected 
This ll does not do anything—not a thing in the world—ex- 
cept, in s m 2, to provide how the ships shall be sold This 
has been heralded to the country as a bill to provide for the 
building of an American merchant marine, and it does not pro- 
vide anvthing of the kind. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this is what it does in addition: 
Instead of repe:ling, it supplements the act of 1920, and author- 


izes appropriations for the building of new ships. That is not 
done in the act of 1920, and that is the substantial part. There 
is nothing repealed by it, but there is something added to it 


Mr. COPELAND 
could we 

Mr. JONES 
priation bills, 

Mr. COPELAND. If a bill were presented here and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and given favorable 
sideration there, could we not appropriate the money? 

Mr. JONES. We could do it by simply setting aside our rules 
and not carrying out our rules; but if any the 
rule that it is not authorized by existing law, out We 
can do lots of things by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the from Washington inti 
mate that the Congress of the United States can not appropriate 
if it fit 
JONES I thought I made myself clear. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator has not, to me. 

Mr. JONES. If we were to bring in a bill an appropria- 
tion item that is not authorized by law, any Senator could 
a point of order and exclude it. 

Mr. COPELAND. I agree to that. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, by unanimous consent 
a hundred million dellar appropriation to-morrow 
noon for the building of ships. 

Mr. COPELAND. I agree to that; 
or the from Washington did, a 
$150,.000,000 for ships, and that 


All right rhen I will ask the Senator, 
appropriations for new ships now? 
Such appropriations are not ‘in order on 


; | 
ho Iiainke 


appro- 


Senator invokes 
it goes 
senator 
money to do so? 


Mi 


stes 


in 


make 


we could 


or 


pass 
this afte 


but suppose I introduced, 
bill proposing to spend 
were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. Could not the Committee on Appropriations 
bring recommendation to the Senate of the United States 
that should make that appropriation? 


Senator 


ina 


we 








Mr. JONES. I suppose they could bring in a recommenda- 
tion if it is legislation; but as an item to an appropriation bill 
it woul be subject to a p int of order. 


Mr. COPELAND. That is to say, if the 
and then I proposed the addition of 
Mr. JONES. If the committee proposed something of that 
kind, it been held here that a point of 
against it It has been held good against an item that I 


bill were on the 
$150.000,000 


nas 


order Was £00 
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Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senater mean to say that there 
is no way in the world in which the Congress of the United 
tates can make an appropriation without its being ruled out 
on a point of order? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, of course we could suspend the 
rules by a two-thirds vote. We could pass it by unanimous 
consent, but I do not know of any other way If the House put 


an item in the bill and it came over here, then it would not be 
ubject to a point of order 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING The Senator from New York or the Senator fron 
W ington or any other Senator, however, could introduce 

bill to-day, and have it referred to the appropriate committee 

the expenditure of any sum for the purchase, 


building of ships; and if that committee re- 
ported out, and it Was passed, then the appropriation could be 
carried in the appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES That is exactly what we have before the Senate 
aow—a bill that has been referred to a committee and reported 
by the committee authorizing these appropriations, and we are 
irying to pass it 


Mr. COPELAND. Now, Mh) President, for a moment I 
desire to take up this bill itein by item. 
The first section reads: 


declared in section 1 of the merchant marine act, 


In section 1 of the bil we simply reaffirm what is now in 
the law That is not new. We have not built any merehant 
marine by that procedure. We have not added any new ships 
to the peace Navy of the United States by that; so that dues 
hot amount to anything. 

rhe second section refers to the way in which the ships 


shall be sold. I will skip that for a moment. 
NOV we cole Lo section 3 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


Mr. COPELAND, 1 yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. EDGE. The Senator will agree that section 2, however, 
is the adoption of an absolutely new policy, 

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, yes. 

Mr. EDGE. In order that the merchant marine can not go 
out of Government hands, 

Mr. COPELAND. Ob, yes. I shall refer to that at consid- 
siderable length before 1 get through, I may say to the Senator 
from New Jersey; but I want to leave that for a moment. 

Section 3 provides that— 

In addition to ordinary repairs to vessels incident to their regular 
operation, the board may recondition— 

And so forth 

On that subject I refer you to section 12 of the existing law. 
It reads: 

That all vessels may be reconditioned and kept in suitable repair and 
until sold shall be managed and operated by the board or chartered or 
Jeased by it 

And so forth. There is not anything new there; not a thing. 

Section 4 provides as follows: 


The necessity for the replacement of vessels * * * is hereby 


recognized, and the board is authorized and directed to present to 
Cong! from time to time recommendations setting forth what new 
vessels a equired— 


And so forth. They can do it now, That is not new. That 
is the law to-day. 

Now we come to section 5: 

rhe appropriations necessary to carry out the provisions and accom- 
plish the purposes of this act are hereby authorized. 


That does accomplish what the Senator from Washington said. 
An addition could be made to a bill through an amendment 
proposed on the floor; but if the Senator from Nebraska wanted 
to build $100,000,000 worth of ships he could present a bill and 
have it referred; and if he got the votes he could make the 
appropriation; so that is not new. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, as I un- 
derstand the Budget system, if the item for an appropriation, 
whether this bill authorizing it passed or not, were placed in 
a bill in the House and came over here, of course it would not 
be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then the fact is that there is not a single 
thing in this bill proposed by the Senator from Washington 
that changes the law in one important particular, except that 
it provides that hereafter a ship can be sold only by the 
affirmative vote of seven members of the board. 


| 
| 
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Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I 7 ield to the Senator from Nebra sk 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator is correct, then the Sen: 
been wasting its time here for several days about an imn 
and irrelevant matter Is that right? 

Mr. COPELAND. It has. 

Mr. NORRIS. We are about as bad as the littl 
performance that has been going on for 10 weeks dk 
in Judge Siddons’s court. 

Mr. EDGE. I do not think it is an insignifica 
irrelevant matter to absolutely rivet down Government 
ship and operation for all time to come, which, of « 
admittedly a part of this bill. 

Mr. COPELAND. I assumed that the Senator from N: 
Was speaking of the sections I named. The five 
have pointed out mean absolutely nothing. I have heard 
upon this floor time and time again during the past 
that if we pass this bill we are going to have an A) 
merchant marine, and that is all nonsense. There is 
word of truth in it. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the very able and illustrious attorn 
this millionaire defendant who is supposedly on trial 1 
tempt of court hear about this, they will immediately 
up and start out, down there in this court, to try the S 

Mr. COPELAND. I should not be surprised if the 
tries the Senate when it finds that it has a gold brick 

Mr. NORRIS, They will not be able to do that. It 
done right down here. 

Mr. COPELAND. When the country finds that it ha 
brick the country will try the Senate. 

Now we have done something, however. The purposs 
bill is supposed to be to build a merchant marine. W! 
have done is to kill an American merchant marine by th¢ 
tion of section 2 as amended by the committee, Now, 
Why? 

There is only one way in which that could be made siti 
and I am surprised that the committee did not think 
There are seven members of the board, Why did not th 
mittee say that vessels can be sold only when the proposa 
the affirmative votes of 14? That would be twice as 
You will never sell a ship under this arrangement: a f 
course, many of the Members of the Senate who are for this 
bill never want to sell a ship. That is the purpose 
bill. That is what it is for. 

Mr. EDGE. I think they admit that, do they not? 


Mr. COPELAND. Let me say to the Senator from New 
Jersey that we have asked this question of them: The law has 
not been changed, except that now it takes seven aflirn @ 


votes. Suppose seven of them voted to sell: That is com 
able, although not likely to happen. Then what would 
men here do who want to maintain these old hulks fo! 
and ever? What would they do then? These ships 
sold eyen now by a stretch of the imagination with the } 
bility of having seven uffirmative votes. 

Mr. EDGE. If the Senator will suffer one further interrup- 
tion, 1 do not want to interfere with his train of thought 
there seems to be a feeling existent from the debate so fi! t 
the sale of these ships must be prevented, because if 
should be sold we will cease to have a merchant marine. 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 


Mr. EDGE. Whenever we sell the ships they simply S 
from the custody of the Government to that of some operator, 
under contract. The operator certainly would not buy the shils 
to seuttle them if they were seaworthy; so that the An 
merchant marine continues just the same. It is just a ques- 


tion of the ownership and the administration and the lo 
the taxpayers of this country. 

Mr. COPELAND, I thank the Senator for what he has 
and let me point out to him and to others what has happered. 

We have heard about these ships being sold, 10,000,000 
or whatever it was, or it might have been a million tons; ) 
not know. You would think that by reason of that fact 
Shipping Board had deliberately and intentionally and 
petriotically songht to hamstring and destroy the Ame n 
merchant marine. Now, what has happened? How 
ships did we build during the war? May I ask the Se 
from Washington if he remembers how many ships we | 
during the war? 

Mr. JONES. I think it was a couple of thousand. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator says a couple of thousand. 
I have forgotten the exact number. Now, we went ahead 4 d 
built those ships. We did it under pressure. Half of them 
are not worth using for anything but scrap iron. These ships 
that were sold to Henry Ferd were not any goed. They were 
not of any use to an American Navy. They were just waste 
that had te be taken out and sified owt. The Shipping Bourd 
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ui thousand t these ships, but they we id ZO sea I 
We « | ford to 1 ifain th 5 fru ind canned goods a \ 1 a uid 
len we got rid { ! 1 i is sold immediate i less mor 
Mr. President, in connection with the Ford | Gover nt to do the reconditioning that wa 
ion, I think it is gene y understood lthough 1 have Mr. FLETCHER j s by $2,000 i : ‘ 
iiie knowle ( i rei hewspaper ! a | . I _ a St SL.OOU,000 i ‘ 
Mr. Ford tn is « "us ieust made a ve bad se] her du e the \ roa used servic’ 
irealh Tie iltel ira aesti th Lp { i i; a2 \ re nal i I i ‘ i 
ent got more for them than he ever possibly could 2.04 > reconditioning t hij 


lized for them 


Mr. COPELAND All of which is t . lI adn 
NORRIS Mr. Presid nay I ask t] Senator a ques L { I 


M FLETCHER 


Mr. NORRIS \ 


COPELAND. Certainly 











NORRIS I have no « r obj view than to get | Mr. FLETCHER. <And sold that ship for 3100,00 
h light on this subject as possible, Mr. NORRIS Not much more than it cost t Governn 
COPELAND. I know that. >| the groceries on the p with whi to 1 
NORRIS. I listened the other day » th emarks of th | ihe cre and the passenget Ll wa to u i f 
rv from Florida |Mr. FLErcusER| and I confess Ll was very _ { from New Ye 
impressed by what he said The Senator was speaking | Mr. COPELAND I will answet I ¢ 
ome ships. and assuming, as | do, that the Senator was Mr. NORRIS L hav | Lot 
ibout it, they ought to have eh disposed of if they wert but I : t to the Senat that - such d <u 
dl are mide to t S . eens \ will 1} 
ir, COPELAND. Yes. | our duty if we do not look into it and ; 
| NORRIS. I can not remember the details or the exact | if there is any troub! Ti there can | reason Live ! 
but I got the idea from what the Senator from Florida | *!4 shite ss, all well and g , but I, m eee 
that we had ships costing us about 830,000,000 which the ceive very well taking a ship and putiing aL | tO that Ki 
- ing Board sold for less than 54.000,000, and included ndition and then selling it for a song If that was to he 
iumber were some of the best ships in the entire world, as wl wa it Lot lone befot the recondlt Fe ' 
nember the statement. They were disposed of, plis ed It wou (d have beet better » hav tt som l 
im frank to admit that if Ll were sitting as a jurer or judge | “Take t ship for nothing and we ill give u > J t 
the matter I would have to have move evidence before I | tuking a 
(d be satisfied with myself in rendering a verdict or reaching | Mt. FLETCHER. 1 cument I have eve rd ad 
sion But with that kind of evidence before us, it seems | Valced In support of that action was that t hip was actually 
there was reason, at least, for us to sit up and tak losing mi ney and they wanted to get rid of 
that these ships were being disposed of rather recklessly. Mr JONI S Mir. 1 rexrdent ; 
the way it appeared to me at the time | Phe VIC! PRESIDEN Does the Senator fi v 1 _ 
COPELAND. I thank the Senator for what he has said. | the. Henator ckeay Viasnington 
senator from Florida did say that we were giving away | Mr. COPE! AND L yield . 
and that we had scrapped ships. I want to be equally Mr. JONES he Senator from Ca for) ia Mr. Su ‘TRIDGI 
with the Senator and to be honest with him in making | 2!!¢ ' Ssenuto from \\ t Virgil ihir. Ni \ have ki 
to the question he has raised Not alone these ships that consented to withdraw their cbjections to the proposed una 
we sold to Mir, Ford, but we had a lot of lake ships, wooden | ee eee cer a ee ee ee Contre 
many of which have been disposed of, and we have sold | PUSIHess to-day We Tike a recess until =e Sa Mor ; 
ps—the Senator from Florida entirely right in that—for | 4% that after 5 o'clock on that day no Senator shall speak 
much less than they cost. The Shipping Board operated | MOTe tan once nor fonger than Ave minutes on the bil or 
the law passed in 1920, im Jones Act, and it found that tt 7 me ; i Po os. 
n of its ships had succeeded. services had been built up | nae a Seat SIDI NE. is th Ce ' 
h were for the good of the country, and they found private | , Mr. BRUCE. I obje se though I dislike ve Paper piltientiogen 
erators who were willing to take those ships on termis, They LOOKS t the history of this session, what sort of assura 
did sell them, and they sold them for very much less than they | dnd . ~ on er 5 many wr — ; — nat en ; 
_ . ) } a oe aesire LUrtih » purticiparce lh Lhe Ciset nh ¢ hil tii 
e . ti that sense we furnished il aeeney . pete ese al opi mnity to do #0? We know. how bratneterm 
I HOWELL And for very much less than it would have | sing wh in this ¢ har her and sweep over it. ma » ib fm 
to reproduce them at the time nt ™ aoe ae once : a ro oe “ -~ = es : ~ ! 
Mr. COPELAND. For very much less than it would have | * ma ) GISCURS MCASUE ich are supposed to con eeeee chi¢ 
to reproduce them at the time; yes. I agree with that. We | U2M!isned business of the day, We oe have another anti 
that because the Shipping Board in its wisdom, acting under | C2t#olic agitation or another antiprohibition crusade or some 
ion 5 of the law, determined that it was wise to turn the | CUE sUbJect Inay ‘een a rele a eee by tt ” — 
s over to private operators because the country at targe au i a . a sth oo ‘aaa Pa ~ Senet qd 
ld be under no further obligation as regarded replacements | ., | maida red an ae a a au i ioe , id hoped 
reconditioning or other expense. They did turn them over a oe ee ee ee ee lighted to find 
te of the board, that both the Senator from Was! ington and the Senator from 
Florida seemed to be friendly to the amendment. Still, the 


{ do not know whether that was wise or not on the part of 
board. If it had been declared to be the purpose of th 
Government in the Jones Act to make money out of the ship 


imendment may call for discussion or explanation, and in tha 
event I would like to have a little time in which to discuss 


" 4 wv expuuin if 
ping, to operate a merchant marine in the same way private \T TONES Let me sug: t to the Se r that 1 end 
il e Vile { li suLLeS Lin ’ ai iis Uullletif 
lividnal iperate it ¢ ‘y violated good busines 2 ; : 1 
. . are ae t then = 7 oe Ig - ou ; a ment is thi pe nding amendmen! \\ can wn dispose ©o 
Le ’ » o > pos Ee ose ships were sf nin £ . 43 3 : 
e by selling the ships, because those ilps were beginnin anything else now until we dixpose of his amendmé 


be profitable. sut replacements had to be made, recondi- 

ling had to be done, and the Shipping Board considered it 
for the best interests of the country to dispose of the ships 
What became of them? 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator let me ask him a question 

ove he goes into that part of it? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 

Mr, NORRIS. The Senator said they had to be recondi 


Mr. BRUCE, I understand that 

Mr. JONES. So that I am sure it will be considea 
BRUCE I intended to explain it two hours age, but 

from California came to me and asked me if I 

would net be so kind as to yield to him, and I said ves. Then 


d 


the Senator from New York came to me and asked me if I 
would not yield to him. and I assented. I showed an unusua! 
accommodating disposition, and for all I know I am just as far 


> 
nm 


ned. from an opportunity to discuss the amendment us I was in the 
Mr. COPELAND. Some of them had been reconditioned | beginning 
Mr. NORRIS. That is what I was going to call to the atten- | Mr. JONES I wai to assure the Senator that I have no 


. ‘ 3% . | . . : on a 

nm of the Senator. I remember that the Senator from Florida, | doubt in the world bat that his amendment will be fully 

is now in the Chamber and who, if I do not quote him cor sidered, and I will say to him frankly right now that I have no 
rectiy, I would be glad to have him correct me, gave instances, | opposition to the amendment. 


in particular that impressed me very much, where a ship | Mr. BRUCE, 1 am delighted te hear the Senator iy that 
| i 


lad just been reconditioned, equipped. supplied with all the } and if the request can be so modified as to allow me 10 minutes 
cessury things to put it intv such condition that they were I shall have no objection, 
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Mr. JONES. TI ean not, of course, guarantee the Senator 10 
minutes, bat I hope the Senator will not object to the proposed 
agreement. Under the circumstances, and with the considera- 
tion we have had of the pending measure, I can not believe 


that any Senator will take up the time on Monday in the 
discussion of an extraneous matter. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I would like to say to the 


Senator from Maryland that I think most of the Senators here 
are friendly to his amendment, and if he gets only five minutes 
after 5 o’'Gock, which this agreement would give him, and more 
time is necessary, I am sure there are many other Senators who 
will take up the cudgels for him. 


Mr. BRUCE. I withdraw my objection. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the unani- 
mous-conusent request? The Chair hears none, and it is so 


ordered. 
The agreement was reduced to writing, as follows: 


UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT 


Ordered, by unanimous consent, That when the Senate concludes its 
iness to-day it take a recess until 12 o'clock noon on Monday, Jan- 
y 30 next, and that after the hour of 5 o'clock p. m. on said day no 

or shall speak more than once nor longer than five minutes upon 
bill (S. 744) to further develop an American merchant 
etc., oF upon any amendment proposed thereto. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I understand the Senator 
from Massachusetts has perfected his amendment to the resolu- 
tion I offered, and I ask unanimous consent to present the Sen- 
ate resolution regurding this matter which was offered a little 
time ago and objected to by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I request immediate consideration. If it leads to any 
debate, I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I am not disposed to object 
to the resolution, but I do object to any sort of thought or 
idea that we are going to delay action on the pending bill until 
we get some response to the resolution. If it is introduced for 
a purpose of that kind, I shall certainly object to it. 

Mr. JONES. I may say to the Senator that we have just 
had a2 unanimous-consent agreement regarding procedure on the 
bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The resolution was explained when I intro- 
duced it. I stated that it was not offered for that purpose at 
all, and that there would be no effort to delay the passage of 
the bill to await this information. 

Mr. FLETCHER. With that assurance, I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolution. 

The legislative clerk read the resolution (S. Res, 125), as 
follows: 


us 
ia 

nat 

eae 


-nhoe 


he pending 


marine, 


Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board is directed to report 
to the Senate, at the earliest practicable date, the proposal of the 
Transoceanic Corporation with respect to the construction of fast pas- 
together with the recommendations of the beard with 


senger vessels, 


respect thereto, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has an amendment to offer. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I move that 
after the word “ vessels,” in the fourth line, there be inserted 
the following language: 
its financial condition, its plans for future financing its shipping busi- 
when and where the company was incorporated, the amount of 
money the United States Government will be required to expend to give 
aid to this company to enable it to establish an adequate 
marine under the American flag. 


ness, 
the necessary 


merchant 


If that amendment is adopted, I shall have no objection to 
the resolution. I will say that I originally included in my 
amendment an inquiry as to whether the company had ever 
operated ships, but the Senator from Connecticut agrees that 
this company has never operated any ships, so I have omitted 
that part of the amendment, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I accept the amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing 
to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the United States Shipping Board is directed to re- 
port to the Senate at the earliest practicable date the proposal of the 


Transoceanic Corporation with respect te the construction of fast 


passenger vessels, its financial condition, its plans for future financing 
its shipping business, when and where the company was incorporated, 
the amount of money the United States Gevernment will be required 
to expend to give the necessary aid to this company to enable it to 
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establish an adequate merchant marine under the American fla; 
gether with the recommendations of the board with respect there; 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I will 
answer the question of the Senator from 
Norris }. 

Mr. TYSON. 
me to ask a 
FLETCHER] ? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. TYSON, The Senator from Florida spoke about a 
being sold for a very small amount. I wanted to asce) 
whether or not that ship, which cost $3,600,000 and which 
sold for $100,000, is now in the service, and whether or 1, 
is making any money or is being operated at a loss. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I can not answer that. I forget 
German name of the ship, but she was called the City of / 
Angeles after we reconditioned her, and put into service f 
San Francisco or Los Angeles to the west coast of 
America. Then they decided to sell her, and advertised 
for sale. My information is that she was on a voyage f 
Los Angeles to Hawaii while the advertisement was being 
lished, and when she returned to Los Angeles she was soli 1 
$100,000 to the Los Angeles Steamship Co., and is now 
operation between Los Angeles and Hawaii. Whether she js 
making money or not I am not advised. 1 do not know a! 
that. 

If the Senator from New York will allow me a moment 
further about the sales, I have the data here. The statement is 
that the board’s record of ship sales since June, 1921, is as 
follows: 

Ships sold, 1,141; amount, $85,176,678.17. 

Sales made but not consummated, three; amount, $191.72) 

In operation, 290; spot operators, 15; spot fleet, 7; total, 312; 
available for sale or operation, not assigned, 486; making a 
grand total of 798 ships at present. Those are figures w! 

I think, are official. 

Mr. COPELAND. 


attempt now 
Nebraska 


Mr. President, will not the Senator yield 
question of the Senator from Florida |\ 


Now I will answer the Senator from 1 
nessee [Mr. Tyson]. No Shipping Board ships have ever made 
any money. It is widely heralded that the United States 
Lines are making money. ‘To make clear to the Senator what 
I mean by “United States Lines,” I mean the line inclu 
the Leviathan, which is our major line, consisting at the presen! 
time of the Leviathan, the President Roosevelt, the Ge 
Washington, the Republic, and the President Harding, It has 
been heralded far and wide that that line is making mom 
It is not making money. All the figures show no depreciation 
and show no interest charge. It is not making money. That is 
absurd. No service of the Shipping Board has made any mo! 
The very fact that year after year that board is coming here 
asking for money shows that fact. We have lost $200,000,0U0 
in seven years operating the ships of the Shipping Board, and 
in a bill now pending before us is a request for $13,000,000 | 
the year to come. 

I had not quite answered the Senator from Nebraska | Mr 
Norris] and I want to do so. I wish to point out to him timt 
what is the milk in the coconut. I want to show him why 
some of those who are so interested in preventing the sale of 
these ships or in acquiring more ships are so greatly concerned 
I shall show some of the reasons and then I will answel 
question. It bears on my reply. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
ator just a moment at that point? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator said that we lost al 
$200,000,000, Will the Senator not be fair enough to say tha 
when freight rates were high, right after the war, prior to 1/21, 
these ships were operated by the Government, and we cleared 
net approaching $200,000,000 at that time? As a matter of fact, 
from the time of our entering into this business up to 
they have not cost the people of the country anything of ny 
consequence, 

Mr. COPELAND. I will go as far as the Senator wants me 
to go in being fair. It is true that when the submarines had 
swept the seas of ships, and foreign nations had no bottois 
and we had ships, we did make some money. But when 
ships of foreign nations were restored we commenced fo lise 
money, and we are losing it year after year, and we will co! 
tinue to lose it. The Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNrs! 
yesterday stated that to replace ships, to make the necessary 
reconditioning and replacements, would cost $25,000,000 a year 
for 15 years. Am I right in that statement? That is exact!) 
what he said. Therefore, $275,000,000 must be added to this 
fleet which the Senator from Florida [Mr. FuercHer] says made 
money up until 1921. It is not making any money now and it 
never will make any money until these millions of dollars are 








determ 


the 


nd untry car ne whe I is going to spend 
000,000 to make replacements and to put these lines on a 
basis, or whether it is going » encourage private 
n 
[ will come back to what I started to say to the Senator 
Nebraska. Down on the Guif of Mexico there are 10 lines 
ike of the Recorp I w ask permission to insert at 
nt in my remarks the figures relating to those lines, and 
i will not have to bother Senate to read them all 
VICE PRESIDENT Without objection. it is so ordered 
matter referred to is as follows: 
of losses and operators’ compensation, Gulf operator Tanu- 
t 1 ta N h 
N — Vi win 
imber o , - 
sssals as 
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Mr. COPELAND. These 10 lines in the 11 months between 


November 30, 1927, 


January 1, 1927,. and in 
$5,163,307.19. 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 


: were engaged in that particular line’? 


their operations 


how many 


\ir, COPELAND. One hundred and sixteen ships. 

M EDGE. Does the Senator know how many ships are 
being operated by the United States Shipping Board? 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Florida just gave us 


<. How many ships are now being operated, may I ask 


Senator from Florida? 
Mr. FLETCHER. There are in operation 290; spot opera- 
15 and spot fleet 7, making a total of 312. There are 


iilable for sale or operation, not assigned, 486, 128 of which 
classified as surplus. 

Mr. COPELAND. Out of 290 ships now 
Shipping Board 116 go out trom Gulf ports—from New Orleans, 
Galveston, and Mobile—and last year in 11 months 
$5,163,000. That has been the experience year after year with 


every line connected with the Shipping Board, 


operated by the 


lost 


Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again 
oOo me? 

Mr. COPELAND. With pleasure. 

Mr. EDGE. Does the Senator think under those circum- 
stances there will ever be a chance, with seven members of 


Shipping Board, of whom one is from the Gulf, one from 
Pacific, one from the Atlantic, and one from the Great Lakes 
of their getting a unanimous vote to any 
16 ships? 
Mr. COPELAND. I will say, of that those 
uid never pay aud they will never get into private hands, 
\ir. NORRIS. Mr. President 
Mr. COPELAND. I want to say, before the Senator from 
‘ebraska interrupts me, that, so far as I am concerned, I have 
desire to stop the operation of those ships. I yield now t 
Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. NORRIS. I wish tlhe Senator would tell us just where 
ships were operating. Did they go to foreign ports from 
southern cities which he named? 


sell of 


course, line $ 


‘ir. COPELAND. TI see that I should state what the lines 
and I think it is advantageous for the Senate to know. 
first one is Gulf to Brazil, the River Plate Line from New 

Orleans. There are 14 ships in that line.. That includes the 
rican Delta and the American Dispatch Line. Then there 


ie Gulf-West Mediterranean Line from New Orleans. 


Mr. NORRIS. That means there were 14 of those ships oper- 
d from New Orleans? 
Mr. COPELAND. Yes: to different points in South America. 


is. 


Liat is exactly what it mea! 
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ee 


LECORD—SEN ATE 2139 





Mr. NORRIS It occurs to me that it may be true—but I do 
not k whether it is or not it there i in exceedingly 
large number of ships which are x operated from the port 
f N Orleans to South America s As a business propo 
sition, if the Senator were ope z those ships so as to make 
them as nearly profitable as possible, would he have that many 
ships running from New Orleans alone Would he take prac- 
tically half of the ships of the fleet and run them from a few 
ports Would it not be better if they were divided up among 
ther por In other words, are the board operating this on 
a businesslike basis or are they trying to lose money‘ 

Mr. COPELAND. There are 89 ships running out of Ne 
Orieauns at a total loss of over $5,000,000 Now, the Senator 
from Nebraska will begin to see why there must be a unanimous 
vote of the Shipping Board in order that no ships all be sold 

Mr. NORRIS. It is not a question of lling. It seems to me 
the question now is whether the board are ucing good business 
sense and good business judgment in their operations Phe 
questior f selling there by a mere majority r by unan 
mous vote is not involyed in that proposition. In other words 
if we run out of the port of New Orleans more ships than 
ought to be operated from that port, instead of dividing them 
up along the Atlantic coast clear to Portland, Me.. are we 
usil ordinary business judgment in that kind of operation 
nd can we expect anything but to lose if we do business tha 
way 

Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator mean there are 89 
Shipping Board ships sailing from New Orleans‘ 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Where does the Senator get those figu 

Mr. COPELAND. From the Emergeucy Fleet Corporation 
Washington, January 10, 1928 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not know as to those figures. I do 
not know how many ships operate from there; but according to 
Doctor Klein, Director of the Bureau of Foreign and Domest 


Commerce, some 60 per cent of the the United States 
move through our southern ports 

Mr. NORRIS I understand there is a 
| and I am not trying to say 
It may 


export 3 of 


of busi 


operate 


large amount 
they should not 
be that this number is 


ness there, 


the necessary sbips to earry it. 


not too great; but I confess it strikes me offhand that when we 
put practically half of the ships which we own into one line 
running out of one port, we are not exercising good business 


judgment 
Mr. KING that 


Mr. President, before the Senator leaves 
é not 


point may I say that the costs which the Senator gave are 
the aggregate. In addition there are the costs of repairs. The 
board do not take into account in those figures deterioration or 
depreciation, nor do they take into account capital, 


Mr. EDGE. That is just net operating loss, as I under 
stand i 

Mr. COPELAND. There is no replacement and no interest 
charge 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand all that. However, I submit to 
the Senator that that does not bear, as I see it at least, on 


the question as to whether these ships should be sold by a bare 
majority vote or unanimous vote of the board It seems at first 
blush—and I admit on full investigation it may be explained— 
as worthy investigation at least indicating that there 
ought to be a new Shipping Board, and that they ought to pay 
attention to a business proposition than to have all 
ships running out of one port 


e 
ol as 


more their 


Mr. COPELAND. The Senator begins to see why there hav 
been so many differences of opinion in the Shipping Board 
Mr. EDGE. Does the Senator know whether any offers for 


the purchase of any of those particular lines have been made to 


the Shipping Board? 


Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from New Jersey is a busi- 
ness man. He knows nobody will make an offer for those 
ship 

Mr. EDGE. No: I would not agree to that. I would say. 
just as the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercner] indicated, 


that 60 per cent of the commerce goes through ports in that sec- 
tion of the country, and I think he is entirely correct I would 
have thought it was perhaps a little more. In my judgment if 
those lines, the Senator from Nebraska indicated 
were administered on a business basis by business men. there 


Some f as 


would not be a $5,000,000 loss in the operation of 116 ships 
[ believe that those lines, some of them running to the ports 
of South America and carrying the cargoes which they must 
carry, could be sold at a fair price and operated by private 
interests gut they can not be sold at any price if it is neces 
sary to have a unanimous vote of the board, with a member 


from every section of the country necessarily acquiescing in the 
sale. 
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Mr. ODDIE 
yield to me? 

Mr. COPELAND. I 
speech 

Mr. ODDLE. No; 1 do not desire to make a speech. In 
gard to the question which has just been raised by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Eper] and the Senator from New York 
{Mr. Corpen.anp]| in reference to bids that have been tendered 
to the Shipping Board, I should like to place in the Recorp a 
statement to the Shipping Board recently made by the mayor 
of Tacoma, Wash., in which he sets out telegrams from the 
Chamber of Commerce of Tacoma and the Merchants’ Exchange 
of Seattle and gives a good picture of the condition of shipping 
in that section of the country, and points out very clearly the 
fatal effect of the interchange of ports clause which has been 
forced into the bids, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the Senator from Nevada is granted. 


Mr. President, will the Senator from New York 


yield to the Senator, but not for a 


re- 


The matter referred to is as follows: 
SALI PACIFIC AND ORIENTAL AND AUSTRALASIAN CARGO LINES 
To the Honorable Members of the United States Shipping Board: 





A group composed of more than 40 citizens of the State of Washing 
ton, finan lly responsible and having the support of every industrial 
community, primarily int rested in the line of cargo vessels heretofore 
oper ed und the name of the American-Oriental Mail Line, being 
desirou f purchasing the service between Puget Sound ports and 
the Orien ibmit to your honorable board the request for moditication 
{f the specitications and condilions set forth in the pending invitation 
lol 1Gs8 

I pending specifications exclude this group from the opportunity 
to buy the line, 

lhe desire of purchasing this line was initiated at a reception given 


in honor of Commissioners Teller and Myers, on September 15 last 
by prominent business men at the Tacoma Hotel. These commissioners 
had viewed the municipal port facilities at Tacoma and the docks and 

‘minals privately operated, At the luncheon which followed both 
hese commissioners declared that the municipal terminals, with their 
equipment of loading and unloading facilities, constructed at a cost of 
over $3,000,000, are the most modern and efficient in the United 
States; that the cargo line operating out of Puget Sound had been 
built up at Government expense of approximately $1,000,000 to where 


now If-sustuining; that the law gave preference in the sale of 
ervices established by the Government to local communities primarily 
nierested; that it is the practice of the board to sell services with 


suarantees protecting each service sold from competition of Government 


peration and from competition of other services by vessels sold by the 
that each service purchased would not the 


ernment ; 


be subject to 


ompetition within its own loca! territory, securing to the purchaser 
f the ability to maintain and operate the service purchased without 
the danger of being broken down and bankrupted in the interest of 
ther services; that it is the policy of the law to preserve the indi 
vidual integrity of each service established in order that the purchaser 
may maintain such service for the benefit of the community primarily 
interested 

\ssurance was given by these two commissioners that in formu- 


lating specifications the preference right of the community to pur 
ase provided by the merchant marine act would be respected, 
Following this meeting an underwriting group with firm commit 


ments of ample capital was formed and is in position and anxious to 
purchase the line. The plan of this underwriting group is to form a 
rporation with stockholders representative of the producing indus 
ries of the State of Washington, whose primary object is to maintain 
ine in the interest of shippers and industries of the State and to 

the manufacture of products originating in the Orient and 


Pbilippines 


This is the first time a potential purchaser has presented. to your 
board an application for acquisition of a line by a group of citizens 
of a community whose primary interest {fs in the public welfare, 


prospective profits from the purchase and operation of the ships being 


subordinate 


Relying upon the assurances of the two Pacific coast representatives 


on your board, and the former practice of the board, and the resolu- 
ic f your board in November ordering the sale of this and the two 
‘ r lin operating out of American Pacifie ports, with restricted 

vice thereby protecting each line from competition by the purchasers 
of the other lines to be contemporaneously sold, arrangements were 
deflu \ npleted for submitting a bid. 

The Pacifie coast papers of December 28 and 29 gave us the first 
nformati« that the former policy of the board and the policy out- 
lined in tl resolution passed in November was about to be reversed, 
and that permission was to be given to purchasers of any one or a 


mmbination of any two of the lines to be sold to divert their ships, 
thereby opening up each port to full and practically unrestricted com- 
petition, This action could not be viewed in any other light than a 


device in the interest of persons or combinations of persons seeking a 
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common control of all three lines to the exclusion of a pros] 
purchaser desiring to acquire and operate one of the lines as an 
pendent service, thereby excluding from the bidding our group 
tuted to acquire the Puget Sound Line, 
Thereupon the Merchants Exchange of Seattle, an assoc 
independent dealers in grain and grain products, authorized its 
dent to send to the chairman of the Shipping 
telegram : 


Board the foll 
SEATTLE, WASH., January hn 
T. V. O'CONNOR, 

Chairman United States Shipping Board, Washington, D. C 
Merchants Exchange of Seattle is vitally interested in orienta} 
portation of grain products from Puget Sound. The act 
early in December resulted in an of local 
ington capital for financing a purchase 


lon of 


State of 


and ope 


association 
company to 


*uget Sound oriental cargo ships you are proposing to sel 
recent action, as stated in press, allowing diversion of the Cal 
and Portland ships into Puget Sound for the purpose of tak 


delivering cargo is viewed with apprehension and will probably 
withdrawal of interests bidding. We 
to at least further definite action in way of final speci 
until we have an opportunity to examine the tentative specificatio: 
you such modifications as our will require 
matter of importance to the entire State of Wa 
whose production and export of grain should be forded every 


these from competitive 


postpone 
to present to interests 
is a 





great 





tunity to reach the markets of world and especially the Orient 
monopoly of transportation to Orlent will be a serious impedi 
the welfare of entire Northwest. An immediate reply will be 


ciated, and if the board is willing to 
tesy of a hearing we will send a representative to Washington 
delay. Please place this telegram before the board at 

Further, please understand that we 
is confined solely to what has been published in paper 
local office is unable to give us any information covering the 1 
specifications. 


accord this association th 
its met 
luesday. Without ful 
mation 


are 


H, P. CHapma> 
Merchants Paci 
received at Washington on January 2, was not 
the board for consideration at its meeting on January 4 
January 4, at 5 p. m., after the adjournment of the meeting at 
the present specifications were adopted, the following telegram 
in the Western Union office at Seat 
following morning: 
H. G, CHAPMAN, 
President Seattle 
Reference 


President Scattl 
This 
before 


telegram 


Washington and received at 


Merchants 
your wire 


Exchange, Seattle, 
December 30 respecting sale 
this matter will be given consideration by the board, 
r. V. O'CONNOR, Cha 


Wash.: 
west-coast 


On January 2 the following telegram was sent to Hon. Jé 
Myers, who has repeatedly given assurance that the State of © 
interests would not be given any preference over those of the St ‘ 


Washington : 
TACOMA, WASH., January 2 
Hion, JEFFERSON MYERS, 
United States Shipping Board, Washington, D. C.: 
According to press reports, board is proposi 





g to modify specifi 

for sale of oriental cargo ships in such a way that independent 
lumber seeking a market in Orient will be seri 
handicapped, because they can not run the risk of becoming pure! 

of the ships operating out of Puget Sound under contract to ma 

a minimum service and at same time Columbia River and California ps 
be allowed to come into Puget Seund on their way to Orient and I 
up cargoes. Apparently a more serious phase will be the opp: j 
of California and Oregon ships to compete for Puget Sound carg 

the Orient. This line should be protected from competition of the 

two lines. Apparently the frame-up is in the interest of Cali! 
operators, designed to eliminate Puget Sound purchasers. Not ! ng 
before us full details, we may be onion in respect to what is 
posed, but in any event we should have an opportunity to be 
heard before a definite conclusion is arrived at. Assuring you tha! w 
are vitally interested, and propose to back our trade interests if w« 

do so with substantial investment, we request postponement of 4d 
action until tentative plans bave been studied and you have had 
opportunity to hear and to consider our interests. Please place th 
gram before the board. 


ducers of cargo 


f y 


E. G. Griaes, 
President Douglas Fir Export C 
The following telegram, authorized by the Tacoma Chamber of Com- 
merce, was sent to Hon. Jefferson Myers by J. F. Hickey, president of 
the chamber: 
TacoMaA, WASH., January 2, 1° 
Hon 


JEFFERSON MYERS, 
United States Shipping Board, Washington, D. C.: 

When you were our guest at a luncheon in Tacoma last Septet 
you assured us that you would afford Tacoma every reasonable oppor 


er 








4 


QOS 


ty to purchase the Puget Sound orient rgo ships. The announce 
of board early in December of conditions of sale was apparently 


t 


‘tory to investors in this community willing te financially back a 





se of these ships in interest of all Puget Sound industries to end 
e ships might not fall under the ont 1 of Califor i nd 
erests. It is of greatest importar get § rd \ 
ts that these cargo ships should be } as independen 
rs free of any monopolistic contre ind ee of California 
sation. ‘The recent action of board apparently made you revers 
irlier order convinces | that you do not lerstand situation, 
e you would not have favored clause allowing a diversion of 
rnia ships into Puget & i st e, the y I ng em to kill 
t Sound Line at their discretion. Further, as the papers report, 
is not mentioned as an alternative | from which these ships 
operated. The clause relating serv sl d iz 
yma with Seattle or at lea be in the alter tiv Re ving 
uu intend to be fair and reasonable and nu rtial to Portland 
cooperating with California we are ap] ling to you now to 
postponement of final action on invitation fo ids until we a1 
represented before the kx 1 and present « . Spe 
s as ordered by the board at its last meeting will effectually 
from bidding a strong as ation of Puget Sound interests 
hief object is to preserve in hands of an independent bli 
‘poration the operation of these ships If you proceed along 
those specifications witl t waiting on us to be beard we can 
t your action in no othe light ths exclude 


mmunity interests from becoming sh 


in hands of a monopoli 


believe that 





you would knowingly support any scheme which 


xclude legitimate Puget Sound investors, Please place this tele 
re the board 
J. F. Hickey, 
minutes do not show that tl telegrams sent to Commissioner 
s were read to the board « lled its attention These two 
ims were not answered. In view of the situation the group of 
writers proposing and desirous te purchase the Puget Sound Line, 
e interest of the State of Washington, employed counsel and ex 
in Pacifie coast shipping, and directed M. G. Tennent, one of the 


tel] 


writers, and mayor of Tacoma, to proceed immediately to Wash 
there to examine the s ifications authorized by the board and 
ermine whether the specifications as adopted exclude this group 


sed purchasers from the opport 
to take 


of mitting a bid, and 


such action as in their judgment is necessary to protect 





terests of the State. This group has been advised by counsel 

ved after examination of the spect tions for the sale of the 

lines, and by practical « rators acquainted th the movement 
els on the Pacific, that it is not safe to submit a bid for t 
Sound Line, and that it is not safe to purchase that line unde 

ions of sale as now publ d No rchase¢ rf ndividual 

in afford to undertake to maintain h individual lir yn 


of the 
other 


view afforded by the specifications to eithe 


of the 


in 
r both 


ability 


two lines to mak 


and 


so heavy that bankruptcy will result, or to avoid bankruptcy 
line will be compelled to sell to its competitors, thereby consur 

he evident effect of the existing spe itions bringing about a 
poly of Pacifie Ocean shipping 


e uppermost question for your board to ow whether 


18 


will offer the three lines for sale under the existing specificatior 
afford to a combination of bidders for all the lines to be ther 
nder common control or whether y« will change the specifi 
o that individual services her ore established by t Gov 


of more thar $4.000.000 shall be sold and 


nt at the expense 
tained as separate units, with guarantee of protection from 
sion. 

We have been reliably informed that citizens primarily interested in 
California Line and citizens primarily inte ted in the Oregon 
will, if the right of deviation is eliminated and guarantee of 

tection given, present to your board bids for the respecti lines in 
h such primary interests exist. You need have no fear of not re 
ing adequate bids if on reconsideration you pr ed as the merchant 
ne act directs, to give opportunity to each individual con inity to 





base its own service without facing the peril of being eat up by 
mbination to establish a monopoly. 
It has heen stated by individual members of your board that the 


1s ot 


deprived 
be m 


ction. 


vision allowing deviation of vessels 
vision that a minimum 
That provision does not 


la ports carries 


its teeth by the 
service shall 
afford f 
The minimu 


' 
omically 


Lintained 


ote The service out of Cali 


ng 48 round 
12 to 15 
to use 6 of 


21 vessels. m service requir 





performed by from 
Line 


to and 
yut pur 


res is capable of being econ 
sels, thereby enabling the owner of the California 
ships purchased, free to go wherever they 
t on the Pacific. This line will have at its disposal, wi I 
lasing additional ships, which it has the privilege to do, a fleet of at 
st 5 free ships with which to absorb cargo of the Puget Sound Line 
schedule with a minimn 


from 
th 


hoose, any 


which is compelled to operate on m number « 
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24 sallings, whi makes devtat pos p It will readtly be e 
that 1 | re ry n the e hy pet . an 
ifford te bu be Puge Si 1 I witt t i \ ty ) i 
rra l of Caltfornia Lin 
I f nor tl hips f the I r ¢ I ¢ » mal 
heir ‘lings with | n ampl to dey 
W ports. Some of its ships might ¢ » Puget & 
ith | I Z irgo ar some i s int f sorts 
vit! y irco. Or if it be desir all of tts sl $ th 
I t ted in the of either t I ! ors l 
er rhe r of dev provided by the t s] 
. v or e to the O on Line his li I t s 
_ oa . . ‘ ai , - 
oO Puget Sound Unde the specif the < bia 
River ¥ I ommercial prestig r ally ited by 
istr m ¢ United Stat t great prej e of tl ‘ 
rf W I gt 
n 
end 
be 
° tua 
whieh 





board 





nder 

tl existil specifications a monepoly of the Pacific Ocea irrying 
trade will inevitably result We do not wis to postpone or obstri 
the s We vor private ownership and control of these lines Io 
this we are ord with the administration policy We ask only 
that tl iw shall be observed so that ch private ownership and n 
trol of s pin may » | accordance with the nu lant t 
and n n the interest of any part port or group of ind 
partic I n the interest of an rivate operats ‘ group of 
operat v d with control of Pacit trans)< tlon with tl I ver 
fs I vat ‘ 

We respe ully eqnest this board to recall the ending adc 

ent ff ‘ ! imu y pr iry tere n these 
sales to point out to the board wherein each separate mmunity 
pr it the reser f t 1 to aid the board in formu- 
I ng specif ions which will preserve nd ma iin a eparate nits 

e lines retof« es ned a Gov il nt ex se 

I I cle l 1 whether you will 
i f ! etice of prote each individual lir 
t i ly nterested y bid or whether y« will 
| t t pract nd lIhere to the present specifications i 
will enab a monopolistie cor n m ft pur se all three } to 

‘ sion of individual communi s from the privilege of purchasing. 

M. G. TENNENT 
In behalf of Washington citizens 
( e to purchase the Puget Sound Lit 

Mr. ODDII Mr. President, tl atement shows the un- 
fairness of the Shipping Board in dealing with this situation 
I reiterate what I said yesterday, that there is an attempted 


monopoly on the Pacifie coast through the bids framed as 


re to-day, with the clause in regard to interchange of . 
This statement shows very clearly the injustice and wrong in 
that clause 

Mir. President, in this connection I desire to say that I made 
Several statements yesterday regarding these matters which 


have been challenged by Herbert Fleishhacker, of San Francisco, 
in the public press. I accused him of certain things. I re- 
iterate all that I said yesterday—every word. It can be found 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. In an attempt to divert atten- 
tion from this issue he has brought personalities into the dis- 
cussion of this question. I refuse to indulge in personalities. 
I stand on the statements that I have made, and I ask that the 
American people study th statements, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Tl VICE PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I Sepator’s pardon; I thought 
through 

Mr. COPELAND 
make a speech? 

Mr. HALE. I desire to make 

Mr. COPELAND. 

Mr. HALE. 


Does the Senator from New 


York 


beg the he was 


Does 


the Senator from sire to 


Maine 


de 
a very short speech. 


Will it wait? 
It will wait. 
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Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will let me go along 
awhile—— 
Mr. HALRB. Certainly; i beg the Senator's pardon. I 


thought he had given up the floor. 


Mr. COPELAND. I expect to occupy the floor for a eonsid- 


erable time longer; but I wish to be courteous, and will yield | 


if it is an important matter the Senator has in mind. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say jusi a few words about the pend- 
ing bill from the standpoint of the needs of the Navy. 

Mr. COPELAND. ‘Then I shall ask my friend to wait, be- 
cause T am going talk about that subject, too, and I am 
afraid might make my speech before I talked, and that 
would spoil iy speech, 

Mr. IAL. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada 
| Mr. Oppre| has just told us how he feels; he referred to what 
the chambers of commerce in the Northwest and on the Pacific 
coast have said; but one does not need to get the statement he 
hus presented, and I am not going to refer to that in detail; 
but L wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact that it 
does not make any difference who operates these ships or 
whether they muke money or not, I will say to the Senator 
from Nevada, for the managing agents, the members of cham- 
bers of commerce, on the Pacific coast have received for the 11 
months from January 1, 1927, to November 30, 1927, $600,000 
compensalion for operating these ships, although the ships 
themscives lost money. If the Shipping Board can find some 
hody who will buy the ships and operate them as going con- 
cerus and as business undertakings so that they are left under 
the American flag and serve the American people, I shall be in 
favor of letting such private individuals have the ships. Then 
we shall not have to pay out $600,000 to those who operate 
the ships, regardless of whether they make money or not. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from New 
York to read the statement which I have sent to the desk to be 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp. 

Mr. COPELAND. I shall be very happy, indeed, to do so. 
On the particular subject, to go back to our muttons, managing 
agents down on the Gulf have something “ pretty soft.” Does 
the Senator know how much they received in compensation 
for running ships at a of $5,000,000? They received 
$1,694, 727.90. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
refers? 

Mr. COPELAND. They ure members of the chambers of com- 
merce and other agencies. 


Lo 
} 


loss 


Who are the gentlemen to whom the Senator 


Mr. NORRIS. How did they get their hands into the pot? 
Mr. COPELAND. ‘They are the agents of the Shipping Board 


in those sections 


Mr. NORRIS. In the different ports? 


Mr. COPELAND. In the different ports. 
Mr. NORRIS. They act as agents? 
Mr. COPELAND. They are the agents; they ure the business 


maharers, 

Mr. NORRIS. Do they get a commission? 

Mr. COPELAND. It does not make any difference how much 
the ships lose, they get their pay. 


Mr. NORRIS. Are they paid a salary? 

Mr. COPELAND. How about that; I will ask the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr, FLETCHER. TI understand they are the operators. The 
Emergency Fleet Corporation operates but one line directly, 
and that is the United States Lines. 

Mr. NORRIS. Do I understand that the Sipping Board 


says, for instance, to the chamber of commerce of some city, 
‘You operate these ships”? 

Mr. COPELAND. Not to chambers of commerce of cities, but 
to members of chambers of commerce. 

Mr. FLETCHER. They are called the operators of the ships, 
and they get a commission on the business which they procure 
for the lines—the service they render. 

Mr. COPELANIT. They operate better than any surgeon of 
whom I know; they cut Uncle Sam open and take out a couple 
of million dollars every year. That is the kind of operating 
they do; that is what is going on, 

if - were a candidate for President it would not do to 
talk in this vein, but do Senators think when the Gulf region is 
with 116 ships, 89 of them out of the port of New 
Orieans, that the commissioner who is appointed from that 
section will ever vote to sell any of those ships? He would not 
do it until the infernal regions freeze over, and every Senator 
here knows it 

Mr. NORRIS 


served 


As T understand the Senator's statement, it 


amounts really to a charge that when a man is appointed from 
the South he feels under obligation to carry on that kind of 
unbusinesslike proceeding merely because it has to do with his 
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section of the country. I wish to say to the ‘Senator that if 
ordinary care is used by the President in selecting members 
of the Shipping Board, I think it is perfectly possible to secure 
members for that board who are not that selfish and really dis- 
honest, unpatriotic, and unbusinesslike. ; 

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, I would not characterize them in that 
way. I confess to the Senator from Nebraska that I can ; 
take quite the unbiased view of a question involving my S| 
that I can of a question involving his State; that is perfer | 
natural; and that was contemplated by the Jones law, becan~o 
it specifically provides in section 3: 

The commissioners shall be appointed with due regard to their fity 
for the efficient discharge of the duties imposed on them by 
and— 


this 
Besides being appointed for their fitness— 

two shall be appointed from the States touching the Pacifi 
two from the States touching the Atlantic Ocean, one from 
touching the Gulf of Mexico, one from the States touching the Gi 
Lakes, and one from the interior. 


the Sta 


That indicates that the purpose was to see to it that the hi 
est interest of each section should be subserved. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would take the purpose of that law to |y 
that by selecting as members of the board men from vuriou 
sections scattered all over the country we would be more ap 
to secure men holding viewpoints in harmony with those 
taining in the different sections of the country. I do not think 
it was the intention of the law that any one of the mem 
bers of the board should act in the capacity of a represe: 
tative of the section from which he comes. He _ represents 
the entire country, after all, and, if he is fit to be a member 
of the Shipping Board, he ought to be sufficiently broad-minded 
and fair and honest to stand above being the advocate of a 
particular section. It is conceded, however, I think, that men 
coming from the West have a little different viewpoint from 
men coming from the East; they grow up and live in a some 
what different atmosphere, and they know the local condition 
So a man coming from the Great Lakes section would have ¢) 
viewpoint of that section. I do not think the law intended thai 
a man who, for instance, was appointed from the Great Lak 
section should as a member of the board act as an advocate 
of the Great Lakes region. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a su: 
gestion? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that even in the case of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, which is presumed to be 
and actually is a quasi judicial body, we question men who ar 
appointéd on that commission; and we have realized—or at 
least we have thought we realized—that they came with tlie 
provinecialisms and the idiosyncrasies and the views of their 
particular sections. 

Mr. NORRIS. We do that 
Court appointments, I think. 

Mr. KING. Exuctly. So that we must expect that the men 
who are placed on the Shipping Board will carry with them 
the views which they entertain and the views which their 
constituents entertain. 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from New York 
vield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. TYSON. I understand the Senator's idea to be that if 
the member of the Shipping Board from the South, for instance, 
should not want to sell any of the ships because of his con- 
nection with the South there would be no ships ever taken 
awiy from southern ports. It seems to me, however, that if 
a majority of members of the Shipping Board wanted to take 
ships away from New Orleans, notwithstanding the fact that 
they were not sold, they could do that at any time. In other 
words, if any member of the board refused to sell at any time 
simply because he wanted to keep his own section supplied 
with ships the board could order those ships away at any time. 
So the argument along that line which we have heard, it seems 
to me, would not apply at all, because if the one member 
wanted to punish the others they could punish him by taking 
any number of ships away from his section. That would always 
be within their power, and therefore I do not think the Sena- 
tor’s argument would go very far so far as keeping ships 
indefinitely in a given locality is concerned. 

Mr. COPELAND. It will not go’ far if the purpose of the 
law is to keep the ships in the hands of the Shipping Board 
and to operate them as Government ships so long as they are 
there; but no one need tell me that if a man comes from New 
Orleans, and an attack is made on his city, or what he believes 
is for the best interest of his city, he will not stand out against 


even in the case of Supreme 
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ate, and 


ction which he may think will hurt his city 
onor him for his position. 
Mr. TYSON. I also agree 
Mr. COPELAND. That is true, likewise, 
f board from my section and the 
I have already pointed out that 
which is new, the only thing that changes the law or changes 
situation as regards the building of ships, is the provision 
iring a unanimous vote on the part of the board for the 


or St 
with that statement. 

of the two members 
two from the Pacific 
the only thing in tne 


he 


of ships. There is not another new thing in it. There is 
iny doubt at all that if the amendment which has been 
epted in Committee of the Whole shall finally prevail and | ¢™ 


me a part of the law, there will nev 

will continue in the hands of 

gional jealousies. Now I am 
he moment, 

Senator from Florida yesterday told about the dreadful 

g¢ that happened to the country by reason of the 
I want to speak about this. 

the Senator says we have less foreign commerce than we ha 


r be any ships sold, but 


oroing i 
Soing to 


leave that subject 


Sale 


d 


1914. Of course, we have fewer ships, because we sold some 
Ilenry Ford, and we scrapped some, and so forth; but what 
me of the ships that the Senator was worried about? What 


me of them? Did they go into British hands? 
\ustralia? Were they taken over by the French 
Not at all. The law that these ships 
to any foreigner without the permission of the 
any person who has such a ship and does sell 
er can be put in jail and fined a lot of money 
ance vile. You can not dispose of them to ft 
be put in other United States service; 
tal trade or intercoastal trade, but they can not be sold to 
igners. Now, bear that in mind. The Shipping Board, 
ether if is a good or a bad board—and I think myself it is a 
1 board— 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
Is there a limit of time on this provision in the law 
prohibiting the sale to foreign corporations or foreigners? 


Did they go 
or the Ger- 
can not be 
board, and 
it to a for- 
and left in 
rreigners. They 
they can be put in 


say ~ 


Mr. COPELAND. No, sir. 
Mr. NORRIS. It runs forever? 


Mr. COPELAND. It runs forever. When we have sold these 
ips there has been a five-year limit, that they must be oper- 
ed in a given service for not less than five years; but when it 
comes to perpetual ownership they can never leave the American 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Except by consent of the board 

Mr. COPELAND. Without the consent of the board. 

What has become of these ships? Where are they? Are 
they earrying the commerce of other nations? Are they being 
operated for the benefit of Kamchatka or some other place? 
No. Here is what has happened to them: 

We have the west coast of South America, the Grace Line, 
six ships. We have the east coast of South America, the Me 
Cormick Line, six ships. Then we have the other McCormick 
Line. What is the name of that, Senator; do you remember? 
They have six ships. Then we have the Export Mediterranean 
Line. Let me show you what we did or what we are proposing 
to do to that line. I want you to see how outrageous we are 
in the treatment of the people who have bought these lines, I 
want the Senator from Nebraska, who is so just and fair in all 
matters, to see what has happened. 

Here is the independent offices appropriation bill; and the 
mount asked for by the Shipping Board was increased by 
$1,400,000; for what? In order that some of these reserve ships 
of the Shipping Board might carry coal into Mediterranean 
ports, 

We sold 21 ships of the Export Line to American citizens. 
They operate into the Mediterranean. We did that only last 
year or the year before; and now, for fear American citizens 
may make money, we appropriate $1,400,000 to take some of 
our reserve ships and put them in competition with this pri- 
vately owned line. 

In this connection, I want to send forward for printing in 
the Recorp a telegram of protest from the manager of this 
line. I do not believe that the people of this country are willing 
to have a private concern which we have encouraged, and a 
concern to which we have sold ships, so unjustly dealt with as 
by appropriating money to run ships in competition with it. 

There being no cbjection, the telegram referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

New York, N, Y., January 27, 1928. 
Hon. Roran 8, CopeLann, 
United States Senator from New York, 
United States Senate Office Building: 

Have noted action by House of Representatives appropriating ap- 

proxin §tely $1,000,000 to assist coal exporters in developing coal- 
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the Shipping Board because | 


of the | 


' our merchant marine. 


export trade by using Shipping Board tonn for this purpose We 
I ly handicapped by indirect aid f shed cotton and grain ship- 
pers from Gull Medit bean | s plying ext tonnag r 
thi pos d at s at wl erator of Am 2 
tonnag a mpet In view | 1 f ed ul exp ers, 
co ind grain exporters, can 1 understand the u ndly attitude 
. ress toward your bill p iding mail subv 1 for privately 
vi 1 A n tonnage in overseas trade Having pur used 21 - 
sels Av in registry from the United States Shi g B 1 and 
1 i painta Lr service from North A t to M r- 
ri d Black Sea Ss, we had e¢ y reust > ( - 

nment aid Vv 1 be fortl ning d that le de I I c 1 
A n mei t irvine would ‘ ir l, as provided for ler 
the mari a of 1920 and other existing legislati If 1 y 
own \ in shipping is to be left suspended from a limb to com- 
pete with the heavily subsidized fleets « bre h, It; in, Germ and 
Bri v s, tl future offers él igcmen r the i té 
owner American tonnage in the trade. Therefore s v 
urge that ( SS give s ‘ t o the present plight « 
only I i owned fleet under tt An flag 1 tl { us e 
trade, which would be materially relieved by the passage of your 

HeNRY EI RMANN, 
President the Report Steamship ¢ poration, 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. TYSON. From the report of the United States Shipping 
Board, on page 5, I read this: 

As a result of the establishment of trade rou by the board, steam 
ships flying the American flag have again appeared in the principal ports 
of t world for the first time in 75 years, not a single one of the in 
competition with privately owned American-flag vessels. 

Mr. COPELAND. Correct. That is the truth. When was 
that report printed? What is the date of it? 


Mr. TYSON. ‘This is of date July 1, 1927. 
Mr. COPELAND. And it is true today; but if we appropri- 
ate this million dollars, if the Senate concurs in that addition 


to the bill, it will mean that we will be competing with the 
Export Line to the Mediterranean, and then in the next report 
made by the Shipping Board that statement could not be truth- 


fully made. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 


Mr. KING. I think the Senator has been too generous in his 
toward the fairness of the board. I have heard 
many complaints from individuals who claim to know the facts 
that corporations and individuals who had acquired ships from 
the Shipping Board and put them into overseas trade had their 
routes paralleled by the Shipping Board at rates which made 
it almost impossible for them to survive. In other words, the 
Shipping Board pushed the sales of its ships, got ship lines 
established, and then went into competition with ships which it 
had sold; and when men bought boats from the Shipping Board 
there was no certainty that parallel routes would not be estab 
lished which would result in the destruction of the capital which 
they had invested and compei them to abandon the enterprise 
in which they had embarked. 

Mr. NORRIS. Tbat would seem, however, to be rather com 
tradictory to the report which has just been read from by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Tyson]. 

Mr. KING. I do not believe that report is accurate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I should like to ask the Senator from 
New York a question. I am reminded of this question by what 
has just been said about rival lines composed of ships formerly 
owned by the Government and sold to private parties. 

I should like to inquire, if the Senator can give me the 
information, whether these ships that have been sold to private 
corporations and then operated have, after the sale and thelr 
operation by the private parties, made money, or whether they 
have lost money? 

Mr. COPELAND. Some of them have made money, I 
not answer for all of them. Some have made money. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I want perhaps to modify or at least supplement 
the statement I made a moment ago. Some of those ships which 
I stated were operated in competition with vessels which had 
been sold were operated under MO—4 contracts; but back of 
it, of course, was the Shipping Board. 

The Shipping Board made the MO-4 contracts. They guar- 
anteed no losses, of course, upon the part of those who had 
entered into those contracts; and they, with no losses, and re- 
ceiving a percentage upon the gross returns, did not care whom 
they injured, and they went into competition with men who in 
good faith had purchased ships and were trying to develop 
There the board did wrong; and, of 


concession 


can 
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course, the operations under those MO-4 contracts in effect | Line to the east coast of South America, 4 ships; the Clyde 


were operations by the Government. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am informed that those contracts have all 
been modified. The Senator from Washington so informs me. 

Mr. KING. They have been modified, it is true, but never- 
theless some exist; and to-day men are operating ships under 
modified MO—4 contracts to the great injury of the Treasury 
of the United States and the American people. 

Vir. NORRIS. If the Senator from New York will permit 
me to make this interruption and observation, I may say here 
that when the Shipping Board sold ships to private corporations 
it would not seem to me to be the proper thing for the Shipping 

sjourd immediately to go into competition with the ships they 
had sold to private parties; and yet I can not help but think 
of this: 

We have sold these ships because they were no good. They 
were of no value. We could not operate them and make any 
money, and we sell them; and the persons who buy them 
operate them and seem to get along in some way, and do not 
have the investment that the Government had in the ships, 
becuuse they buy them for a very much less figure than it 
would cost to get them in any other way. Now, if we are 
selling the ships because they are in such condition that they 
can not operate profitably, it seems to me that we are con- 
ivadicting ourselves if we have to stay out of competition, after 
we do sell them, with ships that we have sold because they 
were of no account, 

Mr. COPELAND. We agree to do that when we sell them. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand that; but we say on the one 
hand that we are going to sell these ships because it does not 
iy to operate them, and then somebody else operates them, 
and we say “ Now, we will get out of the way and not compete 
with you,” when as a matter of fact we have decided before we 
sold them that they were not any good. 

Mr. COPELAND. IT am not going to have any controversy 
with the Senator or anybody else on the comparative merits of 
private and public operation. Of course, that is what the 
Senator has in his mind, 

Mr. NORRIS. No: I am not thinking of that, I will say to 
the Senator now. I do believe that if the Government is 
going to operate ships it ought to do so through a corporation, 
and it ought to give that corporation as much freedom as a 
private party would have. In other words, it ought to do it 
on a business basis entirely. If we consider as a matter of 
policy that we ought to operate, even though it is at a loss we 
will have to pay something out of the Treasury to keep them 
going, That is another proposition, but an entirely different 
one. No matter whether it is going to be at a loss or at a 
profit, if we are going to operate them at all we ought to operate 
them on a business basis entirely. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator wants them operated in ac- 
cordance with a business policy; and yet it is proposed to ham- 
string the board by making it impossible to sell a ship, no 
matter whether it is a good ship or not, unless you get seven 
votes in favor of it. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not like to disagree with the Senator 
from New York and go contrary to his judgment, but I will 
have to say that I do not believe that is very important, as I 
look at it. I would yote for a provision that the Shipping 
soard should not be allowed to sell ships without the consent of 
Congress, IL think the experience in the past has demonstrated 
that something of that kind ought to be done, because I do not 
agree with those Senators who say that as long as a unanimous 
vote is required there never will be any ships sold. I realize 
that the Supreme Court has held that the President has the 
absolute right, without giving any reasons for it, to remove 
every member of the Shipping Board. He appoints them, and 
he cun remove them as he sees fit and when he sees fit for any 
reason that he sees fit. If the President of the United States 
wanted to have all the ships sold, as it seems President Coolidge 
does—and I mention that without any criticism; I realize that 
it is a question that has two sides to it—he can bring about 
their sule by removing every member of the board, if it is nec- 
essary, and appointing only men who are in favor of selling the 
ships 

Mr. COPELAND. Now, Mr. President, I will hasten on. At 
this late hour it is a shame to keep the Senate in session, I will 
hurry through. 

1 want to complete the list of ships which I have spoken of 
as having been sold. The Senator from Florida [Mr. FiercHer]} 
spoke about it the other day, lamenting the fact that these ships 
have been sold, I want to get into the Recorp the fact that we 
have 73 ships: Including the west coast of South America, the 
Grace Line, 6 ships; the east coast of South America, the 
MeCormick Line, 6 ships: the second McCormick Line, 6 ships; 
the Export Line to the Mediterranean, 21 ships; the Munson 
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Line to South America, 7 ships; the American and East African 
Line, 6 ships; the Dollar Round-the-World Line, 7 ships; th, 
San Francisco-Oriental Line, 5 ships: and the Admiral Line 
from Seattle to the Orient, 5 ships. That is a total of 73 
ships; but they are running under the American flag and sery 
ing the American people. 

Mr. President, certainly no loyal American can be proud o{ 
the fact that our country has failed to devise a system that wil! 
keep the American flag on the high seas. Since the end of the 
World War Great Britain, besides building up her Navy, hy 
added 5,000,000 tons to her merchant ships. Just think of it— 
5,000,000 tons added to the merchant shipping of Great Britain 
since the war! France, Italy, Germany, and Japan have e 
gaged in shipbuilding. England and these other four countries 
together have increased their tonnage 7,774,000 tons—peace 
ships, merchant ships, nearly 8,000,000 tons since the wir 
besides rehabilitating their navies, 

While these greut maritime powers have added jnearly 
8,000,000 tons to their merchant shipping, the United States 
has done nothing. ‘There is not a keel laid down in a shipyard 
of this country for transoceanic service or for foreign service 
to be operated under the American flag—not one. While these 
other countries have added 8,000,000 tons to their merchant 
marines, not one ton has been added in all this time to the 
American merchant marine. 

What is wrong with our country? Why are we lagging be- 
hind the smallest of maritime countries? 

When we had had but a quarter of a century of national 
existence we had built up a merchant marine equal to that of 
Great Britain. In 1830 we were carrying 90 per cent of the 
American foreign trade in American ships. 

I have here a diagram which no doubt Senators have seen, 
but it is most graphic, showing what has happened in these 
years to the American merchant marine. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator a ques 
tion? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has mentioned the time in our 
history when our merchant marine was carrying a very large 
percentage of our produce. 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. What about our Navy at that time? Did we 
not have a large Navy then? 

Mr. COPELAND. No. I am with the Senator in his posi 
tion. 

Mr. NORRIS. That brings to mind the claim that is made 
that in order to have a large merchant marine we necessuaril) 
must have a large Navy. The history of our country rate 
demonstrates the contrary, it seems to me. 

Mr. COPELAND. If we are to have a large Navy, we have 
to have a large merchant marine. ‘There is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the reverse of that is not true. 

Mr. COPELAND. When we get into tbat matter, the Sena 
tor and I will be on the same side, there is no question aboul 
that. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KING. I think the Senator's statement of a moment avo 
may be subject to misinterpretation by some. It is quite true 
that, following the war, Great Britain and Germany, as well as 
some other European countries, built a large number of ships. 
and we have built but few since the war. But the fact is that 
after the war was over Great Britain's merchant ships, by 
reason of the submarine activities during the war of German) 
had been destroyed; she had considerably more than &,000,000 
tons of her overseas merchant ships destroyed, and Germany 
fleet was entirely wiped out. 

So they were compelled immediately to begin the constructio! 
of ships, whereas in the United States we had nearly 2.‘ 
ships, big and little; and I am not including those that belonged 
to the Navy. We had a surplus of ships. We did not know 
what to do with them. We have hundreds of them now locked 
up in harbors rotting and deteriorating. So it would have been 
an act of folly for the Government or for private persons t0 
have begun investing capital in the construction of ships, whet 
we had such a large number. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I think the Senator has 
made a good point, and a little later I shall point out that the 
specific difficulty we have now relates to these big ships of ours, 
which carried a major part of our passenger and freight traffic. 
I will speak about that, but I think the point raised by the 
Senator is a very fitting criticism, because they did as he has 
said, and they had to replace them in a very large way. 
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how does he proj] >» immediately to bring private capital | fifth classes of ships must be operated by somebody. Che 
this propositiol ? nit il eTrests cae ind } We have the machine yi he 
ir. COPELAND. Before I close these formal remarks I shall | Shipp Board to carry on these services, and in my judgment 
he Senator. Conegre hould be liberal in the appropriations necessary to 
Mr. WATSON. Of course, the Senator asks the question as | mai n such services. 
vhy these things are so, why there has been a constant it mu be somebody’s business, too, to provide “spot ships, 
line in American shipping, and all that. He answers his own | ships whiel n be called upon in time of industrial or agricul- 
question: that is to say, there are but two methods by which | tural ef zency to move the products of American factory and 
situation may be handled, either by direct Government | American farm. 
rship or by a system of subsidy. The reason why we do Let me add one more word, Mr. President, and then I sup- 
have ship subsidy is very evident to the Senator. It is to me | pose U if we take a recess while I am on the floor I will 
having tried for years to i One reason i ha he floor when we meet again on Monday 
ber of Senators and Representatives are con Mr. NORRIS t least nobody would be so discourteous as to 
( sed to the idea of subsidies. The other i take the floor away from the Senator 
y Representatives, and a few Senators, are afraid of ‘ir Mr. SWANSON. If we take a recess, we will resume exactly 
tituents—are afraid to vote for a ship subsidy where we were when we took a recess. 











and enter upon a campaign of explanation, , Mr. COPELAND It is cool, and as a doctor I realiz 
know that to be true because of my interviews and contact with | necessary it is for Senators to have a square meal and all 
a very great number of the Membe s of tl House. Of course, | sort of thing, but I just want to say a word further, and then 
I am not going to talk about the Senate at this particular | I will be willing to have the recess taken, provided I ma; iu 
e; but, absolutely, they are afraid of their constituents « have tl floor when we meet on Monday, because I want to 
€ proposition. finish what I have t ’ 
Speaking for myself, I know of no one question to-day being | _ 1 Want to point out that the Cunard Line d the White 


Star Line, these great competitors for the business of the North 
Atlantic, are building tremendous ships. The Germans are 
building tw hips, and $20,000,000 of American money is 
going into the building of those ships. 

Mr. President, I ask that at this point in my remarks there 
be printed the proposal which has been made by Mr. Wilder 
I 


to my friend from New and his associates to establish a new merchant ocean service. 


idered by the American people that I would rather go and 
the platform to advocate than the question of a ship 
sidy, either a tonnage subsidy or a mail subvention, because | 
e is not only the commercial 
also the patriotic impulse back of it that will enable one to 
peal to the people. Nevertheless, we do not do it. The prac 
question is this, I want to say 


argument back of it but there 





York, agreeing with him as I do on the fundamental principles | 1 desire & have it printed at this point. 
volved: How does be intend now to keep the fiag on the he PRESIDING OFFICER is there objection? 
ess he does it by the method proposed by this bill? There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be prinied 


in the Recorp, as foilows: 


Mr. COPELAND. I will be very happy—and that is the only 
use I have for consuming the time of the Senate—to try | PROPOSAL TO ESTABLISH A NEW AMERICAN OCEAN SERVICE, PRESENTED TO 
show a way to do it, and I am going to hurry through and | rHu® SHIP! ROARD BY LAURENCE R. WILDER JANUARY 24, 


this formal address into the Recorp, in order that I may | Gentlemen of the United States Shipping Board: 
esent an amendment to the bill which, if it is adopted, I This is the propesa] of the Transoceanie Corporation of the T d 
believe will be a beginning of the solution of the problem, States, organized and backed entirely by American to establish a 
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modern ocean transportation system to fly the American flag across 
the North Atlantic, one of our most important and essential trade 
routes 

We now propose to build six ships in American shipyards capable of 
crossing the ocean in four days from dock to dock, more than 900 feet 
long, 90 feet beam, with a displacement of at least 35,000 tons, with 
accommodation for 800 passengers in greater comfort than exists on 
iny trans-Atlantic liner of any nationality to-day, and with ample 
space for mall and 1,000 tons of express cargo. We propose to main- 
tain sailings three times a week from each side of the Atlantic. 

fhese ships will have a continuous sea speed of 33 knots per hour 





and a maximum of 35 knots per hour—-substantially 9 knots faster 
than the present fastest liner 

Because aircraft and ships are already correlated in the navies and 
in some commercial ways, these ships have been designed as airplane 
carriers The funnels and masts will be set to one side of the deck 


and the whole top deck will lie open and clear as an airplane landing 


We are here to ask the Shipping Board to declare first that this is 
an essential service under section 7 of the merchant marine act of 1920. 

lo make our project possible we request, second, a revision of the 
loan provisions of the merchant marine act, so as to make possible 
the use of Government credit facilities in the form of a construction 
loan of three-fourths the cost of building ships, at the Government’s 
current rate of interest. For six ships this would amount to 
S14 OO OOO 

his loan is to be protected by prior liens on the ships themselves 


ind will be retired in 20 years by amortization. 

We request, third, revision of the mail carrying act to establish rates 
not as a subsidy but commensurate with the new speed and frequency 
of the service, its cost, and its utility. Authority would be given to 
the Post Office Department to enter into ocean mail-earrying contracts 


for periods not shorter than 5 years nor longer than 10 years, 
Fourth, and last, because approved insurance whether here or 
abroad is limited on any single ship to $9,000,000, we request protec- 
tion in ease of total loss in the form of cancellation of the loan 
against that ship to the extent not covered by amortization and 


insurance, 

We hope also for provision by which our crews, or a part of them, 
can be enrolled in the Naval Reserve. 

In every way we look only to such general legislation as will en- 
courage other American capital to follow our lead. We do not ask 
anything for ourselves alone and we are sure that what we ask is 
justified by sound business and economic principles. 


The investment from private capital of about $50,000,000 forms a 
part of our plan, and we have received assurances from entirely 
Aimerican sources of sufficient financial support to warrant us in making 
our oposal. This is the first time in more than 50 years that private 
American capital in any important amount has come forward to 
ulvanee America’s prestige and safety at sea. When our plan is taken 
up for offielal consideration we will lay the details of our financial 

pport before the proper department of the Government, 

We submit that the Government will by this loan have at its service 
ix fast, gigantic airplane carriers, with crews trained in actual service 
it BF for all which the Government will have expended nothing. 


e 
rh idvance of 75 per cent of their construction cost will be repaid 
with interest. To duplicate such powerful units for its own strictly 


naval use the Government would need to appropriate their full cost 


of construction and, in addition, bear the full cost of operation and 
training In time of peace these ships will pay their own way. In 
1 of war they will be deadly units of our armed forces at sea. 


heir readiness will cost the taxpayers nothing. 

last ships have been built and proved practical by the Navy. We 
ourselves have recently completed in our yard at Camden, N, J., the 
Navy's newest fighting unit, the airplane carrier Saratoga. She is 
a pioneer vessel. The research and experience gained in designing 
and constructing her we now propose to apply to commercial vessels. 

Foreign nations are building new ships of modern, fast design with 
which to compete for the North Atlantic trade. To a considerable 
extent they are using American capital with which to do it. They 
are not reconditioning old ships. If we are to be successful in main- 
taining an American merchant marine against them, it must be done 
by building better ships than theirs. : 

\cross the North Atlantic flows a stream of about 300,000 first-class 
in nh passengers Nearly three-fourths of them are citizens of 


the 1 ed States. The fact that 12 per cent of the total traffic volume 
is : ndlied by slower American ships indicates the volume that 
\ ld } died by this faster, more comfortable American service. 
rm tend y to use fast ships is unmistakable. It has resulted in 
the gradual elimination of older, slower vessels and their conversion 
into cabin s as a means of squeezing a few more years of productive 


life from them We propose to give these passengers a better and more 
frequent service than any now available and at strictly competitive rates. 

Time is the essence of mail service. We offer a new frequency and 
speed, reducing transit time from one-third to one-half the present 
from dock to dock and expediting it still further by use of shore-to- 
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ship and ship-to-shore airplane service. The importance of this « 
omy of time to a country of such vast financial and commercial poy 
as ours must be obvious. 

The rapid marketing abroad of from 12 to 15 per cent of our ex 
manufacturing production is essential to our high standard of Ly 
and our continued prosperity. A triweekly movement of express car 
at a speed 10 knots faster than now generally available should 
mend itself. In 1926 our American boats carried only slightly 
than 4 per cent of the 1,969,555 tons carried in combination cargo 
passenger ships between United States and North and South Atla 
ports of Europe. 

Our dependence upon foreign ships is well known. We carry 
than 30 per cent of our production in ships of our own flag and 
this percentage is decreasing alarmingly each year. Our experien 
the beginning of the war, when foreign ships on which we had deper 
were called away from us to serve their own people while our 
destined for overseas shipment piled up on our docks, and our experi 
again when the general strike and the long-continued coal strik l 
England diverted foreign ships from their usual cargoes, should 
no doubt of the necessity of our owning and controlling the ships 
which our prosperity rests. 

The way to begin the restoration of our merchant marin 
inaugurating a trans-Atlantic service for passengers, express car 
ind mail. Thus it has always been in the long history of every cl 
of transportation. Faster means of conveyance have always been 
first to passengers and mail, later to freight. The establishm 
the North Atlantic of such a service as we here propose will! 
impulse to the reestablishment of our entire merchant marine on 
sea. Ships such as those we have designed, I venture to say, 
revolutionize ocean service. 


During the war we built 8,000,000 tons of commercial ships. § 
then we have built none for foreign service. But our compet 
abroad since then have built also 8,000,000 tons of ships, faster 
more economical than our war-emergency vessels. They have ec 
us at sea. 

But now a new era is opening. The development of fast, large 
by the navies is certain to be applied to ships of commerce, H 
speed is here already. Until now it has been used exclusively fo 
of war. We propose to use it for commerce, 

Aircraft and ships have been already combined in the navies, ‘I 
fit together and serve each other naturally. The commercial s! 
the future are bound to make use of this new service. 

The successful operation of a passenger service at a 33-knot s 
well may be followed by a 25-knot service for freight. We are t 
leaders of the world in mechanical skill and ingenuity. The develop 
ment by American designers of cargo ships able to load and disc 
bulk freight with great rapidity should not be long delayed. 

We propose now, however, to limit our beginning to a pass 
express cargo, and mail service across the North Atlantic. 

That this is an essential route appears to us obvious. Exclud 
traffic to and from Canada, more than 70 per cent of the total 
senger traffic between our country and all foreign ports crosses 
North Atlantic. We find that of the total volume of United § 
mail to all foreign ports approximately 76,000,000 pounds, 38,000,000 
or 50 per cent, is carried on the North Atlantic. 

Of the total exported and imported manufactured foodstuffs 
semi and finished manufactures of all kinds more than one-half 
earried to or from European countries. Of this very large volun 
far the greatest percentage represents western European trafli 
other words, taking into account all the classifications served by) 
proposed line, more than half of the entire traffic between the U1 l 
States and the markets of the world is carried in the North At! 
trade. This proves conclusively the essential character of this pro} 


route. 
Our board of directors is being formed. When constituted the na 
of its members will be announced. I am able to say, however, at this 


time that they will be men of national reputation in their respective ! 

This proposal is the result of more than two years of careful p 
aration, Within our own organization and with the help of qu: l 
authorities in other fields, we conducted our study of the problem 
fronting the American merchant marine and worked out the prop 
which we now offer as its solution—ships of high speed incorpo 
airplane service, frequent sailings, and short periods of rest in port 

The specifications and design of the new ships have been submit 
to an expert committee of naval architects and marine engin 
Their report approving the design will be presented to you at 
hearing by the chairman, Prof. Herbert C, Sadler, of the University « 
Michigan. 

The report of the committee on propulsion will be presented 
by J. W. Metten, president of the Marine Engineering Corporation, « ; 
Philadelphia. 

The analysis of the business conditions under which these ships 
be operated will also be presented here by Dr. Simon Litman, pr¢ f 
of economics and transportation at the University of Illinois, the chait 
man of our committee which studied this phase of our project. 


to 
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It will be eith on 40! ae e (Goer long U Axrecut nominations receiwed by the Senate, January 27, 1 Oo 
New England, within easy ch of New York City, and served 3 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE 


nk railroads. On | if 7.4 Atlantic s] 1] trains will 
d to ship side fo: nvenie! of passengers Andrew J. Russell, of Fort Smith, Ark., to be collector of 
operatin nnel of A ican citizens | internal revenue for the district of Arkansas in place of Harmon 


ed in transportation on our railroads and in our shipping, coast- L. Remmel, deceased, 
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Purstic HeaALTH SERVICE 
Iiugh S. Cumming, of Virginia, to be Surgeon General of the 
Public Heath Service. Reappointment, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
To be Chief of Finance, with the rank of major general, for a 
period of four years from date of acceptance, with rank 
from April 23, 1928 
Col. Roderick Leland Carmichael, Finance Department, vice 
Maj. Gen. Kenzie W. Walker, Chief of Finance, to be retired 
from active service, April 22, 1928. 
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
QUARTERMASTER CORPS 
Capt. Edwin Clarence Gere, Cavalry, effective June 15, 1928, 
with rank from July 1, 1920. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
To be colonel 


Lieut. Col, Daniel Van Voorhis, Cavalry, from January 25, 
1928. 


To be lieutenant. colonels 

Maj. James Garfield Meclliroy, Infantry, from January 22, 
1928 

Maj. Vaughn Washington Cooper, Cavalry, from January 23, 
1928 

Maj. Chauncey Lee Fenton, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
January 25, 1928 

To be majors 

Capt. Rexford Edwin Willoughby, Cavalry, from January 21, 
1928 

Capt. William Glenn Livesay, Infantry, from January 22, 
1928 

Capt. James Washington Barnett, Cavalry, from January 23, 
12s 

Capt. John Charles Mullenix, Cavalry, from January 25, 1928. 

To be captains 

First Lieut. Robert Tappan Chaplin, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from January 19, 1928. 

First Lieut. Raymond Edwin Vermette, Infantry, from Janu- 
ary 21, 1928. 

First Lieut. Abraham Robert Ginsburgh, Field Artillery, from 
January 22, 1928. 

First Lieut. Elijah Garrett Arnold, Infantry, from January 
28, 1928. 

First Lieut. Benjamin Witwer Pelton, Infantry, from January 
25, 1928. 

First Lieut. Farlow Burt, Infantry, from January 25, 1928. 

To be first lieutenants 

Second Lieut. William Remsburgly Grove, jr., Field Artillery, 

from January 19, 1928. 


Second Lieut. James Frederick Torrence, jr., Infantry, from 
Jannary 22, 1928, 
Second Lieut. Douglass Gordon Pamplin, Coast Artillery 
Corps, from January 23, 1928. 
Second Lieut. Dan Chandler, Field Artillery, from January 24, 
1928 
Second Lieut. Charles White Lawrence, Air Corps, from Jan 
uary 25, 1928, 
Second Lieut. George Edward Waldo, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from January 25, 1928. 
MEDICAL CORPS 
T'o be captain 
First Lieut. Harold Willis Kohl, Medical Corps, from January 


20, 1928, 


MEDICAL ADMINISTRATIVE CORPS 






» 
oa) 


FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
To be Chief of Finance 
Col. Rederick Leland Carmichael. 
PoOsTMASTERS 
ARIZONA 
3eulah Maitland, Buckeye. 
James Ek. Kintner, Grand Canyon. 
sSrigham Y. Peterson, St. Johns, 
COLORADO 
May I. Wood, Crawford. 
Even H. Bebee, Cripple Creek. 
Idamay Spurlock, Fairplay. 
Charles D, Hathaway, Hugo. 
Kdward F. Green, Tungsten, 
James C. Wilson, Yampa. 
ILLINOIS 
Charles H. Derry, Greenview. 
Olive Whitworth, Harvel. 
Horace J, Boozell, Ipava, 
Charles N. Smith, Madison. 
Ulysses E. Smith, Metropolis. 
George T. Schuler, Mounds. 
Robert R. Banta, Oquawka. 
Reuben D. Coflin, Pleasant Plains, 
Hugh A. H. McDonald, Rock Island. 
Arthur M. Smith, Stockton, 
INDIANA 
Lionel A. Pratt, Dunkirk. 
Ira Craig, Farmland. 
Herbert O. Stuteville, Grand View. 
Ora Myers, Greenfield. 
Leslie P. Nelson, Newport. 
Roland B. Craw, Oxford. 
Perry Leavell, Red Key. 
Quimba O. Hollowell, Ridgeville, 
Jesse M. Cage, Sharpsville. 
MISSOURI 
Ray CC, Waddill, Kirksville. 
NORTH DAKOTA 
Genevieve Gregor, Dawson. 
Otto Sougstad, Northwood. 
Oscar M. Thompson, Rolette. 
Forrest Daniel, Sykeston. 
OHIO 
Joshua J. Rumbaugh, Alger. 
John Roth, Excello 
Elizabeth McNaught, Frazeysburg. 
Charles F. Faris, Hillsboro. 
M. Margaret Searl, South Webster. 


WISCONSIN 
Eva Jensen, Cambridge. 


SENATE 
Monpay, January 30, 1928 
»” 


(Legislative day of Friday, January 27, 1928) 


The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expi- 


ration of the recess. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 


quorum. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. _ 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 


Ashurst Deneen Heflin Oddie 
Barkley Dill Howell Overman 
Bingham Ledge Jobnson Phipps 
Black Edwards Jones Pine 
Blaine Fletcher Kendrick Ransdell 
Blease Frazier Keyes Reed, Mo. 
Borah George ‘ing Reed, Pa. 
Bratton Gerry La Follette Robinson, Ark. 
Brookhart Gillett McKellar Robinson, Ind. 
Broussard Glass McMaster Sackett 
Bruce Gooding McNary Schall 
Capper Gould Mayfield Sheppard 
Caraway Greene Metcalf whipetend 
— Copeland Hale Moses Shortridge 
AI COBPS Cousens Harris co _ = 
To > assis 0 > Chief o ir Corp: Curtis Harrison Norbec Smith 

To be assistant to the Chief of the Air Corps ee ao <a — 


Lieut. Col. Benjamin Delahauf Foulois, Air Corps. Dale Hayden Nye Steiwer 


First Lieut. Benjamin Ralph Luscomb, Medical Administra- 
tive Corps, from January 20, 1928. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Raeecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 27, 1928 
PuBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
Hugh 8S. Cumming to be Surgeon General. 


Second Lieut. George Lewis Dewey, Infantry, from January PENNSYLVANIA 
21, 1928, subject to examination required by law. Harry J. Bearer, Monessen. 

To be captain tors answered to their names: 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

7 
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re being no « bje etir i, the r lution were referred to the DP : om er : 1 int ng i : d _ ne! I 
\ittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be | @formeut ae ae Seer ; pial , ' 
d in the Recorp, as follows: a oe eee ee 
he pri es of tl fceNar i 1 ag ; : - , N t I ! ! 
t y x s ~~ 
the eneiits oi a part ol r pl 1 Ww i 3 re ] : 1 
tives, while the principles of t subs tes will hind ( D ; : nd 7 WW . ‘ 
ves and their aid to agri i S 1 be dou il: : n of e Six ‘ . 
erefore be it f 1. 1 h it had at ed We is y lec] 
ed by the board of directors of the Sowth Dakota Wheat Con dity 1 k g 1 sur] i 
ers’ Aasociation in regular meeting assembled, That e equ And ' ‘ t tit rvaniza s. hows 5 : i 
principle is essential to tl ; s of farn f legislation ; 1 
t appears after careful study and publie discussion that substi Wy sist that legislat for tl elief of agi lture sl » en 
embodying the equalization princi in mm ea pted in | ! lying the prin i e MeNarv-H L 
to agriculture; and be it further \ ' 1 chang f < I d y ig ! Ly t I 
ed, That, in our opinion, nics “isiation 1 icted em Im c ] lation me¢ eft \ ft r Dp n 
these vital working | 8 ag ult wi fee! that it has been | pl ’ S ‘ ent We enr . lly deny 1 cislathk 3 
d. | ’ I ¢ to agricultu I nou lly unsound or 
( Ww. ¢ ES, President. } l pre nt oh ft ff, whi thi he 
B. M DICKINSON, Secretary | t n of the in i i} of ° 


ROBINSON of Arkansas presented a letter in the nature tured products, has placed industry upon its present high peak of pros- 
memorial from O. B, Robinson, 625-627 Center Market perity, ¥ ; ntributing materially to tl npoverished ndition of 
hington, D. C., remonstrating against the passage of legis- | the fart in that, while he has been compelled to buy his suppli n 
n proposing to abolish the Center Market in the District of highly protected market, he has at the same time been forced to sell 
inbia on January 21, 1929, which was referred to the Com- | bis products in a world-wi 
ee on the District of Columbia. | We favor the immediate operation of the great power plant at M 
Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by the Game | Shoals, preferably by lease upon such t is will adequately fe- 
Fish Commission of the State of Wyoming, favoring the | 4 adh public Interests and guaratr t produ n of nitrate fer- 
ize of legislation and the making of appropriations for the | t!izers as the primary purpose of the operatio! If such leas n 
her protection of migratory birds, which were referred to | 2°! made, then we insist that the plant shall be operated by the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. | Vovernment for the purpose herein sested 
Mr. KING presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of We recognize the great value of elect y on 1 farm light and 
merce of Ogden, Utah, favoring the making of such annua! | P°% inpe rherefore we earnestly urge the ea developme! f 
propriations as that the forest roads and trails systems can | "© sreat water-power resour of our State and the distribution of a 





completed within a period of 20 years, which were referred | *¥ficient amount of this power throughout the rural sections as will 
he Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. } adequately mect ft needs of our farm and farm homes upon ich 
Mr. COPELAND presented memorials of sundry citizens of | t ms economically possible for agriculture. . 

ny, N. ¥., remonstrating against the passage of the s But in this direction wi wish to direct the attention of the mem- 
ed Brookhart bill relative to the distribution of motion | 2& : farm bureau and all the people of Tennessee to the great 


tures in the various motion-picture zones of the country, | V®! vater-power resources and the importance of urging upon 
h were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, | the s* * and legislature that the rights of the publi _in these 
Mr. BINGHAM presented resolutions adopted by Stonington | ° souneen be deGnitaly encertaines, an8 Cal gam anes, Mahe 
Council, No. 5, of Stonington: Washington Council, No. 7, of Ui or otherwise, be taken as will properly and accurately protect and 
nk: and Roosevelt Council, No. 8 of New London, all of | °°? these rights for all the people of the State. 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, in the State of Collective bargaining has become a \ ell or zed and ane sbed 
ecticut, protesting against the repeal of the national ori < me , B — oar 
provisions of the existing immigration law, which were r« aed. The neety me se CE - 0 OR Pe SF ee 
to the Committee on Immigration | products is unquestioned. In fact, its value has been thoroughly 
He also presented a resolution ado : 
the Connecticut Farm Bureau Federation at Hartford, Conn., | *™* ations in successful operation throughout the country. Therefore 








, - a a ¢ = ‘ veatoc! atine 
pted at the annual meeting | °° ted in the hundreds of agricultural and livestock marketing 






ring the making of additi mn i] al propr ations for agricul- Wwe stand n 5 vs ily ior the oop rative — icf OL arm I 4) is 
. : ‘ . l the ooperative rcbast ol SU iaTrm supplies ur be salis- 
1 education through the extension sery and county farm : poe 7 7 . 
. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ prot ly bandied ir I ner 
reaus, whieh was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 





’ We ommend the appoiniment by he ident f leg 
Forestry. minend t appoints I a 


ng of two men rs to act in conjunction w Dit 


J 


RESOLUTIONS OF TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATI“CN 


in lacing before the lawmaking bodi« of our Nation and Stat 


o 


printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on | ?* l legislation affecting the interests of agriculture 
culture and Forestry resolutions adopted at the annua!| ‘Ve recommend that each county farm bureau appoint a county chair- 
m bureau convention at Nashville. Tenn... January 11. 1928 4 1 oO ome and con inity Works within the next month, the name 
ere being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the | ©’ a 1 to be forwarded to the president of the State farm 


Mir. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to | Views and wis of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation rel to 


: .: . | low , e ne coul neet 
mmittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be Hete Kes wowing the next county meet 
, } y T 


nted in the Recorp, as follows: 1e imp I of agricultural and home economics 


l‘extension § ice as supported by the United States Department f 
LUTIONS ADOPTED AT THE ANNUAL FARM BURFAU CONVENTION, NASIf Agriculture, we urge that adequate appropriations for this service be 
VILLE, JANUARY ontinned. Particularly at this time, since there is before Congress a 
rennessee Farm Bureau [Federation assembled annual conven- | kr n as the Capper-Ketchum bill, to provide additional funds for 
n at Nashville January 10 and 11, 1928, hereby expresses its ap | tl : e, we urge that our congressional delegation give their 
1 of the conduct and management of tl ganization, and com- | unqualified support to this proposal. 
ls its capable president, Joe . Porter nd his efficient coworkers | We strongly 





y recommend that the extension service address itself 
ir faithful and loyal service in making the Tenness Farm | most earnestly to further aiding in the J 
the outstanding farmers’ organization fr r State for the ! marketing and distribution. 


solution of our probk ins of 








pprove and indorse the action of the State department of 
in raising, in conformity with the authority conferred by 
the mil um plant-food standard for commercial fertilizers 
may id in the State afier June 1, 1928, from 14 to 16 per 
t nd quir percentag: of plant-food elements contained in 
I il fertilizers to stated in rms of even units only. 
I is ruling as distinct advance in the regulation of the 
lizer industry. It will undoubtedly go far toward eliminating 
on in terms, in reducing the opportunity for the use of “ filler” 
ike weight in the manufacture of commercial fertilizers and 
j ing the overhead of the manufacturer, thus affording the farmer 
‘ rtunity to secure the product at a lower cost per plant-food 
f 
j il we urged upon our members the great importance of stand 
ing lova by and actively cooperating with our farm bureau, national, 
Sta and county. We should avail ourselves of the services offered 
! , county and State organizations 
Wi uld lend our indorsement to the principles and policies promul 
1 by American Farm Bureau Federation and encourage these 
} l i devoted leaders who, as your representatives, compose that 
vinization, by actively cooperating with and aiding them in putting 
into such policies as, in their wisdom, they may bave determincd 
will protect and promote the great basic industry of the Nation and 
will t for it such recognition in tbe formulation of our national 
i es as the vast service it renders merits and the permanent welfare, 
happiness, and prosperity of all the people demands. 
Whereas the Andrew Jackson Hotel bas kindly furnished the use of 


in which to hold the annual convention of the Tennessee 


t 
Farm Bureau Federation and has been untiring in its efforts to provide 
‘ b 


lis room 


ie comfort of those attending same: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we hereby tender to the hotel management our sin- 
ecre thanks for these and other courtesies extended during the sessions 
of the convention: Be it further 
Feselved, That we extend to the speakers, and especially those com- 
ing from without the State, our sincere appreciation of their presence 
and the splendid addresses delivered by them: Be it further 
Resolved, That we express to G. I. Herrington, Mrs. H. A. Porter, 
kt. W. Moore, Ashley Sowell, and the Douglas Community Club our 
thanks for kindly directing the song services and entertainment through- 
oul the session of the convention. 
S. N. VARNELL, 
CHARLEY Key, 
V. A. BRADLEY, 
R. T. Ltwis, 
Cc. O, BRowpEr, 
Committee. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill CH. R. 5583) granting the consent of Congress 


to the Kunsas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. of Texas and 
the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co. to construct 
inaintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the Rio Grande 
River, at or near Presidio, Tex., reported it with an amend- 
‘nut and submitted a report (No. 142) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 2348) granting the consent of Congress to the Big 
Sandy & Cumberland Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate two bridges across the Tug Fork of Big Sandy River, 
near Devon, Mingo County, W. Va., reported it with amendments 
und submitted a report (No. 148) thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 108) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Stutes of North Dakota and Minnesota to construct, maintain, 
nnd operate a bridge across the Red River of the North (Rept. 


iu 


No. 144); 

A bill (HL. R. 194) granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Morrison, State of Minnesota, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Little Falls, Minn. (Rept. No. 145) ; 

A bill (if. R. 199) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge neross the Mississippi River at or near Monticello, 
Wright County, Minn. (Rept. No. 146) ; 

A bill (HL R. 819) to legalize a bridge across the Snake 
River at Idaho Falls, Idaho (Rept. No. 147); 

A bill (HL R. 495) granting the consent of Congress to the 


county of Armstrong, a county of the State of Pennsylvania, to 
construct, maintain, ahd opernte a bridge across the Allegheny 
River, at Kittanning, in the county of Armstrong, in the State 


of Pennsylvania (Rept. No. 148): 


A bill (H. R. 5510) granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Duluth, Minn., to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Duluth Ship Canal (Rept. No. 149) ; 


| 
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A pill 


(H. R. 5688) granting the consent of Congress 
build and reconstruct and to maintain and operate the exi: 
railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River, at Eps s, in 
State of Alabama (Rept. No. 150) ; 

A bill (H. R. 5657) granting the consent of Congress 
Board of Supe rvisors of Monroe County, Miss., to CONST 
maintain, and operate a bridge across Tombighbee River 
near Aberdeen, Monroe County, Miss. (Rept. No. 151) : ' 

A bill (H. R. 5725) to extend the times for commeiucine 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ouag 
River at or near Monroe, La. (Rept. No. 152) ; 


A bill (H. R. 5726) to extend the times for commencines 
completing a bridge across the Black River at or near J 
ville, La. (Rept. No. 153); 

A ‘bi li (H. R. 5728) granting the consent of Congress ti 
police jury of Morehouse Parish, La., or the State Highy 
Commission of Louisiana, to construct, maintain, and oy 
a bridge across = Bayou Bartholomew at or near ] 
Pleasant, La. (Rey No, 154); 

A bill (H. R. Bran) to authorize the reconstruction of a bri 
across the Grand Calumet River at East Chicago, Ind. (Rk 
No. 155): 

A bill (H. R. 6041) granting the consent of Conere 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, 
operate a railroad bridge across the Allegheny River (R 
No. 156); 

A bill (H. R. 6045) granting the consent of Congress to 
commissioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to reconstruct, n 
tain, and operate the existing bridge across the Maho: 
River at South Avenue, Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio 
(Rept. No. 157); 

A bill (H. R. 6046) granting the consent of Congress to 
city of Youngstown, Ohio, to construct a bridge across 
Mahoning River at or near West Avenue, Youngstown, Mas 


honing County, Ohio (Rept. No. 158) ; 
A bill (H. R. 6483) granting the consent of Congress to 


State of Lllinois, the county of Lee, and the city of Dix 
or any or either of them, jointly or severally, to constm 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Rock River 
Dixon, Ill. (Rept. No. 159); 


A bill (H. R. 6512) granting the consent of Congress to t 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, «a: 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or nea 
Wentworth Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois (R 
No. 160): 

A bill (H. R. 6513) granting the consent of Congyess to t 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Little Calumet River at or nea 
Ashland Ayenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois (Ik 
No. 161); 

A bill (H. R. 
county of Cook, 
operace a 
Indiana 
No. 162); 

A bill 


6514) granting the consent of Congress to t! 
State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, and 
bridge across the Little Calumet River at or neat 
Avenue, in Cook County, State of Illinois (Rept 


(H. R. 6958) granting the consent of Congress to th 
city of Youngstown to construct a bridge across the Mahoning 
River at Youngstown, Mahoning County, Ohio (Rept. No. 163) 
A bill (H. R. 6959) to legalize a bridge across the Ciney 
Fork River in De Kalb County, Tenn. (Rept. No. 164) ; 
A bill (H. R. 7192) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River 


between the municipalities of Rochester and Monaca, Beaver 
County, Pa. (Rept. No. 165) ; 

A bill (H. R. 7370) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a_ bridge 
across the Snake River near Indian Cove, Idaho (Rept. Nv 
166) : 

A bill (H. R. 7374) granting the consent of Congress to t! 
State of Idaho to construct, maintain, and operate a_ brid 
across the Snake River near Swan Valley, Idaho (Rept. 4 
167): 

A bill (H. R. 7466) granting the consent of Congress to 


State of Montana, Valley County, Mont., and McCone Coun 
Mont., or to any or either of them, jointly or severally, 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missourl 
River at or near Glasgow, Mont. (Rept. No. 168) ; 

A bill (H. R. 7745) granting the consent of Congress to t 
Chicago & North Western Railway Co., a corporation, its 
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 1 
road bridge across the Rock River (Rept. No. 169) ; and 


‘ 


A bill (H. R. 7913) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Highway Department of the State of Alabama to construct 4 
bridge across Elk River on the Athens-Florence road betwe en 
Lauderdale and Limestone Counties, Ala, 


(Rept. No. 170). 
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Mr. CAPPER, from the C« 
to which was referred 
led “An act provide for the 


tt l 
of archite«ts and to regulate the 
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District of Columbia,” approve 
r other purposes, reported it wi 
ed a report (No, 171) thereor 
He also, from the same committ 
(S, 781) requiring se] if 
red passengers on street rs 1 
yrterd adversely the reon., 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Indian Affa 
which was referred the bill (S. 1759) ¢ i] priate treaty 
is due the Wisconsin Pottawatomi Indians, reported 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 172) thereo: 
vir. BINGHAM. from the Committee on Military Affnirs. te 
was referred the bill (S. 2489) to amend the military 
‘d of Arthur Waldenmeyer, reported it with amendments 
| submitted a report (No. 1738) thereon 
le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
(S. 1594) for the relief of Capt. Joseph W. Loef, reported 
vith an amendment and submitted a report (No. 174) 
eon, 
He also, from the same committee, to which we referred 
following bills, reported adversely thereon: 
bill (S. 182) to authorize the President to appoint LeRoy 
K. Pemberton a first lieutenant, Officers’ Reserve Corps, United 
s Army: and 
\ bill (S. 2053) to establish a military record for Daniel P 
Mr. BLAINE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
hich were referred the following bills, reported them each 
ut amendment and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 188) for the relief of Thomas Johnsen (Rept. No. 
): and 
{ bill (H. R. 172) to anthorize the Secretary of War to 
t and convey to the city of Vancouver a perpetual case 


t for public highway purposes over and upon 
the Vaneouver Barracks Miiitary Reservation in 
Washington (Rept. No. 176) 

Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (H. R. 3400) to correct the military record of Andrew 
Bb. Ritter (Rept. No. 177) ; and 


a portion of 


the State of 


{ bill (H. R. 5994) for the relief of George C. Hussey 
(Rept, No. 178). 
Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 


ferred the bill (S. 1736) for the relief 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report 


of Charles Caudwell, 
(No. 179) 


ereon, 
Hie also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported them each without amendment and 


submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8889) for the relief of Adriano Cruceta, a citizen 
of the Dominican Republic (Rept. No. 180) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5228) for the relief of Finas M. Williams (Rept. 
No, 184). 

Mr. BLEASE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 4707) for the relief of Calvin 
Hf. Burkhead, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 181) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 141) for the relief of Felix Medler, reported adversely 

ereon, 

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2335) for the relief of the National Surety 
Co., reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No, 182) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill CH. R. 5800) for the relief of Lewis H. Francke and Blanche 
F. Shelley, sole legal heirs of Ralph K. Warrington, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 183) thereon. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 

me, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 

follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: 

A bill (S, 2904) granting a pension to Mary J. Howard; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

\ bill (S, 2905) to anthorize the transfer of a portion of the 
hospital reservation of the United States Veterans’ Hospital No. 
78, North Little Rock, Ark., to the Big Rock Stone & Material 
Co. and the transfer of certain land from the Big Rock Stone & 
Material Co, to the United States; to the Committee on Finance. 


each | 


By Mr. GERRY: 


A bil S. 2907) to remit the duty on a rillon ¢ s to be 
Imported to the Swedish Lutheran ¢ ir P 1 I 
to the Committee on Fit ‘ 

I Mr. BLAINE: 

A bill (S. 2908) to provide r { iV ‘ d 
i he Sta * Wisconsin for State park pur] t i 

e ¢ Military Affairs 

By Mr. HARRIS: 

\ (S. 2909) to amend the World W t 
to the Com ‘ I nce 

By M NORBECIS 

\ (SS. BOT ern! y Sti tf S i Dal » for 
park poses the } nds n ( r State fc 
Ss. D t e Com ‘ ! lic Land nd iry 

By M THOMAS 

‘| (S. 2911) for tl ef of N. B. Pay Com 
Db ‘ { ~ 

A = | S be » Jam ‘ I i I 

al 

A 29013) gra g } o Ani R. Cc. O Oo 
the Committee on Pen ! 

I Mr. GREENE: 

A | (S. 2914) granting an increase of pensi to S \ 
( rles; to the Commit on Pensions 

I Vr. COPELAND 

A b (S. 2915) to require all exit doors of public buil 
to « ut; tot Cor i he Distri Columbia 

\ (S. 2916) to make rivertisi matter 1 Lil- 
al he Committee on Post Off s and Post Roads 

\ (S, 2917) to retard the extermination of 1 ra > 

l legitimate sport by the reduction of bag limits a pen 
asons ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 

I Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 2918) relating to refrigeration 1d ici I 
in f shipment {f perishal commoditi in interstate 
or foreign commerce ; to the Committee on Interstate Con ; 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts roduced sundry bi hich 

ppear under a separate heading.) 

i M HOWELL: 

\ bill (S. 2926) for the relief of the Old Dominion La: ('o. 
(with an accompanying paper) ; and 

\ bill (S. 2927) for the relief of Jose Francisco Riva vith 
an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLACK: 

A bili (S. 2028) to amend the World War veterans’ act, 1924, 
as amended; 

A bill (S. 2929) toe amend section 5 of the World War vet- 
erans act, 1924, as amended: 

A bill (S. 2930) to amend the World War veterans’ act, 1924, 
as amended; and 

A bill (S. 2931) to amend section 200 of the World War vet- 
erans’ act, 1924, as amended; to the Committee on Finances 

By Mr. SMITH: 

A bill (S, 2932) to refund excess taxes to the Charleston Dry 
Dock & Machine Co., the Valk & Murdock Co., and shareholders 
of the last-mentioned corporation ; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 2933) granting an increase of pension to Edward L. 
Schnniedemann ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. COPELAND: 
A joi resolution (S. J. Res. 87) designating the Am: 
Green Cross as a national body for education and research rk 
in connection with the protection of forests, reforestation of 
denuded areas, flood control and allied problems, and for other 
purp to the Committec 


int 


rican 
ce 


ses: 


Commerce, 


Oo! 


INCREASE IN NUMBER OF CADETS 


Mr. FLETCHDR introduced a bill 2906) authorizing an 
increase in the number of cadets at the United States Military 
Academy and midshipmen at the United States Naval Academy, 


AND MIDSHIPMEN 


(S. 


| which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the paragraph of act ap- 
proved June 8, 1926, which the bill I have introduced proposes 


to amend, authorizes the number of cadets and midshbipmen 
increased by 40 for each the Military and Naval Academy, to 


be appointed by the President from among the sons of officers, 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps who were killed in action or died prior to July 2, 1921, 
of wounds or injuries received or disease contracted in line of 
duty during the World War, and that the President shall ap- 
point one-half of the number from among sons of officers and 
one-half from among sons of warrant oflicers, soldiers, sailors, 
and marines. 








2 


ee 
. 
Lov 


My proposed amendment would increase the number of cadets 
tv 100 and the number of midshipmen to 100, and provide for 
their appointment irrespective of date fathers died: also re- 
move the restriction that one-half of the number shall be from 
among sons Of officers. 


I have a number of applications on file from mothers of 
former service men—whose husbands died after July 2, 1921, 
of wounds or injuries received or disease contracted in line of 
duty—requesting that their sons be given an opportunity to 
qualify for appointment to one of the academies; but, as the 
law which it is proposed to amend provides that death shall 
have occurred prior to July 2, 1921, I am unable to be of 


HSSISTHELCe 


(io them, and I dare say that other Members of Con- 
ss are faced with the same situation. 


a 

Mr. President, being convinced that this proposed amendment 
is meritorious, [ hope it will receive early and favorable con- 
sideration in order that successful candidates may enter the 
acudemy of their choice during this summer or fall. The 
regulur entrance exuinination for the Military Academy is to 


be held beginning on the first Tuesday in March, the 6th, and 
ihe last regular entrance examination for the Naval Academy 
is to be held beginning on the third Wednesday in April, the 


tSth. Successful candidates must, at date of admission to the 
Military Academy, be between the ages of 17 and 22 years, 
while those for admission to the Naval Academy must be not 
less than 16 nor more than 20 years of age on April 1. The 
mental and physical examinations are very rigid. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tury Affairs, 


The motion was agreed to, 
PROPOSED CHANGES IN IMMIGRATION LAWS 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts introduced the following bills, 
which were severally read twice by their titles and referred to 


the Committee on Immigration: 
A bill (S. 2919) to amend the 
certificates of arrival; 

A bill (S. 2920) to repeal the national origin provisions 
the immigration act of 1924; 


naturalization laws in respect 
of 
of 


A bill (8S. 2921) to amend the immigration act of 1924, as 
amended, in respect of nonquota immigrants ; 

A bill (S. 2922) to amend the immigration act of 1924, as 
amended, in respect of nonquota immigrants; 

A bill (S. 2923) to amend the immigration act of 1924, as 
amended, in respect of nonquota immigrants ; 

A bill (S, 2924) to amend the immigration act of 1924, as 
amended, in respect of nonquota immigrants; and 

A bill (S. 2925) to amend the immigration act of 1924, as 


amended, in respect of non-quota immigrants. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I bave intro- 
duced several bills proposing certain amendments to the immi- 
erition act of 1924 and to “An act to establish a Bureau of Im- 
migration aud Naturalization and to provide for the naturaliza- 
tion of aliens throughout the United States,” approved June 29, 
1906, as amended, tending to correct and remedy what 1 consider 


ithe unreasonable features of these laws. 
I ask that a brief statement explaining these amendments, 
which are necessirily couched in technieal language, be printed 


in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp in the ordinary Recorp type. 


rhere being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the Rucorp, as follows: 

irst. S. 2919. An amendment to the naturalization laws which 
W place within the discretion of the Commissioner General of 
Immigration the right to issue a certificate of arrival upon 
satisfactory proof of residence in the United States from the 
date of actually established lawful entry where the immigra- 
tion records fail to show it. 

Under the present law certificates of arrival are issued only 
to those whose record of immigration can be located at the 
port of entry. 


Until comparatively recent years records of entry at the va- 


rious ports of entry were kept in a rather slipshod manner and 
jherefore were not very accurate. Also, no record of entry 
Was kept of Canadians coming from across the border until a 
very few years ago: as a result of this condition we have many 
thousands of Canadians—estimated over 100,000—in this coun- 
try who have been trying to become naturalized but can not 
because they are unable to procure certificates of arrival. These 
are absolute prerequisites to final citizenship. Of course, the 


injustice of this barrier is obvious. 

Second. 8S. A bill to repeal the so-called national origins 
clanse of the immigration act of 1924. 

‘There workable basis which this national-origins 
cheme can be carried out. The laborious efforts of Doctor Hill 
and his associates make this clear, and the President’s advisers 
re in a let the President, 
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This proposal would relieve the present law of these irreleys 
and arbitrary provisions, which, of course, may become effectiy 
March 1, 1928. 

Third. 8, 2921. An amendment to the immigration act of 1904 
which will exempt from the quota restrictions and adinit fo 
with the brothers, sisters, and parents of World War vetera 
who are citizens of the United States. 

Under the present law brothers and sisters of veterans recei 
none of the preferences or exemptions accorded certain oth, 
aliens. They must await their regular turn on the quota li 
which in most instances has been exhausted for muny years 

Parents of veterans who are American citizens are enti 


to preference within the quota—not because they are par 
of veterans, but because they are parents of citizens—but ey 
this is of no material assistance, because in most countri 
the preference quota has been exhausted for many year: 


cole, 

Fourth. S. An amendment to the immigration act 
1924 exempting from the quota restrictions set forth in the 
the wives and unmarried children under 18 years of age 
aliens who have declared their intention of becoming Ame 
citizens, 

Under the existing law applicants within this class are giy 
no preference and must await their regular turn on the qu 
list, which means a wait of many years before their turn wil 
reached. 

This amendment to the act will correct what is perhaps 
most cruel feature of the present immigration law. It 
enable the uniting of families forcibly separated by the sudd 
passage of the immigration act. The change in the iminigration 
laws took place within two months’ time—the Senate discussi 
the act during the months of May and June, and the law becom 
ing operative on July 1, 1924. 

This law resulted in reducing the quota of some countries f1 
thousands to hundreds. The quota, for instance, from the cou 
try of Italy was reduced from $2,315 to approximately 3,000 
The Polish and other quotas were similarly reduced. This 4 
criminatory reduction of quotas exhausted the allotment 
many countries for a number of years; many aliens who applied 
for immigration visas before July 1, 1924, have not yet li 
reached and may not for some time. 

Fifth. S. 2923. An amendment to the immigration act of 1921 
granting nonquota status to husbands of American citizens ai 
in this way exempting them from quota restrictions, Under 
the present law husbands of citizens receive only a preferen 


9O99 
alae. 


Wi 


within the quota and must await their regular turn on ¢! 
preference quota list. 
The law now in force grants nonquota status to wives of 


American citizens, but does not grant a like status to husban:s 
of American citizens. This amendment is merely a reciprocal 
clause, seeking to establish the same rights for husbands 
citizens as those already allowed wives of citizens, 

Sixth. S. 2924. A bill to amend the immigration act of 1924 
which, if enacted, will place religious teachers and charitab 
workers in educational eleemosynary institutions within t) 
same Class of immigrant applicants as ministers and professo1 
and therefore entitle them to nonguota status. 

Under the present law alien applicants falling within this 
class receive no preference or exemption and must await their 
regular turn on the quota list. To illustrate, all the el 
mosynury iustitutions of Porto Rico are directed by Spanish 
subjects and are seriously handicapped because religious teach 
ers and charity workers have grown old and their places ¢ 
not be filled by young trained Spanish-speaking teachers. T! 
Spanish quota is so very smal! (131) and the number of appli 
cants against this quota is so much larger (2,500) that it wil! 
be about 20 years before religious teachers and charity workers 


now applying can be reached. Similar conditions exist in 
charitable institutions conducted for the benefit of certain 


foreign-born groups in this country. 

Seventh. S. 2925. A bill to amend the immigration act of 1924 
which will exempt from quota restrictions the unmarried chi! 
dren of American citizens between the ages of 18 and 21 years. 

Under the law as it now exists, unmarried children of Ameri: 
citizens between the ages of 18 and 21 years are given only 4 
preference within the quota of the country of their birth, which 
in some cases means they must wait as many as 10 years before 
their turn on the preference quota list will be reached. 

Children of citizens coming within this class may enter with- 
out delay if this amendment is enacted into law. 


AMENDMENT TO INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 9481, the independent offices 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed, as follows: 
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Nevada, and this board is advised by the city attorney in the States 
of Washington and Oregon have caused the people to pay excessive rates 
for telephone service, and will, if not restrained, seek to impose unjust, 
and unfair telephone rates in all communities where 
are engaged in business: Now therefore be it 


discriminatory, 
they 


Resolved 


Secrion 1. That Congress cause a Federal investigation to be con- 
ducted of the affairs of the Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co., the 
American Telephone & Telegraph Co., and the Western Electric Co. 
for the rpose of ascertaining if the relations between these com- 


panies constitute a monopoly in the selling of telephone service through- 


out the States of California, Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Nevada, 
and “if they do constitute a monopoly that action be taken by Con- 
I to initiate a proper proceeding to terminate the relations between 
th American Telephone & Telegraph Co., Western Electric Co., and 
the Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co, 

2. The city yrney is hereby directed to forward a copy of 





ed States Senators Hiram W. JOHNSON and 


SAMUEL M SHorvTripce, and all Members of the House of Representa- 
tives from California, that they may take the necessary steps to cause 

investigation hereby requested, and that the city attorney is further 
directed to send copies of this resolution to all large cities in the States 
of Cal rnia, Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Nevada, with the request 
that th cities pass resolutions by their boards of supervisors, coun- 
cilmen, trustee or other governing boards, and that such resolutions be 


forwarded to their representatives in Congress. 
Adopted. Board of supervisors, San Francisco, December 19, 1927. 
J. S. DUNNIGAN, Clerk. 
1927, 
JAMES ROLPH, Jr., Mayor. 


Approved, San Francisco, December 30, 
e*t 


INVESTIGATION OF 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, 1 desire to give notice that 
to-morrow, as soon as it is possible to obtain recognition, I shall 
spenk on the resolution now pending before the Interstate Com- 
Committee providing for an investigation of the coal 
fields of Pennsylvania and contiguous territory. 


COAL FIELDS OF PENNSYLVANIA 


merce 


PENSION FUNDS FOR INTERSTATE RAILROAD EMPLOYEES 


Mr. COPELAND submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
127), which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce: 
directed (1) 
respect of 


That 
the 


the Interstate Commerce Commission is 
Senate the opinion of the commission in 


Reeolved, 
to report to 


the feasibility of requiring each railroad which is subject to the inter 
state commerce act, as amended, to establish a pension fund for its 
employees, and (2) to include in such report, if in the opinion of the 

mmission such project is feasible, a statement of the plan for estab 
lishing such fund which the commission deems most suitable. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latia, one of his secretaries, announced that on January 26, 
1928, the President approved and signed the act (S. 672) for 
the purpose of rehabilitating farm lands in the flood areas. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8269) making 
appropriations for the Departments of State and Justice and 
for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Commerce and 
Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other 
purposes; requested a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and that Mr. SHREvr, 
Mr. TinKHAM, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. OLitver of Alabama, and Mr. 
Grirein were appointed managers on the part of the House at 


the conference. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE AND JUSTICE, ETC, 


fhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Epce in the chair) laid 
hefore the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
i ng to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
iking appropriations for the Departments of State and 
and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Com- 
merce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and 
for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


} 
On the adisagres 


Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, agree to the conference asked by the House, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Presiding Officer appointed 
Mr. Jones, Mr. WARREN, Mr. Smoor, Mr. Boran, Mr. OvERMAN, 
and Mr 


Harris conferees on the part of the Senate. 
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ORDER 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York 1 
CorELAND] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished busin 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it was understood on F 
day that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. NeeLty] w 
have the floor at this time, and I yield to him for the pur; 
of making a statement. 


OF PROCEDURE 





PROHIBITION QUESTIONNAIRE FOR REPUBLICAN 


DIDATES 


PRESIDENTIAL (¢ 


Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, g 
admired the profound wisdom, the moving eloquence, the | 
courage, and the extraordinary statesmanship of the illustri 
senior Senator from Idaho [Mr, Boran]. For this great 
of stainless character and spotless reputation I have long e 
tained the most genuine affection. Therefore, with unfeic 
regret I find myself impelled by duty to proclaim that 
Senator has in a single instance sadly disappointed my ey 
tations and grieviously blighted my hopes. The source 
disappointment and the cause of my complaint are c! 
revealed by the matters of record to which the attention 
the Senate is invited. 

In a recent colloquy, in which the Senator from Idaho |\) 
Boran], the Senator from New York [Mr. Corenanp], and 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway], and I participated, |] 
asked the Senator from Idaho the following question, wh 
appears on page 1314 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp for 
llth day of January, 1928: 


Mr. Nrevy. For instance, if the very dearly beloved Senato 
Kansas [Mr. Curtis], or if Mr. Hoover should become the Repu 
nominee for President, and the should receive an 
his inquiry about such nominee’s position on the eighteenth ; 
ment, will he not be good enough also to ask the candidate if, 
event of his election, he purposes to appoint an ex-distiller 
ex-prewer Secretery of the Treasury to supervise the enforcen 


the prohibition amendment? 


for many years I have gre 


Senator answ 


The Senator from Idaho answered this question as follo 


Mr. Boran. That will be a very pertinent question, and I am 


I believed this reply to be equivalent to a promise by the 
Senator that in catechizing Republican presidential candidates 
about their stand on the eighteenth amendment and the Vol 
stead Act he would adorn his questionnaire and enrich 
inquiry with an interrogatory to the following effect: 

If you should be elected President, will you appoint an ex-di 
an ex-brewer, or an ex-brewery owner Secretary of the Treas 


supervise the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and 
Volstead Act? 
While I was in this happy state of blissful belief 


Senator from Idaho made public the fearsome questionnail 
which he has very appropriately, patriotically, and with due 
solemnity nailed to the desk of his Republican colleague the 
senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis]. No bull of excom 
munication, heralded from housetop or flaunted from cathedra 
door, ever created greater consternation among heretics 

the Senator's questionary has occasioned among the ver) 
merous but not conspicuously courageous throng of ambitious 
candidates who had hoped to gum shoe, soft pedal, side-stv| 
pussy foot, and polly fox their way to the presidential 

In vain have I searched this questionnaire from alpha 
omega again and again for an inquiry concerning the qua 
cations of the supervisor of the prohibition law whom Senator 
Curtis would appoint in the event of his being elected Presid: 

Since it is generally known that the Senator from Idalio nes 
intentionally dodges an issue I am compelled to believe that 
has forgotten that he concurred expressly in the pertinency, 2nd 
inferentially in the propriety of the inquiry that I proposed ou 
the 11th day of January. If the Senator has forgotten t 
very important matter, he has thereby indicated that he has 
more unretentive memory than any other high official in 
country excepting Mr. Herbert Hoover, who can not remem) 
who married him, how many political parties he has joined 
a decade, nor even the name of the country of which he has ! 

a resident for the last 14 years. 

Let me digress to observe that it is fortunate for the 
elegiac poet, Thomas Gray, that he wrote his famous elegy in ‘ 
country churchyard and died before Mr. Hoover lived and h id 
his notorious attack of acute amnesia. Otherwise the wor 
would have lost from that matchless poem the four beautitul 
lines: 


} 
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no one be deceived. Obviously, a thief wil eve entoree 
law against Jarceny; a pyromaniac will never enforce the | 
against arson; a distille r brewe1 ill never enforce the | 
Volstead Act. Consequently, the friends of temperance are just 
nxious to know the attitude of the next Secretary of the 
asury toward prohibition enforcement they are to lear 
the next President stands on tl mportant questi | 
I some unchuritable one ule e t questiont 





under discussi he 
nomination 


because for the last 


to that 
idates for the 
eestion is superfluous, 


ve been constantly subjecting 
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our candidates 
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\ 
for a long time been asking our presidential candidates not only 
ere they stand on every question of public concern but what 
y think and what they intend to do about every priva | 
matter that may conceivably arise between the first of earth’s 
dies and the last of her graves. Our Democratic inquisitors 
sisting upon knowing not only where our presidential 
didates are now but also where their progenito1 came | 
om and where their posterity are goil 


at under the Demo- 
l, every purpose will 
ht forth ii 


the public may be 
cratic roof tree every plan 
explained, and every hit 
light of the noonday sun. | 
Mherefore let us urge the 
nquiry and enlarge its purr 


brief, 


; 
7 
A 


te nd that the Republican } 
order. I 


se 


usehold may also be put in et him persist in his | 
highly meritorious quest for information until widespread “ piti- 
ess publicity ” shall have been given to the attitude of every 
Republican presidential candidate toward prohibition legis] 
tion and the enforcement of prohibition law. The Senator will, 
by accomplishing what he has so courageously and patriotic 


| 
mittter, 


this 


serv 


purify the candidates of his 
his country, and again earn an 
and affection of the American 


undertaken in 
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Mr. COPELAND M Pre lent, on Friday I in duced 
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The 


plac 


LEGISLATIVE CLERK. 
in the bill: 

That section 870 of the shipping act, as found in the Code of Laws 
the United States, shall be amended to permit the loan of 75 per 


It is proposed to insert at the proper 


of 


cent of the constructional cost of the ships for a period of 20 years, 
ind at the rate of interest which is paid by the Government at the 
time upon money borrowed. 


Mr. COPELAND. This provides a change in the amount from 
66 per cent to 75 per cent, increases the period of payment of 
the loan from 15 years to 20 years, and decreuses the rate 
of interest from 4% per cent to the current rate, whatever it 
muy be—now about 3% per cent. 

fn a moment I shall present another amendment which pro- 
vides for a change in the ocean mail act. This is a measure I 
introduced last and in line with what 
Mr. Wilder's proposal to the Shipping Board. 

On Thursday there was some discussion in the Senate; and 
1 ask the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to what 
I am about to say, if he will be good enough to listen. 

Mr. WALSH Massachusetts, The Senator has my atten- 
tion. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator. 

On Thursday in the discussion the Senator from Massachu- 
setts—found page 2059 of the Recorp of that day—ruised 
the question as to whether or not this proposal made by the 
Transoceanie Co. was ouly a scheme to defer action on the pend- 
ing bill. He was fearful that it was an eleventh-hour proposal 
to delay action Iie was sitting opposite the Senator from 
Washington |Mr. Jones], and asked him across the aisle if he 
had ever heard about this proposal; and then the Senator from 
Miussachusetts said: 


I will 


session 


ol 


ol 


siy to the Senator— 


Referring to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BrIncHam]— 


that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Jones], who 


sits right here, who has studied this question more than any man in 
this country, says he first heard rumors about what the Senator is 
talking of a few weeks ago. 

It ts only fair, Mr. President, to say that this concern re- 


quested a hearing before the Senate Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor state when? 
Mr. COPELAND. On the 8th of January a telegram was 


sent to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, saying: 


As citizens decply and substantially interested in the American mer- 
chant marine, my associates and myself respectfully ‘request a hearing 
before your honorable Senate committee regarding Senate bills 743 and 
744. which we understand are at present under consideration by the 
Senat« of which you are chairman. We are prepared to 
offer our views on these pending acts of legislation at your committee's 


earliest convenience. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 
that was only a few weeks ago. 

Mr. COPELAND. It was only a few weeks ago; that is true. 
So far as the Senator from Massachusetts is concerned, in spite 
of all newspaper comments to the contrary, there is never any 
row between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself, and 
rarely any disagreement on public questions. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 concur in that statement, 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator. The situation is an 
amazing one. ‘ 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, may I suggest that that did not 
eall attention to any proposition that they had to submit. If 
the Senator will permit me, the chairman of the committee 
notified these gentlemen that the committee itself would deter- 
mine whether or not it would proceed with the consideration 
of the mensure looking toward a subsidy, or whether it would 
decide te report a bill similar to the one reported at the close 
of the last session of Congress; and, if the committee decided 
the latter, no hearings would be necessary. 

Mr. COPELAND. In order that the Recorp may be complete, 
I assume that the Senator from Washington has no objection 
to having his reply put in the Recorp? 


committee 


The Senator will agree that 


Mr. JONES. Not at all. 
Mr. COPELAND. I will read this, then, so that we may 
know what it is, and then I will ask that it be included in the 


RECORD : 
Unrrep States SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
January 9, 1928. 
Mr. LauRENCE R. WILDER, 
Hotel Carlton, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Witprr: Your telegram of January 8 at hand. The 

committee meets this morning to determine the policy that it will fol- 


is suggested in’ 
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low. If it decides that a bill for Government construction is the wi 
course to follow, I do not think that hearings are necessary. If 
committee should decide that it will 


subsidy bill, then hearings will be had. 


give serious consideration 


I assume that you would oppose the passage of S. 744, but it 
committee decides that the wisest policy is embodied in that | 
will act upon it without further delay. 

Sincerely yours, 
wae 


ahd 


That was sent on the morning of the 9th of Junuary, 
later the same day the bill was ordered reported, 

I wish to say something about that, because I do not wa 
the country to believe that a matter so serious as the fate of 
the American merchant marine could possibly be determine; 
in the course of a few minutes’ meeting of the Committe 
Commerce. 

We had a meeting of the Committee on Commerce in tly 
middle of December. At that time we discussed very 
what we were going to do about these various bills, 
suggested to me that I withdraw the bill which I 
sented, proposing an amendment to the ocean mail act, from 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and have it 
referred to the Committee on Commerce in order that it might 
receive the attention of the committee. I understood that 
there was to be full and free discussion of this matter after 
the holidays. 

My record book shows that we were to begin these hearings 
on the 10th of January. As a matter of fact, a meeting wis 
called for the 9th of January, at a time in the morning when 
I could not be there. When I arrived at 11 o'clock, an li 
after the stated time for the meeting, the meeting had ad 
journed, and the committee had reported this bill. You 
recall that that afternoon the bill was reported to the Senate, 
when I protested on the floor of the Senate, and received t! 
assurance of the Senator from Washington, the chairman of 
the committee, that there would be another meeting of 
Commerce Committee when this matter might be considered; 
and tbat meeting was held, and it was very briefly considered 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
York yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. COPELAND. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I do not think the Senator desires to misrepre- 
sent the chairman or the committee either by inference or 
otherwise. 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not. 

Mr. JONES. The chairman set the time of the meeting of the 
committee and supposed that everybody could be there at that 
time; and the chairman remembers that the committee delayed 
quite a while, waiting for Senators to come there, and especially 
waiting for the Senator from New York. We finally came to 
the conclusion that the Senator could not be there for some 
reason, and the committee acted, I know that the chairman, and 
I think the committee, wanted to be perfectly fair to everybody 
in the matter, and we certainly tried to be. We were not seek- 
ing to take snap judgment on anybody, and I know there was 
no thought of anything of the kind. 

Mr. COPELAND. I accept in good faith what the Senator 
has said; but I do say that this matter should be considered at 
length and in detail by somebody from the United States Sen 
ate. This is a matter on which we should hear the Secretary 
of the Navy to get his views as to what we need to do with an 
American merchant marine in order to guarantee this second 
line of defense to the country. We need to hear from the Secre- 
tary of Commerce; we need to hear from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, in order that we may get his views as to whether or not 
the ocean mail act might be amended for the benefit of the 
country. My contention is, without criticizing any individual or 
any committee, that the Senate has not given any study to such 
a proposal as Mr. Wilder makes, or to the general principle 
involved in that proposal. 

I am not interested in his proposal. I am not prepared to say 
whether he can carry out that proposal or not, but do say that 
what he proposes is in harmony with the testimony of ever) 
shipping man who has ever appeared before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce since I have been a member of that com- 
mittee. 

Last year we had extended hearings before the Committee on 
Commerce regarding the proposed sale of certain ships by the 
United States Shipping Board. That was the United States 
Line, and two proposals had been made for the purchase of that 
line. 

As Senators will see from the record, we had extensive hear- 
ings, and there was no disagreement among witnesses that if 
we were to have an effective privately owned American mer- 
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h marine there must 
the operation of such a merchant marine, or it could 1 be put 


re 





, junto private hands, 
here is no doubt that there is a marked difference of opi 
the Senate as to what is the duty of the country There are 
nators here who have frankly said during the past week tha 
ievy have burned the bridges and are committed to a } 
Government ownership and operation. That is the s i 
‘y express. I may be wrong, but I think some Senators a 


porting the pending bill on theory that it will help t 


uch a permanently owned and Government-operated me! 
t marine. I am sorry that there are not more Senators 
e to hear this discussion, but I hope .the country will 
it. I believe that when the country does learn tl! true il 


sss of its significance the 


rane 
posal. 


resenbtinent 


this bill provides, by indirection, for continued operation by 
Government. The only thing in this bill that is new is the 
roviso that no ship shall be id hereafter except by unai 


is consent of the board. It is almost impossible to conceive 








it the board would ever agree ulanimously to the sale of a 
p. This board, as I pointed out, is a regi | board. Tw 
nbers come from the Pacific, two from th iuntic, one from 
Great Lakes, one from the interior, and one from the Gult 
State Is it conceivable that there could be unanimity of 


inion in a board so constituted, when the interests of a given 

on might be involved in what was proposed in the wi 
On Friday I pointed out that 116 ships, almost half of th 
hips now operated by the Shipping Board, go out of Gulf ports 


of them sail from New Orleans. I 
ips operate. I am willing to vote operate them. I 
believe the time ming in a generation when the 
‘Shipping Board will be a body unnecessary in our Government 
But half the losses of the Shipping Board, Mr. President, com 

the operation of those Gulf sh Over $5.000.000 is lost 
» the Government in the operation of those ships. Every time 
ship sails out of one of our ports with a cargo, the Government 


KHighty-nine am glad th 
money to 


ot is 


Ips 


f the United States pays $1.48 a ton on the freight. The loss 
carrying the freight is $1.48 a ton. In spite of what the ship 


rs pay, in spite of all the receipts of the board, the loss to 
rovernment every time it carries a ton of freight is $1.48. 

Yet, returning again for a moment Gulf lines and sery- 
es, they are necessary, and I am willing to have them operate. 
But if there came a time when the Shipping Board in its wisdom 

termined that those ships should be sold, do Senators think 
hat the Gulf man would vote to sell them? 

I am not seeking to reflect upon him in the lea I honor him 
r the position he would take. If I lived in New Orleans, or 
ime from the Guif section, I would vote exactly in the way hi 
would yote. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
ion in this connection? Has the amount of t in 

ion with the ships sailing from New Orleans been increasing 

decreasing each year? 


the 


to the 


ST; 


ques 
he 


losses con 


Mr. COPELAND. They are about the same There is no 
gain, there is no improvement. The loss is about the same. 
Mr. SMITH. Has that been true from the inception of the 


Shipping Board to the present? 


Mr. COPELAND. During the past five or six years. I may 
siy to the Senator from South Carolina that there was a 
period immediately after the war, when the shipping of the 
world had been swept off the seas by the submarines and by 


the vicissitudes of war, when our Shipping-Board-built ships 


made money; but that time has passed. The merchant ships 
f the world have been restored. Eight million tons have been 
built by foreign nations, and now, of course, We are on our | 
own bottom, so to speuk, and that is a very proper term when | 


we speak about the merchant marine. 


Mr. SMITH. If the Senator has analyzed the figures, will 
he tell to what particular feature this loss is attributable? 

Mr. COPELAND. One feature is that we have to pay about 
$2,000,000 a year to the agents who operate the lines. That is 
one ioss. In the next place, of course, there is a loss on the 
bulk of business, about $1.48 for every ton of freight carried 
because of high costs. 

Mr. SMITH. I asked the first question, in reference to 
whether this loss was increasing or decreasing, because my at 


tention had been called to the fact that the lines of shipment 
for many years hrve been to other poris, rather than the 
Gulf or the South Atlantic ports, that it would take a period 
of years to inspire confidence on the part of the shipping public 
sufficient to cause them to route their shipments from the inte- 
rior by these Gulf and South Atlantic ports, and unless the 
schedules were dependable it was said they would not tuke the 
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Ml COPELAND What was that he Amer n Premier 
Line or the Palmetto Line? 

M SMITH it was the Carolina Line, I think, the Palmetto 

Mr. COPELANIT The Palmetto Line to the United Kinge m 
and Continental Europe 

Mr. SMITH. The element of uncertainty as to cargoes made 
it impossible for those who were trying to operate fl line 
definitely to state when a ship would sail, and it was not a 
fair test It seems to me that at New Orleans, where they 
have definite schedules arranged, there is a fair test to 


Whether the Government can engage to do this work 

Mr. COPELAND Ll thank the Senator from South Carolina. 
He has added to the interest of the debate and has ated a 
thing which must be considered seriously by the Sen: 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppie in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Cali- 


fornia? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to give the 
exact figures with respect to the losses suffered by the Govern- 
ment from the operating of ships out of Gulf ports? For the 
11 months of the last year the loss was $5,163,307.19, for 11 
months, not the full year. Of that sum there was paid to the 
agents of the Shipping Board the sum of $1,604,727.90. I would 
like to have that appear in the Recorp 


Mr. FLETCHER It is already in the Recorp, at page 2139 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I want it there again, so that all may 
remember it 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank Senator. 
Friday I put into the the Rr full repe 
and showed a loss of $5,163.307.19 for the 


the 


ORD a 


In my r 
rt of the 
period of 


marks 
Gulf 
11 


on 
ships 
months, 


as has been stated by the Senator from California 

Mr. FLETCHER. That includes an item of $949,260, includ- 
ing inactive vessel expense. I do not know what that means, 
but it does not mean operation. 


Mr. COPELAND. This is what it 
assigned to that service more ships can be used all the 
time there, so that part of the time some of those ships are tied 
up, but of course while they are tied up fires are kept under 
boilers and the ships have to be maintained. So it is a perfectly 
legitimate against the service. But even subtractin 
that amount the loss is still considerably over $4,000,000 

Mr. President, I that the 


means, that there had been 


than 
the 
charge y 


ardent advocates 


regret of per- 
petual Government ownership and operation do not appear to be 
in the Chamber. However, for the Rrecorp, we can go on just 
the same. Of course, I exclude from what I have just said 
the distinguished Senator who now occupies the chair [Mr. 
JOHNSON } 
We must decide what we are going to do with this law. I 
do not refer to the pending bill, which does not amount to any- 
thing because it will add nothing to our merchant marine. It 


never would result in the building of a ship by the Government. 
Its only effect would be to discourage private operators from 
making any effort to build an American merchant marine. 

The law the statute books, and I want to refer to the 
first section of that law. Senators who advocate permanent 
Government ownership and operation and think that somehow 

ier they are going to get it by any feature of the pending 
fail to read what the law provides. 
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I heard the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HowErLL] on 
Friday ask the question: 

Is it good business to sell a line of ships when it has in it some 
hope of making money? 


He criticizes the Shipping Board for selling. When a line of 
ships appears to be prosperous. it attracts the attention of 
private operators and then the*Shipping Board proceeds to seli 
the ships. 

I have the greatest respect for my friend the junior Senator 
from Nebraska. What he did in operating publicly owned 
publie utilities in his State entitles him to the respect of his 
countrymen, und also that experience entitles him to speak as to 
what might be done by the permanent operation of these ships 
under Government ownership. I agree to that. If it is the 
business of the Government to continue to operate the ships, it 

bad business policy to sell them when we begin to have hopes 


’ earning beyond their expenses. 
But let me point out that that is the law; that is what the 
Jones Act of 1920 contemplates. In order that Senators who 


may be interested may know exactly what it says I want to 
quote from the law, the law which some of us appear to be 
secking to set aside by this indirect method, by the passage 
of the proposed bill. What does the law say—not the bill but 
the law? Section 1 of the merchant marine act of 1920 pro- 
vides: 

That it is necessary for the national defense and for the proper 
security of the foreign and demestic commerce that the United States 
shall have a merchant marine of the best-equipped and most suitable 
f vessels, sufficlent to carry the greater portion of its commerce 
and serve as a naval or military auxiliary in time of war or of 
national emergency. 


types ¢ 


Now, we all agree to that, but we have not any such ships. 
it would take 65 high-grade ships to serve the Navy in time of 
war and we could not muster more than 40 to save our lives. 
The law goes on then to provide that the ships shall— 
ultimately be owned and operated privately by citizens of the United 
States 


lt never was contemplated by the Jones Act of 1920 that those 
ships were to continue in public bands. There was an emer- 
gelcy created by the war. Thousands of those ships were 
built. It cost us $3,000,000,000 to build them. But it never 
was contemplated or intended that the Government should go 
permanently into the ship-operation business, That was not 
thought of by anybody. It is specifically stated in the first 
section of the act that those ships should ultimately go into 
private hands, 

Section 5 of the law provides—and, of course, I know exactly 
what my friend from Nebraska will say with reference to this: 

That in order to accomplish the declared purposes of this act and 
to carry out the policy declared in section 1 hereof— 


And included in that policy is an intention to ultimately put 
all those ships in private hands— 


the board is authorized and directed to sell, as soon as practicable— 


And bere is where the Senator from Nebraska gets ready to 
answer me 


consistent with good business methods and the objects and purposes to 
be attained by this act, at public or private competitive sale. 


The difference between us is this: The Senator from Nebraska 
contends, of course, that to sell the ships is not good business. 
When, then, are the ships to be sold? They ave going to wear 
out after awhile. When are they to be sold? Must we wait until 
they are worn out? We could not get anybody to buy the Gulf 
ships unless they were authorized to take them all and reor- 
ganize the service in the hope that it might be made profitable. 

The law as it stands to-day contemplates that those ships 
shall be turned over to private owners at the earliest possible 
moment consistent with the best interests of the country and the 
maintenance of the national defense. But if we are to change 
our policy, if we are now to determine that instead of a tem- 
porary operation of those ships we are going to reverse our 
policy and have perpetual Government ownership and operation, 
let us stand up like men and declare to the country that that 
is our purpose. Let us not seek by indirection to write into 
the law as it is now some words which seem to indicate that 
we are going to perpetuate Government ownership and opera- 
tion withont frankly and manfully declaring to the country 
that that is our intention. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
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Mr. KING. I think no one can controvert the proposition 
that the board deliberately violated the law, because they could 
have sold all the ships that were seaworthy in 1920, 1921, and 
1922 at from $100 to $150 per ton. They refused to seil, insist- 
ing in many instances upon $250 per ton. There was a spirit 
prompting some members of the board which led them to favor 
Government ownership, and they felt that by refusing to sell, 
ultimately we would have a targe number of ships upon our 
hands and the Gevernment then could use, as an argument for 
continuing the operation, that they could not sell them. 

Lord Incheape, we all know, in Great Britain promptly so! 
hundreds of the British ships at a reasonable profit, but we he! 
on to them, and even now, when we have had an opportuni: 
to sell, the board has insisted upon a 10-year guaranty, whi 
of course, the purchaser could not offer in view of the uncerta 
conditions and the uncertainty of what the Government ji 
going to do. The board has deliberately violated the law ov: 
and over again, and many men in public life have connived ; 
that violation, hoping that ultimately we would be forced to 
have Government ownership. I am amazed that Democrats ai 
strict constructionists upon the other side, who have inveigh 
constantly against the Government going into business and 
Government ownership and socialism and paternalism, should 
give their support to measures which tend to rivet Government 
ownership and operation upon the country. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COPELAND. I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska 
in just a moment. 

I think the Senator from Utah has expressed in quite clear 
terins the entire truth. I recall a dinner address which I made 
in New York a short time ago to the naval architects. On that 
occasion, in as polite terms as I could, I gave it as my convic- 
tion that it seemed to me that when the Shipping Board, in 
the proposed sale of its ships, elevates the standard so high and 
makes the requirement so severe they are open to the charge 
suggested by the Senator. It creates the suspicion that they 
are doing it in order that they may perpetuate the Shipping 
Board, in order that they will continue for ever and ever to 
operate the ships under the existing arrangement. 

Of course, the Senator from Utah and I are not in full agree- 
ment about this matter because I do not think he feels, as I do, 
that there is going to be use for the Shipping Board for a 
long time. When there is a chance to sell these ships and put 
them in private hands, into the hands of American citizens, to 
be operated under the American flag and the country is relieved 
of the necessity of making replacements and reconditioning. it 
strikes me that good business sense would say “Let us sell 
them.” 

The only act of the Shipping Board in the matter of selling 
these ships that I could not understand was the one suggested 
the other day by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercuer] 
with reference to the sale of the Los Angeles. That certainly 
caught in the crop of the American people. We had about 
$2,000,000 invested in that ship, if I am not mistaken, and then 
a couple of years later sold it for $100,000. Is not that right, 
may I ask the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
that it seems to me it ought to have lodged in the crop of the 
American people as he suggested, but it did not seem to do that 
very much. I delivered a speech in the Senate on December 12, 
1924, in which I set out the facts in reference to the City of 
Los Angeles, and since then have been relying on my memory 
very much about it. Here are the facts. 

There was a boat built in Germany at a cost estimated to be 
$1,861,000. In 1920 the-Shipping Board had her reconditioned 
at a cost of $2,686,077. After June, 1922, the board expended 
for renewing passenger quarters and reconditioning her the 
sum of $47,948; for material and hotel equipment the further 
sum of $60,000; and in addition for extras $21,976 was expended. 
This made the vessel cost, most of it in three years, $4,077,001. 
This ship was sold in August of 1923 for $100,000. That is the 
record. If the Senator will turn to the Senate proceedings of 
February 13, 1924, he will find the facts given in a communica- 
tion from the Shipping Board. That actually took place. 

Mr. COPELAND, I thank the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I want to say, if the Senator will allow 
me, with reference to the observation made by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Kine], before we pass from that matter, that 
it is not quite fair to the Shipping Board to talk about what 
they could have done, that they could have disposed of these 
ships at high prices and all that sort of thing, because the 
fact is that they did sell ships at something like $100 a ton. 
They sold every ship they had the opportunity to sell, and in 
most cases, perhaps all, they had to take them back. The 
parties did not carry out their contracts and the board had 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does e Senator from N 
York yield to the Senat from { rnia 
Mr. COPELAND. For a quest ; 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator a que 
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of the efficiency of the Shipping B d 
Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Presid —~ 
Mr. COPELAND. Let not the Senator from Nebraska | 
liscouraged. I am going to get to him in minute [I want 
to give him a chance: he hi 1 right reply: but I » want 
to finish this Los Angeles matter, to ge out of the way 
ause the country misunder is the real facts relating t 
this unwise performances 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. Presid will the Senator from New York 
permit me to interrupt him f moment In be ov 
of the Chamber when the § 1 cludes his argument I 
have an engagement tl "V take n mut of the Chamber, and 
I should like to withdraw the amendment I offered to tl 
ding bill and offe tu mendment therefor. 
Mr, COPELAND k the Se r from Maryland if 
would like to have the amendment at this ti 
Mr. BRUCE No; I am afraid there will be some SCl 
m of the amendn t: othe I should | very glad 
lo s I thank the $ itor N York, but I do not fe 
d in sking him jus to yield for the coi leration 
the amendment. Lat nImayd 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. D« the Senat from M 
nd wish to have the a! nent read at this 
Mr. BRUCE Yes; t Amen mig 1 read I will 
iy, Mr. President, that the ndment was drafted at my 
request by United St s Civil Service Commission, so it is 


the 
in proper form. 


ame 


Mr. COPEI 


il 
i il 
4 
i 
na 
} 
at 9 
it a 
} 

I 
til 
aep 

ee 


iy 
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ithe operation of tl l i I ) ‘ 
» idea of ousting anyi wi Ss \ 


if 
vy future appointees 


AND. Mr. President. I tice f tl Sena 


adopted, woul 











Nebraska |Mr. How: | s |] the ¢ I I 
nd I hope that t Recorp will show, tl I d 
be discourteous to him in not yie‘ding I fi N 
} 1,08 i? ( s il uss ! I ! pe ‘| I 
it e Chambe late d ! 5 ] 
ie! ippropri Oo whe i ilk l ) , 
to ( ik i ps i \ { | ( i | ( 
i m conyvil tne mistake I l ii¢ 11e ¢ ul 
was I ‘ SiUU,00U { S ner 
was i Dou { i i j 
| dzement i il I | Z ney 
eH p which ulted tor rel ~ 
sales of 1y shy E p > Priv 
i i} into consideration the hicher standart \ Fes 
u ance of the crew and also the larger pers el 
‘ed by law on American ips as compared to similar 
! ts on foreign shi so t highe 
ved in the peration of Ame ij n ecitic 
f 1 Ships is made up t extent { ad 
| rzes Clit t to the e I e irties I ips 
l¢ il in their original t o1 eir ¢ of repr 
tl higher « nave been « é ft the 
essential service shiy sold by e Shi ing Board 
reduction in capital eos fixed l rance, 
LO i 0 , ihis is been n in ns ot 
the differentials and affordil temporary I 1 
which will mtinue tf be permanent nic Ve « t 
0 me kind to correct i 
P ! Sha t roviding 
I ins Now Imeut which 
mij Ss a cure for n Iment 
rd to the clerk’s d k to have 
d Before doing l attenti to 
era y { cing ne 
LVeé Ne. ‘ps i brit y 
have in the lI nted out ti 
day, the Leviati ich-grads hip 
first « in our 0 Governm 
ive running with t he President 
t the George Washington. and the Republic Tl ‘ 
h the ¢ ption of the / hen, are in ne e what 
( npetitor with the « | i s of the ¢ ird nd h 
( Star Lines, the Nor ( m LI ] ul Hamburg 
ican, and even the Cos h Line, ru g from Triest 
! call atten for the il of tl record, to what 
ing « ibroad ri} Wi Star I building a new 
Ot } mie i iryest | it, gre 
and n ¢ l than, W is now tl 
hat ly replace Homeric and will run 
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mine came on to New York because he was safling on the Kron 
Prinzessin Cecile. So I inquired about that boat. I do not 
emember whether she is the ship which subsequently became 


the Agamemnon or the Mount Vernon, I will ask the Senator 
Florida if he remembers as to that. 
Mr. FLETCHER. She is now the Agamemnon, 
Mr. COPELAND. Very well. T’'wenty years ago this ship 
an old ship. The Agamemnon was built in 1902 or 1903. 
fhink of it! Now we are asked to spend a vast amount of 
money to recondition that old hulk. Her sister ship is the 
ITensa. Senators will remember that the Agamemnon and the 


German ships and were in New York 
Harbor at the time we went into the war, and we took them 
over; but ister ship, the Hersa, was in Germany and was 
preserved to Germany. After the war they reconditioned her, 
hut she lasted only two years; that is all; and then was with- 
ilrawn from service. 

I have told the Senate about the Cunard Line spending 
830,000,000 to build a ship to replace the Mauretania, although 
the Mauretania at this moment is the fastest ship on the ocean. 


wount Vernon were 


The Cunard owners, however, see that she is too old; she can 
not stand the North Atlantic storms, and so in their wisdom 
they are building a $30,000,000 vessel to replace her. Yet we 
are so short-sighted and assume such a dog-in-the-manger 
attitude that we are not even building any such ships or let- 
ting the people of our country do it. I speak now of the Ship- 
ping Board, which is not empowered to build any such ships; 


neither do we permit private enterprise to do it. 

Phat all. The Germans are building two fine ships, 
and in order to build them they borrowed $20,000,000 in New 
York City 


is not 


And then here is an account I eut out of a newspaper a 
couple of days ago stating that the Cosulich Line is building 
the Saturnia and Vuleania, the two fastest motor ships ever 


constructed. I was in Trieste shortly after the war. At that 
time ecobwebs were growing on the docks at Trieste, but they 
have so far recovered that they are now launching the two 


fastest motor ships upon the ocean; and yet the United States 


does nothing either through the Shipping Board or by encour- 
agement of private enterprise. We ought to be ashamed of our- 
elves. Why are we not doing anything even in the face of 
subvyentions and contributions in France last year of $4,200,000 ; 


of assistance by Italy to her citizens to the amount of $3,000,000, 
and of tremendous subventions paid by the British Government 
to British ships and then liberal contracts made for carrying 
the mail? 

Mr. President, we have had a challenge from this Wilder 
coneern, It is the same challenge that has been made to the 
United States by every private shipbuilder in this country dur- 


ing the past 5 years and perhaps 10 years. How are we going 
to meet that challenge? 
What is it that is proposed? An amendment to the ocean 


mail act of 1891: and I will ask the clerk to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read the amend- 
ment. The Senator understands, however, that the pending 
amendment is the one offered by the Senator from Maryland. 
The amendment of the Senator from New York will be read for 
the information of the Senate. 

Mr. COPELAND, The Senator so understands, and he under- 
stands also that a moment ago he offered another amendment ; 
but I ask that this one be read for the benefit of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read the amend- 
ment, 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


At the proper place in the bill, insert the following new sections: 

“ SEc. That the ocean mail act of March 3, 1891, » and 
hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“* That the Postmaster General, under such rules and regulations as 
the Shipping Board and the Postmaster General may prescribe, is hereby 
authorized and empowered to enter into contracts, for a term of not 
than 5 nor than 10 years’ duration, with American citizens 
the mails on American steam and motor ships between 
United States and ports in foreign countries, the Dominion 
1 excepted, as in his judgment will best subserve and promote 
the postal and commercial interests of the United States. 


be is 


less 
for carrying 
ports of the 


more 


of Canad 


* Se Before making any contracts for carrying ocean mails in 
accordan with this act the Postmaster General shall give public 
notice by ivertising once a week, for three months, in such daily 
papers as he all select in each of the cities of Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, St. Louis, Charleston, Norfolk, 
Savannah, Galveston, Houston, and Mobile, and when the proposed 


service is to be on the Pacific Ocean, then in Los Angeles, San Fran- 


cisco, Portland, and Seattle. Such notice shall describe the route, the 
time when such contract will be made, the duration of the same, the 


size of the steam or motor ships to be used, the number of trips a year, 
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the times of safling, and the time when the service shall commenc: 
which shall not be more than three the contract shall be 
let. The details of the mode of advertising and Ictting such contracts 


years after 


shall be conducted in the manner prescribed in chapter 8 of Title 
XLVI (p. 3941-3963) of the Revised Statutes for the letting of inland 
mail contracts so far as the same shall be applicable to the ocean 
mail service. 

** Sec. 3. The vessels employed in the mail service under the pro 
visions of this section shall be American-buiit steam or motor ships 


or steam or motor ships registered under the laws of the United States 


not later than January 1, 1928, or which were actually ordered and 
under construction for the account of American citizens previous to 
that date, owned and officered by American citizens, in conform! 
with existing law, and upon each departure from the United Sit 


except in the steward’s and commissary department, three-quarters of 


the crew shali be citizens of the United States, and said vessels shall 
be constructed after the latest and most approved types, and shall be 
so maintained during the period of the contract, with all the modern 
| improvements and appliances for ocean steam or motor ships. 

“*They shall be divided into five classes. The first shall be steel 


screw steam or motor ships, capable of maintaining a speed of 253 knots 
an hour at sea in ordinary weather, and of a gross registered tonnage 


of not less than 20,000 tons. The second class shall be steel steam 


| or motor ships, capable of maintaining a speed of 19 knots an hour at 


sea in ordinary weather, and of a gross registered tonnage of not | 
than 10,000 tons. The third class shall be steel steam or motor ships, 
capable of maintaining a speed of 16 knots an hour at sea in ordinary 
weather, and of a gross of not than 8,000 rhe 
fourth class shall be steel steam or motor ships, capable of maintaining 
a speed of 13 knots an hour at sea in ordinary weather, and of a 
registered tonnage of not less than 4,000 tons. 
Steel steam or motor ships, 


Ss 


tonnage less tons 


Lross 
The fifth class shall be 
capable of maintaining a speed of 944 knots 
an hour at sea in ordinary weather, and of a gross registered 
of not less than 2,000 It shall be stipulated in the contract 
contracts to be entered inio for the said mail service that said vessels 
may carly passengers with their baggage in addition to said mails and 
may do all ordinary freight or other business done by steam or motor 
ships. 


tonnage 


tons. or 


*“*Spc, 4, All steam or motor ships of the first, second, and third 


classes employed as above and hereafter built shall be constructed of 
sufficlent strength and stability to carry and sustain the working and 
operation of at least four effective rifled cannon of a caliber of not 


less than 6 inches, and shall be of the highest 
commerce, And all vessels of said three classes heretofore built and so 
employed shall, before they are accepted f the mail service 
provided for, be thoroughly inspected by a competent naval officer or 
constructor detailed for that service by the Secretary of the Navy; and 
such officer shall report, in writing, to the Secretary of the Navy, who 
shall transmit said report to the Postmaster General, and no such vessel 
not approved by the Secretary of the Navy as suitable for the service 
required shall be employed by the Postmaster General as provided for 


rating known to maritime 


or herein 


in this section. 
“*Sec. 5. The rate of compensation to be paid for such ocean mal! 
service of the said first-class ships shall not exceed the sum of $12 a 


mile, for the second-class ships $8 a mile, for the third-class ships 
$4 a mile, for the fourth-class ships $2.50 a mile, and for the fifth- 


class ships $1.82 a mile for the actual number of miles required by the 
Post Office Department to be traveled on each outward voyage: Pro 
vided, That if the Postmaster General shall determine that it is neces- 
sary on any route to have ships of a greater speed than 23 knots per 
hour, he may allow $1 per mile additional for each knot per hour of 


speed in excess of 23 knots per hour for ships of the first class: Pro- 
vided further, 'That when a vessel of one class is engaged in a_ par- 


ticular trade where the draft or tonnage of such vessel is limited by 
harbor conditions but possesses the speed of vessels of the next higher 
class, the Postmaster General may, if in his opinion the needs of the 
trade require such service, pay to such vessel or vessels the rate of 
compensation allowed vessels of the next higher class: Provided fur- 
ther, That in the case of failure from any cause to perform the regular 
voyage stipnlated for in said contracts, or any of them, a pro rata 
deduction shall be made from the compensation on account of such 
omitted voyage or voyages; and that suitable fines and penalties may 
be imposed for delays or irregularities in the due performance of service 
according to the contract, to be determined by the Postmaster General. 
“* Spc, 6. Upon each of said vessels the United States shall be entitled 
to have transported free of charge a mail messenger, or messengers, 
whose duty it shall be to receive, sort, take in charge, and deliver the 
mails to and frem the United States, and who shall be provided with 
suitable room for the accommodation of himself and the mails. 


ee Be 


Such steam or motor ships may be taken in case of national 
emergency and used by the United States as transports or cruisers, upon 
payment to the owners of the fair actual value of the same at the time 
of the taking, and if there shall be a disagreement as to the fair actual 
value between the United States and the owners, then the same shall 
be determined by two impartial appraisers, one to be appointed by each 
of said parties, they at the same time selecting a third, who shall act 








}> 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EpGe in the chuir) Phe ! r met f 
reiary will call the roll. W > Ss ziy of é opinion ved w 1 thi 
rhe Chief Clerk called the 1 and the following Senators lopt de te i cons to m 
red to their names: ! i mar id neg s _Y 3 3 
. Plet I I ~ iv { exper 3 114 
ray Mick 1 = Ve f the Jones and \ . . . 
a ; Ge McMast Smith ' 
{ \ sin i 
Gi Mayfield Steck i sp 
<2las Ml it Steiw i KMA 
(; i eck Stephen 
Gould \ Swanso en 
I Hale Oddir Thomas | “ 
Iiari Overma frammell ( oO 
Ha aa? ae » 2 Aare 8 FrRaxyk R. Wu 
l 1 Huavd Ran Wagnet | t fed Sta Ser 
ifeflin Reed, I Walsh, Mas I ( Chaml ‘ > a 0 ; 
Howel Rob 1, Ari Walsh, Mon j : d ; wit . 
Tohnsor Robinson, Ine Warren . = , Watt “sy t vig . ' pthitigs 
I Jones sackett Waterman ind repl n order ) g these s i to r high poi 
Kendrick Schal Watson ficis \ It our opinion that the t nd se die ib 
Ke Sheppard Wt i B ! l I 
is King Shipstead Willis — Shipping Board have 1 rere very valuable ser to th 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Bighty Senators havi n- pine pcs cegrltgyisayd cana ki scrnbcgpelante-gdiamapeagliar 
é i ied il such tim y p erly turned 
ad to their haumes, there su quorum present, ompanti a sali tlie ee as al a ; 
Mr. RANSDELI Mr. President — : , POSERERS Ope! 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New | 2 En ewe ee oan et ee ssels. 1 supp t 
k vield to the Senutor from Louisiana? | . bs BTOUtLY pre t i 
Mr. COPELAND I vield ( YNATI CHAMBER OF COMMERC! 
Mr. RANSDELL. T notice in the Recorp of the 27th, at page + Sa 
‘> that the Senator from New York stated that there are ’ Presid 
> ships running out of New Orleans at a total loss of over 
85,000,000, That statement w repeated by the Senator in two | H 9 ; : v nuery ho 
r places, I believe. during the debate } ne 
I have carefully inquired from the Shipping Board the eee ae m 4 
Xi facts about the operations out of New Orleans find : bP ; gia ny up of mt sant 
hat luring the fiscal yvear 1927 Shipping Board-built lines si ” . ’ a ene & utes _— urn private ow! 
if Gulf ports operated 106 ships, at a cost above receipts — pe 
$5.249.172.23. Theat is substantially the amount which the cmE Cl RED Sane COMM 
‘nator stated was lost out of New Orleans Out of the port 
New Orleans proper. included in the above 106 ships were sd ” _ Henuas f 
69 ships which were operated at a cost above receipts of Hi NK B. Wt s 
$1,400,000 United Slate tte 
{ also find that out of north Atlanti ports 129 ships Vere " , . ‘ t S opposed » J s ll 
erated, at a cost above receipts of $6,742,568.72 povers wm a of n mea 
I thank the Senator. . 3 ' he withou vernmental 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Presiden | ‘ 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Davi CHAMBER OF COMMERCI 
rk yield to the Senator from Ohio? Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have no question that 
Mr. COPELAND. Does my friend desire to make a speech? } the figu given by the Senat from Louisiana [Mr. Rans 
Mr. WILLIS. I desire simply to call attention to some tele- | p a entirely corre i ind her Senators interested 
rrams, I will not make a speech in the Senator's time, if he | wil nd on pxge 2139 a table which I had inserted on Friday 
will be courteous enough to vield to me. | giving in detail the items named by the Senator this mornin: 
I have in my possession here a letter which has just come to | | oubtedly I did not speak correctly when I referred to New 
me from the offices of the National Grange, embodying a reso-| Orleans ships as haying lost that much. It is the vess« 
ition adopted by the Ohic State Grange at its last annual / under the Gulf operators which have lost in the 11 month 
<ession in Cleveland, Ohio, last November, expressing ipproval £5.162.000. and that ineludes other line besides those out rf 
f this pending bill. I also have telegram from the Cin- | New Orleans 
cinnati Chamber of Commerce. likewise expressing approval I would not for the world have anything in the Recorp ap 
i have a telegram from the Cleveland Chamber of Commerc } pear to indicate any unfriendliness on my part toward New 
d the Dayton Chamber of Commerce expressing disapproval | Orleans, because if there is one city in the world that I lo 
f this bill. |} beyond my own it is the city of New Orleans 
I desire that these telegrams be printed in the Recorp this | Mr. RANSDELL I thank the Senator for the kind words 
‘int without reading. They all bear upon this question. Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may | suggest to the Sen 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President. since it is a 50-50 ph tha here was some reason, evidently, for pickin mut the 
ition IT am sure the Senator is entirely safe in his own Gu is showing a loss and omitting any reference to the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objectiot No Atlantic. The North Atlantic losses exceeded the losse 
There being no objection, the communications were ord <i f , he Gulf rhe most profitable lines we have now. I 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: hink. are the Gulf lines here is iess loss there than els« 
rue Nat \ a NGE | whe! 
i gton, D. ¢ Januar We ad it there | loss sustuined in the op ration of Ship 
Dear SENATOR: We n that ft Tones bill amendin he m | ping Board vessels, but w say that the benefits in keeping 
rine act is approaching a Senat nd ' : <o | down the rates and in the service to our commerce overseas 
un of the attitude of the National Grange xpressed he followit e d many, many times the losses That is the position 
ition, which was unanir ly ado 1 our u mn Ww ike about it. 
held at Cleveland, O! Ne 16 1927 \s far as the losses from the Gulf are concerned, I think 
Whereas an adequate American mercha ! ne is al | they are less than the losses from the North Atlantic 
perity and security as a I l Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, I fear that the Senutoi 
Whereas private « vs ~" pre yn Florida entire vy misappre hended the purpose [I had in 
ly supply the need in trans inie seryle Therefore be it nd in speaking about the Gulf. I aim not seeking to brin 
‘ Resolved, That the National Grange favors tinued owners! n ut any invidious discriminations or distinctions. In the 
operation of merchant ; CG nent throug gel of | oper n of Shipping Board sfiips there are no profits any 
the United States Shippi Board as Db ty d d nd b wher Any time the United States Shipping Poard sends out 
further i ship with a cargo, I do not cxre whether it is from a Gulf 
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port or from the port of New York, at the end of the year, 
when we take the difference between the earnings and the cost 
of operation, the record shows that for every ton carried the 
Government of the United States loses $1.48. 

I am not here pleading that the North Atlantic lines are 
profitable and the Gulf lines unprofitable. They are all un- 
profitable. My purpose in referring to the Gulf vessels at all 
was to bring out this fact, that in the arrangement of the Ship- 
ping Board the members are chosen by regions, and the law 
prescribes that one must come from a State touching on the 
Gulf of Mexico. What I intended to make clear—and I hope 
I did so, but if I did not, then I want to make it Clear now— 
was that in my judgment no man who is a member of this 
bourd coming from New Orleans, if he is true to his city and 
his State, as I betieve every New Orleans appointee would be 
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will ever vote to dispose of the Gulf ships if he can avoid | 
doing so. 
The point is that in a regional board, of necessity the men 


are put upen the board to represent their respective communi 
ties and their respective regions. We have before us a_ bill 
which proposes to make it impossible to sell a ship unless there 
unanimous of the board, the affirmative vote of every 
member of the board. What I was saying about the Gulf lines, 
and what I repeat, is that no man representing the Gulf section 


is a vote 


will ever vote to sell those ships if he believes that his region 
is going to suffer by reason of it. Every other man on the 
board might be convinced that all the other regions in the 


United States would be benefited by the sale of those ships; 
but that man, true to his State and true to his community and 
true fo his convictions, would do exactly what I would do if I 
were a member of the board; I would take care of my home 
port first. 

Mr. Ire 


make one. 


ident, when we are making corrections, I want to 
There is a man out west named J. F. Hickey, the 
president of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce. Tacoma is in 
the State of Washington. I do not know Mr. Hickey; his name 
menns nothing to me, so there is nothing personal in what I 
have to say. I have no doubt that he is a charming citizen 
and a fine man, and T hope that if he is displeased by what I 
suy now he will forgive me, because I do not mean to be dis- 
agreeubls The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Oppte] put a lot of 
material in the Recorp, and among other things the following 
telegram. authorized by the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, was 
sent to Hon, Jefferson Myers by J. F. Hickey, president of the 
chamber. in which he said: 


The recent action of board apparently made by you reversing earlier 
order convinces us that you do not understand situation, otherwise 
you would not have favored clause allowing a diversion of California 
ships 


And so forth. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, the telegrams to which the Sena- 
tor from New York is referring are part of a statement made 
by the mayor of Tacoma which I placed in the Recorp. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Nevada can have it his 
own way. I do not care how he put it into the Recorp. It is 
in the Recorp, is it not? This same man, J. F. Hickey, writes: 
this chamber believes that it would be unfair and unwise 
stipulate for a guarantee of operation longer than five 


Further, 
to demand or 
years 


Senators have made it appear that those men out there do 
want anything for a shorter period than 5 years; that 
it must be 10 vears or something else. Mr. Hickey says: 

It would be unwise to demand or stipulate for a guarantee 
of operation longer than five years. This, as we understand, has been 
he period exacted so far in all sales made by the board for lines 
most desirable, and we can see no reason for exacting a longer period 


net 


+ = * 


en these Pacific lines. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield at that 
point? 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly. 


Mr. ODDIE. Does the Senator know the business conuec- 
tions of Mr. Hickey? 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not know him from the man in the 
moon. I have no idea who he is except that he is president 
of the chamber of commerce, but I do want to show that one 
time he said one way and another time he said the other way. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES. I want to say that I know Mr. Hickey, and he is 
one of the very best citizens of Tacoma as well as one of the 
very best business men there, * 

Mr. ODDIE. I want to say to the Senator from New York 





that if he will analyze what he has read he will find there is 
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not anything really inconsistent fn what Mr. Hickey said. 1 
think if he will study it he will find there are two different 
propositions involved. 

Mr. COPELAND. I will do that. The Senator from Nevada 
can analyze this and see how he likes it from Mr. Hickey: 


Another provision we desire to urge is greater freedom of ports 
both shores of the Pacific. These vessels should be allowed the en 
range of ports in the Orient, and also allowed to compete at all Pacific 
ports on the American side. We urge this because foreign lines, with 
which we must compete, enjoy that privilege, and if these lines 
not to be made to pay they should be given every leeway to that end, 


are 


Let the Senator from Nevada analyze that at his convenience. 
Now, to go on with the diseussion, I have sent forward a plan 


for an amendment of the ocean mail act, the law of 1891. I am 
very sorry that the senior Senator from North Carolina [| Mr. 


SIMMONS] is not present at the moment, because he was quit 
disturbed about this provision of my proposed amendment pro 
viding that the ships are te be classified according to speed and 
taunage. I think he was under the impression that we hav: 
never done that and that we should not do it now. I want to 
call attention to the law. I have before me the code of laws 
and call attention to section 659, page 1275, which is the law 
to-day. I ask unanimous consent that at this point I may have 
inserted in the Recorp, without reading, section 659, to which I 
have referred, and also section 657. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The sections referred to are as follows: 

659. Same; ownership of vessels; classification: The vessels employed 
in the mail service under sections 657 to 665 of this title shall | 
American-built steamships, owned and ofticered by American citizens, in 
conformity with law, or so owned and officered and registered according 
to law, and upon each departure from the United States the following 
proportion of the crew shall be citizens of the United States, to wit: 
During the first two years of such contract for carrying the mails, on: 
fourth thereof; during the next three succeeding years, one-third 
thereof; and during the remaining time of the continuance of such con- 
tract at least one-half thereof; and shall be constructed after the latest 
and most approved types, with all the modern improvements and ap)pli- 
ances for ocean steamers, They shall be divided into four classes. The 
first class shall be iron or steel] screw steamships, capable of maintaining 
a speed of 20 knots an hour at sea in ordinary weather, and of a gross 
registered tonnage of not less than 8,000 tons. No vessel except of said 
first class shall be accepted for said mail service under the provisions of 
sections 657 to 665 between the United States and Great Britain. The 
second class shall be iron or steel steamships, capable of maintaining a 
speed of 16 knots an hour at sea in ordinary weather, and of a gros 
registered tonnage of not less than 5,000 tons. The third class shall be 
iron or steel steamships, capable of maintaining a speed of 14 knots an 
hour at sea in ordinary weather, and of a gross registered tonnage of 
not less than 2,500 tons. The fourth class shall be iron or steel 
wooden steamships, capable of maintaining a speed of 12 knots an hour 
at sea in ordinary weather, and of a gross registered tonnage of not 
less than 1.500 tons. It shall be stipulated in the contract or contracts 
to be entered into for the said mail service that said vessels may carry 
passengers with their baggage in addition to said mails and may do all 
ordinary business done by steamships. (March 3, 1891, c. 519, sec. 5, 
26 Stat. 831; March 3, 1917, c. 162, see. 1, 39 Stat. 1066.) 

657. Ocean mail service on American vessels; contracts: The Post- 
master General is authorized and empowered to enter into contracts 
for a term not less than 5 ner more than 10 years in duration, with 
American citizens, for the carrying of mails on American steamships, 
between ports of the United States and such ports in foreign countri¢ 
the Dominion of Canada excepted, as in his judgment will best subserve 
and promote the postal and commercial! Interests of the United States, 
the mail service on such lines to be equitably distributed among the 
Atlantic, Mexiean Gulf, and Pacific ports. Said contracts shall be 
made with the lowest responsible bidder for the performance of said 
service on each route, and the Postmaster General shall have the right 
to reject all bids not in his opinion reasonable for the attaining of the 
purposes named. (March 3, 1891, ¢. 519, sec. 1, 26 Stat. 830.) 

658. Same; advertisements for proposals: Before making any con- 
tract for carrying ocean mails in accerdance with sections’657 to 660 
of this title the Postmaster General shall give public notice by adver- 
tising once a week, for three months, in such daily papers as he shall 
select in each of the cities of Beston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
New Orleans, St. Louis, Charleston, Norfolk, Savannah, Galveston, and 
Mobile, and when the proposed service is to be on the Pacific Ocean, 
then in San Francisco, Tacoma, and Portland. Such notice shall de- 
scribe the route, the time when such contract will be made, the dura- 
tion of the same, the size of the steamers to be used, the number 
of trips a year, the times of sailing, aid the time when the service shall 
commence, which shall not be more than three years after the contract 
shall be let. The details of the mode of advertising and letting such 
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ipremacy upon the seas we must have ships of high speed 


ch Can with fore =n ships ses thi 
the money to build 


uld appropriate 


( olnpete 


He p 


the shi 


Ol? it we 


ss and aid private 


builders who would do this work, and have them run them, 

| if they will not do it, then the Government shall proceed 
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three to those countries. 
The Dollar Round-the-World Line gives a service hitherto un- 
“nowhn. These were made possible by payments under the ocean 


mail service act. 

We have a proposition pending before the l 

allenge to the American Government. It says if we will meet 

conditions these ships will built. What kind of 
Six ships that will give us a service from port to port, 
America to Europe, in four days, ships capable of carrying 100 
airplanes each. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BincuHam} 
placed a picture of one of those ships on the wail the other day, 
to which I am pointing at this time, a ship made to receive air- 
planes, a ship with the stacks at one side of the deck instead of 
n the middle, so the airplanes can be received. It is a ship 
identical almost in form and shape and size with the Saratoga, 
just built by the same firm, that magnificent ship with reference 
to which we were all thrilled a few days ago when the Les 
ixgeles, that great airship of ours, settled down on her deck. 

There is a rumor about the Halls now that another submarine 
has been sunk, another tragedy like the S—j. Would it not be 
a wonderful thing if we could so develop the ships of this Na- 
tion, the ships of the Navy and the ships of our peace Navy, 
that disasters like this would be less frequent? If we had a 
33-knot ship capable of carrying the eyes of the Navy, the air- 
planes, a ship that could outsail any warship upon the water, a 
ship that could go to every port of the world, that could have 

anes sent out from her decks to reconnoiter and determine the 
presence of hostile ships, including submarines which come to 
the surface for their own purposes of observation, what a fine 
hing it would be. 

Here we have in our haads the opportunity to do this—ships 
Which can operate airplanes from the decks, which a day before 
they land in Europe can send out an airplane to take the mails 
there, and to the deck of which, the day after they leave our 
hores, could be sent a plane carrying mail from here. Then 
from Chicago a letter could be sent to Paris in three day 
from Minneapolis to Paris in four days, from Detroit to Pari 
in three days. Of all the romance of the seas dream has 
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been equal to this, and I am assured by men competent to judge 


that this is a dream which can be realized But whether it 


is or not there can be no effective privately owned American ~ 
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{ have consumed too much of tl tim f the Senat b 
have been anxious, as I know you have been, Mr. Preside: 

Oo DAV { country know hat i yong on, I \ ha 
pending a bill which has in it no promise in the world t 
construction of any ships it 1 ot goir 1 Gov i 
owned merchant marine one particle. It is going to defeat the 
placing in private hands of ships of the Shipping Board because 
it proposes that they shall be sold only by unanimou 
I rd. 

WW we have a law, the so-called Jones Act of 1920, decla 
ing it to be our policy to develop an American mercl 
marine which shall ultimately be in private hands, while we 
have been seeking to encourage private enterprise to build 
iid operate ships, we now have before us what? A bill that 
i efTe¢ says, “Stop, look, listen!” to every private citizet 


who has had it in mind to build a ship, to aid the America: 
Nation, to aid in the development of an American merchant 
marine. Here is a notice to every such citizen, “ We are not 


interested in you or in any proposal that you may make.” 


Mr. President, this bill should be recommitted. It is not 
that should 


right 


we hand out to the citizens of this country who 
are eager to build an American merchant marine such a slap 
in the face as is this bill. Our people are hungry for bread 
and we are proposing to give them a stone. Changing the 
figure of speech, this bill is a millstone about the necks of the 


private American merchant marine, 





I wish the Senste might realize how ineffective 
proposed bill, how disastrous if it is enacted will it be t 
progress as a nation Unless it shall be amended in the 
ticulars proposed by the amendments which I have sent to the 
desk, one to permit larger loans at the current rate of interest 
and the her to amend the ocean mail act so that we may hive 
long-term contracts at a sum commensurate with the service 
rendered, I sincerely hope that the bill may be defeated if 
the bill may be amended in the way I suggest, there wil! be 
an encouragement of private investment, and, in my judgment 
within five years we shall control the seas; great ships, finer 
than any now afloat, will be built and put in operation, and 
we shall give America the first place in a peace Navy which 


I believe to be the desire of every citizen in this great 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE obtained the floor. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the S« 

vieid to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
futnia vield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. I have a very short 
deliver on the pending measure. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I thought the Senator desired me to 
yield for some matter of legislation, but, if his will 
not take long, I will yield. 

Mr. HALE. My remarks will consume only about 10 minutes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
yields to the Senator from Maine 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the bill which is now 
Senate is one of vast importance to the whole country. 


Republic. 


‘nator from California 


Senator from C: 
desire to 


speech which I 


remiurk 


before the 


Our commercial needs for a merchant marine have been set 
forth very fully by the able Senator from Washington [Mr 
Jones] and by other Senators. I shall not deal with that phase 
of the situation at all to-day 


I simply want to point out, as a member of the Naval Affairs 
Committee of the Senate, the paramount necessity, if we are to 
keep up @n adequate national defense, to keep up an adex 
merchant marine as well. 

The Navy, as has often 


been said, is the first line of defense 


of the country; it must first meet the enemy in case of war and 
hold him off until the Army, the second line of defense, can 
mobilize and get ready for action 

The Navy must at all times be kept up in a state of pre- 
paredness for instant action. 
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We have a powerful fleet of battleships and a powerful force 
of ships other than battleships, though in some respects not an 
adequate force. With one exception, we are impervious to 
attack from any single foreign power in our own home waters; 
that is 10 say; that our country can not be invaded. 

I have spoken of one exception. Im all probability, consider- 
ing the great advantage to the fleet that operates in its own 
home waters over an attacking fleet far away from its base, 
it would be safe to say that we are impervious to attack at 
home from any single foreign power. 

Unfortunately, to win a war it is not sufficient to have an 
impregnable home defense. A war might be carried on for 
years without any attempt at invasion, and the nation that 
depended entirely upon home defense might very well have its 
commerce driven off the seas and be forced to disadvantageous 
peace, though no foreign foot ever invaded its soil. 

The function of the Nayy is not alone to defend its own terri- 
tory; it must go out as well and drive the enemy off the seas 
before it in turn can bring about an advantageous peace. 

While our Navy may be quite sufficient to prevent other 
countries from invading us, and while in case of war it might 
carry on in home waters with its own colliers, oilers, transports, 
ammunition ships, and other ships of the train, yet in case of 
hostilities and the necessity of moving far from its home base 
to come to grips with an enemy it will need to draw very 
heavily on the merchant marine of the country for support. 

In 1914, before we entered the Great War, we had less than 
1,200,000 tons of American overseas shipping, exclusive of the 
shipping on the Great Lakes, less than one-quarter of the ton- 
nage needed and used by us to transport our troops anc to keep 
up our line of communication with our troops and our fleet 
on the other side. We were able to secure this great tonnage 
of merchant vessels in large part because our allies had them 
und because it was of vital importance to our allies to have 
the benefit of our armed forces. Had we not had this allied 
support we could not have transported our men or used our 
fleet effectively. 

It has been estimated that should we get into hostilities with 
a nation situated across the seas, either in the Eastern or the 
Western Hemisphere, and it should become necessary to dis- 
patch our full Battle Fleet into the home territory of the enemy 
and put forth our maximum military effort, it would require 
6,000,000 tons of merchant shipping adequately to keep up a 
line of commuuication with the fleet and the land forces accom- 
panying it. 

We have not 6,000,000 tons of merchant tonnage adapted to 
such service. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HALF. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator intend to print in the 
Recorp the number of ships in the aggregate of 6,000,000 tons 
which he said would be needed? 

Mr. HALE. I am merely speaking of tonnage. 

Mr. COPELAND. Will the Senator let me give the figures 2s 
to the number of vessels and their classes in this connection? 

Mr. HALE. I should be happy to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. COPELAND. In ease of war, in case we needed auxil- 
iaries to accompany our Navy we would need 65 passenger 
ships of 16 knots and more, 35 freight and passenger ships of 
smaller size, 10 refrigerator ships, 50 colliers, 125 tankers, 30 
freighters, and 25 yachts, a total of 340 vessels. 

Mr. HALE. I think, Mr. President, those are the figures 
given by the New York Chamber of Commerce, are they not? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I thank the Senator. 

Neither, except under the advantageous conditions in which 
we went into the Great War, could we hope for any appreciable 
outside assistance in providing merchant tonnage. 

Our present available tonnage is estimated at 10,400,000 tons ; 
our present tonnage actually in use is placed at 7,480,000 tons 
and of this 3,580,000 tons is coastwise; much of it therefore is 
not adapted for overseas service. 

We have practically but 3,850,000 tons on which the Navy 
could call in time of war, and nearly that amount would be 
required to keep up a line of communication with the fleet itself 
neross the seas and no land forces accompanying it. 

This small available tonnage that we now have, therefore, 
would not take care of our naval needs, and to takg it away 
from the work that it is now doing, as we should irf all prob- 


ability have to take it, would mean the prompt winding up of 
our foreign trade. 

Our country, which is dependent on other countries for its 
rubber, its tungsten, its manganese, its tin, and a dozen or 
more other products vital not only to our commercial manufac 
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turing interests but to our military necessities as well, would 
We might live, 
as We are a self-supporting nation, but in our crippled condition 
we would win no war. 

It is vital, therefore, from a military standpoint alone that 
we have a merchant marine that we can call on in time of war; 
a merchant marine large enough when the Navy shall have 
taken the tonnage that it actually needs for military effectiye- 
ness to keep up our foreign trade and to bring to this country 
at the very least the actual essentials upon which depend its 
military efficiency. 

I do not believe in Government ownership and operation of 
the merchant marine. 

I aim not in sympathy with this bill, but I regard it as abso- 
lutely essential that something be done, and done at this sos- 
sion, to build up American shipping. 

If it ean be done through a subsidy I should like to see it 
done. If in no other way can it be done than through Govern- 
ment ownership and operation, I say that it should be done in 
that way rather than not at all; but I do not believe that we 
have yet come to that pass. 

The House Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. IT 
understand, is working out a plan for a privately owned and 
operated merchant marine, If that bill comes over to us—as 
I believe it will come during this session—I am hopeful that 
some plan for private ownership and operation ean be worked 
out. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me io 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HALE. I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. I should like to ask the Senator what is 
the plan proposed by the House committee? 

Mr. HALE, I think they are trying to work out some plan 
for private ownership that will possibly be based on a subsidy 
of some kind. 

I thank the Senator from California for his courtesy in 
yielding to me. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, if Senators will permi( 
me to proceed without interruption I promise that I shall not 
unduly long detain the Senate. 

All agree, Mr. President, that we should have and should 
maintain’ an up-to-date, well-managed, profitable merchant 
marine; that is to say, a fleet of cargo and passenger ships 
capable of playing a large part in international commerce and 
be assistant to the Navy in the event of war—a Navy in the 
event of war, which, please God, may never come, but which 
if it shall come be assistant in defense of the United States 
of America. 

All agree that we should have such a merchant marine, peace- 
ful vessels in days of peace, but capable of being assistant to the 
Navy in days of war. Wherefore I do not purpose multiply- 
ing words and detaining the Senate by an attempt to prove 
what is universally admitted. 

All agree that, having due regard for our national resources 
and our world-wide, world-extended commercial interests, we 
have no such merchant marine to-day, either Government 
owned or privately owned. 

All agree that we should endeavor to be great on the sea as 
we are great on the land; and if we have not become decadent, 
if we are not impotent descendants of brave men and cour- 
ageous women, we can and should develop such a merechan! 
marine as the commercial interests of the Nation and as, per- 
haps, the very independent sovereignty of the Nation demand. 

To compress what I have said, this is the situation: 

We need such a fleet of cargo and passenger type. We have 
no such fleet; and we, charged with the performance of duty 
are called upon to consider how we can acquire such a fleet, the 
manifest need for which need not be further discussed. And 
so, to the chairman of the committee who reported this bill, ! 
address the words of the great dramatist: 


The nature of the sickness found, Ulysses, 
What is the remedy? 


We admit the condition; we deplore it; we almost wet the 
floor of the Senate with our tears over the sad condition of the 
American merchant marine; but what does this bill propose to 
cure us of the malady, of the sickness which we suffer? In 4 
word, nothing. 

We are here supposed to consider the bill before the Senate, 
which, of course, will be immortal in history as “8. 744.” What 
is its purpose? What is the use to attempt to conceal, to hide, 
its easily perceived purpose? Its purpose is to commit this 
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Na n to the Government ov sl! ip al d control of Ameri: an 
ships, of American cargo ships, of American passenger ships— 
e American merchant marine, 
{ fancy, Mr. President, that in some minds there is a sort 
confusion as to what “merchant marine means; but, as | 
“i, it Simply means American ships to carry freight and pas- 
Fers The purpose ot this bill is to commit this Nation to 
ownership and the control of all American-owned, managed, 
i navigated ships; for, if the purpose of this bill be ever 
irried out, there never will be any privately owned American 
ss: no citizen will be able to compete with this mighty Gov 
ent It necessarily follows that those who favor this bill 
that the foreign commerce of this mighty Nation should 
nlaced in the absolute control and under the sole management 
f the Federal Government. 
i i confess amazement at the attitude of certain Senators. 
' k about centralization! Talk about bureaucracy! Talk 


ut State rights—if there be any State rights left 
ht, once thought valuable, of « their own 

body! Where are the 
1} Calhoun, and the great original 


the 
Lo 
Breckenridge, 
Alexander Stephens 


even 
lecting Senator 
nts of Jackson, 


W hig, 


descend 


WW ‘are the Morgans, the Thurmuns, the Bacons? Where are 
descendants, the successors, of those great men who stood 
for what were called, and properly called, State rights 
rights of a sovereign State under the canopy of the Fed 

‘ Government, but sovereign within its own sphere? Where 
hey? How art the mighty fallen! Where are the great 
ies they once supported? Where are the great principles 

they onee defended? 

, i have said on other occasions, I say now, that there are 
rtain reserved rights of the State which are of vital impor 


ce, Which never were delegated to the Federal Government 
d which should be ever ré ed, possessed, and enjoyed by 
the several States ; and yet here is a proposition before us which 
to commit to the Federal Government complete control, 
lute control, over the foreign commerce of the Nation, and 
{fect deprive a State and the citizen of a State of the right 
the opportunity to engage foreign commerce or to own and 
» ships engaged in foreign commerce. 
lo those thoughtful men who do me the honor to listen, and 
se others elsewhere who may hear, I wish to put this 
question: Where the power lodged in the Federal Govern- 
to own, possess, manage, and control the foreign commerce 
of the Nation? 
I will return to that thought, put in that form, in a 
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moment. 


I threw out the thought now lest in haste I may forget to do so 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. KING. The Senator will recall that Senator Knox, an 


minent Republican, a great lawyer and statesman, propounded 
similar question several years ago during a discussion as to 
‘ authority of the Government to own and operate railroads, 
ind his question indicated that he did not believe there was any 
wuthority in the Federal Government to own and operate a 
rchant marine, The then junior Senator from Wisconsin, 
Lenroot, replying, stated that the only authority was to be 
in the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, 
and I recall that statements were made then that the commerce 
ause was invoked to cover a multitude of sins and transgres- 
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ions and to invade the rights of the States and destroy their 
very sovereignty. 

Mr, SHORTRIDGE. I thank the Senator for his remarks. 
I recall that that was the position taken by the great Senator 


from Pennsylvania, who was a profound lawyer, and reverenced 
the Constitution, and respected our dual form of government— 
the indestructible States making an indestructible Union. You 
in not destroy the one without causing the other to perish; 
in all these matters with which I am concerned I bear in 
nd the State and the Union, the State government and the 
Federal Government, which are as two stars in heaven guiding 
is if we will but 

When I inquire what has 
up as against centralization of power, as against bureaucracy 
nd its abuses, it is not done in any offensive sense. I fear 

ause of a tendeney to put temporary expediency above per- 
manent principles, I fear because there disposition grow- 
ng in this country to lose faith in man and to turn to govern- 


see. 


become of those who once stood 


is a 


nent for everything, even as in decadent Rome the people 
demanded of government corn aud games and gladiators 


I have not lost faith in man, in the American citizen, in his 
genius, his energy, his courage. his ability. I do not think the 
time has come when we must turn to State or to Federal Goy- 
ernment as wet nurse every time we have a pain. 

The proposition running all through this bill is to turn to the 
Federal Government in the hope that the Government may do 
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hat which it is clain h itize su do; to 
that which it is admiited l Go m { i lai i to do. 

For reasons briefly to be stated, I am unaltet ) Op] sed to 
any such doctrine or any such theor t y su bill; and I 
shall never agree to it until and unless we : forced to admit 
that we sare a decadent and an \ rly in people—w 
the people of the United States 

When gentlemen ask us, however, to turn all th ymmerce 
over to the Government’s management, they forget the lament- 
ib the ghastly failure of the Federal G rnment respec 
{ Da matter 

Phe Government has failed, they tell us W he will it su 
ceed One thing is certain: I nture to tell gentlemen n 
dv ite this bill or other like measures that tl fata su 
of Government ownership and control of American commer 
will } lirst, the destruction of any privately owned merchant 
mari If I were disposed to consume tin I think | could 
demonstrate that when the great, mighty, powerful Nation 
should come to own all the merchant ships i uld buy id 
navigate there could be no such thi as a successful, profitable, 
privat owned American ship; certainly not when the great 
resources of the Treasury of the United States were back of 
the Government-owned vessels; and if I were disposed to con 
sume further time I think I could demonstrat: ot only a 
destruction of privately owned but a failure of Government 
owned American ships, cargo a8 well as passenger shij 

Have we learned nothing by experience? Have we forgot- 
ten yesterday? Have we learned nothing from our puerile 
uttempt to run and manage the railroads of America? 

There may be those who look upon Government ow! hip 
or management of railroads with a certain degree of pride, but 
I have yet to meet any thoughtful man, or more thoughtful 
woman, Who looks back with any rejoicing or any pride upon 
the manner in which the railroads of our country were man 
ged and operated under Government control. Far better had 
it been if the laws had been so amended as to permit the rail- 
roads to cooperate and carry on during the war rather than to 
turn them over to the management of one unaccustomed to 
that business, with the results we now know. 

Have we learned nothing? I undertake to say that the 
management of the railroads of this country by this Govern 
ment were an easy task compared with the management and 


the operation of a national merchant marine 
ping Board made up of the type of members that now 
appear to control it, What would be the result if they had com- 
plete control of the merchant marine of a nation of 115,000,000 
120,000,000 and to be 


and if that Ship 


is to be 


or now, vastly greater in the years very 
soon to comes 

I pause to remark that if I had the power there would be 
few less members of that board as it is now constituted. They 
would not stay upon the order of their going. I might request 
their resignations, but if they were not speedily tendered I 
would exercise the power which the President of the United 
States now has, without assigning any reason, to give them 
their walking papers 

Mr. KING. For the good of the service. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes The President has the power, 
without assigning a reason, to dismiss any member of that 
board. That proposition was questioned, but the power was 
finally decided to be in the President, and so decided by the 


Supreme Court of the United States in a celebrated case that 
came up from the splendid State of Oregon, represented here 
in. this Chamber by two of the finest Senators who ever were 
in this body. That remark drives from the 
the modest senior Senator from Oregon, but inasmuch as I once 
lived in the town of Salem, Oreg., and wis janitor in the 
public school there, I know something about Senator McNary, 
and I know something about his brother also. who is now one 


enrolled Chamber 


of our Federal judges, and with occasional aberration, with tem- 
porary forgetfulness, Senator McNary is generally a 100 per 
eent Republican; therefore I am for him, as I am for a 100 
per cent Democrat however frequently he goes wrong 

But when I say that I wish to add that I am not a fanatical 
Republican. Some of the noblest men and some of the most 


spl ndid women of California are Democrats. 
Mr. WATSON. Did they vote for the Senator? 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, all of them voted for me. 
{Laughter.] I am not a fanatical Republican. I am not one 
who believes that heaven is occupied entirely by Republicans. 


I think there are many Democrats there, and sometimes, Mr 
President, I wish they were all up there. [Laughter.] Cer- 
tainly nobody can take offense if I wish that he were in heaven. 
Pardon this levity, Mr. President; we are not here to laugh 
but to consider things that “bear a weighty and a serious 
brow.” 
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I lay down as a proposition by which I am guided that the 
lederal Government is not designed to engage in foreign com- 
merce. I lay down the proposition for thoughtful men to con- 
sider—if not immediately to answer, at least to consider—that 
there is ho power delegated to the Federal Government to 
engage in the foreign commerce of the people of this Nation, to 
acquire, own, and operute a merchant marine in time of peace. 

i hasten to suggest what may arise in the minds of others, 


t 


that the Nation may acquire vessels, may operate vessels, at | 


certain times. Under the so-called war power the Nation may 
( anvtl eC iry to the successful carrying on of war; 


i)ii i 


I might qualify or modify that phrase somewhat. But this | 


Federul Government has certain specified, expressed, delegated 
powers. It has certain necessarily implied powers, but unless 
vou can find in the Constitution the delegated power, or by 
necessary interpretation can find the impliedly delegated power, | 
the power does not exist in the Federal Government. 


Under the so-called war power the Congress may do many 


things. Why? We have the power to declare war. That is all | 


that the Constitution says, but it has been held, and held 
properly, that having the power to declare war, impliedly we 
have the power to carry on war, impliedly we have the power 
to do whatever is necessary to the-carrying on of war. And 

is that, having found ourselves in war with a European 
empire, a state of war existing and recognized, the war powers 
of this Government, under the section we ail have in mind, 
authorized Congress to buy ships, to build ships, to manage 
ps, all for the avowed purpose of aiding the Nation in 
t carrying on to success, if God so willed, of war which Con- 
gress authoritatively declared to exist. Now, while it may not 
avail anything for me to say it, still I conceive it to be my 
duty this day to say that I question the constitutional power 
of the Congress, in times of peace, to engage generally in the 
foreign commerce of the Nation. 

The same thought may be developed by putting it in this 
form: What was the design of the fathers who framed the 
Constitution of the United States? Was it to engage in com- 
merce? No, no. Was it to buy ships and sail ships? Far 
from it. Those great men who sat yonder in Philadelphia and 
framed the Constitution under which we live never had in con- 
templation the carrying on of commercial enterprises, pure and 
simple, by the Federal Government, 

Did Virginia think so? Did old North Carolina advance any 
such notion? Did Georgia, which so quickly and unanimously 
ratified the Constitution? Did any one of the 13 States, as 
represented by their delegates in conventions assembled, ever 
advance the notion or entertain the idea, that the Federal Goy- 
ernment was organized, that this “more perfect union” was 
to be formed, in order that the Federal Government might, as a 
government, carry on and control the commerce of the United 
States of America? 

Wherefore on constitutional grounds I oppose this bill, and 
all like measures, because I do not find in the Constitution of 
our country, as it was designed, as it was adopted by the people, 
as it has been interpreted, as it is, any power given to the Fed- 
eral Government in times of peace to buy, own, manage, control, 
monopolize, the foreign commerce of America. 

Mr. President, more than a question of economic policy is in- 
volved in this proposed legislation ; a vital principle of our Fed- 
eral Government is at stake. I wish all Senators were familiar 
with the historic case of Chisholm against Georgia, decided in 
1793 and reported in Second Dallas Reports, at pages 419, and 
following; I wish the people at large were acquainted with the 
opinion of Mr. Justice Wilson, of Pennsylvania, rendered in that 
case, He speaks of the origin and dignity of man and of the 
origin and dignity of a state; he dwells on the rights of man 
and on the functions of a state. 

in noble words he points out that, useful as the state is, it is 
the creature, not the creator: 


i} 
} 
i 


Man, fearfully and wonderfully made, is the workmanship of his all- 
perfect Creator: A state, useful and valuable as the contrivance is, is 
the inferior contrivance of man; and from bis native dignity derives 

1 its acquired importance. When I speak of a state as an inferior 


contrivance, [ mean that it ts a contrivance inferior only to that 
which is divin Of all human contrivances, it is certainly most tran- 

nde excellent. It is concerning this contrivance that Cicero 
savs so 8 imely: “ Nothing, which is exhibited upon our globe, is more 


acceptable to that divinity, which governs the whole universe, that those 


communities and assemblages of men which, lawfully associated, are | 


denominated states 


Now, the Federal Government was created by the people, by 
the people of the thirteen original States; it was created for 
certain defined purposes and endowed with certain powers, ex- 
pressly or impliedly delegated. I deny that the Federal Govern- 
ment was endowed with the power to engage in and control the 
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commerce of the people of this Nation in times of peace. Let 
me not be misunderstood ; under the so-called “ war power” the 
Government may take over and control the commerce of the 
Nation, but neither by express nor implied delegation of power 
has the Government the power of engaging in and controlli) 
the commerce of the people of the United States in times of 
peace, 

The state is the creature; man creates the state. Yet ger : 
men here and elsewhere who call themselves progressive sre 
advocating doctrines which would make the state the creat 
and man the creature, would put sovereignty in the governme 
instead of retaining it in the people, and if these false doctrin 
prevail we shall come to walk under the state’s huge leg 
paraphrase—to find ourselves dishonorable graves. 

I repeat that the state is the creature, man the creator of 
state. It is so with our State governments. It is manifest} 
so with the Federal Government. The powers of the Fede 
Government are delegated powers, expressly or necessaril) 
pliedly delegated, as the great John Marshall so powe! 
stated and so conclusively justified. 

Gentlemen are proposing a step to-day in harmony with ot! 
steps they would take to set the state above the man. Perl 
they will yet go to the point of claiming that all sovereignty 
rests in the Congress, as it was once held that all sovereignty 
rested in the Parliament, regardless of the men and women 
making up the Nation. 

We have a different theory. Sovereignty is in the people 
We are sovereign, “ We, the people.” We are the creators of 
the state. and I do not wish to see the time come when the 
state will be regarded as all wise and all powerful and manag 
and control the affairs of the men and women of America, in- 
cluding all the foreign and domestic commerce of the people of 
the United States. 

Wherein does sovereignty lie? Listen not to me but to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, speaking in the words o! 
Mr, Justice Wilson: 

To the Constitution of the United States the term “sovereign” is 
totally unknown. There is but one place where it could have been used 
with propriety. But even in that place it would not, perhaps, have com- 
ported with the delicacy of those who ordained and established tf} 
Constitution. They might have announced themselves “ sovereign ” 
people of the United States. But, screnely conscious of the fact, they 
avoided the ostentatious declaration. 


Mr. President, it may be thought that I am indulging in mere 
platitudes. They may fall upon unresponsive ears, but these 
platitudes express vital principles of free government, prin 
ciples which our fathers proclaimed and defended with their 
blood. 

Perhaps I repeat myself, but I wish the Senate to know, I 
wish the people to know, that I have not lost faith in the 
ability of American citizens to carry on commerce if properly, 
legitimately, and intelligently encouraged and aided by our 
Federal Government. I have said enough to show that I am 
unalterably opposed to turning over all this commerce—for it 
will come to that, Mr. President—into the hands of the Federal 
Government, which necessarily must be in the hands of a coui- 
mission or a board made up of a very limited number of meu. 
Talk about autocracy! Talk about centralized power! If and 
when all the foreign commerce of the United States shall be 
placed under the control of the Federal Government, and that 
commerce immediately in the control of a limited number of men, 
what may become of New Orleans or Charleston or San Fran- 
cisco or Boston or New York? I do not say that any commis- 
sion or board as now constituted or hereafter to be coiisti- 
tuted would prefer the one city or the other or seek to advance 
the commercial interests of one section over the commercial 
interests of another. I am suggesting that such a program 
for the future is pregnant with great danger, is charged with 
the possible destruction of cities, ports, whole sections of our 
country. 

Even this day we have heard upon this floor comments which, 
to my mind, were very unpleasant—alarming, if true. It was 
suggested that because a member of the present Shipping 
Board comes from Louisiana, I believe, or the southern section 
of our country, therefore he has favored and would favor con- 
tinuing the operation of ships from that section because of 
local interests, even though operated at a great loss. I do not 
say that that gentleman, or any official, would be so controlled 
It is deplorable if it were so. I am suggesting, however, that 
if all the commerce of America is placed entirely under the 
control of a limited number of men they will have the power 
to build up or to wreck one city or another, to enrich or impov- 
erish one section or another. It is vesting in the Federal Gov- 
ernment a power to be so exercised, a power and a control 
which I do not think should be so vested and which, to repeat, 
I do not think the Federal Government under our system 1s 
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competent or has the constitutional right to accept or under- Commissioner E. C, Plummer, vice chairman, 
take, to exercise ( missioner W. S. Benson 

What is the situation? The Government has title to many Commissioner Albert H. Dalton, 

ps, some built by ourselves, some acquired during and as a ( : > Jefferson My 








sult of the war. Those built by ourselves, of course, were Col sioner R. K. Smith 
in great haste for war purposes, not for commercial pur- ( iissioner P. S. T 
Congress had the power to appropriate money for th s ( 
iding of those ships in aid of the carrying on of war und S. D. & assistant 
called “war powers,” a i to many, ! . Pas . 
s here, perhaps, but mis ny otherw \ n, direct 1 7 
gent citizens There of “wat 4.8. M son, s iss t } 
vers’ in the Constitutio ver springing | A H gy ing i i 
f our power to declare ted a moment I g 1s 
But the ships which were built for war purpost hastil \ 
iilt, in the hurry and excitement and in the atmosphere of war H. B. Walker, American §S p Ow As 
e slow moving, unadapted for modern trade, and certainly James | MacLaff y, Pacific A 9s i p Association, Ship 
built to compete with the modern up-to-date, greater cargo rs’ A tion of Pa ( 
icity, fast-going, motor-pro] l, Dieselized-engine ship of I i Wa 3 Ass ! 
imy. i i ‘ 
ships which we thus built, slow-going ships, unaday ] { 1 f ( 
mmerce, but avowedly designed for war purposes oO ly, hav HT VW “u R. W I 
u for some years and now are under the control of the Ship- | I. Waso I Co 
Board, The foreign sl | since built ire taster Fully \ I \ . 
per cent of them, we are told, have been Dieselized, both t1 Hon. Tu H ! ‘i Cc 
rgo ships and the passenger ships. Here we have on our iH tor S. LAND, | ist 
ls these remaining old, slow-going, inferior ships ey I Ricuarp J. Were Mi ‘ rs 
n myself lest I be unpi rliamentary but we have in thi |’ y dir t United S 3 
a proposition that no one of those old, slow-going, antiquated, 
et@ ships, though rotting at the wharves or being propped 
n the surface from sinking, may not be sold without tl ( f I ) ; f N York (rey I ] \ 
rmative unanimous vote of the present Shipping Board. I | M 
imagine that there might be some member of that board, E. J. Met \ \ ati f the Port of New York. 
i I think I could name him, who would object to the selling R oO. B I 
iy one of such ships He would probably s > “Keep i Hl. Knox, Mer As i 1 of New ¥ 
m and put them in some museum.” Of course, Wwe can not i S I 
our competitors with this type of ships. They ought to E. M. Bull, A { I 
sold. It would be a good business proposition to give some | Robert C. I Moore Mets ( 
hem away to any loyal, 100 per cent American citizen who | Walter I’ ven, Pacit Ame 1 Steamship Associ 1, Ship 
iid be willing to take them. or one of them, and undertake to wners’ A f Pacific Coast 
engage in some sort of profit e trade under the American flag. | Malco M. § t, A lle We I Trade C ttee 
Yet we are told that none of these ships, good, bad, or indiffer- William Yate \ M I Bet ul A 
t, shall be sold without the unanimous affirmative vote of the | I A. ( Wirt s ip O 
ard. It is proposed thus to commit the Government to the Oakley Wood, Barber Stear I 
wise and unconstitutional policy of permanent ownership, W. B. Kee Mu 
wnagement, and control of the foreign commerce of America . i tran livi D 
is not because I come from California, with her thousand l ( R. Wil ’ B a it Corporat 
s of seacoast and looking out upon the earth’s greatest | . C..2 i \ is N 
an, that 1 make this statement I would say the same if I } \lso | ! Capt. James W. | > 3. B.S rT. H. Win 
ie from any State in the Union, whether it be inland or sea- | & « WW t es, J. H. Wine ter & ¢ - J. H. Leow, Ar 
coast. I protest against a proposition which looks to the Fed P sociation ; John H. I tt, National Orga t M 
eral Government operating and controlling the commerce of \ ind Pil * John M ankl R It § I pc (Inc.); 
\merica; and with respect, unfeigned respect—not pretended, | k R Roosevelt Steamship Co. (In - W. A. Blake. ¢ 
hut with unfeigned respect for Senators who have in days gone 0 dN tion Co.; E. 8S. Trosdal, Sout Atlant Stenmship L 
stood in this Chamber and argued and protested against | S i Geor A. Bomm ( ( land & Buffalo Transit ¢ 
entralization of power, against the encroachment of govern Fred N. N Safety Boat Co.; J. Howland Gardner, \ resid 
ment, against lodging such great power in the Federal Govern New Ens 1 Steamship Co.; Wal E. Clark ers 1 har 


nt, I say that I thought weeks ago there would be a solid | « of Con i ; Ch Co Yates, Connecticut 1 
Democratic phalanx marching against this bill because of the ninal « 26 Beaver Street, New York; Fra 1 D. Moor r lent 
urposes Which are concealed wit ! 

I am speaking at this hour, perhaps all in vain, against a/| N 1 Cour f American Shipbuild H. S. Noble pi lent 
present and a persistent movement to take from the States | ¢ t Lakes Transit Corporation, Buffaio, N. ¥ O. W. Blodgett, | 
their legitimately reserved powers and to lodge in the Federal I ‘ ition, I Minn.: Robert W. Malone, 806 Sev 
Government power over all the ] ye in the country in respect eenth Street NW.. Washingt D. C.; Dr. Eiouard Laverg 

i great subject mutter, namely, the commerce of the Nation. | Rocket r Memorial, 61 B dwa New York 2 Mact re l 
If this bill should pass and if the pregram should be carried | Cos litan Shipping Co.; T. W. McGuire, Morse Dry D «& R 


hin it Atla Gulf & West Indi s iship I I a yt 


i 
)T 
CO} 





ut, then farewell to the rights of the citizen of the United | Co.; Gee Holme, speci ‘ Great Lal Tr t ¢ ration ; 
States to engage in international or overseas commerce and, | H. B. Arledge, W ington esentative Middle West I rrade 

i can foresee, ultimately the coastwise trade or commerce of | Committee; J. E s, Todd Shipya c , I Lillie 
the country. Ge! ! Steamship Corporation, 5 Fr ( f F. H. Weeks 


Mr. President, there are others who wish to speak and there- | Weeks §$ loring Co., 136 I rty ot w York ¢ ; RS 
fore I will ask at this point in my remarks to insert in the | Dol P AI ican Steamship A tion; A. B. Barber, Cl 
Recorp the names of the gentlemen who atten the confer- | of Com: f the 1 ed Stat Edw H. J fr, American team 
nee here lately held by the Shipping Board, an » the reports hip Owner (ssocia ( Pedr pI pping 
hich that conference made C. L. Bardo, National ¢ Shi| lilders; Rene F. ¢ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brease in the chair). |? ting both ¢ eee eee = poet of ew Cenaae 
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Without objection, it is so ordered. 
‘he list of names and report referred to are as follows: B ‘ New O s, | H. C. ¢ t rarapa 
Co P j b. Wa r W man 
NCE BETWEEN THE UNITED ATES SHIPPI BOARD AND : os ie Pie ot teak tie i Cadiiied 
; ae OF PRIVAT AM AN STEAMSHIP 0O ERS AND 4 i : rosd \ rican Pa ol! Sava 
> t: Promotion and maint ince of permanent American mer int 
i Lif 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 10, 1 . 
meeting convened at 10 a. m , I representativy f Amer n steamship 
Present, representing the United States Shipping Board: { and ied int ts, ir uf i with officia f t Un i 
Chairman T. VY. O’Connor (presiding). * Stat iipping Board, at Wasi 1, D. C., this 11th da; January, 














7 
1928, desire to place on record the following brief analysis of conditions 
t | irround the American merchant marine, 
We « it to be an axiomatic truth, evidenced by Bxecutive pro- 
nouncements ts of Congress, and otherwise, that the people of the 
ed States are dé us of possessing a merchant marine fully able 
handle U ter j n of the country’s water-borne commerce and 
erve a naval auxiliary in time of national peril. 
In « I I se the pr nt shipping situation it becomes neces- | 
t existing merchant fleet under its two grand divyi- 
. t, 1 part engaged in the purely domestic coastwise and 
I tal tr s:; second, the overseas or strictly foreign services. 
Pr} nd intercoastal trades are restricted by law to vessels 
built in United States and owned and operated by citizens thereof. 
Th ex sively American industry, protected from foreign | 
col i y our beneficent coastwise laws, it shares in the general 
pie f the country and constitutes one of the largest and finest 
pping services in the world. 
In a different status is the overseas fleet, organized largely since the 
w ind operated with war-built ships, most of them under the control 
of the Shipping Board. Exposed to competition with faster and more 
mod vi launched during the past few years by our foreign ship- 
ping rivals, this portion of the American merchant marine operates at 
a disadvantage when compared with the coastwise fleet. Prac- 
ti American vessels engaged in foreign trade were designed be 
fore the advent of the fast modern “ motor ship,” whereas the freight 
nd pa g vessels which are being turned out so rapidly from the 
I h, ¢ n, Italian, French, Scandinavian, and Japanese yards 
constitute the new and speedier type. It is well to note that fully 50 
per cent of Is now under construction throughout the world 
re m r si lis, of course, means that unless present conditions 
re changed n ships will handle a constantly decreasing share 
of our vast as trade and will lose all hope of securing the 
profit fr and passenger business. 
The original theory underlying our recent national shipping operations 
w that the Government should use its war-built merchantmen in 
establis steamship service on routes essential to American com- 
mere should then dispose of these services to private American 
capital The advent of the motor ship, coupled with differentials in 
operating costs, due in great measure to different standards of living, 
has tended to make the purchase of the Government’s lines so unat- 
tract r in investment standpoint that of the 35 lines established 
by ft Ss) Board only 10 have been sold. Alihough efforts are 
boing made to remoye some of the existing handicaps by converting a 
1 ber of the Government's vessels into motor ships, the process is a 
w and costly one and thus far has been applied to only a few ships. 
The net results of these operations may be summed up by saying that 
while the converted vessels show a gratifying decrease in operating 
costs, the gain in speed is negligible and in no sense offsets the fast 
service furnished by our foreign competitors with new ships of modern 
type designed for specific trade routes. 
rhe present situation admits of no misinterpretation. Our overseas 


t is being rendered obsolete by the rapid march of science 
which has completely revolutionized the manner of 

since our ships were built. In the absence of a re 
“arly transfer of a substantial 


propulsion 
reconditioning program, 








part of tl remaining ships to private ownership, with reasonable 
assurance of continued operation, is unlikely. 

In these circumstances but two alternatives present themselves. One 
s to modernize the fleet. The other is to retire from the seas. The 
most vital national interests are involved, to say nothing of an annual 
ocean freight bill exceeding $700,000,000. 

We believe that the Shipping Board, in the face of serious obstacles, 
has done its best to carry out the merchant marine act of 1920. But 
we further believe that a crisis has been reached and that the future 
of the American merehant marine now depends upon prompt construc- 
tive action by Congress. This action should look toward reconditioning 
some of the present fleet, and should otherwise provide inducements 


having in view its early transfer to private ownership under conditions 


nssuring continuance of operation. Whatever Congress may do along 


| be unavailing unless it provides a way by which private 


this line will be 
American cilizens will be enabled to own and operate modern ships in 
the ovean carrying trade of the world in competition with citizens of 
he other great maritime nations: 

Now, therefore, with due regard to the exigencies of the shipping 

uation as above set forth, be it 

Resolved, That this conference indorses the genera! principles and 
polici ! lied in the bills at present pending in Congress, known as 
the Wood I Hi. R. 2) and the Copeland bill (S. 2036) ; and 

Resolved further, That we recommend that the principles and poll- 
cies contained in the main provisions of the above-mentioned bills be 
enacted into law, and to that end, that the United States Shipping 


Roard furnish such information to Congress and make such reasonable 
effort to procure amendments and modifications as may be necessary to 
provide such adequate aid as will assure the United States having a 
snecessful, permanent American merchant marine under private owner- 
ship; and 
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Further resolved, That we recommend that the United States Ship- 
ping Board lay before Congress full information concerning the character 
and number of new ships which in its judgment should be constructed 
in American shipyards to modernize the services now operated by the 
board. 


—_—_—_ 


MINORITY REPORT 

Resolved, That we recommend that the principles and policies eco: 
tained in the main provisions of the Wood Dill and the Copeland bil 
consolidated in a composite bill and be enacted into law, and that t 
United States Shipping Board procure such amendments and modifi 


tious as may be necessary, including the change of the Jones bill 
that sales of vessels therein referred to might be made upon the 
currence of five commissioners, and also that section 4 of the bill ha 


a proviso that it shall be suspended for a period of one year from 
date of the enactment of the composite legislation contained in 
three bills mentioned above, with a view of ascertaining to what ext 
citizens might build vessels under the provisions of the Wood bill, 
that, if private capital furnish necessary 
to.the American merchant marine, no building under the 
would then necessary, and provided that nothing in the Jones 
shall be construed as a commitment to permanent Government operat 
aud ownership, and provided further that section 4 of the 
be amended so as to read, after the word required, “ to replace ves 


contemplating replacem 
Jone 8 


be 


Jones | 


in operation on the trade routes being maintained by the Shipping 
Board.” 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr, President, a great deal has been 


said about the sales which have been made. What is the use 
of wasting our time in discussing that matter unless it be to 
avoid similar mistakes, if mistake was made, in the futur 
We can not call back yesterday. We can not call back the spent 
arrow or the past life or the lost opportunity. I shall not waste 
my time or the time of the Senate in going into a curious or 
detailed examination as to whether a given boat was sold at an 
inadequate price or not. They have been sold. One thing, how- 
ever, is true. While in the possession and ownership of the 
Government they were a daily loss to the Government, and in a 
sense the Government was relieved from a continuing expense— 
an expense incurred whether the given boat was anchored or 
tied to a wharf or was being navigated across the 
Whether in port or en route, each vessel was a constant loss to 
the Government, and perhaps it was wise to dispose of it; to 
give it away. 

It may be observed, however, that when it came to the sale 
of the ships there were such conditions imposed upon the con- 
tract of purchase as made it unwise, unprofitable for American 
citizens to meet those provisions and to purchase the given 
ships. I had intended to point out specifically the various pro- 
visions or conditions which were imposed upon the proposed 
sales. I have them in typewritten form which, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, I will ask to incorporate in the Recorp 
at this point rather than read them and take up the time of 
Senators. 

The PRESIDING 


oceal 


OFFICER. Without it is so 


objection, 


ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
oa 7 a + = * 
The first effort to sell the tonnage owned by the United States Ship- 
ping Board to private owners was on June 17, 1919. 


The prices made 
by the Shipping Board were from $210 to $225 per dead-weight ton, on 
terms of 25 per cent cash and an installment plan for the remainder 
This price was from $10 to $25 per ton above the cost of the ships to 
the Government of the United States and from $30 to $50 over repro- 
duction in private American yards, and $75 per ton above the 
costs of production in British yards. With these ridiculous prices fixed 
by the United States Shipping Board for the sale of ships constructed 
during the war and for war purposes, the ships, of course, were not 
sold, as private purchasers were not foolish enough to pay $10 to $25 
above the cost of the ships to the Government and from $30 to $50 
above the cost of reproduction in American yards. The charge that the 
United States Shipping Board was working in the interest of private 
parties in the sale of these ships is not borne out by the facts, * * * 
And inasmuch as in 1919 the sentiment for public ownership had begun 
to make itself felt, it is very probable that the United States Shipping 
Board had no desire to sell the ships, or else they would not have asked 
the price that they did ask. 





costs 





On February 10, 1920, the board allowed a 10 per cent reduciion for 
a ship 1 year old and an additional 1 per cent for each additional year 
oh 


of the vessel's life for the following five years, and 5 per cent ea 
year thereafter. These prices reduced the vessels from $180—-$203 per 
ton, and two-year boats from $178-$208 per ton. These prices were no 


more attractive than the prices above; and later in 1920 the bareb: 


charter plan, with an option to purchase, was adopted, with 24 per 
cent cash and monthly payments of $8.80 per ton until 50 per cent 


of the total was paid, and the remainder to be in equal installments 
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‘ irs of the da is scheme did not work, and | for and are to be opened on the 10th of next month. The 
was again reduced to $5 per ton a month, The sale plans | other day when I said I did not like to see this bill “rushed 
United States Shipping Board were changed five times in | through,” I meant to say, and I now say, that I think the bill 
; * * * The board again reduced the cost of the ships to | was introduced and that it has been urged forward in the hope 
$175 per dead-weight to for coal burners and $175-$185 per | that it would pass the Senate and pass the House of Repre- 
veight ton for oil burners th a 10 per ct discount; but 4S | sentatives and—which let no man suppose—be signed by the 
shipbuilders were selling the same kind of ships a week before ’resident before t 10th of next month, in order to prevent 
$144 per dead-weight ton, no one was quite foolish enough to pay | the sale of those ships lying out there on the Pacifie shore 
higher cost to purchase the tonnage of the United States Ship- | no matter what the offers of purchase might be 
Board Had the Shipping Board taken advantage of shipping Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the Senator from California does 
ions in 1919 and fixed a 1 rr many possible purchasers | not think that I had any such hope as that, does he 
have been secured; but becau they did not sel and held Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Well, Mr. President 
the tonnage until foreign natio opstructed new, fas irg 
: Hope springs eternal in the hnman br t: 
operated ships, no one wW willing pt ) mipet - ay 
foreign trade with thes lips \ p quisite of sale by in s, b always to 
Shipping Board was the const on of new tonna in American Mr. FLETCHER The Senator from California will remem 
to replace this tonnag fter had been in t foreign trade | ber that substantially the same bill as that now pending was 
eriod of five years, and as a consequencs ships we! t | reported favorably at the last session by the Commerce Com 
e hands of the United States Shipping Board, where they sti I | mittee. 
ly 10 lines have been sold Cwenty-three lines still remain i Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But it died last session, and let us hon 
of the Shipping Board, and th st of its tonnage is rotting in | that the demise of the pending bill is approaching { Lauel ter} 
us parts of the United St ind i dead SS ( Gov Of course it died, and it should have died. When the pen ling 
measure shall be dead, I will join Senators in a eulogy. for | 
* * * . * * * had rather pronounce a eulogy than deliver a philippic 
ir. SHORTRIDGE. So, I repeat, the past is gone, and , Sarwreres we: told that we mee keep tne ‘e ships and 
of us wish we could reeall it; but it is gone, and we | #8 We must recondition them that is a favorite word in the 
uld consider it only for the light it gives us. The only | ! menclature of the Shipping soard—* recondition ” these T' 
ison Why we should remember unhappy experience is that it redo-eaten, barnacled ships lying at some far-away wharf. a 
cause us to avoid errors and assist us in our onward great many of them out on the Pacific coast They must be 
rch; and yet, Mr. President, while we waste our time in reconditioned,” Mr. President, no matter what the cost, no 
eying over the past and criticising and deploring and weeping | ™2'ter how foolish to do so, lest the American flag disappear 
r mistakes there are those in the Senate, and perhaps else- | {om the ocean, and John Bull capture America ! 
‘re, who would continue in coutrol, with vastly greater I come now, Mr. President, to the significant fact that the 
power, a board which they tell us has, either through incom- | 44vocates of this bill confess Government failure. I wish those 
cy—let us hope it was only incompetency—or for some | words could be written large across the pages of this bill 
r cause, sacrificed the rights and the property of the United Chey col fess failure ; wheretore it is net necessary for me to 
states Government. I do not charge them with other than | prove their failure. if remember a case where a group of 
per motives; I am far from imputing wrong or wicked or lawyers were inquiring whether a certain gentleman was a 
‘wt motives |} creat lawyer. An argument was started, whereupon a friend 
lam not adversely criticizing, for I suppose we can favorably | Te? arked that they need not prove it, that the gentleman in 
cize as well as adversely criticize. Some persons think that | @uestion would admit it. It is not necessary for me to prove 


mm one says he is criticizing a man therefore he is adversely 
icizing him. I am neither adversely nor favorably criticiz- 
ing. I am merely saying that Senators here on the floor who 
eigh against and adversely criticize the acts of these gentle- 

en and comment on them almost ad infinitum still wish to 
coutinue them or a like board in control of the commerce—of 
it? Not of a little city, not of a village, not of a State, but 

a Nation of one hundred and -twenty-odd million people. 
\otwithstanding all this experience, notwithstanding the fact 
have been a lamentable failure, notwithstanding the 
that this fleet has cost us millions and hundreds of millions 


if we 


of dollars, notwithstanding that we are now running the ships 
a loss, notwithstanding that we have through a series of 
ars proved that we can not operate at other than a loss, it is 


posed to continue right on. No matter what rocks lie ahead, 
matter what sunken reefs, we are to go right ahead like a 
drunken sailor, trusting to some power to save us. 
We are told that these ships must be sold because they can 
keep up with the foreign ships. They can not. Seven 
eight or nine or ten knot ships can not, of course, compete with 


or 


i5. 16, 17, or 18 knot eargo ships. In a sense they are out of 
te. It would be better to sell them to-morrow, to give them 
ay. as any intelligent gentleman would; if he had a ship | 
ch was ineurring a daily loss, he would give it away to 


ne friend, begging pardon of the friend. 
Oh, it is said we have got to “recondition them.” Again I 
sh to be parliamentary, remembering the inquiry of a former 
enator from Kentucky one day as to what would be parlia- 
entary and what would not. I wish speak with decorum, 
i proper regard for the proprieties, and with due respect 
r those who father this bill. sut when I remember what “ re- 
ilitioning ”’ by the Shipping Board has cost the Government 
d am told that it is proposed to “ recondition” the rest of our 
olete fleet I find it difficuit to speak with Chesterfieldian 
restraint, 
Kor it is proposed by the learned Thebans that we shall 
end hundreds of millions of dollars in rejuvenating—‘ recon- 
ditioning ” is the big, high-sounding word—in “ reconditioning ’ 
these out-of-date, rotting, almost sinking hulks. Some of them 
of course, are not so far gone. but they are on the way. Such is 
the argument advanced in support of the proposition that none 
them shall be sold without the unanimous consent of this 
‘traordinary board. I know, as every other Senator knows, 


to 


it there is a proposition to dispose of a number of the cargo 
ships new out on the Pacific shores. Bids have been called 


failure, for they admit failure on the part of the Federal Gov 


‘nment to manage and control successfully the merchant 
fleet, a fleet never designed for commercial purposes, and a 
Government never designed to carry on commercial euter- 
prises. This Government was set up to preserve the life and 


liberty of man; 


it was set up to carry out the immortal princi 
ples enunciated in the Declaration of Independence that man 
was entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, Our 


Government was never designed as a commercial enterprise, 
and I question the power of Congress in times of peace to pur 
hold, and control and monopolize the commerce of the 
American people, 
While some of the ships have been sold, not 
been sold, and why not? We have but to consider type 
of the ships to which I have referred and the conditions of sale 
imposed by the Shipping Board, and we shall why 
ships not been sold. The naked truth the Shipping 
Board has been opposed, is opposed, to selling them. It is 
be remembered that these ships are more than 10 years old; 
that the average effective life of a cargo ship is about 20 years. 
Private owners have purchased of them for no other 
reason than that they were able to secure them at a very low 
cost, thereby placing themselves on a parity, in so far as yalue 


otners 


ri 
\ have 
l the 
see these 
have is, 


to 


some 


is concerned, with their foreign competitors, whose ships of 
corresponding age have been written down to similar values. 
While these ships have some value at the present time, by 


reason of their low cost, in one or two years more no private 
owner would buy them if he were compelled to continue them 
for any great term in the foreign trade, by reason of the competi- 
tion that he will meet from fa economical, Dieselized ships. 

Thus we are.brought to this situation: Slow-going ships as 
against fast-moving ships, old, out-of-date types of ships as 
against new, modern, up-to-date types, and our Government has 
the one type and our foreign rivals have the other. We can not 
as a Government compete of now, and we can not in the 
future as a Government compete, with this type of ships. We 
can, as is proposed, undertake to recondition these old ships, 
which is a naval architectural impossibility and an almost 
criminal folly, costing vast sums, or we can scrap or dispose 
f them and undertake to build new ones of a type equal, if not 
superior to, those of our rivals. The latter program will cost 
this Nation untold money and ultimately be a failur: 

Why have we lost our rank on the seas, Mr. President? I 
shall not undertake to display a knowledge of history by tracing 
the development of shipping. We all recall Phoenician 
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we recall when the Mediterranean was the great theater of the 
world’s commerce. Then the Atlantic Ocean became, and may 
still be, the great highway, God’s unfranchised ,highway, across 
which man travels; but the time is fast approaching when the 
Pacific Ocean will be the theater of the greatest commerce of the 
world, international, around-the-world commerce. While the 
thought of that great ocean is in our minds, I would have this 
Nation remember that we need a Navy, not for war and aggres- 
ive purposes on our part but for peaceful preparedness. 

We need a Navy, and the Constitution in effect commands us 
“to provide and maintain a Navy,” not for conquest but for 
defense, We need a merchant marine of peaceful vessels assist- 
ant to the Navy in time of danger, not because we are threat- 
ening, not because we are envying, not because we design at- 
tack upon any nation on the earth, whether it fronts on the 
Pacific or any other of the seyen seas. This Nation is smitten 
with a love of peace. We are not conspiring, here in the Senate 
or elsewhere, against any nation; and there is no foreign diplo- 
mat in Washington, there is no capital in Europe or Asia, that is 
justified in having even a suspicion that America is designing 
attack upon any people or any nation in the world. But we 
have a right to prepare to defend ourselves if attacked; and 
aimless we are unworthy of our ancestors we shall always be 
ready and able to defend ourselves when attacked. As for me, 
I think we should be able at all times to protect the Nation here 
at home, and to protect any American citizen who travels abroad 
on a lawful errand. 

I want the spirit of another day to live to-day and to-morrow— 
the spirit in America which insists upon the rights of Ameri- 
can citizens being respected, wherever those rights are involved. 
When we speak of the Pacific Ocean we think of a Navy, not 
with » latent spirit of hostility, a hidden design or purpose of 
hostility toward Japan or toward Korea or China or Java or 
Siam or any of the oriental peoples or nations. We want trade, 
and we want our ships that sail from San Francisco or Port- 
land or Seattle or Los Angeles or from Gulf or Atlantie ports to 
be able to proceed on around the world and not be cut off by any 
nation that might be hostile to us. And if there shall ever 
develop any disposition to cut us off in our trade around the 
world, we should have a navy capable of asserting our rights. 

Perhaps I have said too much on that point; but it is in my 
thonghts as bearing upon the proposition that this Government 
shall take over all the commerce of the Republic, place the 
maritime interests of a Nation in the hands of a half dozen 
partisan politicians. 

It is admitted that Government management has failed. 
There is no reason to believe or to hope that Government 
management can succeed. But what could we have done to 
assist our merchant marine? Under the act of 1920 we could 
have done a great deal. We have done practically nothing. We 
have done nothing to aid the private shipowners. We could 
have done many things. We could have given, and we should 
give, more advantageous mail contracts to our citizens. We 
could have applied the rail export rate provision of the act 
of 1920. We could, on certain conditions, have reduced the duty 
on ship repairs made in foreign ports. We could have extended 
the coastwise laws, even unto the Philippines, giving us, if you 
please, a monopoly over the trade between the Philippines and 
our country. These are very important propositions, They could 
have been carried into effect, and, if carried into effect, would 
have been and will be highly helpful to the American shipowner 
or company operating American ships. 

I happen to know a little something about the matter of con- 
tracts for the carrying of mail, and I look back with a feeling 
almost of indignation toward certain Government officials here 
in Washington who seemed perfectly willing to allow the 
Oceanie Steamship Co., the American line, to be driven off the 
sea, giving the mail contract to the English company—perfectly 
willing to do that because the English company wisely on its 
part offered to carry the mails a little cheaper than the Ameri- 
can line could afford to carry them. I took occasion to point 
out to that gentleman, who seemed to think more of Downing 
Street than of Washington, that if that steamship line running 
from San Francisco to Australia, which had carried the Ameri- 
can flag across the Equator for over 40 years, many times at 
great losses to the company and its stockholders, was driven off 
the sea and the mail contract given to the English company, we, 
America, would be dependent upon the English company for our 
mail and our necessary supplies for our establishment at 
Samoa. That official appeared to think more of John Bull than 
of Uncle Sam. 

In other words, there are those in this country who talk 
loudly but perform very feebly in favor of building up and sus 
taining an American merchant marine. In that case, I repeat, 
they seemed to be perfectly willing to give the contract to carry 
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the United States mails to the English company, even thoug! 
meant the loss or the destruction of our own American line. 
and making us at Samoa dependent entirely for supplies as w 
as mail upon the English company. That company, as I undey- 
stand, has been acquired by others and is being operated. 2B 
how long will the privately owned shipping company be al 
to live if the Federal Government undertakes to monopolize, 

it will monopolize, the shipping business of America? 

I repeat, Mr. President, that under the shipping act of 1920 
we could have done many things to aid American shipping, | 
we have done nothing. Members of the Shipping Board ha 
quarreled like children in any alley, have paid extravag 
attorney fees, have made speeches and drawn their salari 
promptly, and some of them are now bent on holding on f 
ever. Having failed to do anything, why not do something? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow 
to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cuxli- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator speaks of the failure to 
anything on the part of Congress. The Senator knows 
reason why the coastwise privilege was not extended. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly I do, sir. It is not the fau 
of Congress; certainly not. 

Whose fault it is, we may know. The Shipping Board | 
done nothing; the Interstate Commerce Commission has «d: 
nothing; nobody has done anything under the act of 1920 in aid 
of the American citizen in his foreign commercial enterpris: 
but what can we do? I am not concerned to-day with Pompeii or 
Herculaneum. I am concerned with the United States of 
America; and may I say, not claiming to be broader minded 
than others, I am not thinking of my own great imperial Stiie 
of California alone, although I would be justified in dwelling 
somewhat upon California’s interest in this great problem, be- 
cause we are no longer the back yard of the Nation. I do not 
say we are the front yard. Let me say there are two yards to 
this Nation, but assuredly we are not the back yard of the 
Nation. I repeat that California has a thousand miles of coast 
line and four and a half to four and three-fourths millions of 
people. We look out upon that great ocean. We take a lively 
interest in Alaska, in Hawaii, in Samoa, in the Philippines 
We do not get seasick when we look upon the rolling waves. 
We are not afraid of the ocean. I pause to say that I hope to 
see that great ocean forever pacific in fact as it isin name. I 
want to see it plowed and furrowed by the keels of peaceful ves- 
sels. I never want to see its waters reddened with the blood 
of man. I want it to be a peaceful ocean, a great highway of 
commerce, carrying the products of our factories and farins 
and forests to foreign markets, and bringing hither such prod- 
uctS aS we can not advantageously produce, or produce at :!!. 
I want peaceful commerce over the Pacific Ocean, as over all 
the oceans of the earth; but I want to see that commerce car- 
ried on by the men of California, the men of South Carolina, 
the men of Georgia, the men of Florida, the men of Maine, the 
men of New York—the men of America—rather than by the 
Federal Government; carried on by men and women interested 
in the preblem, rather than by incompetent politicians sitting 
here in Washington or traveling hither and yonder across this 
country, meanwhile costing the people hundreds of millions of 
dollars. I want the rights of man preserved, the rights of tlie 
citizen, rather than to see the Federal Government swallow wu), 
so to speak, the men and the women and the interests of 
America. 

What can we do to rival Great Britain? Since when were 
we unable to meet Great Britain on land or sea? Perhaps we 
have not always been able to meet her in diplomatic councils. 
I regret to be obliged to admit that we have sometimes lamen'- 
ably failed to meet her clever, far-seeing statesmen, Whatever 
may be said of Great Britain, this is true: 

Whether it be Tudor or Plantagenet, Liberal or Conservative, 
Gladstone or Disraeli, Lloyd-George or Baldwin, they ex:lf 
England; they enthrone England in their hearts, and, proud of 
ingland as “a precious stone set in the silver sea,” they have 
ever sought to extend her power and expand her commerce, 10! 
unwilling to see the fleets of every nation sink, providing tha! 
of Great Britain floats. My pride and love do not mislead me 
when I add that we have statesmen in America. Our misfor- 
tune is that they get panic-stricken, forget fundamental prin- 
ciples of our Government, and in the supposed interest ©! 
partisanship do what their better judgment fails to approve, 
and this they do out of a mistaken notion that they are bene- 
fiting their party. They now seem to have forgotten the wise 
words of a former President: “He serves his party best who 
serves his country best.” 
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ive done under existing law. I did not pause to discuss 
we had not, or to criticize those responsible for not 
loing it, but the fact is that we have not exercised the power 


als, 


‘+h the law has vested in certain offici 


I say that we could extend our coastwise shipping laws, and 


doing we would be doing what other nations have done; 
iat Great Britain, guided by great statesmen, has done: 


he is doing to-day, avowedly unafraid and unashamed. 
| sometimes think we have become so cowardly as to be afraid 


most to speak the words “ Uncle Sam” and to assert the 
of Uncle Sam on this rolling earth 
As a third thing we could do we could relieve American com- 


nies on 


repairs made in foreign 
aid rather 


from the payment of duty 


under conditions and regulations which would 


'ts, 


it harm American shipyards. We could do that. I do noi 
irry in my mind the exact figures, but I think we have paid 
ity on repairs made in foreign ports during the last year 
the extent of over $200,000. Whether we shall relieve en- 
irely the payment of duty on repairs made in foreign ports, 
hout imposing certain conditions, is at least debatable; but 
im sure the law could be so adjusted as not to affect the 
venues, as not to injure home shipyards, but so as to give 


lief to the shipowner, the navigator of the ship, who bought 
he material and made his repairs in foreign ports 

rhere is another way by which we could aid American ship 
companies owning American ships. There is possible a reductio! 





the income and other taxes on shipping property. We have 
xempted from the payment of revenue practically all the 
\merican people. There was by the last revenue law an 


xemption of an additional two and a half million people, soe 
~<iay practicaliy all the 


American people are exempted * an 


te 
va 
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M JONES. Mr. President, I think the Senat aware of 
the fuct that we had a provision in the act of 1920 requesting 
ibrogation of the treati which prevented us from passing 
‘ gislation, but three Presidents, irrespective of party, 
fai to put that provision of the law into effect 
Mr. SHIORTRIDGE. I am fully aware that the act of 1920 
iuthorized til putting into effect of the provision that mer 
chandi ming to America in American ships might be ad 
mitted at a different and a lower rate than when brought in 
foreign ships. I also know that it was considered that in order 
to force that provision it would be necessary to bring about 
the modification of certain existing treaties 
I al ilso ware of tl fact that no one administration 
luring this period has forced the issue, if IT may use that ex- 
pressial But I remarked before that I am standing here 


to-diy, thinking of to-day and of to-morrow, and I am not ready 


to coneede as a matter of law that it is necessary to modify 
any existing treaty in order for us to enforce that provision 
of the liw I do not wish to be thought dogmatic about it, but 
I am strongly of the belief that we have a perfect right and 
unrestrained power to provide as indicated, and that if we did 


provide we would not be violating any existing treaty 





Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President. if the Senator will examine 
into that a little further, he will find that the Supreme Court 
has held that we must denounce those treaties before any act 
of Congress can be effective 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Then I would denounce the treaties 
But I wish to observe to Senators that the Constitution pro- 
vides that the Constitution, and the laws and treaties made 


in pursuance thereof, is the supreme 


treat : negotiated and ratified which 


law of the 
is contrary 


land. If a 
to existing 


law. it modifies that law, it amends that law, or supersedes 
that law Also if an act of Congress is passed in direct viola 
tion of a treaty it is nevertheless the supreme law of the land: 


the 


1 


iaw 


should 


in effect denounces the treaty. 
that be done. I am not saying that it is always wise 
to do so. I would not wantonly offend another nation But 
we did that precise thing with the Chinese nation. 

There was a treaty with China, and yet the Congress passed 
which completely wiped out that treaty in as 


[ am not saying that 


“a 


far 
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immigration was concerned, and it did not require the Supreme 
Court of the United States to tell some of us that the last act 
of Congress was the supreme law of the land, even though it 
was in violation of an existing treaty. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia vield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. I eall the Senator’s attention to a reeent inei- 
dent which supports the views which he is now expressing. 
The so-called “ gentleman’s agreement ” which was entered into 
hy President Roosevelt and Japan many years ago, received the 
sanction of Congress later on, and possessed the validity of a 
treaty. When the recent immigration law was before the Sen- 
ate the President of the United States, through the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Hughes, challenged the attention of Congress to 
the facet that we were brushing aside what they conceived to 
he a treaty, by a legislative declaration, and asked that Con- 
gzress refrain from enacting a law abrogating the gentleman’s 
agreement treaty, at least until the State Department had an 
opportunity to take up the matter diplomatically with Japan 
with a view to having it abrogated. 

On the other side of the Chamber there was great perturba- 
tion, and able Senators insisted that the treaty be abrogated 
by legislative declaration. This was done, but I stood by the 
Republican President and the Republican Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But the “gentleman’s agreement,’ so 
called, was not a treaty. No President has the right to make a 
treaty. 

Mr. KING. I agree with the Senator that the President can 
only negotiate a treaty, he can not make a binding instrument 
or constitute it “the supreme law of the land.” It is believed 
that President Roosevelt exceeded his authority when he entered 
into the gentleman’s agreement and acted under it as though it 
were a valid treaty, but by lapse of time, by congressional ratifi- 
eation at least upon two occasions, the Senate ratified and vali- 
dated it, and when Congress set it aside over the protest of the 
Secretary of State some persons thought that it was an unwise 
and impolite act, at least a diseourteous act. I believe the Sena- 
tor from California should have supported the Republican 
President and Republican Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I reply briefly in regard to the 
legislation referred to, that I contended that President Roose- 
velt never had any power te enter into the so-called gentleman's 
agreement = 

Mr. KING. I have conceded that when he treated it as a 
treaty he exceeded his authority. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That it was not a treaty; and even if 
it were a treaty I would have argued, had the point been 
raised, that we could proceed to legislate in violation of it. 

Mr. KING. Absolutely. I was supporting the Senator then. 
A treaty can be abrogated by act of Congress and the Supreme 
Court, in my opinion, will not hold a contrary view. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is true. Therefore I come back 
to the point that if there are existing treaties said to stand in 
the wuy of the Congress enforcing that provision in the act 
referred to, namely, enforcing that provision which will ad- 
mit goods at a different rate when carried in American bot- 
toms—-I do not concede that there is such a treaty standing in 
our way——we should, in the interest of United States shipping, 
enforce existing law. We would not violate the Constitution, 
but we would be acting for the benefit of America. 

There are other provisions of existing law designed to aid 
American shipping which have not been put into force, I 
sometimes wonder whether certain members of the Shipping 
Roard have ever read the act of 1920. 

See what other nations do to aid their merchant marine. 
See what Australia is doing in the imposing of their customs 
duties, giving a preference in effect to goods which are carried 
in British bottoms. Why not legislate for America? When 
will the time come for America to exercise some of her rights 
to build up and maintain her merchant marine? The time is 
now. Government ownership and management of American 
shipping is a failure. Why continue? Why make private, citi- 
zen-owned American shipping impossible? Why forever be de- 
pendent on foreign nations for our ocean traffic? 

Mr. President, I beg pardon for having taken so much time of 
the Senate. The people are weary of carrying the burdens of 
an admitied failure. I repeat, sir, the people are weary of 
carrying the burden of an admitted failure. The people are 
disgusted with the handling of the Government's business in the 
matter of our ships. The people are not in favor of Russian- 
izing America. That way madness lies, Mr. President. I use 
that word Russianizing, and I mean to use it with all its hateful 
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significance. We do not propose to Russianize America. o 
long as I can utter a word or put forth a feeble blow I propose 
to stand against Russianizing America, in exalting the siate 
above the man, in making the state the master and the man 
the slave. 

The people know that American capital and American labor 
can build and sail American ships if the Government will ex 
cise a little sense and give to the shipping industry the aid 
can give witheut injury to any other American industry. F; 
from injuring, the building up an American shipping indust) 
would be beneficial to every farm and to every factory in t! 
land. 

The people of California are deeply interested in this qu 
tion. They front the Pacific Ocean. They wish to see {] 
ocean plowed, as I have suggested, and furrowed by the ke: 
of peaceful vessels, pacific ships on the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Florida 
Mr. FLETCHER. Boiled right down, it comes to 1) 
Would the Senator rather see ho merchant marine of any colise- 
quence under the American flag than to see the Governm 

own and operate it? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. We are not brought to that alternative. 
Turn the American loose! Let our Government favor him 
all foreign nations favor their citizens or subjects. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Private enterprise has not been doing it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. For reasons which I have here fully 
suggested, 

Mr. FLETCHER. Is it the Senator's idea that the cost of 
building ships in American yards exceeds the cost of building 
them in foreign yards? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGH, It does; and that is a handicap. | 
admit it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator know that an American 
can build a ship in any yard in the world and have that ship 
admitted to American registry to engage in foreign trade? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Be it so. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will ask the Senator if he thinks that is 
not possible now? In other words, the point that it costs us so 
much more to build a ship in America than in a foreign yard 
does not apply to the argument here now because the Senate 
knows, I presume, and will net contend to the contrary, that an 
American citizen can build a ship in a foreign yard and have it 
admitted to registry here to engage in foreign trade. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inter- 
ruption at that point? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. May I reply in the Senator’s time to the Senat 
from Florida? Within a year after the passage of that act 
more than 185 ships were purchased in foreign countries and 
placed under American registry. Within a short time there- 
after some 20 or more ships were purchased by Amerieans 211 
put under the American flag. More would have been purchase: 
and more would be purchased now were it not for the suspended 
sword of Damocles consisting of the shipping act, which is 
menace to privately owned and operated ships, to operate i ( 
foreign trade. It constitutes a threat of competition by the Goy 
ernment and deters individuals from building or buying 
operating ships in ocean trade. If the Government will get ou 
of the shipping business, we will have a merchant marine ; 
will beat the world in the operation of ships as we have beat: 


the world in railroad development. We have been more ef t 
cient in the construction and operation of railroads, notwit! 
standing the supposed handicap of higher wages, and we can ( 
beat the world in the building and operation of ships if the f 
Government will get out of the way and give American genits ! 
and American initiative a free field and equal opportunity. ! 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Splendidty uttered and true. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I just want to call attention to t! 
matter: We have been for seven or eight years trying to }) ‘ 


suade American citizens and American corporations that they 
ahla 


can build and own and operate ships, and ean do a profits! 
business on the high seas. I do not believe that it is necess:! : 
to subsidize anybody to de that business. But they have no! 
been willing to do it. Why they have not is another question. 
They have not done it. I know that American shipping under 
private ownership and operation is less willing to-day than 1 ' 
was in 1914, in spite of our having sold 1,140 ships owned by , 
the Government. 
What I have said about the right of American citizens to Ps 


build ships in Belfast or anywhere else, and have them admitted 


to American registry in foreign trade disposes of any handicap 
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Mr. TYSON. I yield. 

KING. Mr. President, I had intended to address the 
ite in opp sition to the pending bill. There are, however, 
nany features of it that are obnoxious to including the 
stion of its constitutionality, that it would require more 

the limited time befo we are compelled to vote upon 
measure for me adequately to express myself relative to it 
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n is in favor of an adequate merchant marine. The report 
e Shipping Board for June 50, 1927, states: 
July 3, 1926, the Senate passed resolution (S. R 62), as 
vs 
Resolved, That the United § t I g Bo l nd { s 
requested to prepare and » the S I ter that 
ry 1, 1927, comprehensive and ere plans for 1} ding up 
| maintaining an adequat merchant n i erce and 
al security (1) through privat I I priv ywne! 
and (2) through constructk operatior nd ownership by the 
iment. 
in response to this resolution, the Shipping Board Tanu 11 
submitted a report embod tain plans for ling uy d 
taining an adequate merchan I r commer ind natior 
ty The board's report wi made ter I ngs had been held 
> cities in vari 3 8 ons of the I ted S A result of 
hearings, supplemented Ss] t 000 it ddressed 
e board to representatives reanizat s, and ind luals through 
the country, sentiment of tl ger : was ind to 1 as | 
ows: (1) It was unanimously held that United State should 
e an adequate mer t marine for national defens nd for com- 
e. (2) With almost equal unar i eld th thi ierchant | 
rine should be privately wned >) With equal unani it wa 
1 that until it is made possib! I inte St 1 sfully 
ind operate the American m lant m I the Federal ¢ f 
must continue to do so.” 
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After the close of the war C ress, its gre redit, undet 
took ike advantage of the situation and passt in act which 
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in ti of war, ultimately to be « ed and ope d privately 
by « ns of the United St s; tha he policy of the 1 d 
stat to do whatever mty by ecesSsary | cle velop i 
coul e maintenance of such e1 murine; that 
purm s the primary end I ed it rte , 
accomplish the declared purposes of 1 t and to carr: ut 
the policy declared, the board is aut ized and directed to sell 
as sor as practicable, consistent with good busin methods 
and the obje and purposes I ! hi ct, all of 
the sels referred to in secti 4 ¢ his ; or otherwise 
acquired by the board. 

The Sh Ppiie Board had I il I ’ t! t l 
State the greatest fleet of merch hips that er | en 
under ne ma reme! ir the his ry ot \ il, a grand 
total of 2,534 sels of all types, aggregating 14,706,217 dead 
weight ton 
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while I hold brief for Shippit 7) 
Sa) hat this board has establishe m Vy tride lies, { 
steamships fl the American flag are again seen in the 
cipal ports of the world for the first me in 75 year arn ‘ 
last nual report of the Shipping B 1 states that not 
single f them is i ompetitic ith privatel 
Americ flag vessels 

A count greatness is really largely measured by |! for 
éign commerce and a still further mea e of r great is 
he nuch of that foreign nel = carried in ships owned 
by t Nation itself 

From the vei earliest ti mw f this good hour the 
erent nati f the world have « been those which had 
the great iipping. The Phoenicia the Egyptians, the 
Carthag ins, th Romar tl Venetiar the Dutch, the Ger 
mans, tb Swed the Norweglal! the British, the Spanish, the 
Portuguese iv be cited in illustration of this fact. Many of 
these nati were and are compuratively small nations so far 
as the land a are concerned, but the measure of their great 
hess s largely been their capacity to fly their flag upon the seas 


is both 


Our ¢ i on the land and on the sea. Our flag 
must float in every port of the earth and our commerce must 
be coext i with the world. In the past our shipping has 
languished We are not ship minded We have not properly 


fostered and encouraged our shipping ave not 


We certainly ! 
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done as much for it as have other nations, and we have found 
our shipping at times almost wiped off the seas. 


By reason of the greut fleet which we built during the 
Vorld War, we have now the opportunity to maintain our- 
selves upon the seus and to extend our commerce and carry 


it in our own ships as we can never hope to do again if we 
fuil to take advantage of the present opportunity. 

it resolves itself into a question as to whether we shall hur- 
riedly sell or give away to private interests the vast fleet which 
we how have, and take the chances that such private interests 
will be able to succeed in maintaining an adequate merchant 
Inarine not only for the present but for the future, or whether 
the Government shall take no chances but shall continue to 
operate a large part of our merchant ships until we have 
been able to build up trade routes that can be permanently and 
certainly maintained and then sell to private interests. 

If we tuke example by the past, we certainly will not put too 
much confidence in private Ownership of our shipping. 

As I have said, from 1830, when we carried 90 per cent of 
our commerce in our Own ships, privately owned, down to 1910, 
a period of SO years, our shipping decreased at an average of 1 
per cent a year, and, under the conditions which our ships must 
mect to-day, I have about lost hope that we can ever expect 
that private interests alone without adequate aid can carry 
and extend our commerce adequately upon the seas. 

We are now in a position where we must make no mistake. 
If we trust our future in this respect to private interests alone, 
under the conditions as we now know them to exist, we are 
taking a very great risk, and at the end of from 10 to 20 years 
we may have no merchant fleet. While private interests may 
be able to accomplish the task of developing an American 
merchant marine, I doubt if it is possible owing to the unequal 
conditions they must meet. 

[ have studied this question carefully, and, while I am op- 
posed on general principles to Government ownership and oper- 
ation of almost anything, and would do anything in reason to 
prevent it, at the same time there are some functions that can 
be performed successfully at times only by the Government, 
und much as I may regret the necessity, at the same time, I feel 
that when the necessity arises to do a thing which is paramount 
to the security and future of our Nation, we should not hesi- 
tute to do it by any lawful means which are necessary to 
accomplish the desired result. 

While the act of 1920 provides for private ownership ulti- 
mately, I have come to the conclusion that Government opera- 
tion of our merchant ships is for the present—and perhaps 
for a considerable time to come; possibly for at least 10 vears— 
the only sure mean of having and maintaining an adequate 
merchant marine. My reasons for this are the example of the 
past under private ownership, and the further fact that, while 
I believe American citizens to be as fine business men as are 
to be found in the world, at the same time, they can not accom- 
plish the impossible. 

Mr. President, we have two classes of shipping—coastwise 
shipping and foreign shipping. To show that our people are 
successful in the shipping business, whenever they have fair 
competition and can meet on equal terms, it is only necessary 
to point to the uniform success of our coastwise shipping 
under private ownership for 100 years and to point to the 
almost complete failure of our foreign shipping during the same 
period under private ownership. While coastwise shipping 
has been absolutely adequate and increasing to meet every 
demand, our foreign shipping has gone from bad to worse, 
until in 1910 it was practically wiped off the seas. No one will 
claim that shipping conditions ure better to-day than in 1910, 

Government ownership is criticized by a large number of 
people in this country, and properly so in most instances, but 
there are exceptions to all rules. 

We have Government operation of the Post Office Depart- 


ment, and, while this might be more economical and more 
efficient under private operation, at the same time no one 
would consider placing the Post Office Department under 


private operation. 

The Panama Canal would never have been built by private 
parties; it is under public operation, and it is as successful, 
perhaps, as it could be made under any sort of operation. 


When the Cape Cod Canal was found to be utterly and 
hopelessly bankrupt and inefficient under private ownership, 
it was finally bought by the Government and placed under 


public operation, at the urgent insistence of those in this Con- 
eress who are now against the pending bill, 

Whenever our Nation has found that there was a necessity 
aid no private persons could be found to 


for doing a thing, 
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do it successfully and continuously, the Nation has done i; 
itself. It was necessary, will be remembered, to build 
a railroad from Omaha to join the East with the Pacific coast. 
While this great railrond was not built actually by the Goy 
ernment, it was fostered and aided by the Government so 
to make it possible. 

When the State of Georgia found it necessary to build 4 
railroad from its capital city, to join up with other sectio 
of the country, it built and operated a railroad from Atha) 
to Chattanooga. The State of North Carolina has built 
operated its own railroads when the State found it could 
done in no other way. 

The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsi 
Friday last cited the case of public operation of the Bost 
Elevated Railroad. Many other instances might be cited. 

The State of New York built the Erie Canal. The St 
of Maryland and other States have built canals in the past 

In fact, as I have said before, whenever the State or Nati: 
has found that there is a necessity for a thing or a 
and no other instrumentality could be found to supply ¢! 
necessity, the State or the Government itself has done 
thing which no one else could do. 

Owing to the conditions under which we are living, the hi 
tariff wall which surrounds this country, the high standard 
living which obtains in our country, the beneficent laws which 
have been passed in the interests of our sailors on the sea 
and many other conditions, it is utterly and wholly impossibie 
to operate an American ship as economically as a foreign s! 
can be operated. 

It is admitted that it costs about 50 per cent more to bu 
an American ship than it does to build a foreign ship. The 
interest on the investment, the insurance, the high cost of 
pairs, the high cost of replacement, and everything else tha 
goes into the purchasing and operating of a ship, is so much 
higher in this country that it is utterly impossible for ©: 
ships to be operated as economically as foreign ships. There 
fore we must either have higher rates for our freight or « 
very much greater business in order to overcome this inequality, 
or adequate Government aid. 

Higher rates can not be had for our shipping. and even 
fair share of business is difficuit to secure. Our ships have to 
go out into the world and compete with the world markets, and 
they have to operate under the conditions of a highly protected 
market; and I say to you, Mr. President, that in my opinion to 
continue to compete without loss under such unequal conditions 
is most difficult if not impossible. 

If all our ships were turned over to-day to private interests 
without charging a single dollar of purchase money und with 
out direct and substantial aid from the Government 
United States, in my opinion, due to this inequality, our me 
chant marine would be wiped off the seas, and we would in a 
few years have no merchant marine worthy of the nan 
engaged in foreign trade. 

The only way that an adequate merchant marine can lhe 
maintained by private interests is by paying the difference 
between what if costs to own and operate a ship in this country 
and under our conditions and that obtaining in foreign cou 
tries, so that if we turn our merchant marine over to private 
interests we must provide a subsidy or subvention or s 
other means of muking up this difference in the cost of owner: 
ship and operation. 

The American people apparently are against subsidies and 
subventions, as has been so forcibly pointed out to you by 


as 


sery 


of the 


distinguished senior Senator from Washington, who is 
charge of this bill. Although he is strong for a subsidy, 


thinks there is no chance for one by this Congress; and 
he wants an adequate merchant marine, he realizes that Gov- 
ernment operation is the only chance. He has been here much 
longer than I have, but I agree with him that there is Lo 
chanee to secure a subsidy from this Congress or to secure 
greater aid than is now provided by law. 

It looks as if we must have Government ownership or Dothins, 
and not only Government ownership now but in order to insure 
that the policy laid down in the act of 1820—which is to enco 
age and maintain an adequate merchant marine—Goyvernme!' 
operation is, I believe, the only method that will ever be suc- 
cessful on all routes now being operated by the Shipping Boaru 
as long as conditions obtain in this country as compared to other 
countries as we find them to-day. 

It seems to me that the time has come when we should no 
longer quibble about this matter, but we should determine wht 
steps to take to provide a service for our country which is 4s 
necessary as the Army or the Navy. It seems to me that the 











(9928 
has come for this Congr to st debating, and to say 
country that we can only insure an adequate merchant 
e by part Government operation and ownership at this 
and until Congress is willing to give adequate aid. 
y say that Government operation is a failure. But if 
yment operation is a failh how 1 h of a failux 
heen the private operati of our merchant marine t Col 
decrease in our shipping from 1830 of 90 per cent to 8 
nt in 1910. Private owns have had tl ‘ tunity 
iv the Government ships at their own price during the la 
years, and only 10 out of 35 trade routes have b 
American busing man is kee » make 1 Bt 
1c ssfully operiute thes ups, why doe el! come for 
| and buy them? He never will buy them u he United 
s practically insures him against loss; and the Congress 
not appeal willing to do tha and may never do so In 
eantime, the Government must operate these ships 
fess that I believe it is going to cost this country a grea 
f money. I doubt if we can ever operate a rcha 
ie in such a way as to make it profitable, or even in such 
vy that we will get enough out of its operation to pay 
es, replacements, and new construction. I d ot beliey 
in be done by the Government, but I thi it « be don 
surer by the Government than in any othe iy at this 
day we have the greatest foreign shipping service by our 
hips that we have ever enjoyed. From every port of im 
ce in this country North, South, East, and West, on the 


tic, on the Gulf, and on the Pacific 
service extending to every 


we 


important 


a fairly ade 


port in the world 


hing which has never occurred before in our history. 
Heretofore our ports on the North Atlantic have been built 
the expense of every port on the South Atlantic coast 
the Gulf; but now, for the first time, the southern ports 
the Gulf ports have the same just, fair eonsideration as 
heen given to the ports of the North and East. We have 


y a national merchant marine not sectional 
ports of Wilmington, Charleston, Savannah, 
Mobile, New Orleans, and many minor ports 
ideration, and our commerce is going out 

er before. We have now a fine conne: 


one 

Jacksonville, 
are being given 
to the world 
tion with all the ports 


as 


South America on the east coast and on the west coast. 
No longer does a man in Argentina or Brazil who wants to 
in America have to go to Europe and then sail to America 
goods. There was a time, only a few years ago, when 

had no direct line from Argentina or Brazil to the United 
When a Brazilian or Argentinian wanted to buy goods in the 
ted States he had to go to Europe; and even if he thought 
ming on to America the probabilities are that he stopped 


| bought his goods in Europe. Our trade in South America 
creasing by leaps and bounds. It is the field for America 
future. It is the country which we should cultivate. 
our natural commercial alliance; and if we continue with 
merchant marine as we have it now, our trade with South 
{merica will continue to increase. As for the west of 
United States, it has also an adequate service this time. 
Mr. President, it has been said merchant 


s 


tie 


coast 
at 
the American 


that 


irine under the direction of the Shipping Board has lost an 
rmous amount of money—some $235,000,000—in the last 
n years. That may be true; but, although there may have 
en waste and extravagance and bad judgment, it has been 

th, perhaps, every dollar that it has cost. 
But. Mr. President, there is now a much more efficient serv- 
It takes time—sometimes a very long time—to build a 


siness; and if the Shipping Board continues in the business 
{ have no doubt the efficiency of the service will be better and 

tter, and ultimately it may be able to run with comparativel) 

tle loss. 

The lesses have been decreased from $50,000,000 a year a few 

rs ago to $12,000,000 the last year. 

the Shipping Board took over all the ships and established 
) different trade routes from our ports to different ports of the 

rid; and, acting under the directions laid down by the law of 
1920, they have sold in seven years only 10 of these routes. 

course, they naturally the best routes, because they 
re the ones purchasers would naturally want to buy, and now 
e have some 25 routes left. Now, what can we do with these 
ships? 

Phe President of the United States wants to sell them. His 
whole attitude has been to urge the Shipping Board to sell 
them. Every man interested in private shipping has wanted 

e Shipping Board to sell them. Pressure has been brought to 
bear on the board in every way to make it sell them. 


()} sold 
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me It has practically given way the lines that have been 
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So, Mr. President, I believe that it will be utterly impossible 
to 1 these ships to any private parties who can buy them and 
mall 1 tl routes which are now established, and to increase 
the | ber of routes, unless we provide a great deal of Gover 
me! aid 
We are up against a problem which, in my judgment, if we 
al ollg to carry out the provisions of the act of 1920, leaves 
us no alternative except to own and operate a merchant marine, 
certaint) for the present, becau e there is no other instrumental 
ity that will enable us to establish and maintain an adequate 


merchant marine, 
Ty 


ol roborat 


m of what 
the 10th of January, by 


' Ta 
ve Silda, 


I h: I wish to state that on 


the invitation of the Shipping Board, 


the great shipping interests of this country assembled he in 
the city of Washington. There was practically every line of 
Steamship sailing under the American flag represented at that 


conference, am 


atives. l 
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i humerou 
wi 


hn to show 


; addresses were made 
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the attitude of the } 
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sent 
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toward the American merchant marine and what they thin s 
necessary in order that we may be able to maintain an adequate 
merchant marine, 

In the first place, they say that it costs 50 per cent more to 
build a ship in the United States than it does abroad. They 
further say that the wages paid in this country and the high 
standards of living enjoyed by the American people make very 
much higher costs than on foreign ships where there are lower 
standards of living, where wages are paid that prevail in other 
countries ; and they say that 
hese different 3s in eosts can be met only in one of two ways 

1 the Government absorbing the difference, or (2) through 
increased earning f American ships as compared with foreign 
ship 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
they state 
that the monthly cost of wages and sustenance on an oil-burning 9,000 


dead-weight-ton American ship is $4,041, as compared with $2,690.42 

| on a substantially similar British ship, or $1,450 more; $1,581.99 
on an Italian ship, or $2,459 more; $1,425.29 on a French ship, or 
$2616 more: $1,371.58 on a Japanese ship, or $2,670 more. 


How can our privately owned ships compete against such 
costs ? 


I wish, for the information of the Senate, and in order to 


| show the great disparity between wages and costs of operation 


of an American ship and ships in other countries, to place in 


the Recorp some tables giving comparative statements of 
costs of operetion of ships in this country and abroad. I 
ask unanimous consent to have these tables inserted in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 


ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
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EXHIBIT A 
Comparative statement of wages, number of crew, and subsistence— American vessels as compared with vessels of Norway, Great Britain, I/aly, France, and Javan 

United States Norway Great Britain Italy France Japan 
_ = - —- NEE | =) = —, 
CO ee, ee ee ee West coast} Tramp. | Italy-Australia. | Havre-New Trans-} 
| United States, York 
| west coast | 
South Ameri- ] 
ca | 
Tyne Of VOR. ..nccecccecscsasscenses= Cargo. Cargo. | Freight. | Cargo, Three Is- | Cargo, third-class | Freighter, recip. 
xe | land | passenger. 3. } 
Prop ee ee Coal, Oil. Recip. oil. Oil, triple expan- | Oil, Scotch coal. } ( 
‘ sion | | } 
TONNAGE | 
Nat ain cateieidh eed ao . ' a - oa 2,307 3,192 5,089 2 908 j 
Gl... .cuddunsacabodaedaadatneentesbandtae ; Sebuaben a. 3,785 5,041 |} 8,839 4.579 | 361) 
NT A ee ae anne 9,001 | 9,001 6,000 8,575 | 10,000 9,200 | 9,009 
Crew 
| Fs | RN CO F i | ‘n° i ie Z _ 7 ' 
Num- To~ae | Num- i Num- ta~ae | NUM- 4 | Num- i Num- } as Num- 
| ber Wages ber W ages her Wages |” ber | Wages ber Wages heer | Wages ber Wag 
| | | 
} = a —- an ee i ry a _ P } a | n ae ae Saye “t oT i 
CREW, NUMBER AND WAGES | | | | | 
Deck department | | | | 
DERE . ...<.scocnbeoncesenesesesuee 1) $290.00 | 1; $290.00 i | $240.00 1} $170.10 1 $91. 91 1! aR 0 
Wirst mate....<-..ocs..-.- 1| 185.00 | i 185. 00 1| 126.66 | 1} 104.49 1 74.67 | 1 63.70 
Second mate 1!) 165.00 1 165, 00 > 113. 33 1 84. 80 1 57. 44 oe i 
UIE MII eee a eee 1} 150,00 | 1 | 150. 00 1] 100.00 | 1| 63.18 | 1/ 40.19 1| {1 
PE CIEL icicle Renin baa chen ate ce bans Kea ieee oiwJatwiae |~----- anweekwebbaduh joa enuboue ‘ anaes 1 Sf a 
ORIEN ics ckintiesturéntatiiniienal 1 80. 00 1 | 80. 00 1} 66. 66 1 60.75 | 1 | 16. 98 1 is 
Bosun sisi dpe turiniaiinaatedl 1 | 75. 00 1| 75. 00 1 66. 66 1 55.99 |. 1 | 16. 98 | 1 3 
Able-bodied seamen. ._.........-_-! S 500. 00 k 500. 00 4 213. 32 | 5! 243.00 aiieunes oe 2 4 
Orel GORGE oon cicniiesawsdek 2 95, 00 2} 95. 00 | 1 160. 00 | 2 See tes es Bis 8 63. 92 | 2 | { 
Radio ativan ] 105. 00 1 EE ee 1 67. 91 1 43.47 1 22. 98 | 1} 
Quartermaster a a ee ee a " ee aiiensbennies Galditniianitine timate ipeebniee 4) ’ 
CORn WR ea ee et ee See le Seek ee ae ea Pi ee ne | 1 > ae { 
OE oi sac dnccanaueiibdngeiecls ko atts ee 3 FOU foicdiceclss Soi | 4 eS er 8. ee 
Boy chalice clita ca eins We naan ial cel aie Bs sion: cig gia bia icine il sail ectripid cbt ama opteaacaltas | spin ab lutalea mac | 1 | iM ts... % 
REED. .ncccannanmengasnderese > cunreqnlsseenene-o heim Aerebonnhusthenetlvanangetnclinbtekeslaetpeguemusbeokeahseodsndiealanenee Lettered 1 iL 70 
Engine department: | | | | | | 
CE COE ciciveccsctucncesnsect 1; 260.00 1 260. 00 1 116. 66 1 119. 07 1 72. 45 | 1 68. 93 1 88, 20 
GE ROU aici nitibdiinantonntten 1| 185.00 1} 185.00 1} 120.00 1) 104.49 1 57. 96 | 1 | 2. 12 1 | 19.0) 
Second assistant................... 1 165. 00 1 165. 00 1 100. 00 1 77. 76 1 49. 68 | 1 | 34. 07 1 41. 
Third assistant.............. j 1 150. 00 1 kee eee ] 3. 1 1 43.47 | 1 32. 17 1 85 
Deck engineer incutes wanaintielintaas a i > . on iinet rien Bean 1; ox eietbedle i ee eh ee £5 5 | ssa he os cde aca a aan 
Oilers ainsi asiitadede 3} 217. 50 3 | 217. 50 4 326. 64 3 145, 58 6 131. 64 4 | 67. 92 | 4 4.08 
WON cnc nmesndcbsstethnis 23 y 607. 50 | 3] 195.00 4 213. 32 9| 429.57 9; 197.46 13 | 207.74 6 
Coal passers_.......-.- bia adie 31. (ROR bees, cari he ede IGEN eabeecac|esucseen teal ee. aoe te outer acae : 
EEE ERIS FT ial 2} 115.00 3 SG bok cde Binekthccke So Regt ate Lhe 2 eee eee | 
Steward’s department: | | | | | | } | | 
Clee arene ni ecco ttenuns2s2 } 1 120. 00 1} 120.00 1 93. 33 1} 70.47 | 1} 21. 3% | 1 18. 65 | 1 
Steward hal Weis’ a dbintad ae ts a F re a idan cd neda hee wt buen d Cbdets occa die dvanwek Be a a { 2 95. 06 |....... 
Chief cook ss heaabannieniinmmedeaanoan j 1 100. 00 ] | 100. 00 1 j 66. 66 1 | 65. 61 1 21. 56 | 1 21. 98 1 
Second cook-buker_....---.--.- ei 80. 00 | 1] 80.00 | 1 ROBY ads cake snore se * | 2 3, 96 sas 
MONG WOE 5 dah cactneneunubcact 8 126. 00 | 3 126. 00 1 26. 66 2 41. 31 37. 26 | 2 
= i$ —$_|—___|_|___ cael Shinn deine eed | 
all ee | 42 | 3, 836. 00 35 | 3, 358. 50 35 2, 346, 52 35 2, 115. 54 } 42 1, 140. 99 | 45 903. 34; 1,065. 58 
Subsistence per month. ..........-...- a BO ho ceccen | WE UE La ncesnes | ae SEAR Lcnecudsl) ; SUULEO kcce woud | 432,00 |.......- 308, OF 
Saieigipiadl : acetal Acheicpdielatl ident enciciisetantt hi rcincaeae Se siniadadis cnt ienkiaieae donate Janta edielas 
‘Total eae ; 4, 655.00 |___....- | 4, 041. 00 |_ | 2766. 82 |......- 900.49 Ho... 1, 581. 99 |........ 2 496.9043... oeu : a 
Subsistence per man per day j MD Ee aaeee 5 } ae a » CBG. inno a0 WOR Lin dacmte | 32 — 
i i j 
Compiled by the American Steamship Owners’ Association from statements received from the United States Shipping Board Nov. 14 and 22, 1927, 
Mr. TYSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senate in; privately. The point I am making in my address is that the 


this connection to the fact that on an American ship the ship- 
master is paid on an average $290 a month. 

On a British ship in the same service he is paid $170 a month, 

On an Italian ship he is paid $72.45 a month. 

(nm a French ship he is paid $91.91 a month. 

On a Japanese ship he is paid $98 a month—abeut one-third 
of what he is paid in America, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. TYSON. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. What solution, then, does the Senator pro- 
pose? Certainly if the conditions outlined so well by the Sena- 
tor prevail, somebody must make up the deficit. It has to be 
paid anyhow. If we do not help the private operators of these 
ships to maintain them, the country will certainly have to 
continue to make up the deficit, which amounts this year to 
$17,000,000, and the bill which will be before us in a short 
time provides for $13,000,000. There must be a contribution 
made. Does the Senator contend that it is better to make that 
contribution by the more or less defective operation of these 
ships in public hands than to make half that contribution or a 
quarter of it in a way that would encourage private interests 
to put these ships on the sea and to maintain them in an effec- 
tive way, such as we would have ships carrying the American 
tlag to be maintained? 

Mr. TYSON. Mr. President, I 


agree with the Senator that 


Congress of the United States is not willing, at this time at 
least, to give a subsidy or a subvention that is necessary i! 
order that these ships may be privately operated, and as we 
want them operated, we must operate them by the Government 
itself, whatever the cost may be. 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator further 
yield? 
Mr. TYSON. I will have to ask the Senator to defer his 


question until I get through, because I am near the end of my 
address, Then, if he will propound his question I shall be glad 
to answer. 

It will be seen from an examination of the tables I have pre 
sented that it would appear impossible to overcome the great 
handicaps under which American shipowners must operate wil! 
out substantial Government aid. 

To give you a further idea of what the private shipowners 
of this country think about the problem of maintaining them 
selves, I will quote further from the recommendations of tlie 
American Steamship Owners’ Association represented at their 
recent meeting, 

They say: 


These higher costs have already been offset in some of the so-called 
essential services sold by the Shipping Board, through reduction 
capital costs, and thus in the fixed charges of insurance, depreciation 
and interest. But this means of meeting the differentials is only tempe 


} 


rary, and will offer no permanent relief in the operation of new s} 


we have to grant Government aid if the ships are operated | which will hereafter replace the low-priced ships sold by the Govern 
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They further say: 
( Y ‘ ? ( + < ' g 
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( ment retired from the shipping | ness 
will thus be seen, a rding to tl statements n e by 
shipowners who are now in the shipping busi in the 
lnited States, that unless the United State hall give sub 
al aid to meet the differe1 in cost of operation in thi 
intry and in foreign countries, it will be impossible to sel 
ships which it now owns, and even then, that it will not be 
e to sell all of them, but only perhaps those which appear 
e the greatest Opportunity for profit 
ey say in their resolutions passed while here: 
at the present situation admits of no misinterpretation. Our over- 
merchant fleet is being rendered obsolete by the rapid advance of 
and invention which has completely revolutionized our vessel 
propulsion since our ships were bought. 
(hey say further: 
the absence of a replacement and reconditior g | gral l 
sfer of a substantial part of the remaining ships to private owne1 
with the assurance of continued operation is unlikely 
It will thus be seen that no matter what we do here, in the 


opinion of the American Steamship Owners’ Association we can 
ouly hope to sell to private parties a part of the remaining ships 
we now have, unless we replace and recondition them. It is an 
idie dream to expect the United States Government get out 
of the shipping business if we are going to hav 
merchant marine, without passing this Jones bill 


to 


or a siniilar 


an adequate | 


bill or furnishing adequate Government aid. 
They say further: 
these circumstances but two alternatives present themselves: On¢ 
modernize the fleet, the other is to retire from the seas 
Here are men engaged in the business—private owners of 
ships—the very men who operate ships, and yet they consider 
that the only chance of ever selling our ships is to modernize 
the fleet, and failing that, we must retire from the seas. I do 
not blame them for refusing to buy ships they must operate at a 


There are those here to-day who are saying we should not 
spend any more money on the merchant marine, speaking in 
direct contradiction to the men to whom they are expecting to 
sell our ships and who ought to know most about the conditions 
obtaining in the shipping world. 

Mr. President, it stands to reason that no set of men is going 
» buy these ships until they are reconditioned and put in order. 
Chey further say that they believe that the Shipping Board 
has done its best to carry out the merchant marine act of 1920 
but they further believe that a crisis has been reached and that 
the future of the American merchant marine depends on prompt 
constructive action by Congress, 


t 
( 


They further say: 

Whatever Congress may do along this line will be unavailing unless 
t provides a way whereby private American citizens will be able to 
own and operate modern ships on the ocean in competition with other 

zens of maritime nations. 

In other words, they are saying that unless we give them | 


sufficient subsidy or aid to take care of an increased operating 
an increased investment in this country over fereign coun 
tries, they will not be able to operate, and I am confident that 
are right. 

Now, the question is, How large a subsidy will they demand ; 


ey 


nd if we once put the ships in their hands, what guaranty is | 


there that they will not demand more aid, more subsidy; and 


then, how would they guarantee an adequate and continuous | 


‘ervice for a long time in the future? 

They further recommend that the Shipping Board should lay 
before Congress full information as to the number of new ships 
which should be constructed in American shipyards to modern- 

the ships now operated by the board. 

On Friday last the question was asked in this Chamber 
whether or not any of the lines sold to private owners were 
how making money. Of ali those who appeared at the meet- 
ing called by Chairman O'Connor on the 10th of January, only 
one stated that he was making money. There may have been 
others. This man was representing the Export Steamshipping 
Corporation, sailing to Italy, Greece, Constantinople, Egypt, and 


A 


as to 
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North Africa; and to show that the small, slow boats can make 
I he stated that he had 21 Vessels, total 100,496 gross 
tons und 184,172 dead-weight tons, and that the average speed 
of his vessels was 10% knots, which is comparal with the 
majority of other flag tonnage now in existe 

He furthe stated tha “inh Dis pint t i l of service 
is a greater factor than speed,” but he said further, “that if 
we e to retain upon the seas, vessels of greater tonnage and 
sper ire essential 

hat of the reasons why the American merchant ma- 
rine s at present operated, is of such great value to this 
‘ I because they have ships going out of nearly all the 
ports of tl ntry, and they have a regular service, so that 
when a man wants to ship an article from a particular port 
he knows he is going to have a ship there to take the article 
where be wuts to send if 

The man to whom I referred also said: 

I I ppearing | is opposed to Government tion, pro- 
vided lemonstrated that Government operation necess 

Here is the gist of the whole matter, however, when he says: 

It is my intention to maintain this service of American-flag steamers 
with or without Government aid or encouragement as long as | am 

le be the financial load, but I am frank to say that no private 
Al n citizen can afford to finance out of bis own funds an Ameri- 
an-flag service in overseas trade without the assistance of the Gov- 
rnmer nd, failing Government assistance, the American merchant 
i Ww have to be operated directly by the Governm®nt or, so far 

owners are concerned, be restricted to the coastwise trade, 

which is afforded protection comparable with the tariff under which 
our manufacturers are operating with a degree of unheard-of prosperity 


We thus see that every purchaser of the past and prospective 
purchasers of the future are demanding, as a condition to the 
successful operation of ships in foreign trade, greater aid than 
is now authorized by Congress, and we have been assured by 
the best of authorities that Congress will refuse to give it. 


Mr. President, the United States is already providing aid for 
our foreign shipping. Section 24 of the shipping act provides 
that: 

The Shipping Board and the Postmaster General, in aid of the de 


velopment of a merchant marine adequate to provide for the mainte- 


nance and expansion of the foreign or coastwise trade of the United 
States and of a satisfactory postal service in connection therewith, shall 
from time to time determine the just and reasonable rate of compen- 
sation to be paid for such service, and the Postmaster General is 
hereby authorized to enter into contracts within the limits of appro- 
priations made therefor by Congress to pay for the carrying of such 
mails in such yessels at such rate. 


If our ships are not receiving enough aid it would appear to 
be partly, if not largely, due to the Shipping Board and the 
Postmaster General, as by this act they are expressly author- 
ized to pay “just and reasonable compensation for services in 
aid of an adequate merchant marine.” 

Mr. President, so far as T am concerned I am willing to vote 
for all the aid that may be right and proper and necessary to 
maintain an adequate merchant marine, provided we pay for 
services rendered, and when those services are measured by a 
fair, just, and reasonable price and not paid as a lump sum 
without regard to work performed and service rendered. 

It has been charged that requiring unanimous consent to sell 
ships will keep us from selling any ships. I do not think so. 
The bill as first amended in the committee provided that no 
ships sheuld be sold without the consent of Congress, but this 
was changed by the committee to give authority for the board 
to sell by unanimous consent for the express purpose of per- 
mitting ships to be sold when a favorable offer was received, 
and not be delayed by having to come to Congress. 

The President can change the complexion of the board, if he 
is not satisfied with it, by removals and appointments to meet 
his views, as he may have done in other commissions, and the 
only thing this provision does is to insure as far as possible 
that no contract for the sale of ships will be accepted unless it 
is favorable to the Government and insures as far as prac- 
ticable the maintenance of an adequate merchant marine. 

Mr. President, no more important bill for the welfare of our 
people has or will come before this Congress than the one we 
are now considering. This bill provides for a great program of 
reconditioning and reconstruction of our old ships and, when 
necessary, the bnilding of new ones. 

If these ships are conditioned and trade routes established 
and operated for a number of years and these routes are shown 


to be capable of being successfully operated, private interests 
will then know it and be ready to buy them. They do not 
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appear to be ready to buy them now, and these lines must be 
operated by the Government until that time shall come. 

The passage of this bill, or a similar one, offers at this time, 
is | see it, the only opportunity of establishing and maintain- 
i an adequate merchant marine, ultimately to be privately 
owned, 

This program will probably cost us twenty-five to thirty mil- 
ions of dollars a year for the next 15 years. At the end of that 
time ought something to sell that private parties 
can afford to buy and maintain, 

At this time we are preparing to spend from five hundred 
millions to seven hundred and fifty millions on the control of 
the floods of the Mississippi River. 

When we think the fact that we are spending some two 
hundred and seventy-five millions of dollars yearly on the Navy, 
uppose largely for the purpose of protecting our commerce, 

With a great new program suggested by the Navy to spend 
1@ S800,000,000 more on warships in the next 5 or 10 years, 
m extraordinary that we should balk at the small 
imount proposed to maintain a merchant marine for this great 
Navy to protect? 


we to hive 
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Mr. President, there are many people who are constantly 
afraid of wat I do not believe we are going to have any war. 
I do not believe there is a single Senator in this Chamber who 
will live long enough to see the United States in another war 
of importance. I do not believe there is any nation in the 
world that wants war with us; and if there were, that nation 


would havee too much sense to dare to tackle this great and 
powerful country. 

Although I do not believe there is going to be any war, at the 
same time I believe we should at all times be prepared for war, 
Wwe must maintain an adequate Army and Navy. They 
both cost much money, but they are national necessities. 

lood control of the Mississippi River is a national necessity. 
So, too, is an adequate merchant marine a national necessity ; 
willing to spend the necessary money to main- 
merchant marine, even if it has to be owned and 
operated by the Government of the United States until such 
time as it can be owned and operated permanently and ade- 
quitely by private interests. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr, President, I offer two amendments to 
the pending bill and ask to have them printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. RDGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that when 
the bill is reported to the Senate I shall ask for another vote 
on the amendment I offered permitting a majority of the board 
to dispose of ship property. 


and 


and we must be 


tuin such a 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President, to-day I offered a substitute 
for the amendment I originally offered to the pending bill, 


which amendment was pending. I now withdraw the substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The substitute is withdrawn. 
ACHITA RIVER BRIDGE, LOUISIANA 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the desk three bridge bills, to which there is 
no objection, and I ask for immediate action on them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H, R. 5725) to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Monroe, La. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BLACK RIVER BRIDGE, LOUISIANA 

The bill CH. R. 5726) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Black River 
at or near Jonesville, La., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW BRIDGE, LOUISIANA 


ol 


The bill (H. R. 5728) granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Morehouse Parish, La., or the State Highway 


Commission of Louisiana, to construct, maintain, and operate a 


brideve across the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Point Pleasant, 
La., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third rending, read the third time, and passed. 
ruE WOMEN OF AMERICA VERSUS ALCOHOL AND WAR 
Mr, SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
Recorp an address by Mrs. Edward Thurman Smith, of Mis- 
souri, at the first convention of the National Woman’s Demo- 
cratic Enforcement League, at the Mayflower Hotel, in Wash- 
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ington, on January 9, 1928, on 
America versus Alcohol and Wai 
The VICE PRESIDENT. I; 


the subiect 


there objection? 


There being no objection, the address was ordered t 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Madam President and fellow Democrats, [I am happy to meet 
the Democratic women who are looking backward with horro 
forward with assurance sud determination. The significance o 
National Woiman’s Democratic Law Enforcement League is th 
eight years the Demécratic political leaders have not been j 
with the majority of Democratic voters 

A noisy minority element ha been instrumental in creati 
impression that the Democratic Party is what is designated 
“wet ” party. 

The majority of the Democratic men and women resent this 
position in which the party has been placed. They realize that 
wet New York City is governed by a wet Democrat, wet Philadel; 
mayor is a Republican, and that a majority of the so-called wi 
cities are governed by Republicans 

These men and women are justly proud of the Democratic | 

|} and its great achievements, and resent with deep anger and hu 
tion this attempt to drag the party from its high estate 

The law-abiding, Constitutiontoving men and women of this co 
are stirred with resentment which has almost reached the culmi: 
point at the lax enforcement of all laws, but esp iy the Vi 
law. 

The women of the Demoeratic Law Enforcement League are att 
ing to convince the leaders of the Democratic Party that a wet 
didate must not be nominated to be the standard bearer for the 
because the women would repudiate such a leader. The women |} 
that it would mean certain defeat to nominate a wet or a man w 
character is open to attack at any point 

The women of this organization realize that Republican polit 
are designedly fostering this wet propaganda and are working \ 
the wet Democrats, knowing that organizations representing 12,000, 
women voters are pledged to vote for dry candidates and no o 
These women are of all political faiths. 


A few days ago Mr. Charles D. Hilles, of the Republican Nat 
Committee, was quoted by the press as saying that “the full 
pail of the Republican administration could beat any wet can 
the Democrats had to offer.” 

Now, I am perfectly confident of one thing, and it is this 
Mr. Hilles’s boasted “full dinner pail” would never be able to 
come the handicap of a wet Republican candidate for the Presid 

Under the present administration we have not had law enforceme: 
We have had such open and flagrant nullifiers in office, who 
supposed to enforce the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead | 
that they have succeeded almost in nullifying all laws and tu 
this country over to the lawless. But the law-abiding, God-fe x 


people of all parties know just where and upon whom to fix th¢ 
and realize that the ballot is the remedy. 
The Democratic Law Enforcement League members are satisfied that 


the women of these United States will forget every other issue 
next election except the “ wet,’’ because there is in the hearts of 


women a conviction that the law could be enforced if those in off 


desired to enforce it. Also that the women are determined to h 
candidate who is “dry,” and he is not to be accepted by a 
statement for law enforcement, but whose fitness and character mills 


be proven by “ precept and example.” 

The women of this Nation are a political factor not to be disregat 
The women in the main are dry, first, and partisan, second. They scal 
the personality and character of the candidate, and if he do t 
measure up to their standard they demand a better candidate in 


own party or support the dry man upon the opposite ticket. 


We have heard so frequently of late ‘“‘that the President hi: 
power to defeat the intent of the eighteenth amendment and the \ 
stead law.” Is that true? If so, why do the wets clamor so 


us see 


ently for the nomination and election of a wet man? Let 
the President has power to do. The President appoints the m: 


of the United States Supreme Court. Our last President appol 
majority of the present court. The President could, by appoint! 
should vacancies occur, change the personnel and thereby the 
point of the Supreme Court, which has been the foundation roc! 
prohibition. He appoints the circuit and district judges throug 
the United States, and, if a local court acquits a prisoner, law en! 


ment has no appeal. He appoints the Attorney General and all tly 


trict attorneys who prosecute, and the marshals who arrest. 
Secret Service men who detect are under his control through 


Attorney General, 

He names the Secretary of the Treasury, the Prohibition Dir 
the heads of the Prohibition Department, the customs and the 
guards who detect and raid and seize and interfere to prevent v! 
tions of the law and grant or refuse permits to handle alcohol. Tl 
appoints the Secretary of State, our envoys, ministers, aud consu 
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that would de ich them A place where the robbers, thieves, pick 
rr ts lection steal a met and hatched their plan A place 
whe the police went immediately to look for criminals nd found them 
And j hese pla campaigns were planned and elections were 
decided 

President Nicholas Murray B f of Columbia Univer sserts 
“that nothing is easier than to repeal the eighteenth amendment, 
and that ti mor the moral iesue are pressed the weaker the case 
for prohibition becomes.” 

Dr. David Starr Jordan, former president of Stanford University, 
n an ticle in the Christian Science Monitor, headed “ Prohibition, 
a defense of personal liberty boldly hallenges the assertion th: 





the suppression of the liquor trade is “an attack on personal liberty. 


men’ 
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It is a defense of personal liberty against those oppressing the 
freedom of the rest of us. The saloon makes its neighborhood unfit 
for rearing boys Under former conditions every saloon, every drunk- 
ird, and every man driving an automobile with liquor on his breath 
was a menace to his neighbors 

Che very fact that liquor victims and liquor apologists are now so 

tive and in some quarters so plausible shows how deeply the destruc- 


tive canker has eaten into America’s national system.” 


Doctor Jordan’s comments as a scientist on the evils of alcohol are | 

i pecial interest | 
It ma » remembered that the evil of liquor is not centered in | 
drunkennes for that is mainly nature’s effort to throw off poison. | 
When nature has been imposed on too long, becoming hardened to it, | 
she to revolt It is absurd to refer to the saturated population 


ind eastern Europe as ‘ temperate.’’ 
rhe ravages of the “ murderer” in the form of drink in France have 


z 


been mo effectively shown by the greatest of realists-——-Zola. From 
the standpoint of mental health saturation is worse than sprees. 
According to the statistics of Jean Bloch, France, in the last century, 


led the world in fatalities from alcoholism, of which mere drunken- | 
ne is a preliminary phase 

As to the purity of drugs, analysis has shown that few poisons 
(wood alcohol excepted) in liquor are more dangerous than ethyl | 
alcohol itself, which is the chief constituent of all wines, beer, whisky, 
brandy, and other liquors jut it is certain that the American peop! 


would not for a moment consent that their National Government should 
go into the saloon business, for liquor is liquor everywhere, and every 
where it is disastrous to human well-being. 

Alcohol, like opium, is a mind-destroying drug. 

if alcohol suys Doctor Cushny, of Edinburgh, greatest of phar- 
were a newly discovered drug from some German 


macologists, 
laboratory, its sale would be everywhere prevented, even as cocaine, 
a much more useful and less dangerous drug, is now excluded from 
general us 

Doctor Jordan is squarely opposed to the views expressed by Presi- 
dent Butler as to the possibility of repealing the eighteenth amend 
ment Hie declares that under no circumstances which he can imagine 
will it be repealed. The main purpose—that of breaking up the liquor 
traffic in America—will in time be achieved. 

When a ruinous traffic becomes nation-wide only the Nation can deal 
with it lhe remedy, if remedy exists, must be feund in prohibition. 
And to be effective this must be national, for individual States can not | 
fortify their boundaries. The old idea of State rights is giving place | 
to that of “ State duties.” A duty which no individual State is capable 
of perferming alone must be passed up to the United States, and State 
nullification of national statutes has not met the approval of history. 

Dr. S. Parkes Cadman, president of the Federal Council of Churches, | 
asks for a longer trial for prohibition. He declares that no sooner was 


prohibition established than its enemies began to. encompass its 
destruction 

After enduring drink for many centuries, nearly always with igno- 
minious results, can we not endure prohibition even for a decade? I] 
ask for a rigid enforcement of the law, and that by an equitable and | 


rational public opinion, which will not be diverted from this magnificent 
experiment till it has had a fair opportunity. Give sobriety at least an 
equal chance with drunkenness.’ 

The women have been waiting for the wets to attack the nineteenth 
amendment, and it has started. In a speech reported in the daily 
press the other day one of these little fellows said: 

“ The eighteenth amendment was unsound and the nineteenth amend- 





ment, the result of a few noisy women seeking notoriety, and both the 
amendments were hasty and ill-considered.” 

Now, we admit that women were deprived of their right, I shall not 
attempt to say how many years longer, but perhaps a hundred years, 
after this gentleman's forebears were permitted by their lords and 
masters to have a voice in their government. But I think he is not a 
good sportsman when he decries the fact of our citizenship—something 
we desired and prized enough to struggle years to gain——-when he just 
happened to be born free. Also, we are not attacking the Constitution 
of our country, Dor arg we attempting to bring it into disrepute by 
deriding and belittling it. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has decided as to the sound- 
ness of the eighteenth amendment, and I do not believe it will reverse 
itself because of this gentleman's attack. 

O God, father of the whole world, help the men and women who 


are unintentionally aiding the wets in their propaganda of “ being | 
deprived of their personal liberty” to realize that alcoholism is a dis- 
ease that has brought more misery to the world than any other, because 
it fastens | f onto the body, mind, and soul of men; because it makes 
beasts of men, both the educated and ignorant, sapping their brains, 
their will power, their judgment, their efficiency, and deprives their 
little children of their sight and hearing and causes them to be born 


cripples and imbeciles. 
Help them to see the hands of the mothers and children stretched out 
in pleading to be saved from this terrible curse. Enable them to hear! 






RECORD—HUOUSE 


the sobbing, crying, terror-stricken little children, beaten and st 
deprived of the birthright to play and be happy, to be properly clot 
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and fed and to be given an education to prepare for citizenship, 
Help them to hear the cry that is going up from these mother 
children all over the world for America to help them—America 
rich, the golden, the free, the happy Nation; America that saved 
world in war; America, the Christian Nation, that has outlawed 


curse of alcoholism and saved its own children America, we 

thee; we beg thee to save us from this monster that for money 
love of money reaches out all over the world with the tentacles 
octopus and crushes the brains, the hearts, the souls of men, w 


and little children, 
O America, My country, God help us to hear and answer these pra 


RECESS 


Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I thought we were to vote at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. JONES. No; it was agreed that the five-minute lin 
tion on speeches should go into effect at 5 o'clock. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
motion of the Senator from Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 5 o'clock p ) 
took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 31, 1928 
12 o'clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, Jan uary 30, 1928 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order | 
the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer: 


Eternal God, mighty to save and bless, subdue our wills and 
vet sustain our resolution. True love comes to its finest expres 
sion in self-sacrifice. So help us that our wisest learning, ow 
best possessions, our brightest hours, and our largest abilities 
may be given to humanity. Fortify our wills that we may work 
bravely, earnestly, and wisely; we shall thus find life sweeter 
and service richer. The safety of our country lies in the virtues 
that spring from trust in Ged. Do Thou give balance to under 
standing, compensation for loss, and restraint for temper 
When the day is done may cares roll away and Thine arms 
enfold us, which is the essence of the life divine. Throug 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, January 26, was 
read and approved. \ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk 
announced that the Senate agreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1968) entitled, “An 
act to uuthorize the Secretary of Agriculture to pay for the use 
and occupancy by the Department of Agriculture of the Bieber 
Building, 1358 B Street SW., Washington, D, C., and for ot! 
purposes,” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit 
out amendment a joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 81. Joint resolution for the amendment of the 
of March 8, 1927, by authorizing an annual appropriation 
earry out the cooperative experiments contemplated by the 

The message also announced that the Senate had pass 
with amendments the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 131) entitle: 
“Joint resolution providing for a commission to investigate a 
report upon the facts connected with the sinking of the su 
marine S—4, and upon methods and appliances for the protectic! 
of submarines,” in which the concurrence of the House of Kx 
resentatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the President pro temp 
had appointed Mr. Hate and Mr. Swanson members of 
joint select committee on the part of the Senate, as provided 
for in the act of Febdruary 16, 1889, as amended by the act of 
March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize and provide fcr 
the disposition of useless papers in the executive departments.” 
for the disposition of useless papers in the Navy Departni 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
it shall be in order to consider under the rules of the House 
the bill (H. R. 9285) to provide for the settlement of claims 
against the United States on account of property damage, | 
sonal injury, or death. It is a bill from the Committee 00 
Claims, and it is known as the general claims bill. It was Ccou- 
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Dixregarding the central purpose of government, we have piled law 
upon law until the new-born babe finds itself enmeshed in legal regula- 
tions which are intended to control its acts until death. 

Twenty thousand Federal statutes, 600,000 State laws, uncounted 


ordinances ef cities, 


plus myriads of regulations pronounced by hun- 
boards and bureaus seek to impose upon the living the will, 
and the capri of those who areerarmed with a little brief 


dreds of 


the whim ‘e 

nuthority 
The land 

ing immense 


con 


is all constitut- 


un-American 


with agents, spies, and informers, 
many instances an obnoxious 


overrun 


an and in 


tabulary. 
has been centralized until the States have been shorn 
of their just rights and obligations, whilst there is a grow- 


ing and shameful disposition on the part of State authorities to volun- 


Government 


of many 


tarily surrender the attributes “of State sovereignty without which 
liberty is jeopardized and from which corruption invariably springs. 

I repeat that the business of free government is to protect the liberty 
of the citizen 

What are some of these rights? 

At the very head and front I place liberty of conscience. Liberty 
of conscience not in the narrow sense that a man may worship without 
punishment by the authorities but in the broad implication that no 


man is to be subjected to any kind of punishment, obloquy, or disgrace 


because of his faith. To all men of all creeds exact equality is to be 
accorded, and neither in private life nor in public office is the free 
citizen of America to be placed on account of his religion under 
the ban 

Impair that doctrine to the slightest degree and you tear from the 
temple of liberty its central supporting pillar. 

Of almost equal importance—indeed, interlocked in principle with 
the foregoing—is the doctrine of liberty of speech, of the press, and 
the right of peaceable assemblage. 

No careful student of the events of modern years can fail to recog- 
nize that at times of passion and prejudice these great constitutional 
rights have at times almost vanished in thin air. 

We have at times very nearly accepted the doctrine that the right 


of free speech is to be construed as the right to speak only that which 
is popular at the hour, And, yet, every person who reasons must 
know that such a construction destroys entirely the doctrine of free 
speech, for there is no necessity of protecting a man in his right to 
utter (hat which jumps with the majority opinion of the hour. 
Again, the sacred right of freedom of the press which Jefferson praised 
highly when he exclaimed in substance, “I would rather live in 
a government with freedom of the press and without law than to live 
in a government with law and without freedom of the press,” was at 
one time seriously endangered. Happily, we escaped that calamity, 
along with rights are certain great fundamentals to 
which I make no reference except to say that they include, among other 
things, the right of trial by jury or petition for redress, of public and 
speedy trials, and the prohibition of excessive bails and the imposition 
of cruel and unusual punishments. 

There is another right of prime importance—the right to own and 
property. 


80 


these 


Going 


enjoy 
iu these later years a vicious and wholly indefensible theory has been 
advanced that in some way it is a sort of crime or quasi-crime for men 
to accumulate large fortunes. This has been accompanied by a disposi- 
tion toward confiscation, injustices, and inequalities. 
The Democratic Party can not afford—no party can afford—to ever 
attack honest wealth honestly accumulated and honestly employed. 


The man with an enormous fortune and the man possessing but a 
few dollars are entitled to exact and equal protection before the law 
and under the law. 


But just because it is the business of government to protect property, 
it is 
to tl despoliation 
smaller fortunes, 

The whole policy of the law should be to preserve fair and equal 
opportunity for all individuals and for all wealth honestly employed. 

To employ a metaphor, the high seas should be open to the commerce 
and little, weak powerful, Therefore it is the 
business of government for the preservation of that liberty of the seas 
to prohibit the employment of piratical craft, which, because possessed 
of heavier guns and greater metal, send to the bottom without right or 


also its business to see that the powers of property are not abused 
of the individual to the unjust wreckage 


ie or of 


of all peoples, big or 


justice all smaller competitors. So that in all considerations affecting 
property, it is the business of government to protect all honestly 
acquired property, and in that protection to see to it that no unjust 
and unlawful means shall be employed for the destruction of the weak. 

T Democratic Party in its history has stood proudly for these 
policies, and has pursued a course of conduct calculated to encourage 
honest investment and fair returns. This has been its story from the 
first 


Jefferson in his day was accused of being the enemy of wealth. Yet 
by opening and keeping wide open the door of opportunity for all classes 
of people and by protecting each citizen, great or small, in that which he 
had justly acquired, there was set in motion the vast energies of an 


entire 


people and enterprise and genius was invited into the great ring 


a i ST 





RECORD—HOUSE 


of achievement, with the result that the wealth of the country 
vastly increased beyond any point at which it could have arrived un 
a policy restricting the privileges of the masses or granting to 
powerful the opportunity to destroy the weak. 

That policy was gloriously exemplified by Jackson, who, as has be: 
said here to-night and will be said as long as the principles of free 
ernment exist, struck down one great power which sought to monopo 
to itself the control of the industries of the Nation by controlling 
currency and credits. 


JANUARY 3 


Ww 


Cleveland pursued similar policies. During the period of his adm 
tration all men felt their honest investments were and all 
feared to employ dishonest or piratical methods. 

We were swept from power. Then came the administration { 
1912 to 1920. That period is illustrious for many great achievement 

The President early in his administration took the initial step w! 
backed by a Democratic Congress, lashed a corrupt lobby from the y 
of Washington. Tariff revision was enacted, removing many of the 
justices and inequalities of the old system, laying the foundations fo) 
general tariff reform which could only be safely worked out through 
period of years. Antitrust laws were strengthened so as to give 
Government better opportunity to prevent abuses and exactions, B 
finally the great work of that administration was perhaps the enactm: 
of the banking and currency system which supplanted the old and rot: 
system which had existed for more than a half century, and which j 
produced periodic panics and had paralyzed the country, and which so 
hemmed in and bound the banking system that credits could not be ex 
tended in time of disaster, 


safe, 


nf 
, 


In place of that archaic and miserable system there was created the 
present Federal reserve banking and currency system. It withstood 
the shock of the World War; it maintained the credit of the United 
States at the highest point occupied by any nation; it furnished 
funds for our allies; kept the furnaces of our factories and indust 
burning and the wheels turning. 

There may have been mistakes in the 
due to the imperfections of human beings. 
monumental work. 


administration of that | 
The law stands as a grea 


I would be remiss in my duty if I did not say a very large part of 
the credit belongs to two men—CARTER GLASS, of Virginia, and President 
Woodrow Wilson. 

These were great constructive acts, and mark in general the co 
that ought to be pursued by our party in its policies of future legis 
lation. 

These acts were for the benefit of the entire country. They were 
not class legislation. They were not calculated to take from one citi 
zen his property and confer it upon another. 

In contrast with these laws is the policy so long pursued by t! 
Republican Party of running the Government of the United States in 
the interest of favored classes. 

The- natural right of the citizen to purchase in the lowest mark: 
was swept aside. A law was passed to compel him to pay extortion 
prices to the favorites of the law. 

Deny it as we may, the tariff law was paternalistic and socialistic 
in its essentials. Vast fortunes were accumulated but the money 
extorted from the consumer, ‘To-day the farmer realizes that he mus 
sell in a world market at a low level, and that he is compelled by 
to buy in a high market artificially created. He has struggled against 
these conditions for a half century. ‘To-day he stands at the edge of the 
precipice of bankruptcy. He finds himself in exactly the unfortunate 
condition the Democratic Party has for 50 years warned him he would 
come to. 

And now we find the farmer demanding a tariff or some means 
relief from the inequality created by the law, His appeal is met with 
the cry that his doctrine is socialistic, bolshevistic, communistic. And 
the cry comes loudest from the lips of those who have demanded «ni 
received in principle the same kind of relief. 

The just historian in writing the story of the Republican Party must 
declare that almost from the first it and its progenitor have soug! 
to serve the people equally but to them unequally—to « 
special classes and special interests 

To that fact we may trace most 
the land. 

Whenever capital understands that it can gain special favors f 
government it will put up its money in campaigns as a pure busin 
proposition, expecting heavy returns upon that investment. So that th 
years that have gone by are ugly and repellant with the stories of gt 
and political corruption. 

It was Matt Quay who had help by law to fatten the mannfactur 
and who then declared he proposed to “fry the fat out of them.” 

It was Dudley who gathered in an immense corruption fund ati 
employed it voting repeaters in “ blocks of five” in the pivotal Stat 
of Indiana. 

It was Mark Hanna who with unblushing effrontery purchased the 
colored delegates from Southern States, fixed the policy of his par'y 
and then with a fund so large that his emissaries didn't know how to 
spend it, proceeded to the corruption of the ballot box of many States 


Was 


law 


it not 


serve 


of the corruption that has curs! 








was a few great protected « who gathered in a room and 
sed at one sittin to put up indreds of tho inds of dollars to 
sate their favorite son for the Presiden 
was another of the lidates of tl party who paid t $38,500 
lly buy the delegates from the S of M ‘ 
s the organization of t part » sta da 
from thirteen to twenty 1 ns of dollars to 1 npl lin a 
if campaign. 
le rey ent ves of t) 1) 
1 Penrose, ¢ Penns i l 1Y of t 
I moke-filled 1 s I ) 
aine tha t Was I wr 1 I 4 
aN 
‘ these men were i I I l to e1 
the perpetuation of tlie I i t th ‘ ] 
rests that are w t f f 
he b 
wonder then when such 1 } t I b 
Cabinet become corrupt hat pu inds ar elivered to 
giver; that corruption stalked re h bh lt riments f Wast 
that the Attorney General literally bedded with the most 1 
rafter of modern times, tl most commen le act in wl fe 
of felo de se 
ng as these prizes are bung in the political market they il 
by the corrupt, the yens and viciou Cupidity is without 


e, and dollars like waters seek their lows 


the spectacle of Pennsyl fhe Secretary of the Trea 
eeded to that great Commonwealth and informed the peo; t 
in the name of the President He demanded the renomination 
Pepper, and he demanded it in the name of the great ints ts 
Vv so long en) ved protection n Pennsylvania Together with 
s of his family he assembled the political pundits of Pt 
He effected combination He and his brother subscribed $75.00 
nitial ante in a political jack pot Over $2,000,000 was spent for 
ndidate ; 50,000 men and women were empl d at $10 a day t 
it the polls in the single city of Pittsburg 
y was carried about the State in gripsacks banks were so 
possible avoided A sing manufacturer boldly stated that he 
¢ ibuted $400,000, and that he did so in order to perpetuate th 
ntage of the manufacturers of Pennsylvania, namely, the exemp 
rom all taxation for Stat purpose This saturnalia of col! 


was organized by the Secretary of the Treasury, who sits to 
the Cabinet 


bootle ers 


n the other hand, VARB 
riends, and that political organization which Root once described 





bstance as unspeakably corrupt They piled up a majority in the 
of Philadelphia exceeding 200,000 VARE was apparently tri 
nt During the preliminary campaign the Mellon forces d 


d VARE as wholly unfit for office, and charged that his o 
of a seat in the United States Senate would be a public dis 
and menace. 

No sooner, however, had Vat apparently triumphed than did the 
ve power of money and graft bring these gentlemen together 
i's nephew became the chairman of the ymmittee to consum 
at the polls the iniquity of the primaries Mellon, standing in 

the Cabinet and almost from the steps of the White House, impiously 
red that the contributions were as honest as ever made to a 
h of Almighty God. And Mellon still holds his seat in the 
et and the President “‘ openeth not his mouth.” 
t is part of the story. When the oil frauds were being e: 





n the Senate, with no power except the mere right to issue a 
Mena, waS searching the land for evidence, the Department of Jus 
was not only paralyzed but worse than paralyzed by the preset 

head of Mr. Daugherty, the unspeakabl The Senate demanded 
expulsion. The President treated the request of the Senate with 
imely. He kept him in office during the critical period when the 
lence could have best been discovered, and then discharged him on 
iconsequential matter and with a letter of confidence 
is safe to assert that the present Republican administration has 
s subservient to the great protected interests as the office boy is te 
ead of the corporation for which he works 

ind parcel of this subserviency is the yielding to the demand made 
the cancellation of the foreign debts. That demand comes chiefly 

he holders of the securities of European nations or from those 
brokered these obligations. The reason is obvious If our Govern 
can be induced to cancel its claim, then the claims of these private 
nent This adminis 





‘s of European securities will be assured pa) 
on has played into the hands of these gentlemen, who ar willing 
ransfer billions of dollars of indebtedness from European nations 

| place that nfavy burden upon the backs of the American people. 

Is it not time to have an American administration which represents 
American people, that feels the fervor of Washington's patriotism, 

1 that acts with the deathless courage and unflinching honesty of 


Old Hickory ” Jackson? 
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APPROPRIATION BILI FOR THE DEFPARTMI Ss OF STATE, IUSTICE, 


Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanit eitinenil toe 








take from t Speuker’s table the bill (H. R. 8269) making 
iy riations for the Departments of § ind J ( nd 
for 1 iar) nd f the Dey I ( ree and 
Labor, f t al year ending J 1929 for othe 
pury S ith nate amendments Ss t Se 
! 1 ask f 1 conference 

I SPEAKER The gentleman from | syly . 
ul i! is ent ft K yy iker t ! L 
H. R. 8269, with Senate amendments, disagree t 
imendmen ask for a conference, | er 

Mr. GARRETT of Té see, Mt weak ! ving 

bj may I k t g un from Pei 

Whit I assure eH tl t) s , 
hi nority member of tl n 

Mr. SHREVI Mr. Speake I ise 

| PEAKER. Is 1 bj 

| t ) tj 
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rhe Clerk read the nmut tior s follows 
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| ! dear Mr. & 
Wil  - 


CALL OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no 


qu 

I SPEAKER r entiet from Tex makes the point 
of « r that there is no quorum present Evidently there is 
not uorum present 








I i 

Ald Denison Kind: Rait 
An . De Rou Ki Sab 
\r I h I l K vp sii N y 
Auf d I Dou \ Ku s rs, Tex 
Beed Doutrich K ‘ Sehafer 
Keg Deoyl Lan Sit ct 
Bell Drew I I Sn 
Boies Dr I Lea Sproul, 11 
Boy] Estep Leatherwood Sproul, Ka 
Burton Evans, ¢ f Lehibac Steagal 
B F I St K 
Butler Frear MeM ! Stror I 
Campbell Freach Major, Mo Str 
Carew Fulmer M j : i lex 
= Gallivan Vi f n Sweet 
Cc Golder Mooney Taher 
Cc} Golkisbo rough Moore, N. J Pucker 

rex Graham M I Weller 

Pa Hancock Norton, N. 7 Williams, Mo 
Cooper, Ohte Hoch O'Connor, N. Y. Wingo 
Corning Hughes Oldfield Wolverton 
Cramton I ge Oliver, N. ¥, Woodrum 
Cullen Irwin Palmer Wurzbach 
Curry johnson, S. Dak arket 
Davey Kendall Parks 


The SPEAKER. Three hundred and thirty Members are 
present, a quorum 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

conseut that my colleague, the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
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TUCKER, 
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be granted an indefinite leave of absence on account 


of serious illness in his family. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that his colieague, Mr. Tucker, be granted an 


indefinite Jeave of absence. 
There was no objection, 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, m) 

of Illinois, is absent on account of illness, 

consent that he be excused indefinitely. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


SETTLEMENT 


UNDERHILL. 
itself into the 


Is there objection? 


colleague, Mr. Sproun 
and I ask unanimous 


OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES 


Mi 


} 
SOLVe 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill CH. R. 
9285) to provide for the settlement of claims against the 
United States on account of property damage, personal injury, 
death. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill HL. R. 9285, with Mr. LAGuarptia in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 9285, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read the tithe of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unshimous Consent to dispense with the first reading of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, wiih the understanding that 
the bill be printed in the Recorp, I shall not object, If the 
gentieman will couple that with his request, I shall not object. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better 
haye the bill read. 

Che Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, this bill vitally affects 

every Member of the House and should interest every Member 
the House. 
In presenting this matier for your consideration I would call 
to your attention the fact that the House passed this bill 
unanimously at the last session. The present bill is almost 
identical, carrying a few minor changes, which I will explain 
later. There is litthe I can add to the presentation which I 
made to you on a previous occasion, but a brief review of the 
situation and the provisions of the bill will serve to refresh 
your memory. 

The Claims Committee is the oldest standing committee of 
the House, established November 13, 1794. The Court of Claims 
was established in 1855, its powers extended in 1862 and 1866, 
and by the Bowman Act in 1863. These various acts afforded 
little relief until ISS7, when the Tucker Act “ provided for 
bringing suits against the Government.” 

There a rather interesting coincidence connected with 
these last two acts. The Bowman Act takes its name from Hon. 
Selwyn Z. Bowman, who at that time was a resident of my 
city of Somerville, in Massachusetts. The father of our col- 
league from Virginia [Mr. Tucker] introduced and passed the 
Tucker Act, which made the Bowman Act of some real value; 
and Mr. Tucker, during his incumbency here, represented the 
district in which I was born in the State of Virginia. I follow 
along with those two gentlemen in trying to find some relief 
for a serious situation, which has increased a thousandfold 
since those days. 

Concurrent jurisdiction under the Tucker Act in suits up to 
$10,000 was given to the United States district courts. Juris- 
diction under these acts was limited to contract claims. Since 
then Congress has passed a number of laws granting additional 
relief. In 1914 to the Agricultural Department to reimburse 
owners of horses, vehicles, and so forth, lost, damaged, or de- 
stroyed while being used in fire fighting: in 1910 the Commerce 
Department, empowering the Commissioner of Lighthouses to 
consider and settle claims occasioned by collision not to exceed 
S500; same power extended to the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey in 1920: in 1917, 1918, 1919, 1920, and 1922 
the Navy Department was given additional powers; in 1914 
the Post Office Department was given jurisdiction over burglary 
cases not exceeding $10,000, and in 1921 to settle property dam- 
ages to the amount ‘not exceeding $500. This latter provision 
was extended to the War Department in 1920, In 1916 the 
Employees’ Compensation Commission was established, and in 
1924 the World War veterans’ act was passed. Two important 
acts were the act of 1922, known as the Underhill small claims 
act, which gave the departments the power te settle prop- 
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erty damage up to $1,000, and the admiralty act of 1925, wh 
authorizes suits to be brought the United States 
admiralty for damages by Goverument-own 
vessels. 


JANI ARY of 


against 
occasioned 


Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Did those cases arise out of contrac 
tort? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Those cases were for property damae 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Then they were tort cises and not « 
tract cases? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. I am sorry I have not had time to make 4 
serious study of this bill. Is it intended to pass it to-da 


try to? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. We hope to pass it to-day. 

Mr. MADDEN. There is one provision in it which it se 
to me should be eliminated. It is provided in the bill that 
bureau chief, or at least the head of a department, may adjus 
claims up to $5,000. If a claim is adjusted, then it is ips, 
facto payable by the Treasury Department without 4 
further consideration ? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No; the claim must go to the Commit 
on Appropriations before it can be paid. 

Mr. MADDEN. The bill does not read that 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BOX. The gentieman will find the provision to which 
he refers on page 2, section (b). That provision requires 
presentation of the evidence and all the cousiderations entering 
into the allowance of the claim to the Committee on Appro 
priations before it is allowed finally. 

Mr. MADDEN. If the Committee on Appropriations miu 
finally pass on such a Claim it will probably be all right, be 
cause that committee rejects a lot of such claims, but even 
then J think it is putting a lot of respensibility and power into 
the hands of a bureau chief which ought not to be permitied 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I will say to the gentleman that I will 
explain that matter when I come to it, and if the gentleman 


way. does it 


believes it ought to be amended I shall be glad to consider 
any suggestion he may care to make, because I am alwa 


willing to consider his judgment in such matters as superior 
to ny own. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I wish the gentleman would permit 
to go on With my statement. We have plenty of time, and whou 
I am through with my statement I shall be glad to answer a 
questions the gentleman may propound. 

Mr: BLANTON, IT will wait until the gentleman finishes 
set speech, and then I want to ask him some questions. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. I want to touch on these two maiters 
particularly. In 1922 an act, known as the Underhill Smal! 
Claims Act, passed the House. I say to you that that has 


werked admirably, economically, and equitably, and that over 
2,000 claims have been settled at a minimum of cost, relieving the 
Congress of the burden of adjudicating over 2,000 claims. In 
1925 we passed what is known as the admiralty act. Those of 
you who may be opposed to a change in the fundamental law 
of the land and hold the old idea that the king can do uo 
wrong or that the sovereign or government can do no wrong. 
will be interested to know that the admiralty act is the most 
drastic piece of legislation along that line that has ever been 
passed. It allows suits in admiralty for damages caused by 
United States vessels on the seas. 

You can bring suits for damages because of accidents which 
occur on the seas, and yet you have left out of consideration 
suits for damages which may occur on land. So if any of you 
think that this bill is drastic or revolutionary, just let me tell 
you it is simply a progressive step and in line with the measure 
which was passed in 1925. 

In spite of all of this legislation the number of damage claims 
before the Committee on Claims has increased this year, and it 
is a physical and mental impossibility to consider more than a 
very small proportion of them. During the last Congress 
Sixty-ninth—over 2,000 claims bills were introduced, and while 
the Committee on Claims held more meetings than in any previ- 
ous Congress only 250 of such bills became law, the largest 
number, however, in the history of the committee. The printiuc 
expenses of the Claims Committees of the House _and Senate for 
proposed bills, hearings, and reports during te Sixty-eight!) 
Congress were $38,000. The cost to the Government of printin« 
private bills, of which private claims form a considerable part 
was for the last 10 years in excess of $500,000. Membership 
on the Committee on Claims has become a nearly intolerable 


burden, not only because of the number of claims submitted, 
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because of the 1 ation that careful judicial e 
n of the claims is for the most part impossible, 
he greatest dissatisfaction and the severest criticism of our 





nsidera- 


| 
| 


vernment in the matter of claims is the lack of a forum to | 
h a Claim may be taken as a matter of right as contrasted 
he necessity for making supplication favor of the gov- 
ental agency. Foreign governments are far more liberal | 
he practice of redress for claims than our Government In 
and, if any person has in point of property a just demand 
the King, he may petition him in his court of chancery 
vhat is called a petition of right. There the chancellor will 
nister right, theoretically, as a matter of grace and not 
pulsorily. In fact, right is administered as a matter of con- 
itional duty. 
e idea that government is immune from the jurisdiction of | 
courts seems to have arisen from the application of the 
ples of the Roman law and the adoption of the monarchical 
we that the sovereign can do no wreng. This theory 


nmunity on the part of the sovereign has been found to be 


racticable and has been departed from materially by legis 


» or judicial action in all countries. In some it has been 
doned altogether. The idea that a government is immune 
the jurisdiction of the courts is archaic, unjust, and in- 


itable. The Government can now be sued directly on matters 
utract and in admiralty cases only. 

In other words, if a big corporation has a contract with 
Government and the Government does not live up to its obliga- 
, the corporations can sue the Government. If you are the 

ner of a vessel costing a million dollars, more or less, and a 
Government damages your you can the Gov 

ment: but if you are a poor citizen, an ordinary taxpayer, 

d the Government injures you or your property on land, you 

ve no redress except to come, with 2,000 others, to Congress 


vesse] vessel, ste 


the | 





its brief sessions and ask Congress to adjudicate your claim. | 


Now, I am going to briefly set forth the provisions of the bill. 
First, it ealls for an increase of the small claims act which was 
missed in 1922. The limitation contained in that act was $1,000, 
and departments were authorized to settle cases, where property 
damage occurred, up to that amount. The amount is increased 
from $1,000 to $5,000. 

If you can trust your departments with the millions of dollars 


appropriated yearly, you certainly can trust the departments | 


settle property damages, which are easily ascertained, up to 
£5,000. There is no opportunity for fraud or collusion. The 
department has to come back to Congress with its report, and 
the Committee on Appropriations has full jurisdiction to either 


~ 
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claims brought by the departments to the committee, which 
| would kill him in six months with all ti vork he already 
has to do 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Oh, no If the gentleman will please 
restrain himself, I will tell him there is nothing of the sort 
| involved, positively. It simply cuts out one step or two steps 
in the adjudication of these claims. It removes it from politi- 
cal consideration, and, if you please, it remeves it fr the 
power of the gentleman through pique or otherwise to object 
to a ye rfectly legitimate claim. Chat is all this does It gives 
an opportunity to the claimant which he does not have at the 
present time 

And, by the way, if anybody wants to offer an amendment 
reducing this amount, I am perfectly willing to entertain it 
and fend my position, and if the House decides it will not 
trust the department, all right and good, my responsibility ends. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. When the gentleman first came here the 
Government did not pay damages for its own tort, did it? 


Mr. UNDERHILL No 

Mr. BLANTON. This is an enlargement that the gentleman 
has been responsible for. In all of the jurisdictions of the 
various States between private individuals where there is a 
suit on tort, where contributory negligence is proven, that oblit- 
erates the case. The gentleman does not earry out that idea in 
this bill 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Oh, yes: he does. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, he apportions the damage. The gentle- 
man says the Government has been guilty of so much negli- 
gence and the claimant has been guilty of contributory negli- 


gence and we will therefore pay him a little bit less because of 
his own negligence—a different rule of law applicable to the 
Government to the one which is applicable between private indi- 


viduals in the various States. 
Mr. UNDERHILL Not a different rule of law from that 
which the Government provides for the government of its own 


| citizens, the people themselves 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Massachusetts is not 
| a lawyer. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No, sir 

Mr. BLANTON. He is a layman. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman from Texas tell me 
when these tort claims were not paid by the Government? 

Mr. BLANTON. They were not paid in this Claims Com- 


efuse payment or to act in accordance with the findings made | 


by the department. 

The same argument of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
\[appEN], adduced here just a moment ago as being applicable 
this case, Was used in opposition te the small claims act 

when we first considered it. They said the heads of the de 
partments were not competent or able to settle a property- 
damage claim which was easily ascertainable, yet you trust your 
departments with millions of dollars of appropriations—not 
one million dollars or two or three million dollars, but 
millions of dollars—and since I have been on 
on Claims the largest business we have carried on in any one 
ession was about $12,500,000. If we can appropriate hundreds 
of millions of dollars to the departments, I do not see why in 
the world we can not trust them to settle such matters up to 
$5,000, particularly when there is absolutely no opportunity for 
collusion or fraud, as the department has to make a return 
not to Congress but to one of the best, if not 
mittees in this House, the Committee on Appropriations. They 
must submit a full history of the case, ineluding the amount 
awarded, the damages sustained, and the whole thing right 
through. This has to go to the Committee on Appropriations 
nd then the Committee on Appropriations turns it down, if it 
wants to, or it goes through as a proposition recommended by 

e department, 


ust 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. I yield. . 
Mr. BLANTON. Then the saving clause in the gentleman’s 


hill is a provision that after they settle the matter they must 
cet by the watehful eye of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MADDEN] and his Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I think that is very properly so. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then the gentleman is shifting the burden 
of this proposition from his Claims Committee to the already 
overburdened committee of the gentleman from Illinois 
IADDEN]; is not that true? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No; not at all. 

Mr. BLANTON. In other words, the gentleman wants the 
centleman from Tilinois [Mr. MAppeNn] and his committee to 
ook into and go behind and delve into every one of these 


the Committee | 


the best, com- | 


{ Mr. | 


nittee prior to the entry therein of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts |Mr. UNDERHILL]. 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Oh, we passed them before that. 
Mr. BLANTON. I would like to know when. 
Mr. BULWINKLBE. A tort claim in which the Government 


was wrong. 
Mr. BLANTON. I was on the Committee on Claims when the 
question was first raised as to whether this Government would 


pay for a tort. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. That does not make it right. 
Mr. BOX. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
Mr. BOX. My colleague from Texas is in error about that, 


he will permit——— 

Mr. BLANTON. I mean as a policy of government. 

Mr. BOX. I am talking about a settlement being made by 
Congress. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box], the speaker 
now, presented a claim for death before the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was chairman of the Committee on Claims. and 
I think it was before he was a member of that committee. This 
claim was allowed. I know of a great many cases where this 
Congress has allowed compensation .° people injured by the 
wrongful act of the Government, and they were doing this when 
I came to Congress and when I became a member of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BLANTON. When Mr. S?EPHENS, now in the Senate, 
was chairman of that committee, before my colleague [Mr. Box] 
came here, was when the question was first raised whether or 
not this Government would allow itself to be responsible for the 
tort of some employee. 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Ob, in the Hunter case in New Mexico 
we allowed $5,000—— 
Mr. BLANTON. That was after Mr. SrerHens, of Missis- 


sippi. was chairman of the committee. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL] has not been here as long as I 
thought. It was during the administration of Mr. SrTerHeEns, 
of Mississippi, that the question was first raised. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. It was allowed when the gentleman from 
Texas was a member of the committee. 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; when I first came here. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. UNDERHILL. Let me go on, and then I will yield. 

It does not heip the gentleman’s case at all when he stated 
that this great Government has been derelict in paying its just 
dues and honest debts. The Government makes laws for its 
people ang the Government can not refuse the people the same 
right and the same privilege and the same justice that it exacts. 


i want to think of my Government as being honest. I am proud 
of it But between you and me, our Government has not been 


honest With its people up to the present time. I am trying to 
inv Government in a position where it will be honest with 
the people and observe the same rules and regulations that it 
exucts from thet, 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Let me finish and then I will be glad to 
r all the matter with anyone. 

The reason I placed this limit at $10,000 is in order that we 
may protect the people throughout the country. If we allow the 
district courts jurisdiction, a man in Seattle, in the northwest 
part of country, will not have to come to Washington to 
tle a little claim of seven or eight thousand dollars. If the 
man in Bangor, Me., or down in Texas, where it takes 
longer to go than across the continent, that man can go to the 
district court if he has a just and honest claim and have it tried 
there and not be put to the expense of coming to Washington 
and trying his case before the Court of Claims. 

In a matter that exceeds $10,000 he can go before the Court 
of Claims if the amount is sufficient to warrant an adjudication 


pu 
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by the best court that can pass on it, and that is no reflection 
on the district court. 

As to the stumblingblocks which my predecessors found, in- 
eluding in that number I might mention the father of a gentle- 
man who is now serving with us, who was previously chairman 
of the Committee on Claims. The father of the gentleman from 
Texas |Mr. LANHAM] sought a solution of this problem. He 
was u trained lawyer and a mighty good one. He looked at it 
from the legal standpoint and could not get away from the 
stumblingblocks in the path of most lawyers, the jury. He 
theught the jury had a position absolutely unassailable. But I 
feel, and always have felt, that you could not trust a jury on 
cases against the Government, because the ordinary juror seems 
to think that the Government has an inexhaustible source of 


supply of money, that all Uncle Sam has to do is to dig it up 
out of the mines, whereas he has to take it out of the pockets of 
the people, and it is provided in all these cases, following the 
practice of the Court of Claims, that they can not be tried before 
a jury, but they do have the right to go into court. 

Also in cases of contributory negligence the Government 
protected in the provisions of this bill; in both actions as re- 
gaurds property and in personal injury. 

Now, the third point I consider the most important feature 
of the bill, and that is the settlement of personal injury and 
death claims. It is positively wicked; it is disgraceful that 
the Government should allow people to go as they have in the 
past without 2 single tribunal before which the most heart- 
rending cases can be brought. 

That is not the right treatment on the part of the Govern- 
ment. The Congress is not to be charged with dereliction of 
its duty, because it has much to attend to; it has not the time, 
and it has had to continually pass along details of this kind 
to the bureau chiefs. I am as much opposed to bureaucracy 
as anybody in the House, but the Congress just has to pass 
these details onto the bureau chiefs. 


is 


Mr. JACOBSTERIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. I have refused so many that I feel that 
I can not yield to the gentleman now. The Government has 
taken cognizance of this condition with reference to its own 


employees. I do not cast any reflection upon the employee of 
the Government, but he is in a pretty soft position. He has 
regular employment, and his pay check comes around regu- 
larly Here in Washington he has 30 days leave, and in many 
of the departments he has more than that, and in addition to 
that he has 30 days sick leave, and then he has the retirement 
fund, Carpenters, blacksmiths, teamsters, and masons, artisans 
and professional men, who are paying the taxes, do not have 


the advantnge of a retirement fund, even if they should con- 
tribute per eent of their salaries. The Government employee 
suys that he can not live on the present retirement, and that 
we st jack it up to twelve or fifteen hundred dollars a year, 
While ot the same time we have people employed right here 
for less than that. 

So far as our own particular pets are concerned, we have 


take: cognizance of them, and in the act of 1216 we provided 
a medium whereby their injuries may be taken care of, so 
that broken machines of human bones and frame might be to 


a certain extent replaced in industry. A very liberal compen- 


sation bill was passed in 1916, and only last year the Congress 


| 
| 


!.is one thing that you are up against. 
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increased the maximum amounts allowed under the provisi 
of that bill, so that it is extremely generous at the present tir 
Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, there are oaly two things wl 
will prevent a man injured in the Government service f 
receiving compensation. One is that he is intoxicated and 
other is that he was under the influence of drugs. It i 
question of whether he was at fauit when he sustained 
injury; it is not a question of whether a fellow employe: 
the cause of his injury. Not at all. The question is si) 
did he sustain the injury, and was he sober when he did 
and was he in his right senses. That is all we require of t 
Whereas under my bill, I state as emphatically as I can 
bill that in cases of contributory negligence, that contrib 
negligence be taken into consideration. That is followin: 
policy which this committee has adopted. 


JANUARY 


is 


Certain classes of claims in which relief is available u 
existing law are excluded. 

Such, in brief, is the situation, the purpose of the bill, and 
the remedies proposed. To-day there is nothing adequ 


scientific, or equitable relative to tort claims against the G 
ernment. It is a tremendous burden and expense to the ( 
gress in time and labor and embarrassment to individual ( 
gressmen in their inability to get favorable action. 

Justice now awaits upon political consideration or the | 
larity of a Congressman or the influence of a Senator. ( 
gress is not the p:ace to bring these claims. Busy Congress) 
have devoted hours, days, weeks, and months to investigat 
claims favorably reported, and as many others that have | 
adversely acted upon in committee and which do not ap 
upon the calendar. They must have the unanimous consent 
every Member of the House before they can be considered, 
they must then follow practically the same procedure in anoth 
body. All their labors of months can be overturi 
nullified by the whim, pique, or conscientious objection of 
individual Member of the House. 

The Federal Government is daily directing itself more ar 
more into the affairs of the individual. Therefore the cha 
of injury because of carelessness of Government employees 
because of unavoidable accident becomes greater all of the time 

The most important and legitimate function of the Gov 
ment is the protection of the persons and property of its peopl 
It provides such protection to the people one from the othe 
with reference to itself neglects its most sacred duty. The 
Government which demands loyalty from its subjeets shoul 
not deny justice to them. It may cost a little more money that 
the present system, but the Government will be repaid 
times over in loyalty, appreciation, and confidence of the people 

Article 5 of the bill of rights declares that “no person s! 
be deprived of life, liberty, or property without the due proc 
of law, nor shall private property be taken for public use 
without just compensation.” Indeed, every declaration of |i 
erty and human justice back to the Magna Charta indorses this 
principle. Yet in this country, the greatest and wealthies 
country in the world, the Government, or its agents, destroys 
private property and human lives without recompense, « 
pensation, or due process of law. The analogy is undeniable 
and the Government ignores its greatest obligation to its ci 
zens. It is no longer a question whether or not the sovereig! 
can do no wrong, nor can we refuse to pay our just debts 
beeause of the cost, but must acknowledge the evident fact 
that it is a mere subterfuge or excuse based upon the misuse 
of power or the evasion of justice. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to point out to you briefly some of t! 
troubles which confront the Committee on Claims, and confront 
each and every one of you individually. 

Let me say a word in reference to Senate bills, without au) 
criticism, because we are debarred by the rules of this Hou 
from doing that, but most of you have come in contact with this 
situation. The Senate passes many of these claims by couries: 
It does not demand from the department reports on the claims. 
but it passes them by courtesy. Then they come over !v 
and you go to the chairman of the Committee on Claims at 
say, “ Here is a very pathetic case; the Senate passed it and 
is on the calendar. Will you not report it out?” I look 
up and find that there is not a leg for it to stand upon. | 
come to you and tell you the circumstances, and you say tha 
I am hard boiled; that I am hard hearted, and yet if I repor'«'! 
one of those bills and took it up on the floor of the House |! 
would discredit the committee, and it would be thrown out 
the objection of a half hundred Members. let alone one. That 
We do not pass bills by 


or 


courtesy ; we pass them on their merits. 

The responsibility of the chairman of the Committee 
Claims is tremendous, and it ought not to exist. IT have tm 
not to be influenced either by friendship or by any dislike — 
might have for an individual Member. I have tried to adjudi- 


I 
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these claims on their merits 1 have no dislikes, I think They were not liable to do anv damage to the people; but this 
' 


ould count them as one single unit in this splendid body of | Government to-day is carrying on almost every line of endeavor 
, of 435, and if I did not have the support of the finest bunch that vou can iImagine—iii the uir and on the earth, and recently 
men that were ever in Congress I could not do it: I could unde he seu 





possibly do it. I have had that ippert in the Committee Mr. BLANTON Will the gentleman vield 
Claims. Mr. UNDERHILI Yes 
is our proceeding: Each member at every meeting is Mr. BLANTON rhe gentleman very truly stated that in an- 
ened a handful of claims, and through the week, perhay other body these billy are passed regardless and by courtesy. 
the small hours of the morning. he studies them, and th We never see there an adverse report filed against any of them, 
Friday comes to our meeting and makes a report He | Now f that august body, under oath, can pass these claims 
have a half dozen reports to make, but we can hear bu in that way, how can we expect ordinary bureau chiefs to give 
eport at a time from that man, and he keeps these othe any better attention to them? 
reports in his possession until he gets time to present them Mr. UNDERHILL. Well, thank God, I am not responsible for 
committee. He gets no publicity He studies these the « science or acts of those at the other end of the Capit 
ms. and brings them back on the following Friday to the Perhaps I am doing the other body an injustice, but so fa is 
eral committee unless he finds in the meantime some com these bureau chiefs are concerned, I would rather take my 
on and goes to the chairman for additional information ch es with them than with those ; the other end of the 
imes we do not get around the tabk and, as I sav, he Capit 
half a dozen claims that he has werked upon for a week Mr. LANHAM I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
10 days, and he is obliged to put them back into his pecke in order to ge some information with reference to this bill. 
il the next meeting. That is all wror The Committee on Expenditures in the Executive Departments a 
e are 3,000 claims pending before the committe Every few days reported a bill giving to the Comptroller General 
y each member of the committee, consisting of 21 mem authority to make reports to Congress of claims against the 
is allowed to reyx rt a claim Then if | ‘haps we are good Government which come before him. claims which present either 
somebody else dees not interfer and the Members are | a legal or equitable basis for relief but for which no specific 
ling to come here for a night session, we get a chance to apprepriations have been made That of course. would be 
sent our bills to the Hous Last vear we had one day under tl existing law of a limit of $1,000 Now, in case this 
sion, and all the rest of our claims, breaking the record of messure s enacted into law. would legislation of that char 
previous years, were passed at a night session acter | innecessary, or would it still be advisable to have such 
should like to spend the rest of my time in going through | 1 rts from the Comptroller General in those cases—that is 
of the cases I have here I have one case here that has cast within the limitation of the law and which presented a 
sed five different Congresses. one branch or the other. and | basis for legal or equitable relief 
failed to passage in both because it was too late, or it got M UNDERHILL | think where there is any medium ex- 
izht in the jam and could not get through: and these clai isting o-day any real medium that can function—for the 
have been waiting all these vears for relief for the pay ( dication of clai of any character whatever it is just s 
it of a debt which the United States owes them well to let it stay where it is. I have a high opinion of the 
I would also like to talk. for illustration. on some of the | Comptroller General, but he has been an awful nuisance to ou 
s that come down from the other body, but I will let that o committee 
have other bills that have come down to us from the Sen- | Mr. LANHAM. Of course, I assume that these reports would 
I might present those to you and show their inconsistency; | £0 to the Comn ee on Claims’ 
w how one man was given on an identical claim a mere pit Mr. UNDERHILL. Many of them do, and they are based on 
e. and another was given several thousand dollars. That | & strict interpretation of the letter of the law and technicalities . 
not right. We should take these matters where thev be- | Of course, I would not have the comptroller go against the law, 
e, before a proper court or board I would like to have | but I think if I were in his place I could stretch my conscienct 
se who are interested read the report of the committee t he extent of finding a east ibie interpretation of the law 
which goes more into detail than I can at the present time. rather than a strict interpretation of the letter of the law. 
Before I close I want to pay a tribute of recognition to the M LANHAM. My inquiry is directed as to whether or t 
en, the lawyers, on my committee. You all know I am a lay- | “at character of legislation would be necessary in case this 


I could not possibly have gotten this bill out and have | Dill Passes? For instance, the Comptroller General appeared 

et with its legal requirements if it had not been for such men | before us the other day, and he seemed to have reference to 

the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box]. the ranking man of | those cases not strictly and technically within the law, but to 

minority on the committee; the gentleman from Michigan | ‘se cases which, in his judgment, present a legal or equitable 
Mr. Vince ENT], a member of the committee during the last ses- | basis but for which no appropriation has been made. 


whose legal mind and ability as a lawyer is not exceeded | M*. UNDERHILL. Those would not be affected by this. In 
any Member of this body; the clerk of our committee, Mr, | COPBection with that I want to mention two cases showing our 
Helmus, who is also a trained lawyer. Other members of the | ©! fidence—after having thrown him a brickbat I will now 


. ° . S : . Woy hi é ru et—in the ‘” tr ler yener: There ac 
mittee who follow the legal profession who were of great throw m a bouqu the Comptroller General. Chere w 


sistance to me were Mr. Sears, of Nebraska; Mr. BULWINKLI a terrible accident in New Jersey. Mr, ACKERMAN knows the 


Ae 2 , = = _ - 7 . 
North Carolina; Mr. Troms, of Oklahoma; Mr. Cexzer, of | C®8¢. A munitions depot blew up, hundreds of people were in- 
New York: and Mr. Morrow, of New Mexicé Every one of jured, many were killed, and property to the extent of millions 


was destroyed. In Mr. BAcCHMANN’s district, at an airplane 
acrificing and unselfish work. They give to it their time | C*M!bition by the Government, an accident occurred through 

i » AsC il ie. i t i@i i ° , . ¥ al rd 
m other matters, matters interesting to their constituents faulty machinery. Lots of people were killed, others were 
’ ° es ’ atmad <« 1 ivy irae Pas Vifo ay <. “+1 < str . y ownie 

for no member of the committee ever has a claim referred to him | ™#!med and injured for life, and property was destroyed. Your 
t affects his own constituents, or even his State; and so he | CO™muttee has no medium through which it can adjudicate 
doing this work, why? He is doing it for you, in the first | SU“! Claims as those and so we have given authority, or hope to, 
i 6 s rT, iv} ,ou, il@ iil® , . . . 

’ : to the War Department, to make an investigation and report to 
the Comptroller General and the Comptroller General will then 
decide what awards ure necessary and right in the case 

Mr. ACKERMAN. Will the gentieman yield? 
Now I shall be glad to answer questions if anyone desires to| Mt. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

x then ‘ Mr. ACKERMAN. The accident at Lake Denmark comes 
a ’ vii under the supervision of the Navy Department. I understand 
. r, TP ; .90 . oo nle f en} 7 elie —— I . ° . ! ‘ 
Mr. ea cee a +. r ra a ac 0! os policy, 01 m ¥ | there are 1,100 claims pending at the present time which will 
inciple o ori ral ethics, that shor preve he i- ! : ‘ ‘ i¢ ; ‘ 
“G C ececeaae ve te “ : ling - 1s . z ‘ pao ze . shortly be certified to the Comptroller General, and if this bill 

| Government from responding in damages for negligence | becomes a law will those claims be settled under this bill? 

t [re . > F late acts o Ss serva f ; . ; : : 
«| frequently the unfortunate acts of its servants? | naic | ,,4if: UNDERHILL. No; they will be settled under the special 
\ a ) y “e x it ) a ‘ sy 

“ir, i sik 4a IN¢ ling, ex ep mpiy the oid archak bill we passed. I will ask Mr BacuMANN to tell me when the 
ea that the king can do no wrong. That idea has come down 


Z ; a accident occurred in his State. 
us. We have never had a king, except a long time back; Mr. BACHMANN. In 1921 


| 
but that thing came down from the dark ages of the past, when | wr UNDERHILI It is now 1928 and the people who are 
king had nothing to do with business when waiking around on crutches and who lost their property have 


e men and the rest of the Committee on Claims are doing 
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place; and he is doing it for the claimant, in the second plac 
nd he is trying the best he knows how and the best he can to 
bring about a little relief to the people who are neglected by 
the Government, 


The king was in his counting house counting cut his money, been waiting for all these seven years and have not received a 
The queen was in the kitchen eating bread and honey. dollar yet, 


an 
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Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSEYER Up to date no Federal court or other 
court in the United States could entertain a suit against the 
Government sounding in tort. Is not that correct? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. That is correct. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The Court of Claims will entertain a suit 
against the United States on claims founded upon the Consti- 


tution or any laws of Congress, upon regulations of a depart- 

upon contract with the Government of the United States, 

not aud will not entertain suits on claims sounding in 

the purpose of this bill to permit suits in 

Federal courts in cases sounding in tort, irrespective of the 
amount of damage involved? 

fhe bill under consideration gives bureau chiefs jurisdiction 


ment, 
but can 
rt Now, is it 


up to $5,000, but over $5,000—whatever the amount is—would 
the Court of Claims have the right to assume jurisdiction? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. Let me illustrate that. I do not 
know thet it is a very fortunate illustration, but it brings out 


pretty strongly many of the arguments I have given here. The 
Government has recently sued one named Doheny—I believe 
that is his name—and has secured a judgment in the courts for 
over $3,000,000, Mr. Doheny built a lot of tanks out in Hono- 
lulu at Pearl Harbor, and whatever Mr. Doheny may have done 
to the Government, he certainly did a good job for the Govern- 
ment there, because I have been out there and have seen the 
tanks. Mr. Doheny has no right to-day to go into a court for 
an adjudication of his claim against the United States, although 
the claim of the United States against him has been tried and 
judgment has been found for several million dollars. And how 
much chance, my good friends, would Doheny have if the Com- 
mittee on Claims should bring in a bill giving him an oppor- 
tunity to go before the courts? 


Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Whatever claim Doheny has against the 
Government, did that arise out of a contract with the Govyern- 
ment : 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No; I understand he has no right to 
proceed against the Government, 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman understands that, but I 
notice newspapers have talked about the matter. I am not 


trying to adjudicate Doheny’'s claim against the Government or 
his right to sue, but as to this talk about the king can do no 


harm-—— 
Mr. UNDERHILL, Can do no wrong. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Or no wrong; it is the same thing. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. He can do a lot of harm. 


Mr. RAMSEYER. This talk about the Government being dis- 
honest and unjust to its citizens, sounds all right; but there is 
some good reason for the doctrine that the king can do no harm 
wrong. I am not going to amplify that now. You now wipe 
that all away and in any case sounding in tort, I do not care 
how large the case may be, the Government can be sued, with 
certain few exceptions, set out in the bill before us, 

I am simply wondering what would happen in a case like 


this. We are talking about flood control, and I have heard a 
good deal of complaint about persons owning land on either 


side of the Mississippi River where because of construction of 
a levee some place the water is diverted, causing a great deal 


of damage, and I am wondering if this bill goes through and if | 
coustructions of that kind are carried on in the future whether | 


it would be possible to sue the Government not only in the thou- 
sands but in the hundreds of millions of dollars for damages 
growing out of the Government's effort to control the floods of 
the great Mississippi Valley; or in case of war and the enemy 
being in the country and in possession of a large city, when it 
becomes necessary to bombard the city and destroy the prop- 
erty of the city there, the bill does not except that sort of a 
situation, and I am wondering whether you in this bill are not 
alYording an opportunity to present hundreds of millions of 
dollars of claims for damages which the Court of Claims would 
have to hear. I do not want to go into the matier further, but 
I want to tell the gentleman there are some good, sound, funda- 
mental reasous why we have stuck so long to this old doc- 
trine that the sovereign can not be sued. Of course, I am not 
insisting that we should make no modification at all of that 
rule, but there is reasen for the doctrine that the king can do 
no harm or that the citizen has no right to sue the Government, 
which after 
Government, and I think we ought to proceed very cautiously 
along this line. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The only thing I can say to the gentle- 
man in reply is that taking the two illustrations, in the years 
I have been on the Claims Committee no claim has ever been 


all is suing himself, and inasmuch as he benetits | 
he, in part, injures himself also whenever he recovers from the | 
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made against the Government for damages caused by the bu 
ing of levees or the attempt at flood control. As far as wa 
concerned, I am not a lawyer, but I believe everything 
during war and there is no law that .governs anything ex 
inilitary law. 

Mr. STOBBS. Will the gentleman yield just a 

Mr, UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. STOBBS. In answer to the question of the gentle) 
from Iowa, I have not read this bill very carefully, but in 
brief running over it, it seems to me that all claims against 
Government here are predicated on the negligence of som« 
ployee of the Government, and that would answer the gent 
man’s question, and there could be no claims against the ¢ 
ernment ubless there had been a negligent act by some empl 
Which would be the proximate cause of the injury. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Well, “the proximate cause of the 
jury "—there is no use now to define the various phases 
negligence, but certainly if you were to construct a levee 
the Government does and thereby turn the water on some!) 
else, you would be liable. The attempt here is to make 
Government liable in a case of that kind the same as an 
vidual, 

I would like to ask the gentleman one other question on a 
different subject. I do not know whether the gentleman was 
the House Thursday or not when I calied to the attention 
the House the importance of amending laws by reference to t}y 
late code instead of to the Statutes at Large or the Revised 
Statutes or other source of the statute laws in existence prior 
to the new code. The gentleman just spoke of the corps of fi 
lawyers he has on his committee, and I should like to know 
they have considered the advisability of changing the refer 
ences in this bill to the late code rather than to enactment 
in existence previous to the code. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. This bill was drawn, as a matter 
fact, some three or four years ago, before we had the new cod 

Mr. RAMSEYER. When we come to the amending stage. I 
hope the chairman will consider either changing the references 
wholly to the new code, or at least after the references in the 
bill place also references to the new code. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. We will try to do that. 

Mr. COMBS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. 7 will. 

Mr. COMBS. in the paragraph which vests concurrent juris 
diction in the district courts for hearing the claims—line 25 
page 3, this sentence appears: 


moment ¢ 


All suits brought to trial under the provisions of this paragraph il 
be tried by the court without a jury. 


In other words the district courts are to determine these 
mattérs even involving questions of fact without the use of a 
jury to adjudicate such controversies. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. This is the same procedure that is fol 
lowed by the Court of Claims, and we make the same provision 

Mr. COMBS. I was wondering if the gentleman had co1 
sidered this aspect of the matter: The Court of Claims and the 
district courts of the United States are entirely distinct tri 
bunals drawing their authority from different sections of th 
substantive law. The only effect of the act would be to rem 
the common-law immunity, the immunity which the Goy 
ment now enjoys in any action sounding in tort and to mike 
it subject to any common-law action under the provisions of this 
bill. That is in contravention of the Constitution of the United 
States. Article 7 of the bill of rights provides that in all s 
at common law where the value in controversy shall exceed S20 
the right of trial by jury shall be preserved. 

We are now dealing with a bill which proposes the remova! 
of the disability or immunity the Government enjoys, and 
in which all actions brought thereunder are in effect comm 
law actions instituted in the regular way and conformin 
the regular rules of pleading, and for that reason it seems, 
without any exhaustive study, the bill is a denial of the richt 
of trial by jury, and that that would be a denial of the constitu 
tional provision. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Not at all. The precedents have b 
well established in creating the Court of Claims which has 
We are establishing a new court, we 
giving new privileges, and we may make such restrictions 
we please. 


Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield to 


Mr. UNDERHILL. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The exact point has been ru d 


by the Supreme Court of the United States in several cases. 
In the case of McElrath against the United States, the court 


says: 
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forth 


speaking generally savs that to the trial of es 


nst the Government ‘ stitution provisior s no 
pplication 
Mr. BOX Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes t he ¢ tle 


n from Texas | Mr. BLANTON 

Mr. BLANTON Mr. Chairman, this bill is a most dangerous 
ill, yet I realize, I guess, as much us anyone here } there 
no chance in the world « opping i pussa at if I were 
show all of the bad feature f it. one of which was raised 


vy the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAppEN which alone 


defeat it. if we were argue the bad features of it for al 
ur and then eall for a record vote perhaps we might get 
0 or 20 votes against it. because most Members here want 


}. of these numerous claims 


vainst the Government paid 
So wkat is the use of wa ! 


sting time on such a proposition 


But I want to call attention before the bill is passed to me 
f its features, so that hereafter it can not be said that it 
vas passed without protest The gentleman from Massachu 
etts Was mistaken when a few moments ago he said that it 
massed last session unanimously; it did no I was against 
t then. I did not believe then it ought to pass, but there was 
io chance to stop i I was against the bill in 1922 that « 

erred on the Government bureaus the right to settle claims 


ip to a thousand dollars, but there chance to 
It passed under our restrictive 


This bill ought not to pass 


was ho 
rules here 
Down il 


Stop if 


Texas where I live the 


law is that where a claim is not more than $200 it has to be 
brought in the justice court and be decided by a justice of 
the peace. And it mnust be over $20 in order for an appeal 
to be taken to the county court In the State of Texas, where 


he claim is over $200 and up to $500, it must be brought in 
the county court and tried by a county judge If it is over 
S500 and up to $1,000 it mav be brought either in the county 
ourt or in the district court, both having concurrent jurisdic 
tion If it is for more than $1,000, it has to be brought into the 
ircuit court, if you please, under the rules prevailing there 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNpDERHILL], when 


1922 which nferred jurisdiction on 
up to $1,000, had in mind then just 
the shifting of responsibility That 


he says 


Let me show you what he 


he passed that bill ii 
bureau chiefs of all claims 
what he has in mind 
is what it is, pure and simple 
in this report: 


now 


The purpose of the bill is to eve C ress 


That is the purpose of this bill It 
Committee on Claims ought to do, and work you 
to do, and send it down here to a bureau and let bureau chiel 
io what 435 Representatives and 96 Senat ought te do 
rhat is the underlying purpose of it It is getting rid of work 
we ought to do ourselves 


He says further in his report that “during the last Congre 


over 2,000 claim bills were introduced and that onl) 

em became law.’ He regrets, seeming! that only 250 of 
them passed. The taxpayers ought to 1 ic ver ft rac 
But he let the cat out of the bag duri is argument as t 
nother controlling purpose connected with this legislation. He 
was asked about the proposal to let General McCarl make r 
ports to Congress on bills. The gentleman from Texas | M1 
LANHAM] asked him that question. He said that “Ge ral Me 
Carl was a nuisance once in a while Why It is because 


Genera! the Comptroller General of the lI ited 


MecCarl, as 


States, created by this Congress to protect he rreas y is 
stood in the way of taking money out of the Treasury) law 
fully through improper bills. He has become a nuisa 


He said that this bill would take about 1.000 bills away trom 
objections here on the floor and put t | 
could not stop their passage Another nuisance is where some 
Congressman may get up and object and stop a bad bill 
ever such a Congressman 
mind of my friend from Massachusetts, he is a nuisance 

By this bill he wants to confer exclusive juri diet 1 ¢ thy 





obieecets and stops a md 


head of every bureau of this Government to pass on « laims up 
to $5.000. In one breath he says you can not trust the United 
States Senate to pass on that. He says that Senat pass them 


LXITX——158 


RECORD- 


1 ~\ ‘ I ifs j ‘ ‘ ’ ‘ , 
t s lt a i » satecuarue 
ghis of iX} I i ‘ ! V i ea 
s i r th i l it t 
I { d State l . a 
ithe us Repres I ] ie 
to the } li Iw i i 
I einbe ‘ nis l 2 IN 
ect bl wi i u 1 
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( i trviul mak t ts erhine t 
i ght nu I . hog vy chiffonie { I 
] m gany whiff S200 | I v 
aVU at = tor heir I es and > a 
ily ibles ad s.u0 1 rn i ea d Vine 
( ptroller G rai MetCari was ut au ity 
a turned \ tiie we king tl ( vress to 
r i ind L blocked its passag d have kept it from 
@ssiiiz ever since 
Mr. UNDERHILI Mr. Chairma will the g& i vield? 
Mr. BLANTON. § Ye 
M UNDERHILL. The gentlen ‘ ck lg at 
that report did not come, in the first place, from the Committee 


Claims? 
BLANTON No; but it 
Naval Affairs with a unanimous 
passage several different 
Mr. UNDERHILL. And if he will read this bill he 
hat those claims are excluded. 
Mr. BLANTON. And we have never paid for all 
furniture yet and never will, but I want to 
men, what is coming to-morrow from the C 


opriations in the Army bill. Our friend 


cume nmittee on 


l 
report, and I had to block its 
times 
will find 
that ex 
tell you, 
imittee on 
from Illinois 


(ppt 


\IARTIN MADDEN has had too much to do. He ean not look 
ifter everything. There is comir here in the Army Dill to 
morrow for you to vote for a little insignificant clause that 
looks innocent but which will authorize Army officers to do 
that very thing that we kept the naval officers from doing, and 
ill permit Army officers to buy certain heavy pieces of the 


most expensive mahogany and rosewood furniture they can buy 
without ny limitation as to cost, to use in furnishing their 
homes It is in that Army bill that vou are to consider here 


to-morrow 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr 
Mr. BLANTON Yes 
Mr. MADDEN I would not like to hav 


Chairman, will the gentleman vield? 


that impression left 


aing \ hout some explanatior If the gentleman will per 
me, I would like to explain it 
Mr. BLANTON. I am sure that my friend in charge of this 
hill will give me more time and I shail yield to the gentleman 
rom Illinois. I would like to know how it got by the gentle 
man from Illinois 
Mr. MADDEN I do not have to apologize for its getting by. 
I am for the provision. I will tell the gentleman what it means. 


It I been the 


buildings to 


they are building new 
fixed utilities in the form 
and ranges gas ranges or 


policy ot the when 


ig certail 


' f 
things of 


Army 
standard 


that s 


put 
of bedsteads and 
whatever they may be 

Mr. BLANTON They call it “hea 
get it by a point of order 

M MADDEN rh 


furniture,” to try to 


placed in the bill to pre- 


provisiol 1s 


vent the necessity of Army officers moving that stuff when they 
are transferred from one place to anothet When the n e to 
w place they find that sort of furniture the to whi they 
kl their own furniture. It is only for that purpose that 
his ite is in the bill 
‘i BLANTON But it is t get the Government to buy tor 
them their furniture Wait and see how they will abuse i 
Mr. MADDEN Oh no, they will not it has always been 
tched 


M BLANTON 
n the bill? 

Mr. MADDEN 

Mr. BLANTON 


But the gentleman does not deny that it is 


Oh, it is in the bill. 


Where they can buy their beds and their 


and ranges and heavy furniture with the public 
no y he p ople 
M UNDERHILL. The gentleman will please confine him- 


if to the bill 


Mr. BLANTON. Do 3 


vear? 


u know how much time Congress is in 
This year Congress will be in session about 


ith This is the usual six-month session, and then 
Congress will be in vacation about six months. 
Las ar Congress was in session only three months, and 


was adjourned and in vacation from March 4 to Decem- 
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ber 5, 1927, nine months’ vacation. 
a nine months’ vacation. Do you not think we ought to work 
when we do come here? I have worked until past midnight 
over in my office many a night on these bills, not with the pur- 
pose of trying to defeat anybody's bills but to try to prevent the 
tax mouey of the people from being paid out wrongfully, and 
because | have worked myself nearly to death on these bills 
iny friend from Massachusetts would say that a man who would 
do that work is a nuisance, because he stops some from passing. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Has “the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts”? ever criticized the gentleman from Texas when he de- 
sired time in which to study a bill? It is true a number of years 
have passed since the gentleman from Texas was a member of 
the Claims Committee, 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, you said this bill would stop objec- 
tions to claims. I will tell you what happened on that com- 
mittee. Iam an associate member of it now, and I have been 
un associate member of it since I have been here in Congress, 
because every bill you report out of that committee I get a 
report on, and I know what is in it when it comes up for pas 
save. I remember when I was on that Committee on Claims 
there was a bill to pay the Sevier heirs $67,000,000 ont of the 
Public Treasury. That claim was about 101 years old at that 
t I found out that it was not a just or meritorious claim 


Every other year we have 


time, 
against the Government, but it was called up by a friend of the 
bill, There were lots of these Sevier heirs living in my State, 
nnd some living in the State of Tennessee, and some in Georgia. 
They had enough Congressmen and Senators interested to get 
it up, and, to my surprise, when I forced a vote on that bill in 
committee every singlke member of that committee voted in fayor 
of the bill except myself, and the committee reported it out. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. In a moment, I spent two weeks down in 
the department looking up the old records on this case, and if 
vou will look into the records of the Committee on Claims—if 
you will examine the bound volume of adverse reports made by 
that committee—you will find my adverse report against that 
bill; and when that adverse report was read by the committee 
it convinced the members of that committee that it was not a 
good bill, and they voted with me against that bill; they voted 
to kill it. 

Mr. LEAVITT. 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes. 

Mr. LEAVITT. I was interested in the gentleman's state- 
ment that we had nine months’ vacation every other year. Did 
the gentleman ever take a nine months’ vacation at the expense 
of the people? 

Mr. BLANTON. No. I have spent practically all of every 
vacation I have had in 11 years in studying the departments of 
the Government and in iinding out what they do with the 


Now will the gentleman yield? 


money they get. 
Mr. LEAVITT. Then it is not a vacation that the gentleman 
takes. No one of us takes a vacation. 


Mr. BLANTON. But Congress is not in session, nevertheless. 
I will say this, that we ought to be willing to do the work that 
devolves upon us as Representatives of the, people here with 
respect to the proper holding of the purse strings of the Treas- 
ury [ know what will be done here in these bureaus if this 
bill becomes a law. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. In view of the fact that I am the only one 
speaking against this bill, will my colleague give me 10 addi- 
tional minutes? 

Mr. BOX. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is not a man here who appreciates 
more the splendid work of my colleague from Texas [Mr. Box] 
than I do. I appreciate the splendid work which he has done 
on this committee. For the work he has already done the 
people in his district ought to keep him here for the next 10 
years, [Applause.] I will say that without equivocation. 

Mr. LOZIER. In reference to the Sevier claim, which grew 
out of land transactions, is it not true that adverse reports were 
made against that bill almost constantly for the last 50 years? 

Mr. BLANTON. I did not find them in the committee. I 
made my adverse report after I had dug up all the old records 
in the department. 

Now, here is what my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDER- 
HILL] says: 


The time of the gentleman from Texas 


During the last Congress $56 tort claims were presented to the House, 
and only a small fraction of them became law. 


It was not until about eight or nine years ago that any tort 
cluim was allowed. I remember the circumstance just as well 
as I remember anything at this moment—when the question 
came up as to what should be the policy of the committee and 
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of this Government in regard to payments for torts—it had 
never been done except in rare instances by the Congress: it 
was a new departure, And I remember then that Member after 
Member called attention to it, and there were only a few at 
that time favorable to it; but finally there were enough to 
pass it. 

Now, my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. UNpERHILL] says 
that the safeguarding clause in his bill is that after you put 
the claims up to these bureau chiefs and they allow the claims 
up to $5,000, or the compensation committee allows them up to 
$7,500, even then they have to run the gantlet of Marvin 
MappeEN’s Appropriations Committee before they can get their 
money. That is his safeguarding clause. He wants Mr. Map- 
DEN and his Appropriations Committee not only to do the work 
they are doing now, but he wants them also to take up th 
work of the Claims Committee in addition upon their shoulders. 
I say it is not right. I am a partisan Democrat and Martin 
MADDEN is one of those orthodox partisan Republicans, but I will 
repeat what I have said time and time again, that he is one 
of the most valuable men we have in this Government, and you 
do not want to work him to death. 

He has not the time and neither has his committee to delve 
down under all these claims. Why, the Committee on Appro 
priations is supposed, whenever a claim has been allowed and 
becomes a fixed charge against the Government, to appropriate 
the money for it; and we have criticized them here for not 
doing it. You remember the criticism of our friend from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Howarp] because it refused to bring in an appro- 
priation for a claim that had become fixed and adjudicated. 
The criticism was general on the floor and was so strong that 
it forced the Committee on Appropriations to allow the money, 
Let me tell you that whenever a bureau chief decides a case 
you are going to find the Committee on Appropriations appro- 
priating the money to pay it without quibble. 

Let me show you another thing which Brother UNpbERHILL 
says. He talks about his $1,000 act in 1922, and he says that 
up to March 4, 1925, “there have been settled under this act 
over 1,242 claims,” and he says nobody has ever heard of any 
fraud or collusion. Where would you expect to hear that? 
What do bureau chiefs care about it? They will keep on settling 
these claims and you will never hear anything against them 
at all. The ordinary bureau chief—and I say this advisedly, 
some of them are my personal friends, but I would say it to 
them and I have said it to them—thinks that any money he can 
get out of the Treasury for any purpose is legitimate if he has 
the spending of it. What does he care about it? The ordinary 
Government bureau chief would like to see just as much money 
taken out of the Treasury and put into circulation as possible, 
and you never find them trying to cut down expenses, but con- 
tinually find them trying to enlarge their bureau and get as 
much money out of the Treasury as possible. You know that 
is true. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Six years ago the Committee on Claims 
had over 200 bills before it for amounts of less than $75. If the 
bureau chiefs gave every one of those claims favorable con- 
sideration, it would have been cheaper than it would have been 
for Congress to adjudicate those 200 claims. 

Mr. BLANTON. No. I would rather spend $1,000 of the 
people’s money to prevent some fellow from getting money 
that he is not entitled to than to pay him $100 to which he is 
not entitled. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. So would I. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather do that, and you pursue 
that course in your private business. When a man is trying to 
get you to pay him something you do not owe, you will spend 
five times the amount involved to keep him from getting it. 
That is good private business and ought to be the business of 
the Government. You will always find conscientious men like 
UNDERHILL, BULWINKLE, Box, and the rest of these members 
of the Committee on Claims, who will pass on these claims in 
the Claims Committee. We have been doing pretty well during 
the history of this Government up to the present time. Why 
do we want to keep shifting our own responsibility? 

If you pass this bill that Mr. UNpeRHILL has drawn, raising 
the limit to claims of $5,000 that bureau chiefs may settle, and 
to $7,500 that the Compensation Commission may settle, and 
$10,000 to the blue sky as to the Court of Claims, it will not be 
much over a year before he will come in with another bill and 
he will double the ante. It will be $10,000 in the bureaus and 
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$20,000 in the Court %f Claims. He started with a limit of 
$1,000 in 1922, but, just like the poker player, pretty soon he 
gets reckless and wants to take the limit off. He has increased 
the ante now from $1,000 to $5,000, 500 per cent, and will be 
coming in here shortly with another bill to again increase it. 











But what is the use ny sti y breatl I know I 
( not stop the bill. I vy there is no chance in the work 
of stopping it Every one of you f ues have th va 

ims You do not like to have these nuisances arou k 
Comptroller General Me¢ l, to interfere with then You 

like for Brac of Texas, BLA ind Box t bie ) 
t } You .want theni Oo thi Congress wit! it a 
or You ant th t tl rh in o1 breath s 

he nay be pi d it a quart f minu 

Mir. PERKINS Will tl ventieman yield 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes 

Mr. PERKINS Does t rentleman think the doctrine of 
respondeat superior ought ippiy to tl ( ernme 

satan 

Mr. BLANTON I will let my layman friend from Massa 
husetts [Mr. UNDERHILI who } 


of contributory negligence in 
Mr. PERKINS. He says it should 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield 
Mr. BLANTON. TI vield 
Mr. UNDERHILL 
reference to contributory negligence was pls 


use it referred 


I wil imply say that the elause with 
the bill 1 


particularly to the employee mpensation 


act, under which contributory negligence is not considered in 
any way, shape, or manner. There is another statement I 
would like to challenge The Comptroller General has abso 


lutely nothing to do with bills that come out of 
m Claims. 

Mr. BLANTON I that 

The UNDERHILL The only nuisance he is is in som 
the decisions he hands down, which are so far fetched as to 
Wilbur 


NDERHILI 
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the gt 


Ss more tiis yeul 


colleague does not want to misinterpret 


ha 
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session during that 


not speak 
House, but 


took it the gentleman 
Members of 


was 
other the 
his 
now, 


seven seen 


nd there are nearly 1.000 
of them with merit, some of them 
and it is not fair to the citizens of 


being reimbursed or in re- 


session 


cause us so much trou Claims 

Mr. BLANTON. If you were to go to Secretary 

day you would find he would agree with Brother 1 
that Comptroller General McCarl is a nuisance. Every 
Secretary and every other bureau chief agree he is a 
nuisance because he stands in their way Ile stops 

pending money unlawfully 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
has again expired. 

Mr. BOX Mr. Chairman, I vield 10 minutes to the 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
been so disillusioned to-day I had the idea that ntleman 
from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] was working all during the year, but 
here I find that last year he took nine months vacation and is 
contemplating six mont! 

Mr. BLANTON. My 
what I said. I said just the contrary, spent practi 
cally all of every vacation every year for 11 years working here 
in Washington, checking up the various Government bureaus 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The gentleman said thut Members of 
Congress took nine months’ vacation last year and would hay 
six months this year, and I that the gentleman 
speaking from his own personal experienc 

Mr. BLANTON. I said we were not in 
time, 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I 
ing from the experience of 
from own 

I am in favor of this bill. I have been on this committee, 

for years. I have the Members of the House 

come to the different members of the committee asking them to 
see to it that some meritorious cliim bill was reported from the 
committee. 

There were 2,000 bills last 
already this session, mun} 
without; but it is not just 
this country that all their hope in 





ceiving damages to which they are entitled shall be left to the 
committee and to the House. 
Consider what happens on the floor of the House. You who 


night sessions 
er how long a 


that claim, 


been here at night when we have had 
that one objecti defeats No ma 
the committee muy have worked 
how much he may have st l perchance 
along W possibly has n r seen it before 


that. is the 


have 
know 
member of 
no matter 


some 
*iLiG 


upon 


comes 


and says, “ Mr. 


one 
ind rises 
end of it. 

Oh, there are a number of these case We are bringing 
them out now, cases in which people are hurt, school-t 
and people in all occupations of life, through the negligence of 
some of the Government employees. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentlema 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes, sir. 


‘hers 





yield? 
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Mr. BULWINKLE Wed 
Mr. RAMSEYER Now, wha 3 r oO or it 
Mr. BULWINKLE. The reason for it i ler that these 
Is Cast whether ey arise from 1 vligence Wrong 
fu or wrongful omissions of any of th vents of the 
Government shall be settled or shall be adjudicais by some 
ne instead of walting from veul ar ( ress 
Mr. LOZIER Wiil the gentleman vield 
Mr. BULWINKLE Yes 
M LOZIER In answe to the gentlen uggesti j 
der that the Government be held liabl or tl glig 
rongful act. or omission of any officer or employee « t ( 
' rT h must be acting w hii the 1) of I I r 
ploymel 
M BULWINKLE Within t ‘ ‘ it] \ 
Mr. LOZLER And that is a limitatic upon the liab \ f 
the Government 
Mr. RAMSEYER Hie might be down there ng the Missis 
ippi building dikes, and by the building of the dike controlling 
he waters to prevent floods, might roll the waters on lands that 
Y ubject t vertlow befol thus making the Goy 
rnment lable to the extent of hundreds of millions of d iar 
Mr. BULWINKLE I do not agree with the gentleman from 
[ow I do not think the gentleman need feel that way about i 
I not see how this could involve the Government in hun 
dreds of millions of dollars I think t] gentleman is going 
t a little too far in that statement. 


[ know, gentlemen, that, so far as the bill is concerned, pos 


ibly. it is not all that we ceuld desire, but 1 do know that it is 
the other class in this country it has got to be considered. 
While we are considering the Government, we have got to con- 
ider the people who make up the Government 

Mr. RAMSEYER Does ti gentleman not realize that by 
hrowi down the bars to all kinds of suits sounding in tort 


ages might be piled up which might even threaten soy 
] purpose of tl 

soverelgii 
have established 
the Government 


rule we have hereto 
not be sued in ca 

Court of Claims to 
founded upon con 


That is the 
that the 
tort We 


agalnst 


eignty itself 


fore followed could 


sounding in the 


entertain claims 


tracts, and then we expanded that in 1922 to injury to private 
property up to $1,000, but this is the first time we have ever 
undertaken to give the sovereign’s consent to be sued for case 

sounding in tort, and being a new adventure, does not the gen 


members of the committee think, 
the amount to which the Gov- 


suits itself in cases of 


tleman think, and do not the 
that we should possibly limit 
ernment can be held liable in 
tort? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. 


again 


» i ‘ 
OSSIDIV SO 


Mr. RAMSEYER It is the little cases that have annoved 
the gentleman’s committee, not the large cases like the D 
heny case. The chairman may have been a little unfortunite 
in his illustration of the Doheny case. I tuke it that the com 
mittee did not have it in mind making it possible for the Do 
heny case to come within this bill 


BULWINKLE. No; I think the gentleman and I will 
have our wings sprouted before that bill passes this House. 
Mr. LOZIER. This involves the doctrine of the liability of 
the principal for the wrongful acts of his because it i 
only when the acting within the f his employ 
nt that the principal is liable. This bill by its specific term 


does not make the Government liable for all negligent acts, but 


Mr 


agent, 





agent is scope « 





only for negligent acts within the scope of the employmen I 
s the application of the ancient rule in reference to the linbility 
of the principal for the wrongful act of his agent i rit 


rainst the Government for negligence of its employee 


Mr. RAMSEYER If you throw down the bars you migh 
make the sovereign, which in this cout try is the per ple liable 
not only for hundreds of millions but billions of do which 
might threaten the life of the sovereign and the very existence 


f the Government. 
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Mr. LOZIER. The doctrine that the sovereign can not be 
sued, that the king cun do no wrong, had its origin in the period 
of the world’s history when the sovereign was not engaged in 
business or private activities. Under the present system in 
vogue in the-United States the Government activity reaches 
every branch of private business. You can not go down the 
-treet one block without coming in contact with some truck or 
-ome instrumentality of the Government. 

There is no reason why the doctrine that the Government 
can not be held liable for the tort of its agents should prevail 
now, because of the fact that the Government is engaged in 
private business activity to such an extent that it is in a posi- 
tion to cause tremendous injury and damages as a result of 
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the wanton or wrongful acts of its employees. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The statement that there was a time 
when the sovereign was not engaged in business or private 


uctivities is, I think, historically inaccurate. 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BULWINKLE. I will. 
Mr. BLANTON. The rule was not correctly stated when 


it was said that when a claim is up one objection will stop it, 
because the next time it will take three objections to stop it. 
Even when there are three objections, on a regular claim day 
it can be called up in its own right and then it takes a majority 
here to stop it. 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Is it not a 
fact that we have already had four claim days in less than 
two months of the session? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. In the last session, in the second ses- 
sion of the Sixty-ninth Congress we had one claim day, and 
that was all. In the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress 
my recollection is that we didn’t have a single claim day and 
had to have consideration at night. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. And the gentleman might add to that 
that there was placed on the calendar, before the committee 
had had a solitary claim bill passed, over 160 bills. 

Mr. MacGREGOR. In answer to the statement of the gen- 
theman from Iowa that we would be submerged by the amount 
of Claims and lose our sovereignty it may be said that cases 
have to come to Congress for the appropriation. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. They do, and I may say that when the 
gentleman from Texas speaks about the increased work that 
we are putting on the Appropriations Committee I wonder if 
these matters would not go to the Committee on Expenditures, 
the new committee that we created at this session of Congress? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. If the gentleman will yield, I 
have looked at the rule creating that committee. That commit- 
tee would not have jurisdiction under the terms of the rule. 
Of course, it would be possible to give it jurisdiction. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I will. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In reference to the suggestion made by the 
gentlemen, is it contemplated under the terms of this bill that 
when a departmental head passes on a claim and recommends 
an appropriation and it goes to the Appropriations Committee, 
that that committee or any other committee to which it may 
be properly referred are to make a de novo investigation of the 
merits of the claim, or is it contemplated that they can make 
it automatically? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. TI do not think that was the intention 
ef the committee. If there is anything that should arise after 
the bureau chiefs, after the department head has investigated 
the claim, if there is any reason why they should not be paid, 
then I can see why we can call it to the attention of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
vield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I am rather in accord with the view 
that the gentleman has intimated, that at some stage in the 
enactment of this legislation it might very well be provided 
that the matters, after being passed on originally, shall be 
put within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Expenditures, 
for the reason that that committee is supposed to have a very 
large outlook upon the expenditures being made in all of 
the departments and all of the agencies of the Government. 
It will be a committee doing its work, supposedly, in a very 
comprehensive way, and the objection made by the gentleman 
from Texas | Mr. BLANTON], based upon the ground that the 
Committee on Appropriations is now too much encumbered 
with work, would be met. 

Mr. GARBER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. In a moment. Much has been said 
about shifting authority. We have done that. We may as well 
admit it. There is no question about it. However, unless you 
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increase the Committee on Claims, and unless you guarantee 
one or two days a week for the consideration of claims, no 
Congress could possibly consider 50 per cent of the claim bills 
that are introduced. I refer now to the meritorious claims. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. And, in addition to that, if we do pro- 
vide in this bill or any other that these matters should be 
referred back to the Committee on Claims, then the same pro- 
cedure that we have to go through now we would have to go 
through then, whereas the Committee on Appropriations makes 
the appropriation and that is the end of it. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma, 

Mr. GARBER. Does subsection (b) give exclusive jurisdic- 
tion to the department or head of the establishment to determine 
primarily all claims up to $5,000? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I would say that it does. 

Mr. GARBER. Does it fix the jurisdiction of the several 
departments? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Up to $5,000; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has again expired. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. GARBER. The need for an additional agency to deter- 
mine these claims is universally recognized. The responsibility 
is on the Government to afford a fair and impartial tribunal to 
hear and determine these claims. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is correct. 

Mr. GARBER. I now ask the gentleman a question as a 
lawyer and as a judge. Take a department head, who is under 
the pressure of the Budget to keep his record down to the 
lowest pessible expenditure and to keep the record of his de- 
partment free from negligence or malfeasance in office. Does 
the gentleman think that a tribunal such as the bill sets up is 
such an impartial tribunal as could weigh and determine fairly 
and impartially a claim under the circumstances? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The gentleman does not realize yet how 
these bills are reported out of the committee. Since the Sixty- 
seventh Congress, when I came here, I do not know of a single 
claim that has not been referred to a department and that the 
department has not referred to the Director of the Budget. It 
has come back here to the committee every time in that way. 
Of course, the chairman is loath to take these bills up that 
have an adverse report from the Director of the Budget or a 
department head, but that has been the system all along. We 
are still doing that. 

Mr. SMITH. Do I understand from the gentleman that it is 
the function of the Director of the Budget to pass upon the 
merits of a claim? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Evidently so, because only last year when 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] had a claim for 
$195 for loss of tools that belonged to a earpenter in a fire, 
the matter went to the Director of the Budget. These were 
the tools of the carpenter, when he should have been using those 
of the Government. The officer in charge asked him to bring 
his own tools. That night lightning struck the house where 
the carpenter was working and his tools were burned up. 
The claim was referred to the Director of the Budget and he 
said that it did not meet with the financial program of the 
President. 

Mr. SMITH. What became of the bill? 

Mr. BOX. The gentleman does not mean to have the House 
to understand that that report was binding upon the House? 

Mr. SMITH. What did the committee do with the bill? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. It reported it out and the House passed 
it. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. It passed it at this session of Congress. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. And this bill does not prevent the 
claim being brought to the Committee on Claims, even if the 
bureau chief should deny it, does it? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I do not think it prevents it at all, but 
I think this, that if I were the chairman of the committee, I 
would be a little loath after the department turned it down 
to take it up. 

Mr. GARBER. (b) 
clusive ”? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes; in so far as I have already stated. 

Mr. GARBER. Then that is the answer to the gentlemsn’s 


" 
— 
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Is not the language of section * ex- 


question. This gives exclusive jurisdiction to the department. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. Does the gentleman think that is ex- 


clusive on Congress? . 

Mr. GARBER. It gives exclusive jurisdiction to these depart- 
ments who are trying all the time to keep down their expendi- 
tures. The idea of the whole propesition is shocking and 
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evyolting to the judicial conscience every lawyer. and the 
entleman knows that 
Mr. UNDERHILL That does nothing of the sort 
Mr. McDUFFIE Then what does this language mean on 
2, line 6 
sive jurisdiction is her conferred on the head of each depart 
1 nd establishment acting on behalf of t G nt to l 
ertain, adjust, and determin laim lit r which is r y 
zed under this section, if the amount f the elaim does rt x ad 
ooo 
Mr. BULWINKLE That is correct The same is true now 
up oO 51,000, 
Mr. McDUFFIE, What does that language mean if it does 
mean that you are giving exclusive authority to the 


lepartments ? 


Mr. BULWINKLE. You are giving authority to the depart 
ment to find it. There is no question about it But that does 
not preclude you from introducing a bil! into the Houe. 

Mr. MCDUFFIE. But it precludes you from getting an action 


on it, for this reason: The committee 
authority has decided it You wil 
bility to the department. 


will instantly say, “ This 
| have shified your responsi- 


Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. LOZIER. The general pension law vests with the Pen 
sion Bureau 


the authority to pass upon pension claims, but it 
dees not preclude Congress from exercising its sovereign power 
and passing private bills 
The CHAIRMAN, The 
Carolina has expired. 


time of the gentleman from North 


Mr. BOX, I yield the gentleman one additional minute. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the genileman yield‘ 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes 

Mr. HASTINGS. Fear has been expressed as to suits being 
brought against the Government. I want to say to the mem 
bership of the House that the Cherokee Nation, which is one 


of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma, permitted itself to 
be sued, just as one individual sues another; and in a period 
of 50 years I do not believe there were two dozen successful 
suits brought against the Cherokee Tribe. For one I believe 
thut would be a wholesome Federal law. I believe that the 
Government of the United States and the government of every 
State in the Union ought to permit itself to sued like an 
individual. 

And while I am on my feet, with the permission of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, I must say that I believe that where 


be 


there ix a just claim against the Government, we should not 
only allow the claim but allow reasonable interest from the 
time the claim was presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 


Carolina has again expired. 

Mr. BULWINKLE, Again I say that I shall support the bill. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle 
man from Texas [Mr. Hupsperu]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I opposed this bill in the last Congress. I had not 
studied it thoroughly, and I felt then it was delegating a power 


and right to a bureau or head of a department that should 
not be relinquished by Congress; and if I should offer any 
criticism agaiust the measure to-day, I would say that I coin- 


cide with the views of a great Texan heretofore expressed, and, 
a member of the committee, I would emphatically express 
the view of that great lawyer and statesman, a splendid former 
governor, that patriot and efficient former Congressman, father 
of my friend. Fritz G. LANHAM, my colleague of my State, the 
Hon. S. W. T. Lanham, who, when be was a member of the 
Committee on Claims of this House, objected to leaving the 
decision entirely to the judge on the bench. I would rather 
trust 12 good and lawful citizens to determine the equities and 
the rights of the citizens as between the citizen and its sov- 
ereign, than to leave it to some judge solely; and I have great 
respect for the integrity of the judiciary of my State and Na- 
tion as a whole. 

And I want to say that at one time, for a few minutes or a 
few months, I donned a judicial ermine myself, and for a 
“good lawyer” I had a remarkable record, which, of course, I 
admit, no need to take any testimony on this score. 
{Laughter.] In the cases appealed from my court I had 100 
per cent reversals. [Laughter.] Only one case, however, was 
appealed, and it was promptly reversed and remanded, and 
the appellate court almost rendered judgment in same. 
[Laughter.] 


SO 
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I would rather trust the jury than trust it to the court; but 
{ am overruled by my Commitiee on Claims in this contention 

Now, [I want to say to my colleague from Texas |Mr. BLAN 
ron], who is opposing this measure, that | am somewhat sur- 
prised as to his attitude Out of the 3,000 bills that are in- 
troduced and referred to the Committee on Claims, it is a physi 
cal impossibility for that committee to consider one-fourth of 
them in a single session. Now, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
BLANTON] a few minutes ago, in naming over some the 
gentlemen on this committee who stood like the rock of Gibraltar 
ind protected the Government. namely, the chairman, and the 


gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box], and the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. BULWINKLE], overlooked of the “ watch 
dogs of the Treasury.” 


one 


i myself am on the committee; also the splendid refined Con 
gresswoman from Kentucky [Mrs, LANGLEY] is a member, and 
she is there at every session, and I want to say in her behalf 
that she studies every measure referred to her and others that 
come before that committee, and makes a just and intelligent 
report to the ones referred to her for consideration, just as do 
the other splendid and patriotic gentlemen comprising the mem- 
bership of that great Committee on Claims. Probably the gen 
tleman from Texas does not know of the great we are 
all trying to render our Government and our constituents on 
this Committee on Claims. I observe the new Members of Con- 
gress on this committee work just as hard and as zealously in 
trying to protect our Government as some of us elder ones. 

I want to suggest to my colleague from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] 


service 


an illustration. Suppose old Mr, Tom Scroggins, who resides 
at Buffalo Gap, in Taylor County, goes from his home over 
to the city of Abilene, the city where my colleague lives. Sup 
pose Mr. Scroggins goes over there with a load of cotton. dis- 
poses of his cotton, and proceeds to walk up and down the 
beautiful paved streets of the gentleman's city, probably after 
he has paid a note or two at the bank, purchased a “linsey- 
woolsey ” dress for his faithful wife Anna Melindy—it. being 


just before Christmas—interviewed old Santy in the shape of 
dolls for the little girls, firecrackers and popguns for the boys, 
and in crossing the street to get a “ Henry Clay” pipe and a 
‘sluc’”’ of “ natural leaf” for himself—along comes one of these 
Army officers with a hired chauffeur, said officer having a little 
too much of the “oil of joy” abourd for safe-and-sane driving, 
and 


runs over poor Uncle Tom and kills him, Mr. Scroggins 
leaving a wife and a prolific family of nine children. . Now, if 


they brought the case before this committee under the rules of 
precedents established before I a member, the utmost 
the family would get is $5,000. But you have a Federal court 
in Abilene, and the widow and children, under the terms of this 
bill, could go into that court and recover $10,000, if they could 
establish their claim. I am surprised at my colleague from 
Texas opposing a bill of this character. 

If he lost a limb he could recover $10,000, it would be just 
as much to him and his family, just as important to them in 


became 


recovering damages in u Federal court, where they could go 
without incurring very much expense, and it would mean as 
much and more us it meant to the gentleman to whom we gave, 


as I recall now, a large sum for that spoiled bacon, or what he 
cliimed was spoiled, on account of some default of the Goy- 
ernment. It came from this committee and this House passed it. 
Now, I may be mistaken as to its being bacon, but it was some 


c<ind of perishable goods. If I am mistaken as to the bacon 
matter, I do remember we gave some firm quite a sum last 


session on account of the feelings of a certain lot of oysters, 
situated in an oyster bed, being wounded by some govern- 
mental agency, and I may have voted for it; but I am still for 
Uncle Tom and all his kind, when our Government or its 
agencies carelessly or at fault injures him—-giving just recom- 
pense, nevertheless, and our Government when at fault should 
be required to make speedy restitution to its citizens, 

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
has expired. 


Texas 


Mr. BOX: Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman three addi- 
tional minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I would be willing to submit all of these 


claims to a court for judicial determination. But rather than 
have bureau chiefs to decide them, I would rather leave it to 
the legal judgment and sense of fairness and generosity of my 
friend from Texas {[Mr. Hupsretru], a member of the committee. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I would do my best to give his constituent 
a square deal, But the committee has ruled not to give more 
than $5,000 for the loss of a life; but under this bill an injured 
person or his heirs, in case of death, can go into a court in the 








| 
| 
| 
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State or district where the injury occurred and recover as 
much as $10,000. The gentleman knows we can not consider all 
of the meritorious bills that come before the Committee on 
Claims. Why, gentlemen, the chairman apportions two bills to 
each member. of the committee every Friday, to be reported 
upon the following Friday, and last Friday at our regular ses 
sion, I will state to my colleague from Texas, we were ir 
session over three hours before all had reported. 

Now, this measure does not deprive a citizen of any of his 
rights. I am opposed to these bureaucrats and all that, but I 
do want citizens to have accorded to them the same rights the 
Government takes. I want him to have every possible right 
if he is injured by the Government. I do not believe in the 
doctrine “that the king can do no wrong.” I think he ean do 
as much wrong as the citizen; but, thank God, we have no 
king in this country-—but a sovereign—and if the citizen is in- 
jured through fault of the sovereign, the citizen ought to have 
a speedy trial. He should be able to go to a forum and prove 
his claim without any very great expense, 

if you would ask me what I would do I would cut out of this 
bill the provision providing for the payment of attorneys to 
represent claimants before Congress. I would not give him one 
cent, A Congressman can take caré of such a claim without a 
cent of cost to a citizen—the Government pays us for all this 
work—and I would cut these attorneys out of the bill entirely. 
[Applause]. I am a lawyer and I hold my profession in the 
highest esteem. A Congressman really does the work, or prac- 
tically all, and a lawyer in many instances gets too much of 
the money allowed. You know that, every one of you, and I 
would cut (hem out almost if not entirely. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON, I would gladly send them all to a court and 
have the cases properly adjudicated, but I would not submit 
them to these bureau chiefs for determination. 

Mr. HRUDSPETH. This Claims Committee can not properly 
take cognizance of every case and go into every claim, I will 
state to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then let us send them all to a court to be 
decided 

Mr. HUDSPETH. The bill does not deprive them of that 
Meht. It gives them the right to go into court, and if they are 
not then satisfied they can come back to this committee and 
have the committee consider and pass upon their claims. If I 
am wrong in that I want to be corrected by some one. Give 
every claimant a chance whether his claim is $50 or $50,000, 
or whether he resides in New York, Texas, Minnesota, or Ore- 
gon. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has again expired. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman and gentleman of the committee, 
your committee recognizes that this legislation goes further 
than the National Congress has ever gone in this direction. 
There have been efforts to provide remedies of this kind made 
during the last 50 and perhaps 75 years. The Members of the 
iwo bodies of Congress have time and again shied at the propo- 
sition. They dislike to see. this power delegated to other 
authorities, 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. I yield. 

Mr. GILBERT. I want to ask a question that goes to the 
fundamentals and one which carries out the thought of the 
geitleman from Oklahoma. We are sympathetic with this effort 
for a citizen to have a fair trial of his case, however small it 
may be; but these department heads are executives and admin- 
istratives. Would it not be better to create a tribunai that was 
more judicial and let the citizen have the same rights as he 
would have in a court? These bureau heads are not judges. 

Mr. BOX. The gentleman suggests a pertinent question. 
However, your committee studied that question. I know this 
member of the committee did, and I found, and I think the 
other members of the committee found, no adequate way of 
dealing with it outside of the departments. 

The thing, gentlemen, that prompts this legislation has been 
presented to you, but I doubt whether any Member of the 
Hlouse who has not been on that committee and seen the vast 
amount of claim business that is not receiving consideration, 
and the number of just claims never considered, can fully appre- 
ciate the necessity for some such action as this. A man has to 
see that in order to realize that with the expansion of the 
country and its business, and the accumulation of this great 
volume of just claims, that some provision has to be made. 

The committee has been referred to as being annoyed by this 
business. The thing that has annoyed me in this connection is 
not the amount of work required. I am glad to do all I can. 
The thing that has annoyed and humiliated me is the fact that 
the Government of the United States is not dealing justly with 
claimants. 
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Mr. GARBER, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, BOX. Yes. 

Mr. GARBER, Does the gentleman consider that the Gov- 
ernment is dealing justly with its claimants when it refuses to 
give to the claimants an impartial tribunal to determine their 
claims? 

Mr, BOX. The gentleman refers to the clause he quoted a 
moment ago. I think some happier phrase could have been 
used in that connection. However, I am sure it is not con- 
templated by the committee or by the Congress that a man hay- 
ing a just claim shall not have further consideration if it has 
not been fairly considered on its merits by a department. 

Mr. GARBER. Then the word “exclusive” should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. BOX. I think that is a word which is somewhat unhap- 
pily used. if the gentleman will reflect a moment he will recall 
that your committee could not and you as a body could not 
deprive yourselves of the power to deal with these claims. If 
you did so, or undertook to do so in this act, to-morrow you 
would have the power to override it or repeal it in a particular 
act or in a general act. In other words, if that is your con- 
struction, it would nevertheless not be binding upon us to- 
morrow or upon our successors in succeeding Congresses. 

Mr. GARBER. .Assuming that those conditions are fully 
recognized, we will proceed upon the premise that your condi- 
tions are intolerable and absolutely against all human perform- 
ance; yet does that excuse the act of affording a prejudiced 
tribunal to hear, pass upon, and determine claims against itself? 
What would be the procedure in determining claims, say, as to 
an official appointed by a department head who is guilty of 
neglect and where damage has been caused? 

Here is your witness, your material witness, testifying before 
your department head, who is interested in keeping down the 
expenses of his department and making a record for himself. 
Why, it is quite apparent, as I said before. 

Mr. BOX. The gentleman sees just one side of it. may I 
suggest. It has already been argued on this floor that the 
bureau heads do not see the Government’s side of it at all 
and that we are simply opening the door of the Treasury for 
all sorts of raids. I think it is not fair to assume that the 
departments will be unjust. I do not believe it is fair to assume 
they will be prejudiced. We have to have them engaged in 
the administration of nearly a'l of the laws that we make here. 
The head of an executive department possibly has a different 
viewpoint from ours, but we have no right to assume that an- 
other and coordinate branch of the Government will be less 
just than we are. We may have our private opinion about if, 
but in the spirit of teamwork, in view of the fact we are not 
able to pass on all these claims in a manner and to an extent 
that is “commensurate with the obligation of the country, 
we must provide some remedy, and it seemed to the committee 
that these gentlemen whom we trust with the administration of 
these important affairs will, as a whole and on the average, 
come as near doing right as anyone else. 

Then we provide that the evidence that they hear, with the 
conclusions they reach—the claim, the evidence, and the con- 
clusions—shall come, not before the Appropriations Committee 
but before Congress, and there be considered by whatever com- 
mittee Congress may designate now or hereafter for this work. 

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HUDSON. I appreciate the work of the committee and 
what they are doing and in general favor the proposed legis- 
lation, but I am wondering if the committee and the gentle- 
man, as a member of the committee, would not be willing to 
amend the legislation by striking out, at line 6, page 2, tlie 
word “exclusive”; and then again, in section 202, page 7, line 
16, the word “exclusive” there, in order to overcome in a 
measure the very thing which the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has been speaking of, that these claimants would not feel they 
had a chance to bring their claims before a committee of 
Congress. 

Mr. BOX. I have no anthority to make any agreement for 
the committee, but I would say that the gentleman’s objection 
has been made by other gentlemen on the floor and would have 
my serious consideration. If it appeared that this seemed to go 
further than we have power to go, or further than we ought to 
go as a matter of right, then I would vote for an amendment to 
that effect. I am not committing myself now because I would 
want to consider its effect. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. I yield to the chairman of our committee. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Perhaps I can clarify the situation. The 
small claims act was written so that authority was vested in the 
heads of departments, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STeAGALL], I think, was a member of the committee at that Ume 
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| had some doubt as to the wording. I may be wrong about 
gentleman who suggested it, but the word “exclusive” was 


ut in that act so that no clerk, no underling. no one except the | 


ad of the department could be held responsible or could have 
iis authority. It does not in any way, shape, or manner inter- 
e with the rights of the petitioner, if he wants later to come 
( 


rress. 


Oils 


Mr. McDUFFIE. Does not the word “exclusive” refer to 

ie authority rather than to the man passing on it? 

ir. UNDERHILL. We have to have some one who has 
thority and who is responsible. We could not leave it to a 

erk or to a secretary or some one of that sort. We had to 

ave it to the head of the department 

Mr. BANKHEAD and Mr. HUDSON rose. 

Mr. BOX. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama and then 

ill yield to the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. BANKHEAD. This is a rather important matier to 
ir up 

Vir. HUDSON. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. BOX I will next yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. It is rather important, I think, for some 
us who are in doubt about some features of the bill to get 

iis particular matter cleared up, now that we have it unde 

iscussion. What was the view of the committee itself, I will 
the chairman, with reference to what vou had in mind in 


eporting this bill with respect to this phase of the matter? 


Mr. UNDERHILL. The question did not arise, because the 
ime wording was used in the original small claims act, ‘This 
iestion never has arisen in the committee and until this 
ernoon has not arisen hers It was not the purpose of the 
uthor of the small claims act—if I may claim to be the 
suthor—and it was not written in the first draft of the small 
laims.act, but it was on the insistence of the committee at 
hat time that the word “ exclusive’ was written in there. 

Mr. BOX. I now yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 


Mr. HUDSON. I was interested in the reply or the explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts as to the use of the 
word “exclusive.” The gentleman says it is to give authority 
to the head of the department. Would not this authority be 


ven to the head of the department under this bill if we left 
it the word “ exclusive ” 7 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes: but it could be construed so as to 


give such authority to some one under the head of the depart- 


ment, 


Mr. HUDSON. That would be a rather curious construction 
of the law, it seems to me As these two sections are Dow 
written, it seems to me that what the committee wants to 


establish in the eyes of the claimant is that his only right is 
before the head of the departinent or the commission, and that 
he can not come to the Congress for relief; and if that is true, 
| think it is a bad proposition. 

Mr. UNDERHILL and Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. BOX. I yield first to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. May I once more emphasize the fact 
that the purpose was not to exclude any of the rights that the 
individual had. The gentleman knows, for instance, if he writes 
to a department, unless he goes personally and makes an 
appointment with the head of the department, some clerk takes 
the matter up and the reply is not satisfactory, Consequently, 
it was felt by those who knew more about it than I do, and 
who had had a longer experience than I had had, that the word 


“exclusive” should be put in here so that the head of the 
department would be the one to adjudicate the claim. 
Mr. HUDSON. Does the gentleman think that this will 


keep clerks from doing the work? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit 
me? 

Mr, BOX. I will 

Mr. GARRETT of 
at least, that the word “ ex 
bill. The only tribunal that would deal with them would 
Congress and by using the word “exclusive” you could 
prevent Congress from having jurisdiction, because we can not 


from Tennessee 
me, at present 
remain in 


vield to the gentleman 
Tennessee. It 
lusive”’ ought 


seems lo 
to 
be 
hot 


hind our successors. It seems to me that it ought to be | 
definitely understood, if we are proceeding upon the assump- 
tion that this legislation is correct legislation, that it ought to 


he definitely understood that that is where they will go and no 
» Congress, 
Mr. BOX, I 

gress could not 


the gent! for his suggestion. Con- 


itself. 


thank man 


exclude 


department. This is placing it in the hands of a definitely 
designated authority. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. Has Congress the power to exclude the 


court? You say in section 7 that no suit upon any claim shall 


the | 





By this language this function | 
simply confined to each department and to the head of that | 
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be brought under section 4 or 5 if the claim has been determined 


by the head of any department or establishment under section 
1 Suppose I have a constituent who is selling envelopes to 
the Post Office Department and that department declines to 
pay for them? 

Mr. BOX That would be an action of contract or implied 
contract 

Mr. MONTAGUE. But you provide that the department can 
finally determine that matter? 

Mr. BOX Does the gentleman think that that kind of an 
iction could be brought under this act? 

Mr. MONTAGUE It is a claim and a wrongful action can 
come in under a contract as well as a tort. How can you deny 
the right of a claimant to protect his right by a judicial review 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman Goes not have that right 

rv 

M MONTAGUE Have I not the right under a contract? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Oh, I thought the gentleman was refe1 
ring to a tort 

Mr. MONTAGUE Perhaps we misunderstand each other 
The point I make is this: If you confer jurisdiction upon an 
executive officer to determine a claim, whether arising out of 
contact or tort, must there not be given the right of a judicial 
review of the action of such an executive officer 

Mr. BOX If this covers such an action it is not so cor 
templated by the committee 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I thought it might not be, but I wanted 
to see if it was 

Mr. ROMJUE. Will the gentleman vield’‘ 

Mr. BOX. I will. 

Mr. ROMJUE. Regarding the word “ exclusive,” it was sug 

ested that it should be left in the bill on the ground that the 
Clauimant’s claim should go to the head of the bureau As a 
matter of fact this does not exclude the applicant from coming 
to Congress 

Mr. BOX. I think not, if Congress sees fit to take jurisdi 
tion. I want to say that I believe after the passage of this act 
it will be more difficult to get consideration by the committee 
and by Congress of a claim rejected by the head of a depart 
ment 

Mr. ROMJUE. Under the law at the present time a claimant 


can not go into court without getting permission of Congress— 


is that true’ 

Mr. BOX. It is 

Mr. STOBBS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. Yes. 

Mr. STOBBS. What proportion of the cases coming before 
the Claims Committee exceeds in amount the sum of $10,000? 

Mr. BOX [ would be unable to answer that except to say 
there are a great many 

Mr. STOBBS. Is not the greater number of claims less than 
$10.0007 

Mr. BOX. I think so, but that is a wild guess 

Mr. STOBBS. This legislation is radical in that the sover- 
eignty is actually giving up its right to refuse to be sued or it 
illowing itself to be sued. 

Mr. BOX. Within the strict limits designated. 

Mr. STOBBS. There is absolutely no limit as to any claim 
that may be brought before the Court of Claims under this bill 

Mr. BOX. I can not agree to that proposition. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. There is no limit placed on the amount 


‘or which the Government can sue one of its subjects 


Mr. STOBBS. The theory is entirely different. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. What is justice for the sovereign ought 
to be justice for the subject. 

Mr. STOBBS. I am heartily in sympathy with this bill to 
relieve the intolerable conditions before the Claims Committee. 
bat it seems to me that when you provide that any citizen of 
the country may bring a suit against the United States with 
out restrictions as to the amount, you are taking a step that 
is extremely radical; whereas if you had placed a limit on it 
and let the claim come back to Congress you would have 
answered the purpose. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. A thousand times it has been asked me 
by Members of the House and members of the legal fraternity, 
“Don't you trust vour courts? [ will answer the gentleman 
the Same way, 

Mr. STOBBS. You are turning it over to the Court of 
Claims 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BOX Yes, 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. With reference to the word “exclu 


sive” on page 2, whereby the exclusive authority is supposed 
to be conferred upon the head of departments, does not thie 





2196 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


” 


gentleman believe that if the word “ exclusive ” was transposed 
-o that that line would read “ authority is hereby conferred ex- 
clusively upon the head of each department,” and so forth, that 
that would clarify this authority? 

Mr. BOX. That might improve the language of the bill. 

Mr. PEERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX Yes, 

Mr. PEERY. Is it contemplated under section 1 to authorize 

e payment of a claim on account of damages to or loss of 
property unless negligence is established upon the part of the 
employee of the Government? 

Mr. BOX. As I understand it, and as I think the committee 
uuderstands it, the doctrine of mitigation of damages, by the 
showing of contributory negligence on the part of the claimant, 
enters into it. 1 think that is in line with the later and more 
enlightened legislation in many of the States. In my own 
State formerly we had the rule that a man could recover 
damages for injury on account of the negligence of another 
provided his own negligence did not contribute to his injury. 
Phat was an absolute bar, and I presented the defense many 
times. Later we modified that rule by saying that the negli- 
ence of the party injured could be-considered in mitigation of 
the damages. That is the purpose of the committee in inserting 
that provision 

Mr. PEERY. I understand the second clause to which the 
gentleman has addressed himself, but my question is this: Is it 
intended to authorize the payment of a claim unless negligence 
is established upon the part of the employee of the Government? 

Mr. BOX. I do not know that I get the gentleman’s mean- 
ing, and it is probably my fault. If a claimant is injured by 
ihe wrong of the Government, through the negligence of the 
Government, I doubt if there was intended to be any distinction 
used as between those words, though “ wrongful” scems to be 
more inclusive than “negligent.” If he was injured by some 
wrong of the Government, which would make the Government 
legally or morally responsible, by some act which in the light 
of circenmstances attending could be expected to produce some 
uch injury, then the claimant would have the right to present 
his claim; and if it was shown that he had contributed to his 
own injury, that would reduce the damage; but I do not under- 
stand that it allows a claim where there was no wrong, which, 
with reference to the circumstances and results, had no relation 
to the injury. 

Mr. PEERY. You can not recover against a private indi- 
vidual in the courts unless negligence is established. Why 
should you extend this as against the Government? In other 
words, why, after using the word “negligence,” do you use 
the words “or wrongful act or omission ’’? 

Mr. BOX. The gentleman from Texas considers that as 
meaning substantially negligence. 

Mr. PEERY. Why not stop with the use of the word “ negli- 
ence?" 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. One of the most dangerous features of the 
hill is that it takes from the Comptroller General the right 
io pass on all claims against the Government up to $5,000. 
lor instance, there are many claims from the Navy Depart- 
ment that the Comptroller General has been turning down, 
and the Secretary of the Navy has been criticizing him about 
it and he wants to have them paid. The Secretary would 
simply order that they be paid. So also would the War De- 
partment and the Interior Department, and with every other 
department of the Government. You are absolutely clipping 
the wings of the Comptroller General of the United States. 

Mr. BOX. We are taking from the Comptroller General 
no power he now has. The views of the Comptroller General 
were thoroughly presented to your committee during the pre- 
vious Congress. A subcommittee, composed of three of the 
attorneys of the committee—and I had the honor to be one 
of them, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. VINCENT] 
Was another member—I think the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina | Mr. BULWINKLE] was another—sat and went most care- 
inily into the suggestions that the Comptroller General had 
to make. No one of the members of that committee, so far 
as I conld see, had any prejudice against the attitude of the 
Comptroller General. Most of us believed, and I believe now 
that the Comptroller General is a most useful and efficient 
public servant, but we reached the conclusion that such legis- 
lation, for instance, ns my colleague from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] 
presented, Was unnecessary and that this legislation would 
take care of the right of these claims and protect the right of 
the Government. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOX. Yes, 


ET 
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Mr. GIFFORD. Some of us are concerned about many claims 
that have been unfavorably reported by certain heads of the 
departments. We want to be sure that there will be some- 
where that we may go without prejudice. We are glad to have 
it said that Congress can not exclude itself, that we ean stil] 
file a bill for our constituents, and I, for one, want this Com- 
mittee on Claims, each and every oue, to say not that it will be 
difficult for these people to have their claims presented to tha 
committee, but that these claims can be presented to your com- 
mittee without prejudice, 

Mr. BOX. The gentleman from Texas can speak only as to 
what his attitude will be during his brief time on that com 
mittee. It is true now that an adverse report by a department 
carries great weight with the committee, and while I thin! 
sometimes we go too far in that direction, yet as a general 
policy I think that is correct. As long as you have responsible 
competent men on that committee, whenever it is shown tha 
one of these departments has dealt unjustly with a claimant | 
believe there will be men enough on the committee who love 
justice and have some capicity to determine it, to adjudica 
the facts and make such report as will enable Congress to do 
what its sense of justice prompts it to do. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON, Is it the intention of this bill that 
claims disposed of and settled by the departments shall hav: 
the same binding force upon the Committee on Appropriations 
as an act authorizing an appropriation or a decision by the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. BOX. I think not. I think the requirement here is 
that the claim must be reported, with the amount stated, and 
that the Appropriations Committee will then go over those fact 
and supervise the action of the department in a general way, 
and be able to report to this House. 

We want that committee, or some other committee established 
by this House, to have the right to review the work done by) 
these departments. Some of us are suspicious; sometimes, pei 
haps, we go too far. But we want to have either the Com 
mittee on Appropirations or some other committee to supervise 
this work and report to the House any abuse, and then either 
the committee or the House can correct the abuse. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. BOX. Yes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I served for two years on the War Clainis 
Committee, and the records will show that we reported and 
passed through the House here a number of bills in cases where 
the department had reported on them adversely. I have on 
bill now pending where an adverse report came from the Secr¢ 
tary of War, and this House nevertheless passed it. 

Mr. BOX. We make mistakes, just as others do, but at the 
same time we try to do justice. This legislation may be sub- 
ject to criticism. I do not claim that if is not. But any man 
who loves his country and his fellow men will feel sick when 
he sees the number of claims presented by lowly people not 
having political power and realizes that usually they can not 
be considered. If we had the power to present to you five 
times or ten times as many reports as we do, you would have 
to devote five or ten times the amount of time that you now 
devote to hearing them. 

Reference was made a moment ago to the Members having 
great vacations for six or nine months. I know that with ref 
erence to the work of this committee I myself spent one whole 
summer, almost the entire summer, in making an investiga- 
tion as thoroughly as I could of a group of great claims. My 
office here is open every business day, and at home I have an 
office, and I do not think it is quite fair to say of the Members 
of this House that they work only three months One year ani 
nine months the next year. I am not boasting; I am not talk 
ing to my constituents now. I will talk to them when I get 
home; but I want to say that I work nearly every day in the 
year and I have not time enough to do all the work that comes 
upon me. I have not time enough to dispose of all that work. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. BOX. Yes. 

Mr. McDUFFIF. I agree entirely with the statement that 
the gentleman has just made. Every Member of the House is 
busy practically every day of the year. I want to ask the gen- 
tleman about this language on page 3, line 7: 

No claim that, prior to the time of the passage of this act, has been 
rejected or reported on adversely by any court or department or estat 
lishment authorized to hear and determine the same shall be considered 
under this title. 


Mr. BOX. Where is that? 

Mr. McDUFFIBE. On page 3, line 7. Some of us have bills 
pending for the settlement of claims on which some of the de- 
partment heads have reported adversely. That means we wipe 
the slate clean, and all claims that have been reported upon 








y 


acd ely by some department are forever shut out and can not 





sidered under this bill Under that you could not even 
present them. All they would have to do would be to present 
he language of this bill and say. “ You are out of court. I do 
have to regret in the future that I voted for this biil 

day 

Mr. UNDERHILI [ k the gentleman from Alabama 

ri the substance of this language 

ii { I f S 
i versely | ny t ~ t hor 
o hear and determine same s | sidered 

That means that no claim previcus to tl issage of this 

shall be allowed if eported adversely by the cou 
other words, ubless tl nguage be in there, would 
move the statute of limita n I t musa ls and thousands 
enses that : rise under ( iX laWs, Ti ine n tax laws, and 
revenue laws. It has to be in the f you are going t 
te th Government 1 the itute ¢ limitations But it 
not preclude the gentleman from ming to Congress with 

; bill at any time, no matter how far back ft} claim may 

e had its origin, and d not prevent the gentleman from 

iving exactly the m treatment |! would receive if this 

ill had never been written 

M McDUFFIE. The gentleman who has the flo [1 
Box very frankly stated a moment ago that i iis” bill 
passes, you will have a very difficult time to get consideration 
f a bill presented to Congress in tl future 

Mr. BOX. That is only the gentleman’s opinion 

Mr. McDUFFIE I have reat fait] he gentlemat He 

inclined to speak his own mind, and I foll him because 

f that fact. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee I imagine that the remarks of 
he gentleman from Texas |Mr. Box] had reference largely to 

ses that would arise after the ps e of this t These 

es that are now bet Congre nd hav en presented 

Congress and which have bee uded by the passage of 

s act—certainly on these we would | CO det on from 
Congress. If we shut off the tribunal tl iN re establishing 
from the consideration of it, I should think tf the Congress 
would lend a very sympathetic ew 

Mr. BOX. In this conne ( I int irk abou he 
vork of these departme! t hold no brief for them « pt 
that they represent my Government i belph t 
arry on. 

I have read a great any of their rey ts, favo e and 
idverse They sometim«: k istak | they are usually 
right. We have to | . f ponsibilities on to somebody 
else, not because they ani ul cause you and you 
stituents are entitled to a buna ual it ite a hear 
ing, and you' ure not getting how it hima i ot 
been getting it for the i irs ! ve had to find some 
method of getting an ad tien f tl ( And ! I 
all, I would rather risk tl de; tment 1 perform re 
duties marked out here i to risk anybod ‘ especially 
when they are ib jec ito the chee ned f review ti 
are reserved to Congress 

Mr. BLANTON Wil he itleman vi 

Mr. BOX. Ye 

Mr. BLANTON li | : ~ Dl ferril EXCLUSIVE 
jurisdiction in the manner indicated, bef Congress could 
assutne jurisdiction over any of <e claims it would have to 
pass another bi etting % hat provi 

Mr. BOX. The first f Congress incon ‘ with it 
would be setting it a hat case 

Mr. BLANTON Well, LT de t 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the entlema vield * 

Mi. BOX Yes 

Mr. GILBERT. The gent! nd th rMrttes ive done 
a great work, and I an ing gladl port bill; but it 
has oceurred to me that a mat ot on eniithel to a 
trial but he is entitled to a rial befe an wi and impartial 
tribunal. That being wl \ ld ! n been well to 
give concurrent jurisdiction to the district com sO that a man 
who had a claim against the Government, instead of comin 
Washington, if he saw fit, cou litigate it at home in the 
district courts? 

Mr. BOX. With reference to a en 85.000) and 
$10,000 that is true in this bill 

Mr. GILBERT. I did not know tha | 

Mr. BOX. That is true 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentl iu from Texas | 
has expired. 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 


‘ : co. | 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its } 
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principal clerk, announced t! Ss insis upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 8269) i “An act making 
ippropriations for the Departments of State i Justice and 
f the judiciary, and for Depart ( ree and 
Lab } fiscal year ending J 0, 1 », and for e! 
purp ~ aisagree I \ Ii : itive ind 
iv! | I is! iI -Tet I 
f » Hou Mir. Jon? 
Mii WAR Mi = M Mir i \H \ ‘ und Mr 
ELA tl nfe he S¢ t 
The tee umed if Ses 
SETTLEMENT OF CLAI \ s E ‘ D STA 
Mr. UNDERHILL Mr. ¢ I ry to« I , 
the questions that have bet raised rhe one ¢ to 
give the most concern to some f ir Mer is tl i 
\ ich gives jurisdiction to he dep { nts up t S000 (on 
one side or Member protested ag t that, because 1 ivs 
the departments are going to be prodigal, and whi did not 
Sa \ o he intimated they were going to be crooked and that hey 
were not going to do the right thing in regard t ! Gove! 
me! because they would make excessive award oO Limal 
Then a gentleman on this si of tl isle rail it pa 
I nts and Savs the y are 2 ry to b Sting) th i ng to 
be narrow and are not going to give the claimants what they 
ught to have The real facts of the matte e these: Supp 
I had a claim against the Government for $3,000, and I took it 
urt, how much would I get of that $3,000 when I ot 
through with the court, had paid my lawyer and paid all other 
‘ es The only purpose f making the limit $5,000 is to 
the poor devil who can not hire a lawyer and who can not 
a » go into court a chance for his white alley. That is 
perfectly simple and it is perfectly fair. A claim up to $5,000 
is irdly worth taking into urt when you have to pay the 
‘ent expense If the gentleman from Ke ntucky wants 
{ rodu an amendme! mitin he amount we will enter 
tain it and leave it to M bers of the House as to whether 
t! think a claimant, an ordinary, everyday taxpa) should 
have to go to that expense in order to get that to which he is 
Wu ly entitled 
Mr. GILBERT Will the geutleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
Mir. GILBERT. I rise, although it is unne rv, to resent 
he continuous slams against lawyers A lawyer is th nly 


fi “ul 2 poor man has He can, out of a $3,000 cla 


; ) or $400 of it and go into a court 1 an equal footing with 
lionaire in the land If he could not employ a lawyer 

! without influence, without mey, and absolutel) 

pless before power and wealth. Lawyers as a whole are as 
inselfish, as patriotic, and as good citizens as any class of 
pie n the world and the only friend the poor man has 


t1seé 


Mr. UNDERHILL. If I have given any offense, unwittingly, 





to the legal fraternity, individually or as a class, I humbly 
I was simply expressing my own experience where 

r | have had to defend or institute litigation. 

Mr. BOX Will the gentleman vield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I will. 

Mr."BOX, As the gentleman stated in his opening irks, 
here are a number of lawyers on this committee. of 
hem have been making their living in that profession for a 
number of years, and I myself have made my meat and bread 
at it for 25 or 30 years. So I am not prejudiced aguinst the 
le fraternity However, there have been some abuses in that 
con! ion, of which the chairman is advised. I will state now 
for the information of the House, that I have information, 
which I believe is correct, that one bill, on which the com 


the 


¢ 
I 


which 
half o 


ided, and 
and that one 


mittee div 
$140,000 


House finally passed, awarded 
that amount went to the attorney 


instead of to the claimant that Congress intended to com 
pensate So in trying to protect the rights of all concerned 
we cluded what we believed was a reasonable limitation. 

Mr. HUDSPETH And if the gentleman will permit, it 

a widow who only received $70,000 out of the $140,000 

award? 

Mr. BOX I believe so. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Let me call your attention to the fact 
that the gentleman from Texas complained last year because 

ne lawyers in Washington were robbing the widows and 
orphans and the wounded and mentally unbalanced veterans 
before the courts. I did not wish to bring this into the ques- 


tion at all. We will strike that out and simply say that the 
purpose of the limitation is for the purpose of giving a small 
claimant a chance to get his money back without expense. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes, 
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Mr. BLANTON. On the question of the maximum amount, 
has it not been the gentleman's experience that ordinarily a 
person who has a meritorious claim of $1,000 will put it in for 
$5.0007 


Mr. UNDERHILL. Not recently; no. 


Mr. BLANTON, But that bas been the gentleman's experi- 
ence? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And the gentleman has cut some claims 
down from $5,000 to $1,000? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes; and more than that. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, and perhaps before asking the question I 
should make this statement: Of course, it is very desirable 
that in the administration of this act, title 1, there should be 
uniformity: that is to say, a case occurring in the Post Office 
Department should be treated exactly as a similar case occur- 
ring in the Department of Commerce, or in whatever depart- 
ment it may occur, Does the gentleman think the rules fixed 
in the bill itself are sufficiently rigid, as to insure this uniformity 
in all the departments? Each department is going to have some 
rules in addition to those that are laid down in the bill. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The bill, the gentlemen will find, ex- 
pressly prohibits the Army and Navy Departments from ad- 
judicating cases of members of that organization; that is, it 
does not allow officers and enlisted men to appeal to the head 
of their own department. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This measure, I apprehend, is 
experimental, and I am anxious to see the experiment made; 
but much of the of the measure in its experimental 
stage will depend upon there being uniformity. For instance, if 
there is an injury to a person by an agent of the Department of 
Commerce 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman means a personal injury? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. <A personal injury or whatever 
it may be, whether it grows out of contract or whether it grows 
out of tort. what is to be the measure of damages fixed. The 
mensure of damages, in other words, for a similar injury should 
be the same running throughout all the departments. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. That is perfectly safeguarded in the bill 
with reference to personal injury and, of course, property dam- 
age can be more easily ascertained. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. To make an absolutely rigid 
rule is practically impossible. I realize what is in my mind is 
attended with much difficulty of arriving at, but I was anxious 
to hear from the gentleman, as the chairman of the committee 
having considered this question so long and so thoroughly. In 
the making of such rules as are made by the departments for 
the carrying out of this proposed act, there ought to be some 
sort of cooperation and collaboration between the departments 
so there will be substantial uniformity throughout the various 
departments of the Government. 

Mr. UNDEROILL. May I say to the gentleman that per- 
sonal injuries are fixed absolutely, so much for the loss of a 
toe, or the loss of a hand, or the loss of an eye, or the loss of a 
leg. These are all fixed. It is not so easy, perhaps, to fix posi- 
tive damages with reference to property damage, but it is much 
easier to ascertain the value of property than it is the value of 
life or limb. So we have covered that point. 

Mr. GARBER. Will the gentleman yield for a question for 
information? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARBER. In connection with the inquiry of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Garrett] does the 
bill provide the procedure before a department? Does it pro- 
vide that the testimony shall be taken down and the witnesses 
sworn and a record made; if so, at whose expense? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No; the bill does not provide that. I 
will say for the information of the gentleman, it is usual for a 
department when any accident is reported—and usually they are 


Success 


all mported—to order an investigation immediately. Some- 
times a court of inquiry or a court-martial is ordered. Then 


testimony is taken down at the expense of the department, all 
the fuets are gathered together and then later on, if the claim 
comes before Congress, it is submitted to our committee when 
we ask for information, We are usually furnished with a full 
and exhaustive report of that particular accident. Once in a 
while the department comes back with the statement, say in a 
case which starts way back in 1885, as a case did which is 
before us, that the department has no information whatever, 
but you would not be surprised that the department did not 
have information about an accident that occurred to an indi- 
vidual in 1885. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman stated a few moments ago 
in a colloquy the gentleman had with some other Member, that 
the purpose of including the words “ exclusive authority,” in sec- 
tion 1, was to obviate the possibility of some subordinate of a 
department making up these decrees and rendering these judg- 
ments. Do I understand by that statement it is the intention 
of the committee to require the Secretary of War himself, say 
to adjudicate all claims arising in the War Department? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Every time. 
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Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. It is, of course, important and it is the 
purpose of the committee to try to gain expedition in the settle- 
ment of these claims. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Does not the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts think that with all the great duties of administration 
that these Cabinet officers have imposed upon them, they would 
find great difficulty in taking the time to adjudicate the 
thousands of these claims you are sending to them for adjudi- 
cation? 


Mr. UNDERHILL. No; this is the situation: Something 
was said about how much vacation we have and how much 


work we have. The Committee on Claims can not work except 
when Congress is in session, whether it is three months or six 
months. Although the work of the individual Congressman, 
like Tennyson's Brook, goes on forever, Congress does 
sionally adjourn and the work of the Committee on Claims stops, 
The departments go on just as though Congress was still in 
session, provided we appropriate money for them. The Secre- 
tary of War, with his multitude of duties, when we send to 
him for a report, can call upon his assistants to place before 
him this report; or, if he wants to take the chance, as long as 
we have vested him with responsibility, he can assign the Judge 
Advocate General to write his report for him. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is somewhat begging the question, 
and that is the reason I wanted to inquire if it is the firm 
purpose of the committee to put the rigid rule of judicial 
responsibility upon the head of the department, the Cabinet 
officer himself, and then if he carries out the law he has got to 
give his personal attention to the compilation of the evidence 
and render a decision on all of these hundreds of thousands of 
claims. If so, I fear that you will have a great deal of con 
fusion and delay. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
no pride of authorship in the word “ exclusive.” It was not 
in the original bill. I do not want to make the statement 
absolutely, but 1 think it was a colleague of the gentleman, the 
gentleman from Alabama, who insisted when the first small 
claims act was passed that we should place the responsibility 
in some one, some One who would not pass the buck, and conse- 
quently the word “exclusive” was written in. If Congress 
wants to strike it out, I do not know but that I might be 
impelled to vote for it. 

Mr. ROMJUE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 

Mr. ROMJUE. It is said that the word “ exclusive” was put 
in for the purpose of keeping the subordinate from having any- 
thing to do with it, compelling the head of the department to 
pass on it, but it seems to me that the suggestion of the gentle 
man from Alabama is pertinent. It puts it up to the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral and if the arguments made by the proponents of the bill 
are true, they must pass on the claims. 


oOCcca- 


Mr. UNDERHILL. It does not change the situation a par- 
tide. If you were all members of the Committee on Claims, I 


could explain it. 

Mr. ROMJUE. 
quite a while. 

Mr.«GARRETT of Tennessee. I served my term. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I know the gentleman from Tennessee 
did, and if there is any man who represents a real statesman 
in this body it is the gentleman from Tennessee. [Applause.] 
I would have enjoyed a more intimate service with him and 
could have profited thereby. But, gentlemen, we can not cure 
all the evils. The trouble for 58 years or more has been that 
the minds of men, particularly those who have been trained in 
the legal profession—once more I want to speak in the highest 
regard for those gentlemen—are controversial in their char- 
acter. We do not expect to remove all the evils that exist. 


I served on the Committee on Claims for 


The purpose of the author of the bill, the purpose of the com- 
mittee, and those who have given assistance, is first to relieve 
the intolerable situation which is making bolsheviks of a large 
number of our people because they can not get justice or relief 
from the Goyernment. Second, to relieve the intolerable sifua- 
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m that exists, with almost every individual member in this 
h of Congress, be se of the difference of the ways and 
uner in which the « ms are handled in the two bodies. 
ird, to relieve to a certain degre to the extent of 3344 or 
ost 50 per cent—the ¢ mittee on Claims so that they can 
ve their attention to matters of great moment which do not 
e under the provisions of this bill, but which really should 

e the consideration of the committee and Congress. 

Chose are the three underlying pur] of this bill. We can 
cure every evil, and we do not attempt i We can not 
| into this bill every difference of opinion, but we must 

fo some comproniise 

Vir. BLACK of Texas Will the gentleman yield? 

i UNDERHILL. I will vield to the ntleman from Texas 

Mr. BLACK of Texas I have not been in the Chamber for 


be 


is been disc 


that this matter to which 


ussed. Section 5 provide S 


few minutes, and it n 
to call attention h 


ast 
I } 


j yisil 


ay 


suits under sections 24 or 145 of the Judicial Code upon a 
im accruing on or after April 6, 1920, and prior to the pas 
ve of this act shall be brought within one year after the 
issuge of this act, or within six years after the accrual of the 
i It might be that a claim accrued in December, 1927, 
i under that provision suits can be brought six years after 
December, 1927. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. There are a few amendments which mu 
we offered to the bill That time limitation has been cut down 
wrever the figures 1920 occur that hanged to 1925 
Wherever the limit is One year that is changed to six month 
rhere is one clarifying amendment—clarifyving so that Meim- 
rs will realize what we intend hat nothin mtained in the 
<ceptions of section 8 in this act shall be considered as pr 
uding Congress from considering injuries or damages arising 


said exceptioi 


Cl 

It does not amount to at thing, bu shows the intent of the 

nitte that clai ints may ve n appeal to Congress 
hey desire for injuries sustained previous to that date. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield: 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes 

Mr. BULWINKLE I am wondering if the chairman will 
agree tO an amendment, on page 3, in section 3, limiting the 
imount that may be sued for in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I would be very loath to do so. Every 


argument which I have used on the floor this afternoon I would 


have to repudiate if I accepted such an amendment. I am a 
firm believer that the Government should not require from any 
one of its subjects or servants that which the Government is 


privilege 
The 
sue its people, either individual 

If the Government should estab 
n of these claims, I inl 


ould it take to itself any 


to 


lf, nor sl 


hot 


unwilling to do its 
right that it 

Government is now 1 
ollectively up to any limit 

for the adjudicati 


is willing accord to its people 


able 


a court do not think 


that it is right in fixing a limit and saying, “Thus far shalt 
thou go and no further.” It is not just or equitable, and it is 
not honest. What is more, I do not know where you could 
place such a limit. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gen 


vield there? 

UNDERHILL. Yes. 

GARRETT of Tennessee. This, of 
Suppose we limited it to $10.000 


eman 
Mr. 
Mr. 


course, is experi 


Suppose we inserted 


after the figures “ $5,000," in line 17, on page 3, the words “ but 
does not exceed $16,000." We could then try this act out with 
that as a limit, and the claimants would still have their old 
remedy of coming to Congress when it was above $10,000, : I 
hink that is worthy of consideration. I want to follow the 

ntleman on this bill pretty closely, if I can. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I trust that the gentleman will not 
ffer the amendment, because that would* hardly touch 10 per 


cent of the claims of that character. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee The amount was 
my mind because it is the amount to which you grant juris 


suggested to 
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Mr. UNDERHILL. No; i exactly 

imi ty ; Some yess s : I 
know what t ( wl i S ~ l 
maide trip, cost Sul l i ! | 
part of the comm ler of a b hip the ¢ r should 

ve d { \ I Che United St ‘ Vs l ue I L tie 
Cal 1 go into court and 1e 1 i » t ‘ 
mount of tl value of that steamet d ! 
tf, but also for demurrage Sut hot 
nd through the ligence or ¢a ssness ulty t 
n Government! hat hotel is destr ed He at k z » 
have a chance to go into court and press his claim, even if it 
hould exceed $10,000 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD Mr. ¢ will the eg 
nh vit ld? 

Mr. UNDERHILI Yes 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD Is not this alway I l if 
there is limitation placed upon the amout \ nha mii 
may sue for and recover before the Court (} s, the re- 
covery of that amount does not act as a warrant on the United 
States Treasury’* 

Mr. UNDERHILL That is true. 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD is it 1 i way has 

n, that they must come ith this recomme? i to 
x) for an appropriation It does not au itica brane f 
paid Mherefore. we have a feguard that ordinarily ou 
\\ 1 not have, because it is not payable out of any funds in 

e Treasury It must be s} i uppropr ed fe if it 
y lure hh Congres Will hesi te l it is at ill sus 
p s, the Congress will not appropriat: 

M RAMSEYER As a matter of fac W udgment has 
bee duly ntered by the oul Congress 
cdo ply make tl ippropriatio » pa hose judgments? 

Mit BLANTON. Alm lh eve cus 

M UNDERHILL. Oh. no, no 

M RAMSEYER Wai Congres ) ther Hor of Con 
y has the right to refer any matter to the ¢ t Cl l 
f consideration It may refer claim ounding in tort to the 
Court of Claims, and some of tho have come ick The e 
has gone into it and recommended a in amoul ( paid 
li ome of those cases the Congres ha ot followed ft] 
recommendation of the Court of Clain On the other hand 
why establish a court, why give a court power to render jud 
ment and then deny the person who has gotten the judgment 
the right to recover by simply exercising the arbitrary will of 
Congress and deny the appropriation? 

M UNDERHILL. May I quote one case to the gentleman, 
if he wants a concrete case? I refer to the French spoliation 
claims. They have all been before the Court of Claims 


Mr. RAMSEYER. In what shape? 

M UNDERHILL. Judgment has been rendered by the 
Court of Ciaims, but the committee will not consider those 
claims for one minute 

Mr. GILBERT. And the longevity pay claims were the same 
kina possibly. 

Mr. RAMSEYER Were those cases ones arising out of con- 
tracts, where the Court of Claims has jurisdiction, or were 
they cases referred to it by one of the bodies of Congress for 
| consideration? 

Mr. BOX. There is a slight error, as I understand it. in 
what the gentleman has said. They were not referred for 


| Court oft 


dietion to the district eourts at least it is between 85.000 | 
and $10,000. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Up to $10,000 to the district court. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If it is above $10,000, the only 
tribunal they will have to work in will be the Court of Claims. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. It will be Congress if you make the 
limitation $10,000. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes; if you fix that limita- 
tion; but you now fix the limitation in the district court to 
$10,000. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes; and that is in order to save time 
and expense, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tenness* And there is no limitation on 


the amouut if the suit can be brought before the Court of 


Claims? 


general action but under a special reference. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. That what was done in r 


is 


pect to a 


lot of them. The committee found it would not do to refer to 
the Court of Ciaims for a finding of fact We found that after 
the Court of Claims had gone all through the case and found 
the facts and reported them back, our committee, having con 


fidence in the Court of Claims, reported them to the House, but 
the House turned them down, and has the practice 
of the committee in years to refer claims to the Court of 
Claims for payment and not for finding of facts, 

Mr. GILBERT In the longevity } not only the 
Claims but the Court of the United States 


been 


so it 
recent 
ay case 


Supreme 


said we owed these parties certain amounts, and yet Congress 
went for 20 years and refused to appropriate the money 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Is that the only case where judgment was 
rendered in the Court of Claims and Congress refused to 


appre priate? 
Mr. GILBERT. That is all that I 
Mr. UNDERHILL. We had a 


have in mind 


referred to the Court of 


cause 


Claims for a finding of facet which affected the Standard Oi! Co. 
Mr. RAMSEYER But I am talking about judgement in the 
Court of Claims 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. All time has expired, and the Clerk will 
read, 





200 CONGRESSIONAL 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte— 
TITLE 1.—PROPERTY DAMAGE CLAIMS 

SecTion 1. (a) Subject to the limitations of this act, the Govern- 
ment of the United States authorizes the payment of claims on account 
of damage to or loss of privately owned property, if the claim accrued 
after April 6, 1920, and if the damage or loss was caused by the 
negligence or wrongful act or omission of any officer or employee of 
the Government acting within the scope of his office or employment. 
Contributory negligence shall operate to diminish the damages re- 
coyerable in proportion to the amount of negligence attributable to 
the claimant 

(b) Exelusive authority is hereby conferred upon the head of each 
department and establishment acting on behalf of the Government to 
consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine any claim liability for which 
is recognized under this section, if the amount of the claim does not 
exceed $5,000. Such amount as may be found to be due to any claim- 
ant shall be certified to the Congress as a just claim for payment out 
of appropriations that may be made by Congress therefor, together 
with a brief statement of the character of each claim, the amount 
claimed, and the amount allowed, with a summary of the evidence 
upon which the allowance was made: Provided, That no claim shal! be 
considered by a department or establishment unless presented to it 
within one year from the date of the accrual of said claim, except 
that any such claim accrued after April 6, 1920, but prior to the 
passage of this act, may be presented within one year after the passage 
of this act. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
page 1, line S: Strike out “1920” and insert “ 1925”; and on 
page 2, line 20, strike out “1920” and insert in lieu thereof 
“ 1925.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. UNDERHILL: Page 1, line 8, strike out 
the figures “1920” and insert in lieu thereof the figures “ 1925"; and 
on page 2, line 20, strike out the figures “1920” and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures “1925.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
UNDERHILL] has the floor. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The only purpose I have in view in 
offering this amendment is to lengthen the time, due to the 
fact that it is difficult to summon witnesses, and besides that 
this is insisted on in another body, and it is necessary in order 
to get it through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I have a second amend- 
ment: Strike out the last two words in line 21, page 2, and 
insert the words “six months” instead of “one year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. UNDERHILL: Page 2, line 21, strike out the 
words “one year’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ six months.” 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. BANKHRAD: Page 2, line 18, strike out the 
word “one” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ two.” 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
attention of the chairman of the committee on this amendment. 
I offer it with this in mind: Of course, this bill in its jurisdic- 
tion would cover all claimants who may live not only in con- 
tinental United States, but in all of its insular possessions, and 
those who are connected with its consular offices in foreign 
countries. It seems to me that the limitation of one year in 
which to bring a suit under this act might in certain instances 
work a hardship upon men and women who have a real and 
just claim against the Government in this particular. A man, 
for instance, in Honolulu might receive a personal injury of a 
very serious nature that would necessitate his treatment in 
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hospital for 8 or 10 or 12 months, and it would be physi: ally 
impossible for him probably to confer with counsel or make 
arrangements about the bringing of a suit; things of that sort. 
It might in some instances deprive citizens of the opportunity 
to present their claims. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to diseuss ij. 
It does not alter the situation with reference to these isolated 
cases. They can still come back to Congress. On the other 
hand, I do not think the Government would be properly pr 
tected when you extend the time two years, when the Army 
and Navy are assigning men to the Philippines, when witnesses 
are lost sight of. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, fixing a time at which the 
statute of limitations shall run is surely an exercise of legisla- 
tive power. My idea is not antagonistic to the merits of th 
bill or the provisions of the bill, but it occurred to me that it 
might appear reasonable to the committee for the reasons I have 
stated. I have no pride of opinion on the proposition, and I 
will take no offense if the amendment is voted down, but it 
seems to me it presents an equitable situation which might be a 
very valuable right to the claimants against the Government. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I want to lay my cards on the table and 
say that it is necessary to place these limitations on the bill 
in order to get consideration by the other body. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not know that that should be con- 
clusive upon us, although as a legislative problem it may be 
all right. 

Mr. BLANTON. To carry out the gentleman’s intention the 
words should be “two years.” The gentleman used the word 
“ year.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
to modify the amendment so that it shall read “two years” 
instead of “one year.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, alld the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 1, before the word “ omission,” insert the words “ negli- 
gence or.” 


Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I find myself in hearty sym- 
pathy with the purposes of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. ’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Amendment offered by Mr. EnGiesricut: On page 2, in line 6, strike 
out the word “ exclusive” and insert in line 6, page 2, after the word 
* conferred,” the word “ exclusively.” 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. I believe the word “ exclusively” should be 
stricken out of the bill entirely and, therefore, I am opposed 
to the amendment which has just been offered. If you put the 
word “exclusively” in this bill, it seems to me it will become 
absolutely conclusive upon the Comptroller General and deprive 
him of the authority we have already conferred upon him by 
section 305 (42 Stats. 24) of the general accounting act, which 
reads as follows: . 


Sec. 305. Section 236 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as 
follows : 

“ Sec, 236. All claims and demands whatever by the Government of 
the United States or against it, and all accounts whatever in which the 
Government of the United States is concerned, either as debtor or 
creditor, shall be settled and adjusted in the General Accounting Office.” 


If this bill is passed with the word “ exclusively ” in it, I do 
not see how the Comptroller General can pass upon a claim in 
any shape, manner, or form, because it will stand as authorized 
by Congress through the delegated power given to the head of 
some department. 

For my part I am opposed to the entire section as written. 
I think this section should be amended so as to require that 
when these claims are settled or adjusted by department heads 
the claims should be certified to Congress for reference to the 
Committee on Claims. I have not had time to work out a 
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proper amendment, but it might accomplish the purpose to 
mend as to make it read nd shall be paid out of appro 
nriations that may be ‘authorized’ by Congress” instead of 

propriations “ made by Congress If the word iuthor- 
ized” is put in in place of the word “ made,” it would go to 
Committee on Claims, and they could bring in an omnibus 
dealing with all of the claims reports by the heads of 
puirtments 
Claims so reported ought not to go to the Committee on Ap 
apriations, which is without legislative function, in no sense 
committee on claims. Those claims ought to be passed upon 
vy the proper committee of the House, and I shall offer an 
mendment at the proper time 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes 
Mr. UNDERHILL. If the Committee on Claims should 


ing in an omnibus bill, it would be an absolute waste of time, 
ecause when it went to the other body it would be loaded 

th a lot of claims that we never agree to at all 

Mr. BULWINKLE. out what chairman 

id. year before last we spoke of classifying the claims bills, 
nd asked them in the Senate whether they would agree 
fo pass an omnibus bill of each classification. They said they 

uld not, wanted to attach whatever they 
i eased to it 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
mendment for the amendment just offered 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota 
substitute amendment, which the Clerk will report 

Che Clerk read as follows: 
amendment offerec 
Tered by Mr. ENGLEBRIGH 


could 


Bearing the has 


over 


because they 


offer a substitute 


offers 


Substitute l Mr. W » amendment 
I 0 strik out the word 


se « line 6 


xclusively. 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can reach what 
is after by demanding a division of the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from California. What the gentleman from 
South Dakota wishes to do is to strike out the word “ exclu- 
ive” but not to insert at a different place the word “ exclu- 
sively.” By a division of the pending amendment he can get 
the same result without the submission of his amendment at 
all Therefore I think the gentleman should withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, then I ask unanimous 
consent to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw the substitute amendment. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. May I state in this connection, gentle- 
nen, that there has been reported out by the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments a short time ago 
a bill which authorizes the Comptroller General, in certain 
cnses, to submit to Congress for reference to the Committee on 
Claims certain claims passed on by him. If the word “ exclu- 
sively ” should remain in this bill it seems to me very clear 


that it would not only be in direct conflict with this proposed 
legislation, but that it would deprive the Comptroller General 
of the power which already exists in his office to pass upon 


the validity of claims transmitted to Congress by department 
heads 

I do not believe this bill should go through in its present 
form, because I do not think we should give to the heads of 
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Mr, WILLIAMSON. The Compt er G ral has that 
OWE i in certain ises 

Mr. NEWTON Well, there will never be a « m paid tha 
is the wa it is to be done 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlen from South 
Dakota has expired 

Mr. WILLIAMSON Mr. Chairman, I ask uw nous consen 

proceed for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

ihere was ho objec tion 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON Yes 

Mr. BLANTON, The gentleman has exactly the right idea 
about it, in my judgment. By this bill we are taking away 
fre the Comptroller General consideration of all claims of 
$5.000 and under that sum 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. There is not any question about it. 


That is the clear purport of the bill. 


Mr. BLANTON And hereafter he will not bave jurisdiction 
over them at all, and that is exactly what the heads of the 
| departments have been trying to do for the past several years 


| They have been trying to get rid of the Comptroller General 


| of 


| 


departments exclusive power to settle items of liability which | 


might arise therein. I do not believe they should have that 
power, because it would amount to giving them legislative au 
thority to pass upon claims and authorize appropriatiens for 


; ‘ : : é | 
their payment without their having been passed upon by a com- 


mittee of Congress or a court. Such claims should not be 
passed on to the Committee on Appropriations, which is not a 
legislative committee. 

Mr. NEWTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 

Mr. NEWTON. The gentleman’s amendment does not at- 


tempt to confer jurisdiction upon the Comptroller General with 
reference to the payment of these claims. 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. I am simply trying to preserve the 


jurisdiction which the Comptroller General now has under ex- | 


isting law. If you put in the word “exclusively” it will de- 
prive him of the power we have already conferred upon him 
under the general accounting act 

Mr. NEWTON. Is it the gentleman's idea that he ought 
have the right to go into the merits of a claim and pass upon 
the question? 


| 


to | 


the United States. and this bill does it for them 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. In other words, here is what we are 
doing, in my judgment: We have established a General Aecount 
ing Office for the express purpose Of representing Congress in 
the safeguarding and prevention of improper expenditure of 
public funds. It was not created to represent the departments, 
but we established it as an independent department to 


pass 


upon claims and demands against the Government separate and 
apart from the executive heads that have the spending power. 
This being the case, we ought not now. in defiance of existing 
law and the policy which Congress has already established, to 
put in a proviso which takes away that power. 

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 

Mr. LUCE Does the gentleman think Congress ever intended 
to make the Comptroller General a dispenser of justice? What 
duty has he beyond determining what is the law? What has 
he to do with applying the law? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Let me tell the gentleman this: I can 


cite the gentleman to cases where there is not any question, in 
my judgment, that heads of departments in the exercise of cet 
tain discretionary power lodged in them by 
certain things which are clear violations of law 
Mr. LUCK. Certainly; I admit we want to check violations 


of law, but we are not proposing in this bill to allow any man 


law have done 


to violate the law. we are allowing him to administer the law. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Pass this bill in its present form and 
you will have no committee of Congress to determine the ques- 
tion of whether it is in violation of law or not 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLLIAMSON.,. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. It seems to me the gentleman has a 


misconception of the meaning of this section. This section only 
refers to claims for tort, and, so far as I know, the Comptroller 
General has no jurisdiction over claims for tort, and no one else 
except Congress. The very purpose of this act is to reach that 
situation and fix it so that a department of the Goverament can 


deal with it instead of the Congress itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman. I demand a division of 


the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments offered 
the gentleman from California 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentle- 

man from South Dakota asks for a division of the question. 


by 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, there are two separate proposi- 
tions here. One is to strike out the word “ exclusive” andthe 
other is to insert in a different portion of the bill the word 


‘exclusively.” I think the gentleman has a right to demand a 
division of the question. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


now 


The question is divisible, and the question 
is on the umendment offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia to strike out the word “ exclusive,” in line 6, page 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from California to insert the 
word “exclusively ” after the word “conferred” in line 6, 
page 2 

The amendment was rejected, 
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Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last word. 

The result of this legislation means, in short, that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will, in the final analysis, have to 
take each one of these claims reported favorably by the head 
of a departinent or a bureau chief, go into it from beginning 
to end, and find what the testimony is in order to decide 
whether or not Congress shall make an appropriation to pay 


it: is not that the fact? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. They do that now. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. The Appropriations Committee goes into 
all of these claims now? 


Mr. UNDERHILL. 
Mr. McDUFFIRE. 


Yes; all that are under $1,000. 

And they take them up, case after case? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I suppose that is their procedure. 

Mr. McDUFFIB.. The point is the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is the busiest committee in the House. It is practically 
running the Government now, having control of its purse 
strings. Does the gentleman think it is proper to put such a 
burden, which his committee might undertake and handle, on 
ihe other committee, the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I have tried to explain that. I do not 
kuow whether it is my inability to get it across or not; but it 
is just a repetition when you send it back to the Committee on 
Claims, and you run up against the same stone wall, the same 
objections that you have with reference to the whole procedure 
that is now carried on. If they come back here to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, after an examination by the depart- 
ment, it is written into the law and there is nothing more said 
about it. There are no objections to it on the floor of the House, 
either for political or personal reasons. The Committee on 
Claims might just as well shoot its claims in here day after 
day, or whenever they get the chance, unless you are going to 
accept this proposition that the Committee on Appropriations 
act as a safeguard to the interests of the Government, and that 
is all that is involved. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. One other question. The gentleman said, 
as | understand it, that if one department head files an adverse 
report on a claim any Member of Congress, of course, can in- 
troduce a bill, but will it not be the policy of the gentleman’s 
committee to refer to this act we are considering, when such 
a bill is presented, and that will be the end of it? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No more than it does now. 
policy now. 

Mr. McDUFFIB. Of course, we can change the law, but to 
do that it takes time, patience, and hard work. I do not want 
claimants shut out, because the head of some department, who 
perhaps is not a lawyer, or who has not a judicial mind, has 
reported adversely on a claim. It may be that some depart- 


That is the 


ment head will perhaps be indifferent or in his efforts to 
hold down the expenditures of his department, might un- 
wittingly become biased or prejudiced against a claim. Of 


course, any Member of Congress can introduce a bill, but with 
this bill, if it becomes the law, staring him in the face, will 
it not be difficult to get relief? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. No more difficult to get relief to-morrow 
after this bill passes than it is to-day without the bill being 
passed. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. We, the Congress, are putting more and 
more legislative responsibility on the heads of bureaus, and 
that it another objection I have to this legislation. We are 
surrendering our prerogative to legislate to the responsibility 
of a bureau head, or to bureaucratic control. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Where else would you put it? 

Mr. McDUFFIEB. I would suggest that the Committee on 
Claims retain it. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. And retain the same intolerable con- 
ditions? 
Mr. McDUFFIR. My suggestion is that the Committee on 


Claims might do a little more work or that we create a board 
consisting of Congressmen or an additional committee of Con- 
gress to assist in passing on these claims. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have it 
go in the Reoorp that I am willing to resign my position as 
chairman of the Committee on Claims in behalf of the gentle- 
man from Alabama of the minority party, and I hepe all my 
colleagues over here will stand back of me on the proposition ; 
and if he can get any more work out of these conscientious, 
hard-working 21 men and women than the committee does I 
will be content, 

Mr. McDUFFIE, I will accept the honor if your colleagues 
will agree, and we will get something done. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 13, strike out 
thereof the word “ authorized.” 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
| committee, I alluded to this matter a few moments ago. I do 
| not think we ought to vest in the heads of the departments 
matters which are legislative or quasi judicial in character. 
You have as many departments as there are members in the 
Cabinet. You are going to have as many rules and regulations 
for settlement and as many different measures of damages as 
you have members of the Cabinet; there will be no uniformity, 
I realize that the Committee on Claims is a hard-working con- 
mittee. I do not think there is a more conscientious committee 
in the House or a harder worked body of men, but it does seem 
to me that if the department heads would investigate the cases 
and effect settlements as herein authorized and would then send 
them to Congress to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
with a summary of their findings in each case, that the commit- 
tee would not have to spend a great deal of time in passing 
upon the merits of such claims. There should be some com- 
mittee of the Congress to deal with the merits of unlitigated 
claims. This is not properly a function of the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman’s amendment strikes out 
the word “ made” and puis in the word “ authorize.” 

Mr. WILLIAMSON, Yes. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Whenever I find myself in disagree- 
ment with my friend from Alabama {Mr. McDurrir] it always 
‘“auses me to reexamine the matter, because I have a very 
high regard for his judgment upon legal or all other questions, 
but it does not strike me that we are delegating legislative 
authority. We are placing some judicial authority in the 
executive branch of the Government. I agree to that. But 
it seems to me that we are only transferring from the legis- 
lative branch judicial authority. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Does the gentleman think that the 
authority exercised by the Committee on Claims is judicial or 
legislative ? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think it is a mixture; I 
think very largely judicial. Based upon my own experience 
upon that committee long years ago, I should say that the 
preponderance of decisions required of members of the Com- 
mittee en Claims is judicial in character. I should certainly 
hesitate to build up bureaus by transferring legislative author- 
ity to them. I would not knowingly vote for such a measure. 
I think it would be one of the most dangerous things that we 
could do. I think that we have gone too far in that direction 
already. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman does not believe in build- 
ing them up by increasing their authority along judicial lines 
or giving them judicial authority, does he? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. My position 
thoroughly consistent in that regard. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. If the gentleman thinks, and I think 
he is correct, that the bulk of the work done by the depart- 
ments in this character of claims will be judicial, what does 
he think of giving judicial power with no review by any 
appellate court? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am inclined to think very 
strongly that there might very well be an amendment which 
would give judicial review of those cases under $5,000 as well 
as giving original authority in cases above $5,000. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. As I understand this bill, it merely 
authorizes these departments to ascertain the facts of the 
claim, and to give their judgment that it is a just claim. 
Then it comes back to Congress, and Congress in the final 
analysis passes upon the claim. It does not seem to me that 
it is an unusual delegation. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
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the word “made” and insert in liecy 





may not be 


It does not differ from what 


has been done in the past, or for a long period of years, as 
regards Civil War claims so far as that is concerned. We are 
not setting a precedent here in principle. 
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UNDERHILL. The ¢ 





Mr leman W ree that this bill 
es the same language, bu nly increases the amount from 
goo to $10.000 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee That is true 
Mr. TILSON. And is it not also a fact that every bill intro 
ed here for a claim is first sent to the appropriate depart 
t. and that Members of the House are very largely influ 
ed by the report the department makes after such investi 
ion? Such reports when they come to this House are very 
rsuasive. especially with some Members in making their 
ections here. Sometimes objections are based very largely 
n the fact that the department has reported unfavorably, 
hat in this bill we are not departing very far from the plan 
ire already using in the adjustment of these claims. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessée, Practically, without exception, 
d I think properly so, the claims, such are those that we 
discussing here, are referred to the department in which the 


f action, if I may so designate it, 
run opinion from the he 


i ¢ arose, 


with the request 
d of that department 


Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
forma amendment to make a few observations on this see- 
nund probably on the bill. From the questions that I asked 
uutleman from Massachusetts |Mr. UNDERHILL] a while ago. 
\lembers have probably sensed my general attitude toward the 
’ I know that the proper handling of claims in the Claims 
Cominittee presents a very hard situation. The Committee on 


Is a 


Claims hard-working committee, and I 
se claims as well 


think they handle 
as they could be handled by any committee, 


d but for the situation so created we probably would not 
ive this bill now pending before the House lI am in sym 
ithy with the purposes of the bill. We must also understand, 
before we go any further, that in this bill we are making a 
adical change in our judicial procedure Up to this good 


ur there has been no authority for a citizen or a noncitizen to 


e the Government of the United States in cases sounding in 
rt. There are good reasons why the sovereign should not be 
ued I am not going to take the time of the House to amplify 
it proposition because I think every lawyer of the House 
knows just why the rule has prevailed. If we are going to 
change the rule and permit the sovereign to be sued, I think 
here ought to be a limitation. We ought to experiment on 


simuller cases, and while we are experimenting on smaller cases, 


it the same time we would be relieving the Committee on 
Claims of probably at least nine-tenths of their distressing 
labors 

We first attempted to relieve the Committee on Claims in 
1922 when we conferred jurisdiction upon the heads of the 


departments to adjudicate claims up to a thousand dollars for 


injury to private property on account of the negligence of Govy- 


ernment employees. I ask Members to note this language in 


that statute: 

ised by the negligence of any fficer o1 empl vee 

In this bill we go further. We confer jurisdiction for dam- 
ges or loss to private property 

ised by the negligence or wrongful act or omission of any officer or 
mployee of the Government 

There can be no question that we are widening the scope of 


the statute that we passed in i922. 


Mr. MANLOVE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 

‘ir. MANLOVE. The gentleman suggests that we limit the 
amount. Might it not be well to start at a low base than 
So.O00. 


Mr. RAMSEYER. 

Mr. MANLOVE. At a lower iigure 

Mr. RAMSEYER. From a cent to 85.000 under 
confer jurisdiction on the department chiefs. 


We have no base 


this hill we 


Mr. MANLOVE. That is what I am saving. 

Mr. RAMSEYBR. Over $5,000 and up to the sky-—— 

Mr. MANLOVE. Instead of starting with 35.000 start at a 
r sum. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Would the gentleman limit the jurisdiction 

the department chiefs below 85.0007 As the bill reads. is 


ums up to $5,000 that the department chiefs pass upon. In 
ises involving between $5.000 and $10,000 the Court of Claims 


1 the Federal district courts have concurrent jurisdiction. 
From $10,000 to the farthest star the Court of Claims has 
xclusive jurisdiction. 

\ we are not going to get through with this bill to-night. 
There is some questioning of my statement. Let me repeat— 
from 85.000 to $10.000 the Court of Claims and the Federal 


district courts have concurrent jurisdiction, and above $10,000 


Court of Claims has exclusive jurisdiction, 


tiie 


| 
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I say we are not going to get through with this bill to-night, 
and I want the Members of the House—between now and the 
next time we meet to consider this bill—to give serious consid- 
eration the question of fixing a limit on the amount the 
Government can be sued for in cases sounding in tort. Maybe 
my imagination is running off with me 

The CHAIRMAN, Che time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired 


Mr. RAMSEYER. May I have thtee minutes more 

Phe CHAIRMAN Is there objection to the gentleman's 
request 

There was ho objection 

Mr. RAMSEYER. But I can conceive a situation where the 
claims arising out of tort might mount up to such staggering 
amounts that they would threaten the very existence of the 
sovereign. Now, it is all well and good to say that the Govern 
ment should be treated like an individual, but whe is the Gov 
ernment? It is the people. Under our system of government 
sovereign resides in the people, and when you threaten sov- 


ereignty you threaten the organization under which the people 


live, nove, and have their being in organized society 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes 


Mr. BULWINKLE I have prepared an amendment limiting 
the amount to $10,000. 

Mr. RAMSEYER I think as a starter we ought to accept 
an amount like that. If it works all right, it will be easy 
enough in a subsequent Congress to extend the jurisdiction 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
vield * 

Mr. RAMSEYER Yes 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia It would be better to go a little 
slow, because we can not foresee what increase it would make 
in the business of the Court of Claims if this bill is passed 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I agree with the gentleman on that 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield + 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes 

Mr. ARENTZ. At the present time if the bead of a depart- 
ment says a thousand dollars is due, the deficiency bill would 


provide payment Under this bill a department head may say 


a $5,000 claim is due to John Doe, but after he has made that 
decision he sends here a departmental bill asking Congress to 
authorize an appropriation for John Doe, and the Committee 


on Claims goes over this list of bills that the department head 
has in and, if satisfactory, it indorses the recommendation 
of the department 

Mr. RAMSEYER. There 
out of the public money. 


sent 


ought to be a limit 


to the paying 


Mr. ARENTZ. This is merely an amendment to the former 
bill 

Mr. UNDERHILL. A bill came in last year for $4. The 
committee thought it did not have the time to devote to such 


a matter, and we concluded that if they could not pay that $4 
they would have to go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to protest—that may not 
be exactly the right word; I wish to argue—against placing in 


this bill the limitations suggested, and at the same time in all 
kindness to take issue with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
RAMSEYER], When he said there were reasons why we should 
still recognize the doctrine that the king can do no wrong 
My keen interest in this subject dates back 20 years to my 
personal experience in the Massachusetts Legislature. In. the 
course of protracted studies since that time I have never been 
able to find one single reason to support to-day that most per 


nicious and cruel doctrine of antiquity, the 
king can do no wrong. [Applause.] 

Let me recall a bit of the history of this subject. I must put 
it in a very few words, because I did not have opportunity in 
general debate to call your attention it. In my own Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts in the early days the legislative, 


executive, and judicial powers were exercised by one body, the 


dogma that. the 


to 


general court It took us nearly 150 years to get the greater 
part of the judicial functions wholly out of the general court, 
and it took us nearly another 150 years to bring that reform 
to virtual completion. There never was and never will be a 


egislative body capable of dispensing justice. The most cruel 
injustices recorded have been those committed by law-making 
bodies. Such bodies are by their constitution not eapable of 
dispensing justice. Se your forefathers and mine, after a bit 
ter experience Of more than a century and a half, began to 
muke constitutional separation of the powers. The constitution 
of my own State in 1780 is the model, in the words of John 
Adams, for that purpose. Our Federal Constitution has been 
mstrued 


Ss ‘ 
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The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr] was absolutely 
correct when he expressed the belief that the granting of claims 
is a judicial and not a legislative power. 

It was nearly 75 years ago that the Congress began to recog- 
nize this, and by the creation of the Court of Claims gave the 
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first inkling of its apprehension of what is common sense in | 
the matter by beginning to resort to a judicial body. And 
now comes a singular coincidence. About 50 years ago a man 


from the city of Somerville, Mass., was a Member of this House. 
His name was Bowman, and he achieved the next important 
step in this reform by securing the passage of what has since 
been known as the Bowman Act. The singular thing is that 


he to whom the honor will come, and should come, for initiating | 
before us lives to-day within gunshot of | 


the legislation now 
where Selwyn Z. Bowman lived. 

The next step was taken under the lead of the father of that 
much-respected colleague of ours, Mr. Tucker, of Virginia. 
The Tucker Act still more broadened the powers of the Court of 
Claims, 

Now, we have the opportunity of carrying the reform vet 
farther—not as far as I would like to go and not as fur as some 


future Congress will go, but still a step in advance. Because 
it is a step in advance I hope that step will not be shackled. 
1 hope it may not be the few inches that will come if you put 





on these amendments, without going the ful! length of what your | 


committee so wisely and admirably recommends 


Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield’? 

Mr. LUCE. Yes. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. How much farther could you go than this 
bill goes? 

Mr. LUCE. You can go to the point of taking out of the 


Congress of the United States every shred and fragment that 
may be left of judicial procedure, and that will come so surely 


as it has come in nearly every other civilized country on the 
globe. My State approached it a half century ago and for these 
many years our legislature has not been seriously perplexed 


and harassed by attempting to administer justice in the settle- 
ment of claims. There are other States in this land that have 
equally proceeded, I know the idea shocks gentlemen from 
States where it has not been tried: I know they are skeptical; 
I know they are afraid; but I point to the States of this land 
that have had this now for these many years. I know it is the 
part of wisdom, that it is the part of equity, and that it is the 
part of justice itself to stop trying to administer justice in a 
legislative body. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts may proceed for one addi- 
tional minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts may 
proceed for one additional minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, . 

Mr. NEWTON. Does the gentleman's State permit the State 
government to be sued, just the Same as a suit may be brought 
against an individual? 


The time of the gentlemun from Massa- 


Mr, LUCK. At least in contract; yes. 

Mr. PEERY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUCE. Yes. 

Mr. PEERY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he con- 
siders it wise in principle to transfer judicial power to the 


executive branch of the Government to the extent of $5,000, as 
this bill proposed to do? 

Mr. LUCE. The latest idea among students of the science 
of government is that there is no proper discrimination between 
the executive and judicial departments; that in reality the Gov- 
ernment consists of two things—making the law and the carry- 
ing of law into effect. We used to proceed on the assumption 
that we should also separate the executive and the judicial, but 
complete separation has been found impracticable and grad- 
ually all the countries of the world are bringing those two 
powers together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has again expired. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr, LaGuarpta, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
9285) te provide for the settlement of claims against the United 
States on account of property damage, personal injury, or death, 
and had come to no resolution thereon, 


rr 
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REFERENCE OF HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 175 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I nhunimous consent to 
refer House Joint Resolution 175, which relates to changing i} 
name of the Ancon Hospital in the Panama Canal Zone to 
General Gorgas Hospital, from the Committee on Milita) 
Affairs to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution 
title. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 


JANUARY 


asl 


House Joint Resolution 175, to change the name of the Ancon Hos) 
in the Panama Canal Zone to the General Gorgas Hospital. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks una 
mous consent that this resolution may be rereferred from 1} 
Committee on Military Affairs to the Committee on Inters:a 
and Foreign Commerce. This is not a military hospital. 

Mr. PARKER. No; it is a civil hospital. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, some question has been raise 
to when the bill which has been under consideration to-day 
go on again. I believe it to be in accordance with the rui 
that this bill will go on at any time when there is not a priy 
ileged matter to take precedence over it. I understand that 
morrow the Committee on Appropriations will have a priviley 
bill, the bill making appropriations for the War Departmen: 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has the bill been reported? 

Mr. TILSON. It will be reported to-morrow and _ will 
taken up under general debate immediately. 

Mr. BLANTON. Without even having been printed? 
is pretty fast work, 

Mr. TILSON. It will be taken up for general debate « 
as I understand, 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman's unanim 
consent request which was preferred this morning with rete) 
ence to the bill we have had under discussion, contain the 1 
quest that it remain the unfinished business of the House % 


AGAINST THE UNITED STATES 


Th 


Mr. TILSON. It did not. It did not limit it to to-day. 
simply asked that it be in order. 

Mr. DENISON. While unanimous consent may have lx 
granted that it be in order, that did not mean it would be in 


order indefinitely. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair examined the colloquy wii 
occurred this morning and there is no mention of a day certa 
It was simply general leave that this bill might be consider 
under the Rules of the House. 

Mr. DENISON. I should think it would take unanimous co 
sent to bring it up. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands it, this bill is 
now the unfinished business and may be taken up at any 
where there is not another matter of higher privilege under th 
rule, 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Why not finish this bill to-morreo' 
The Members have just recently studied the bill and are mor 
familiar with it now than they will be if it is displaced ind: 
nitely. 

Mr. TILSON. There are two reasons. One is that a num!) 
of Members have asked that it not come up to-morrow so th 
they may have an opportunity to consider it a litthe furth 
Another reason is that there is an appropriation bill with « 
siderable general debate pending that it is desired shall go « 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BLANTON. May I ask the gentleman whether he « 
not think it wise policy to at least have a big appropriation | 
like the Army bill printed before we take it up for discussion ‘ 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman understands that general « 
bate on a bill of this sort means a very wide discussion u)) 
things that do not pertain directly to the bill which is suppos 
to be before the House. 

Mr. BLANTON. The bill will not be read to-morrow? 

Mr. TILSON. Certainly not, 

RETIREMENT FOR DISABLED EMERGENCY ARMY OFFICERS 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the bill (H. K. 
500). 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Ohio? 
There was no objection. : 

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the retirement for 
disabled emergency Army officers is provided in H. R. 500 anil 
S. 777. 


tll 


Is there objection to the request of the gen 
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S oll it i Wi L Wi hese re 
egular officers of t! ‘ » 1 M: 1e C¢ Bs: t i 
sional officers of the Army, Navy Marine Corps; and 
emergency officers of t n { Corps nd t Army 
first eight classes have |! n etired by the ¢ ess Tor 
wounds. The disabled « ren Ar? ofl s alone ha 
denied retirement for their 1 tilations l disabilitic 
to rectify this discrimination again the seriously di 1 
v Ariny officers ti Ame l h I ssed 
legislation for the 1 t ne S 
e discriminati s against tl 
have not been placed on a parit With the elZzht o 
ses of disabled officers vho for t I t World W 
ere is no discrimination against the disabl ‘ is 1 men = | 
will lose nothing—t vy will no urrel ' S rle right j 
heir disabled officers are placed upon a pal with the eig } 
classes who have already been retired. 
RE I ROMISEL 
wality for all officers and enlisted men was promised in the 
tive service act of Ma 917. This equality ha in 
ed to all classes of ¢ l a mm d o eight of the l | 
ses of officers. The disabled emergency Army officers alone | 
e been denied the fulfillment of this promise, made by the | 
gress 11 years ago. 
Section 10 of the selective ser t of May, 1917, } led | 
follows: 
That all officers and enlisted men of the s herein provided f | 
than the Regular Arp shail t in all respects upon the same | 
iting as to pay, allowances, and pensiods as officers and enlisted men | 
yeresponding grades and length of service in the Regular Army | 
he retjrement privilege has been held to be a pension. In 
of this, would it not appear that through this enactment | 
ngress desired the emergency officer to be on exactly the 
me footing as the Regular officer with respect to payments 


r battle casualties ? 
General Orders, No. 75, War Department, August 17, 191 
ds in part as follows: 














Chis country has but one Army, the United St Army. It ir les 
land forces in the services of the United States These forces 
wever raised, lose their identity in that of the United States Army 
tinctive appellations, such as Regular Army, Reserve Corps, National | 

and National Army, here ‘ my d in th Imini ation | 
umand, will be discontil it le t { ted States 
y’ will be exclusively used 
Orders having 1 rence to the United States Army as divided into | 
te ind component ff s of distinct orig or ssuming or 
mplating such a division, are to that extent revoked. 
{ recent letter from one of the Members of Congress—Repre- | 
ntative T. W. Harrison, of Virginia—who was on the com- } 
ttee which drew up the selective service act, states the | 
llowing: 
ider that the clau in e draft law w distinct obliga ! 
he part of the Gove nent ft it the e1 we off ‘s in the] 
lass with the Regu officers I was Militar Affairs 
mittee when this bill was issed nd \ tl i n of the | 
rity of that committee that 0 inguage used sufficient t 
eare of the emergency officers | 
years the Civil War offi s had l g at dor f 
Military Affairs Commi et pl di s of t R ar 
vy officers, and to remove = ais t i tl v 
gency officers the language is te in t lraft bil rel ‘ 
itroyersy. ‘The language very | d dih ver und od 
tlhe War Departme mat t le it 
} 
wit Al I i 
They were the platoon comm: ers, > company and ba 
on commanders, who led the men im the ost desper e | 
ting the Nation has ever know! ed them nst rifle and | 
illery fire, machine s, flam« roject 1 poison gas, | 
| them through barbed ¥ ind treneh and fore throug! 
id and blood, in a manne v sti | le W i and | 
iration of the world—10 years ago, 


I se were the officers whose motto was “Colne on, | = 
t “Go on, men.” They took their leadership serious did | 
ese emergency officers ; were so determined fo set exampie | 
their men that the British and French repeatedly warned | 
m against their unnecessary exposure to danger, f they 

vere marked men, marked down by the ! y as a spee 
get for snipers and sharpshooters., ' 
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Chate Ww St. Mihiel 1 the Meu 
Arg ne aiees [ Slice d heroism L 
the resi } ths amon se officers 
of the lu In fits were 55 per cent higher 
than tl rved under the lwo thor 1d 
f ion Phu usand of tl now 
SUrVivé more that ) per ce 

I kK i citations for gallantry ‘ - 

f duty Chere l I 
tf ible deeds in the iward 
Congressional Me r and the distinguished st ce 
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C S H 8 
! were chos largely f tl res} S 1 ) 

( Lita ( Lite t y ct i i 
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Cis vives a ilren or other depend Ss hen they 
ntered 1 ‘ ict Many « rs had i i fa business, 

f Ll responsibilities ch the enliste ha 
ttained bec » of their youth, 
OFFI BAD FAMILIES 

rhe erage officer was above the draft age In fac large 
proport of them would not have been able to have entered t! 
service—due to their family responsibilities and the necessity of 
those dependent upon them—but for the fact that as officers they 
received a rate of puy which enabled them to enter the service 
and still support their families. This fact is frequently over- 


looked it s legislation. 


considering the justice and urgency of thi 


OFFICERS OLDER THAN ENLISTED MI 


The officers were older than the enlisted men by an average 
of 12 to 15 years. The lieutenants and captains averaged 5 
vears older; the majors 17 years older; and the few colonels 


enant colonels, who were permanently injured, 22 years. 


older. These men abandoned careers at the call of their coun- 
{1 The majority have been unable to resume these careers 
(ue to their disabilities. The average disabled enlisted man, 
on the other hand, was at the threshold of his career. T!) 
situation confronting the average of these two classes is, there 
for vastly different—one in midcareer with dependents, the 
other at the outset of his career and without dependents 

This great difference in the ages of officers and enlisted men 
sa natural one and has been true through all America’s history. 
he reason for it is apparent. It is necessary that an officer bea 
man of greater experience, greater ability in handling men and 
coping with situations, than the enlisted men themselves As a 
rule, his greater age has also brought him greater military 


wledge 


essential to proper leade rship. 


LECTION OF Ol ERS 





Here are some extracts from a War Department memora 
dum of June 4, 1917, which instructed officers of the regular 
service on the methods they were to follow in selecting candi 
dates for the officers’ training camps. These show the emphasis 
placed upon age, experience, and character: 
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WORLD WAR OFFICERS’ TRAINING CAMPS 


The following data has been supplied by the press-relations 
section of the War Department on the First, Second, and Third 
Officers’ Training Camps held during the World War to supply 
commissionéd personnel for the World War armies. The fig- 
ures show the number who applied for entrance in the camps, 
the number who were admitted to the camps, and the number 
who received commissions as the result of attending the camps. 
Figures on the Fourth Training Camp were not available, and 
as this camp took place in the summer of 1918 it is not thought 
that many of its graduates saw World War commissioned 
service in action, 


a 

_| Number 
com- 

jmissioned 


Number | 
| who ap- | Number 
plied for | admitted 
admission 





| | 

iliee picigihdaicenial i ———_| 
I camp, May 15, 1917 200, 000 43, 000 | 27, 341 
Second camp, Aug. 29, 1917 200, 000 23, 000 | 17, 247 
Third comb, Desemnel, TWIT acacentinctunansanbanes i | 18, 437 | 11, 657 
i 400, 000 $4, 437 56, 245 


The personnel of the third camp was made up exclusively of 
enlisted men already in the service. These made application 
for attendance through their company commanders. As each 
regiment was limited to a definite number of men, no figures 
were compiled on the number of applicants, although it is known 
that these were many times the number accepted. The fore- 
going figures relate solely to camps for the combat services 
nnd do not include the noncombatant and administrative 
branches of the Army, for service in which tens of thousands 
of officers were commissioned from civil life. 

SPLENDID MEN SELECTED 


When the first officers were graduated from these officers’ 
training camps the press of the Nation heralded them as the 
finest body of American manhood ever grouped together. And 
well they might, for the exacting War Department requirements 
had been scrupulously carried out, 

Only 1 out of 10 of the applicants was finally commissioned. 
This small selected group represented men of proven ability 
in civil life who were still sufficiently fit physically to with- 
stand the grueling tests prescribed by the training camps. 

Four out of five of the applicants who desired to attend the 
camps were denied this privilege. Some because of their im- 
miuture years, others because they lacked a record of proved 
ability in civil life, cthers because their physical qualifications 
were not up to the high standard set. In addition, a large num- 
ber who would otherwise have been qualified were denied the 
privilege of attending the camps because of the limitation in 
pumbers. 

These exceptionally qualitied men were then put through the 
practical and exhaustive tests which the three months at 
training camp provided for their physical, mental, and moral 
qualifications to be combat officers, upon whose ability, courage, 
and judgment would depend the lives of the boys whom the 
mothers and fathers of the Nation intrusted to their care. 

ENLISTED SITUATION DIFFERENT 


The World War enlisted men were chosen for their lack of 
responsibility. Out of each 350 men who passed the required 
physical examination for seryice, 250 men received exemption 
because they had dependents and 100 men were accepted for 
service through their lack of dependents. It was the desire of 
the Congress that the enlisted personnel be men without family 
obligations, and that the spirit of this desire was fulfilled is 
shown by the foregoing exemptions granted to those who had 
passed the physical examination, 

EXEMPTIONS 


The final report of the provost marshal genera! of the Army 
to the Secretary of War, dated July 15, 1919, shows in table 4, 
page 24, that 2,780,576 men were actually inducted into the 
service during the World War, as compared to table 2, page 20, 
of the same book, which shows that 6.964.229 men received ex- 
emption from their local boards because of dependency. 

This means that for every 100 men actually inducted into the 
service 250 men were exempted because of dependency. 

This action was in line with that portion of the selective 
service act which authorized the President to exempt among 
others the following: 

Those in a status with responsibilities to persons dependent upon 
them for support which renders their exclusion or discharge advisable. 


It is apparent from this act that Congress desired its fighting 
forces to be made up of men without family responsibilities, 
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The figures quoted show that this wish was followed by thx 
boards. 

One of the chief reasons for the difference in pay of office; 
and enlisted men of all armies and for all wars has been ly 
cause of the difference in their ages and responsibilities. These 
same responsibilities continued after the emergency officers were 
disabled and crippled. If this difference in pay was proper why 
the emergency officer was well and sound, how much more ne 
sary to continue it after he has been permanently disabled an 
thus prevented from earning a livelihood for the family wh 
was dependent upon him prior to his war disability. 

4 FALLACY EXPOSED 

Occasionally opponents state they can not see the justice in a 
disabled officer receiving a higher rate of compensation for his 
disability than a disabled enlisted man. They cite as an exan 
ple of this two brothers of approximately the same age, just 
out of college, one attending an oflicers’ training camp and 
obtaining a commission, the other enlisting and serving in the 
ranks. Both become equally disabled in the service. Wh 
should one receive a higher rate of compensation for his di 
ability than the other? ‘This is the stock argument advanc: 
by opponents. 

There would be justice in this argument provided it were 
typical of the situation, It is not typical. The fundamental! 
merits of the legislation are due to the fact that this illustratio: 
is very far from the true situation. 

The officers were older than the enlisted men by an avera 
of 12 to 15 years. They were in midecareer in civil life. A large 
proportion of them were married and had families dependent 
upon them. Many of these officers could not have accepted 
commissions but for the pay which they received as officer 
otherwise they would not have been able to support those di 
pendent upon them while they were in the service. 

THE LEGION FIGHTS FOR ALL DISABLED 

Ever since 1919 the American Legion has fought aggressive! 
for beneficial legislation for all disabled men. Its membership 
is overwhelmingly from the ranks, and the Legion is responsi 
ble to a great degree for the many beneficial laws which the 
Congress has enacted for the relief and protection of all 
classes of the war's disabled. 

The opponents who have fought the disabled officers’ retir: 
ment measure so vigorously—in the open or through parlia 
mentary tactics—do not dare claim that the Legion would 
sponsor legislation which would deprive any disabled man, en 
listed or c®mmissioned, of any rights or privileges heretofore 
acquired, 

This “ discrimination-against-the-enlisted-man ” argument ha 
been designed to create opposition on the part of the enlist 
men, an attempt which has signally failed. The enlisted m 
do not object to their disabled officers being placed on a pari 
with the eight other classes of disabled World War office 
and many veteran company organizations composed wholly ot 
enlisted men have so expressed themselves through resolutions 
advocating the enactment of the retirement measure for their 
former officers. 

ENLISTED MEN FAVOR THIS LEGISLATION 

The membership of the American Legion, more than thre 
quarters of a million strong, is composed of at least 85 per cent 
enlisted men. The 1,000 delegates to the nine national conven 
iions have been thoroughly representative of the membership 
of the Legion. At the St. Louis caucus of the Legion, May, 1919 
when they decided to drop all military titles in connection wit! 
their meetings and proceedings, 2 resolution was adopted calling 
upon Congress to grant retirement to the disabled emergenc) 
officers, Since that time nine national conventions of the Legio: 
have been held, At each of these conventions the attitude 0! 
the Legion established at the St. Louis caucus has been re 
affirmed, and resolutions adepted calling upon Congress to gran 
this retirement, 

At its national convention held at Omaha October, 1925, a 
legionnaire. who had formerly favored this resolution but who 
now, aS a Member of Congress, is opposing it, took the floor of 
the convention and appealed to the Legion to prevent dis- 
crimination against the enlisted men and to vote against con 
tinued advocacy of this measure. 

This Congressman spoke upon the subject twice in an appea! 
ing and persuasive manner. His appeal to the 1.000 delegates 
to desert the disabled officers failed in its purpose, and the con- 
vention voted overwhelmingly to continue this fight for justice 
Since that time no one has spoken against the measure on tle 
floor of a Legion conyention. 
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A FALSE IMPRESSION 
Opponents of this legislation who assume the réle of champions 
of the disabled enlisted men—who outnumber the disabled ofli- 
cers 20 to 1—strive to create the impression, by opposing this 
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irement measure r s nintl . led W Wa 
eers, that they are nferi benefits of some s upon the 
rically greater class d d isted men. This atti- 
conveys a false imp n Ti enact of this bi 
| not deprive the disabled enlisted men of a 
re accorded them. On the contrary, blocki 
“ually depriving the ninth ss of disabled off 3 4 
ion of the rights already ‘corded the otl eig i of 
s who fought in the World War 
ICERS’ PENSION RATE tI } k p 
From the Revolutionary War to the Civil W here w 
ment.” During is long period t le En cency 
ers received exactly the same rate of pel s the « 
d Regular officers. The amounts of U sions wel 
d upon the rank held by the officer 1 
ed much smaller pensions, but the ra wa y tl 
for Iemergency a R r enli I 
These war-disability pension rates were paid for the Rev 
ary War, for the campaign on the Wal: f he Wa 
> with England, for th Black Hawk Var, fi > 4 i 
redations in Florida, for the Creek W or 1 
xico, and under certain circumstances for the Civil W 
THE GHNERAL 1 SION LAW 
On July 14, 1862, the present general pension law is Ay 
oved, which has governed disability nsion paymet from 
t day to the present year, for Regula nt Q \ 
es, officers and privates, except those cas where subsequent 
ctments have made it noneffective. This general } n law 
t a maximum disability pension for an officer—R r or 
ergency—at $30 a month, and for an e1 ted m t lar 
Kxmergency—at $8 a month 
CIVIL WAR 
Che disabled emergency Army officers of the Civil War r 
ived greater rates of pension payments under this act than the 
sabled enlisted men of the Civil War until May 11, 1912, wh 
eneral-service pensions—not service-disability pensions, mind 
u—for all ranks of the Civil War over 75 years of age wer 
reased to $30 a month by the Congress. 
SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR 
Disability pensicn payments to the emergency officers and en- 
ted men of the Spanish-American War were also regulated 
der this general pension law of July 14, 1862. The disabled 
rgency officers of that war continued to receive a higher rate 
pension than the disabled emergency enlisted men until the 
of June 5, 1920, when general-service pensions—not servic 
sability pensions—for all ranks of the Spanish-American War 
re increased to $30 a month for men over 75 years of age 
permanently disabled, service connection for disability not 


required, 


RETIREMENT FOR NAVY AND MARIND CORPS 
1} 


The emergency officers of the Navy and Marine Corps, dis- 
bled in the World War, were retired by the act of June 4, 1920 
proved one day prior to the approval of this Spanish-American 
War act of June 5, 1920, quoted above. 
OUR HISTORIC POLICY 
It will, therefore, be seen that from the Revolutionary War 
jown to the present date it has been the policy of the American 


ESSIONAL 


Government to give higher rates of disability pay or pension to | 


e emergency officers than to the enlisted men who were dis- 
abled in time of war. These are facts which can not be 
dicted, and are based upon our pension laws and their 
ration by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

In view of these facts, can anyone claim tha 


eontra- 


adminis- 


+ 
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our national 


policy governing pension payments for war disabilities has been 


» pay the same rate to the emergency officers as the emergency 
nlisted men? From the Revolutionary War to the present date 
the contrary policy has been followed by our Government. 

* RETIREMENT” CAMP WITH THB IVIL 


WAR 


‘ } 


It will be seen from the foregoing that th was no “ retire 
ment” for any class of officers from the Revolutionary War t« 
the Civil War, and that during this entire period all classes of 
disabled officers received the same disability pa upe! 
rank. So the “national policy” which the Regular Army has 
sought in vain to keep exclusively its is of comparatively 
reeent origin. 


re 
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y based 


own 


THE REASON 

Retirement in the Regular Army came about in the following 
manner: When the Civil War broke upon us it was found that 
many regular officers in the higher ranks, due to their advanced 
ge and the disabilities incident thereto, were unable to perform 
the active service with troops required. Following the Battle of 
Bull Run, July 21, 1861, the first retirement law was approved, 
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ti Army, Navy I ‘ 
Arm Navy iM ‘ } 
t een retired, but the one l " h ¢ s bh x te f 
ret nt is the disabled emergency Army officer 
We as enlisted men of the Army in the World W can > 
reas why our emergency officers should be singled out for tl di 
rir t Congress, and, recogni at the pr ns of the 
I rald bill will give to emergency fFic the recognition already 
eight of the nine classes serving the « ‘s, are 100 per cent 
f< 
W feel t t the officers of our own mpany re d r inated 
I pl et 1 °o nm ¢ lity wi other officers ind 
group of enlisted men from or feel that we v 
t] S ent 14 wishes of ever ry ho served 
t v rade of a commissioned ir the wis it 
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W lieve that this is matter in which we as soldiers are not being 
‘ minated against; on the otl hand, we feel tha our officers 
hav een unfairly dealt with and demand that the wrong be righted 
EVGENE GLATFELTE! 
Chairman Company Three hundred and fifteenth Infantry Re 
, Committee, Formerly Sergeant, Comp 4. Three hund 
and fifteenth Infantry, Seventy-ninth Division a ae le 
> > 7 > . > > 
Dear § I am a totally and pe nent] led veteran of the 
W d War, and I wish to urg ou the duty we still owe to 
the disabled war-time office who I een retired The passing 
tl in me iy ald me, but I feel 
n el—that discrimination hag 
L rest y beg u to give 
th atte your enthu ipproval 
Very cordially yo 
EpwaArp F. O'Ngtr, 
I m i Sergeant, Firat C 
: > > > > > . 
DeAR SIR There is a bill before the House of Representatives known 
as tl I oe ld bill to take re of the disabled emergency office: 
f the World War 
A i of the Hou Rules Committe I would g ly 
ipT te it if y would assist in getting this bill rep d fa ly 
2 arly te so that it can | voted on at this sess This is 
a bill that in all justice shou ] eb I d sever g rs 
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igo. I realize that I am not in your distriet, but I will appreciate 
ur support and may some day be able to return the favor, 
| might further say that I was an enlisted man, and this bill will 
not affect me in any way, but I believe it should be passed. 
Ver truly 
Donovan D. McCarty, County Judge. 
* > * . a * = 
Dear Sin: It is reqaested that you vote for and assist in getting 
through a bill to retire the disabled emergency officers of the World 
War on the same status as the disabled officers of the Regular Army. 
For your information, the writer was a private in the emergency 
Arm service overseas on five fronts, and will assure you that 
our emergency officers did just as good a work as the officers of the 
Regular Army. Not only that, but our emergency officers faced the 
musie with us; therefore, why shouldn't their disabilities be given the 
am: consideration as the disabled Regular Army officers? 
Very truly yours, 
Ben R, CLARK. 
We enlisted men do not want to be retired. 


These letters speak for themselves and are typical of many 

others received in connection with this legislation. 
BATTLE DEATHS 

The dangers and hazards of the company and platoon lead- 
ers—-the emergency officers—are well illustrated by the follow- 
ing statistics taken from The War with Germany, by Leonard 
Pr. Ayres, General Staff, chief of the statistics branch of the 
General Staff of the Army, published by the Government 
Printing Office. 

This official War Department publication shows that 2,191 
Army officers were killed in action or died of wounds received 
in action. Remember that three classes of officers were in 
the Army. A further analysis of this list shows that 2,040, or 
93 per cent, of these officers who were killed in action came 
from one class—the only class still denied retirement—the 
emergency Army officers. The remainder of the Army officers 
killed, 151, or 7 per cent, came from the two classes of Army 
officers already in receipt of retirement—the regular and pro- 
visional Army officers. 

OFFICERS’ DEATH RATE HIGH 

By far the greater number of deaths and casualties occurred 
in the Infautry and machine-gun outfits—greater than all other 
branches of the service, for both officers and enlisted men. Let 
those who ure invoking parliamentary tactics against the relief 
of these officers examine diagram 51 on page 121 of this official 
publication. The statistics quoted there show that in this 
fighting branch of the service there were 80.5 officers killed 
in action for each 1,000 officers who reached France, as com- 
pared with 51.7 enlisted men killed in action for each 1,000 who 
reached France, 

This comparison is a true index of the hazards which con- 
fronted the emergency Army officer in action. It shows that 
in this branch of the service that the battle deaths of the 
officers were 55 per cent greater than the battle deaths of the 
enlisted men. This will illustrate the seriousness with which 
the emergency Army officers took their responsibilities. These 
figures are eloquent with the exposures and hazards which go 
hand in hand with leadership and demonstrate the high spirit. 
the fidelity to trust well placed, which imbued those whose first 
thonght was of victory—their men—and last of all, of self. 

WOUNDED 


Ayres’s book shows further that 8,122 officers were wounded 


IN ACTION 


in action. Of these, 3,195 are listed as severely wounded. As 
only 8,080 of the emergency Army officers are now rated at 


more than 30 per cent disabled, it will be seen that many of 
the severely wounded officers have died or are now re- 
covered—nearly’ 10 years after the fighting—that their disa- 
bilities are rated at less than 30 per cent permanent. This 
legislation cares for the severely disabled officers. “ Severely 
wounded " usually means one whose survival is uncertain. 
WHER OFFICERS COME FROM? 
Ayres's statistics show that there were 200,000 
These were divided into the following groups: 


so 


DID THE 


Officers. 


96, 000 
42, OOO 
26, 000 
16, 000 
12, 000 
6, 000 
2, 000 


officers’ training camps-—-- we ne ne = - = = = + 


ro. 
Physicians ahem 
Dire y from civil life. 
From the ranks 
National Guard 
Regulars 


Chaplai ‘mia 


All of the foregoing were emergency officers except the 6,000 
Regulars. It is apparent from this that it is absolutely essen- 


tial in order to wage a major war successfully that the officers 
who have actual control of the men, upon 


who do the fighting, 


SG 
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whom the lives of the enlisted men are directly dependent, are 
the emergency otlicers, for whom retirement is now sought { 
the severely disabled. 

REGULAR OFFICERS RETIRED 

Ayres states there were only 6,000 Regular Army officers ji), 
the Army at the beginning of the war. Since that date and ») 
to 1926, 1,109 Regular Army officers have been retired for disa 
bility, and 645 Regular Army officers have been retired fo; 
reasons other than disability, a total of 1.754 Regular Arm: 
officers retired since the beginning of the war. 

An analysis of the Regular officers’ retirements up to Ja 
ary 1, 1924, showed that only 9 West Pointers had been retir 
for wounds received in action during the World War, althoug 
58 provisional Army officers had been retired for battle wound: 

From the foregoing it would seem that although battle wound 
are few, retirement has been accorded in generous numbers {) 
the Regular Army officers. 

The reverse has been the lot of the emergency Army office 
Battle wounds have been his portion, privation his recompense 
He still awaits retirement at the hands of 2 grateful Nation. 

RETIREMENT PROPBDBR FOR REGULARS 

The present theory back of the retirement of the Regula: 
Army officer is that his disability—age, health, accident, o 
battle wounds—which prevents him from being of further 
use in the Army also unfits him for the competition of civil 
life and that he should, therefore. be retired, or pensioned, at a 
rate of pay sufficient to maintain himself and family. This 
theory is considered sound. Not only as a matter of justice 
but for sound national defense policy the regular officer should 
be able to look forward to retirement, instead of poverty, after 
his usefulness in the Army has passed. 

ALSO RIGHT FOR OTHERS 

If this theory is sound for the regular, it is also sound for 
the disabled emergency Army officer. The emergency officers 
were professional or business men. Because of their age and 
the nature of their disabilities, vocational training has proved 
of little practical assistance. It is agreed that competition in 
civil life is much keener than in the Regular Army. If it 
harder to meet competition with a sound body and mind in 
civil life, how much more difficult it is for a former officer 
after years in hospital, to attempt to take up business or pro 
fessional. work again, in competition with men who were not 
in the service, and earn sufficient to maintain himself and his 
dependents. 

Fairness and sound national policy alike demand that he 
receive the retirement already accorded the other eight classes 
of disabled officers, 

PROVISIONALS GRANTED RETIREMENT 

Retirement was granted the provisional officers by the act of 
July 9, 1918, and by the act of June 4, 1920, retirement wa 
granted the disabled emergency officers of the Navy and Marine 
Corps. From 1922 to 1925 seven additional laws were enacted 
granting retirement to individual disabled emergency officers of 
the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The disabled emergency Army officer, of the nine Classes 
of disabled officers who fought in the World War, is the onl) 
class now discriminated against in this connection. 

HOW ABOUT THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS? 

3y the act of June 4, 1920, the disabled emergency officers of 
the Navy and the disabled emergency officers of the Marine 
Corps were granted retirement on the same terms that exist 
for regular and provisional officers of the Army, Navy, and 
Marine Corps. Under this act 292 of the emergency officers of 
these services were retired, and for eight years have enjoyed 
the full benefits of retirement. Seven supplemental acts have 
been passed also, 
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Is 


NO ENLISTED OPPOSITION 
If the enlisted man is opposed to this legislation—as its op 
ponents claim—why has not complaint been registered during 
the past eight years by the enlisted men of the Navy and Marine 
Corps because of the continued retirement of their disabled 
emergency officers? There are 600,000 enlisted veterans of these 
services to register this complaint if they felt that they had 
been discriminated against. No such complaint has ever been 
mide, : 
WAR DEPARTMENT’s POSITION 
The present Secretary of War, Col. Dwight F. Davis, an 
emergency officer who wears the distinguished-service cross, 
does not oppose this legislation. However, the attitude of the 
General Staff has been unfortunate, and Secretary Daviss 
predecessors actively opposed the measure. 
One of the reasons for this was the fear that the addition 
of the emergency Officers would unduly “load down” the Regu 
lar Army retired list. In 1917 only $2,700,000 was appropriated 
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To further show that the widows of emergency officers them- | ‘ s ir spitals began forming thems: s inte apters 


selves do not feel that they are being discriminated against the t m December 31, 1920, they had a national organization of 


following extracts from letters of such widows are quoted: 16 members, 
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This mix ilp had increased to 1,402 by 
21, in spite of 28 deaths; to 1,054 by December 31, 1922, with 
deaths; to 2,005 December 31, 1923, with 19 deaths; to 2,051 
1924, with 32 deaths; to 2,052 December 31, 1925, 
to 2,159 December 31, 1926, with 97 deaths; 

> deaths. An emergency 
my officer having a permanent disability of a compensable 


mibersl 


December $1, 


cember 81 
th 40 


deaths ; 


=e? & 


gree is eligible to membership in this organization, It will 
erefore be seen that in spite of 368 deaths since 1920 the 
mbership of this association is numerically almost equal to 
e number eligible to retirement under the bill stated by the 
‘te 8 Bureau to be 3,030. 

Phe legislation now before the Congress is indorsed by this 
ibled emergency oflicers’ association, as it meets the two 
ief questions involved. These are their recognition as dis- 


‘led officers, and, secondly, the pay of retirement on the basis 


These office understand the provisions of the measure thor- 
hey believe that they are reasonably just and have 
measure since July 11, 1921, when it was first re 

rted by the Military Affairs Committee of the Senate 
They believe, and rightly, that their separate retired list 
ich the War Department has insisted upon will be an honor 
Il, se none, upon which any disabled American officer 

Well {¢ proud to have his name inscribed, 
WHEKKE THE SUPPORT COMES FROM 

Phe conscience of the Nation has been awakened to the injus- 


these disabled officers, and millions of persons through 
various ranizations have called upon the Congress to 
andon their delay and enact this just measure. 


Y 
} 
i 








In this connection the following nationally known organiza- 
is have adopted resolutions requesting congressional action 
the retirement measure: 
VETERAN ORGANIZATIONS AND MILITQRY SocreTIES WHICH 
114 IA ED RESOLUTIONS INDORSING LEGISLATION FOR TITE RETIRE- 
1 or DISABLED EMERGENCY ARMY OFFICERS 
AMERICAN LEGION 
§ I ] ( , 1919, 
I I nvention, Minneapolis, Minn., November, 1919. 
. il convention, Cleveland, Ohio, September, 1920 
! convention, Kansas City, Mo., November, 1921. 
I th nal convention, New Orleans, La., October, 1022. 
ift nutio convention, San Francisco, Calif., October, 1923. 
Sixth national convention, St. Paul, Minn., September, 1924. 
Seventh national convention, Omaha, Nebr., October, 1925. 
Kig national convention, Philadelphia, Pa., October, 1926. 
Ninth national convention, Paris, France, September, 1927. 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 
Twenty-first national encampment, Washington, D. C., September, 
eI 
wenty ond national encampment, Detroit, Mich., September, 1921, 
Twenty-third national encampment, Seattle, Wash., September, 1922. 
V y irth national encampment, Norfolk, Va., September, 1923. 
wenty h uational encampment, tlantie City, N. J., September, 
i 
iy ty-sixth national encampment, Tulsa, Okla., September, 1925. 
Twenty-seventh national encampment, El Paso, Tex., September, 1926, 
Twenty-eighth national encampment, Providence, R. IL, September, 
DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS OF THE WORLD WAR 
First nvention, Detroit, Mich., June, 1921. 
nd national convention, San Francisco, Calif., June, 1922. 
fhird national convention, Minneapolis, Minn., June, 1923, 
I th national convention, Salt Lake City, Utah, June, 1924, 
] h national convention, Omaha, Nebr., June, 1925 
Sixth national convention, Atlanta, Ga., June, 1926. 
Sey 1 national convention, El Paso, Tex., June, 1927. 
MILITARY ORDER OF THE WORLD WAR 
Sec innual convention, Atlantic City, N. J., September, 1922, 
j nnual convention, Washington, D. C., Oetober, 1923. 
} 1 annual convention, Boston, Mass., October, 1924. 
Fit nnual eonvention, New York, N. Y., October, 1925. 
i} convention, Philadelphia, Pa., October, 1926, 
nual convention, Baltimore, Md., October, 1927. 
NATIONAL GUARD ASSOCIATION 
I 1 nvention, February, 1923. 
St. A convention, February, 1926, 
‘ vention, November, 1926, 
; Paul « vention, October, 1927. 
. RESERVE OFFICERS’ ASSOCIATION 
First annual convention, Washington, D. C., October, 1922, 
I 1 annual convention, Kansas City, Mo., October, 1925. 


I annual convention, Norfolk, Va., October, 1926. 
Sixth annual convention, Milwaukee, Wis., Octobez, 1927, 
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ADJUTANTS GENERAL ASSOCIATION 


New Orleans convention. 


ARMY AND NAVY LEGION OF HONOR 
*hiladelphia convention. 
ARMY AND NAVY LEGION OF VALOR 
Washington convention. 
UNITED STATES BLIND VETERANS OF THE WORLD WAB 
Baltimore convention. 
MILITARY ORDER OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES 


New York meeting of national council. 


Resolutions indorsing this legislation were also adopted bh 
the Naval and Military Order of the Spanish-American War and 
by the Military Order of the Gold Star. 

Following are copies of the resolutions passed by the maj 
veteran organizations in their last national conventions: 





AMERICAN LEGION 
Whereas the American Legion at each of its national conventions } 
overwhelmingly voted to have enacted into law legislation for 
retirement of emergency Army officers permanently disabled in lin 


duty during the World War so as 


to retireme 


them on the same footing 


to place 


s the other eight class 


nta s of disabled officers who are n 
on the retired lists; and 
Whereas the American Legion has previously indorsed the princip! 


of this long-pending legislation; and 


Whereas measures similar to the Tyson-Fitzgerald bills of the Sixt 
ninth Congress which would have granted this justice will be intr 
duced in the Seventieth Congress: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the American Legion in convention assembled at Par 
France, this 2ist day of September, That we hereby reaflirm our previo 
action on this legislation and urge its enactment by the Seventi 
Congress, 

DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS 

Whereas the disabled emergency officers of the Army are denied 
privilege of retirement for physical disability that is allowed all ot! 
disabled officers, and such treatment is a discrimination against thr 
and a treatment not administered to the other eight classes of disabl 


officers who served during the World War; and 
Whereas 
just, and has been so recognized by various organizations of veterans of 
the World War and other wars, by the legislatures of 12 States, and 
many political, il, and civic organizations who have indorsed p 
posed legislation which would, if enacted, correct this injustice; and 


such treatment is shamefully discriminatory and grossly u! 


soci 





Whereas the Disabled American Veterans of the World War have 
six of their annual national conventions petitioned Congress to ad 
corrective legislation in this regard, and each passing day bas n 
strongly confirmed them in their view that the discrimination cor 
plained of is grossly unjust, and is contrary to the spirit which 
mated the call to the colors to which the disabled emergency off 
responded ; and 

Whereas bills known as the Tyson and Fitzgerald bills were intr 
duced in the Sixty-ninth Congress, but failed of ultimate passa 


though a majority of both Houses favored them; and 
Whereas legislation having the same purpose in view will be present 


to the Seventicth Congress: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Disabled American Veterans of the World War 
seventh annual convention assembled at El Paso, Tex., June 20 to * 


1927, do hereby heartily reaffirm the action taken at previous conv 
tions, indorsing the privilege of retirement for disabled emergency off 
on an equal basis with all other classes of disabled officers of the Wo 
War now on the retired list, and do most earnestly urge upon thi 
gress of the United States appropriate legislation to secure this ré 
and 

Resolved further, That this resolution be printed and copies of 
same be transmitted to the President of the United States, the \ 
President of the United States, and each Member of the Senatk t 
United States and each Member of the House of Representatives of t 
United States, 


th 


VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Be it resolved by the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United Sti 


in its twenty-cighth annual national encampment assembled at / 


dence, R. I., September, 1927, That they again reiterate unanimot 
their resolutions of past years in favor of the retirement of the di 





emergency officers of the World War on the same basis and unc 
same privileges of the officers of the Regular Army, without regard 
reference to any stated disability; and be it further 

Resolved, That we can not but look with disfavor upon any atien 
to sidetrack this worthy and equitable measure and decided discrim 
tion between the Regular Army Establishment and between 
offered their lives in the emergency and percentage of battl 
as weil as in numbers, far exceeding that of the Regular Est 
and 

Whereas a poll of the Members of Congress indicated sentiment in 


favor of the passage of this measure by a vote of 5 to 1, and the 


men W 
e casu 


ablishm 
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- Second annual convention, New Orleans, La., 1 | G 
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J ! Men's Nonpartisan Association, Franklin County, Ohio, 

‘ t Chapter, Sons of tl Re lution 

c i Department, Disabled Veterans of the World War. 

Al > Pe No. 2, American Legion, San Antonio. 

Bald raswell, and Sealey Chapter, Disabled American Veterans 
of the rfd War, Louisiana 

lo W ter Rhoads Post, American Legion, Payette, Idaho. 

iH tal Chapt Disabled American Veterans of the World War, 
Castle Point, N. ¥ 

I County Commit American Legion, Buffalo, N. Y. 

\ No La Société 40 Hommes and 8 Chevaux, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Ss i I ntr Pos No. 487, American Lezion, New York, | 
N. ¥ 

( 1 Frar Vinton G ie Post, No. 71, Veterans of Foreign 
War N Zorn, H. 3 

( i ost, No. 273, American Legion, Los Angeles 

I Pa., 4 t, No 7, American Legion 

State ‘ ce, Pennsylvania National Guard Association, Wash 
ington, | 

Buffalo Chapter, Sons of the American Revolution. 

dy (N. Y.) Post, No. 21, American Legion, 

Ceor Rk. Anderson Post, American Legion, Ardmore, Okla 

Piat Park Post, No, 148, American Legion, Sulphur, Okla. 

Samuel C. Hart Post, American Legion, Salisbury, N. ¢ 

| 1A. il hrey Post, No. &, American Legion, Casa Grande, Ariz, 

Philadelphia County Council, United Spanish War Veterans, Phila- 
delpl 

Cuyahoga County (Ohio) Council, American Legion. 

John A. Logan, jr., Camp, No. 17, United Spanish War Veterans. 

Civil Employes Association of World War Veterans of the State of 
New Yorl 

Arthur Houts Post, No. 2, American Legion. 

lL. T. Boydston Post, No. 89, American Legion, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Sacramento Chapter, No, 6, Disabled American Veterans of the World 
War 

Sacramento Post, No. 61, American Legion, 

Ios Angeles Post, No. 1, Disabled Veterans of the Werld War. 

Eau Claire (Wis.) Camp, No. 27, United Spanish War Veterans, 

Oney Johnston Post, No. 38, American Legion, Appleton, Wis. 

Gun and Blade Club, University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis. 

Army Transport Post, No. 747, American Legion, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Major John Purroy Mitchell Chapter, Disabled American Veterans of 
the World War, Fox Hills, N. Y. 

i. L. Jones Post, No. 91, American Legion, Oconomowoc, Wis. 


City Interpost Ceuncil, American Legion, Los Angeles, 


Wayne County Council, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Detroit, Mich, 

Post No. 177, American Legion, Ocean Park, Calif. 

Post No. 1, Disabled American Veterans of the World War, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

Los Angeles County Council, American Legion. 

los Angeles Reserve Officers’ Association, 

Los Angeles Unit, United Veterans of the Republic. 

Greater Boston Chapter, Military Order of the World War. 


Quentin Roosevelt Chapter, No, 5, Disabled American Veterans of the 


World War, Los Angeles. 
Missouri Department, Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
New Jersey Depaitment, Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
General Jacob Hi. Smith Post, No, 83, Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
inciunati Society Los Angeles, Calif. 


ong Beach (Calif.) Camp, No. 440, Woodmen of the World, 

Delaney Post, No. 26, American Legion, Philadelphia, Pa. 
American Legion, Beaver City, Nebr. 

ost No, 250, American Legion, Tujunga, Calif. 


wre ek 


{ 
J 
I 
Post No, 28, 
I 
I 





ong Beach (Calif.) Chapter, No, 17, Disabled American Veterans. 

MacArthur Camp, No. 25, United Spanish War Veterans, Santa 
Monica, Calif, 

lind Veterans’ Chapter, Disabled American Veterans. 

Benjamin Franklin Post, No. 405, American Legion, Philadelphia, Pa. 
PartiaAL List OF MISCELLANEOUS CIVIC ORGANIZATIONS WHICH HAVE 


PASSED RESOLUTIONS INDORSING LEGISLATION FOR THE RETIREMENT 


or DISABLED EMBPRGENCY ARMY OFFICERS 

Alhambra (Calif.) Chamber of Commerce. 

American Medical Association, St. Louis convention, May, 1922, and 
Washington, D. C., convention, May, 1927. 

Bry Mawr Men's Club, Chicago. 

D lle «1L.) Council, Knights of Columbus, 

| (Calif.) Chamber of Commerce. 

ex ge Club of Hollywood, Calif. 

i 1! Order of Eagles, Milwaukee national convention, 

Hiarr urg (Va.) Chamber of Commerce. 


Kiwanis Club, Tujunga, Calif. 


Lions Club, Appleton, Wis 
Lions Club of Santa Monica, Calif. 
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce. 


Los Angeles City Council. 
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Los Angeles Municipal Engineers’ 


Association. 


Lowville (N. Y Chamber of Commerce. 
National Bureau of Casualty and Surety Underwriters of New Yi: 
City. 
Niagara Falls (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce. 
Normal Lodge, I. O. O. F., No. 509, Chicago. 
Northwest Chamber of Commerce Los Angeles. 
Payette (Idaho) Commercial Club. 
Public Affairs Committee, Union League Club, Chicago, 
Red Arrow Club, Appleton, Wis. 
Rosemead (Calif.) Chamber of Commerce, 
Rotary Club, La Junta, Colo. 
Rotary Club, Nisgara Falls, N. Y 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 
Santa Monica (Calif.) Chamber of Commerce, 
Thoburn Methodist Episcopal Church Brotherhood, Chicago, 
Traders’ Live Stock Exchange, Chicago, 
Tujunga (Calif.) Chamber of Commerce 
Tupper Lake (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
Venice Branch, Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 
Wilmington (N. C.) Chamber of Commerce. 
THE PRESS INDORSES IT 
The leading newspapers of America indorse the measur 


These include not only the great metropolitan dailies in every 
section of the country, but the smaller papers which serve t! 
rural communities of the country, including the farm journa! 
and weeklies. 

The following newspapers and periodicals have run editorials 
favorable to legislation granting retirement to permanently d 
ubled emergency Army officers of the World War. Some of 
these have run two, three, and four editorials, and, no doubt, 
papers other than those listed have run similar favorab) 
editorials: 


Akron Times-Vress, Albuquerque Journal, American Legion Month 
Arizona Daily Star, Arizona Gazette, Arizona Republican, Ashey 


Citizen, Atlanta Georgian, Atlanta Journal, Atlantic City Daily P 
Birmingham (Ala.) Post, Boston American, Boston Herald, Boston 
Post, Boston Transcript, Brooklyn Citizen, Brooklyn Daily Bagle, Brook 
lyn Daily Times, Brooklyn Standard Union, Daily News, C 
cago Daily Tribune, Chicago Evening American, Chicago Evening I: 
Chicago Herald and Examiner, Christian Monitor, Cincinna 
Enquirer, Clarksburg (W. Va.) Daily Telegram, Cleveland News, Col 
rado Springs Gazette, Columbus Evening Dispatch, Dallas News, Dall 
Times-Herald, Dayton Evening Herald, Denver Evening News, D 
Moines Register, Detroit Times, Disabled American Veterans’ Sen 
Monthly, Duluth Herald, Elmira Advertiser, El Paso Post, Fond du L 


Chicago 


Science 


(Wis.) Daily Commonwealth, Fort Worth Star-Telegram, Greensbo: 
(N. C.) Daily News, Hartford Courant, Hoosick Falls (N. Y.) Pre 
Hoosick Falls (N. Y.) Standard, Huntington (W. Va.) Herald-Dispat 


Indianapolis News, Jersey Journal, Kansas City Times, Knoxville New 


Sentinel, Los Angeles Daily News, Los Angeles Evening Express, Los 
Angeles Evening Herald, Los Angeles Examiner, Los Angeles Recor: 


Los Angeles Times, Milwaukee Sentinel, Minneapolis Journal, Minnesot 
Daily Star, Nashville Banner, National Tribu: 
Stars and Stripes, Newark (N. J.) Bvening News, New Haven Journal 
Courier, New Mexico State Tribune, New York American, New Yor! 
Evening Post, New York Evening Graphic, New York Daily News, Ni 
York Herald-Tribune, New York Journal, New York Mirror, New York 
Sun, New York Telegram, New York Telegraph, New York Times, Ni 
York World, Niagara Falls Gazette, Omaha Outlook, Palmyra 
(N, Y.) Courier, Pawtucket (R. I.) Times, Payette (Idaho) Enterpris: 
Petersburg (Va.) Progressive Index, Vhiladelphia Bulletin, Pittsbu: 
Portland (Me.) Press-Herald, Portland (Oreg.) News, Rivers 
(Calif.) Daily Press, St. Louis Globe-Democrat, St. Louis Post-Dispatc] 


Nashville Tennessean, 


Lee, 


Press, 


St. Louis Times, St. Paul Dispatch, St. Paul Times, San Antonio Li 

San Diego Sun, San Diego Union, San Francisco Call and Post, 8 
Francisco Chronicle, San Francisco Examiner, San Irancisco Jour! 
San Jose Mercury-Herald, Seattle Daily Journal of Commerce, 8 
boygan Press, Sporting Goods Dealer, Stars and Stripes, Washingt 
Herald, Washington News, Washington Post, Washington Star, Was! 
ington Times, Waterbury (Conn.) Republican, Wisconsin News, W: 


cester (Mass.) Telegram. 


In order to show the feeling of the press toward the pending 
legislation the following editorials are quoted, being similar 


in tone to hundreds which have appeared in newspapers 
throughout the country: 
[From the Christian Science Monitor] 


However much may of President 
program, it does not seem justifiable to fise it as an excuse for p: 
venting the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill, putting the disabled emergency 
Army officers on the same retirement pay as the Regulars, from coming 


one approve Coolidge’s economy 


to vote in the Congress Regular officers who were disabled in the 
line of duty during the World War have been allowed to retire on 
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law passed by and 
son May 18, 1917, section 10 of article 7 read in part 

That ali offic and enlisted men of the forces herein provided for, 


than the Regular Army, shall be in all respects on the same foot 


country has 


as Congress 


sé ription 


ers 


other 


ing as to pay, allowances, and pensions as officers and enlisted men of 
the corresponding grades and lengths of service in the Regular Army.” 

Nine-tenths of the men who took commissions never read or thought 
of the provisions of that paragraph at that time. Their service was 
voluntary and unselfish. Should censure attach to the little group of 
».000 who were disabled in service now that they find an unfulfilled 
pledge upon the statute books of their country? 

The Tyson-Fitzgerald bill has been twice passed by the Senate. In 
all justice it should be made law by the affirmative vote of the House. 


[hrom the New York Evening Post] 


Twice has the Senate passed the bill providing for the retirement of 


our disabled emergency Army officers, each time by an overwhelming 
vote, and twice has the House—or, rather, an obstructive minority of 
the Ilouse—-refused to allow the bill to come to a vote in that body. 
There are nine classes of officers who were disabled in the World War. 
or eight of these Congress has enacted retirement legislation. In 
cluded in the eight are the emergency officers of the Navy and the 
emergency officers of the Marine Corps. Only the emergency officers of 
the Army have been neglected. 

Discrimination could not go further. If it reflected the prevailing 
feeling in Congress, it would be an indictment of the national sense of 
justice But it does not represent the general feeling either at Wash 
ington or through the country. It merely testifies to the fatal effec- 
tiveness of the abuse of parliamentary tactics. 

rhe willingness of a few Congressmen to punish American citizens 


for the heinous crime of having served their country in a time of 
crisis, to their own injury, imposes upon the majority of the House, and 
especially upon the leaders, the duty of asserting the right of the 
majority to rule rhe emergency officers of the Army have waited long 


enough for simple justice. 





{From the Kansas City Times] 
is one illustration of the slow and uncertain procedure of Con- 
a matter demanding attention is before it: Officers who par- 


Here 
gress when 


ticipated in the World War were divided into nine classes—that is, 
Regular, provisional, and emergency officers in the Army, in the Navy, and 
in the Marine Corps. The Nation's obligation to make some provision 
for such of these officers as were disabled through performance of duty 
was recognized shortly after the close of the war, The result was that 
eight of the nine classes of disabled officers were placed on the retired 
list, with moderate compensation privileges. Only the Army emergency 


roup was left out, the emergency officers of both the Navy and Marine 
Corps having been. provided for. 


Why discriminate against the single group, one out of the nine? No 
satisfactory answer has been forthcoming. There are only about 2,000 


disabled officers involved in this one class. But they deserve equal 
treatment with the rest. Most of them are men past middle age; many 
have dependents, and a considerable number were drawn into Army 


service from the professions where remuneration had been limited. "A 
bill now pending in Congress is designed to make necessary provision 
of World War veterans. It known as the 
lyson-Fitzgerald bill. Twice it has passed the Senate; four times it 
has been reported favorably by “a House committee. Yet, due to one of 
deep mysteries that now and then enshroud action of a branch of 
the never been allowed reach a vote in the 


for this limited class is 


those 
Congress, measure has to 
House 

Arguments of economy do not hold, because of the small number of 
yeterans concerned and the limited expense that would be necessary to 
place them on the retirement list. Arguments from principle similarly 
ure valueless, since the same type of recognition now sought long ago 
was nccorded the eight other classes, two of them emergency classes, 
Nor is any impairment of the rights of enlisted men involved. The best 
evidence of this is the fact the American Legion, in which enlisted men 


strongly predominate, has called for enactment of the Tyson-Fitzgerald 


bill or its equivalent in every convention it has held for the last six 
years. Belated justice ought to be done these officers. 
{From the Los Angeles Examiner] 

Two officers fought side by side in the American Army, Both were 
disabled in the line of duty. 

One was a Regular officer. He was allowed by Congress to retire 
on 75 per cent of his war-time pay. He is comfortable for life, as he 
should be after offering his life and sacrificing his health in the 


Nation's service 

The other man, likewise wounded and permanently disabled, was an 
emergency Army officer, a civilian who had come up through a citizens’ 
raining camp. He performed the same war-time service as the Regular 


But when he was crippled he 


officer and got the same war-time pay. 
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found Congress had made no provision for him to retira on 75 
of war-time pas All he got was a smali disability pension. In 
of being comfortable for life he was in want. 

This is the situation of 1,800 disabled emer ‘vy Army ofl 
They are the sole class of officers who are thus unfairly treated. R 
tirement pay is allowed not only to disabled Regular Army offic: 
to disabled emergency officers in the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The Congress which meets to-day should remedy this injust 


passing the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill, putting the disabled emergeney A 
officers 


on the same retirement pay as the Regulars The bill wo 
have passed last session if Senators and Congressmen had had a 
to pass it, but the dominant steering committees in House and 
prevented it from coming to vote on the alleged ground that it 
the President’s economy program. 
Nobody will believe that the President wants to economix i 


single class of disabled war veterans selected for persecution. ! 
country were impoverished we ought to sell bonds to raise the $1,994 
a year which it will cost to care for these men the few y 
still with us jut we are not impoverished; Congress finds a 
so full that it can refund $250,000,000 to the 1925 
The Tyson-Fitzgerald bill should promptly be 
mittee both Llouses 
calendar, and passed, 


ars ft 
Tr 
income-tax | 
reported 


preferred 


out 


pl ice 


ot 


to of Congress, given a ou 


[From the Colorado Springs Gazette] 

The American Legion puts at the head of its legislative program 
the coming of Congress a bill authorizing retirement for d 
abled emergency Army officers. The Legion has been fighting the batt 
of the disabled ever since it was organized in St. Louis some eight yea 
ago. It Won most every except this one and it intends 
press for action on the matter until justice is accorded, and what 
asked is no more than justice. 

Nine classes of officers fought in the World War—regular, provisior 
and emergency officers in Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, Regul 
and provisional disabled officers in all three services were granted 
tirement privileges as a matier of course. Emergency officers in 
Navy and Marine Corps were quickly accorded the same treatm 
They held equal status in war; they deserve to hold equal status 
peace. The disabled emergency Army officer alone is denied retirem 
and the fact amounts to rank discrimination. The Legion insists 
this injustice be corrected 

Nothing asked that not already been granted 
The request does not violate any established principle; in f 
it is in keeping with long-established policy with respect to the ar 
The effort is not to claim for the able-bodied emerge: 
officer any of the privileges that go with regular service in the Ari 
The claim is advanced in behalf of disabled officers only and a 4d 
abled officer rates the consideration that is 
disabled regular officer. His disability by reason of service is as cer 
tain; his incapacity to earn a living is no less; his material needs a 


session 


has case 


is has in other 1 


cases, 


forces. made 


emergency same shown 


no easier to mect, The disabled emergency officer rightfully can 
vance every claim that is put forward in behalf of regular or pr 
visional officer, and when he is denied equal treatment he is deni 


simple justice and made the object of rank discrimination. 

The Legion on firm ground when it insists that the Governm: 
correct this condition and it is to be hoped that Congress will not 
long in meeting the request, 


Is 


CONGRESSMEN FAVOR THE RETIREMENT PRINCIPLE 


The attitude of an overwhelming majority in both Senate and 
House is favorable toward retiring the disabled emergency offi- 
cers, and these bodies would pass the Tyson-Fitzgerald bill with 
a bang if allowed to vote upon it. 

Here is the way the Members of the Senate and House stand 
at present on the measure, as shown by their own letters writ- 
ten recently on this subject: 


i i | 


| No word | 


“a Friendly | sa a Opposed | or vacan-| To 
f | He cies 
perio earpreeeyromeperet aa 
ee EE 74 | 5 8 | 8 1 } 
eR inicdignanchteakel 68 | 8&3 63 | 10 | 11 


This analysis shows the situation. It is the actual attitude 0! 
the legislators, given over their own signatures, 

These friendly and supporting Members of the House and 
Senate have been prevented from voting upon this measure 
which they favor by the use of parliamentary procedure, 11- 
voked by a small group of powerful opponents who occupy k 
positions. 

THE WILL ENACT IT 

The measure has twice passed the Senate (50 to 14 and 6 
to 14), and will pass again by a greater majority when brough' 
to a vote. It will pass the House by an overwhelming majority 
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broken and maimed bodies, they were forced to support them- | ¢, ‘ the Regula who ve been ired for p 
ves and their families upon a few dollars a day, when they | , 7 in ed in line of 1d shall be titled ie 
alized that the shattered bedy and reduced income was due | n pr ves and medica) 1 a8 : 
ely to their patriotism—to their willingness, their desire, to \uthorized by the United States Veterans’ Bureau, and shall 8 
sk all and play a man’s part in defense of their country? date of receipt of their appl ion etired | a ee e of 75 
WEARY YEARS OF WAITING | tur tl piay » which tl were enti 1 at tl time of t ix 
These crippled officers have now waited 10 long, weary years os e from their commission¢ oe except pay under G 
Years spent in pain for many, in discomfort for others. All have | °f M@y 18, 1920: Provided, Tha y ane alt es to whi 
n definitely weighted down in “life’s handicap.” These 10 | or officers may b _ Ger - f tk ¥ 
ears have been years of penury, years of scrimping and saving, | * e paid solely out of the mi y and naval compensation o 
ars of forced economy on the necessities of their families. Do | ” rg fund of the United 5 : Bureau 1 sha a 
u think that these officers alone have paid? Ask their wives ; or fi or p is 
and children whether they have been well housed, sufficiently lint om ; r 6, 1917, and amend 
ressed, properly educated, adequately fed, during this 10-year |; ™°"'s ! 0, except otherwis t 1 here nd exce rs pre 
eriod of weary waiting, years during which the country hé vane — : = - a Se : ae 
emed with prosperity. It isn’t the disabled officer alone whom ; yi i a as ’ . of the { wr'rndisrhets 
Congress has forced to pay for the privilege of defending our | CUP'"S World War, other than &s ; f the Regular Army 
untry in its hour of danger. ¥ ¢ ‘ ysical disability in line of 
7 ‘ } ( I rw hereaft Y rated less t 30 
WILL FIGHT TO THE } I I nore than 10 per ntum perm tad bility by e 
The three thousand and odd disabled emergency officers who | United St s \ rns’ Bureau, shall, from date of receipt of appli 
ave thus far been neglected by their supposedly grateful Gi Ca e Director of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, be 
rhnment are not discouraged by the failure of the Congress to | p ‘ id thereafter continued on, the emergency officers’ retired 
act. They have naturally been disappointed over the inability ist of tl World War, created by this act, with the rank held by 
f the Members to vote on their bill, and they have been sad them wil discharged from their commissioned service, but without 
dened at the thought that, while the legislation was being held d shall be entitled only to such compensation and other 
up during the past sessions of parliamentary procedure, their enefits as are now or may hereafter be provided by law or regulations 
comrades were dying of their war disabilities, and have there- | of the United States Veterans’ Bureau, together with all privileges 


fore been permanently denied the justice so rightly due them 
rom the Nation they protected at the cost of their own lives, 


us are now or may hereafter be provided for by law or regulations for 


| officers of the Reguiar Army who have been retired for physical dis- 
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ability incurred in line of duty: Provided further, That the retired | order of receipt in the Veterans’ Bureau, and sueh register shall 
list created by this act shall be published aunually in the Army | conclusive as to date of receipt of any application filed under 
Register. act. The term “ World War” as used herein is defined as ine! 
Sec, 2. No person shall be entitled to benefits under the provisions | the period from April 6, 1917, to July 2, 1921. 
of this act- except he make application as hereinbefore provided and | 
DI ; ae ; I Pare NUMBER OF BENEFICIARIES AND COST 
his application is received in the United States Veterans’ Bureau within 
12 months after the passage of this act: Provided, That the said The United States Veterans’ Bureau has compiled the follo 
director shall establish a register and applications made hereunder | ing table showing the number of beneficiaries under the prop 
sha entered therein as of the actual date of receipt and in the legislation and the cost of retiring them: 
Emergency Army officers rated on a permanent basis al 30 per cent or more, showing amount of compensatio » and cost ment, September 80, 19 
| 
Permanent partial, 30 | , on 
srmanent tota rte 
| per cent or more Permanent tot Total | 
ni Ce 
Rank | wii : {eee SSSA — «5 per cent of ; 
* - } s Pay rate | nag wale we 
' {| Monthly ' Monthly Monthly pa} 
umber |} Number ¢ mbe 
| Number | payment | ae payment Number payment 
i 
- } ' i val eeeecenem i + il 
General.......... bibl a tenable acaba a 1 | OORO0 ho. a antinncales oa 1 $500. 00 $375. 00 $37 
NO cS eo a a | 5 205. 00 | 7 $500. 00 12 $33. 33 250. 00 3, 000 
Lientenant colonel... | 17 878. 00 13 1, 350. 00 | 30 201. 66 218. 75 6, 56% 
Ma : 113 3.00 | 91 9, 478. 00 204 250. 00 187. 50 38, 25 
Captain 5. 00 339 35, 620, 0 793 200. 00 150. 00 118, § 
First lieutenant 00 422 £3, 685, 00 | 1, 102 77, 91 166. 66 124, 00 137. 
Second lieutenan 5. 00 361 $5, 763. 00 | S88 61, 468. 00 125. 00 | 93. 75 83 
| 
Total ee ee 1, 797 89, 740. 00 | i, 233 126, 696. 00 3, 030 Be ene 88, 
$358, 1 10 12 $4,657,650, annnal cost of retirement. 
$216,4 12= $2,597,232, annual compensation. ; 
84,657,650 — $2,597, 232 = $2,050,418, annual increased cost of retirement. 
This statement excludes 960 arrested 'T’. B. cases receiving a statutory $50 award where the tuberculosis has been evaluated according to the rating schedule at less 


x) per cent permanent partial. 

An examination of the above table shows that the total annual { 
cost of retiring the 3,030 eligibles will be $4,657,650, but when 
the $2,597 they now receive annually as compensation is j 
deducted it makes the increased annual cost of retiring these 
oflicers only $2,060,418. In connection with these statisties it 
must be remembered that the death rate among men wounded, 
or who have suffered great physical strain, is exceedingly high 
and that they will die much sooner than the ordinary expect- 
ancy of life figures would indicate. 

Compare this cost of relieving these badly crippled and 
maimed officers with the $685,000,000 Government surplus which 
was on hand the end of the last fiscal year. To consider the 
financial relief through tax reduction to be given the taxpayers 
is to agree that the small cost of this just relief measure for the 
crippled officers should not stand in the way of its enactment 
into law. 

In hearings on this legislation during previous sessions, Meim- 
bers of Congress expressed themseives in the following terms 
with reference to the cost of the measure: 


o> 





} 


The time to figure the cost of this measure or any other war measure 
was in April, 1917. This is one of the necessary, inevitable costs of the 
war, and I do not care whether it goes into five, six, or seven figures. It 


will have to be met eventually. There is no Member of Congress who 
was in the Sixty-fifth Congress who wes not determined that the boys | 
who went across and fought in the World War should be properly cared 
for You will find that expression in the Recorp in the discussion of 
every appropriation bill at that time. (Representative LAGUARDIA.) 
The Congress of the United States rightly did not quibble over expense 
when it to putting these men on the firing line. (Representative 


JEPFERS, ) 


came 


Statistics given in The War with Germany, by Leonard P. 
Ayres, chief of the statistics branch of the General Staff of 
the Army, an official publication, show that war expenditures 


during the final 10 months of the conflict averaged over 
$44,000,000 a day. This, when taken into consideration with 


the fact that the additional cost to the Government to retire 
the disabled emergency officers, who played such a conspicuous 
part in Winning the war, is but a little over $2,000,000 a year, 
makes the sum invelyed insignificant. Or, in other words. the 
$2,000,000 added cost to retire these gallant men, if assessed 
annually among our population of 110,000,000 would | 


people, 


figure down to a postage stamp 
HISTORY OF TH LEGISLATION 
The nine-year history of this legislation in the Congress is in 


reality the history of a series of efforts on the part of its oppo- 
nents to kill the legislation in committee. The Legion, and 
friendly legislators on their part, have endeavored to overcome 
this form of strategy through obtaining a vote upon the meas- 
ure on the floor of the Senate and the House. 


The opposition of the War Department, and the influence of | 
this opposition upon the Military Affairs Committees of the 
Senate and House, have been the chief obstacles to retirement 
and the determining factors in the amendments which have 


modified the original form of the legislation and caused the 
Legion and the other veteran organizations to indorse the pre 
ent Tyson and Fitzgerald bills, 

During this nine-vear struggle in committee each side has 
given ground. The War Department no longer opposes the 
legislation officially. This is chiefly due to the Legion's accept 
ance of certain of the War Department's demands for amend 
ment to the original retirement measure. 

Now that the legislation is about to be enacted into law and 
the nine-year fight for the disabled emergency Army officers 
won, some opponents now say, “ You have modified the form of 
the original measure: therefore I um opposed to the legislation 
in its present form.” We shall see whether this assertion 
backed up by sound reasoning, as the measure cares for the 
officers who have been severely disabled permanently. 

SIXTY-SIXTH 

Straight retirement for disability, such as has been extended 
to the other eight classes of officers, Was the original purpose 
of the Legion, and legislation was requested in this form fro 
the Congress in 1919. The War Department thereupon began 
vigorous opposition to this straight retirement measure. On 
July 17, 1919, the Secretary of War wrote a letter to the chai 
mab of the Military Affairs Conimittee of the House, to whi 
the legislation had been referred, expressing the War Depa 


CONGRESS 


| ment’s disapproval of the measure and opposing the retirement 


under the same conditions as received by officers of the Regul: 
Army. The Military Affairs Committee of the House thereupon 
refused to report the measure. 

The Stevenson bill was then introduced in the House on D 
cember 8, 1919. The form of this bill was altered in the hop 
that it would be referred to a committee other than the Hous 
Military Affairs Committee, which was still holding up t 
original retirement measure, 

This Stevenson bill provided compensation for the emergen 
officers who ineurred disabilities that officers of the Regular 
Army received on being retired for like disabilities. Notwith 
standing this change in form, the Stevenson bill was referred 
to the House Military Affairs Committee. 

However, on February 28, 1920, the Military Affairs Com 
mittee was discharged on the bill and it was referred to the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee of the House 
on March 2, 1920, this committee was discharged and the bill 
referred to the Ways and Means Committee; and on March 11, 
1920, this latter committee was discharged and the bill again 
referred to the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee 

The War Department opposition to the legislation continued, 
notwithstanding the change in the form of the measure. On 
March 13, 1920, the Secretary of War wrote a letter to the 
chairman of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committe: 


| estimating that 19,910 emergency officers would come under 


this bill, and receive annual payments of $31,099,420, This 
preposterous estimate being contained in an official letter, the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee hesitated and 
deferred action on the bill. 
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Speaker refused to grant the recognition, and the measure again 
died, after being passed by the Senate, with the expiration of 
the Sixty-eighth Congress, March 4, 1925. 


FIRST SESSION SIXTY-NINTH CONGRESS 


At the Glose of the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress 
the situation on the Tyson and Fitzgerald bills was as follows: 

The Fitzgerald bill (11. R. 4548) had been introduced in the 
House of Representatives December 9, 1925, by Roy G. Firz- 
GURALD, legionnaire, of Dayton, Ohio, Representative from the 
hird congressional district of that State. Hearings were there- 
upon held by a subcommittee of the World War Veterans’ Com- 
mittee of the House as follows: Representative Firz@erabp, 
chairman: Representative Tuappeus C. Sweer, of Phoenix, 
N. Y.; and Representative LAMAR JErreRs, legionnaire, of An- 
niston, Als Following a favorable report from the subcom- 
miitee to the Veterans’ Committee, that committee favorably 


being immediately placed upon the Union Calendar of the House. 
A minority report opposing the measure was signed by Repre- 
sentative Joun E. RANKIN, of Mississippi; Representative Brrp 
J. Vincent, of Michigan; Representative JAcop L. MILLIGAN, 
of Missouri; and Representative S. J. Montgomery, of Okla- 
home. all members of the Legion. 

On March 28, 1926, Chairman Roya C. JoHnson, legionnaire, 
of South Dakota, introduced House Resolution 193, to provide a 
rule for consida ration by the House of the Fitzgerald bill under 
the ijive-minute rule, the debate to continue for not to exceed 
five hours. The resolution was referred to the House Rules 
Committee. Two hearings were held upon House Resolution 
198 by the House Rules Committee, May 4, 1926, and June 22, 
i926, at the latter hearing Roserr G. Simmons, of Nebraska, 
Biro J. Vincent, of Michigan, Joan E. RANKIN, of Mississippi, 
and Racepu E. Uppike, of Indiana, all legionnaires, arguing 
against a report on the measure. The session adjourned July 
3, 1926, without action on the part of the Rules Sg osu the 
bill still remaining upon the Union Calendar of the House. 

The Tyson bill, S, 3027, similar to the Fitzgerald bill, wa 
introduced in the Senate February 1 by Senator LAWRENCE D. 
Tyson, legionnaire, of Knoxville, Tenn. The measure was im- 
mediately referred to the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, 
which held hearings upon the measure on March 5, 1926. On 
March 25 the Tyson bill was favorably reported to the Senate 
by this committee, Report No, 483, and the bill placed upon the 
Senate calendar. Although Senator Tyson made repeated 
efforts, he was unuble to obtain Senate consideration of the 
measure, and the session ended with the Tyson bill being Order 
No, 486 under Rule VIIL of the General Orders of the Senate, 
standing sixth on the list of orders. 

SECOND SESSION SIXTY-NINTH CONGRESS 

The problem confronting final enactment of the Tyson-Fitz- 
gerald bill at the short session, Sixty-ninth Congress, was the 
time element involved, and the ability of opponents to turn this 
situation to their advantage through blocking its consideration 
by parliamentary tactics. 

The Senate procedure under leadership of Senator Tyson 
consisted in the straight attack, pushing the measure at all 
times, and endeavoring to obtain a vote wherever possible. 

The House procedure differed in that the consent of the lead- 
ers in control of the legislative program there, had to be won if 
a House vote was to be obtained. These steps consisted in the 
following 

First. Obtaining a rule from the House Rules Committee 
which would designate the conditions under which a vote would 
be had. 

Second. Favorable action by the House Steering Committee on 
this rule, which would recommend preferred status on the 
measure to the majority leader and the Speaker. 


hird. Decision on the part of the majority leader upon a def- 
inite time for Ilouse consideration of the bill, and lacking this— 


rourth. Consent of the Speaker to recognize the bill’s spokes- 
man so that it might be brought up and considered under suspen- 


sion of the rules, 
THE SENATE FIGHT 

Se tor Tyson began aggressive action as soon as the Con- 
ore nvened in December, 1926. At that stage of the session 
the Tyson bill could be reached only on the Unanimous Consent 
c ! though during the morning hour of the Senate, 
Which under the Senate rules follows an adjournment of the 
upper | the motion could be made that the bill be con- 
‘ red by the Senate, notwithstanding the lack of unanimous 
consent. Under these circumstances the Senate would vote on 


the question of considering the measure during the remainder 
of the morning hour and debate upon the bill would be had. 
Under the rules the morning hour of the Senate lasts for two 
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hours, but as the Senate usually recesses instead of adjourning, 
the morning hour does not occur daily—in fact, occurs on), 
about twice a week and lasts only two hours. 

When consideration is obtained on a measure through the 
method just outlined, a vote upon its passage must be had 
before the end of the morning hour if final action on the bill j 
to be obtained. The unfinished business of the Senate aut: 
matically comes up for consideration at the expiration of the 
morning hour, and consideration of the unfinished business ea) 
only be laid aside through unanimous consent. 

As the short session progressed the Senate situation disclosed 
that the extended debate upon the measure continually indulze 
in by opponents was for the purpose of delaying its considers 
tion, and was not an endeavor to bring further and necessar 
information to light on the merits of the bill. Senator Tyso. 
accordingly decided that he would not speak further upon the 
statement in its behalf had be« 
completed, and that he would request the Senate friends of the 
measure to follow a similar procedure. This method left it up 
to the opponents to consume whatever time existed for the bill 
consideration. This they did continually, repeating their tim: 
threadbure arguments against the measure, and whe: 
running out of these, with which the Senate had grown familia: 
during the seven years in which the measure had been eo: 
sidered, resorted to other delaying tacties, such as demandiny 
roll calls, to consume time, and thus block a Senate vote. 

An analysis of the Senate record for the session in this 
connection shows the following: 

December 17, 1926: Tyson bill antomatically came before the 
Senate on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. Consideration ob 
jected to by Senator Re Ep of Pennsylvania, thus preventing a vot 

January 8, 1927: Consideration under unanimous consent ob- 
jected to by Senator BinaHAm, of Connecticut, and Senat: 
Kinc, of Utah. Senator Tyson thereupon moved that, not 
withstanding the objection, the bill be considered, the Chair 
ruling that such a motion was in order. Senator BiInaquam 
then announced that he would appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair. After much debate had been consumed upon this latter 
motion, it Was apparent that no further time during the morn 
ing hour existed for consideration of the measure, and both 
motions were thereupon withdrawn. 

January 11, 1927: Senator Tyson during the morning hour 
moved consideration of the Tyson bill, Senator Brinewam there 
upon demanding a quorum call, which consumed considerabie 
time. Senator Tyson then delivered a masterful address i: 
behalf of the measure, opponents consuming time by interrup- 
tions and questioning, including another demand for a quorum 
call by Senator BincHAam a few minutes before 2 o'clock, at 
which time the morning hour expired, before a vote could be 
had upon the rete 

January 17, 1927: Senator Tyson requested unanimous con- 
sent for consideration of the bill, to which Senator BincHamM 
objected. Senator Tyson then moved that consideration be 
had, the objection notwithstanding, but after considerable d 
bate this motion was withdrawn when the approaching end 
of the morning hour made it apparent that a vote could not 
be had. 

January 31, 1927: Senator Tyson requested unanimous con 
sent for the bill’s consideration, Senator Kine objecting. Sena 
tor Tyson then moved that consideration be had notwithst: and- 
ing. After considerable debate the Vice President ruled that 
this motion was out of order on Monday. 

February 7, 1927: At a special night session of the Senate 
held to consider unobjected bills on the Senate calendar, Sen- 
ator Tyson requested unanimous consent for the bill’s consid- 
eration, Senator Rerep of Pennsylvania objecting. Senator 
Tyson then moved that the bill be considered, the objection not- 
withstanding. A yote was taken upon this question and the 
Senate decided 44 to 4 that the bill be immediately consider« 
Senator Wadsworth then spoke against the measure for con- 
siderable time, followed by Senator Rrep of Pennsylvania, who 
read into the Recorp a long letter written two years prior 
which he had read into the Recorp at that time—from an 
alleged official of a so-called veterans’ organization opposing the 
measure. It was subsequently shown that the author of this 
letter had since been sentenced to serve three months in the 
city jail of Los Angeles after being convicted of having solicited 
funds from the publie for a defunct veterans’ aid organizatio)). 

This was a remarkable situation. Only one opposing lcitter 
could be produced in two years, and that letter from a ma 
senten¢ ‘ed to jail in connection with veterans’ affairs! Senators 

friendly to the measure exerted every effort to obtain a vote al 
this time, but the opponents continued their delaying tactic 
and the hour of adjournment was finally reached with the 
opponents still talking, a vote upon the measure thereby again 
being prevented, 
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‘ n (Miss.) a ¥ Yes and ha n r I n Consi lered by ( i ne 
| COs y sf res 5 Li _ ot. sel te se h t its COST, i efi t Or ic t ity 
Metcalf (R. I : , Ye Y for its « ent are absolutely unknown, has not so far de- 
N (N. H. red the whisperers from their announced intention of fo 
me x . os Ves ra vote upon their proposal 
. ran (N. ¢ e ve It is unnecessary to point out that the enactment of ich 
I Ss (Colo “ Y Ye Ye ! endment might overturn the entire structure of our 
> “ aaa * hg = ; refully developed Veterans’ Bureau lav r tl relic f 
esd eee i Ye y ) Y¢ ) tl lisabled, and that the Legion itself could not properly 
moot (Utah)... Ye 1 Y¢ xt t e a stand for or against such a proposal without a thor h 
Wa. a y Ye oo Ve study concerning its probable necessity, effect, and cost. 
Warren (Wyo Ye ¥ Yes Yes Ye SNELL GOOD AS HIS WORD 
: In spite of this whispering campaign, the Members of the 
Vote on potas Dem ag bill Iiouse steering committee and the Hou Ru Committee 
Viles nue ae finally concluded that the Fitzgerald bill was just in principle, 
‘Vote on World Court. and that the House should not further be denied its right to 
aa - on = ; silding ‘il register its will upon it. Earty in the session Chairman Swerr,. 
These 11 Senators voted favoral I ge of the mer Bur t of the House Rules Committee, stated that his committee would 
milar measure, in addition to having v favor of cloture for other measure report a rule providing consideration of the measure, following 
during the past year. t} disposition of the annual appropriation bills Chairman 
Ten Senators who voted against cloture on the Tyson bi SNELL was as good as his word. On February 15 the House 
have a prior record of invariably opposing the cloture rule. | Rules Committee voted to report the rule on the Fitzgerald 
They were BLEASE, Boran, BROUSSA! Date, Epwarps, La F* bill, and House Resolution 427, in compliance with this, was 
Li rTE, NYE. ReEep of Missouri, SuHrpsreap, and WHEE ER All | rep d to the House on February 16 from the House Commit 
of these, excepting Boran, have been supporting the retirement | tee on Rules. This resolution provided that general debate 
measure, | confined to the bill should not exceed two hours, to be equally 
REASON FOR CLOTURE DEFRAT | divided and controlled by those favoring and opposing it. 
The foregoing analysis shows that one of the reasons for the | That, f tu mw in this, the bill shontd be ope n to an endment i 
| he two-thirds majority necessary for cloture | der the five-minute rule, and that when the question of amend- 


ment had been disposed of, that the previous question should 


I 


wa » invari e ile j ; : ; 

: } $ ernt ‘onside “as orderec ite he hi m th yassage of 
of the measure, who vote against cloture under all circum toe dered as ordered, and a vote be had upon the | at 
stances, regardless of their personal attitudes toward the meas- * #¢ measure, 
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It should be noted that this was the first time in the nine- 
ear fight for this measure that a rule for its consideration had 
wen granted by the House Rules Committee. 

Action on the Fitzgerald bill was then deferred awaiting the 
Senate action on the Tyson bill, the House leaders having taken 
he attitude that it would be useless for the House to act upon the 
Fitzgerald bill unless the Senate passed the Tyson bill, the House 
leaders assuming that the Fitzgerald bill could be acted upon 
Without notice at any time up until adjournment of the session. 

The Senate filibuster against the Tyson bill meanwhile con- 
tinued. 
another Senate filibuster was on in full swing, 


3 
I 


which continued 


to adjournment and prevented Senate passage of all additional 
legislation. 

Irionds of the measure, nevertheless, desired the House to 
register its attitude upon the Fitzgerald bill. Representative 


Fitzgerald conveyed this information to the House leaders, which 
resulted in the meeting of the House steering committee. This 
body after considerable discussion recommended that the House 
be allowed to consider the Fitzgerald bill that night, as adjourn- 
ment was scheduled for neon the next day. Unfortunately, a 
House filibuster developed at the night session aguinst the imimi 
gration bill, then under consideration, and this debate was un- 
duly prolonged. The only hope then remaining was to obtain 
recognition from Speaker LonawortuH for House consideration 
of the measure under suspension of the rules. Mr. LonawortH 
declined to grant this. Representative Trmson, of Connecticut, 
the majority leader, thereupon asked unanimous consent that the 
House stand in recess until 9.30 the next morning. Mr Firz- 
GERALD thereupon objected, his plan being to insist upon the 
House continuing in until action on his bill was had. 
However, at this point, Chairman SNewv of the Rules Committee 
presented a privileged report from the Rules Committee, House 
Resolution 455, which provided that immediately upon the 
adoption of this resolution it should be in order to move that the 
House stand in recess, 

Mr. Snece moved the previous question on the adoption of the 
ruie, the previous question was ordered and the resolution 
agreed to, and the House thereupon stood in recess until 9.30 
the next morning, to adjourn at noon on that day without trans- 
acting further business. 

In this manner was the retirement legislation killed during 
the short session, 


session 


THE MORE BITTER 

Friends of the retirement bill should reflect that the fight 
for this meritorious measure became more intense as time went 
on, Its opponents were few in number but great was the power 
of obstruction. The chief weapon lay in the rules of the Senate 
and the House, which enabled a vote to be prevented by par- 
liamentary tactics. To this was added the whispering campaign 
nnd the threatened amendments designed to confuse the issue 
and embarrass those who would vote upon them, 

JUSTICE WILL BE GRANTED SURVIVING DISABLED OFFICERS 

More than 123 of our disabled emergency Army officers have 
died during the past year, died while their opponents filibustered 
and whispered against their relief legislation. The united 
strength of the Legion is back of this measure—a_ strength 
Which opponents have failed to divide—and justice to the dis- 
abled officers will be written into the law of the land. 

REREFERENCE OF A BILIL 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, with respect to 
the rereference of the bill which was requested a few moments 
ago by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Parker], of course, 
that has been done now; but I have heard since then that per- 
haps the Committee on Military Affairs has taken some action 
on the bill. 


FIGHT GREW 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, to the best of my knowledge 
there has not been any action taken. If the gentleman will 
permit me, this matter was brought to my attention by the 


officers of the Canal Zone here in the department and I think 
the Speaker will bear me out in the statement that it was 
clearly a wrong reference. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Judging from the title of the 
bill and the fact that it is pet a military hospital, it would seem 
the bill did belong where the gentleman asked that it be re- 
ferred: but under the rules of the House, if the Committee on 
Military Affairs has acted on the bill, it is probably too late to 
discharge it from consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no information on that. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am not sure that I am cor- 
rectly informed, and my informant was not absolutely certain 
about it, 


Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am the only 


member of the Military Affairs Committee here present, but I 


Then two days prier to the date set for adjournment, | 
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am not aware that the bill has been considered by the con 
mittee, I must confess that there was some doubt in my mind 
whether the hospital was not a military hospital and did not 
belong to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I might suggest that where 
these bills are once referred and il desired to change th 
reference, there ought to be a conference between the chairm:: 
of the committee who desires to obtain jurisdiction and th 
chairman of the committee that wishes for the change. I ask 
the gentleman from New York if there had been any such co: 
ference and he tried to reach the chairman of the committee, 
but he was not able to do so, 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, in view of what the gentleman 
from Tennessee has said I am perfectly willing to withdraw 
my request. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the proceedings be vacated and let the 
gentleman call it up in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


JANUARY 


‘ 
2) 


is 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RATHBONE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a brief editorial 
from the Chicago Daily News on the agricultural situation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, following my usual policy 
and procedure, I object. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by replying to an editorial 
recently carried by the Washington News under the caption of 
“ Religious tolerance and District of Columbia Sunday closing 
laws,” and also by inserting some brief quotations and an ite 
from the Literary Digest on Sunday observance. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILSON. Are they the gentleman’s own remarks? 

Mr. LANKFORD. As far as the reply to the editorial they 
are ny own remarks, except the clipping from the editorial, and 
I also give quotations from McKinley, Roosevelt, and others on 
Sunday observance, and one from the Literary Digest. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Reserving the right to object, I think 
the gentleman better cut out that part of his request, limiting 
it to his own remarks. 

Mr. LANKFORD. The article in the Literary Digest is iu 
accordance with my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TREADWAY. I shall be obliged to object. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
announced that they had examined and found truly enrolled 


bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 280. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and 


operate a bridge across the Red River at or near Coushatta, 
La.; 

H. R. 5547. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, or its assigns, to 
construct a bridge and approaches thereto across the Mis 
souri River between the States of Missouri and Kansas; 

H. R. 5582. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande, 
at or pear the point where South Santa Fe Street in the cif) 
of El Paso crosses the Rio Grande, in the county of El Paso, 
State of Texas; 

H. R. 5642. An act to extend the time for the construction 
of a bridge across Red River at Fulton, Ark.; and 

H. R.7218. An act to legalize a bridge across Hillsborough 
Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to a joint resolution 
and bills of the following titles: 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution giving and granting consent to 
an amendment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico. 
providing a method for executing leases and other contracts for 
the development and production of any and all minerals on 
lands granted or confirmed to said State by the act of Con- 
gress approved June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of such 
laws and regulations as may be necessary to carry said amend- 
ment into effect if it is adopted; and 

S. 440. An act for the relief of Charles H. Send. 
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without amendment (Rept. No. 480). Referred to the Com- 





mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WATRES: Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
H. B. 7213. A bill t ant authority to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to enter into contracts for the transportation of mails by 
‘ to foreign countries and insular possessions of the United 

es for periods of not more than 10 years, and to pay for 

ch servi from the appropriation for the transportation of 
foreign mails at fixed rates per pound or per mile, and for 
Oller purposes; wit amendment (Rept. No. 481). Referred 
io tt Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 8307. 
A bill amendis ection 5 of the act approved June 9, 1916 (39 

L. 218), as to authorize the sale of timber on class 3 
‘ ‘) California Railroad and Coos Bay wagon-road 
with amendment (Rept. No. 4582) Referred to 

e 4 the Whole House on the state of the Uni 

Mr. MORK Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 8824 

lto p de for the protection of the watershed within tl 
N al Forest from which water is obtained for the 
I VY. Mex.; without amendment (Rept. No. 483). 
Kieferred to the Committee of the Whole House on th ‘ 
{ 
I P| ON of W ] PTO! Committee on Immigration 
N ral { iW. OR OOTS. <A bill to provide for the 
‘ riation of certain aliens, and for other purpose without 
nn rit Rept. N 84). Referred to the Committee of the 
‘1 | ul I he t of the Union. 

Mr. ARENTZ: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 308. 
bill au ! n appropriation for the survey and investiga- 
tion of the placing of water on the Michaud division and other 
lands in the Fort Hall Indian Reservation ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 485) Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 158. 
A bill to amend ehapter 157 of volume 39 of the United States 
Statutes at Large, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 486). Referred to the House 
Calenda 

Mr. McFADDEN: Committee on Banking and Currency. 
H. R. 6491 A bill to amend section & of the act entitled “An 
act to supplement existing laws against unlawful restraints 
and monopolies, and for other purpeses,” approved October 15, 
1914, as amended: without amendment (Rept. No. 487). Re- 


ferred to the Tlouse Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee the District of Columbia. 
H. R. 6856. A bill relating to the payment or delivery by banks 
or other persons or institutions in the Distriet of Columbia of 
deposits of moneys and property held in the names 
more persons, and for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 488). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Committee on the Public Lands. H.R. 
S311. <A bill to provide for the naming of a mountain or peak 
within the boundaries of the Lassen Voleanic National Park, 
Calif., in honor of Hon. John FE. Raker, deceased; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 489). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on the Public Lands. 8S. 1193. 
An act granting certain rocks or islands to the State of Oregon 
for park purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 480). Re- 


on 


ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON: Committee on Expenditures in the Exec 
ntive Departments. H. R. 9483. <A bill authorizing the report- 
ing to the Congress of certain claims and demands asserted 
against the United States: without amendment (Rept. No. 491). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON: Committee on Foreign Affairs, H. J. Res. 
ISS A joint resolution to prohibit the exportation of arms, 


munitions, or implement of war to belligerent nations: with- 





out amendment (Rept, No. 492). Referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensiens. H. R. 10141. A 


bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, etc., and cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and 


to widows of such soldiers and sailors; without amendment 
(Rept. No, 466). teferred to the Committee of the Whole 
Tiouse. 


Mrs. LANGLEY: Committee on Claims. H. R. 2488. A bill 


for the relief of the Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland; with- 
out amendment (Rept, No. 467). 
the Whole House, 


Referred to the Committee of 


A | 
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Mr. SMITH: Commitiee on the Public Lands. 
A bill for the relief of First National Bank of 
Idaho; without amendment (Rept. No. 468). 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
for the relief of Myra Madry; with amendment 
469). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CELLER: Committee on H. R. 5399. A bill 
for the relief of George Heitkamp; without amendment (Rept 
No. 470). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Houss 


JANUARY 30 


H. R. 30682. 

Mountain Home, 

Refe rred to the 

3844. A bill 
(Re pt. 


e Claims. 


Mr. ROY G@. FITZGERALD: Committee on Claims. H R. 
6271. <A bill for the relief of James C. Fritzen: without any 
ment (Rept. No. 471). Referred to the Committee of «J 
Whole House. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 636 A 
bill authorizing the redemption by the United States Treasury 
of 20 war-saving stamps (series of 1918) now held by Dr 
John Mack, of Omaha, Neh without amendment (Rept. > 
152) Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HUDSPETH: Commit n Claims. H.R. 8810. A 
for the relief of John L. Nightingale; without amend: 
(Rept. No. 473). Referred t the Committee of the W} 
House. 

Mr. BOX: Committee on Claims. H. R. 9380. <A bill for the 
relief « Frank E. Shults; without amendment (Rept. 3 
i174). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. H. R. 10014. <A 
bill for the relief of A, F, Gallagher; without amendment (R 
No. 475). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CELLER: Commitiee on Claims. S. 3. An act for the 
relief of Kate Mathews; with amendment (Rept. No. 476) 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. 8S. 1133. 
for the relief of John F. White and Mary L. White; w 





umendment (Rept. No. 477). Referred to the Committce of 


| the Whole House. 


of two or | 


| of 


Mr. STEELE: Committee on Claims. §S. 2365. An act for t] 
relief of G. W. Rogers; without amendment (Rept. No. 478). 
Referred to the Commiitee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WHITE of Maine: Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 8S. J. Res, 55. A joint resolution for the relict 
Henry A. Bellows; without amendment (Rept. No. 495). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. UPDIKE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 8957. <A 
bill to reimburse Joseph Rosen, formerly of the United States 
Navy, for losses sustained while carrying out bis duties: wit] 
out amendment (Rept. No. 494). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 4963. A 
bill for the relief of Randolph-Macon Academy, Front Royal, 


Va.: without amendment (Rept. No. 495). Referred to ‘the 
Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. JAMES: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 7268. A 


bill for the relief of John Hervey; with amendment (Rept. 


496). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 


from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10012) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
M. Bircher: Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7381) granting a pension to Martha F. 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting an increase of pension 
Sesurea R. Therrien; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


Fry; 
Com- 


to 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 10140) to commemorate the 
two hundredth anniversary of the birth of George Washington 
by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and the products of the soil, mine, and sea in the 
Washington Marine Park, Brooklyn, N. Y.; to the Commitice 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 10141) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of thi 
Regular Army and Navy, ete., and certain soldiers and sailors 
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otbper purposes ; (oO I } f t ' ; : e 09 “a 
uinbia, 1 Foreign At 
By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 10148) to ;: nd the H. R 166 ! I I ‘ 
March 3, 1915, by extending to the widows o1 ler ‘ 192¢ (‘or I ien A 
i officers and enlisted ( who di und » enlisted 1 Li 10167 to uthorize ft) P) lent to 
) sabled as ! ilt « ub i i dl s 1 i { Vita ‘ e { in Gove nt » a 
ions as are allowed in tl cas f aviation accidel se L Tite ‘ Emi i Inu g 
» Committee on Pensions Co to be held at Ha umencing Ma 1, 12s 
By Mr. DALLINGER: A bi H. R ! l ( I \ 
propriation for the wid i resurf Ir. DA INGER: A H. R. 10 ) . 
in Watertown, M vl it abut 1 tl 
United St Al ( ( { ; 
Affair ’ i f t h 
By Mr. LUCE: A bill (H. R. 10150 I ( Sery 
pay the State of Ma husetts Mir. ¢ NCY: A H 6 i 
d at the request of the Preside I ) rj re 
| fortifying the « during the Civil W , ‘ ”) 
tee on War Claims . i . ui 4 ‘ e United 
By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 10151) , mn iDia 
the Federal reserve act; > the Commi ( > g i a , \ Uw 3 H. RR } } , l \ ! 
ney. 2 : i ( n i 
Mr. RANKIN: A bill (H. R. 10152) autl . aeraee, Lage oa: 
iation of $2,500 for th rection of a table . LEAN : - nate a : 
ing Rabbit, in Noxubee County, Miss., to commen t nal S 
ening of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Cr : \ gton, D. | , 
United States and the Choctaw Ind! ym Se : ’ — 
the Committee on the Libra ; AVIS: Al i. R. 10172) au s and t 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 10155) I e€ appr ra re » ) | tinta L 
2.500 for the erection of a tablet or irk t _— glen ura U 
ity, Miss., to commemo! he Battle of Ack . WOES a \g t 
place between the French id the ¢ ka LORIN \ ‘ x. MULio) ) mail ed 
May 20, 1736; to the Committee on the ] ry r, med b oth Nat 
Mr. WILSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 1 Comn tee Military Aff s 
n amendment to the ci (H.R sy nt 
e Civil Service ne ae eae ie S. APpEE PE a: 
sy Mr. BERGER: A bill (H. R. 10155) ¢ Mil sf iy ; 7 
} ciel a . Kier coal inte B M KIN I ; i] i ms 2000 
Mr. NEWTON: A bill (HL. R. 10156) to amend section 918 aay ee . ; eV 
! ter } ] I District nt I M . ha | . 
. tric C nn : » At i ‘ l in 
By } A bill (H. R. 10157) n er i 
7 h por Lint si 
l Coll ind M f i ons 
\ ind for other } rt ’ I IEMOR I 
! i XXII t n i i 
Mr. WILSON M yp A bill (H. R I ) it 
lt of S$1.000 1 WW ner pul l I i iLLI it M i I latuy the S te 
rceredited yA GO me i nt to -_ l } rg ; oO eI 1} Lif l 1 ¢ i 
» on the Judiciary . py ’ » the ¢ i , i ! 
By Mr. W. T. I D: A bill (H. ! 159 { 
1ons and in¢ rea n to widow u i . M BLOOM Met I I lature of f - 
rtfain soldiers d marines the ¢ il \ I 1 | SO ( lina 1 fa ! \ oO 
her purpos mmittee on Invalid Pe i { tee on Military Affair 
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By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of South Carolina, urging the Congress of the 
United States to pass at the first session of the Seventieth Con- 
yvress the bili for the retirement of disabled emergency Army 
ers of the World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
Mr. ADKINS: A bill (H. R. 10175) granting an increase 
of ion to Huldah Van Cleve; to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (11. R. 10176) granting an increase of 


pension to Cornelia B, Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid 
P io 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 10177) granting an increase 
of pension to Miranda Joste; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pension 


By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief 

of H. J. Hei qi Atlantic City, N. J. 
bill (HI. R. 10179) for the relief of Lieut. Edwin D. 

Foster; to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10180) for the relief of Lieut. Edwin D. 
Foster: to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By M BEGG: A bill (H. R. 10181) for the relief of Ida B 
Holly: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10182) granting an increase of pension 
io Anna Allen: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By M BELL: A bill (H. R. 10188) for the relief of How- 
ard Perry: to the Committee on Claims. 

by Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 10184) granting an increase 
of pension to Lillian V. Mauger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill «HH. R. 10185) for the relief of Nicholas Alex- 
ander Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (71. R. 10186) for the relief of Katharine Hanna; 
to the Committce on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10187) for the relief of Rosa B. Smolik: to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 10188) granting an 


increase of pension to Whitmill T. Eason; to the Comimittee on 


By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10189) granting an 
increase of pension to Chrintena F. Bennett; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10190) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary EF, Louck: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mir. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 10191) for the relief of 
G. J. Bell: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BULWINKLE: A bill (CH. R. 10192) for the relief of 
Lois Wilson: to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10198) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Jevens: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (HT. R. 10194) for the relief of 
Maviu Hensley Clay; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLEY: A bill (H. R, 10195) granting a pension to 
John Garvey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARKE: A bill (H. R. 10196) for the relief of 
Bernard Jones; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Leg 
islation 

vy Mr. CRAIL: A bill (CH. R. 10197) for the relief of W. J. 
Shirley; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10198) for the relief of Verecy A. Lead- 
bitter: to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 10199) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta V. Gellatly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Rv Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 10200) for the relief of 
Carrie McIntyre; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 10201) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna A. Enos: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (11. R. 10202) granting a pension to Catherine C. 
Hanna: to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 10208) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie MekKearnin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (H. R, 10204) to reimburse Joseph P. Nolan, of 
New York City, for certain money deposited by him in escrew 
with the United States Shipping Board; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10205) granting an inerease of pension to 
Elizabeth Cunnnings ; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 10206) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Odom; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
NSions 


; to the Committee on | 
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By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10207) granti: 
a pension to Laura E. Haynes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 10208) granting a pe 
to Alfred A. Gross; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an iner 
of pension to Hannah Morgan; to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 10210) granting a pen 
Isaac M. H. Fletcher: to the Committe on Pensions 

By Mr: EDWARDS: A bill | R. 10211) for the reli 
Lawrence A. VomtDolteran; to Committee on World \ 
Veterans’ Legislation, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10212) for the relief of the legal r 
sentatives of Dr. J. R. Middleton and Elizabeth Middleton. 
ceased: to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10213) for th 
of Lonis BE. Wickes; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10214) er 
ing an increase of pension to Martha E. Acton; to the Con 
mittee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (11. R. 10215) granting a per 
to Leo C. Wiggins; to the Cominittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10216) gran 
an increase of pension to Jule E. Hubert; to the Committ 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10217) author 
ing the Court of Claims of the United States to hear and dete 
mine the claims of the Flaxman Paper Co.; to the Comm 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10218) authorizing the Court of ¢ 
of the United States to hear and determine the claims of 
city of Park Place, heretofore an independent municipality, but 
now a part of the city of Houston, Tex.; to the Committ 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10219) granting 
increase of pension to Mary A. Reed; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10220) granting a 
sion to Sephronia E. Miles; to the Committee on Invalid | 
sions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 10221) to legalize a d 
owned by H. H. Davis in Friday Harbor Cove, San J 
County, Wash.; also lock owned by the Friday H 
Packing Co., in the same cove; to the Committee on River 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10222) granting an in 
of pension to Sarah Howe; to the Committee on Invalid | 





sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10223) granting an increase of pens‘o1 
Louisa Burk: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

sv Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (HH. R. 10224) for the reli 
William Paul Piatt; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (Hi. R. 10225) for the relief of Lincoln Count 
Oreg.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10226) for the relief of Reed Walworth; t 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 10227) for the reliet 
the heirs of G. B. Moss; to the Committee on War Claim 

jv Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 10228) for the relief of 
James K. Bailey: to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 10229) er 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Akins; to the Committee « 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 10280) granting a pensio1 
Julia Brunette: to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10251) 
granting a pension to Mary Robinson; to the Committe 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10232) granting a pension to Mattie 
Bean: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

sv Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase 
pension to Sephrona Hotchkiss; to the Committee on In 
‘ensilons, 


By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 10234) granting a pen: 


to Clinton Borders: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension 
Elizabeth Couch ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWREY: A bill (H. R, 10256) for the relief 
Harry M. King; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYON: A biil (H. R. 10237) for the relief of Elsie D 
Styron and William L. Styron; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 102838) for the relief of 
Lieut, L. A. Williams, Supply Corps, United States Navy; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 








By Mr. MOORE of K \ A bill (AH. R. 10239) grant 
ing an inerease of pension to Amasa W. Jones: to the Committee 

Pensions 

By Mr. MOORE of Ol \ bill (CH. R,. 10240) granting an 
increase of pension to Charl Hartzell; to the Committee on 
{nvialid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of New Jersey: A bill (HH. R. 10241) g ig 

pension to Mahala Sturgeon; to the Committee on In i 
Pensions ; 

A | MOORE of Virginia \ bill (HL. R. 10242) for the 
relief of Lorenzo A. Bailey: to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (HL. R. 10243) granting an increas 
f pension to Lucetta F, Sefton; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


By Mr. MORIN: A bill (CH. R. 10244) to ere the accounts 
of Richings J. Shand, United States property and disbursing 


officer, Dilinois National Guard 


he Committee on Military 

\ffairs 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill CH. R. 10245) granting a pension 
Surah Bowe: to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10246) granting an increa of pension té 
Florence R. Fuller: to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions 

By Mr. PEERY: A bill (HL. R. 10247) for the relief of Isabell 
tt. Damron, formerly postmaster at Clintwood, Va to the 
Committee on Claims 

By Mr. PERKINS \ bill (H. R. 10248) for the relief of 
George S. Conway; to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. PRAT A bill (EE R. 16249) granting an iner 
ot pension to Isnbella Sweetse o the Committes nh Invalid 


Pensions 


By Mr. RANSLEEY: A bill (H. R. 10250) for the relief of 
Christopher Cott: to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 10251) granting an increase 

pension to John H. Alford: to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REID of Lilinoi A bill (H. R. 10252) eranting a 
pension to Nellie M Shout to the Comilittes ‘ Invalid 
Pensions 

sy Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 10258) granting a pension to 


Pensions 
R. 10254) 1 
the Cor 


Invalid 
‘i 
Hi 


to the Committee on 
Mr. SANDERS of New York: A b 
inn to Ella M 


Angeline Roberts: 
By 


ng an Tense Of pension 


ding “ 


nittee On Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. SCHAFER: A bill (H. R. 10255) for the relief of 
Capt. Walter S. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 10256) for the relief of 
Greiling Bros. Co., of Green Bay, Wis to the Committee on 





laims 
By Mr. SHREVE: A 
to Lodema Lawrence; to the Committee 
By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (CH. R. 10258) 
Joseph D. Combs; to the Committee on 
By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R 
f pension to Mary A. Deming; 
nsions 
By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H 
pension to Mary Steck to 
-ions 
Also, a bill (H.R 
son: to the Commit 
By Mr. SWICK: A 


bill (H. R. 10257) granting a pension 
Invalid l’ensions 
erTanting a 
Pensions 
10259) 


to the 


pension to 


granting 


Committee 


at I rena 
livalid 


on 
Pp 
R. 10260) erantir an 
the Comn 


ncereuse¢ 


Pen 


ittee Invalid 
10261) for the relief of Kdwurd T 
on Military Affairs 

bill (H 


milin 
ee 


R. 10262) granting an increase 
of pension to Hester Everard: to the Commit m Invalid 
Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16263) granti an increase of pension to 


Pensions 
ase of pension 


Nannie Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Also. a bill (11. R. 10264) granting an 
to Caroline Jenkins; to the Comn Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (10265) granting an increase of pension to Salina 
F, Anderson: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10266) granting an inert of pension 
to Eliza A. Nhaifer: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


incre 


ili tec 


ase 





Also, a bill (H. R. 102¢ eranting an increase of pension 
to Anna French: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


(e. 3B 


Also. a bill 10268) granting an increase of pension to 
Susannah KE. Young: to the Committee o7 Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10269) granting an increase of pension to 





Lisetta Camp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (FI. R. 10270) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha M. Wick: to the Committee on Inv ilid Pensions. 

Also, a bill) (H. R. 10271) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma M. Ellison: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








Also, a bill (H. R. 10272) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah L. Porter: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a 


bill 
nha M, B 


(H. R. 10273) granting an increase of pension to 
Moser: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Al 
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Mr. TABER: A bill 
* Francis James Clear { ed States Nav to e Com 
on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. UPDIKE: A 
Elnora C. Haag: to the 


bill (H 
Committee « ! Pudi ir 


By Mr. VESTAI A bill (H. BR iG dit Y sundry 
matters affecting the naval servic to the Committe mu Naval 
\ 

By Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. \ bill (CH, R. 10277) ig 
un increase of pension to Rebecca Coffer; to the Committee on 

| | d Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10278) gran gz an increase of pension to 
Mary Anne Elizabeth Clark: to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a (H. R. 10279) granting a pension to Clarinda 


bill 
t 


| McKelly: to the Committee on 


(H.R 


lid Pensions 


By M WEAVER: A bill 1OL2S0) granting an increase 
of pension to Seward B. Pickens: to the Committee on Pensions 
By Mr. WHITE of ¢ bill (H. R. 10281) granting 


colorado: A 


to Jan s J Potvin to the Committee on Pensions 


} i el 


Mr 


By WURZBACH: A bill (H. R. 10282) for the relief of 
| Alex Bremer: to the Committee ¢ Claims 
| =6Also, a bill CH. R. 10283) 21 ng 1 to Osear I 
rid ’ o the Couimittee on Pensions 
Als bill (H. R. 10284) granting a pe mito M BB 
bison: to the Committee Pensions 
By YON: A bill CH. R. 10284) for ehef f Kdw i 
B. Epn to the Committee on Claims, 
PETITIONS, ETC 
Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
e Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
( Petiti publisher of f Apostolic Wa State of 
sa ude of the Church of Christ relative to its members 
el gi itt rnal war: to the Committee on Mil ry Affairs 
24. By Mi ALDRICH: Petition of Cora B. Woodmansee 
ind 27 others ef Hopkinton, R. L.. protesting against passage 
ot compulsory Sunday observance legislation: to the ¢ om 
i on tl District of Columbia 
2665. Also petition by residents of Nemaha County, Kans., pro 
testing against thi maciment of the mpulsory Sunday observ- 
bill (H. R. 78) te the Committee on th District of 
Columbia 
2666. Also, petition by citizens of Leavenworth County, Kans., 
protesting against the passage of compulsory Sunday observance 
ill (H. R, 78): to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
?667. Al petition by tizen f Topeka, Kans... and vicinity, 
| p esti against tl dINSag f House bill 78, known as the 
COTRDULSOT Sunday ol rvaine i to the Committee on the 
T) I Columbia 
2068. By Mr. BACHARACH: Petition of numerous citizens of 
the eond congressional distris f New Jersey, protesting 
izainst the passage of * Lankford bill (H. R. 78) the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
2669. Also, petition signed b;, itizel of Battle ¢ ek and Ida 
| Grov Ida County, Towa, protestiz against the compulsory 
unday rvance bill: to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 
2670. By Mr. BOWMAN: Petitic yy Civil War veterans and 
heir friends in West Virginia, urging further pension relief: to 
e Committee on Invalid Pensions 
2671. By Mr. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Marathon 
lc y W protesting against Tiouse bill 78, and all othe 
| mpulsory Sanday ! rvane egisiation: to the Committe i 
the District of Columbia 
9672. Also, petition of citizen Porta County. Wis., pro 


House bill 78, and all other « 
the ¢ mmittee on 


testing against 
gvislation 


smmpuiso 


the 


Sunday 
observance le District of 


Columbia, 


2673. By Mr. BYRNS: Petiti citizens of Nashville, Tenn... 
protesting against the passage of a Sunday observance b for 
the District of Columbia: to t Committee on the District of 


umbia 

2674. By Mr. CANFIELD: 
1320 West Second 
Madison, Ind., 


(‘o 
Petition of Angeline Layton, of 
Ind., and other citizen 


of legislation granting 


Street, 


urging 


Madison, 
the 


i~ 


¢ 
oT 


passage 


relief to Civil War veterans and their widows: to the Com- 
on Invalid Pensions. 
PATH. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Mrs. Herbert Higburg and 


128 other residents of Duluth and Proctor, Mi prot 

against passage of House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday 

servance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
2676. Also, petition of R. W. Hitchcock and 99 other resident 


Hibbing, Minn., protesting ! 


sting 


ob- 


a 


} . a ; 9 . 
| of against passage of [louse vil 
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2698. By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: 
citizens of Butler, Mo., protesting ag 


JANUARY 


oo) 


Petitions by certal 
1inst the passage of « 


pulsory Sunday observance legislation, particularly House ij) 
78, known as the Lankford Sunday bill; to the Committe: 
the District of Columbia. 

2699. By Mr. DOWELL: Petition of citizens of Mario) 
County, Iowa., favoring National Tribune’s Civil War pens 
bill: to the Committee on Pensions. 

2700. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Resolution of Teachers’ Club 

| of San Luis Obispo, Calif., indorsing Curtis-Reed bill; t: 
Committee on Education. 

2701. Also, petition of M. J. Williams and other citiz« 
Yreka, Calif., protesting against the Lankford Supday clos 
bill for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the D 


| and 
| observance ; to the Committee on the Dist 


78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2677. Also, petition of Mrs. S. G. Bergvall and 139 other resi- 
dents of Llibbing, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the coripulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2678. Also, petition of Mrs. C. W. Rubendall and 122 other 
residents of Hibbing, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2679. Also, petition of J. Homer Opstad and 38 other resi- 
dents of Ilibbing, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the compulsory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2680. Also, petition of Mandus Swenson and 168 other resi- 
dents of Hibbing, Minn., protesting against passage of House 
bill 78, the compuisory Sunday observance bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2681. By Mr. CLIIALMERS: Petition against the prohibition | 
of the importation of arms, munitions, or implements of war to 


any nati ehguged in war; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 

2652. By Mr. CLAGUE: Petition of C. C. Christensen, Pipe- 
fone County, Pipestone, Minn., and 90 other citizens of Pipe- 
stone Couily, opposing House bill 78, compulsory Sunday ob- | 
ervance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2683. By Mr. CLARKE: Petition of the citizens of Bing- 
hamton and Johnson City, N. Y., against compulsory Sunday 


observance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2654. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of 
Beloit, W protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 


er aly oiher compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2655. Also, petition of citizens of Kenosha, Wis., urging the 
passage of legislation to increase pensions of Civil War veter- 
uns and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2656. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of approximately 450 citizens 
of Los Atigeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage 
of Hiouse bill 78, or any other similar legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2687. Also, petition of approximately 210 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill TS, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2688. Also, petition of approximately 2,600 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

2689. Also, petition of approximately 600 citizens of Los An- 
geles County, Calif., against the passage of House bill 78, or 
any other similar legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

2690, Also, petition of approximately 600 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 7S, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee en 
the District of Columbia. 

2691. Also, petition of approximately 750 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 7S, or any other similar legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2692. Also, petition of approximately 600 citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., protesting against the passage of House 
bill 78, or any otber similar legislation; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2693. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition signed by Z. E. Garrison 
and 35 other residents of Elkton, Mich., protesting agaiust the 
passage of any compulsory Sunday observance bills: to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2694. Also, petition signed by Mr. and Mrs. Homer Spencer, 
of Palms, Mich., and four other residents of that vicinity, pro- 
testing against the passage of any compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance bills; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2695. By Mr. DALLINGER: Resolution of the American 
Humane Education Society of Boston, Mass., in protest against 
ihe naval building program ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2696. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition of citizens of Niagara 
Falls, N. Y., against the Lankford Sunday observance bill (H. R. 


78); to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2697. By Mr. De ROUEN: Petition of the voters of Allen 
Parish, State of Louisiana, to Congress of the United States 


urging that immediate steps be taken to vote a Civil War 
pension bill carrying the rates proposed by the National Tribune 
in order that relief may be accorded to the needy and suffering 
yeterans and widows, and thus partly repay the living for the 
sacrifices they have made for our country; to the Committee 
oh Pensions. 


trict of Columbia. 

2702. By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition of W. T. Howell 
approximately 5,020 others, against compulsory Sund 
rict of Columbia. 

2703. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Alice M. L 
ham and other residents of Missoula, Mont., protesting agains 
the passage of House bill 78, the Lankford Sunday obseryanc 


bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2704. By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: Memorial of I 


Hedges, secretary of the Allen County (Obio) Farmers Leagu 
opposing appropriation of Federal money for corn-borer control 


work, except for educational and research work, such as 
recommended by the Secretary of Agriculture; to the Con 
mittee on Agriculture. 

2705. Also, memorial of Carpenters Union No. 14, San <An- 


tonio, approving the passage of House bill 5755, for payment 
of subsistance expenses to disabled veterans; to the Comn 
on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

2706. By Mr. FULBRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Dunkti 
County, Mo., urging the enactment of flood-control legislati: 
to the Committee on Flood Control. 

2707. Also, petition of citizens of Butler County, Mo., urgin 
the enactment of flood-control legislation ; to the Committee o 
Flood Control. 

2708. Also, petition of citizens of Steddard County, Mo., ur; 
ing the enactment of flood-control legislation; to the Committes 
on Flood Control. 

2709. Also, petition of citizens of Chaffee, Mo., urging legis 
lation in behalf of Civil War veterans and their widows; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

2710. Also, petition of citizens of Mammoth, Ozark County 
Mo., urging legislation in behalf of Civil War veterans and their 
widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2711. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of George B. 
president Massachusetts Reserve Officers’ Association, 
Muass., recommending no reduction in reserve officers’ and citi 
zens’ training budget; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

2712. By Mr. GARBER: Letter of J. F. Sharp, jr., of Okla 
homa City, Okla., in support of act to allow emergency w 
officers three-quarters of their pay fer a disability encountered 
in service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

2713. Also, letter of C. O. Hambleton, Woodward, Okla., i) 
support of House bill 405, providing for horticultural and cx- 
perimental work in southern Great Plains area; to the Com 
mittee on Agriculture. 


Stebbins 


Rost 


2714. Also, letter of R. B. Yadon, of Woodward, Okla., in 
support of House bill 405, providing for horticultural and 


experimental work in southern Great Plains area; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

9715. Also, letter of R. O. Renfrew, of Woodward, Okla., 
support of House bill 405, providing for horticultural and ex- 
perimental work in southern Great Plains area; to the Commi' 
tee on Agriculture. 

2716. Also, letter of George M. Humes, of the Humes Drug 
Co. (Inc.), of Ponca City, Okla., in support of the Capper-Kelly 
fair price bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

2717. Also, letter of E. P. Williams, of Sharon, Okla., in 
opposition to the passage of the Oddie bill (S. 1752); to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2718. Also, letter of American Dental Association, by Dr. 
Homer C. Brown, chairman committee on dental legislation, of 
Chicago, IL, in support of House bill 5766; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

2719. Also, letter of Graves Leeper, secretary of state, Okla- 
homa City, Okla., in support ef House bill 6518; to the Coi- 
mittee on the Civil Service, 

2720. Also, letter of A. J. Titus, of Cherokee, Okla., in regard 
to House bill 8125, prehibiting the appointment or use of private 
detectives by transportation companies to protect their property 
and to run down thieves; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 
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(27. Also, letters of E! K. Mar ut, p na fA 
‘kla.. in support of bills which would place th hird-class 
mces in civil service and Low rent lig tit nna equip 
ent for fourth class; to the ¢ nim * n the Post Offi ind 
Post Roads. 
2728. Also, letter of th Cherokee Cre ery rv i Ry 
Dowell, of Cherokee Okla in oppositio > th Mcacaie DOlil 1 
gard to stamped « Lopes to th ( itn f \ l Po 
Office and Post Roads, 
29. Also, letter of R \\ 1, Hen Vv. Ol 1 pro 


the Oddie bill in regard 


Committ on the Post Off and Post Roads 

2720. Also, letter of A. Edward Wupnern editor « the 
Country Editor and World Press News. P R nond, State 
island, N. Y., asking that Congress defer tariff islation un 
ext session: to the €C mittee on Ways and Me 

2751. Also. letter of Fred W. Green, attorney, Guthrie. Ok 
urging the enactment of bill enlargi the po rs and i is 

¢ the fees of the United S commissiole ) e ¢ \ 
1ittee on Interstate aid | gn Comme 

2732. Also, letter of R Patterson, postmaster at Capror 
Oo) in support of bills which would plac e third-class 

iflices in civil service nd allow rent, light. and fuel and 

equipment for fourth class; to the Committee on the Post Offi 

(d Post Roads, 

2733. Also, letter and resolution from Harry V, Kah ecre 
tary-treasurer Associated Industries of Oklahoma, of Oklahon 


City, Okla., Senate bill 


i759; to the 


in opposition to 1482 a 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

2734. Also, letter Leon Starmont, sé 
Mining Association, Spokane, Wash., 
~“0: to the Committee on Interstate and 
Also, letter of American Brown Boveri Electric Cor 
poration, in protest to the appropriation of funds as carri i 
House bill 9481, independent offices appropriation bill, 1929, for 
reconditioning steamships known as Mount Vernon and Mont 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
2736. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Memo 
Commerce of McAllen, Tex.. in opposition to limitation of 
n immigration to the United States; to the 
Immigration and Naturalization 

2737. Also. memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Benito 


mw iedd. 
‘Vex., in opposition to limitation of Mexican immigration to 
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of ceretal 
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United States: to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali 
zation 
2738. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of residents of Berli ves 


favoring legislation for the increase of pensions of soldiers of 
the Civil War their widows; to the Commiitee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

2739. Also, petition of citizens of Barre, Vt., urging legi 
vr the increase of pensions to soldiers of the Civil W: 


their widows: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


and 


ation 


and 


il 


2740. By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of residents of Medford 
and Silverton, Oreg.. to Congress to inci e the pensions of 
Civil War veterans and their widows; te the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2741. Also, petitions of residents of Amity, Dayton, Salem, 


vicinity, Clatsop County, Coos County 


River, Sutherlin, and the first con 


Astoria, Eugene and 
Grants Pass, Merlin, Rouge 
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2t fb Yr. O. Wal 
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1) 
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i ze for a pe ion bill for ¢ Wi soldiers and their 
| s: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
2753. By Mr. KING: Petition against compulsory Sunday ob- 
i gned by Mrs. J. T. Platt, 1014% Broadway { 
[li., and 90 other citizens of Quin Ill.; to the 
h ec On bh District of Columbia 
2754. By Mr. KNUTSON Petition submit a by Gullick ‘. 
Borg and others, protesting against compulsory Sunda’ obsers 
ul legislation: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2755. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petition of citizens of Jardine and 


legislation increasing 


tee Invalid Pensions 


urging of 
to the Commit 


Mont., 
nsion Tr 


ywood, enactment 


Civil War ] 


ites ; 


2756. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of A. L. Miller and other citi 
E f Davenport, lowa, opposing the passage of House bill 7s, 
or any other bill making compulsory the observance of the 
Sabbath: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2757. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of 26 citizens of Marceline, 


ment of House bill 78, or any 


M protesting against th 
| to the © 


compulsory Sunday observance 
the District of Columbia 


enact 


legislation ; ommittee on 


2758. Also, petition of 104 cilizens of Green Castle, Mo., 
prot ing against the enactment of House bill 78, or any 
compulsory Sunday bills that have been introduced; to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. 


2759. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Seattle, Wash., 
protesting House bill 78, the District of Columbia Sunday clos- 
ing bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2760. By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: Petition signed by N. C 
Forgy, R. O. Winchester, and 38 other voters of Simpson Count 
K irging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a 
Civil War pension bill in order that relief may be accorded 


to needy and suffering veterans and widows: to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 
2761. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Chimayo, 
N. Mex., advocating Civil War pension legislation; to the Com- 


on Invalid Pensions. 
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2762. Also, petition of citizens of Maxwell, N. Mex., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2763. Also, petition of citizens of Alameda, N. Mex., advocat- 
ing Civil War pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

2764. By Mr. MURPHY: Petition signed by Sadie Moore and 
18 others for Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions 

2765. Also, petition of Anna E, Chittenden and 10 others ask- 
ing for the passage of a bill increasing the amount of pension 
paid to Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee 

Invalid Pensions, 

2766. Also, petition of Rev. R. C. Conrad and 122 other resi- 
dents of Freeport, Obio, asking for a more liberal pension law 
for veterans of the Civil War and their widows, as set forth in 
the National Tribune's Civil War pension bill; to the Committee 


on 


on Invalid Pensions, 

2767. By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: Petition signed by citi- 
zens of Versailles, Mo., against the compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance law; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2768. By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of C. E. Powers, of Minne- 


apolis, and ethers, against compulsory Sunday closing; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2769. Also, petition of Mrs. Iver Erickson, of Minneapolis, and 
against compulsory Sunday closing ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2770. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the General Harrison 
Gray Otis Post, No, 1537, Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States, Arcadia, Calif., favoring an increase in allow- 
ances to enlisted men retired from the service; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

2771. Also, petition Edmund J. Phillips, chairman com- 
mittee on welfare, Philadelphia Advisory Council, United Span- 
ish War Veterans, favoring veterans’ preference in Government 
service; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

2772. Also, petition of the National Beauty and Barbers Sup- 

ply Dealers’ Association of New York, favoring the passage of 
the Capper-Kelly bill; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 
773, Also, petition of the Exchange Club of Belmar, N. J., 
opposing the Jones bill and favoring the passage of the Wood 
bill (TE. R. 2) and the Copeland bill (S. 2036) for permanent 
merchant marine under private ownership; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


others 


2774. Also, petition of the American Manufacturers’ Export 
Association, of New York, favoring the passage of the Cuban 
parcel post bill (HI. R. 9195); to the Committee on the Post 


Post Roads. 

“775. Also, petition of the William F. Scannell Chapter, No. 
G, Disabled American Veterans, of Liberty, N. Y., requesting 
priority to all legislation sponsored by the Disabled American 
Veterans of the World War for men suffering with tuberculosis ; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

“776, Also, petition of the Immigration Study Commission, of 
Sacramento, Calif., favoring the placing of Mexico upon the 
sume quota basis as those other European nations; to the Com- 
inittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

°777. By Mr. SEGER: Petition of Mrs. Augusta Walter and 
260 residents of Paterson, N. J., and vicinity, protesting against 
compulsory Sunday observance legislation for the District of 
Columbia: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2778. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Mrs. Paul Boelter and 24 
adult residents of Fertile, Minn., protesting against the passage 
of House bill 78, or of any other bill providing for compulsory 


Office and 


Sunday observance; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia 

2779. By Mr. SHREVE: Petition of S. W. Brooks and 
numerous citizens of Corry, Pa., against the passage of the 


Lankford Sunday bill CH. R. 78); to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 


2780. Also, petition of William Wadsworth and other citizens 
of Edinboro, Pa., for immediate passage of pension relief for 
Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

©7811. By Mr. SMITH: Petition signed by A. B. Slater and 
1438 cit of Gooding, Idaho, protesting against the enactment 
of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2782. Also, petition signed by Marguerite J. Robertson and 


61 citizens of Idaho Falls, Idaho, protesting against the enact- 
ment of compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

©7838. Also, resolution adopted by the Isaac Walton League, of 
the enactment of legislation to 


St. Maries, Idaho, favoring 
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() 
establish a fish hatchery in Idaho; to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

2784. By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 22 citizens of Atla 
Fulton County, Ga., protesting against the Lankford compuls 
Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the Committee « 
District of Columbia. 

2785. Also, petition of 33 citizens of Atlanta, Fulton Cou 
Ga., protesting against the passage of legislation enforcing 
pulsory Sunday observance, especially House bill 7S: to 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2786. By Mr. STRONG cf Pennsylvania: Petition of 
Apollo (Pa.) Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, pr 
ing against the proposed building program for the United Sta 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

2787. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of Amanda EB. Dunean and 


19 other residents of Ellwood City, Pa., urging passage of n 
liberal pension legislation for Civil War veterans and t! 
widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

27588. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of Summit, € 
and other communities, protesting against compulsory Sui 
observance laws; to the Comittee on the District of Columii 

2789. Also, petition of citizens of Indio, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Commit 
on the District of Columbia. 

2790. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside, Calif., and oth 
communities, protesting against compulsory Sunday observa: 
laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2791. Also, petition of citizens of Bloomington, Calif., and 
other communities, protesting against compulsory Sunday 0! 
service luws; to the Committee on the District of Columbin. 

2792. Also, petition of citizens of Riverside County, Calif., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2793. Also, petition of citizens of Ontario, Calif., protesting 
against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the Commit 
on the District of Columbia. 

2794. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of MeClure, 
Ohio, urging action on a bill to increase pension rates to Civil 
War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

2795. By Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Petition of residents of S 
fern, Nyack, Sloatsburg, and Hillburn, N. Y., and adjacent 
villages in the State of New Jersey, protesting against the 
passage of the Lankford compulsory Sunday observance Dill; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2796. Also, petition of 45 residents of the village of Man 
roneck, Westchester County, N. Y., urging increased pensio: 
for veterans of the Civil War and their widows; to the Con 


mittee om Invalid Pensions. 
2797. By Mr. WASON: Petition of 127 residents of Concord 
N. H., protesting against House bill 78, know as the Sunday 


closing bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2798. Also, petition of 24 residents of Spofford and Westmore- 
land, N. H., opposing the passage of House bill 78, known as 
the Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2799. Also, petition of 210 residents of Lebanon, N. H., p 
testing against the Sunday closing bill (H. R. 78); to the € 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2800. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of the Gettysburg Aerie, No. 
1562, Fraternal Order of Eagles, for an appropriation adequa 
to maintain the Gettysburg National Military Park; to the Con 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

2801. Also, resolution from the Sons and Daughters of Li 
erty, Quakertown, Pa., favoring bill to provide for the regisi 
tion of aliens, and for other purposes; also, resolution pass 
by the Patriotic Order Sons of America, Glenside, Pa., favor: 
restricted immigration; also, resolution passed by the Frit 
ship Council, No, 41, of South Langhorne, Pa., favoring bill 
registration of aliens; to the Committee on Immigration a 
Naturalization. 

2802. By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of citizens of Polk Coun 
N. C., protesting against House bill 78, Lankford Sunday ob 
vance law; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2803. Also, petition of citizens of Henderson County, N. 
protesting against House bill 78, Lankford Sunday observa! 
law; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2804. By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Denver, Colo., urging the passage of legislation increa 
the rate of pension to veterans of the Civil War and their 
pendents: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2805. By Mr. WINGO: Petition of citizens of Seott County, 
Ark., advocating increases in pensions and allowances for v‘ 
erans of the Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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State of Texas { ire the bill at me lengtl I now desire to present a 
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CALL OF THE ROLI Che n ure, however. is a very important one inasmuch as 
‘ ide enrakir ee D : ‘ t halts the gradual turning ove f the fle to private oper 
Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a : ' t] ' 
tors through its ultimatum that every member of t Shipping 
quorubhn, > 1 4 ; +e %9 ‘ : 
: Board. seven in all, must vote ve ! re «a spar or a sail 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the rol 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen 


rs answered to their nam 


can be sold, a requirement heretofore unheard of in adminis 


Proponents of the bill are frank enough to admit this mean 





irst Copeland Glass Is ; ; fn: : . : : 
ley a Gooding Kx perpetual Government owte ship and operation unless Congress 
urd Curtis Gould La Follette at some future time should reverse the policy thus provided 
: - m I ting Hu ene . le lar In my judgment, with the Shipping Board so intrenched,. such 
eon rh i ie ‘ a n } " «ll i } ‘ lp 
ine pill Harris McMaster } a rep al will be practi lly impossibl ; 
Edg Harrison MeNary | The Senator from New York [Mr. Cope.aAnp] on Friday 
orah Kdwards Hawes Maytieid referred to the large number of ships operating from the Gulf, 
sratton l’erris Hayden Metcal 


srookhart Fletcher Heflin Moses 116 I think, at a loss of over $5,000,000 per year, and the 
troussard Frazier Howell Neely Senator from Florida {Mr. Fiercner] observed that 60 per 
ae goat en ao cent of American cargoes came from that section. However, 
araway Gillett Kendrick Nye the losses are in no way confined to that part of the country. 


ay te 











I contend that if this bill becomes a law and Government 
hip and operation is thus perpetuated, the loss will 
\ ! r and greater through the waste and extrava- 
nce of honeompetitive governmental administration. 
i] r, iu 6O | cent of our exports are from the southern 
‘ and J have 1 reason to question the statement, then 
nd, wiih all that available cargo, why ship- 
| i net be made to pay if it ever could under 
Witl uch bu f t hand, 
J t could mak pret But, unde hi 
I the ship Some Senate 
i \ i the wal t mak it Ly yt s { ‘ st I 
retail ame ite them 
f i twithstane t loss 
I n ima I think by the é or from Idaho 
M butt ‘ res VW insist on selling all 
nie very well £4 nm see on what logi 
ba The Shippii joard is losing a 
fy ! t we are pr tuatil 
i? = t believe tl uy l i : W e l ni h 
i . ill sudd vy cha e j ] Cy As stated 
l part ( t will t hel firmly stab- 
( a ban will be mouse mol tificu 
i way out, fl might be I exeust 
f ce bure he ixpayers, but pr 1 
hij per ! f proy ( uraged Ss ready} 
s py = of th type of en 
eou fer paying out mat more millions in defici 
} nierest or cost of 1 ment, than any scientific 
n would ye! ost 
I LESIDENT The Senator's tir has ey ed. 
Mii ) I < for fi minutes on the pending id- 
" as ] vided under the arrangement 
I VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is entitled to five 





minutes on the pending amendment. 
\ EDGE. The real force behind this bill is unconcealed 
G nl ownership and operation, nothing else. I am not 

those who believe in that policy, but I can not under 
tand Senators who frankly say they do not believe in it, but 
will vote for this bill in order to save the merchant marine. 
All that ecessary to save the merchant marine is to vote 
for a opriations to be wisely spent at the proper time, not to 
vote for perpetual Government ownership even before we 
cousider aporopriations, 

By pi this bill we serve notice on private operators that 
we are now permanently entering the field with an unfair com- 
petition they can not mect, By the passage of this compulsory 
unanimous-consent clause, we strike an irreparable blow at all 
private initiative in shipping. Why not meet the desire of 
practically all Senators and provide through appropriation and | 
liberal loans a balanced merchant marine and at the same time 


permit a method of selling and avoid the responsibility of per- 
manent operation? The aim of this bill seems to put the cart 
before the 

The ve 
Senators 


horse 
ry fear that ships will be sold seems to inspire some 
to support this bill. When ships are sold they are not 
withdrawn from service. It would be far better to insert a 
clause making it compulsory that they remain in service for a 
reasonable time or to fix a minimum price rather than to close 
orever the door to private initiative and operation. 

In my time I wish to draw the attention of the Senator from 


New York [Mr. CopeLanp], if he has not already seen it, to an 


article in a New York newspaper of this morning to which he 
will probably refer if he has seen it. The article states that 


he 


nounces to 


in New York, Mr. Herbermann, an- 
the Shipping Board in a telegram that he is prepared 
at once build three large liners in the United for 
overseas service if the amendment which the Senator from New 
York or a similar amendment providing for long-term mail con- 
reed to as a part of this bill. I ask that the extract 


one of large operators 


to Siates 


tracts is 


to which I refer may be printed in the Recorp as a part of my 
remiurk 
The being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
tl Reoorp, as follows: 
lien N Reapy TO Burnp Taree LINERS IN UNITED STaTES— WIRES 
Sh » PROPOSAL 1S CONTINGENT ON PASSAGE OF COPELAND Bu 
I } MAIL CONTRACTS 
Henry |! ermann, president ef the Export Steamship Corporation 
telegraphed the Shipping Poard yesterday that he was prepared t 
construct at least three 18-knot combination passenger and carg 
ine if the Cepeland bill or similar legislation providing for the pay 
ment of long-term mail contracts is enacted. Aid would also be sought 
from the construction loan fund, created for the purpose of promoting 
shipbuilding in American yards, 
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The telegram addressed to the shipping commissioners follows 
contemplate placing order for three combination passenger and 
vessels with a speed of 18 knots for operation between New jy 
Alexandria, Egypt, with calls at Gibraltar and Algiers en 
new construction conditional upon the passage of < land bill 
ar legislation providing long rm mail contract and ik 
construction loan fund to partly finance new construction W 
t} V ls of i i © l nu otain 1 t y servi 

ew k al i fedi I n \\ j will 

ce ynetr I New York-West ¢ t of I 
I mil coudi 

PRIN \ } AST 
om 1 of t i I { ( i 
r - tT ‘ i T VW 
1 nation of | h, ¥ I c le the mainte 
oO ene ¢ il perl nt me n und priv owl 
Mr. JONES. I understand tl pending amend 
ed 1 tically to j de elvil vice onl i 
I¢ u t i l ] a ! 

Mr. BRUCI i ‘ I include any 

| tion cal r il ( xecutive, i Li 
( . % l tion o 
] ol nor a 4 
uil m service } "N t 1 es ly t 

of ‘ l or 1 i haractetr 

Mr. JONES ] hall er e no <e 1 o] 1 
amendment, but I sugeg hat it be read for the t 
of the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the 
ment 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

Provided, J t all off el mer I positions und 
State Shipping Board and the Emergency Fleet Ce rat 
offices and employments calling for the exercise of executive, in 
or ¢ retion, and positions calling for manua! or menial servic 


} 


the provisions of the 


classified civil service. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


be subject to Federal laws relating to the F« 


The question is on agreeing to 


amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. FLETCHER. My recollection is that under legisla 
which we passed last year we struck out the word “FE: 
geney,” leaving the title of the corporation simply “the F! 


Corporation.” 
Mr. JONES. The word “ Emergency ” should be left out 
Mr. FLETCHER. The word “ Emergency ” should be strici 

out, because I think it has been eliminated from the title of 

corporation. 
Mr. BRUCE 


my amendment 


not aware oOo] 
respect. 


I was that fact. I will modify 
in that What is the present name of 
the corporation, I will ask the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Its present designation is the 
poration. 

Mr. BRUCE, I will ask that the amendment be so modified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland modi- 
fies his amendment as indicated. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I regret that I have not found 
available sufficient time to make as careful a study of the 
pending measure as I should like to have done, but I wis! 
say that I feel that our experience in the matter of extending 
civil-service requirements to employees of the Government h 
been such as lead me for to make up my mind that 
y should not be further extended. I think our recent « 
rience in extending the civil service law to employees engaged 
in the enforcement of the prohibition law has been such as to 
show that, as a rule, it is unworkable and undesirable. 

Mr. President, I wish to say just in a word that I 
inclined to favor either the proposed amendment or 
itself. My views are practically in 


Fleet ¢ 


Lo 


to one 


th 


am hoi 
the bill 
accordance with those ex- 


pressed in the paper prepared by the United States Chamber 
of Commerce which I hold in my hand and which I desi 
present for the Recorp. I think that Senators generally have 


been furnished with copies of this memorial, and it will not, 
therefore, be necessary to have it read at this time. 


‘he VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the mem l 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

rhe memorial is as follows: 

CHAMPER OF COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES 
Washingt 
THE MERCHANT MARINE ISSUE IN CONGRESS 

l’o Members of the Senate: 

No body of cilizens has more reason to want a strong Americal 


merchant marine than the members of the 
United States. 


Chamber of Commerce ot 
This is a purpose to which the national chamber s'n 


its beginning has devoted much effort. 
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uniform interpretation by those who will be called upon to 
administer the law. It can not be determined from its phrase- 
ology who will be included within its terms and who are ex- 
cluded, but it is quite certain that the eagerness of Government 
officials who may administer the law will bring within its terms 
all employees of the Government whom it is possible to include 
within its provisions; and if all the employees of the Shipping 
Board or the Fleet Corporation are not brought within the terms 
of the amendment, if it should be adopted, then supplemental 
lezislation will be sought, because the appetites of those who 
seek the extension of the civil-service system are insatiable, and 
measures will be projected and contests made until this branch 
of the Government, as well as all branches, will be brought 
within the powerful grasp of the Federal bureaucracy, resting 
in part upon the civil service law. One reason why the costs 
of the Government. are so great grows out of the inefficiency 
and incompetency of Federal employees and officeholders, and 
the failure of the Government in those activities becomes more 
apparent when it engages in business enterprises and under- 
takes the performance of obligations and activities which come 
within the realm of individual endeavor. The success which 
hns come to the business men of our country is attributable to 
the adoption of efficient business methods. The great industries 
of our country have achieved their unparalleled success because 
of executive ability of those in command and the freedom of 
those in authority to devise new policies, initiate reforms, select 
competent officials and employees, and remove dead weights and 
blights which were developed. 

The successful business organizations of our country are daily 
changing their business policies, introducing reforms, improving 
their methods. Scientific investigation is conducted by trained 
experts with a view to introducing economies and improved 
methods. Employees are encouraged to suggest reforms and 
chanzes. Promotions follow industry and energy and efficiency. 
The brakemen of to-day on the railroads may be superintendents 
on the morrow. The messenger boys in the banks become presi- 
dents of great financial institutions. Mr. Ford's remarkable 
suecess is due primarily to his organizing genius, but in a great 
measure to the efficient management that he has adopted in bis 
plants. The same may be said of the railroad organizations 
which have achieved success, as well as many other business 
corporations which have made themselves known to the country. 

Life tenure in office is more compatible with monarchial insti- 
tuiions than with democratic government. In my opinion, it 
were better in a government such as this that there should be 
a reasonable rotation in office rather than an inflexible system 
which gives life positions to hundreds of thousands of em- 
ployees, which will soon, as bureaucracy grows, pass beyond 
the million mark. A civil-service system means pensions, re- 
tirement privileges, and Government bounties, and when the 
civil-service system is applied to governmental activities in 
industrial fields and in business activities its imperfections will 
become more glaring and its evils will defy contradiction. 

‘The Senator from Maryland desires governmental ownership 
and operation of hundreds of ships and the control by the Govy- 
ernment of the merchant marine of this Republic. He and 
others must know, who are familiar with the shipping business, 
that it is a highly competitive business; that success attends 
it only when men of vision and courage and genius control; 
when they have a large degree of freedom, unhampered by 
incompetent overlords and not handicapped by inefficient and 
incompetent associates and employees. The Goverument can 
not economically and wisely operate merchant vessels. Great 
Britain’s suecess and Germany's success as maritime nations 
resulted from private initiative and because the heavy band 
of bureaucracy was not placed upon the organizations and in- 
dividuals who were pushing the trade and commerce of those 
countries into all perts of the world, 

Mr. President, the bill under consideration, if it should be 
enacted into law, is foredoomed to failure; that is, it will not 
develop a merchant marine worthy of this Republic. Under 
this bill, if it becomes a law, hundreds of millions will be taken 
from the Federal Treasury and wasted and squandered in 
feeble and futile attempts to maintain a merchant marine. 
The evils of paternalism, of socialism, and bureaucracy will 
be manifest aud those evils will grow and multiply until hun- 
dreds of millions from the Public Treasury will be squandered 
and the public will arise in their wrath and wipe out this 
paternalistic experiment and policy which is now so eloquently 
championed upon the floor of this Chamber. 

But, Mr. President, there is not that frankness attending the 
discussion of this measure which I think should exist. There 
are some advocating it who say that it is not designed that the 
Government shall permanently own and operate vessels in for- 
eign trade, They say it is necessary for the Government tempo- 
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rarily to operate ships which it now owns and build a nu 

of other vessels as a proper complement to the present {] 
But, as I understand their position, when routes hay; 

established and sufficient vessels are being operated to 

the greater part of our foreign trade, then the Governme 

dispose of its ships and transfer its interests therein to 
porations and private persons. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets to say th: 
time of the Senator from Utah has expired. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will occupy five minu 
discussing the bill. 

There are others supporting the measure before us on | 
ground that it does mean governmental ownership. They 
to rejoice in the adoption of a policy which puts the Go 
ment irrevocably into private business. For some reas 
known to me they seem to think that bureaucracy is y 
efficient than democracy; that paternalism is more benet 
than individualism; that the Government can better c 
the business and private affairs of the people than they ti 
selves can control them, In other words, Mr. President, as. | 
interpret their position, it is that the people are incompet: 
handle their own affairs, to carry on business, to develop tra: 
and commerce, and to discharge the responsibilities that belo 
to a dynamic and progressive people. 

Some Senators, if I have understood them correctly, welcon 
the Government’s advent into the industrial activity and life 
of the people. They fail to distinguish between the Federa! 
Government and its duties and limited powers and the soverei: 
States and the municipalities therein. States, of course, may 
do that which the Federal Government may not do, and munici- 
palities may own aud control certain public utilities, perhaps, 
to advantage of the people. 

The people within the cities are familiar with their needs 
and can watch over their public officials, but any argument 
that justifies the operation of public utilities by municipalities 
has no place in this discussion and furnishes no sufficient reason 
for the General Government to engage in private busines 
The people have been unwilling to permit the Siates in which 
they live to embark upon socialistic and paternalistic enter 
prises. They have perceived that the genius and spirit of 
democracy were opposed to paternalism, to the assertion by the 
Government of authority over the industries and private affairs 
of the people. Inefficiency, waste, extravagance, and corruption 
have uniformly attended in all ages the control by gover 
ments of industry and business and activities which be! 
to the field of private endeavor. The Senator from Tenn 
{Mr. Tyson], who addressed the Senate yesterday, eloquently 
declared that we have come to the parting of the ways, and 
that the most important question that had come before Congress 
for many years was now presented for determination. He 
indicated that this bill committed the Government to the own- 
ership and operation of the merchant marine; that we were 
departing from the policy that has characterized this Govern- 
ment from the beginning. 

Mr. President, the Senator is right. This bill seeks to pre- 
vent private ownership and operation of ships in foreign tra 
and to plunge the United States into the great sea of gov: 
mental ownership and operation of our merchant marine. It 
is obvious that no amendment will be permitted by those in 
eontrol in the Senate which will permit private ownership 
of the merchant marine ships. The Senator from Maryland 
{Mr. Bruce] so interprets this bill. The very fact that he 
seeking to give life positions to thousands of individuals, put- 
ting them under the aegis of the civil service law indicates 
that be regards this bill as committing absolutely and irreyo- 
eably the Government to the ownership and operation of ships 
in foreign trade. I can not understand how Senators recon- 
cile their position in favor of this bill with their life-long con- 
victions in favor of democracy. 

Mr. President, where will the end be? History is replete 
with examples of departures from political standards and sov- 
ernmental policies—departures leading from individual free 
dom, liberty, and action in private matters and business activ! 
ties. One usurpation by a government has generally been 
followed by another. The conference upon the government of 
one duty, right, or privilege belonging to individuals or to local 
communities whets the appetite of the transferee of such ris.! 
and it will demand additional powers and authority until! finally 
it absorbs the liberties of the people. Governments have be- 
come top-heavy and fallen because of the gravitational forces 
set in operation which transferred from the people and from 
the local communities their rights and liberties. ; 

Governments are not organized to go into business. T's 
Republic is an example of the wisdom of a policy which d- 


\ 
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him 


veloped the individual and p ted unrestrained to en- 
in trade and commerce nd business pursuits, and which 
-tricted the Government » certain boundaries and forbade 





rights of 


: or States. 
by this 


Ineasure departing from 

We are striking at the foundatioi 

democracy and at the same time injuring gur institutions 
our individual life. There is too much opportunism in 

ir politics to-day; too much expediency; too little regard for 


o impinge upon the 
\ir. President, we are 
inciples and wise policies, 


persons 


sound 


damental principle An evil, real or fancied, becomes 

sis for iconoclastic changes, and departures from the prin 

ples and policies which have made our country great. Th 

pping industry will take care of itself. American genius 
meet every situation if n stifled and throttled by social 

tic, governmental, and deadly paternalistic methods 

\ir. President, there are unmistakable evidences of the grow 

¢ sympathy for socialistic nostrums. This bill is the out 

wth of this changing spirit existing in our country. If the 


yvernment Owns and operates our merchant marine there are 
to urge that it should own and operate transportation 


LsOnS 


mpanies of our country. The railroads carry freight and 
aassengers and ships carry freight and passengers. A consid- 
ble portion of our exports originate in the interior. They 


are carried by the railroads to the various ports of our country, 
d there shipped to foreign ports. It may well be argued that 
transportation system, both of land and sea, should be placed 
the hands of the Government; one subdivision is controlled 
the Government. And if the Government owns and 
tes railroads and merchant marine, where will its activi- 
s terminate? So argued the bolsheviks, and then took 
industries, as well as all property. Efforts have been made 

d these efforts still persist, to have the Government take over 


oper 
the 


over 


ithracite fields, as well as the bituminous coal fields of our 
untry. 

It is a dangerous thing, Mr. President, to create bad prece- 
nts. It is reassuring, to me at least, that the President has in- 


ated that he does not approve of this visionary and socialistic 
project. I hope that if it should finally reach him he will 
romptly veto it. I believe that the sober, sound judgment of 
American people would applaud him for so doing. I can 
ot believe that the mass of the American people are willing 

have our country embark upon policies which I regard as 
destructive of progress, of initiative, and of political and indus- 
ial development; policies which are not progressive but reac- 
ionary and archaie. 

lI understand that some Senators favoring this bill are favor- 
ile to the candidacy of Secretary Hoover whose name is often 
eutioned in connection with the Presidency. Mr. Norman F, 
of Mr. Hoover's department, has stated that Mr. Hoover 
is opposed to any ownership or operation of any public utility, 


Litus, 


d wants private initiative preserved. Mr. Titus also states 
Iie [Hoover] advocates the development of a plan of some kind and 
ints the shipping industry to put its own house in order It is evi 
that we all believe in self-government, not only in the sense that 
iave the right to elect our own representatives, but also by indire« 
that we can run our affairs without the aid of Government. 


And in a very able address delivered by Secretary Hoover on 


September 29, 1924, he opposed governmental ownership of 
ilities and stated that the 

isteful distribution of the hundred and fifty million of capital invested 

tally in the Post Office, Recian ion Service, Shipping Board, rivers 


d harbors, and roads would not a patch on the waste in appropria 
; when our, legislative bodies get a chance to handle two billions per 


num of new capital outlay 


the evils of bureau- 
not oper as eco- 


to our experiment 


against 
Government can 


teferring 


Mr. Hoover eloquently declares 
cracy and states that the 


mically as private enterprise 


ate 


in the operation of ships, he stated: 
Our national shipping is a daily sample of all the arguments I have 
en, and more. We paid three billions of the taxpayers’ money for a 
t—some part of it was truly for war purposes—but we have written 
it down 90 per cent in six years to $300,000,000; and if the accounts 
re based upon true costs with interest and depreciation we should 
find that we are losing over $100,000,000 of the taxpayers’ money a 
r in operating it. Yet private shipping is earning profits Nor is 
{ the fault of the Shipping Board l is inherent in the em 


Mr. President, I know that any opposition to this bill will 
prove futile at the present time in this Chamber. It will pass 
the Senate with all of its iniquities, and in spite of its economic 


unsoundness and its attempt to commit our Government to a 
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policy at variance with the principles upon w 1 this Republi 
was founded, and in violation of the spirit, if not e | 

the Constitutio f the United State Chere will b un 
wakening sooner or late nd if this bill should beco i 
some day an indignant people will sweep rom th ife 
books | demand a return of this Republic t e paths 
safety an wise and just economic policies 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, unquestionab 
the administration of the law as it relates to the « Ll service 
ha | il han instances defective and ustinie cl n 
bu la one f th t l ve civil ery - ss 
tial, if t indispe1 he administration of a gover 
ment so large and Xx l Governm f { i 
States at this time 

It is certainly true that instances are known i which the 
principles of civil-service reform have been disregarded: but 
it is also true that if there were no classified service in the 
United States under the civil service law inefliciency, and prob 
ably corruptio would run riot in every department of the 
Government. 

You May answer that that is true now, and undoubtedly ’ 
some extent it is true; but, to illustrate the force of what I 
am attempting to say, suppose there were no Civ service lLiw 
and no classified service. and all selections of employees in 
ininor positions were determined solely by political influence 
Whenever there occurred a change of administration you rald 
have many, many thousands of new and inexperienced persons 
inducted into the Government service, and those who hay 
established their right to continuous servi would be dis 
charged 

I merely want to say at this time that [T am in favor of the 


Marviland [Mr 
the effect of he 


than to diminish 


Senator from 
whole 


rather 


Amendment proposed f 
Bruce] because I believe that on the 
civil law has been to 
Governiment 
with 


ervice increase, ; 
eficiency i 


Just a 
the 


positions 


moment regard to the 1 
of the bill 

I think it has been demonstrated 
measure, and who have given prolonged study to 
that if the United States maintain a merchant 
under present conditions this measure, or some similar meusure 
not believe in, and I not 


petuate, Government operation of the merchant 


lore importan Subject 
merits 
charge of the 


the subject, 


by those in 


is to 


hharine 


desire To per 
marine if 


necessary. I do do 


Is 


end can be accomplished through privaie ownership and _ pri- 
vate operation; but those who are assailing this bill. in my 
judgment, have almost totally failed to answer the arguments 
or to refute the conelusions presented by the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Jones! and the Senator from Florida {Mr 


FLETCHER | 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President. the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Ener] is of the opinion that this bill is entering 
upon a permanent policy of Government ownership. 

I listened to the speech of the able Senator from Florida {Mr 
FLETCHER] a few weeks ago. in which he disenssed the histor 
of the sale of these ships. It impressed me that something 
ought to be done to protect the property of the United S 
against its disposal in the manner in which it had been d 
posed of 

As I see thi bill. the only difference between tl iftiation 
as it will be after the bill is passed and as it is now that 
it requires seven men to determine upon the sale rather than 
four. I think it is not an extraordinary request ft] least 
seven men shall be called upon to determine the great policy of 
the United States with reference to the question merchant 
marine It is true that it requir 1 unanimou t but i 
is a very small body of men: and, even opposed to Government 
ownership as I am, I should n ant to leave it to seven me 
or to four men to determine whether or not we should have 
Government ownel hip We itive the hips now > nnd if ve 
determine not to keep them the Congress ought to determine fl 
matter and not leave it to fonr men or to seven men. Of 
course, we do in this bill leave it to seven men, but we retard 
the accomplishment of it by requiring a unanimous vote I 
should like to vote so as to leave tl matter to Congress I 
would not, if I had my way, permit sales except upon the 


action of Congress upon the report of the board. 

I s nothing in this bill other than the increasing of the 
gree of unanimity which is iry in order 
If there is anything else in the bill 
unable toe detect it. 

Mr. President, 





di neces 
the shiy 
have been 
Mr. CARAWAY. 
quest 1 
Mr 


to dispose of 
ther than 


may I a 


BORAH. I yield. 
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Mr. CARAWAY. Im other words, then, the only thing this 
bill does is to make it more difficult for the Government to get 
out of the shipping business? 

Mr. BORAITL Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is all? 

Mr. BORAH. That is all. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I think I ought to correct the 
Senator on that. There is a very important provision in the 
bill which authorizes appropriations for the building of new 
ships. 

Mr. BORAH. 
appropriation ? 

Mr. JONES. Oh, no; 
not do that in this bill. 

Mr. BORAH. ‘The Senator from Arkansas asks the question 
if the bill does not make it more difficult for the Government 
to get out of the shipping business. It does make it more 
difficult for the Government to get out. I do not think the 
Government ought to get out until the Congress of the United 
States itself determines that question. It is true that under 
this bill seven men may do so, but I would leave it so that 
Congress alone could determine the policy in that respect. 

Mr. CARRAWAY. As a matter of fact, does not the Senator 
know that that is exactly what this bill does? There will 
always be one man who will not vote himself out of a job. 
Out of seven there will always be one man who will want to 
hold his job. 

Mr. BORAH. 
you would find 
his job. 

Mr. CARAWAY. We have done it so far. 

Mr. BORAH. From the manner in which they were disposing 
of ships, as painted by the Senator from Florida, I think they 
were trying very hard to get out of a job. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Possibly so. I am not defending anybody 
this administration appointed to office; but I desire to ask the 
Senator another question, 

We are engaging now in a subsidy under another name, are 
we not, and intending to make it permanent? Is not that what 
this bill does? 

Mr. BORAH. I think it points in that direction; yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. It points to paying about $45,000,000 a 
year as a subsidy to keep the merchant marine on the sea, does 
it not? Is not that the Senator’s understanding? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know the exact amount, but it is 
something. Whatever it is, that is the effect of it. 

Mr. CARAWAY. ‘That is the substance of it. It may be, as 
some have pointed out, that it is the only way to keep ships 
upon the sea, and we may have to do it. I think, if we do it, 
we ought to do it with thorough knowledge of what we are 
doing; and those people who heretofore have been saying that 
under no circumstances would they vote for a subsidy ought to 
be made to realize that that is what they are doing; ought 
they not? 

Mr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President, the situation is this: We 
have the ships. We are now in possession of them. They 
belong to the Government. The question here is, how we are 
going to dispose of them: whether we will dispose of them 
through the vote of four men or seven men, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
Idaho has expired. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President, it certainly afforded me the 
most intense gratification to hear what our Democratic leader, 
the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roprnson], had to say 
with reference to the amendment which I have offered to the 
pending bill. Along with many other things, it tends to show 
that he indeed has the breadth of view and the intellectual 
stature with which so many of his firm friends believe him to 
be generously endowed. 

I was so infatuated as to believe that the time had passed 
when any Member of the Senate would rise to his feet and utter 
words of real disparagement of the Federal merit system of 
appointment, 

Mr. CARAWAY. 
question? 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator knows I have but a very short 
time ; otherwise I would gladly yield to him. 

As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] intimated, 
it would be absolutely impossible to work the institutions of 
this country without chaos and confusion, and a vast volume 
of intrigue and corruption, but for this beneficent system of 
appointment. 

Go back to the old spoils system of politics as it existed 
before the enactment of the Pendleton bill! That, indeed, in 


It is merely an authorization? There is no 


there is no appropriation. We could 


I should think, on the same line of reasoning, 
one in four who would want to hold on to 


Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 


the vigorous language of the Scripiures, would be a dog re- 
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turning to his vomit. Year by year during my lifetime 
Federal merit system of appointment, in spite of all the sel; 
obstacles that have. been sought to be thrown in its way. | 
been extended until now we have arrived at a time when 
is considered nothing less than discreditable—I had alm 
said dishonorable—for a President of the United St: 
whether he be a Republican or whether he be a Demoerai 
leave office without, by the exercise of an Executive ord 
giving a still larger scope to that system of appointment, 

If we were to indulge the spirit of the Senator from 1: 
[Mr. Kine], we might believe that we were back again .in t 
Republican National Convention in which, when somethin 
was said about offices, the ravenous Mr, Flanagan, of Texs< 
arose and exclaimed, “ Mr. Chairman, I should like to k 
what we are here for if we are not here for the offices.” Such 
utterances show the degraded, sordid, and squalid consequen 
to which the spoils system of politics invari~bly leads, 

The Senator from Florida told me only a few days ago t) 
Mr. O'Connor, of the Shipping Board, had told him that 
the lack of the merit system of appointment at one time tly 
were 3,600 employees of the United States Shipping Board. 
that the number was subsequently reduced by the application of 
the squeezing process, with which we are all so familia. 
1,600, and that in his opinion 600 would have answered al! { 
purposes of the case. So in connection with the United States 
Shipping Beard and the Fleet Corporation themselves, not to 
go any further, we have illustrations of the intrigue, the cor- 
ruption, the demoralization, the degradation, the ineflicien:; 
the waste that always result from the old system of patrona 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Pripps] said that he wou'd 
not give his support to this amendment because we had had an 
example in the recent examinations of prohibition administr.- 
tors and agents of what the merit system of appointment really 
means. Why, I ask—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. BRUCE. I believe I have five minutes on the bill: and 

3 


) 


ky 


‘ 
t 


io 


that I have a right to go a little further in what I was savyi: 
with regard to the amendment before I reach the discussion 
the bill. 

I was one of the few Members in this body, civil-service re- 
former as I was, to vote against the placing of those prohibijion 
administrators and agents under the merit system of appoiit- 
ment, because I thought, to begin with, that the duties of pro- 
hibition administrators and agents called for the exercise of 
faculties, and for the performance of duties, to which this 
merit system of appointment, flexible and adaptable as it is. was 
not adapted, assuming that there are any subordinate positions 
to which it is not suited; a thing which I am inclined to deny. 

By what tortuous course of reasoning can the Senator from 
Colorado reach the conclusion that he does? It was that civil- 
service system, that very system which he disparages, which 
brought out in the most vivid and damning colors the unfitness 
in practically every respect of the existing personnel of tlic 
prohibition force for the duties of prohibition enforcement. 
Just think of it, 75 per cent of this whole body of men, whose 
conduct has so often been marked by the grossest profligacy, 
lawlessness, and corruption, were unable to meet successfully 
the highly practical tests given by the United States Civil 
Service Commission for the purpose of testing their efficiency. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BRUCE. But for the fact that the civil-service sysicio 
was made applicable to them, their shortcomings, their limits- 
tions, and their unfitness wou!d never have been disclosed. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Is the Senator aware tat practically all of 
them failed because they were asked to answer. hypothetical 
questions, which were not recorded, and the answers to which 
were not recorded? 

Mr. BRUCE. I read those questions, and I think that they 
were most aptly and intelligently framed for the purpose of 
determining how far those men were or were not qualified for 
the duties which they wished to discharge. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I know of cases where they did not record the 
questions or the answers. 

Mr. BRUCE. Every one of the questions was a question 
asked as to what the prohibition agent would do under a given 
set of circumstances; and pray what duty is devolved upon ® 
prohibition agent when in action except that of deciding, wider 
a given set of circumstances, exactly what course he shovld 
pursue? 

No; they failed because they had all been appointed as ° 
result of the exercise of personal or political favoritism, or par- 
tiality, or of Anti-Saloon League influence, or of chureh intiu- 
ence, if you please, or in other words, of all sorts of influences 
except those that were really calculated to ascertain whether 
they were or were not fit for the positions they sought. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena s tin us ex ed 

Mr. BRUCE. There are m y her things I would lil ‘ 

vy on this subje« but under tl tin | ltation t el 

x for me to do but to conclude 

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President, I do not know to what extent 
iow far the civil service amendment offered by the Sena 
from Maryland goes. Befor I support it, I would like to 
him some questions about if lam a believer in Civil sery 
but I can not disclaim having a great deal of sympathy 
that ung man who was being examined once for the posi 


mi of rural mail carrier. On f the questions was, * Wha 


distance from the earth to the moon?’ He replied, “I 
n't know the distance, and if that is part of my route, [ don't 
the job.” I have always thought there was a cre: al 
sense in that answer , 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to 
upt him, I recoll when that canard was put out Phe 
were run down by the Civil Service Commission, and it 


discovered that the origin of the story was that an appli- 


for the position of assistant astronomer at the Washington 
val Observatory had been asked how far it was from the 
on to the earth, a most apm priate question to be put to 


Mr. SWANSON. I want the Senator a practical ques- 

The civil service law provides that appointments under it 

all be prorated among the States according to 

xcept as to positions in the Government Printing Office and 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing Under that law, I do 

believe there has been a name certified for a clerical position 

mm Maryland, the District of Columbia, or Virginia for about 

or 15 years. If this amendment the employees of the 

ird under the civil service law, and the office 

d among the States according to population, it seems to me 

would result in the dismissal from the service of all the 

rks in the Shipping who are from Virginia, Mary- 

|, ov the District of Columbia. I would like to know what 

effect of the amendment would be. 

Mr. BRUCE. It would not affect them at all. Its operation 

uld be purely prospective. It would relate only to appoint 
ments made after the enactment of the law 

Mr. SWANSON. Does it mean that no man residing in Vir- 

zinia, Maryland, or the District of Columbia can be certified for 

i position in the Shipping Board until the names on the eli- 
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populat ion, 


Puts 


‘ss are to be pro- 






sjoard at 


vible list from all the other States have been exhausted? I 

ive not read the amendment. 
Mr. BRUCE. The Senator knows that under the general 
| service laws each State has a quota, and because of the 


State to Washing 
Is there anything ubjust in that? 
the State of Maryland has its quota supplied and the 
State of Virginia has its quota supplied, is it not only fair that 

ngs should be evened up a little bit by the distribution of 
Federal places among the other States of the Union? 

Mr. SWANSON. I thought the idea the best 
free of politics, irrespective of locality, the best, noblest, most 
ficient men in the world, to fill these positions. I do not 
Why a man who, better than everybody else, could fill a job, 
hould be excluded because he from Maryland. If the 
Senator’s amendment would result in prorating appointments 
foard according to absolute merit, as in the 


unfortunate proximity of his State and m) 
on our quotas are exhausted. 
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In another aspect I think the Senator from Marvylan i 
entirely correct This is not fter all the application of the 
principle of Government ownership It is a cnse of dire neces 
SIL ad be 1 case of dire nee sity, the Government itself 
being the only place to wl May look to ses merchant 
n ine nurtured, fostered, protected, conserved, and 


finall 


( racter that we jesire to the Government itself 

we ust oO 
But. sir, let me call vour attention to the sacrilege of some 
of these gentlemen who inveigh against Government ownership 
Why. sir. the verv light tha mes with its soft radiance 


the granite « 
from an elect 


» and illumines 
this body 


from aboy uuntenance of statesman 
ric-light plant owned, oper 


conducted by the Congress of the United 


ship in 


comes 


ted, maintained, and 


States. The very heat that warms the decrepit limbs in this 
body mes from a plant maintained, operated, conducted, and 
owned by the Government of the United States and the Con 
gress of the United States Sir, I have in my hand a maga 
zine called Power. It speaks in most complimentary terms of 
what the United States Government is doing to-day with its 
plant and what the Congress is doing with its power plant and 
its heating plant in the city of Washington What a terrible 


thing, how awful this is to those gentlemen who speak of Gov 
ernment ownership. Here they sit, sir. running a power plant 
in the city of Washington in opposition to and in competition 
with private initiative in this city, sir, that takes from the 
widows and the orphans, who the and the bonds of 
private public-utility corporations, their wee bit of earnings from 
these great corporations. Here they sit, 
Congressmen of the United States 
who own the 


own stock 
sir, these Senators and 
robbing widows and orphens 
stock and the bonds of public-utility corporaticus 
in competition with the elec- 
of Washington. Here they sit doing 
according to an official organ of electric power, at a lower 
and more efficiently than any private power plant in the 
Washington. 

Oh, what an example these gentlemen set to 
world ; how they stifle industry and how they are stamping ont 
competition in this land. Oh, sir, the sacrilege of it! You whe 
are Senators and you who are Congressmen, who run this light 
plant and this power plant for the Capitol and who run it 
efficiently and economically in opposition to the private plant 
in the city of Washington and run it better than those plants 
what a sacrilege! 


city 
it, sir, 


the rest of the 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his 
eat will he permit me to ask whether he is speaking now for 
the Shipping Board or for Boulder Dam? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am speaking for those gentlemen who 
have shed their salty tears in this body over the idea that the 
United States should enter into competition with private initia- 
tive and with enterprise that is conducted by private corpora- 
tions. You are doing it, sir, right now. Stop it, of course, for 
it is a terrible thing. It is sacrilege. It is treason. 


Mr. BINGHAM. But the Senator has not said a wérd about 
Boulder Dam. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, having learned about the de- 
erepit limbs of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr,. BrIncHam] 


and having heard how the Senator from Virginia |Mr. Swan- 
son] is uble to get about three times the appropriate quota that 
really delongs to his State in the civil service, I think it would 
be useful to bave the amendment read which I understand 


is 
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| and 


before the Senate. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit | 
me, the trouble is we have not any quota 

Mr. WILLIS. That is net my understanding. I understand 


the Senator's State and the State of Maryland and the District | 


of Columbia have gotten practically all of the civil-service ap- 
pointments. There is nobody left in their States to take those 
places. If he will look over the list he will find that every de- 
partment is filled by people from Maryland, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. I ask for the reading of the amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amend- 
ment, as requested, 

The LeGisLaATive CLERK. On page 3, line 9, after the word 
* authorized,” insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all offices, employments, and positions under the 
United States Shipping Board and the Fleet Corporation except offices 
ind employments calling for the exercise of executive, initiative, or 
discretion, and positions calling for manual or menial services, shal 
‘ bject to the provisions of the Federal laws relating to the Fed- 


eral classified civil service 


Mr. BRUCE, 
one question, 

Mr. WILLIS. 
is limited. 

Mr. BRUCE. May not the state of things to which the Sen- 
ator refers be due to the fact that the State of Ohio concen- 
trates on such lofty positions as the Presidency while Maryland 
and Virginia are satisfied with only the small places? [| Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. That is very persuasive, but notwithstanding 
I can not support the Senator’s amendment, 

Seriously I believe in the civil-service system. I believe in 
the merit system. But I am utterly unable to understand how 
this amendment could be made operative. Listen to it: 


Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 


Except offices and employments calling for the cxercise of executive, 


jnitiative, or discretion. 


that mean? 
Are those the offices held by Virginians and 


Just what does 
Mr. SACKETT. 
Marylanders? 


Mr. WILLIS. I do not know. It does not appear here. It 
says “offices and employments calling for the exercise of exec- 
utive.’ What is an office calling for “the exercise of exec- 
utive "7 

Mr. BRUCE. The chief of a bureau or division, or anyone 


exercising executive function. 

Mr. WILLIS. I had not finished my question. The amend- 
ment goes on to say “and employments calling for the exercise 
of executive, initiative, or discretion.”” Who is going to deter- 
mine that? How can we make that work out practically in the 
Liw? “Or discretion.” What office is it that has discretion or 
does not have discretion? 

We can not afford to legislate in such a fashion as that and 


adopt an amendment which we can not interpret. I am in 
tfayor of the civil service, but I think the amendment which 
the Senator from Maryland has preposed, if attempted to be 
carried inte effect, would be utterly unintelligible, and, there- 
fore, wilh great regret and notwithstanding my affection for him 
und his generosity, I shall be compelled to vote against the 


amendment 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, dees the Senator from Ohio labor 
under the delusion that there is a fair enforcement of the civil 
service law ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not labor under a delusion. My opinion 
is very definite that there is a fair apportionment, and I do 
not eriticize the Senator and his colleague, though I think his 
State has more than its share. 

Mr. GLASS. I said a fair enforcement, 


It will have to be very brief, because my time | 





| his country. 
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| have the physical strength 
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Mr. WILLIS. Oh, I did not understand the 
thought the Senator said “apportionment.” I would not like 
to condemn the whole civil service because there are some thing 
in it that do not meet with my approval. 

Mr. GLASS. I had gotten the impression that the Senni 
from Maryland acknowledges that the prohibition law is } 
enforced, and that because it is not enforced it ought t 
repealed. Therefore I am somewhat surprised that the Senat 
from Maryland should offer an amendment to the bill retati 
to the civil service law, which is not enforced any more than 
the prohibition amendment is enforced—not a bit more. I ha 
an utter contempt for the evasions and for the pretenses that I 
encounter here in the so-called enforcement of the civil 
luw. 

I had one experience within a few weeks where a boy 
had gone across the ocean and offered his life for his coun 
and was shot to pieces, and had, in a competition for a 
tion as rural carrier, stood first on the list, but was 
down for a bomb-proof artist by the Civil Service Commis 
the Post Office Department. Then Senators talk to 
about the enforcement of the civil service law! It is 
enforced half as well as the prohibition law. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Virginia the name of that persgn and that rural mail carrier 
and what his route is, so that I may have an opportunity 
verify the statement? 


Senator. ] 


sery 


#19 7°) 
tur | 


Mr. GLASS. He bepws a very distinguished name. His nan 
is Jefferson. 
Mr. BRUCE. The Senator is sure it was not And 


Jackson? 

Mr. GLASS. He was located in the State of Virginia, and | 
went across the ocean and was shot to pieces in defenss 
He was first on the civil-service list after taking 


the list, who did not get shot, who did not even get across 
ocean. 

Mr. BRUCE. Perhaps he was shot so badly that he did 
to discharge the duties of the 
position, 

Mr. GLASS. Oh, yes; he had. He was not shot so bad 
but that he was enabled to take the civil-service examiniti 
and he was first on the certified list. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I inquire who turned | 


down? 
Mr. GLASS. He was turned down for the lowest man on tli 
list. The Post Office Department turned him down. 


Mr. NORRIS. I have no knowledge, of course, as to that 
particular case; but I would like to make the suggestion that 
when the Senator said the Civil Service Commission turn 


the applicant down, I have an idea that upon investigatio! 
would find that all the Civil Service Commission did was to 
hold the examination and place the names on the list in th: 
order. 

Mr. GLASS. No; the Civil Service Commission did tl 
Under a mere technical pretense it gave military status to a 
fellow who did not get within 3,000 miles of France during 
war. He did not even get to a military camp in this country. 
He went to school in Virginia, and by some sort of hocus pom 
he was certified as having a military status, and the man 
had really gone toe war and was shot to pieces was turned 
down. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator said 
turned down stood first on the list? 

Mr. GLASS. Yes; he did. 

Mr. NORRIS. Somebody made the selection, and that w 
not the Civil Service Commission. He was not turned dow! 
the Civil Service Commission, therefore. Perhaps it was 
mitted to some Congressman or some Senator or some govern 
who made the selection out of the three highest on the lis! 
and he selected the other one for partisan or political reaso! 

Mr. OVERMAN. Or some chairman of a committee, ‘Tl 
is what happened in my State. 

Mr. NORRIS. There is an illustration, I think, which demon 
strates that the real spirit of the civil service law is not e! 
forced; but it is a demonstration, in my judgment, that the evi! 
which the civil service law was intended to obviate and do 
away with has not been removed but still exists to some 
extent ‘and interferes with the proper and real enforcement oi 
the civil service law and theories. 

Mr. GLASS. If the Senator wants to know 
happened in that Virginia case—— 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope the Senator will not take my time. 

Mr. GLASS. What really happened was that the man i102 


that the one who 


what really 


charge of the sale of patronage in Virginia wanted this other 
man to have the job. 
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Mr. NORRIS. Frxaectls That ake plair Vhat is t | 
the fault of the Civil Servi (‘on sjor that the fau ot 
ir defective civil servi law, which enabl the dealer | 
itronage or other partisan traffic policeme to defeat wha 
ought to be a real good civil service k but which is not so 
on account of that defect 

Mr. GLASS. But if the Civil Service Commission had not 
riven military status to this bomb-proof ” artist, he could 
have been appointed 

Mr. NORRIS. Very well: then some other “ bomb-p1 
artist would have been appointed, and they would not hav: 

ected the man who stood first on the list and who ought t 

been appointed under a fair interpretation of th 

Such things occur because we have pot as yet removed fr ! 
law the partisanship that we ought to take out of it It is 
our fault that we have not passed the right kind of a civi 
ervice law. The law does not go the full length that it ought 

go. The object of the civil vice law is to eliminat the 
evils of partisanship and political corruption that otherw 

metimes come in the selection of public appointees, 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
‘or just one moment, I desire to suggest that he knows that 
lowanee has to be made for military status under the law 
self. 

Mr. GLASS. But it means a real military status 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope the Senators will not take up my time. 
I think we have got an idea of just what happened. A dealer 

political patronage was the man who was to blame 

We ought so to amend the law as to exclude that kind of 
influence and enact a real civil service law that would take | 
away from Senators and Representatives in Congress, from 
political chairmen, and from partisan dealers in corrupt poli- 
tics the right to make selections or to have anything to say 
about the appointment of public officers Then we should 
have a civil service law that would be more completely effe 


tive than it now is, 

Mr. President, I think the evil of pie-counter methods of 
appointment to office and the old spoils system is well illus 
trated by what the Senator from Virginia {|Mr. Swanson] has 


said. As I understand him, he is going to vote for or against 
this particular amendment according to whether it will let 
Virginia get in and secure some more oflices or whether it will 
keep Virginia out. There is another illustration of the evil 


that we are trying to get away from in a fair civil service law 

Mr. SWANSON. No; if the Senator from Nebraska will 
permit me, I desire to say that I said I would not vote for a 
law that would discriminate. 

Mr. NORRIS. ‘That is, one that will not let 

Mr, SWANSON. No. Let me make my own answer and 

tt have the Senator from Nebraska make it. I said I would 
not vote for a law which provided that a Virginian who passes 
the best examination and highest on the eligible list 
can not secure an appointment until the quota from Nebraska 
shall have been filled. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; in oi 
already has its quota, has got to 
otherwise, we lose the vote of the 

Mr. SWANSON. Oh, no. I say 
the job. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, the best man ought to get the job; 
but he must come from Virginia. That is the position. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce] well says, I think that 
even if the amendment should operate against his State, if 
that State has received her quota we ought to let other States 
have an opportunity to fill their quotas. That is the theory of 
the law. 

Mr. President, I believe if we will consider the wmatter 
thoroughly and conscientiously we must reach the conciusion 
that if we should repeal the civil service law and should put 
all of the thousands of appointive places on the political pie 
counter we would have corruption running rank in Government 
offices ; we would be unable to carry on the Government in any 
kind of a systematic and efficient manner. It would almost 
bring destruction and ruin to the Government. We ought to 
devote our time to improving the civil service law and getting 
rid of the defects which, I admit, already exist, rather than 
to cut it down and place all the offices from janitor on up 
in all the various departments of the Government on the poiiti- 
cal pie eounter subject to sale, as has been described witi 
reference to a rural carrier, in thousands of instances by the 
dealer in political corruption and in political offices. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska, I 
am sure, does not understand that I am in favor of repealing 
the civil service law? 
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Virginia get in 


stand 


her words, Virginia, though it 
have an additional quota; 
Senator from Virginia. 

the best man ought to get 
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Mr. NORRIS. No: Id not wish to intimate that. 
Mr. GLASS My complaint is that it i t properly enferced 
Mr. NORRIS l agree \ the Senate t it is not alv 
operly enferced, and one of the reasons, as I have iid 
lie sl i th ett S defective I I x th 
‘ m econ iints which come to mé m sk l 
. dou} to other Ser I We |! [ per $ 
Ww a tl seme pal iar person who ¢ la re 
t trary tot ' rot it becat } ’ 
pr V Senator or 1 some M ‘ 
Hi Representatives or with some governor I 
il chairmat mewhere he U1 d State So the idea 
I at ge il takes a p™ il pt 
to tion even under the civil servic I know t 
uch a Ss are equently eXagcee ted I nave e1 
f wi I investigated that the V exaggerated dl 
\ theut foundation but 1 e is Y rea » for the 
‘ nt l have no dou there are many instances w 
S ngs ha occurred 
The « 1 service v, of course, is imperfect, just as every 
law is imperfect which is enacted and administered by human 
beings, none of whom are perfect. There will always be case 
where injury may be done and where there is not a fair «@ 
forcement of the law: but Senators ought to recognize, it seen 
to me, that if, because it is imperfect, because injustices arise 
from time to time, we should repeal the law and refuse to put 
hese en ees or other employees under tl civil service, 
we would get into a position where we would be a thousand 
\ ft ul now a 
I think it has been generally known that, not being under the 
service ] Fleet Corporation and the Shipping Board 
curing the last few years have constituted a sort of re i 
politician ere they could push their friends ar bs 
the The Senator from Maryland has given u n- 
rmath Lhe ecms to me iS very valu l¢ They ore 
than twice as many employees as they ought to have had be- 
ause they were not under the civil service 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bincuam in the el a 
The time of the Senator from Nebraska has expired 
Mr. SWANSON Mr. President, my only objection t the 
civil service law as at present administered is that it does ne 
secure T » most efficient employe *s I think a civil servik aw 
that requires the commission to certify on a pro rata basis 
applicants who have an average of 70 in preference to appli- 


think if 


cants who have obtained an average of 90 is wrong I 
in 


we are going to have a merit system it ought to be a genuine 
merit system 

Mr. JONES Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry Has 
not the Senator already spoken on the pending amendment 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair assumes that the 


Senator from Virginia is now speaking on the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Very weil 

Mr. SWANSON. As I have said, if we are going to have a 
merit system it ought to be a genuine merit system, and not a 


system under which appointments are distributed and pro rated 
on some other basis. I do not see, as 1 have said, why appli- 
cants who have averaged 90 in the examination should be set 
aside and preference given to applicants who have averaged 
perhaps only 70, because they come from a section of the coun- 


try which has not its queta of civil-service employees. If we 
are going to have a merit system, I think the effort should be 
made to obtain the best results, and that can be only done by 


procuring the most capable and efficient men, not by a pro rata 


system. I think such a system as I have suggested would be 
the best one to follow and that under it we would procure the 
most eflicient results 


My complaint of the present system is that it is not efficient. 
I do not know of anybody who has been certified from Virginia, 
Maryland, or the District of Columbia for almost 10 years. 

People come from other States and acquire homes in Vir- 
ginia, and are then charged up to Virginia’s quota. To such 
an extent is this true that real Virginians have stopped taking 


the examinations. The present system has worked gross in- 
justice. I repeat that not many real Virginians, not may 


real citizens of Maryland, and perhaps not many real natives 
of the District of Columbia are holding Government offices, 
but people come to those jurisdictions, acquire homes, and then 
are credited to them, I think if a young man from Virginia 
or Maryland or the District of Columbia or West Virginia or 
any of the near-by States is the most competent and capable 
and passes an examination of 95 he should be preferred over 
somebody who stands an examination of 70, and yet the man 
with the lowest grade is given the preference because he comes 
from a State which has not its quota filled. That is not au 
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efficient and capable civil service, and that is my objection to 
the present system. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I am anxious to proceed 
with the bill, and will only take a few moments. I am glad 
the Senator from Maryland has submitted his amendment. 
I think we ought to have had legislation of this kind in the 
very beginning, and while the amendment may not accomplish 
all that the Senator from Maryland desires or all that we 


should like to haye accomplished it will be helpful, and I hope 


it will be adopted. The Shipping Board and the Fleet Cor- 
poration during the last administration in a way furnished 
a political pie counter, and that sort of thing ought to be 


stopped. 

Mr. President, I wish to offer for the Recorp in my time a 
leiter from Fred Brenckman, Esq., Washington representative 
of the National Grange, with reference to the position of the 


National Grange on the pending bill. I ask that the letter 
may be printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 


printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

THE NATIONAL GRANGE, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1928. 
the Jones bill, amending the merchant 
in the and to apprise 


DEAR We note that 
marine act, is approaching a 


SENATOR : 


vote Senate, wish 


you of the attitude of the National Grange, as expressed in the follow- | 


ing resolution, which was unanimously adopted at our last annual | 
session, held at Cleveland, Ohio, November 16—25, 1927: 

“Whereas an adequate American merchant marine is vital to our 
prosperity and security as a nation; and 

“Whereas private enterprise, under prevailing conditions, can not 
fuky supply the need in transoceanic service: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the National Grange favors continued ownership 
aud operation of merchant ships by the Government through the agency 
the United States Shipping Board, as necessity demands; and it 
further 

* Resolved, That we favor appropriations by 
merchant fleet modern and efficient.” 

It is probably true that some of the ships of our war-time fleet should 
be disposed of in the most sdvantageous way that may be open. But 
we do not approve of disposing of the better class of ships for such an 
inadequate return as a mere five-year guaranty of operation. 

We are strongly of the opinion that the time has arrived when this 
country must adopt definite and constructive measures to put our 
merchant fleet on a sound and continuing basis, unless we are to witness 
a painful repetition of the experiences of 1914. 


of be 


Congress to keep our 


We favor the Jones bill and hope you may see your way clear to 
support it. 
Yours respectfully, 
FRED. BRENCKMAN, 


Washington Representative 


Mr. FLETCHER. I also offer two editorials which were 
printed in the January issue of the Port of New York, one 
entitled “ Government-owned ships in foreign trade,” and the 
other entitled “ Jute imports—A case in point.” I ask to have 
them printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the editorials were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


GOVERNMENT-OWNED SHIPS IN FOREIGN TRADE 

if a majority of Democrats in Congress line up in favor of a Govern- 
ment ownership bill, as seems probable, and a majority of Republicans 
should join hands with them, as Senator W. L. Jones, chairman of the 
Senate Commerce Committee, has done, as did all of the Republican 
members of his committee, such a bill could be put through Congress by 
an overwhelming majority. We can not imagine the President vetoing 
such a bill, so supported. 

Democrats and Middle West Republicans hitherto have opposed, and 
for 50 years have succeeded in defexnting all attempts to obtain Govern- 
aid protection for American ships in foreign trade. But they 
seem, now, to be willing to have the Government meet Shipping Board 

so-called, occasioned through Government ownership, as for the 
past ars such losses have met, the period of such owner- 
ship having been prolonged because of the determined opposition of Con- 


ment or 
losses, 


seven ¥ been 


gress to take money from the National Treasury to maintain American 
ships in foreign trade. 

An effective policy of Government ownership should give the country 
lines of up-to-date shaps, through new construction and replacements, 
adapted to the trade routes over which they operate, equal in every way 
to the foreign ships with which they have to compete. Could this 
country do anything less desired by foreign shipowners? Would not 
such ships give us merchant ships for national-defense purposes in war, 


and commercial purposes in peace, most acutely needed? Without Gov 
aid what private interests could do that? Nobody dreams 
that any would or could. When it became obvious to all the world that 


ernment 


our ships were in foreign trade to stay, cargoes would steadily gravi- 
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tate to them, and they might become self-sustaining. That would 
the time to dispose of them to private interests with greater assuran 
of their remaining permanently upon the seas. 

Why should not we get, while the chance of getting it seems so fayo 
able, a real, effective American merchant marine in foreign trade, esp 
clay when opposition to such a program might defeat all other eff ' 
to secure such an American merchant marine? All such ships would | 


American-built, American-owned, managed wholly by Americans, off 
cered and manned by Americans—a real American merchant mari): 
our people would become more and more experienced and skilled 


operating them, and all the while the essential needs of the Nation 
respect to an American merchant marine would be met. 





JUTE IMPORTS—A CASE 
It an elementary truism with Britons that purchasers of goo 
have a right to say how they shall be carried, when the truism is no: 
put fo the acid test of a try out. The truism is an abstract propositior 
but a concrete case in point now offered to the world which is 
complete variance with the truism. Upwards of 650,000 tons of jut 


IN POINT 


is 


Is 


are imported into this country, necessitating about 69 sailings from 
India each year to bring it here Of these, American ships enjo 
four sailings, and latterly have been asking for one-fourth the carrying 
which seems to be modest, to say the least. The British Cuna: 


Ellerman-Bucknell Lines refuse to agree, as British lines are wont to do 
when they think they control, truisms to the contrary notwithstanding 
So the Roosevelt Line of United States Shipping Board ships is de 
mined to obtain at least 16 cargoes of jute annually for the United 
States, to secure which they have cut the freight rate from 35 to 2 
cents a hundred pounds, quickly followed by a cut from $7.90 to $4.50 
a ton by the Cunard Line. Vice Chairman E, C. Plummer, of the United 
States Shipping Board, in charge of traffic, announces for the board tha 
it prepared to cut the rate, if necessary, to 10 cents a hundred 
pounds. 

Thus a locking of horns between the United States Government and 
powerful combination of British shipping interests occurs. The contes 
which we opine will result in American ships carrying at least on 
fourth of the jute imported into this country, may be studied at close 
range. Needless to say, it will be watched with keenest interest, espe 
cially as showing to what lengths Uncle Sam will go in an ocean-freig)it 
rate war to obtain a modest share of the carrying of our imports, and 
British shipowners to sustain what they probably regard as tli 
rights—-possession of all of the carrying. 

Who knows? This may be the first gun in a contest to show whether 
John Bull really does command the trade and carrying of the world 


is 





Well, no one is better able to “ tote his load” in such a contest than 
Uncle Sam! 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, while I am on my feet 
Mr. WLLLIS. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I only have a limited time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish merely to ask a question in regard to 
the pending amendment. I understand the Senator from Florida 
to be supporting it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will he explain what is meant by the clause. 
“except offices and employments calling for the exercise ot! 
executive, initiative, or discretion”? What is such an office? 

Mr. FLETCHER. My construction of that expression woul: 
be that it is intended to cover such positions, for instance, :s 
the president of the Fleet Corporation, the vice president, the 
trustees of the Fleet Corporation, and other officials of that 
kind, experienced experts who are selected to conduct and 
manage the business. We paid at one time $95,000 a yen 
salary to three men to take charge of the operation of th: 
ships. Those men ought not to be subjected to civil-service 
examination. To one man we paid $35,000; to another we pai 
$30,000: and to a third we paid $30,000. In that way we 
obtained talent and experience in connection with the operation 
of ships. Those men ought not to be included in any require 
ment for civil-service examination. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield fur 
ther, I agree with his views as to what ought to be done, but | 
submit to him that this language which he says he is going to 
vote for conveys no such impression. 


The exercise of executive, initiative, and discretion— 


If any human being can tell what that means well and good; 
I can not. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think it is intended to cover positions of 
the kind to which I have referred, calling for expert knowledse 
of shipping matters. 

With reference to the suggestion with regard to the require- 
ment of the unanimous vote of the Shipping Board for the sale 








want to say that every 
} 


of the ships, I 1 in tl 
United Shipping Board and the 
Fleet Corporation. That is corporation in which the peopl 
of this country own the stock; they are interested in it. That 
poration has a vast property in their control and under their 
management, property that cost millions of dollars. Therefore 
in order to safeguard the rights of the people of this country 
n their property, we require that there shall be unanimous con 
sent before that property shall be disposed of in any way, and 
hat it must be used for their benefit. 

If it costs to operate the 


mai if 


state Is a 


stockholder in the 





ships a little more than we get ou 


them in the way of returns, we must bear in mind that we 
are keeping down freight rates on the ocean and saving the 
shippers of this country million of dollars every month more 


han the actual deficit. We save monthly to the people of this 
country by reason of having these ships in operation, and we 
are extending our commerce and expanding our trade over the 
world, and keeping our flag on the seas. That is the thing t 
be aecomplished and it can not be accomplished in any othe! 
way than as pointed out by this bill. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I am in favor 
of this amendment. From my experience in the publie service 
I have concluded that the civil-service system promotes, on the 
whole, merit and efficiency Whatever mistakes have been made 
in the administration of the civil service have been due in large 


part to the influences of partisan public officials in positions 
elected or appointed to high places. The abuses that have 
occurred in the civil-service system are due not to the law or t« 
the commission, but are due, as I said, to the attitude which 


the administrative officers take with the approval of those in 
high positions toward adopting subterfuges to the strict 
intent and interpretation of the law. 
Undoubtedly mistakes have been made in the 
of the civil service law by the Civil Service Commission 
Undoubtedly there are wrongs and at times grave blunders by 
those directing the system; but it seems to me that, on the 
whole, the civil-service system has tended to improve the publie 
service greatly, and I would dislike very much to see a return 


escape 


administration 
itself 


in any degree to the old system which eliminated the civil- 
service requirements. We should seek to improve and 
strengthen rather than weaken the system that has greatly 


eliminated the evils of the spoils system. 

Therefore I shall vote with special satisfaction and pleasure 
for the amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce}. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to insert a new sec- 
tion, as follows: 


That in the of the 
Shipping Board shali distribute them as far 
detriment to the service, among the various ports of the country. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I do 
not think this amendment is necessary. I think the board has 
ample authority to do this now, but the amendment can do no 
harm, so I make no objection to it, and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, it may be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend 
ment offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, on the 
ment which I offered yesterday proposing to amend 
of the shipping act as found in the Code of Laws of the United 
States. May we have that amendment read, please? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the proper 
place in the bill: 


Sec. 7. allocations rations of the ships the 


ope 
Dp 


as possible, and with 


desk is an amend- 
section S870 


That section 870 of the shipping act, as found in the Code of Laws 


of the United States, shall be amended to permit the loan of 75 per 
cent of the constructional cost of the ships for a period of 20 years 
and at the rate of interest which is paid by the Government at the 


time upon money borrowed, 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senate will recall that 
the law at present permits a loan up to 66% per cent of the 
constructional cost under certain methods of protection of tlie 
Government. The period of the loan is for 15 years, and the 
amount of interest 4144 per cent in foreign trade. 

This amendment provides for an extension of the amount to 
75 per cent of the cost of the ship, a 20-year period for the loan, 
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and there is to be charged the current rate of interest, wl 
that may be. It is now about 314 per cent 

Of course, the purpose of this amendme i encouras ‘ 

ilding of ships by private owners. I hope > matter will 
receive the favorable attention f the Senate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I think this amendment oug o 
be defeated. It amends a very important provision of the act 
of 1920, and that act, I think, was verv liberal in itself 

| hope the amendment will be defeated 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I had assumed there w 1 
be » Opp sition to the amendment. I hoped there would be : 
opposition to i 

Mr. JONES. I make the point of order that the Senator ean 
not discuss his amendment twice 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well 


Mr. COPELAND. What was the statement of the Chair‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington 
raised the point of order that the Senator from New York, 
having spoken on his amendment, and having yielded the floor, 
is not at liberty to speak on it second time 


Mr. COPELAND. If 


the Chair will bear w me for a 
moment 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will take the floor, and I shonld 
like to ask the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah hag 
the floor. 

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
to explain the amendment so that the Senator from Washington 
can understand if. 

Mr. JONES I object to that. I think that is contrary to 
the pi of the unanimous-consent agreement, and contrary 
to tl rules of the Senate 


Mr. COPELAND. Well, I am satisfied, Mr. President 

Mr. KING. Mr. President. I confess that" I do not agree 
with the Senator from Washington. I jist came int the 
Chamber. I should like to learn just what this amendment is, 
May I ask the Senator from Washington whether he opposes 


the amendment because it provides for the loaning of 
those who in good faith construct ships? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, we have a law now which pro- 
vides for the loaning of money to people who want to borrow it 


moley to 


for the construction of ships. That was a very well matured 
provision in the law, and no substantial reason has been shown 
for changing it 

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
wherein the amendment improves the existing law, and what 


he hopes can be accomplished by his amendment if it becomes a 


part of that law that can not be accomplished under the present 
statute? 
Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator heard what I said vesier- 


} 
day, he will recall that I presented here a ship-building pro- 
poval, which was made by the persons who built the Saratoga. 
Mr. KING. I am familiar with the Wilder proposal. 


Mr, COPELAND. The first request made by that concern was 


that the loan privilege be increased. It would make a difference 
of about $10,000,000 in the amount that the firm could borrew, 
which in itself is not so important. The rate of interest would 


be the current rate, and, of course, the Government 
lose a cent. We now have about $90,000,000 in the loar 

and this amount will be increased automatically. As this 
cern, or any other undertaking to build ships, needs money, it 


would not 
fund, 


cCen- 


will be there. That was the testimony of Chairman O’Connor 
before the Appropriations Committee the other day. The im- 
portant thing about this amendment is that instead of the rate 
of interest being 4% per cent it would be 8% or 344, which 


would make a tremendous difference in the 
the concern. 
be made the money 
Board, 

Mr. KING. I think the Senator from York ought to 
understand by this time that the proponents of absolute Gov- 
ernment ownership and operation of a merchant 


bate 


overhead charges of 
You understand, of course, no appropriation need 
lies in the loan fund of the 


Shipping 
New 


marine domi 
the Senate, and they are going to prevent any amendment 
to this bill that would encourage private ownership and privaie 
operation of a merchant marine. We are embarking upon gov 
ernmental ownership, and we can not disguise that fact. All! 
this talk about this being only temporary is mere camouflage, 
and there is a good deal of hypocrisy about it—no Senators, of 
course, being included within that observation, because ‘hey 
are all sincere. 

Mr. EDGE. 

Mr. KING, 


Mr. President-——— 
I yield for a question, 
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Mr. EDGE. 
increases the amount that can be borrowed from 66~, 
to 7) per cent? 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. EDGE. “In other words, if I understand the amendment, 
if it should be adupted, with this program of perpetual Gov- 
erninent ownership before us, it would at least mean that the 
taxpayers of the country could save 25 per cent, which would be 
furnished by private capital. Otherwise, as has been many 
times stated and announced on the floor durmg the debate on 
this bill, the Government will pay 100 per cent. If this amend- 
ment is defeated, in other words, the practical effect would be 
that we refuse to take 25 per cent from private citizens or cor- 
porations under an agreement that they will build ships and 
prefer to pay 100 per cent of the taxpayers’ money, 


Do T understand likewise that the amendment 
per cent 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I stated a moment ago, the 
proponents of this bill do not want private operation. This bill 
is undoubtedly designed, as stated by the Senator from Cali- 


fornia [Mr. JoHNnson] this morning and in his speech of a few 
days ago, to commit the Government irretriev ibly to the owning 
and operating of the merchant marine; and any amendment, if 
it were clear us the noonday sun, that would indicate how we 
could have a merchant marine under private ownership would 
be rejected, in my opinion, by the Senate. 

I regret exceedingly that we have passed out of the domain of 
private ownership in the shipping business and confess the in- 
couipetency of the American business man and the American 
people to ran their own affairs, and that we have to build up a 
bureaucracy and crawl under the legs of bureaucrats because 
we are incompetent to run our own affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York | Mr. CoreLanp},. 

Mr. EDGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, before the voie is taken I 
desire to suy that under the present law we have made ex- 
ceedingly liberal and generous provisions for constituting this 
loan fund and providing for loaning upon a ship two-thirds of 
its at 44 per cent interest. That is exceedingly liberal, 
No private individual would loan over one-half the cost of the 


COST 


ship. The Government is now in position to loan two-thirds of 
the cost of the ship at this low rate of interest. That is ex- 
ceedingly liberal. To make that 75 per cent would make it 


unsafe. Very likely a ship would depreciate in au year’s time 
or in two years’ time per cent, in which case the Govy- 
ernment would have to take back the ship if it had made a 
loan upon it 

Mr. EDGE. The Senator thinks the difference between 6625 
per cent and 75 per cent is unsafe’ 

Mr. FLETCHER, Yes, | do; absolutely unsafe, and [ do not 
think the amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I am going to vote against 
this amendment, but I do not want to have my view miscon- 
strued with reference to this Wilder proposition. I have heard 
something about the Wilder proposition, that they expected to 
build a good many ships if they could make certain arrange- 
ments, and so forth, and remove the matter from the subvention 
or subsidy class. 

When I vote against this amendment to-day I should not like 
to have the Shipping Board construe my action as being op- 
posed to any policy with reference to this project that is now 
before the Shipping Board. I think it is most unfortunate that 
this amendment is offered to this bill, because evidently it will 
be defeated and some persons will accept it as giving a black 
eye to the proposal of the Wilder people. 

| merely desire to say that, because no doubt there will be 
others who will vote against the amendment entertaining the 
sume views as I do. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, T would like to ask the Sen- 
ator from New York as to the provision for repayment of these 
loans, 

Mr. COPELAND. The law is not changed. I take article 870 
of the code, where the conditions are made for the repayment 
on the present basis, which is for 15 years. The provision is: 


20 


If it is not to be repaid within two years from the date when the 
first advance on the loan is made by the board, the principal shall be 
payable in installments to be definitely prescribed in the instruments. 


nts shall be made payable at intervals not exceeding two 
amounts not less than 6 per cent of the original amount 


Such instalime 
years, and it 
of the 

The law is not changed, except that the time is extended 
from 15 years to 20 years, the amount of money which can be 
advanced is made 75 per cent, instead of 66, and the rate of 


loan 
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interest is reduced from four and a quarter, as prescribed ip 
the act, to the current rate, whatever it may be. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, so far as the current rate i 
concerned, no private interest in this country should have the 
advantage of tax-free money. The Government can borrow on a 
three and a half per cent basis, provided the bonds issued 4; 
tax-free, but if the bonds were subject to taxation that rat 
would be about four or four and a quarter per cent, and I d 
not believe we should afford any commercial enterprise ¢) 
advantage of a lower rate, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, 

Mr. HOWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, if the Senator believes in Goy- 
ernment ownership and operation, as I assume he does, and | 
honor him for his position, he is opposed to any plan which wil! 
permit private parties to get into the shipping business. ©; 
course, the reason for the introduction of the amendment is 
to help private interests to build ships, to operate them. and 
in order to assist the enterprise, to give them cheap money 

Nr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I am not opposed to lending 
Government funds on a proper basis to a public-utility ente1 
prise, providing such private enterprise would carry out its 
agreements; but, unfortunately, private enterprise will no 
carry out its agreements with the Government. They make au 
agreement, and then, after they have been favored, as in the 
case of the railroads, they come to Congress and ask that it 
be modified—lobby therefor. 

Again, I am in favor of public ownership, but I believe that 
the only way to carry on public ownership successfully is fox 
the Government to do its business in a thoroughiy businesslike 
manner, and a loan, such as proposed, is not a businesslike 
loan. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President. will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HOWELL. Seventy-five per cent of the cost of these 
ships is to be loaned on the basis of tax-free securities, and 
but 6 per cent to be paid back every two years. This is not 
in my opinion, a Dusinesslike arrangement in connection with 
the development of a merchant marine by private interests. 

Mr. COPELAND. Will the Senator yield just a moment? 

Mr. HOWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COPELAND. What about lending money to the farmer? 
Do we not do that” 

Mr. HOWELL. Yes: the Federal land banks lend money 
to the farmer, and the farmer is paying now 5 per cent for 
that money. 

Mr. FLETCHER. But they never lend over 50 per cent otf 
the value of their property. 

Mr. HOWELL. They never lend over 50 per cent of tl 
value of their property. and the farmers have to pay up, or the 
loans will be foreclosed. But we propose here to secure loans 
for ships on this basis—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New York |[Mr. Coreranp]. The yeas and nays haying 
been ordered, the Chief Clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Roprnson], who i 
absent. I understand that if present he would vote on this 
amendment as I am about to yote, Therefore I am at liberty 
to vote, and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a genera! 
pair with the junior Senator from Ohio |Mr. Fess]. In his 
absence, not knowing how he would vote on the pending amend 
ment, I withhold my vote. 7 

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a geii- 
eral pair with the junior Seuator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont}, 
which I trausfer to the senior Senater from Arkansas [Mr 
Ropinson], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN 
In his absence, not knowing how he would vote on this amen 
ment, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). I have a genera! 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr!, 
who is abseut. Not knowing how he would vote on this ques 
tion, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was "concluded. 

Mr. KING (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Vermont [| Mr. 
Dae], who is absent. Not knowing how he would vote, I am 
compelled to withdraw my vote. 


will the Senator yield? 


The Senator's time on the 
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The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 61, as follow 
YEAS—<‘ 
Bingham Gillett McNary Shortridzé 
Greene Metcalt Steiwe 
eland Hal Moses Vi 
Ine 2 Phipps W 
| ‘ das McLean Reed, Pa. Wats 
NAYS—61 
rst Dill La | i 
ley I I r MckKe mons 
vard } 17 I McMas Sy 
| k George Mavfield Ste 
I iné Gerry Neely St 
| ih Glass \ k S 
Bratton Goodir \ . - 
Brookbhart Harris Ny ; ! 
Broussard Harrison Od I 
truce Hlawes I Vi M 
yper Hayden Ransdell Walsh’ M 
raway Letlin ] d. 4 W hee 
ens Liowell | ‘ Will 
( Johr r Sackett 
ng Jones Schal 
Der n Kendrick Sheppard 
NOT VOTIN( 13 
I Goff Pit Warren 
l’ont Gould Re 1, Ark 
ris King S 
} Sx (iverman I Sor 
So Mr. CopELAND’sS amendment was rejected 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, 1 send to the desk an 
amendment to the pending bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (M BINGHAM in the chair) 
rhe amendment will be reported 
The Cyuier CLERK. On page 2, line 15, after the words e% 
tion 4.” strike out the word “the” and insert the words If 
the board becomes convinced hat there is t will read 
If the board becomes convinced thi t e is a neces y for the 
replacement of vessels owned by the United States 
And so forth 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment offered by the Senator from New York 


Mr. COPELAND Mr. President, of course I do ne labor 
under the hope that this amendment will prevail. But Senators 
seem to be hopeful that the pending bill is going to solve all 


the troubles of the Shipping Board and perpetuate a merchant 
marine. Of course, there is nothing so desirable that pro 
vided for in the bill. There is not a constructive thing in the 
bill. All it does is to make it impossible to sell the ships. 

I want to show why there is so much enthusiasm on the par 
of certain boards of trade and chambers commerce about 
the bill and why certain persons in seaports of the country are 
favor of perpetuating the ownership of this fleet in the 
Shipping Board. 

I have here the report of the Shipping Board for the year 
ending June 30, 1926. I find that in that year the Shipping 
Board paid out to private parties for commissions for t 
tion of these ships the sum of $7,970,000. In other words, about 


as 


ot 


it 


he opera- 


$8,000,000 was paid out for this purpose. Those men got their 
money whether the United States made anything or not 
During the next fiscal year ending last June that sum was 


increased to $8,896,000. It had increased almost $1.000,000 


These private operators are making plenty of money out of 
the operation of the Shipping Board ships. They are happy 
and Senators are imagining that by the enactment of the bill 
pending, somehow or other, we are to have an effective mer 
chant marine. Nothing could be more opposed to the trut! 





We do not get one single thing in the bill that is not in the 
existing law, except that it is made impossible to sell any 
hips. That means that the antiquated ships will continue to 
be operated by the Shipping Board for ever and ever. so far as 
we can tell. Of course, if the Senate wants to have that systen 
prevail and that method continued, the thing to do is to voté 
down all amendments and pass » bill, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, one is amazed at the revelatio1 


just Senator 


given to the Senate by the from 
vet, knowing the system which has prevailed a 
teney and inefficiency of the board which ! 
ships, one is a little surprised at their moderatio 
if they have deliberately planned to evolve a system for the 
ration of the ships t) would bring unsatisfactory results 
American profit and benefit to those 
who seem to be the fa of the Shipping Board 

I recall when Mr. -Lasker was in 
Board. He came before the Congress and asked for 
for the operations for the ensuing year, plus all proceeds derived 
from the sale of ships and other property owned by the board. 

My recollection is that the year before and the fiscal year 
following his testimony the cost to the Government in meeting 
the deficits of the board was approximately $100,000,000, That 


New York, ane 
ines ys 
ie as ontr of thi 


it seems 


yx 


t 


at 
; , 
people and great 


orites 


o the 0 


f the Shipping 


$50,000,000 


charge < 
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was a direct less. In additi ré is subtracted, of cours 
from ti issets of tl Ererei re ens ! ‘ d s We 
ive spent more han S83.500.000 00 } ling and ‘ re 
merchant vessels We had 2,60 700 shiy We now hay 

More t 21 thousar were sold All ! pr 

d a om ti sale of these ships hav swa 

| vy the Shi g Board \ é f the Ship 
I I tl and Fl Corpora day ag gate in Vv I 
le t $124,000,000, We m t ist well f fact 
that t Governme! lost $3.500,000,000 thi XI nt 
f Gover ‘nt ownership and operation of a merchant é 
i a edi) i ( the M. O t <« ts 
! uds which were per} ted under them Me were 
I for operating tl hips They we I nitted 
( ! corporat upon t le to s to themselves : 
om rs, at enormous prices, articl d commodities neces- 
ar) he operation of the vessels. I id that while 
tl ( does 1 exist to th nt I did merly, 1 
I I been elin ated. and t t in idition to 0 $8,000,000 
I I ist yea oO om tors wil incurred no risk whatever, 
they profited t elling supplies to themsely Yet with this 
record of maladministration, of inefficiency, if t corruption, 
\ re about to comn the Government to a continuatic of a 
} vy tha has been condemne both by Congress and the 

ee r 

Mr. JONES Mr. President, I hope the amendment will be 
defeated 

1 PRESIDING OFFICER rhe question is on agreeing to 

imendment submitted by the Senator from Nev York 

M COPELAND 

I mendment was rejected 

M COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask that the cond 

iment hi I offered may be stated 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK The seco mendment offered by the 
Se r from New York is on page 2, to insert in line 15, before 
the \ d “necessity,” the words If the board becomes con- 
vinced that there is a,” and in line 20, to strike out the words 

ere recognized and,” s to read 
oard omes convinced ti there s a necessity 
ent of vessels owned by United States and in the posse 
tl tr f the oard and the tri n of addi- 

I t v ol ition cargo and passenger, and pa nger 

tl I 1 Stat ar leq ‘ ner nt marine, the 

r horizes nd « ected t I { Congr S trom t e to 

Al 0 forth. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, we have a chance to en- 
courage the building of six maste1 ships. We have a chance 
to build ships finer than any now afloat. Instead of smiling 
upon the offer and the suggestion of the advisability of build- 
ing these ships, the Senate laughs at those private parties who 
make the suggestion. 

I know perfectly well the fate of this amendment or any other 
amendment seeking to amend this useless measure. There is a 
firm and steadfast determination on the part of this body to 
pass the bill. I am aware of that. But I intend to take this 
ohe more chance to point out its weakness, because there are 
three or four Senators here who have not been present when 
] eb was proceeding. 

The measure in the first section reenacts the first section of 
the present law It does not add to it it does not take from 
i I enacts what is already the law. 

i L' g¢ the second section for the moment ection 3 permits 
the hipping Board to make any additional or ordinary repairs. 
They may recondition. There is nothing now which prevents 
the reconditioning of ships. That is the law. Section 3 adds 
nothing to it 

section 4 peri | 1 te e before Congress and ask 

t 3 e mone I ropri ! 1 ships They can 

There is nothing new that 
Ss on ¢ ys that 
parts of a s Or ! ur nere re- 
I j I ex nt of DY suci t h er 

We do not have to repeal anything. Evervthing is left as it 
is. Nothing is taken from the present law and nothing is added 
to it rhe only thing in the world in the pending measure 


is a provision that no ship may be sold except by the nnani- 


us and affirmative vote of the board. For two weel the 
Senate has occupied its time—and I have taken my full share 
of it. I admit—in reenacting laws that are already upon the 
statute books. The only other thing done is to let the country 
know that no more ships are to be sold and that private parties 


must not build or even suggest that they are to build ships 
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“ Stop, look, and listen” is the 
the second’ section of the bill. All citizens of 


They are to be scared away. 
sign put up by 


our country who seek to build ships are given the warning 
that their efforts are useless and that we do not want them 
to help. We have reached that decision. 


Ilowever, those in opposition have put the facts before the 
country. If I mistake not, the country will say that the passage 
of this bill to-day is the wrong thing and that the Senate has 
tuiken a step backward. We have not planned to build up the 
American merchant marine, but we have planned to destroy 
it. 1 can see nothing else in the pending bill than the destruc- 
tion of the American merchant marine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
muent offered by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, we have 
heard a good deal said during the discussion of the bill about 
certain prominent shipping interests of the country being in- 
terested in the development of an American merchant marine 
under private control. The Senator who now occupies the 
cebair [Mr. BinguHaM] stated, in the course of one of his 
speeches in this connection, that there were several citizens, 
whom he name, “concerned in”—I use his language—‘ and 
counected with Pransoceaniec Corporation.” The citizens and 
interests ramed are of high repute and excellent standing in 
the compmnity. Some of us were rebuked for inquiring into 
the exteat of interest and the good faith of those supporting the 
proposed project. However, I took the trouble to send a tele- 
gram to four of those named by the Senator who now occupies 
the chair. I sent them yesterday the following telegram: 





JANUARY 30, 1928. 
Mr. THoMAS HH. RosssportTom, 
Panama Railroad Steamship Co., 
New York City, N. Y.: 
You are stated to be concerned in and connected with Transoceanic 
Corporation proposing 35-knot Atlantic liners. Is this true, and have 


you indersed this proposition technically and financially? 
immediately. 


Kindly reply 


DAvip I. WALSH, United States Senator. 
To three of these telegrams [ have received answers, which 
I send to the desk and ask the clerk to read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will 
quested, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
NEW 


as re- 


read, 


York, N. Y., January 30, 1928, 
Hon. Davip I. WALSH, 
Uniled States 


Telegram received 


Senate: 

I am not concerned in nor connected with Trans- 
Corporation, either financially or in any other way. I was 
asked to act with Mr. Howland Gardner, of the Eastern Steamship Co., 
and with Mr. Oakley Wood, of the Barber Line, as a committee having 
operating experience to look over and comment upon figures prepared 
by or for Brown-Boveri Co., showing the expected operating expenses 
six-steamer fleet. Basing our consideration entirely upon the 
hypothesis laid down that the steamers would be of the size, 
and capacity necessary to make the itineraries fixed by the 
Brown-Boveri Co., and expecting that hypothesis without any investi- 
gation on our part, we told them the extent to which we considered 
their figures of operating should be modified. We did not 
concern ourselves with the practicability of the scheme nor with any 
figures showing estimated revenues or prebable results of operation. 

T. H. RossBorrom, 


oceanic 


ot a 
for us 


speed, 


expenses 


Quincy, MASs., January 31, 1928. 
Senator Davin I. WALSH, 
United States Senate: 
Neither my corporation nor myself have any financial interest in the 


Transoceanie Corporation. I consented, with other engineers, to serve 


on a committee of propulsion to give technical advice to the Trans- 
oceanic Corporation. 
S. W. WAKEMAN. 
New York Crry, January 31, 1928. 
Hon. Davip T. WaLsn, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


wire Transoceanic Corporation, have passed and approved 
of technical questions involved in boiler room. Other technical ques- 
our provinee, Am not personally interested financially. 
ind individuals heartily indorse this steamship proposition. 
C. W. MIDDLETON. 


President, I have no 


Reference 


tions outsice 
As company 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. 


further information, but I wish to call attention to the fact 

that those who answered the telegrams that were sent state 

that they are not concerned nor connected financially with the 
. 
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Transoceanic Corporation. 
themselves. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ame) 
ment offered by the Senator from New York [Mr. CoreLanp 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still before ¢) 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and is open to amen 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on behalf of the present Presj 
ing Officer, who asked me to propose an amendment that he ha 
offered, I submit an amendment. I will say that while I dy 
not think the amendment, if adopted, would accomplish an) 
thing at all, I have no objection to its adoption, and t) 
Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercuHer] has also stated that ly 
is perfectly willing to aliow it to be incorporated in the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated 

The CHuieF CLERK. On page 2, line 17, after the word * co) 
struction,” it is proposed to insert the following: “ either by the 
board or by private companies or corporations owned 
controlled by citizens of the United States.” 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator from Conne 
ticut [Mr. BrneHam] is in the chair, and while I shall noi 
venture to speak for him, but on my own account I shall mak 
a brief reply to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wasi 

It certainly makes no difference to the Senator from Connex 
ticut, and I know it does not make any difference to me whether 
the company represented by Mr. Wilder shall build these ships 
or whether some other company shall do it. The principle is 
the same. The Brown-Boveri Co., of Chester, Pa., has just 
completed for the Government the Saratoga, a $35,000,000 plan 
carrier. The other day we were thrilled by the fact that the 
Los Angeles, a great airship, settled upon the deck of the Saru 
toga. That boat is made to receive and send away planes; a 
hundred of them can be carried by it. 

The company that built that great ship has come here with 
a proposition. We are not interested in this particular com 
pany. We are interested in trying to make the Senate sev 
that every such company should be encouraged. 

So far as my amendment providing a stabilization of the 
rates for carrying the oceap mail is concerned, I presented it 
at the last session of Congress. It has been pending before 
Congress for three years. So far as concerns the request that 
Mr. Wilder has made for a modification of the loan act, a simi 
lar request has been made by every one interested in building 
and operating ships. 

Last year the Shipping Board appeared before the Com 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate on a proposition to sell 
the United States Lines. Everybody who testified stated that 


I will let the telegrams speak 


and 


there were certain changes which must be made in our law 
before private capital could become interested. More liberal 
loans, cheaper money. and the assurance of long-term mail 


contracts on the part of the Post Office Department were uni- 
versally regarded as essential. 

I am sure that the Senator from Massachusetts would not 
desire to have the Senator from Connecticut embarrassed at 
all, because I know the position of the Senator from Con 
necticut is exactly the same as my own. We do not care, I do 
not care, who makes the bids; I do not care who builds the 
ships. But I want to see the ships built. 

If the testimony of the experts in the shipping line may 
be depended upon, they can not be built unless existing laws 
are modified. Existing laws are not going to be modified by 
the passage of the pending bill. Existing laws will be simpl) 
repeated and reaffirmed by the passage of the bill. All in the 
world that this bill, should it become a law, would do would be 
to defeat the sale of any ship or line of ships and put upon 
the Shipping Board the impossible task of going on year after 
year in the operation of these old hulks until finally they will 
be worn out and sunk to the bottom of the ocean. Then the 
American merchant marine will be disposed of. If that is the 
desire of Senators, all they have to do is to pass the pending 
bill and time will do the rest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] on 
behalf of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Bineuam]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, also on behalf of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. BrneHam], who occupies the chair, | 
offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to which I have 
no objection. It only calls for what we could call for by a 
Senate resolution. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 

The Curer CLerK. On page 2, line 22, after the comma, it is 
proposed to insert the following; 
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together with such proposals ny, which hay been mack tl 
hoard by private companies rporations owned or controlled by 
izens of the United States fe the rep! ment f th vess und 
permanent operation under the United St flag j f en 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on e ado 
of the amendment 
The amendment was agreed t¢ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe bill is still before the 
ate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to be add 
section 6. I hope the Senator from Washington will accept 
because, as I have interpreted some of his remarks, he insists 
at this bill does not commit the Government irrevocably t 
Government ownership and operation of ships. I ask that the 
mendment may be read. Frankness, however, compels me to 
tate that he has written a report and made some speeches 
vhich prove that he is for Government ownership of the mer- 
ant marine 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
e Senator from Utah will be stated 
The CHIEF (‘LERK. On page line 12, after the rd t 
onsistency,” it is proposed to insert a colon and the following 
proviso : 
Provided, That nothing herein shall |} col I the 
1 ted States to the policy of permanently owning « permanently 
ning and operating a merchant marine, bu poi rv 
by declared to be the policy of the United States to promote in ali 
er ways the establishment and maintenance fa pi y owne 
} operated merchant rine 
. Mr. KING. Mr. President. j in only repeat that Senators 
ho have affirmed upen the floor that they did not believe in a 
permanently owned or a permanently owned and operated mer 
a chant marine must vote for this amendment 
c Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
eld to the Senator from Idaho’? 
Mr. KING. I yield 
Mr. BORAH. Would the Senator be willing to limit his 
‘ mendment to the first clause? The remainder of the amend- 
ment calls upon us to determine here and now the policy of 
the Government. I ask to have the amendment again read 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
stated. 
The Chief Clerk again stated the amendment. 
Mr. KING. I am willing to strike out the portion of the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. President, I am sure that with the elimination of the 


lat 
lat 


ter part of the amendment it will commend itself to all Sen- 
ators who do not believe that the United States should depart 
from its historic policy, which also a sound political and 


is 


economic policy, and engage in an undertaking which is sure | 


to end in disappointment. The National Government was or- 
sanized not to engage in trade and commerce or own and 
perate railroads and ships. The amendment merely declares 
what has been stated by a number of Senators, that the pend- 
ing bill does not commit the Government to the policy of perma- 
nently owning or permanently owning and operating a mer- 
chant marine. Senators who so interpret the bill or who are 
opposed to the United States owning and operating ships for 
trade and commercial purposes will vote for the amendment. 
Those who seek to rivet Government ownership of a merchant 
marine upon the United States and who favor an unsound and 
dangerous socialistic scheme will vote against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator from Utah to accept the suggestion offered by the 
Senator from Idaho? 


to 


Mr. KING. Yes; I accept the suggestion to strike out the 
latter part of the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment as modified. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the objection to the amend 
ment is that it will be used by those who advocate speedily 
getting out of the shipping business and disposing of the ships 

a reason for giving the ships away and sacrificing the prop- 

rty of the Government. It would afford a foundation for that 
kind of activity if we should adopt the amendment. 

One mistake we made in the merchant marine act of 1920 was 
o say that the primary purpose of the aci establish 
ind maintain an American merehant mgrine to serve our com- 
meree in time of peace and as auxiliaries for the Navy in time 
of need but ultimately to be passed into private hands. In 
the administration of that law the last provision has been 
emphasized, and there has been an effort consistently and per- 
sistently to dispose of the ships without regard to whether or 


to 


was 
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~—— ted 
not su ile meant the establishi and maintenance of an 
idequate merchant marine ih dea has been to lay stress 
upon the k provision, namely, that the merchant marine 
should ult tely be | ed into private hands, and the board 
roceeded to do that, secrificing tl ships, giving them away, 
| scrapping them, and that sort of thing. If we adopt this 
ndmen S a part « he | hose who have advocated 
at policy and hav i ted « t and have | that con- 
| Uclic i ul ct of 1920 will put a similar construction on 
ie if Congress shall fina adopt the amendment 

| ’ WV } til é ugh to talk about disposing of the 
ips and ake care of that suggestion when we shall have 
blished a merchant mari We can deal with that ques 
a | el {ter ; it ls not necessary to emphasize it ut the present 

il 


Mr. KING and Mr. BORAH a 


ldressed the Chair 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. I 





oes the Senator from Florida 
yield; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I yield first to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. KING. The Senator from Florida has advocated the 
passage of this bill with much vigor and eloquence Has he not 
nsistently stated in support Its provisions it this bill, 
I jutery eted it, did not « mmit the Government to the policy 
of and operating merchant marine? If that is true, 
| wl bould be not be willing, to accept the amendment and so 
adeciare | 
Mr. FLETCHER. The biii prevides a way for selling the 
hip I have insisted on that time and time again. It does 
not say that the Government is to keep all the ships whieh it 
ow has and keep all the lines now in operation and refuse to 
dispose of them on any terms or conditions whatever. It pro 
vides, on the contrary, for a way of doing that when we have 
accomplished the main purpose of establishing and maintaining 
n American merchant marine, 
I insist, however. that as long as we keep saying here that 
lwe are ing to transfer these ships into private hands, that 
| will be seized upon by the people who have dangling before 
| their eyes confidently the prospect of a subsidy, and private 
enterprise will hold off . 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Florida has expired 
Mr. FLETCHER. I am opposed to the amendment 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have secured my consent to 
| vote for this bill because, as I understood, it did not commit 
} us permanently to governmental ownership and operation of 
| the merchant marine, I was willing, in view of the fact that 
we are now the owners of the ships and operate them, to take 
that view of the matter; but I am not willing to vote down 
} an amet! dment when the question is squarely raised, and I think 
it might strengthen the bill in the vicissitudes with which 
| it will come in contact after it passes the Congress. 
Mr JONES. Mr. President, in my judgment there is noth- 
ing in the bill which justifies any such declaration as is pro- 
| posed in this amendment. The policy of this country with 
reference to whether or not we shall have a Government perma- 
}nently owned merchant marine will rest entirely within the 
| jurisdiction and power of Congress 
I hope that the amendment will be defeated. 
| Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I am not one of those 
|} who apologize at any time for standing by my Government. 
I have listened to-day to denunciation and condemnation of 
ilmost every Government enterprise. I have heard the Post 
Office Department condemned for its inefficiency; and yet 
the Post Office Department is the most efficient business of its 
magnitude in the world to-day. 





There is no set of employees more loyal to their employer 
than those in the Post Office Department, I do not believe 
,; any of those who condemn Government ownership and opera- 
tion of utilities of any kind want to sell the post office to any 


enterprise, 


the Panama Canal, one of the greatest enterprises in 

Prhaps more efficiently than 

any private enterprise of its magnitude in the world, and 
operated by the Government. 

We ought to be proud of these things. The fact that the 


Government is inefficient in any degree is due to the corrupt 
i If we could get rid 
there would be no trouble 
all the way through. 

It is to embarrass 
merchant marine. Th 
why I am voting for this bill because in its terms, 
stands now, it does give us something like a reasonable 
chance to start and to establish this merchant marine. There 
» such thing as committing the Government to a permanent 
licy, anyway. This Congress has no power to pass any law 


of 
this corrupt 
i! 


business in of 


business in 


mixing government. f 

government 
having the Government efficient 
What is 

he Gt 


on 


the object of this amendment? 
establishment of this 


vern e 


ment 


| Ho 
private 
Also f 
the world, is aperated effi iently, pe 
| 
j 
| 


is 
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that the next Congress can not repeal. Then what is the use 
of all of this sort of play? Why not at least give our Govern- 
ment an even and fair chance to go ahead and establish this 
enterprise upon a businesslike basis? A business man would 
demand something like stability from the very start. Why em- 


barrass the proposition with these dogmas and declarations, 
such as the Senator from Utah has proposed in this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes. 

Mr. KING. The Senator believes in the dogma of Govern- 


ment ownership and operation of railroads and of the merchant 
marine and other activities now controlled by private initiative, 
does he not? I am sure the Senator will answer that question 
affirmitively, and therefore I will ask him another question. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I have no objection to Government and 
municipal ewnership of the public utilities. They are a public 
function. It is the duty of the Government to do those things. 
and in nearly all of them when they are turned over to private 
enterprise the Government surrenders to that private enterprise 
certain Government functions, like eminent domain and the 
taxing power. I have no objection to the Government doing its 
duty to its people. 

I found the State of Louisiana, for instance. owning and oper- 
ating 11 miles of dock front in the city of New Orleans. I 


found every dock connected with every railroad station in the | 


city by a belt-line railroad operated and owned by the city of 
New Orleans; and I did not find a business man in that city 
who was willing to surrender those utilities, or any of them, 
to private enterprise. In Chicago, however, I found a different 
situation. There every one of those fronts had been grabbed by 
some private enterprise, and the public had no chance and will 
have none until the Government interferes and gives the public 
a chance. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, does not the Senator differentiate 
between the Federal Government, with its limited and enumer- 
ated powers, and the power of the States and municipalities to 
govern their own internal affairs? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Not at all, when the proposition is a big 
national proposition like this one of establishing a merchant 
marine for the whole people and within the constitutional pow- 
ers: and I think the time is not far distant when all this talk 
and accusation against the efficiency of the Government is going 
to disappear. There is not a business in this country that is 
pointed out as efficient but that has charged the people of this 
country enormous and unconscionable profits; and when you 
take that into consideration and compare it with Government 
efficiency, you will find that the Government has outstripped 
this so-called efficiency of private business, 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I congratulate the Senator 
from lowa |[Mr. BrookuartT], because he has pending here a bill 
that is going to do just what he wants done. This is a bill to 
put the American merchant marine permanently in the hands of 
the Government and have it operated permanently by the Goy- 
ernment; so the Senator from Iowa is entirely consistent in 
voting for this bill. 

If the bill did not mean exactly what I have intimated in 
these sentences, there would not be any objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Utah, because this bill re- 
affirms the primary object of the law. If the second object, to 
put the ships into private hands, were also in the heads of those 
who propose the bill, they would be perfectly willing to have 
this amendment made; but if the object of the pending measure 
is to put the Government permanently in the shipping business, 
in ownership and in operation, this amendment should be voted 
down. On the other hand, if we intend ultimately to turn over 
these ships to private operators, then the amendment should be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]. 

Mr. EDGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro- 
ceeded to eall the roll, 

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess]. Not knowing how 
he would yote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 
As he is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. Not 
knowing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my 
vote, 

The roll call was concluded, 
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Mr. MOSES (after having voted in the affirmative), I hava 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana {\) 
BrovussarpD]. Learning from the roll call that that Senat 
has not voted, I transfer the pair to the junior Senator fr 
Vermont [Mr. Dace], and will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. FLETCHER (after having voted in the negative). | 
transfer my general pair with the Senator from Delaware | \| 
pu Pont] to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway}, a: 
will let my vote stand. 


The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 42, as follows: 


YEAS—39 
Bayard Edwards Metcalf Steck 
Bingham Gerry Moses Steiwer 
Blease Gillett Phipps Stephens 
Borah Greene Pine Thomas 
Bratton Hale Reed, Pa. Tydings 
Copeland Hawes Robinson, Ind. Wagner 
Curtis Keyes Sackett Waterman 
Cutting King Schall Watson 
Deneen McLean Shortridge Willis 
Edge McNary Smoot 

NAYS—42 
Ashurst George La Follette Sheppard 
Barkley Glass McKellar Shipstead 
Black Gooding McMaster Simmons 
Blaine Harris Mayfield Smith 
Brookhart Harrison Neely Swanson 
Bruce Hayden Norris Trammell! 
Capper Heflin Nye Walsh, Mass 
Couzens Howell Oddie Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Johnson Ransdell Wheeler 
Fletcher Jones Reed, Mo. 


Frazier Kendrick Robinson, Ark. 


NOT VOTING—15 
Broussard Ferris Norbeck Warren 
Caraway Fess Overman 
Dale Goff Pittman 
du Pont Gould Tysou 


So Mr. Kina’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, 
I am convinced that we are thoroughly whipped, and I 
gratulate the Senator from Washington, and ask permission to 
recall the further amendments which I have presented. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend 
ments will be withdrawn. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I 
address myself very briefly to the merits of this bill. 

One would think, from the discussion which has gone on in 
this Chamber, that we were undertaking a new venture. I want 
to call attention to the fact that we went into the business of 
Government ownership and operation of a merchant marine du 
ing the war. When we found ourselves in need of ships to 
transport our troops and take care of our commerce, we found 
no privately owned ships to commandeer. We were forced into 
Government building and operating of ships. We took over the 
railroads, and after the war returned them to their owners 
When the war was over we had no one to return ships to, but 
instead the problem of deciding what to do with the merchant 
marine which we built during that period and put upon the 
seas. There were two courses open to us, one to dispose of the 
ships by selling them to private interests and the other to pro 
ceed to operate the ships under Government control. 

We have been doing both. We have been selling some of our 
ships to private interests, and we have discovered the spectacle 
of these private interests appearing before committees of the 
House and Senate during these 10 years stating that they wil! 
not be able to construct ships to {ake the place of those that ar 
wearing out in operation, and whether they say it or not, we 
have before us the spectacle of not one vessel being ordered by 
these private owners for operation in the foreign trade of the 
United States. The published records of these hearings indicate 
forcefully one thing, and that is that a permanent American 
merchant marine—and, Mr. President, by permanent, I mean 
replacement, the two terms are synonomous in this connection 
is impossible unless Government aid is given to the individual 
operator, owner or shipyard. Such aid has not been and will 
not be given by the Congress. 

In the absence of such aid, what are we to do? 

Because We can not give a subsidy, because we will not give 
a subsidy, must we see the merchant marine of the United 
States vanish from the oceans of the world? Because one rem- 
edy is impossible, are we forced to the conclusion that no other 
remedy can be applied? 

Mr. President, the period since the war has witnessed in for 
eign countries the most remarkable development in the ship- 
building art that has taken place in any similar period in the 
history of the industry; that is, the construction of a hug« 
number of modern motor cargo liners. It has witnessed the 
construction of a large number of passenger and cargo vessels 
of the highest type. In other words, during this period, the 
nations of the world, led by Great Britain and Germany, have 


wish to 
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int marine ¢ ged in | ( ! I v d 
\W ee to-day picture of not one but maz nes of ! 

rating at speeds of 13 and 14 knot 1 wit) the year | 
‘ rh ¢ ve e} I I I ! I I h ¢ intries 

th a spe f 16 knot 

What does tl i ] the tiolr f 
vorld realize that st ( earat rrving rac 
vill go to that nat While ve h high s 

rge carrying capacity ! I hig 

ne and better service thar ! 

What has the United State ne during this 10-year period 

advert to an eartie: mie I ride, d repe 

here; there has not been ¢ tructe he T ted States on 

rgo liner or pasSenger and cargo vess for the foreign trade 

The merchant marine act of 1920 is utter! meaningless if 
his be its result. What we have witnessed d the last 
( years is the very reverse of a permanent American merchant 

arine. Our vessels, unsuited in ! part for the con titive 

erseas trade, have been struggling along We har tak 

small step in undertaking to recondition some of thet 
nstall Diesel engines, but pra ally w ire outs d t 
rade routes of the world by the ships of our compet 

Mr. President, the time ha I for us to tal ! ‘ 
osition. I favor a permanent, not a temporizing mari policy 
Permanency, to my mind, Mr. President, implies vessels opera 
ng by Americans to-day, next year, 20 years later—vessels be 

built to-day, next yeur, 20 years later—so that a continuous 

process of renewal and rejuvenation will be going on in order 
that the merchant marine may be self-perpetuating, and thus 
permanent 

Unless the Shipping Board can insure that wh they dispose | 
of vessels other vessels will be built to make good the obsoles- 
cence of those sold, there no authority for them to sell, 
because permanency is lacking. There is no way in which 
permanency can be secured without the construction of ships 


to meet the needs of replacement arising from wastage, obsoles 
cence, and loss 

Mr. President, from the purely commercial standpoint we 
must have a merchant marine. This is a country of about 
120,000,000 people. Its wealth is estimated at four hundred 


billion; its annual import and export trade ts nearly ten billion. 
In other words, the value of our trade and wealth are so vast 
that it is inconceivable that we will say i 
the carriage of this vast commerce to the 
competitors, 


we will entrust 


wagons of our 


tlia 


d Livery 


In addition, we have another very important aspect of this 


question—that of national defense. Due to our lack of a mer 
chant marine, we paid out $3.000,000,000 for the creation, 


at war prices, of a merchant marine submarine bait and 
paid enormous prices to foreign countries to transport our troops. 
Not only did we have to spend this huge sum, but under the 
circumstances in which the 
structed, it was impossible and impracticable to obt: 
ships which would be of real value after 
routes of the world. 

Mr. President, I believe that Congress and the people of the 
United States have definitely resolved in overwhelming ma 
jority that they wiil insist on having a merchant marine, a 
that the Stars and Stripes shall not vanish from the oc 
the world, 


as 


vessels were designed and con- 


the war in the trade 


nd 
ans of 

I do not suggest we should assume ¢ 
trade of the world. I am only asking that a fair proportion of 
the commerce of these United States be carried in American 
flag ships, but I am prepared to insist to the uttermost that this 
proportion shall be at least 50 per cent, and I am prepared 
to do anything that will insure a permanent merchant marive of 
the “ best equipped and most suitable types of vessels.”’ 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I desire record that I am 
strongly in favor of a permanent American merchant marine, 
and the inevitable corollary of such a statement—replacement 
and new construction—and I sincerely believe that this body 
carrying out the mandate of the people of the United 
Which is, first, a permanent American merchant marine, pub- 
licly owned if necessary, but a merchant marine consisting of 
ships, self-perpetuating through replacements, 

A great many Senators, including myself, would prefer private 
operation, but we do not prefer this theory at the expense of 
the American merchant marine. If Senators vote against the 
proposal now before this body, in my judgment, they vote 
against a permanent American merchant marine, because, so 
far as we can see at this time, and so far as the records of 
Congress indicate, the permanent Americaf’ merchant 
in private hands in the foreign trade is an impossibility. 
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HARGES D \ ‘ Y 
Mr. BLEASE Mr. Pr ‘ 1] not end to say 
thing i referet te he } ling | but si » < nt 
in elf vot y inst it 3 \ l the Senate | 
! iy d refusing Ll see it ) { his bill is 
I Lite l Oo ik i uS to a per { vernment-owned 
varine I i! t eita i ns hat I shall 
\ in it be use 1 d belie hat 2 democ- 
I If | n ? \ vy mu we la Sel or in 
I S ( 1d f the Democratic Party, whe er or 
wi ! i in the : ite for j t such mye ure 
H i me and re «il to private life. I have no objection 
heir tired to private life, but I do not want to be retired 
t oti r what my people have repudiated 
I furthe vote against the bill because I do not believe i is 
rizht to hat a unanimous vote should |! required to get 
ri [ rash called ships whi L understand the Shipping 
board in control In that conne< I wish to say that on 
I rua Is, 1927, 1 made rit reference to the 
then pending to create a radio cor ion, Which appear on 
eo CY RESSIONAI RECOR volume 6S, Part IV ind 
al inserted an article from a paper, which I do not wish now 
{ tiie 1 Ot senate to rere But I desire oO call 
il t n to my remarks on pag $154 and 4155 of the 
I ft t ame date, and I weuld like to ask if there is not 
somewhat olf a prophecy contained in my remarks on that 
nt is i 
in connection therewith I ask leave t nsert elitorial from 
the Washington Post of January 7, 1928, and an editorial from 
vesterday morning’s Washington Post 
Che following is an extract from a letter from a firm of very 


business 


prominent men in the city Philadelphia, dated 
January 26, 1925: 

I irif g 1 z nd 1 I 

rir such a monope sh 1 be permitted for a moment to s 1 
is ol 

I also wish oO have inserted an ype ietter to Congres man 
Write of Maine. whie was pl ed in the Long Beach Sun 
dated J uary 10, 1928S 1a letter to myself of the me dat 
from a citize f Long Beach. 

lam not surprised at the turn things have taken I am ye 
bly the only Senator in this Chamber—or was at that time— 
who registered a protest against the final passage of the con- 
ference report on that iniquitous measure 

lL predict that the same result is going to come from this more 
niquitous measure that happened in the use of the radio 
PnsuYre 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there « tion to the re- 
qi t of the Senator from South Caroli 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was “i 

he printed in the Recorp, as follows 

{From the Washington Post ania 7, 1928] 
CHARGES OF RADIO MONOPt ¥ 

I smoldering resentment toward the Feder Radio Comm yn 
0 part of the independent broadcasters h broken it Ever since 
organization of the commission the small br casters ive feared a 


of the air. D. W. May, manag 


D. W. May rer of station WTRL, Midland 


yesterday threw down the gauntlet to the 


eau eenat Interstate 
Commerce Committee, meeting to consider the nominations f Sam 
Pickard, of Kansas; Chester H. Caldwell, of New Yor! nd Haro A. 
La Fount f Utah, to be members of the commission, with the a aa- 
tion tl th ommission is creating a mor ‘ thre ! N nal 


Broadcasting Co. chain. 


It was anticipated generally that the 





comm ssion would have a stormy 
re Whe the radio law was enacted st March the ether was 
wded to the point of suffocation. As various methods of bringing 
order out of ch were experimented with, it became increasingly ap- 
I nt th the only genuine relief lay in reduction of the number of 
itions Finall the commission announced this as its policy, the 
duction guided by the provision in the law granting preferential 
eat nt to such stations as best served the public good 

The small statior feel that they are eing discriminated against 
that ré enew license have been directed against the inde 

dent On the other hand, the commission insists that its only 
eriterion has been the public benefit. 

In the meantime, Mauritz A. Hallgren takes up the cause of the inde 
pendent broadcasters in an article contributed to the current issue of 
The Natton He says, in part: 

{ review of the licenses granted in the last few months shows that 


t without exception applications received from the Radio Corpo! 


tion of America group have been approved, while those from dissentient 
concerns have usually been listed for future hearing. Lately the Fed- 
eral Radio Commission bag put into effect a new wave-length. re loca- 
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tion scheme under which as many as 300 of the 685 broadcasting sta 
tious in the country may be refused license renewals after the first of 
the year, Already 25 licenses have been forced off the air. Most 
radio experts readily agree that this move may eventually clear away 


much of the interference in and overcrowding of the available broad 


casting channels; but it is nevertheless noteworthy that none of the 
Radio Trust's stations has been among those which have fallen by the 
wayside.” 

Under present law the commission's executive powers will cease on 
Mareh 15. Thereafter it will be merely a court of appeal with which 
broadcasters dissatisfied with rulings of the Department of Commerce 
may lodge their complaints. Legislation is to be introduced giving the 


commission another year of life, in the belief that it is better qualified, 
as the result of its year’s experience, than any other body to deal with 
the intricate of control, Should such bills fail of 
enactment, however, the commission, as an appellate body, will continue 
to occupy a position of authority. Through it the charges of monopoly 
freely aired and thoroughly investigated. 


problems radio 


can be 


{From the Washington Post, Monday, January 30, 1928] 


WHAT IS THE RADIO TRUST? 

Newspaper headlines and congressional hearings are calling attention 
to the of the “ Radio Trust.” A group of corporations cen- 
tered chiefly about the Radio Corporation of America is alleged to be 
rving to monopolize the air. The Radio Corporation was formed by 
the pooling of the wireless patents of the General Electrie Co., the 
Westinghouse Blectric & Manufacturing Co., and the American Telephone 
& Telegraph Co., as well as a number of smaller companies. This com- 
bination has been supplemented by the organization of a broadcasting 
company which controls the country’s most important radio chains. 
Other companies have been formed by the same interests to control other 
important radio fields. If these interests are not seeking a monopoly 
of the most revolutionary art of this modern age, what constitutes 
monopoly 7 

It 
monopolize the 

1. By obtaining for the broadcasting 
lion's share of the wave lengths, 
them by the Federal Radio Commis..ion. 


evolution 


is charged that this Radio Trust is seeking In six ways to 


air: 
the 
for 


chains ” 
cleared 


on its “ 
have been 


stations 


best which 


2. By controlling through the wire system of one of its principal 
organizer; all of the “ hook ups” between chain stations, as well as 
the “hoow up” between the transmitters, whether chain stations or 


independents, and the programs broadcast from outside of their own 
studios 

+. By a monopoly of the manufacture of all broadcasting machinery, 
thus requiring broadcasters get licenses from the “trust” before 
they can have their stations built or equipped. 

4. By a claimed monopoly of patents for radio-receiving apparatus 
under which they collect dividends or royalties from the manufacture 
of three-fourths of the receiving sets built in the United States. 

». By an attempt to obtain a control of the important short-wave 
channels whose development has only begun. 

6. By acquiring control of inventions relating to television, 
photography, distance actuation, and other radio discoveries. 

In all the investigations of the Radio Trust which have been made 
by the the Federal Trade Commission, and the courts the 
sponsors for combine have contended that it was created at the request 
of the Government, under the stress of war necessities. If this be true, 
the Radio Trust would one of the most dangerous burdens be- 
queathbed by the war. 

The country is entitled to know more about it before a monopoly is 
permitted to intrench itself, 


to 


tele- 


Congress, 


be 


{From the Long Beach (Calif.) Sun, January 10, 1928] 


ADVERTISING BY RADIO HIT IN LETTER TO 


COMMISSION 


CONGRESSMAN ANBNT FEDERAL 


C, Wood Arthur, engaged for a number of years in Government 
research work at Washington and now in southern California in the 
interest of “community radio stations,” yesterday dispatched by air 


mail to Congressman WALLAce Ware at Washington a letter comment- 


ing upon the latter's bill to extend the life of the Federal Radio 
Commission to March 15, 1929. Mr, Arthur, who resides at 1065 Fast 


Ocean Boulevard, wrote follows: 

‘My Dwar CONGRESSMAN: A Los Angeles newspaper of Sunday con- 
tains the inclosed statement from you, to the purport that the Radio 
Commission has failed to accomplish the intention for which it was 


formed. If you are properly quoted, and I assume that you are, I 


as 


wish to congratulate you upon your fairness to the public in announcing 
the truth, knowing that you are partially responsible for the creation 
of that body. 

“The statement of the failure of that body, coming as it does from 
your pen after the careful attention you must have given the record of 
the work of that body since its inception, which you so loyally fought 
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to bring into being, is of especial importance to those who are looki 
for real radio control. 

* However, now that 
work has fallen short 
Congress, why ask to « 
greater time? 

“Had the compromise enactment included the suggestj 
made to both yourself and Senator DIL1, that ‘direct advertising ove; 
the radio be (as was enacted by the Canadian Parliament in its 192 
made a misdemeanor,’ the overcrowding of the air in eco; 
gested commercial sections and the supplying of radio communicati 
in the form of entertainment, education, and general information 
isolated communities would have been brought about, 

“This suggestion, however, was met by yourself and Senator I) 
with the objection that ‘certain large interests depended upon dj 
advertising to continue on the air,’ when by myself ar 
delegation in the interest of the public. 

“May I now ask you, after a year’s experiment under the Wh 
Dill conferee compromise, just who those interests referred to w: 
May I not also assume that the great in certain radio stock 
on the New York Stock Exchange from 51 points to 108 points mig) 
not represent the interests of those who would suffer if the advertisin 
clause had been included in the bill? 

“Tf this is true, has the commission not followed out the intent an 
purpose of the enactment? Or may I suggest that there are certa 
small community stations which are serving the public without fillin 
the air with advertisen.ents, which to the inter 
of those large interests, whom the compromise bill 
to hurt, and that the commission that it has 
rid of them during the last year? 

“Thinking people, and especially those who watched the nightmare 
dream of the Senate during the ‘filibuster’ session between the bank 
ing bill and the farm relief bill, know that little, if any, real publi 
relief thinking was done by that body before the law was enacted. 

“ Now, that you have turned your mind to the real welfare of the 
radio regulation question, would it not be heroic to give the matter a 
little deeper thinking as to how the suffering radio-set owners ma) 
be relieved from advertising programs that fill the air because the 
interests must not suffer? 

“Ts it not time that the community stations of our country, which 


you. have intimated that the of t 
of the orders given the by t 


ontinue the personnel of the commissign for 


result 
commission 


conferee 


session) 


suggested 


increase 


are objectionable 


White-Dill 
failed, 


feared 


has in not 


& 


are working in the interests of home talent and education, be given 
some real attention and encouragement from governmental radio 


control ? 


1065 OckaNn BOULEVARD, 
Long Beach, Calif., January 10, 1928. 
Hon. CoLe BLEASE, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senaror: Herewith I am sending you a copy of an open 
letter addressed to Congressman WALLACE WHITE, partial sponsor of thie 
White-Dill conferee compromise radio law. 

The Congressman complains that the commission has made a failure 
and asks in a Dill in the House that its term may be extended. 

During the 12 months of operation of that commission the stock of 
the Radio Corporation of America has increased from 51 points to 105 
points, as suggested by me in a letter read in the Senate prior to the 
passing of the bill. Herein there bas been no failure. 

The air is still overcrowded with stations, who have kept the 
filled with advertisement rather than entertainment and education. 

No case has been brought before the Supreme Court to answer thie 
question as to the right of the United States Government under ifs 
Constitution to control the air. 

But there seems to be a policy of lese majesty in the commission 
A gmail community broadcasting station operator was telling me th 
morning that he had been giving the community service from his sts 
tion. That he had never taken a dollar for advertising or other forms 
of radio communication, and that his station, because of the wide sco) 
of service, needed a better wave length, but he could not get it from thie 
commission. That he did not dare make a complaint lest he offend the 
commission and lose his license. 

This in Ame-ica, too. It appears as if the Senate of the 
States had at last created a monopoly to sustain a monopoly. 

It would seem to me as an American citizen; whose father, gran 
father, and great grandparent have fought in every war for liber(: 
since the days of tax on tea, that the day might soon come when 
private or special privileges would be looked down on and that the 
rights of the little man as well as the corporation be guarded by those 
who represent us. 

Your friend and admirer, 


air 


United 


Cc. 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I do not want to take up the time 
of the Senate in debating the radio question, but I want to say 
to the Senator from South Carolina that the only protectio! 
this country has against a radio monopoly, which, in my juds 


Woop ARTHUR 
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would have been consummated ere 


ment, in its abse ce this. is 
the radio law that was passed last February. 

Mr. BLEASE. Then, Mr. President, God help the free air 
that He has given to the American people! 

Mr. DILL. At a later date I shall attempt to discuss the 
editorial which the Senator has ked to have inserted in the 
Recorp. I want simply at this time, in passing, to say that 


this editorial points out the efforts being 
trust, but the power is in the commission, 


made to form a radio 
and further power is 


proposed for the commission, that will make impossible the 
reation of such a trust. 
THE MERCHANT MARINI 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. resumed the c 


sideration of the bill (S. 744) to further develop an American 
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transporta 
tion of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other 
purposes, 

~ Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I have alr idy indicated, both 
by my votes and by what I have said on this floor, my attitude 
toward this measure. It is very evident to every student of 
this question that if we are to have a merchant marine we are 
restricted to one of two meusures, either a ship subsidy or the 
Government establishing a merchant marine—at least demon 


strating whether or not we can have 

If the question were to come on whether would have a 
merchant marine maintained by subsidizing private individuals 
or a merchant marine established by the Government and main 


one, 


we 


tained for all the people, I want to declare here and now that 
I would vote for the Government project I am a good enough 
Democrat to believe that equal riglits to all and special privi 


leges to none is the very fundamental of this Government. 
we have to take out of the Treasury money to pay to private 
individuals in ease they lose, and allow them to pocket the 
proceeds in case they make a profit, that is a special privilege 


li 


that we are not warranted in granting, whereas if the Govern 
ment runs the business and there is a loss, all the people lose, 
and if there is a gain it goes into the Treasury, and all the 


people benefit. 

I am voting for Government ownership and operation in the 
dilemma in which we find ourselves of making a choice between 
the Government running and controlling the merchant marine 
because private interests say they can not and will not, or 
turning it over to private individuals and making good their 
losses and allowing them to pocket the profits. 

Besides that, Mr. President, by the exigencies of war we 
eame into possession of the splendid nucleus of a merchant 
marine. We taxed the people, we bought and built the ships. 
Now that we have them it is our duty to experiment with them, 
not alone in certain favored ports but in all the ports of this 
country—north, east, south, and west. South of the thirty- 
seventh parallel of latitude, when the emergency of war was 


upon us, there was scarcely a port out of which sailed an 
overseas ship. 
This remedy may possibly remedy the horrible congestion 


which threatened the life of America when the war broke. I 
happened at that time to be chairman of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee. In one or two ports all the freight of the 
country, all of the munitions and the elements we had gathered 
together for the prosecution of the war, were so congested that 
we could not get our loaded freight cars in nor the empties out, 
while along 3,000 miles of our coast line adequate ports were 
idle and left without the splendid contribution that they might 
have given for the distribution of our war supplies. No, Mr. 
President, there is not a man on this floor but knows that this 
is an emergency which we should take hold of just as the bill 
requires us to take hold of it and relieve proud America of the 
shame of not having our flag on the seas of the world. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I heartily coneur with nearly 
everything the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smirn] has 
said. I am going to vote for this bill, because I want to pre- 
serve the ships that we have. 
the benefit of American farmers, manufacturers, and other 
citizens interested in reasonable freight rates. I brought to 
the attention of the Senate once before the method employed 
by the Shipping Board to dispose of the ships. I pointed out 
where they had ships that cost the Government $800,000 which 
had been sold for $2,100. I pointed out an instance where 
they sold a ship for $1,600 which cost, I believe, $400,000 or 
$500,000, and the man who bought it had it insured and light- 
ning struck it, and he collected $35,000 from the insurance com- 
pany. I want to take our ships out of the hands of such mag- 
nificent business men who are selling them to the Shipping Trust 
for a song. 





I want to use those ships for | 
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I heard the able and eloquent Senator from California [Mi 
SHORTRIDGE] suggest that he would be willing to give the ships 
away f am not willing to do that 1 do not want to put the 
Government in business, but I refuse to sit silent here and 
permit the ships of the Government to be given away or bar- 
tered for a little or nething to those interested in the shipping 
business This fleet of shi eost the Government 3,000,000 000, 
and here we have some advocates who would leave many of 
these ships as they now stand—idle—just being kept up by the 
Government, until the Government might reach the point where 
it would be willing te give them away 

No doubt the Shipping Trust would be happy to see that 
occas come I am not in favor of that [ had rather put 
the Government in the business of operating these particular 
ships than to submit to such a thing as tha I do not want to 
put the Government in business: but before I will allow the 
Shipping Trust to rob the Government of its fleet of merchant 
ships, I will vote for such a measure as this. Of the two propo- 
sitions which confront us, as the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. Swiru]| said, this is the only wise and proper course to 
pursue, and I shall vote for the bill for that reason 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further amend- 
menis to be proposed to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, 
it will be reported to the Senate 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. WILLIS I have asked for a separate vote on the 
amendment inserting section 2 of the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question then is, with 
the exception of the one amendment mentioned, on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

rhe amendments were concurred in 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President. agreeably the notice I gave 
in discussion yesterday. I am going to ask the Senate for 
inother vote on the amendment to the amendment, on page 2, 

ines 7 and 8, to strike out the words “ unanimous vote” and 
insert in lien thereof the words * vote of four.” 

The effect of the amendment, as I have previously stated, 

} and as I think is well understood, would be to provide that hy 


a majority yote of the Shipping Board of seven members ships 
or other property in the enstody of the Shipping Board may lb« 
disposed of. 

To me it is unthinkable, whatever may be our convictions on 
the question of private ownership and private operation, tem- 
porarily or permanently, that we should establish a bureau of 
the Government on the basis of requiring a unanimous vote to 


actually transact any part of its business. It appeals to me 
|} that that innovation in itself, apart from all the theory we 
have discussed and the practical results we have discussed, is 
a most dangerous departure in the administration of the Govy- 


ernment. I do not know of any board of directors in private 
enterprise, any bureau or any court or tribunal of any kind 
except, as suggested by the Senator from Idaho [Mr SORA 
in the debate a few days ago, perhaps the League of Nations, 


or 


where it is required that a unanimous vote shall be recorded 
in order to transact any part of the business of the tribunal. 

I think Senators should give careful thought to the innova- 
tion that we are proposing to establish in the Government. 


Personally, I oppose Government e-~wnership and administration 


| of affairs which private capital can and does usually admin- 


|} necessary 





ister. I think it is a wasteful effort to conduct business by the 
Government which can be better conducted by private interests. 

I recognize also the problem we are facing to-day and that 
we must face for some time to come—publie administration of 
the merchant marine. On several have been pre 
pared to vote fer liberal appropriations in order to make the 
replacements to balance the merchant marine, but 
after that is done it is proposed to lock the door, to nail down 
the windows, and rivet the nails so that nobody in the future, 
unless some future Congress should change the policy of the 
Government, can do anything about it. We are asked to saddle 
this tremendous debt upon the people of the country, which is 


occasions I 


in my Judgment unthiukable. So 1 want another vote on the 
one real issue which is contained in the bill. Stripped of all 
its whereases, stripped of all its hopes for the future of a 


merchant marine, it comes down to the one innovation requir- 
ing a unanimens vote of a board of the Government to transact 
business. 

All this discussion about the sale of ships, Mr. President. 
contemplates that they are taking the ships away from the 
When we sell a ship, we simply transfer its ownership 
from the Government, losing money, to some private operator 
who, I hope, can make money. The merchant marine is admin- 


sea, 


istered just the same. Ships are on the sea just the same. If 
we sold every one of the ships or if, as the Senator from Cali- 
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fornia |Mr. JouNson! said, we gave them away, it would be the | ships, the measure, in my opinion, will become absolutely futile 


best proposition the country could engage in. So before we 
enter for all time upon the policy of Government ownership, 
Government administration, unequitable, unscientific deficits, 
which have been $40,000,000 to $50,000,000 and which will 
in the future come up to $60,000,000 or $70,000,000 or perhaps 
$100.000,000, before we spend the taxpayers’ money in that 
unequitable way, let us give a little more thought to the scien- 
tifie side the situation, as suggested by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Caraway], rather than to an unscientific deficit. 


ol 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I desire to make just one brief 
observation on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Jersey |Mr. Epeax|. Senators will recall that the subject 
was rather fully discussed the other day; that I offered an 
amendment to his amendment, then pending; and that my 


amendment to his amendment was adopted. That led to some 
confusion in the minds of Senators, I think. Therefore I shall 
not offer my amendment to the amendment now pending, but 
if the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey pro- 
viding for a yote of four members of the board shall not be 
adopted—-ind [T hope it will not be—I shall then offer an amend- 
ment to substitute ° five” instead of his proposed “ four.” My 
belief is that in a matter of such great importance as the sale 
of these ships we ought to have a two-thirds vote of the board. 
If the pending amendment fails, I shail then offer an amend- 
ment to provide for a majority vote of not less than five. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I desire simply to say that if 
we are going to continue Government operation of our merchant 
marine, if seems to me most important that we should not be 
looking back over our shoulder, so to speak, at private owner- 
ship. The only effect of doing that is to enfeeble Government 
munagement., 

Of course, the overwhelming majority in the Senate in favor 
of the bill indicates that there has been the most thorough con- 
sideration by the Senate of all the alternatives which are sug- 
vested by the bill. The Senate has come to the conclusion that 
there is really no other alternative except private operation, 
maintained by a subsidy, and the history of Congress for many 
years past evidences inflexible opposition on its part to ship 
subsidies. Effort after effort has already been made to sell our 


ships. That facet seems to be more or less lost sight of in this 
discussion, Wherever sales have been made they have been 
mude at an ehormous loss to the Government: and there is 


every reason to believe that a large percentage of all the ships 
which have been sold by us will pass under the British or 
other foreign flags. So really there is nothing left for us to 
sanction except Government operation. Therefore I do approve 
most strongly of the idea that if there is to be any sale of these 
ships it should be pursuant only to unanimous action on the 
part of the bourd. Otherwise we will have uncertainty, irreso- 
lution, nay, even paralysis, creeping into the operations of the 
Shipping Board under the bill. Hence I feel bound to register 
uy opposition to the amendments of the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Epon} and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, Mr. President, the bill as it stands 
provides that not one ship now owned by the Government may 
be or shall be sold without the unanimous affirmative vote of 
the members of the Shipping Board. As the Senator from 
New Jersey |[Mr. Eoce] pointed out, there is not existent to-day 
on this rolling earth any tribunal, any legislative body, with 
the possible exception of the alleged League of Nations body, 
which has any such a restrictive provision governing its conduct 
of business. We might just as well propose that no bill, how- 
ever meritorious, should pass the Senate except by the unani- 
mous vote of the Senate us to suggest that no business in the 
way of selling even one poor sinking, rotting ship shall be 
transacted except by the unanimous vote of that board. 

It may be idle to appeal to the experience of men, to the 
knowledge of Senators; but I do make a final appeal to intelli- 
gence and not to prejudice, to business capacity and not to parti 
sanship, that we ought not to hamper, to hamstring, to control a 
board, by ourselves set up, so that it would be absolutely para- 
lyzed and impotent to do a manifestly proper and wise thing. 

Upon what theory which appeals to the intelligence of men 
is it that we are to say to our own appointees in whom we 
lodge diseretionary power that they shall not do what every one 
of us would consider wise to do unless they shall be unanimous 
in favor of that action? We should repose at least a modicum 
of confidence in the membership of a board set up by the Con- 
gress; I submit that this proposition to prevent the sale of any 
ship, good, bad, or indifferent, without the unanimous vote of 
that board ought not to meet the approval of a majority of 96 
Senators of a Nation such as ours, 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, if we do not retain in the 


pending bill the provision requiring the unanimous vote of the 
members of the board on any proposal involving the sale of 


and will not accomplish the objects and the purposes desired by 
those who favor its passage. 

In 1920, when we were considering what is now known as the 
merchant marine act, I pointed out that under its provision 
while there were some who claimed that the primary purpos: 
was that of the maintenance of an American merchant marine 
under the policy outlined under the provisions of that measur 
the Shipping Board would not only be justified in proceeding 
but it would naturally feel that it was its duty to proceed ty 
dispose of the ships as rapidly as it could, of course, conside: 
ing the policy of the establishment of an American merchant 
marine. 

The provisions of the bill which we are considering in yo 
wise change or alter the law of 1920, except in the particular 
that it provides that ships may not be sold without the votc 
of the entire membership of the board. If we eliminate that 
requirement for a unanimous decision on the part of the board 
what do we have confronting us? We have the old law co 
fronting us. Section 5 of that law provides: 

Sec. 5. That in order to accomplish the declared purposes of thi 
act, and to carry out the policy declared in section 1 hereof, the board 
is authorized and directed to sell, as soon as practicable, consistent with 
good business methods and the objects and purposes to be attained by 
this act, at public or private competitive sale after appraisement and 
due advertisement, to persons who are citizens of the United State: 
except as provided in section 6 of this act, all of the vessels referrod 
to in section 4 of this act or otherwise acquired by the board. Such 
Sale shall be made at such prices and on such terms and conditions as 
the board may prescribe, but the completion of the payment of the 
purchase price and interest shall not be deferred more than 15 years 
after the making of the contract of sale. The board in fixing or accept 
ing the sale price of such shall take into consideration the 
prevailing domestic and foreign market price of, the available supply of 
and the demand for vessels, existing freight rates and prospects of thel: 
maintenance, the cost of constructing vessels of similar types under 
prevailing conditions, as well as the cost of the construction or pu: 
«hase price of the vessels to be sold, and any other facts or conditions 
that would influence a prudent, solvent man in the sale of 
similar vessels or property which he is not forced to sell. All 
made under the authority of this act shall be subject to the limitations 
and restrictions of section 9 of the “ shipping act, 1916,” as amended 


vessels 


business 


sales 


So if we give no protection to the policy which many of us 
seem to favor by requiring a unanimous vote, then, acting 
under the old law, the board will naturally feel that it ha 
authority to go ahead and proceed to sell the ships, 

I voted against the act of 1920 for that very reason, and | 
then stated in a speech which I made at the time that unde: 
the provisions of the law which we were then proceeding to 
pass, although we declared that the prime purpose was that ot! 
establishing an American merchant marine, under the ma- 
chinery and the procedure which we set up in the proposed act 
for the establishment of a merchant marine, it was apparent 
that it was the intention and policy of the Congress that it 
should be established through private ownership, and, therefore, 
that the ships should be transferred as rapidly as possible to 
private hands. The provisions of that law still remain. The 
only way we can check them in the provisions of the pending 
bill is to require a unanimous affirmative vote before the vessels 
may be disposed of. 

So I hope that that. provision will remain in the pending Dill. 
{f it does not remain in the bill, all the discussion and con 
sideration of it will have been absolutely futile; and those of 
us who believe that our American merchant marine must be 
maintained, and, if necessary, through the Shipping Board aid 
through the Government, will have been entirely defeated in 
our object and our purpose that that shall be the policy of the 
Jovernment. I hope that the provision for unanimity of deci 
sion will be retained and that we shall not change that featur 
of the bill. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the vote which has been take: 
to-day, evidencing the great strides which socialism has made 
in the United States, will afford the utmost gratification to the 
communists of Russia. When in Russia a few years ago several! 
prominent representatives of the bolshevik government stated 
that the United States was the leading capitalistic Nation in 
the world, but that the Government would soon take over thi 
railroads and the ships, and, finally, all “ key industries,” an 
then it would be ripe for the realization of communistic idealog) 
and the communistic régime which they were attempting to 
establish throughout the world. 

The only country in the world, as I now recall, that owns 
and operates its merchant marine is Russia, which is gov- 
erned by a limited number of communists. We are taking 
bolshevik Russia as an example, and we may be surprised if its 
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hairman of the committee for his efforts to embark the United 
states upon a bolshevik policy. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator 
vield to me? 
Mr. KING. 


from Utal 


I have only a few moments 


Mr. FLETCHER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
Canada and also to Australia. 
Mr. KING, They are only dominions within the British 
Empire, and their activities in constructing and operating ves 
ls in foreign trade are not important. 
The Democratic Party was organized to preserve individual 
vhts, to preserve the States from the usurpations of the Fed 
Government, to develop and maintain the spirit of eal 
f-government. The philosophy of Jefferson opposed cen 


the individual 
It opposed socialism 


Government the 


ralization of power; it regarded 
deal with his own affairs. 
It denied the Genera! 


as competent 


and paternal 


smn autl rity or 
power to engage in business pursuits and enterprises unless 
ey were inseparably connected with the proper function rf 
he Government itself. 
I can not bring my judgment to support this bill—with due 
espect to those of different opinions. I am unable to compre 
nd how they justify this bill or find support for it upon the 
undation which supports the principles nd policies 
leflerson, 
It two years ago it had been proposed by the Republicans 
the Government of the United States should permanently 


wn and operate the merchant marine of the United States 


ery Democrat, I believe, would have voted against the 
proposition. Yet to-day we find Republicans and Democrats 
joining and vieing with each other in supporting a measure 


wl ich, I 


principles 


believe, is fundamentally obnoxious to Democratic 


Where will the end be? If the United States may own and 
operate ships it may own and operate railroads and the key 
dustries and substantially all business enterprises of our 


eountry. would 


eter 


Such a policy destroy individual initiative, 
men from investing their capital in enterprises that will 
t 


come into competition with those conducted by the Government, 
and lead to the paralysis of our industrial and economic life. 
Chis bill will pass, but, as I said a few minutes ago, there is a 


courage and the 


promptly express 


man in the White House who, I think, has the 
conception of public duty that will lead him t: 
his dissent. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah 
to think that those of us who support the pending measure 
be congratulated shortly after its passage 
Russia, 

Mr. KING. ‘No; 
congratulated. 
Mr. HEFLIN. He would 
getting the measure through. 
I wonder what the patriotie people of America would think of 
if we permitted American ships to be bartered away, in 
the past they have been bartered away, for $1.600, $1,800, and 
$2,000 apiece, when their construction cost hundreds of thou- 
nds of dollars. I think it is not asking too much to require 
that the entire board shall be unanimous in deciding wheth« 
or not a ship shall be sold. I shall vote in favor of allowing 
the situation to remain as it with the additional safeguard 
of requiring the entire board to agree fore a single one of 
these ships shall go out of the hands of the Government for 
ich small prices have been received in the past. I think 
is ridiculous that any ships have been sold for such prices, 
nd I want to stop such sales as soon as possible. I repeat, 

it takes Government management to operate these ships, I 
am in favor of putting the Government into this business, rather 
than to give the ships away and lose three thousand million 

lars. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 

the Senator from New Jersey 

Mr. EDGE. On that I ask for the 5 

The yeas and nays were erdered. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I 

nt? 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. It is the amendment 
tor from New Jersey, which the clerk will again 

The Curer CierK. The Senator from New Jersey reoffers the 
ollowing amendment: 


seems 
will 
by the bolsheviks of 


I said the Senator from Washington would 
he 
be congratulated on his in 


Success 


us as 


IS, 


Ix 
f 


as 


question is on the dment 


[Mr 


amel 


as and nays. 


nquire what is the amend 
the sena 


tate 


page 2, 


d insert the words “ vote of four 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to ¢ 


On lines 7 and &, strike out 


clerk will call the roll 
i the if ll. 
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ired with 
how he 


Mr 


FERRIS (when his name wa 
{Mr 


Ss called) T am pa 


Senator from Ohi Fess | I do not know 


vould vote on this question, and therefore withhold my vote. 
If permitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called) Acain an- 
nouncing my pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr 


WARREN ], I withhold my vote 





Mr. TYSON (when his name was called) I have a general 
pair with tl Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] Not 
knowing how he would vote on this matter, I with! i mv vot 

The roll call having been concluded, the resu Wi n 
nounced—) 31, nays 52, as follows: 

YEAS l 
| 1 Edwards MeNarvy S t 
Bing I Gillet Me . k 
I Greer Moses Steiw 
( ‘ l Hi I I s 
( s HH Pine rvdi 8 
{ itt Ke ,os I I i W af i n 
Denes Ix Sa Watson 
| Mel s 
NAYS 

4 Fl he WK j Re I nd 
B I La . i] 
BR k (reorg Mct s 1h | 
Bla Gerry Mc Masts S 4 
l lass M j St 
} Goodir Neel Nte ns 
Lb ! Livrris Ne ck Sw son 
Bre rd tT Sor N is Ir: mel] 
B Hl den Ny¥ Warner 
‘ per HH Oddie Walsh, Ma 

i ‘ Howell Ransdell W: 1, M 

Johnson Reed, Mc W heele: 
bil Jone Re mn, Ark Willis 
NOT VOTING 11 

Dale I Ove ryson 
du Pont G l’ Warren 
Ferris Gould Shipstead 

So Mr. Epcre’s amendment to the amendment was rejected 


Mr Mr. President, I offer an 


send to 


WiILI 
the 


is 


desk 


amendment, 


he VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

rhe CHTEF CLERK. On page 2, line 7, it is proposed to strike 
out the words “unanimous vote” and insert the words “ vote 
( ilV¢ 

Mr. WILLIS Mr. President, this is the amendment which 
was adopted by the Senate recently by a very considerable 
majority when this matter was under consiieration I am 
now offering it again, confident that Senators will vote for five 
instead of a unanimous vote, just as they did previously 

On this amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FERRIS (when his name wa led). I have a pair 


eal 
z 


with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Frss Not knowing how he 
would vote on this question, I withnold my vote. If I were at 
liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called) I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WarrEN]. 


this 
yote 
his name was ealled). 


How he would vote 
therefore withhold 
Mr. TYSON 


on do not know, and I 


my 
(when 


juestion, I 


I have a general 


pair with the Senator from West Virginia |Mr. Gorr], and in 
his absence I withhold my vote. 
The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeus 37, nays 47, as follows: 
YEAS 7 
B rd (Clreene ae Steiwer 
Bing } Hale Phipps Stephens 
Blea se liawes Pine Thomas 
Co] nd Keyes Reed, P: Tydings 
( S King Robinson, Ind, Waterman 
( g Mel.ean Sackett Watson 
J ! MeNary Schall Willi 
Pidge Metcaif Shortridge 
} ards Moses Smoot 
ett Norbeck Steck 
NAYS-—47 
Ashuret Dill Johmsor Robinson, Ark, 
I Fletcher Jone Sheppard 
LB Frazier Kendrick Shipstead 
Blair George La Follette Simmons 
Be } Gerry McKellar Smith 
Br Glass McMaster Swanson 
Brookhbart Gooding Mavfield Trammell 
Broussard Harris Neely Wagner 
Br Harrison Norris Walsh, Mass. 
Cay - Havder Nye Walsh, Mont, 
Cara y Heflin Ransdell Wheeler 
Couzens Llowell Reed, Mo. 
NOT VOTING—10 
Dal Fess Overman Warren 
du Pont Goff Pittman 
ber Gould Tyso1 








2250 


So Mr. WiLtis’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr, President, at the end of line 8, page 2, I 
move to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That the foregoing provisions requiring unanimity of 
action by the-board in the sale of ships shall not apply to sales of 
cargo ships heretofore built. 


This amendment has been suggested to me by a number of 
Senators, particularly by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
STELWER | It drawn to meet the objection, and a very 
proper objection, that has been made here upon the floor; 
namely, that by this provision as it now stands it would not 
be possible for the board to sell even any old ships. 

We now to remedy that by providing that 


is 


difficulty 
while unanimity of action shall be required for the sale of any 
new ships or any liners, it is not required for the sale of these 
old cargo ships that are practically out of use anyhow. The 
amendment gives the board a little more leeway in that direc- 


seek 


tion. I believe it is a wise suggestion. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I make the point of order 
against this amendment that it was not proposed as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, [ want to be heard on the 
point of order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is in order. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, [ would like to ask the Senator 
from Ohio if this amendment would affect the three lines of 
ships on the Pacific coast which are now proposed to be sold 
by the Shipping Board? . 

Mr. WILLIS. 1 am not familiar with the facts as to those 
three lines. The amendment provides that the bill shall not 
appiy to cargo vessels heretofore built. The Senntor can 
apply it to the facts of the case he has in mind. I am not 


acquainted with the facts in that case and can not say whether 
those are cargo ships or liners, 

Mr. ODDIk,. They are cargo ships, but carry passengers. 
seeins to me that there is an inconsistency in this. The deserip- 
tion not clear enough. If it refers to those three lines of 
ships I shail certainly oppose the amendment, because those are 
the lines of ships that should not be sold under the present cir- 
CcCUulbSsTances 


It 


Is 


Mr. WILLIS. Answering the Senator's question, I think 
those ships would hardly be described as cargo ships. In the 
language of the sea, they would be called liners, instead of 


cargo ships. At all events, what we are seeking to reach here 
is a situation where the board will have the right to sell these 
old ships that are fast becoming obsolete. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, the three lines of ships to which 
I refer are not obsolete. They are at present under operation 
from various ports on the Pacifie coast. 


I move to strike out of the amendment the words “ cargo 
ships” and to insert the words “ freighters only.” 


Mr. WILLIS. I accept that amendment. 

Mr, ODDIE. And the words “and not now in the service of 
the Shipping Board from Pacific coast ports.” 

Mr. MeKELLAR. May the amendment be read? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend- 
ment as it would read if amended. 

The Crier CierkK. <As originally proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio the amendment was, on page 2, line 8, to insert the 
following: 


Provided, That the foregoing provisions requiring unanimity of action 
by the board in the sale of ships shall not apply to the sale of cargo 
ships heretofore built, - 


The Senator from Nevada proposes to strike out the words 
‘cargo ships” and to insert the words “freighters only, and 
not now in the service of the Shipping Board from Pacific coast 
ports.” 

Mr. FLETCHER. I hope the amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. ODDIE. I withdraw that amendment and move to 
amend by adding the words “ not now in the actual service of 
the Shipping Board,” leaving off the words “from Pacifie coast 
ports.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the amendment? 

Mr. WILLIS. I accept the proposed amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amendment 
as modified 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Does the Senator from Ohio accept 


Provided, That the foregoing provisions requiring unanimity of action 
by the board in the sale of ships shall not apply to sales of freighters 
anly not now in the actual service of the Shipping Board. 
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Mr. SACKETT. I offer as an amendment to strike out t]) 
word “ not,” because the Senator means just the opposite of t}! 
amendment as now read. 

Mr. ODDIE. I accept the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio aece; 
the modification? 

Mr. WILLIS. I accept the modification. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the amendment 
as modified for the third time. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the foregoing provisions requiring unanimity of action 
by the board in the sale of ships shall not apply to sales of freight« 
only now in the service of the Shipping Board. 


Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Ohio why, if this provision for unanimity is a good one with 
reference to other vessels, it should be a bad one with respect to 
freighters. I do not see any logie in the notion that there is any 
real substantial distinction to be made between different Classes 
of ships as respects this provision of unanimity. Is it not fair 
to infer that if a ship is not serviceable, unanimity of action by 
the Shipping Board in all probability would be readily obtain 
able whatever the class to which the ship belonged? I hope th 
amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. SACKETT. I offer 
“only” be stricken out. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will be 
defeated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified to the amendment. 

The amendment as modified to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on con 
curring in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserting section 2. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill having 
third time, the question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. COPELAND. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FERRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess], who is absent, 
so I withhold my vote. If the Senator from Ohio were present, 
he would vote “nay,” and if I were permitted to vote I would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). Again I have 
to announce that I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], who is absent, so I withhold my 
vote. If the Senator from Wyoming were present, he would 
vote “‘nay,”’ and if I were permitted to vote I would vote 
“ vea.” 

Mr. TYSON (when his name was called). On this matter 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Gorr], who is absent, and I withhold my vote. If 
the Senator from West Virginia were present, he would vote 
“nay.” If permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FLETCHER (after having voted in the affirmative). | 
announce my general pair with the junior Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. pu Pont], which I transfer to the junior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. StepHens], and allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 53, nays 31, as follows: 

YEAS—53 


as an amendment that the word 


been read the 


Ashurst Gerry McMaster Shipstead 
Barkley Glass McNary Simmons 
Black Gooding Mayfield Smith 
Blaine Harris Neely Swanson 
Brookbart Harrison Norbeck Thomas 
Broussard Hawes Norris Trammell 
Bruce Hayden Nye Wagner 
Capper Heflin Oddie Walsh, Mass. 
Caraway Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Couzens Johnson Reed, Mo. Wheeler 

; Dill Jones Robinson, Ark. Willis 
Fletcher Kendrick Robinson, Ind. 
Frazier La Follette Schall 
George McKellar Sheppard 

NAYS—31 

Bayard Deneen King Shortridge 
Bingham Rdge McLean Smoot 
Blease Edwards Metcalf Steck 
Borah Gillett Moses Steiwer 
Bratton Gould Phipps I ydings 
Copeland Greene Pine Waterman 
Curtis Hale Reed, Pa. Watson 
Cutting Keyes Sackett 
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NOT VOTING 10 
Dale Fess Pittman Warren 
in Pont Goff Stephens 
Ferris Overman Tyson 
So the bill was passed. 
INVESTIGATION OF CONDITIONS IN COAL FTELDS 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I had announced that I 
would to-day address myself to the reselution providing for 
an investigation of the coal fields of Pennsylvania and con 


guous territory. The hour is so late, the Senate is so weary 

we have done such a good job to-day, that I desire to announce 

that to-morrow, at the first opportunity accorded me, I 
ke up the subject matter and address myself to it. 


PETITIONS 


shall 


AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
coneurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of Missis 
sippi, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 


Concurrent Resolution 38, memoriali Congress 


ing 


to take over and assume 
flood control on the Mississippi River 

Whereas flood control of the Mississippi River is obviously a matte 
of national interest and concern and falls within the legitimat: ope 
of direct Federal action, the jurisdiction of the United States over the 
Mississippi Rivér being paramount to that of the several States border 
ing thereon; and 

Whereas the States bordering on the Mississippi River are wholly 
unable to cope with the flood situation and to prevent loss of humar 
life and calamitous destruction of property caused by the overflowing 
of the river within their respective territories; and 

Whereas in order to prevent further injury from floods emanating 
from the Mississippi River a governmental course or policy toward said 
ituation should be adopted and immediate governmental action under 
taken to restrain and control said floods: Now therefore be it 


House 
concurring), 


Resolved by the of Representatives o 
(the That the United Government 
it is hereby, urged to take over assume at the 


f the State of 


states 


Mississippi 

be, and 

earliest practicable 
t 


Senate 


and 


moment the function of flood control on the Mississippi River as a 
matter of entire and exclusive Federal action; and that the Congress 
of the United States be, and it is hereby, memorialized to at ones 
enact such statutes aS may be necessary, prope or incidental to said 
course and to effectuate the said policy of exclusive Federal flood 
control in areas affected by the overflow of the Mississippi River; be it 
further 

Resolved, That officially certified copies of this resolution mailed 
and presented to the President and Vice President of the United 
States and to the Members of the Congress 


Adopted by the house of representatives, January 5, 1928. 


Adopted by the Senate, January 9, 1928. 

I, Walker Wood, secretary of state of the State of Mississippi, do 
hereby certify that the above and foregoing instrument entitled * Con 
current Resolution 3 is a true and correct copy of Concurrent Res 
lution 3 of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi at the 1928 
session thereof, as same appears on the enrolled act of said concurrent 
resolution now on file and a matter of record in the office of the 
secretary of state. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State f Mississip; 


hereunto affixed this 20th day of January, 1928. 
| SEAL. ] WALKER Woop, Secretary of State. 
Mr. HARRISON presented the following concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Senate Concurrent Resolution 1, urging Congress of the United States 
to enact adequate flood-control legislation for the lower Mississippi 
Valley 
Whereas the lower Mississippi Valley States were visited in the 

spring of 1927 by the most disastrous flood in the history of these 


States, and 
Whereas the loss of life was heavy, the loss of 
lable, and the sufferings and privations of the 
reas well-nigh indescribable, and 


incal 


flooded 


almost 


of 


prope rty 


people the 


Whereas these flood waters came as a result of drainage of 31 States 
of the Union into this area, and 

Whereas the people of the lower Mississippi Valley are now su 
jected to almost unbearable burdens of taxation in an effort to prote 
themselyes and their property from the destructive effects of overflows 


of the Mississippi River: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the of the State of Mississippi (the House 
Representatives concurring therein), That flood control in the 
Mississippi Valley is a national and not a local problem, that it is a 


Senate 


low‘ 


protective and not a reclamation measure, and that the Federal Goy 
ernment should assume full control and bear all the cost of measures 
adequate for. complete and permanent control of the waters of the 
lower Mississippi River, and the Congress of the United States is 


| 
A 


ee) > 
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hereby petitioned to enact legislation te accomplish this purpose; t t 
further 
Resolved, That the secretary of the senate and the k of the house 
of representatives be requested to transmit copies of this resolution to 
the Members of the Mississippi delegation in the Congress, and to the 
ch en of the Flood Control] Committees of the National Senate and 
I se of R es ves 
Adopted by the senate January 4, 1928 
BEDWELL ADAM, 
President of the Senate. 
pted by the house of representatives Jannary 10, 1928 
nos. L. BAILey 

Speaker of the House of Representatives 
I, Walker Wood, secretary of state of the State of Mississippi, do 
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy 
} of Sena Concurrent Resolution 1 of the Legislature of the State 
of Mississippi at the 1928 session thereof, the enrolled act of which 

said resolution is on file in this office 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Mississippi 
this the 28th day of January, 1928 

SEAI WALKER Woop, Secretary of State 

Mr. HARRISON also presented a petition of sundry citizens 


} 
| 


of Bond, Miss., praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 7900) 
g allowances for rent, fuel, | and equipment to post- 
masters of the fourth class, and for other purposes, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of teachers of Queen Anne 
High School, Seattle, Wash., praying for the passage of legisla- 





o 
mPa 


tion creating a Federal department of education, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COPELAND presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
New York, N. Y.. praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. WAGNER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 


Brooklyn 


increased 


N. Y., praying for the passage of legislation granting 
pensions Civil War veterans ard their widows, 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ir. MCLEAN presented petitions of Branch No. 32 


to 


of Bridge- 
pert, and Branch No. 86, of Hartford, both of the National Asso- 
ciation of Letter Carriers, in the State of Connecticut, praying 


for the passage of the so-called Dale bill, providing increased 
annunities for retired Government employees, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Roosevelt Council, 


No. 8, of New London; Washington Council, No. 7, of Noank; 
Stonington Council, No. 5, of Stonington; and the board of 
officers of the State council of Connecticut, all of the Junior 


Order United American Mechanics, in the State of Connecticut, 
protesting against the repeal of the national origin provisions 
of the existing immigration law, which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration 

He also presented a resolution adopted at the annual meeting 
of the Connecticut Farm Bureau Federation, at Hartford, 
Conn., favoring the making of additional appropriations for agri- 

ultural education through the extension and county 
farm bure: which was referred the Committee Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas presented a resolution adopted 
by citizens of South Hadley, Mass., in favor of the renunciation 
of war as a means of settling international disputes, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Ile also presented a petition of sundry citizens, being drain- 
age taxpayers of southeast Arkansas, praying for the passage 


sery ice 


us, to on 


of legislation to establish a moratorium for the payment of 
drainage bonds, until such time as agriculture bas recovered 


from its depressed condition, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 2504) transferring a 
portion of the lighthouse reservaticn, Ship Island, Miss., to 
the jurisdiction and control of the War Department, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No, 185) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7009) to authorize appropriations for construction 
at military posts, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No, 186) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Immigvation, to which was 
referred the bill (8. 2370) to amend section 24 of the immigra- 
tion act of 1917, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 191) thereon, 
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Mr. WAGNER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
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gress approved June 20, 1910, and to the enactment of sno! 


which were referred the following bills, reported them severally | laws and regulations as may be necessary to carry said amend 
| 


without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 1665) to authorize the board of park commissioners 


of the city and county of San Francisco to construct a recre- | 


ation pier at the foot of Van Ness Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 
(Rept. No. 187) ; 

A bill (H. R. 164) to authorize appropriations for construction 
at the Pacific Branch, Soldiers’ Home, 
Calif., and for other purposes (Rept. No. 188); and 

A bill (CH. R. for the relief of James Neal (Rept. No. 
189). 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill 
Frederick N. Carr, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 190) thereon. 

Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 4777) to compensate Robert F. Yeaman for 
the of certain carpenter tools which was incurred by 
reason of a fire in the Government area at Old Hickory ordnance 
depot (Rept. No. 198); and 

A bill (H. R. 8369) for the relief of Josephine Thibodeaux 
(Rept. No. 194). 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them each 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 


re 


7553 ) 


loxs 


A bill (S. 1771) for the relief of Peter S. Kelly (Rept. No. 
195) : and 

A bill (HL. R. 6162) for the relief of Thomas M. Ross (Rept. 
No. 196). 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


to which was referred the bill (S. 46) for the relief of Daniel 


F. Roberts, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 197) thereon. 
Mr. TYSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


meye 


which was referred the bill (S. 723) authorizing the President 
to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
Joseph H. Landrum a first lieutenant of Field Artillery in the 


Regular Army of the United States, submitted an adverse 
report (No. 198) thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill 


was ordered to be indefinitely postponed. 


Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 4079) for the relief of 
William A. Hynes, reported adversely thereon, and, on his 


motion, the bill was ordered to be indefinitely postponed, 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Appropriations I re- 
port back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 9136) 
making appropriations for the Department of the Interior for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1929, and for other purposes, and 
I submit a’ report (No. 192) thereon. I wish to give notice 
that [ shall caii up the bill at the first opportunity. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on 
calendar. 


the 


PROCEEDINGS OF SOUTHERN RECLAMATION CONFERENCE 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, 
was referred the resolution (S. Res. 117), submitted by him on 
January 20, 1928, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


to which 


Resolved, That the proceedings of the Southern Reclamation Con- 
ference held in Washington, D. C., December 14 and 15, 1927, under 
the auspices of the Department of the Interior, Hubert Work, Secre- 
tary, and of the Bureau of Reclamation, Elwood Mead, commissioner, 
be printed, with illustrations, as a Senate document. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED 
Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


ported that on to-day that committee presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution : 

S. 440. An act for the relief of Charles H. Send: 

S. 1968. An act to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to 
pay for the use and occupancy by the Department of Agricul- 
ture of the Bieber Building, 1558 B Street SW., Washington, 
I). C,, and for other purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution giving and granting consent to 
an amendment to the constitution of the State of New Mexico 
providing a method for executing leases and other contracts for 
the development and production of any and all minerals on 
lands granted or confirmed to said State by the act of Con- 


Los Angeles County, | 


(S. 43) for the relief of | 











ment into effect if it is adopted. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the fir 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 2984) authorizing the President to reappoint E, ¢ 
Callahan, formerly a captain of Infantry, United States Army 
a captain of Infantry, United States Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. BAYARD: 

A bill (S. 2885) granting an increase of pension to Mary FE 
Fitzgerald (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2986) granting an increase of pension to Virginia 


C. West (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DILL: 

A bill (S. 2937) granting a pension to Guy Fruit: and 


A bill (S. 29838) granting a pension to Gustav Wulff; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 

A bill (S. 2939) to reimburse Lieut. Col. Charles F. Sargent ; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WAGNER: 

A bill (S. 2940) granting a pension to William P. A. Fitzjohn; 
and 

A bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of pension to Anastasia 
Early; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TRAMMELL: 

A bill (S. 2942) for the relief of Edward B. Eppes; 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 2943) granting a pension to De Etta Wheeler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALE: 

A bill (S. 2944) granting an increase of pension to Annie M 
Plummer (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

A bill (S. 2945) relating to the payment of advance wages 
and allotments in respect of seamen on foreign vessels and mak. 
ing further provision for carrying out the purposes of the 
seamen’s act, approved March 4, 1915; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CUTTING: 

A bill (S. 2946) providing for che establishment of an agri- 
cultural experiment station in the shallow-water area in Lea 
County, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 

By Mr. REED of Pennsylvania : 

A bill (S. 2947) to provide for the construction or purchase 
of two motor mine yawls for the War Department; 

A bill (S. 2948) to amend section 6, act of Mareh 4, 1928, as 
amended, so as to better provide for care and treatment ot 
members of the civilian components of the Army who suffer pe! 
sonal injury in line of duty, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2949) to credit the accounts of Richings J. Shand, 
United States property and disbursing officer, Mlinois Nationa! 
Guard ; 

A bill (S. 2950) to amend the second paragraph of section 67, 
national defense act, as amended ; 

A bill (S. 2951) to provide for the construction or purchase 
of two “I.”’ boats for the War Department; and 

A bill (S. 2952) to provide for the construction or purchase 
of one heavy sea-going Air Corps retriever for the War De 
partment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 2958) providing for the extension of the time 
limitations under which patents were issued in the case of per 
sons who served in the military or naval forces of the United 
States during the World War; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAWES: 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Milous Day 
accompanying papers) ; and 


to the 


(with 


A bill (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A 
McEwen (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 0” 
Pensions. 


By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 2956) to authorize the sale of certain lands to the 
city of Portland for the protection of the sources of its water 
supply: to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. SHIPSTBRAD: 

A bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to Samuel H. Anderson 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (S. 2958) granting a pension to Nellie M. Sweeney r 1928 i (2) the S Na is | i Luse 
(with accompanying papers): to the Committee on Pensions is f wor : conti t ve } made 
By Mr. WILLIS sua ! t ny 
A bill (S. 2959) for the relief of Joseph Kahnheimer;: to the i s ssior 
Committee on Claims. ; ‘ sani 
A bill (S. 2960) granting nh Increase of pension to Addi PRESIDENTIA . 
Butler (with accompanying papers) ; and ™ , 
\ bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Elizabet Mr. La FOLLETTE I submit a Senate resvlution, which I 
J. Mingues (with accompanying papers): to the Committee on =k may | over under th u 
pret} t 
Pensions Phe resolution ¢(S. Re 128) was read. al lered t li 
By Mr. HOWELL: ver under the rule, as follows: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 88) authorizing the erection o1 ' rm 
. . ‘ bit I t = it ‘ = it I 
public grounds in the District of Columbia of a stone monnu- \ ! i f I 
\ ton ( t) i 
nent aS a memorial to Samuel Gompel! to the Committee o1 , ¢ t ne , : 
i ‘ presi ll ¢ I t 
the Library 
he Library. ' al col ret 1 par ri , rf 
FINANCIAL ARRANGEMENTS WITH FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS gov ment, and tha y departure fro this t 3 
4 > COVEN . . W | be inw ise ul trioti«, i r wht w | j t > fi 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD submitted the following concurrent resolu : ; 6 tcont 
tion (S. Con. Res. 8), which was referred to the Committee on ‘ “ey ieee 
> . ; Res é I t Ss te « mends v of rece it 
Foreign Relations: haa 
Resolved by the Senate (th House of Renresentatives concurri 
That the President be, and h is ereby, requested t lirect t len ‘ EXPENDITURES IN ENATORIAL ELECTIONS 


ments of State, Tree 





ury, and Commerce, the Federal Reserve Board Mr. NEELY submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 129), 








ind all other agencies of the Government which are or may le on wi h was referred to the Committee on DPrivileges and Eleec- 
cerned thereunder, to refrain henceforth, without specific prior authoriza tions 
tion of the Congress from S. Res. 129, TOth Cong. Ist sess 
(1) Directly or indirectly engaging the responsibility of the Govern Whereas enormous sums of money have been expended in behalf of cet 
ment of the United States, otherwise on its behalf, to supervise tain candidates for election to the Senate in primary elections recently 
the fulfillment or financial arrangements between citizens of the United eld in various States Therefore be i 
States and sovereign foreign governments or political subdivisi Resolved, (1) That the expenditure of excessive sums of money in 
thereof, whether or not recognized de jure or de facto by the United ny primary election or nominating convention in behalf of a ndidate 
States Government; or for ion the Senate, either with or without his knowledge or 
(2) In any manner whatsoey giving official recognition t ny ' ful to the independence, the honor, and the dignity of 
arrangement which may commit the Government of the United States “ ‘ is hereby severely disapproved and condemned 
to any form of military intervention in order to compel the observan 2 any United States Senator elect shall be deemed not to be 
of alleged obijigations of sovereign or subordinate authority, or of any | entitied hold a seat in the Senate if there shall hereafter have been 
corporations or individuals, or to deal with any such arrang nt xpended such Senator elect, or by any person or persons for him 
except to secure the settlement of claims of the United States of | wit 1owledge or consent, in aid or support of his candidacy in 
United States citizens through the ordinary channels of law provided t rimary election or nominating convention by which ich 
therefor in the respective foreign jurisdictions, or through duly author Senator el 1s ninated as candidate for the Senate. an amount 
ized and accepted arbitration agencies n excess of (a) the amount permitted to be expended by the law of the 
NAVAL MINE DEPOT, YORKTOWN, VA, State wien hh Se or elect was nominated for the Senat f such 
s des for a maximum expenditure which is less than that 


Mr. GLASS submitted the following concurrent resolution | , fte vided: (b) the sum of $10,000; or (c) an amount equal 


(S, Con. Res. 9), which was referred to the Committee on Naval 














+ tot l d by multiplying 3 cents by the total number of votes cast 
Affairs : | in t Stat f the dence of ich Senator elect at the last general 
[S. Con. Res. 9, TOth Cong., Ist sess.] j indidates for the office of United States Senator. but 

Whereas in the first deficiency act, fiscal year 1928, approved Decem exceeding t um of $25,000; except that money expended 
ber 22, 1927, the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy : lidate satis ny assessment, fee, or charge made or levied 
through a joint board composed of officers appointed by them, wer indidate y the laws of the State in which such S« tor elect 
directed to make a survey of the points of storage of supplies of ‘ oO xpended for his necessary personal, traveling, or subsi nce 
nition and components thereof for use of the Army and Navy \ ns for station postage, writing, or printing (other than 
special reference to the location of such ammunition and compon rds or in newspapers), for distributing letters ireu- 
as are in such proximity to populous community and industrial areas me ! ‘ for teleg sh or telephone service. shall no e in 
as to constitute a menace to life and property and aetet nin Ww ther is expenditures have exceeded the sum 

Whereas such act further directs that the results of the survey s t lut is tl mit of campaign expenses of a candidate. 
be embodied in a joint report which the Secretary of Wa dt rHE MAN FROM MONTANA 
Secretary of the Navy shall make to Congress not later than M iS 
1928, with their recommendation as to what changes, if any, should ‘I v} Mir. President, I present an article from 
made in such storage facilities and their points of locatio1 i t th \ in Review for February, 1928, entitled “ The 
feasibility of the joint use thereof by the Army and Navy; and man trom i by Charles Michelson, which I ask may 

Whereas provision was made in such act for the survey and r t | be printed in the Recorp 
in lieu of proposed amendments carrying appropriations for remova f There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
explosives from Curtis Bay, Md., and other points; and | printed the Recorp, us follows: 

Whereas by the first deficiency act, fiscal year 1927, approved F Senat THOMA JAMES WALSH a been « ed the alibi candi 
ruary 28, 1927, the sum of $580,000 was appropriated for add na +t { Democrat pr ential nominat B of him the 
storage and incidental improvements at the naval mine depot, York Sout 1d West ‘ le to d } is religicus intolerance that 
town, Va., to take care of large quantities of high explosives removed em rht agair Governor Smith and to place their hostility 
and to be removed to that point for storage; and n round of Smith ness and Tammanyism Ye is as good a 

Whereas protests have been made by ow s of lands contiguo rtho m Ww le the brown derby famous, but there never 
to the naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va., as well as by residen of . tin whe Dixt d and the Cera Belt have not indicated 
the city of Williamsburg, Va., against the storage of large quant ‘ ir s willingness pt him as a welcome alternative Even 
of high explosives at such depot, and petitions filed with the Cong: Klan akes D ightshirt t WALSH, perhaps because he has not 
praying for relief; and roached near enough a nomination to be deemed dangerous It 

Whereas it is now urged that the above-mentioned survey 1 report vy b at thi mmunity will net continue if, out of another Demo- 
may result in a proposal for a plan of storag hat will rendet deadlock, t issues the really impressive figure of the Mon 
necessary the storage of explosives at th ay iine depot, \ ktowl Senator newhere pear the head of the list, but until that time 





Va.: Therefore be it i her $s no voice raised 





tinst WALSH in all the army that 


Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), | - the defeat of Smith as the first duty of every hundred percenter. 
That (1) it ie the sense of the Congress tha o further ex a \ t impo nt individuals among the preconvention aspirants this 
tures be made from the appropriation of $550,000 for dditiona rade up pretty well in ability, experiene culture, and reputa 
storage and incidental expenses at the naval mine depet, Yorktown y h are the usual concomitants of eligibility Availability is 
Va., until the submission to and consideration by the Congress of the | another thing, and from western viewpoints, at least, WavsH has all 
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the bigh marks. He is always spoken of, politically, 
with Smith. His supporters are prone to use the 
stick in surveying their candidate. For example: 


in comparison 
latter as a measuring 


“Smith is a great governor—well, Wausn is a great Senator, and 
that for as many terms, and those terms three times as long as the 
New York executive's. 


‘Smith was a poor boy who raised himself by sheer ability to emi- 


nences WALSH was just as poor, and taught himself and then taught 
school while he was learning law, and so progressed until he became 
the leading constitutional lawyer in Congress. He has traveled widely ; 
his membership in all the big Senate committees has given him the 
broadest insight into the affairs of government, domestic and forcign. 

Smith can carry New York, WALSH can carry the West, which 
is bigger than New York. 

‘Smith bas established a standard of honesty in State government; 
WALSH has chased two Cabinet officers out of the National Govern- 
ment and has made graft as unfashionable as a kleagle in a synagogue. 

‘Smith represents the national revolt against the Volstead act; 


WALSH 
a party 
If it is 


States for 


represents the spirit of law observance. 
should New 
it should 
wet 1.” 
difficult to make out a plausible case for the Walsh candi- 
Except geographically, he measures up to all the standards of 
One of the appealing things about him is that he drinks 


If prohibition is not 
York not vote for him as a candidate? 
not be lost sight of that there are 10 


issue, why 


uch an 


issue, 


ary every 


the Presidency 
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as he vot that is, he is personally as well as politically dry. It is 
doubtful if that can be said of half a dozen in the whole Senate, It can 
not be easy for him, for he is a sociable soul; something of an afternoon | 
tea hound To his further credit be it recorded that he confines his 
championing of the prohibition cause to business hours. Take him 
where the cocktails are waving and the balls are high, as his gregarious 


instinct frequently does, and he enjoys them—vicariously, of course— 
talk it afterwards. Recently his State went wet on 
but he did not change with it. He prefers to regard the 
as a Commonwealth aberration from which Montana will 
and meanwhile he continues to take the dry side of Senate 
debates and confines himself to ginger ale on the nineteenth hole when 


and does not about 
referendum 
incident 


recover, 


he plays golf—which he does painstakingly, if indifferently. 

It is the plaint of the Smith people that the Democratic South 
refuses to consent to the nomination of their man, while it will vote for 
him if the nomination is forced on them. The Walsh people have as 
good an argument If New York and New England would help nomi- 
nate the Montanian, and would vote for him in the election, WaLsH 
would be elected Their calculations run this way: WaLsn would 
sweep the West, and would carry the South, and with him as the candi- 
date—with the possible exception of “faryland, wedded to its wet 
idols—there would be no defection in the border States. Hence they 
are able to claim that it is the selfishness of New York and its environ- 
ing communities that keeps WaLSH out of the White House. 

There are three important counts in the political indictment of 
Smith: He is wet, he is a Roman Catholic, and he represents Tammany 
Hall Only one of these handicaps, again speaking from a western and 
southern viewpoint, runs against WaLsH. Moreover, the argument is 
that if Catholic New York and Massachusetts Democracy got behind 


Walsh, it would eliminate the religious issue forever. 


There are a lot of people who insist on solemnity in the President. 
Well, there never was a more solemn man than WALSH. You could 
no mere develop a scandal about him than about the Lineoln Memoria}, 


social, or political, or fiscal. There would be no “revelry” in the 
White House with him on the job. His respectability is monumental. 
If he shaved off his mustache he would need only a stock to look 


like one of the signers of the Declaration of Independence, with his 


dominating nose, his cold gray eyes, and his beetling black brows. 
Time was and not so long ago that he adhered to the Western official 
fashion of wearing his mustache a la walrus. He cropped it about 
the time he became a national figure, thereby lopping off 15 years 
from his age appearance, as well as two inches of drooping hair. He 
is 68, according to the records, which means little; he was as old 
at 30 and will be just as young at 90. 

Charles Evans Hughes became governor and had a shot at the 
Presidency—-which would have been a bull’s-eye if he had adjusted 
his political wind gauge and foresight—by reason of his turning the 
ght on a Jot of insurance rascality. If WatsH had come from some 
more important State than Montana, he would have profited as much. 
Itis Teapot Dome and Elk Hills performance is really a classic in 
muckraking Hie went into the oil investigation on a shoestring. All 
he had to start with was a couple of leases to Sinclair and Doheny, 


and some sudden prosperity of Albert B,. Fall. The elder La Follette 


had buzzed around these circumstances and reach-d nowhere. The 
committee that inherited the investigation generally felt that, after 
all, the validity of the leases hinged on whether it was a good or a 


bad deal for the Government, and there was as much authority for the 
position that it was necessary to operate the reserved fields to prevent 


their being drained by nearby wells, as for the other theory. That 
committee had not been going two days before it changed its identity 
and ever after was the “ WALSH committee.” He was not its chair- 
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man; Lenroot, who had the title, was lost in the shuffle and Wa.sy 


simply took possession of the show. When Edward B. McLean can 


out with his declaration that he had loaned Fall $100,000, takine 
his notes and a mortgage on the Fall ranches as security, all of the 
members, except WALSH, thought the bottom had fallen out of the 
scandal. It was so perfectly credible; just such a thing as McLean 


might have done, in view of his membership in the Harding circle of 
which Fall conspicuous an ornament. They advised Wars 
to close the investigation and leave the matter of the validity of 
the leases to the courts. Not he; his nose was on the trail and he 
intended to follow it, he hiked off to Florida, put McLean under 
oath, and the excuse for Fall's sudden prosperity was blown sky 
high with McLean’s admission that the checks he handed Fall wer, 
returned uncashed, and that his previous story was merely his “ going 
down the line for a friend.” 

There follewed as a natural sequence the coming to the witness stand 
of Doheny, with his little black satchel, and the tale of an old pros 
pector’s affection for his one-time trail mate. It was an appealing 
picture with its mellowed reflection of the dim frontier; the soft 
of a_ hard-boiled oil multimillionaire’ of youthful companionship in 
poverty and hardship merging into the friendship of men in the decling 


was 


so 


so 


side 


of life. It sounded as plausible as the McLean story—to everybody but 
WALSH. To him it was only scenery along the route he had marked 


out, and he herded the two of them into the criminai courts. 

The impiacability of WaLsu stands him in relief among his fellows. 
Senators, as a rule, are amiable chaps, full bodied, easy going, sparing 
of effort, tender of amenities, tolerant of their adversaries, Through 
this comfortable aggregation WALSH stalks, grandly serious; always in 


earnest. There is something suggestive of those old familiars of the 
Inquisition about him; a consciousness of rectitude, unblemished by 
any concern with the feelings of those on the rack. He and Fall had 


been colleagues for many years and there was between them the com 
munity of thought so marked among the Westerners. They were not 
intimates—-WALSH has no intimates, It is doubtful if he ever called 
a brother Senator by his first name, but he was on as good terms with 
Fall as with anybody; yet when he beeame satisfied of Fail’s turpi 
tude he went after him with cold ferocity. Newberry was a pleasant 
Senator; even his political foes felt sorry for him, and were disposed 
to find excuses for his splurging in his campaign, but WaLsu saw only 
the wickedness and not only never let up himself but saw to it that 
the others stood to the task of getting Newberry out of the Senate. 
Denby was another of the victims to WaLsuH’s icy logic and thin-lipped 
faneticism for righteousness. 

Denby would be Secretary of the Navy yet if it had not been for 
WALSH’s speech demanding his resignation, with its overwhelming con- 
centration of fact. Yet during that lethal address WALSH never once 
raised his voice. It is rare that he does. He stood at his own desk, 
dryly, concisely, and pitilessly dissecting the Secretary of the Navy, 
much as he had taken Newberry to pieces and exhibited the fragments, 
and when he had finished one more distinguished scalp swung at his belt. 

When he once starts on his machine gunning it is a pretty good idea 
for other people to keep out of the brush, for Wausu is likely to shoot 
at any suspicious movement. The incident concerning Senator SMoor, 
of Utah, was typical. Doheny was on the witness stand before the 
committee, WaLSH was harrying him, and Smoor sat immediately at 
WALSRH’Ss right, 

“ What,” demanded the inquisitor suddenly, “ was in the note Senator 
Smoor handed you when you entered the Chamber to-day?” 

His fellow committeeman, his associate for a generation, his frequent 
co-worker by virtue of being from an adjacent State, with identical 
local interests, was appalled at this straining of senatorial courtesy, 
and had to explain that he had merely asked the great oil magnate 
the result of an expert examination on some oil land which Doheny 
had undertaken for a friend of Smoor’s. 

There are two reasons why WaLsu does not rant. In the first 
place, his voice is such that when he lifts it there sometimes comes 
forth a falsetto squeak instead of a robust roar; in the second place, 
his sense of order is too intense to permit any display of passion. 
Hence he speaks as he dresses—so immaculately that it would be an 
equal relief to hear him split an infinitive or see him with his necktie 
awry. He is just as exasperatingly sure of his facts as he is of his 
words, wherefore the Senators have largely given over debating with 
him. What is the use in arguing with a man who reads incessantly 
law, history, economics, and remembers every printed page as well as 
everything he ever heard? It is doubtful if any other legislator could 
have had that law passed that assesses a fine of $100,000 on a witness 
who refuses to come to court from over the sea, but WALSH wanted 
the witnesses against Sinclair, and he poured forth a river of prece- 
dents, authorities, and processes, and the Senate as usual took his 
word for it that the enactment was constitutional. 

Being a great constitutionalist is not all near-beer and skittles. A 
Democrat who could have gone along with the farmers on the McNary- 
Haugen bill would have had a tremendous pull in the Middle West, 
particularly as things seemed to point to the nomination by the Re- 
publicans of a candidate who will not subscribe to that chapter in the 
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gc ngers bible Moreover, Wal Ss wn State is far: i It i he being no objecti 1. tl ~ “ ( I ‘ he 
would be as radical as Wisconsin if WaALsH permitted But e |} Who proceeded to consider the | \ eported 
equalization-fee feature of t ill involved a delegation of i xing | from the Committee on Indian Affairs. ith amendments. on 
power of Congress—treason, barratry, piracy, sacrilege! Sor es | page 2 ine 6, to strike out “$1,752,642 an u 
if his colleagues voted for it thely on the theory that the Supreme | thereof “ $1.593.311: in line 12. to strike and 
Court would kill it if t President did not, and that meanwhil ‘ insert * $1,593,511"; i he same line; aft oul to strike 
tion would have come and gol rhose farmer yotes, perhaps leant | out “ $350.000 and insert $100,000 : ne 14 e} P 
more to WALSH than to an; i Senate; there was a ided,” to strike out “furti ind on page 2, in line 22, after 
Democratic urge to make things unhap for Coolidge. It m no | the words “ taken into ider ! ny to on he re 
difference There was that ni point nstitutionality ; bh ! minder of the bill and isert matter, so as t mak he bill 
see nothing else; and he voted “N rea 
The hero of this recital stands ( 1 of sel teem and selfis 33 
. ' it enacted, et That tl Ne rv of tl t ‘ ‘ tho 
Knowing as much as he know and how little the other fellow ki S ’ i i » 
= ad » enter t 2 with ft M tio 6G ‘ I ! 
ould hardly be productive of any othe ppraisement of his owt é i reel h I t : I ' 
: tit ; l t political sul of t State of N Mexico, providing 
ities The incident oftenest « d to i ‘ larg is s ret il mee , E " ex , = 
: : I val = gat nag d floo ont! ‘ tl j lo 
4 to take the vice presidential nomination on the ticket with Jolin W os dips staat Ab od control f nahn 
o4 lian lands situated within the exterior rundarie f the sa Middle 
Davis in 1924 Another man might have been earried away the ; ; ne y a ee id Midd 
> . . . slo ft il ns ane = ’ cle wr ! plans D I re 
excitement of the wind-up of the Madison Square Gard convention, M7 : ? ™ i om — pared 
: : . i e il ITSt o an t of Feb ry 14. 19 (44 Sta 
but not its chairman. He i no delusions about Davis's Ices ; a P = ? : 
7 . . . i Dp UUs) Lhe nstr i , ; a t \ ion 
had no desire to sacrifice imself on the altar of part listres li if ' 
: irai 2 I flood-contt Ww portioned ) Indian nds sh 
had been mentioned all through the convention as a possibk mp F 1 . os = — 
; not ex is 93.2 nd i said s ) si muse l f ~ y 
mise between McAdoo and Smith, but nothing came of that. and P ° ; a : te on 
. e required to pay t! Ind sha of t st f I h é n 
concluded that he would rather be n elected Senator than lefeated I : i , — 
; * t é r, sh b yab not less tl f ins ts wit t 
tail to a national ticket His friend and)» = colleague BR . kk 7 : ‘ : p i e insta u 
> 5 iteres Ww ch installments shail be paid nnu y as ork prog <eO8 
WHEELER, had cast his ope of larger things into the di da . . C : lil © | I p 
Bs ca ss nd ther Ss 1rereby uthorized to be rropriated to d 
gone charging off with La Follette because he liked La Follett ind . — ’ 
. nigh 2 $1.59 ed w! moun $100,000 is hereby ac mediatel 
the things for which La Follette stood—though » had no more : ; 
l Lor the payment of the I : Lit it PP le hit 
delusions as to the outcome of the election than had WALSH, who p t = 
- S iny tir it appear to the id S tar tl construction 
ably attributed WHEELER'S adventure to the instability of - i i i 
, . . . Vork ; ot elnge carriec out nh acet < with ylans ; Proves by 
Nevertheless WALSH is a pretty good Democrat 1 a real liberal > S : . F API 
. 4 : hir ! shall withhold 1 ‘ of I ha ind ) 
Ile showed the latter when he banged away a Attorney General ; i aa 
. ~ aut ae erval i} l o v ih ' 
A. Mitchell Palmer, thereby shockin his fellow Democrats for the ; . 
2 ae een done in accordance with e said plar Provided furti th i 
treason to the Wilson administration Palmer was engineering the : 
: : . ; 1 ining the share of h ost « ic works to be apportioned ) 
red raids during the excitement of the end of th war and thi “9 : aa 
; : : - e Indian lands there shall be taken into cor leration a allowances 
offended WALSH'S sense f constitutional liberty He joined with : : ; 
. : ; ‘ ineé by the Secretary of the Luterior properly deducti na 
BorRAH in deprecating the hysteri ver anarchistic manifestations 
B Cie 1 Indiar age bei d shall be det ely detern ed b i 
‘It is only at such times WALSH wrote, “that the guaranties of 
. ai ‘ , s sec ry nd uct icreagt clu niy lands f suscep ) é 
the Constitution as to personal rights are of any practical valu in . 
: : econoniic irrigation nd cultivation il in no event shall the verage 
seasons of calm no one thinks of denying them They are accorded a ' - 
: = per acre cost for le are of Indian land enefited ¢ eed S67.50 
a matter of course 71 . 
. Provided further, That all preset wat rht now appurtenan to 
Ile was a good League of Nations man as long as the fight was in pproximately 8,346 acres of irrigated Pueblo lands owned individually 
Le > ) é he (rsaille s e rejecte 
the Senate, but when t Versailles treaty had been rejected he | op ag pueblos under the proposed plans of the district, and all water 


calmly announced in a speech that the Democrats would have to make for the domestic purposes of the Indians and for their stock shall be 


vast concessicns if they were ever going to get a treaty ratified \ 





prior and paramount to any rights of the district or y propert) 
that moment there was a Democratic superstition that the country) holder therein, which priority so defined shall be recognized and pro 
would sustain Wilson in the 1920 election. WALSH is not supe! tected in the agreement between the Secreta of the I: ior and the 
stitious With his customary habit of cold analysis he knew that his | gig Middle Rio Grande conservancy district nd the wate rights 


party was in for a licking, and saw no value in averting his eyes fr 
so evident a destiny. 





for newly reclaimed lands shall be recognized as equal to those of like 


district lands and be protected from discrimination in the division and 

Such is WALSH’s past; what of his future? He starts this sessio! use of water, and such water rights, old as well as new. shall n be 

with a crusade on the big light and power combinations If thers subject to loss by nonuse or abandonment thereof so long as t o 

is another Teapot Dome hidden in the ramifications of these, he will | said lands shall remain in the Indians individually or as pueblos or 
dig it out. WaALSH’s gun is always loaded and he does not go in fol the United States, and such irrigated area shall not be subjected direct 


paper chases. He needs an issue with which to focus upon himself | or indirectly to the reimbursable features of this act, nor shal ” 


national attention adequate to counterbalance the disadvantages of bis subject by the district or otherwise to any pro rata share of future 








geographical situation and the comparative political unimportance Of | operation and maintenance or betterment work Subject to the for 
his State. Like all the others in the second division of Democratic going exception the remainder of the ire of the cost paid the district 
candidates, his only hope lies in the ability of the dry States to prevent on behalf of the Indian lands unde the agreement herein authorized 
Smith from running away with the nomination. If this is done, the including any sum paid to the district from the funds authorized o 
convention becomes a free-for-all, and if WALSH can show with suffi be appropriated by the act of February 14, 1927 (44 Stat. L. 1098 hall 
cient melodrama that the big power trusts threaten the safety of the be reimbursed to the United States in accordance with the benefits 
country he may be able to coordinate the progressive sentiment of the | derived, but in no event to exceed the limitation of cost herein fixed 
West and the corresponding sentiment of the South, which HEFLI‘ under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretar, 
of Alabama, so ineptly typifies by linking it with Ku-Kluxism, and | of the Interior: Prorided, That such reimbursement shal e made 
thereby get the nomination Given that opportunity, perhaps he might from leases or proceeds from the newly reclaimed Pueblo lands in not 
be able to break the crust of his frigid dignity and rage and storm | Jess than 40 annual payments, and th s hereby created against such 
on the stump. That is really all he needs to be a popular orator newly reclaimed lands a first lien lien shall not be enforced 
lis speeches read classically: there is a hypnotizing accuracy in his during the period that the title to such lands remains in the pu os 
massing of facts and a capacity for making word pictures of his | or individual Indian ownership: Provided further, That said Secretar 
arraignments that is altogether satisfactory If he could onl yell f the Interior, through tle Commissioner of Indian Affairs. or his 
them, he would make an amazing campaign. luly authorized agent, shall be recognized by said district in all matter 
If he ever reached the White House, he would b iS aggressive as | perta ng to its operation in th ime ratio that the Indian lands b« 
Roosevelt, as judicial as Taft, as self-sufficient as Wilson nd a so to the total area of lands within the district, and that the district 


lated as Coolidg 





and as stubborn as all of them put together. jooks and records shall be available at ali times for inspection by said 


represents tive 


T 
1 


MIDDLE RIO GRANDE CONSERVANCY DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO 


Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 700) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to execute an agreement with the 
Middle Rio Grande conservancy district providing for conserva- 
tion, irrigation, drainage, and flood control for the Pueblo In- 
dian lands in the Rio Grande Valley, N. Mex., and for other TIME OF HOLDING FEDERAL COURT IN ARKANSAS 
purposes, Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, from the Committee on the 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present | Judiciary I report back favorably, without amendment, the bill 
consideration of the bill? | (H. R. $142) to amend section 71 of the Judicial Code, as 


he amendments were agreed to. 
‘he bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a .aird reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 








2256 


amended, by changing time of holding court at El Dorado and 
Harrison, Ark. 

I call the attention of my colleague the senior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] to the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous for the present consideration of the bill. It 
merely changes the time of holding court at Harrison, Ark., 
and at El Dorado, Ark., in order that there may be no conflict 
in the meeting of the courts in that district. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the 


consent 


Whole proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 71 of the Judicial Code, as amended, 
be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 71. (a) The State of Arkansas is divided into two districts, 
to be known as the western and eastern districts of Arkansas 

“¢h) The western district shall include four divisions, constituted as 
follows: Th lexarkana division, which shall include the _ territory 
embraced on July 1, 1920, in the counties of Sevier, Howard, Little 
River, Pike, Hempstead, Miller, Lafayette, and Nevada; the El Dorado 
division, which shall inelude the territory embraced on such date in 
the counties of Columbia, Ouachita, Union, Ashley, Bradley, and Cal- 
houn: the Fort Smith division, which shall include the territory em- 
braced on such date in the counties of Polk, Scott, Logan, Sebastian, 
Franklin, Crawford, Washington, Benton, and Johnson; and the Har- 


whi 


of 


rison division, 


the countie 


h shall include the territory embraced on such date 


in sJuxter, Boone, Carroll, Madison, Marion, Newton, 


and Searcy) 


“i(c) Terms of the district court for the Texarkana division shall be 
held at Texarkana on the second Mondays in May and November; for 
the Eldorado division, at El Dorado on the third Mondays in April 
and October: for the Fort Smith division, at Fort Smith on the second 
Monday n January and June: and for the Harrison division, at 
Harrison on the first Mondays in April and October. 

“id) The clerk of the court for the western district shall maintain 
an office in churge of himself or a deputy at Texarkana, Fort Smith, El 
Dorade, and Harrison. Such offices shall be kept open at all times for 


the transaction of the business of the court.” 
Sec. 2. This act does not repeal or amend the remainder of section 
71 of the Judicial Code as it applies to the eastern district of Arkansas. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, und passed. 


COLLECTION 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of Calendar No. 139, the bill (CS. 754) 
for the relief of certain Porto Rican taxpayers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 


OF PORTO RICAN TAXES 


the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, pending the 
request of the Senator from Connecticut, I understand that the 


passage of this or some similar measure is made hecessary by 
the application which has been given to the act of March 4, 
1927, denying the district court of the United States for Porto 
Kico the right or power to issue injunctions in cases involving 
the collection of Porto Rican taxes. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator is entirely correct. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I would like to be informed 


why such a policy was deemed wise or essential, namely, the 
policy which was incorporated in the act of March 4, 1927? 
Why was it deemed necessary to deny the right of injunction in 
tax cases relating to Porto Rican taxes? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The reason was that a great many tax- 
payers of Porto Rico were taking advantage of that method for 
either not paying their taxes or postponing the payment of their 
taxes, more than 250 suits or pleas for injunction having been 
brought to the court at one time, as I was informed. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. A _ similar condition might 
arise in any jurisdiction in the United States where the 
validity of a tax was questioned. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. As I understand it, there 
were a humber of cases in which the injunctions have been 


permanently granted forbidding the collection of taxes in the 
and the effect of the statute of March 4, 1927, was 


district court 


to deny them the relief after the court had already decided 
the case 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true, Mr. President. The cases 
have been appealed, and before the appeals could be decided 


and the cases permanently disposed of by the Supreme Court 
Congress enacted this law, and the Supreme Court then directed 
that all of the cases be thrown out of court. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Is it the purpose of the bill 
to give relief in all the cases that were pending at the time 
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of the passage of the act of March 4, 1927, so that it will not 
have a retroactive effect? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not all 
compromised 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 
still pending. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; that is true. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But if we pass this bill it will 
hereafter be impossible to secure injunctions against the collec 
tion of Porto Rican taxes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Future taxpayers of Porto Rico must not 
look to the Federal courts for injunctions to prevent the pay- 
ment of local taxes, ¥* 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection. I 
the passage of the bill is necessary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

Be it enacted, etc., That if in any suit pending March 4, 1927, but 
since abated or dismissed solely by reason of the provisiens of the act 
entitled “An act to amend and reenact sections 3, 20, 31, 33, 38, and 
of the act of March 2, 1917, entitled ‘An act to provide a civil 
ernment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,’ as amended by 
act approved June 7, 1924, and for the insertion of a new section in 
said act between sections 5 and 6 of said act, to be designated as ‘5a’ 
of said act,” approved March 4, 1927, the taxpayer had prior to such 


the cases, Certain cases have heen 


I mean of all cases that are 


think 


is 
£0v- 


an 


date obtained an injunction restraining the assessment or collection 
of any tax imposed by the Jaws of Porto Rico after trial on merits in 
the District Court of the United States for Porto Rico, or if in any such 


suit on appeal to the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the 
First Circuit the right of any taxpayer to an injunction restraining the 
assessment or collection of any tax imposed by the laws of Porto Rico 
had been decreed, the treasurer of Porto Rico shall enforce the collec- 
tion of the tax so enjoined or decreed by a suit at law instead of by 
attachment, embargo, distraint, or any other form of summary admin- 
istrative proceeding. Notwithstanding the provisions of any existing 
statute of limitations, any such suit may be instituted at any time not 
later than one year after the approval of this act. , 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROTECTION OF WATERSHEDS OF NAVIGABLE STREAMS 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1181) authorizing an 
appropriation to be expended under the provisions of section 7 
of the act of March 1, 1911, entitled “An act to enable any 
State to cooperate with any other State or States, or with the 
United States, for the protection of the watersheds of naviguble 
streams, and to appoint a commission for the acquisition of 
lands for the purpose of conserving the navigability of navigable 
rivers,” as amended. 

If the bill is made the unfinished business, I do not propose to 
proceed with its consideration at this time, but to lay it aside 
to take up other business of the Senate such as pertains to the 
morning hour. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I understand the Senator 
does not ask for the passage of the bill this afternoon. 

Mr. McNARY. No. I am quite willing to have it laid aside 
if it is made the unfinished business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with 
an amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. I yield for the transaction of further routine 
business, if there be any. 

THE SHINGLE INDUSTRY 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to file with the Finance Committee an exhibit in the 
form of some cedar shingles which have been sent me from m) 


amended, and the 


State by Mr. J. Goldman, of Everett, Wash. These shingles 
are identical with about 2,000,000,000 or 3,000,000,000 other 


shingles which are being manufactured in the State of Wash- 
ington. As the result of the tariff law which put a tariff on 
logs and destroyed half the shingle industry, the industry 
only producing about 60 per cent of the production in 1922. 
When the tariff act of 1922 was passed we were making 
about 5,500,000,000 shingles a year. Free shingles and a tariff 


is 
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removed, 
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Ark., in place of Marvin Vanhooser 


William J. Vick to be postmaster at Pr Ark., in place 


of W. J. Vick. Inecumbent’s commission expired December 19 
1927 
CONNECTICUT 
William T. Meyer to be tinaster Bridgeport, Conn., in 


place of A, EF. Connor, res! 


GEORGIA 
Homerville, 


Wilftiam A. Howell to be at 


ft C. E. Morgan, resigned 


postinaster 


pi lee 


INOIS 


ILI 


William M. Rentsehler to be 
in pluce of W. M. Rentschler. 
february 1, 1928. 

Huzch F. Britt to be postmaster at Olmsted, IIL, in place of 
Hi. F. Britt. Ineumbent’s commission expires February 1, 192s. 
David R. Bennett to be postmaster at Panama, IIL, in plac 
D. R. Bennett. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
1, 1928. 

Elva B. Towler to be postmaster at Shobonier, 
} B. Towler Incumbent’s commission 


L025 


postmaster at Allendale, OIL. 
Incumbent’s commission expires 


e 
| 


Iil.. in place ot 
February 1 


expires 


INDIANA 


Bertha Boyers to be postmaster at Freedom, Ind., in place of 
Bertha Incumbent’s commission expired January 
1928. 


,0vers. Oy 


IOWA 


Carl F. Grawe to be postmaster at Waverly, Towa, in place of 
C. W. Tyrrell, resigned. 


Lucie A. Lloyd to be postmaster at Remsen, Towa, in place | 


of 


L. 
1928. 


A. Lloyd. Ineumbent’s commission expires February 1, 


of A. F. Jahn incumbent's commission expires February 1 

Herman H. Ahlers to be postmaster at West Ne York. N. J 
n plac of H. H. Ablers, Incumbent’s commission expire 
February 1, 1928 

NEW YORK 

Henry P. Wilcox to be postmasier at Cohocton, N, Y., in place 
of H. VP. Wilcox Incuinbent’s commission expired January 9, 
Ltrs 


William J 
\\ J 


Tees 


at 


commission 


Sanborn, N 
expired 


Pike to be postmaster 


Pike. Incumbent’ 


Y., in place 
January 8, 
NORTH ¢ 


AROLINA 


North Charlotie, N.C 


Andrew T. Barkley to be postmaster at . 
Incumbent’s commission expired De- 


in place of A. T. Barkley 


cember 19, 1927 
NORTH DAKOTA 
Peder T. Rygg to be postmaster at Fairdale, N, Dak., in place 
of P. T. Rygg. Incumbent’s commission expires February 1, 


LY2S 


Mary A. Manning to be postmaster at Jud, N. Dak., in place 


of A. M. Patterson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 
1927. 


OHLO 


Lillian Mumea to be postmaster at 
Office becume presidential July 1, 1927. 

Howard M. Snedeker to be postmaster at 
place of Hl. M. Snedeker. Incumbent’s 
January 15, 1927 

James A. Downs to be postmaster at Scio, Ohio, in place o 
J. A. Downs. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19 
1927. 


Independence, Ohio 


Bellaire, Ohio, in 
commission expired 








2258 


Oh AHOMA 


Iiugh M. Tilton to be postmaster at Anadarko, Okla., in place 
of HH. M. Tilton Incumbent’s conumission expires February 1, 
192%, 

Thomas G. 
place of T, G 
ruary 1, 192S. 

William E 
place of W. EF 
ruary 1, 1928 


Rawdou to be postmaster at Paden, Okla., in 
Rawdon. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 


Watson to be postmaster at Quinton, Okla., in 
Watson. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Hartman to be 
Hartman. 


Russell M 
place of R. M 
ruary 1, 1928. 

tjenlah Oswalt to be postmaster at Clarence, Pa., in place 
of Beulah Oswalt. Incumbent commission expired January 15, 
1828 

Frank Kerr to be 
Frank Kerr. 
Glenn to be postmaster at State College, 
of George Glenn. 


postmaster at Arnold, Pa., in 
Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 


postmaster at Madera, Pa., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1928. 
’a., in place 


George 


12S 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Mae George to be postmaster at Ravinia, S. Dak., in place 
of J. H. Deuschle, resigned. 


Richard T. Johnson to be postmaster at Volin, S. Dak., in 
place of I. S. Myron, removed. 


Jennie D, Hansen to be postmaster at Valley Springs, 8. Dak., 


in place of J. D. Hansen. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 1, 1928. 

Jessie A. Gerrits to be postmaster at Wentworth, 8, Dak., in 
place of J, A. Gerrits. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 1, 1928, 

TEN NESSEE 

Peter Cashon to be postmaster at Dukedom, Tenn., in place 
of Peter Cashon. Incumbent’s commission expires February 1, 
192s, 

WASHINGTON 

Jacob H. Berge to be postmaster at Davenport, Wash., in place 
of J. If. Berge. Incumbent’s commission expires February 1, 
1928 


J. Chilberg to be postmaster at La Conner, Wash., 
Chilberg. Incumbent’s commission expired 


Margaret 
in place of M. J. 
January 7, 1928, 


CONFIRMATIONS 


the Senate January 31 
27), 1928 


Bereentire nominations confirmed by 
(legislative day of January 
Charles A. Dewey to be United States district judge, southern 

district of Iowa. 


POSTMASTERS 
ARIZONA 
Margaret E. Finletter, Inspiration. 
CALIFORNIA 
Charles Hofstetter, Harbor City. 
Edwin J. Thompson, La Jolla. 
Jerome B. Frisbee, Lindsay. 
Frank BK. Quirk, Rosemead. 
John J. Blaney, Weaverville. 
DELAW ARR 
William H. Morris, Greenwood, 
Howard Schweitzer, Hartly. 
John F. Phillips, Rehoboth Beach. 
FLORIDA 
Bertha, F. Knight, Bartow. 
Nina K, Berkstresser, Hawthorn. 
Lena M. Powers, Wabasso. 
IDAHO 
Harold P. Gorton, Cascade. 
KANSAS 
Chauuneey J. Nichols, Arcadia, 
Robert R. Carson, Hamilton, 
Earl M. Boland, Leon. 
Ora A. Smith, Marysville. 
George W. Tompkins, Melvern, 
Charles C. Andrews, Noreatur. 
KENTUCKY 
Dewey Daniel, Hazard. 
Thomas J. Fitzpatrick, Martin, 
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Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 
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MICHIGAN 

Floyd Andrews, Clarkston. 
Frank E. Richards, Clarksville. 
Harry E. McClure, Clinton. 
Wilbert L. Nelson, Daggett 
Clara Woodruff, Freeland. 
Byron D. Denison, Galien. 
Floyd J. Gibbs, Ithaca. 
Frank T. Swarthout, Laingsburg. 
Orville Dennis, Lake City. 
Fay Biser, Litchfield. 
Frank G. Leeson, Manchester. 
Norman J. Laskey, Milan. 
Benjamin F. Peckham, Parma. 
William C. Mosier, Paw Paw. 
Samuel B. Brant, Pittsford. 
Herbert S. Gray, Saginaw. 
Martin C. Musolf, Tawas City. 
William H. Watson, Three Oaks, 
Wellington E. Reid, Ubly. 

MISSOURI 
soonville. 
suckner, 


John L. Esser, 

Ruie Chatburn, 

Charles C. Bishop, Clarence. 

Homer Beaty, Drexel. 

Ralph E. Johnson, Elmer. 

William W. Shoop, Green City. 

Raymond F. Gasche, Hillsboro. 

William E. Duff, Houston. 

Amanda P. Renfrow, Humansville. 

Myrtle V. Duncan, Iberia. 

John Fleurdelys, asco. 

Benjamin H. Linhardt, Jefferson City. 

John A, Richmond, La Belle. 

Maude F. Eaton, Leadwood. 

Ione C. Ritter, Lees Summit. 

Ethel I. Kehr, Marthasville. 

Leslie R. Millsap, Mount Vernon. 

Charles E. Curtice, Neosho. 

James W. Fleming, Parkville. 

William A. Porter, Plattsburg. 

Elliot Marshall, St. Joseph. 

Eldridge G. Hoff, Stockton. 

George S. Carnes, Trenton. 

Harry N. Lutman, Versailles. 

Cornelius F. Strack, Wright City. 
NEW YORK 

Robert C. Downey, Akron. 

Lewis A. Brunnemer, Blue Point. 

Herbert N. Rothenmeyer, Clarence. 

Earl J. Hotwes, Elma. 

George H. P. Hackett, Ferndale. 

Hugh A. Prentice, Gainesville. 

Oby J. Hoag, Greene. 

Frank H. Burmaster, Irving. 

Violet M. Hill, Loomis. 

Edward Everett, Millerton. 

William O. Cooper, Oxford. 

Lida M. Schwetz, Port Byron. 

Williard G. Bullion, Richfield Springs. 

Charles L. Carrier, Sherburne. 

Luther J. Shuttleworth, Springville. 

George L. Helfter, Williamsville. 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Almeda Lee, Mohall. 


OHIO 
Lloyd D. Carter, Akron. 
Wilber C, Foote, Fredericktown. 
William M. Johns, Plymouth, 
OREGON 
Diana Snyder, Aurora. 
Leslie B. Frizzell, Houlton, 
Henry H. McReynolds, Pilot Rock. 
Nels C, Nielsen, Wendling. 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Hope B. Sterner, Dewart. 
Charles R. Kschinka, Dushore. 
Gordon C. Kuhns, Trevorton, 


BHODE ISLAND 


James H. Whatley, Bridgeton. 
Thomas F, Lenihan, Westerly. 
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Colpy Upton, Obion 
VIRGINIA 

Jessie M. Martin, Concord Depot. 
Neville L. Adams, Gretna 
Claude T, DeBusk, Saltville 

WEST 
Dova Varney, Edgarton 
Epson Cook, Macdonald 


VIRGINIA 


WISCONSIN 
Frank A. Hanson, Kewaunee. 
Norma E. MeNutt, Oxford. 

WYOMING 
Robert A. Hoover, Green River, 
Levi H. Converse, Lavoye, 
James A. Woods, Lingle. 
Calloway Gillespie, Rock River. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Q72 


Curespay. January 31, 192 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered | 
the following prayer: 

Beneath the shadow of our Heavenly Father our lives are | 
moving on. For the weakest and the humblest of Thy chil 
dren there is a goal of love; there is deliverance from evil; 
there is a transformation into all goodness. We need to siart 


this day right. 
least variation 


Make our hearts exceedingly sensitive to the 
from the truth. Give us, O Lord, clearness of 
moral perception. Put purpose, power, and contentment into 
our lives. May sweet charity be their urgent note and pity 
the one whose heart has grown bitter. Come to the great, wide, 
needy world of humanity; open its heart to Thee that it may 
walk in Thy light and possess Thy peace. In the blessed name 
our Saviour. Amen. 


¢ 
Ol 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


DESIGNATION BY CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com- 

munication : 
JANUARY 30, 1928 
lion. NICHOLAS LONGWORTH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 

Dear Sir: Desiring to be: temporarily absent from my office, I 

hereby designate Mr. Leroy PD. Brandon, journal clerk of the House 


of Representatives, to sign any and all papers for me which he would 


be authorized to sign by virtue of this designation and of clause 4, 
Rule III, of the House. 
Very respectfully, 
Wa. TyLeR Pace, 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 5725. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ouachita 
River at or near Monroe, La.; 

H. R. 5726. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing a bridge across the Black River at or near Jonesville, 
La.; and 

H. R. 5728. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Morehouse Parish, La., or the State Highway 
Commission of Louisiana, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Point Pleas- 
ant, La. 

WAR DEPARTMENT 


Mr. BARBOUR. from the Committee Appropriations, 
reported the bill H. R. 10286, making appropriations for the 
military and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other purposes, 
which was read a first and second time, and together with the 
accompanying papers referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia reserves all 
points of order. 

Mr. BARBOUR. 


APPROPRIATION BILT 


on 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 


its principal | 





| 


itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the ' 


«)-) 59 


~w’ 





Union for the consideration of the War Department appropria 
tion bill Pending that motion, I ask unaimous « nt that 
the time for general debate be not fixed at press but that 
we go on and fix the time later, and that the time for general 
debate be controlled, one-half by the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Harrison] and one-half by myself 

Mr. HARRISON I understood that we had an agreement 
for tive hours on a side. 

Mr. BARBOUR Very well Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 


ot which 


time for general debate be fixed at 10 hours, one-half 
to be controlled by myself and “half by the gentlem om 
Virginia 

Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the present consideration of the 
War Department appropriation bill, and pending that asks 
unanimous consent that the time for general debate be limited 
to 10 hours, one-half to be controlled by himself and one-half 
by the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Harrison Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object, but I ask 


Whether or not it is not something of a departure from our 
ordinary practice to introduce the War Department appropria- 


tion bill, carrying $589,199,8S69 from the floor, and immediate 


move to go into the Committee of the Whole Heu on the 
state of the Union for its consideration, when ne more than 
a very few copies of a committee print are available, and when 
no copy of the bill as introduced is available to any of the 
membership, because none have yet been printed When has 


this ever occurred before? 

Mr. BARBOUR. It has occurred frequently in connection 
with other appropriation bills, 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not been able to find where it ever 


occurred in any long session In a short sometimes 


when the House is behind in its work this has been don 


Session 


Mr. TILSON. It has been done this session. 

Mr. BLANTON. Not any bill of this importance 

Mr. BARBOUR. My recollection is that it has been done 
this session with an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. What is all the hurry about? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I understand that the bills will be avail- 


able this afternoon, and we propose to proceed this afternoon 
with general debate. 

Mr. BLANTON. How are you going to debate a 
zently if you do not know what is in the bill? 

Mr. BARBOUR. The bills will be here later this afternoon. 
This is merely a time saver. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not interfere, but we are getting in 
a terrible hurry, and into a very bad practice. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, we are strictly within our 
rights when we introduce a bill and proceed with its consideru- 


bill intelli- 


tion immediately. This is not a violation of the rules: it is 
in strict accord with the rules. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is a bad practice. 

Mr. MADDEN. We are not going to consider the bill upon 
its merits to-day. We are going to have general debate 
To-morrow is Calendar Wednesday, and on Thursday there 


will be general debate again, so that everybody will have plenty 
of time to inform himself in respect to everything that is in 
the bill between now and the time it comes up for consideration 
on its merits. I do not consider that we are asking any. favors 
by the method that we are pursuing, though I semetimes think 
it would be better if it could wait a day. However, this is one 


of the cases where the organization of the House wants us to 
go ahead. 

Mr. BLANTON, As the Members can not tell what is in the 
bill except as the distinguished gentleman from California 
{Mr. Barsour] relates it to us in his speech, in order that the 


membership may hear him, I make the point 
Speaker, that we have no quorum. Then the 
get a.smattering of what is in the bill. 
Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman withhold for a moment? 


Mr 
may 


of order, 
Members 


TY Ossib \ 
Dp . 


Mr. MAPES. Let us fix the time first. 

Mr. BLANTON. I insist on the point of order. There should 
be a quorum here to hear the debate on this $389,199.,8S69 Army 
bill 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently there is 
not Che question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Barsovr] that the House resolve itself into 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 


consideration of the War Department appropriation bill. The 
| Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of the motion will, 
when their names are called, answer “ yea”; those opposed will 


answer “nay.” 
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Davey 
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liickinson, Lowa 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Diekstein 
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Doughton 
Jbouglass, Mass, 
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(iibson 
Gifford 
Gallvert 
Givnn 
(iolder 

(,000d win 
(regory 
Green, Fla 
(rreenwood 
(rriest 
Grifffn 
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Hoy 
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Hull, Tenn. 
Hinll, Wm, E. 
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Johnson, Okla, 
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NOT VOTING 
Johnson, S. Dak. 


Doutrich 
Dowell 
Doyle 
Drewry 
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Evang, Calif. 
Fish 


Fitzgerald, Roy G. 
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Foss 
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Hale 
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Hoch 
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Johnson, Wash, 
Jones 
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Kearns 
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Nelson, Mo. 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton 
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Kendal! 
Kindred 
Kunz 

Kvale 
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Lyon 
McMillan 
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Major, Mo. 
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Michaelson 
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Mooney 
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Norton, N. J. 
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Robsion, Ky, 
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Row bottom 
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Schafer 
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Sears, Nebr. 
Selvig 
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Shreve 
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Smith 
Somers, N. Y. 
Speaks 
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Stedman 
Steele 
Stevenson 
Stobbs 
Sullivan 
Summers, Wash 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 

Swick 

Swing 

Taber 
Tarver 
Tatgenhorst 
Taylor, Tenn, 
Temple 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tillman 
Tisen 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Underhill 
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Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wainwright 
Ware 
Warren 
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Watres 
Watson 
Weaver 
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White, Colo, 
White, Kas. 
Whitehead 
Whittington 
Williams, Tex. 
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Wilson, Miss. 
Woodruff 
Woodrum 
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Yon 
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Purnell 
Sabath 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanders, Tex, 
Sears, Fla. 
Seger 
Sirovich 
Snell 

Sproul, Ill. 
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Stalker 
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Strong, Kans. 
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Strother 
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e question was taken; and there were—yeas 328, not voting | White, Me. 


| 
| 
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Wilson 
Wingo 


Winter 
Wolverton 


La. Wood 


Williams, Il, Yates 


Williams, Mo. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 





Mr. Vestal with Mr. Gallivan. 

Mr, Snell with Mr. Kindred. 

Mr. Sproul of Illinois with Mr, Major of Missourt. 
Mr. Dowell with Mr. Vinson of Georgia. 

Mr. Begg with Mr. Deal. 

Mr. Yates with Mr. Cullen. 

Mr. Kendall with Mr, Black of Texas. 

Mr. Aldridge with Mr. Prall. 

Mr. Britten with Mr. Tucker. 

Mr. Curry with Mr. Wilson of Lonitsiana, 

Mr. Fort with Mr. Abernethy. 

Mr. Sweet with Mr. Carew 

Mr. Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davey. 
Mr. Hancock with Mr. Gambrill. 

Mr. Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Drewry. 
Mr. Williams of Illinois with Mr. Steagall 

Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Connally of Texas, 
Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Parks. 

Mr. Wood with Mr. Boylan, 

Mr. Doutrich with Mr. Kunz 

Mr. Cooper of Ohio with Mr. Mead. 

Mr. Darrow with Mr. Wingo. 

Mr. Purnell with Mr. Carley. 

Mr..White of Maine with Mr. Moore of New Jersey. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. Sears of Florida. 

Mr. Morin with Mr. Goldsborough 

Mr. Burdick with Mr. Montague, 

Mr. Palmer with Mr. Lyon. 

Mr. Seger with Mr. Donglas of Arizona, 

Mr. Stalker with Mr. McMillan. 

Mr. Fish with Mr. Williams of Missourtl. 

Mr. Michaelson with Mr. Doyle. 

Mrs. Langley with Mrs. Norton. 

Mr. Evans of California with Mr. Sabath, 

Mr. Graham with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 

Mr. Thatcher with Mr. Bloom. 

Mr. Sanders of New York with Mr. Driver, 

Mr. Miller with Mr. Celler. 

Mr. Leatherwood with Mr. Igoe. 

Mr. Andrew with Mr. Sirovich. 

Mr. Brand of Ohio with Mr. O'Connor of New York, 
Mr. Fitzgerald, Roy G., with Mr. Mooney. 

Mr. Strother with Mr. Saunders of Texas. 

Mr. Frear with Mr. Kvale. 


The SPEAKER. On this vote 328 Members are recorded—a 
quorum. But before announcing the result of the vote the 
Chair will again put the request of the gentleman from Caji 
fornia [Mr. Barspour] that the general debate on this bill be 
limited to 10 heurs, one-half the time to be controlled by h 
self and one-half controlled by the gentleman from Virgi 
[Mr. Harrison]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 828 and 
the nays nene. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolyed itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the siate of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 10286, with Mr, Ti_son in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of H. R. 10286, the War Department appropriation bill, which 
the Clerk will report by title. . 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent t! 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 


asks 


with. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, reserving the right to ob- 


ject, and I shall not, the bill really ought not to be read, because 
if it is it will be printed in the Recorp, and then the peop!e 
would find out that it embraces $389.199,869, which is more 
than the bill for the present fiscal year, and shows that the 
Army expenditures are increasing all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I vield 30 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Lllincis [Mr. Witttam FE. Hutt]. 

Mr. WILLIAM EB, HULL. Mr. Chairman, 30 years ago, “I 
member the Maine’ was on the lips of every American and 
to-day, remember the flood of 1927 is the slogan on the li 
of every American. 

The sympathy of the Nation should go out to the poor peop! 
of the Mississippi Valley, where an avalanche of water, 5' 
miles in length and 100 miles in width, covered every city, 
village, and farm. 
~ One million three hundred thousand second-feet of water 
flowed between the levees of the Mississippi River and 1,200.0") 
second-feet flowed over the land outside of the levees. A totul 
of 2,500,000 second-feet passed through the Mississippi Vallc) 
during this awful flood, 
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No matter how poor the farmer was, he lost his all except 


his little family. In despair, he hesitated to move because 
there was no place to go and no place to stay. Pity and 


sympathy should go out 
Levees should be built 


to the flood sufferers of the valley. 
and reconstructed spillways and flood 


ways should be developed so that never again could such a 
lisastrous flood occur. 

With Congressman FRANK R. Rep, I covered the entire | 
flooded district by airplane and boat when the water had 


reached its crest. 

Flying over vast territory in the vicinity of Vicksburg, noth- 
ing could be seen but water with the exception of an occasional 
hurch steeple and the roofs of high buildings. 

By boat we reached Simmesport, a small town at the junction 
of the Old River (an arm of the Mississippi), the Red, and the 


Atchafalaya Rivers. Here the river had reached within 12 
inches of the top of the levees that were 60 feet high. The 
men and women of the village were at work, day and night, 


with planks and sand bags raising the levee so as to hold back 
the water that wus gradually rising at the rate of 1 foot 
24 hours. Later a crevasse was made at Melville, 20 miles 
below, entering into the Atchafalaya River, allowing this water 
to flow over the Sugar Bowl of Louisiana, the richest land in 
the State. This gave temporary relief to those residing in the 
neighborhood of the Red River and the Old River but the whole 


eve ry 


country below was inundated by the floods, which destroyed 
farms, crops, stock, and fortunes. 
The Government must give relief to the entire Mississippi 


Valley, which includes all of the States with tributaries flowing 
into the Mississippi River. [Applause.] 

My views on flood relief will be given to you as I see them 
from personal observation, experience in regulation of floods, 
and good common business sense. 


A NATIONAL PRORLEM 


It is a national problem and the expense must be borne by 
the United States Government, because the States are not able 
to raise the necessary funds, and complications would hazard 
the completion of a constructive flood-control program. 

The Congress of the United States should legislation at 
this session of Congress for the purpose of completing emergency 
work in the South and putting the machinery to work to make 
a study and survey of the entire flooded district, including not 
only the Mississippi River but all its large tributaries and their 
tributaries, beginning with the Illinois, Ohio, Tennessee, Yazoo, 


pass 


St. Francis, Missouri, Arkansas, Ouachita Boeuf, White, Red, 
and the Old Rivers, using the Atchafalaya River as an outlet. 


It would be useless to pass legislation to take care of the flood 
waters of the Mississippi River without passing equal legislation 
to take care of the tributaries, because it was the 
that created the greater part of the late flood 

Let me digress to analyze each of these tributaries in a meager 
way in order to make myself clear to the Congress that it was 
the tributaries that really caused the great disaster. 


tributaries 


ILLINOIS RIVER 


©" 


The Illinois River is 230 miles in length, beginning at Utica 
and flowing into the Mississippi River at Grafton, Ill. Its 
depth is 7 feet at iow-water mark, and it was the first river to 
overflow in the late flood which started on September 1, 1926, 
washed out the levees, overflowed the districts, and continued 
all winter at an abnormal stage. Beginning with the spring 
rains, in February, 1927, it reached a crest on April 24, 1927 
of 24.65 feet. The levees having been washed out, the flood con 
tinued until June, 1927. 

The levees were repaired in some places by an appropriation 
from the State of Illinois. However, in the fall, the floods be- 
gan again and on September 29, 1927, a crest was reached of 22 
feet and continued until these floods washed out the levees in 
the Banner district, the most important one which had been 
repaired by State funds. And as late as December 27, 1927, we 
had another flood crest of 21 feet. The continuation of the 
floods in the Illinois River has been from September 1, 1926, to 
the present time. January, 1928. 

This overflow has covered the levees for at least 150 miles in 
length and inundated 220,000 acres of the best land in the State 
of Illinois. Every farmer is practically ruined as the result 
of these floods. Most all of the farms have been inundated for 
the past two years, and there have been no crops. Consequently, 
the Illinois River, which furnished 7 per cent of the flood 
waters of the Mississippi River, being a slow sluggish stream, 
these flood waters were again backed up into the Illinois Valley 
which was really the cause of the continual flood of the entire 
valley 
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rhe sta 


ge of the river in December, 1927, as I said before, is 
21 feet against a low-water mark of 7 feet rhe late floods of 
the Mississippi River caused the Illinois River to rise 10.6 feet 
above the top of the La Grange Dam, which is located 78 miles 
north of the mouth of the river. 

During the flood of the Mississippi River in June, 1844, by 
reliable authority it is conceded that if there had been no water 
in the Illinois River at all, this flood wou have backed the 
water up to Utica, Ill, which is 230 miles above the mouth of 
he river and is the beginning of the Illinois River 

So it is plain that the flood-control program should not only 
Sturt with the Lilinois River but it should be included in the 
flood control bill. 

ALI tl ARIES SHO D I N ED 

Other tributaries that should have the attention of the com- 
mission are the Missouri River, which is a river that naturally 
discharges at least twice as much water as the Illinois River 
but, on the other hand, it contributed very little toward the 
late flood while the Illinois River contributed a very large 
amount. It would take only a small amount of money to control 
the floods in the Missouri, which probably would be accom- 
plished by building reservoirs; the St. Francis and the White 
Rivers are not so large but are contributors toward the flood; 


the Arkansas, Ouachita, Boeuf, and Black Rivers finally flow 


inte he Red River 

It is anticipated that a flood way from the Arkansas River to 
the Red River will take care of these tributaries. 

The Ohio River, through the work that has been done upon it 
by the building of locks and making it a navigable stream, 
will obviate any grent necessity of flood contro 

It will probably be necessary to do some werk on the Yazoo 
River. 

By giving flood relief to all of these tributaries you will’ 
relieve to a large extent the flood in the Mississippi River. 

INTERIM LEGISLATION 


In my opinion, the legislation to be passed by this Congress 


in a measure should be interim legislation with appropriations 


not to exceed $50,000,000 per year for three years The reason 
that I have come to this conclusion is that you can not spend 
any more than that amount judiciously per year during the 


next three years. All necessary work on the lower Mississippi 
should be done at once in accordance with the plans laid out by 
the engineers and the Mississippi River Commission to protect 
the lower part of the Mississippi Valley from immediate floods. 

The legislation should confined the trunk lines of the 
rivers running from the Lakes to the Gulf and their tributaries. 


re to 


It is a large proposition within itself and should be confined to 
the Illinois and Mississippi Valleys 

In order to make a comprehensive plan for flood control of 
the Mississippi River and all its tributaries, it will require at 
least one year of engineering, study, and survey. It is my 
thought that this Congress should determine a_ policy that 
would recognize the obligation of the Federal Government to 


assume and perform the task of flood control of the Mississippi 
River and all its tributaries. [Applause. | 

A combination of flood control by the Government and the 
States, in my judgment, would be a detriment to the progress of 
flood control. The States, where the heavy floods occur, are 
not financially or physically able to combat with such floods as 
the flood of 1927, and consequently the Government of the 
United States should have full charge of the building of levees, 
spillways, flood ways, and reservoirs, 

If the States were to have a part, either financially or in 
designating the plans for flood control, there would be conflicts 


| and the results would be very detrimental, in my judgment, to 


he success to be attained. An exception might be made where 
levees are built to benefit the adjacent land. In that the 
present law requires the Government to pay two-thirds of the 
expense and the landowner or one-third. This 
rule should apply on the Mississippi River and all tributaries. 
If the landowners are unable to meet their portion of the assess- 
ment, then the Government should accept from them bonds 
running 25 years at a low rate of interest for the payments, 
such bonds to be subject to existing liens. The Government in 
all cases should bear the expense of the general river improve- 
ment. 
A portion of the Jadwin plan reads as follows: 


case, 


district 


leve ° 


The Federal Treasury should bear the portion of the cost of engineer 


structures for flood control that is justified by the national aspects of 
the problem and the national benefits. It may even bear 80 per cent 
of such costs but substantial local cooperation is essential to avoid 
waste. 


As I understand it, this would mean that the State or prop 
erty owners would pay the other 20 per cent. I am not so sure 
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that that would be profitable to the Government. 
of the 20 per cent and mixing the individual or the State in the 
flood-control program, in my judgment, would be a detriment 
to the National Government, and therefore it would seem to me 
minder the circumstances that the State should do its part as a 
whole and come to an agreement with the Government, so as 
not to establish a precedent of putting the entire burden upon 
the Government. 

The securing of right of way for spillways and flood ways 
chould devolve upon the State through which the spillway and 
flood way pass. The State should assume that part of the pro- 
gram to secure either easements or purchase of lands for this 
purpose so as to relieve the Government of any obligation or 
damage or future responsibility. 

If it becomes necessary to purchase the land, the Government 
should furnish the funds to make the payments and should ac- 
cept any reimbursements that might come from the resale or the 
rentals of the land. The States should assume all legal respon- 
sibilities. The laws of the States should be so constituted that 
the minimum purchase price for the land would be accomplished 
on a basis of the tax valuation of the land. The maintenance 
and control of the flood ways should be in the hands of the 


United States Government, but under some conditions it might 
be equitable to divide the expense between the State and 
Government. 

SURVEY OF UPPER RIVERS NECESSARY 


On all of the upper rivers running into the Mississippi River, 
a complete survey should be made and the commission should 
take charge of these rivers up to a point reached by the flood 
of 1927. They should have the same jurisdiction over these 
rivers as they have over the Mississippi River and should be 
to control the floods on these riveis. It should be 
done at the same time and under the same management as that 
of the Mississippi River. 

Flood ways, spillways, levees, and reservoirs seem to be the 
principal methods for flood control. There is no doubt but what 
flood ways and spillways will nearest meet the requirements. 
‘rhe engineers so far have selected three or four places for 
flood ways and spillways. But this is a proposition that should 
be given plenty of time and consideration, because it involves 
a heavy expense, a long period of construction, destruction of 
much property, and it should not be attempted until it has been 
thoroughly investigated by the proper engineering force. 

Reservoirs may be of much service for flood control, but the 
question arises, Where would be the proper places to locate 
them? Some argue that they should be at the head of the 
rivers, While others say they should be near the mouth of the 
rivers. This is a project that should be given great deliberation, 
and the engineers should take their time in making a decision, 
it will invelve large expenditures with possible meager 
results. 


compelled 


REFORESTATION 


Reforestation of the lands will be very helpful to flood con- 
trol. It is a long-drawn-out process, more or less expensive, 
but there should be encouragement by the Government to re- 
forestate much of the waste land. It will facilitate the rais- 
ng of timber for the future and will in a measure be serviceable 
for flood control. When our great forests existed they were a 
wonderful help in that direction. Every leaf was a reservoir in 
itself. A heavy blanket of leaves over the land absorbed tre- 
inendous amounts of water; timberlands held the water many 
weeks while cleared lands allow the water to rush immediately 
into the rivers. And so reforestation would be of great service 
to flood control and should have a reasonable amount of con- 
sideration, 

It is only about once in 5 or 10 years that we have these tre- 
mendous floods. We might have one in another year, and still 
we might run for 10 years without such a flood as we had in 


1927 


p LANDS IN FLOOD WAYS SHOULD BE CULTIVATED 

The lowlands that are to be used for flood ways and spillways 
shenld be cultivated and operated just as they are at the 
present time. In fact, I can see no more danger of operating 
them after they are put into flood ways than the danger that 
exists now, because if you would have a flood the same as the 
127 flood, it would overflow this land anyway. After you 
have made this land into flood ways, then, of course, the water 
in flood time would go down through the flood ways and over- 
flow it but would soon run off, so there could be very little 
difference except in the matter of control. 

My suggestion is that on all of these properties mounds should 
be built either by pumping the sand out of the rivers or using 
the soil to build the mounds. On these mounds the houses and 
barns should be built, and corrals for the stock should be put 
upon them. And in cases of emergency, where the flood ways 


The collection | 
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are used, then the people having protected themselves on top 
of the mounds would be safe from destruction. After the water 
had passed down they could return to the lowlands again for 
their farming. Their losses would only be the amount of crops 
that might be destroyed and the expense of putting the farms 
back into cultivation. 
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REVETMENT 
Further revetment of the Mississippi and Missouri River 
banks and all tributaries should be adopted as a fixed policy 
where it is required. 


This is a bold statement, but I am convinced that if flood 
control is to be a success you must control the banks of at 
least these two rivers. Cement makes the best revetment, 


Stone can be used, but they are simplifying the cement revet- 
ment now so that it is about as cheap as any of the other kind. 

I am reliably informed that wherever these banks have been 
revetted they have stood up and the results have been satisfac- 
tory. The river will do its own dredging. The banks will 
hold, and they will be serviceable not only for flood control 
but for navigation. This in itself is going to be an expensive 
job, because there is 2,120 miles of river bank on both sides 
of the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Passes, and it should 
be revetted nearly all the way down. Twenty years may be 
required for this job. Therefore the acute places should be 
revetted first. 

If an operation is necessary on the human body to save the 
life, then you should have the operation, and in my judgment 
revetment is just as applicable to the rivers. 

FLOOD-CONTROL LEGISLATION SHOULD AID NAVIGATION 

The Rivers and Harbors Committee and the Flood Control 
Committee of the House should have joint relation in this 
legislation. 

It is important in legislating for flood control not te destroy 
navigation. If flood control were the only problem in the minds 
of the committee, a condition might develop where navigation 
would be destroyed. For instance, flood ways might be built 
that would take the water out of the tributaries or the Mis- 
sissippi River so that in low-water time there would not be 
enough water in the main channel for navigation purposes. It 
would seem to me that the two committees should have some 
joint relation, so that in passing bills for the purpose of flood 
control or rivers and harbors the same money could be utilized 
for both purposes and flood control and navigation both would 
be accomplished. 

If the river is properly revetted for flood control it will act 
harmoniously for navigation purposes. The river and harbor 
bills could be drawn with an understanding that the revet- 
ments could be used for both flood control and navigation. 

The Congress of the United States should give this joint com- 
mittee arrangement careful and deliberate consideration. 

On fiood control a compelling bill should be passed, so that at 


| the next session, after the engineers have had ample time to 


make a report, with a constructive plan for control of the Mis- 

sissippi and all its tributaries, the proper legislation and ap- 

propriations should be passed to carry out the requirements. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION 

The Mississippi River Commission, composed of three Govern 
ment engineers, one official from the Bureau of Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, two civil engineers, and one eminent citizen, has 
been in existence for 49 years. It would be a mistake to dis- 
continue or change this agency except it might be more serv- 
iceable if it were under the supervision of the Chief 
Engineers. There has been criticism of the Mississippi River 
Commission, yet it must be remembered that they have had 
limited means during all of these years to accomplish any great 
amount of flood control, and especially a flood control to com- 
pete with the terrible flood of 1927. 

However, the information that they have gathered during 
these years—the maps, records, observation, surveys, gauge 
readings, and general knowledge—at the present time is a very 
valuable asset. I believe that it would be better to continue this 
commission without change. 

It would be my suggestion that the salaries of the commis- 
sion be raised to a sum commensurate with a good living wage 
for employment of this character, the members of the commis- 
sion, including the Government engineers, to be appointed for 
a term of eight years. The officers of the commission shou! 
be selected either by a vote of the commission or be appointed 
by the President of the United States, and it should be under- 
stood that these officers are to give their entire time to channe! 
improvement and flood-control development and shall remain in 
their position for a period of eight years. 

It should be understood among the Government engineers if 
there is a difference in the rank of the engineers, that regard- 
less of that each should have a free opinion to express his views 
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on the work to be done. I regard this highly important for 
such a tremendous task as will be before the commission 

The reason given for the eight-year period can best be ex- 
plained by what has recently occurred on the commission. Capt 


Willis Teale, who one year ago was appointed secretary of the 


Mississippi River Commission and proved to be a mpecenl se 

retary, Without notice Was ordered to the Philippine Islands. 
But, I understand, the order is temporarily revoked It is easy 
to see that if the War Department offici ire given the privi 
lege of transferring members of the commission at their will, 
then there never can be any good come by Government engil rs 


stands to 
reat 


being on this commission, 
tinued study and experience 
serving in this capacity. 


reason 


ervice 


because lit that con 
' 


will be of to the 





Making this commission permanent and with adequate salaries 
to its members so that they may give their entire time to the 
work and be kept steadily employed will in the long run be 
money well spent by the Government This commission should 


have a definite policy laid out by Congress and they should at 


each session of Congress make a report as to their program. 
In doing this a comprehensive plan for flood control will be 
accomplished 

The Flood Control Committee has held exhaustive hearings 


on flood control and should be complimented upon the work they 


have done, Congressman FRANK R. Reip, who is chairman of 
the committee, has given all of his time for the past year to this 
subject and should receive the commendation of the Congress. 
[ Applause. | 

My colleagues, the Government of the United Stxt has made 
history in passing bills requiring large appropriations, I am 
confident that the greatest service that Congress can render 


the people of this Nation will be to pass a bill for flood control 


of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. It would be use- 
less to pass a bill and an appropriation with less money than 
enough to make the flood control a success, 

I do not believe any one at the present time could state the 
amount. It might be a billion dollars and it might be more or 
less, but whatever it is, let us do the emergency work in the 
South now and immediately secure the information necessary 


to enlighten this House so that when we do vote for a complete 
flood control bill for this great river and its tributaries, we will 
vote for one that will do the work. 

The people that live along these rivers are continually in 
danger, and are entitled to the consideration of the whole of 
the United States. The Mississippi Valley is the bread basket 
of the Nation, and supplies the East, West, North, and South 
with food supplies. } 

THE FARMER MUST BR PROTECTED 

The farmer who tills the soil in this fertile valley is entitled 
to protection. It can be given in no other way than through 
national flood legislation, and I trust that we will act con- 
sistently on this legislation, and at the same time consider it | 
sanely, because it would be a sin to make a makeshift to save 
a few paltry dollars on flood control. The poor people of the 
South are deserving of récognition by the Nation because their 
entire life has been spent in that section and they have had to | 
undergo many hardships, but, on the other hand, the people | 
of the North, along these other tributaries, have suffered far | 
worse financially per acre than they have in the South, and 
they are entitled to the same consideration. I hope that at the 
conclusion of this speech the Members who have heard me 
realize that I am trying to impart to them in my own way the 
true condition along these rivers and the remedy as suggested 
that may bring forth the future prosperity of the valley, of the 


people, and of the Nation. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAGON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. RAGON. I am interested in asking this question because 
the gentleman has made a very exhaustive statement in a very | 
brief time. I understand the gentleman’s position to be. that | 
he feels there should be on the part of the State or the land- 
owners along the Mississippi and its tributaries a contribution 
of 20 per cent toward construction. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. No; that is not my plan. My | 
plan is to let the law stand as it is, one-third and two-thirds. 
If the land that is going to be benefited by these levees that | 
are to be built by the Government has any indebtedness against 
it, has liens on it, or is not able to pay, then let the Government 
take a 25-year bond, subject to the liens, but at a very low 


rate of interest. If the land becomes valuable later on, in 25 
years it can well afford to pay the one-third. If it did not, 


then the Government would have to absorb it because it held | 
the bonds. 

Mr. RAGON. 
spillways and levees, is it 


With reference to the rights of way for these 
the gentleman’s thought that the 


local unit or the landowners should pay for them? 
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Mr. WILLIAM FE. HULI No i I did iv thi it 
is ju he o Yo Louisi ny 1 gets most of 
the tlood ways lL know i ‘ in that State hay 
n i n ev with whi pay, so I think the State should 
l ine t s whet ’ ti { ve in purchase he 

vays h “usis ax Wa iol In other words, they 

i So ) wike thei iaWws se you can go through with the 
flood Ww s hen [ Crovernumel furl the tl money to 
pa eu en a whi it may b ssible to resell 
I . 

l llus ‘ li \ ire | ri i ele¢ AN acre, hese flood 
\ i Lie ire per i ized, will make the land more 

iuabie; that is, the land will he better after the flood wavs are 
put in than they are without them. Consequentl those lands 
cal sold, maybe, for half price; and if so, the money received 
f em would go back into the Treasury of the United States, 
because it had furnished the original money. If easements were 
tuken the Government would have to assume the easements, and 
it rentals were charged for any of the lands then, of course. the 
Government would be entitled to the rentals. But in all cases 
the State should be responsible for the legality of the proposi- 
tion and should not hold the Government for any damages in 
the future 

Mr. RAGON In other words, the gentleman thinks the pri 
ma financial responsibility for the purchase of these rights of 
way should fall on the States? 

i WILLIAM E. HULL. No: I said the money should be 
furnished by the Government to purchase these rights of way, 
uit I said the arrangements for buying the land should be made 
1) th State 

Mr. RAGON,. Does the gentlema mean that the money 
would be given by the Government or advanced as a loan? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. It would be given outright by the 
Government. The lands would be purchased by the Government, 
and if the lands were resold the money w vuld go back into the 
Treasury of the United States 

Mr. RAGON. Now, as to the incidental damages that might 
grow out of the construction 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULI The State ought to stand that. 
I do not think the Government ought to be held for such 
damages 

Mr. RAGON. Then, as to this 33 per cent contribution which 
we have now, the gentleman would suggest, as I get it from his 
remarks, that the Government should advance the money for 


that purpose, if necessary. as a loan. 


Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 

Vir. OCONNOR of Louisiana and Mr. CHALMERS rose 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I yield first to the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. (YCONNOR of Louisiana. Do I understand it is your 
idea that the Government would sell the lands within the flood 


ways after a certain number of years? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I can see no objection to selling it 
back to the same farmers you buy it from and let them farm it. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. It would then to 
flood way. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. No: you would have to sell it with 
a provision that it would still be used as a flood way. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I understand the gentleman has given 
most of his attention to the financial plans and not so much 
attention to cause and effect, and I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman, if it would not embarrass him in any way, if he has 
thonght out a way whereby we can save part of the flood tide 
in the Mississippi River and its tributaries during a season by 
cuiting off the water from the Great Lakes. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That would 
thing, the water of the Great 
Illinois 3 inches. So would not 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I would like to follow that question up. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from 
Illinois five additional minutes. 


cease be a 


not amount to 
Lakes only raised 
worth while 


any 
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because 
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The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I will yield first to the gentleman 
from Texas {[Mr. BLANTON] and then to the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. CuHatmers]. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman, seemingly, has been desig- 
nated by the majority side to open this 10 hours’ debate on this 
$389,199,869 Army bill, and I am wondering if the gentleman is 
speaking for the administration on this very important subject 
of “ flood control.” 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I am speaking from my own 
observations and expressing my own judgment, and nothing else. 

Mr. BLANTON. At the request of the administration? 
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Mr. WILLIAM E, HULL. No; not at the request of the 
administration. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. All right; I yield for one more 
question, 

Mr. CHALMERS. I read in the answer to the case of Wis- 
consin and Michigan that the water drained from Lake Michi- 
gan at Chicago raises the level of the Mississippi River at St. 
Louis between 2 and 3 feet. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is not true. 

Mr. CHALMERS. ‘That statement was filed in that case. 

Mr. WILLIAM BH. HULL. I do not care about that, it is not 
true. When you have a flood of the proportions we have now 
nt Havana, which is part way down the Illinois River, it raises 
the river 3 inches. At low-water mark you might raise it 2 or 
% feet, but that would not affect the floods. 

Mr. RAMSEYDRR. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
question for information. Under the present arrangement 
whereby the Government pays two-thirds and the levee district 
one-third, if the levee district, under such arrangement, can not 
raise its one-third does that mean there is no work done there? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. No; it means that they must give 
a bond running for 25 years. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. No; I mean under the present arrange- 
ment? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL Let me finish my statement. It 
means the Government would take a bond of 25 years for that 
proportion at a very low rate of interest and the work would 
then go on 


Mr. RAMSEYER. Then what is the difference between the | 


present arrangement and the gentleman's plan? 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Under the present arrangement 
they have to raise the money immediately. 


Mr. RAMSEYER. The present arrangement is that the levee | 


district must raise the money and if they do not raise the money 
there is no work done? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is true, but my plan is to 
have the work done and let the Government take a bond for 
their portion, 


Mr. RAMSEYER. I am just asking what the existing law is. | 


Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. The existing law is as the gen- 
tleman has stated. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Is the gentleman under the 
impression that a flood way is for the protection of the people 
living within the flood way or those living outside of the 
flood way? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. The flood ways are for the protec- 
tion of the whole country by letting the water out. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. And does not concern the 
people living there? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. But if you do not use the flood 
ways for 10 years, why not farm them during that time? 

Mr. RAGON. Will the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. WILLIAM EF. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. RAGON. The gentleman made a statement a moment 
ago with reference to the importance of tributaries and the 
ventleman made the statement that the Arkansas River runs 
into the Red River. It does not, but runs directly into the 
Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAM EF. HULL. Yes; I did not mean to make that 
Statement, 

Mr. RAGON. I will give the gentleman one example of how 
important the tributaries are. Down the Arkansas River on 
April 20 there passed 815,000 cubie feet per second of water. 
In the White River, at the same time, there poured 450,000 
cubie second-feet of water. In other words, from these two 
rivers that flow into the Mississippi at the same point, there 
were over 1,200,000 cubic feet per second of water that con- 
tributed to the flood down there, and I will say to the gentle- 
man that Arkansas, perhaps, suffered more than any other State 
in the Union from the flood. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Not any more than Louisiana, 

Mr. RAGON. Yes; I think we did. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I was down there, and I could not 
see anything but water there. 

Mr. RAGON. You could not in Arkansas either; but I will 
say this much, in support of the gentleman’s argument, that 
two-thirds of the damage done in Arkansas was done by the 
tributaries. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes; by the tributaries, 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 
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Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to get a little more clearly in the 
Recorp the effect of the diversion from Lake Michigan. The 
statement of the engineers before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors three years ago at the hearings showed that the effect 
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at St. Louis at low stage only 1 foot. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. And at the mouth of the Illinois River 
1.1 feet. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is at low stage, and at hich 
stage it would hardly raise it at all at St. Louis. [Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. FrorHineHam]. 

Mr. FROTHINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have introduced a 
joint resolution which provides that in the cpinion of the Con- 
gress of the United States all nations of the world should unite 
in prohibiting the use of submarines and discontinuing the 
construction thereof in every country. That the Government 
of the United States continue to use efforts to bring about 
| these results, 

Ever since the World War I have been hoping that subma- 
rines might be banned by treaty between the United States 
and other nations, 

While sitting on the Rules Committee during the considera- 
tion of a joint resolution authorizing the President to appoint 
| a commission to investigate the accident to the S—4, it occurred 
to me that the Congress, in addition to the adoption of that 
resolution, should take a stand in favor of outlawing subma- 
rines. So I introduced a resolution to that effect, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House, 
; and I hope it will be acted on either in the form in which 
| it was presented or in some other effective form. In other 
words, let us take a stand declaring our desire to do away with 
| submarines as soon as other countries will agree to do so. 

I am strongly in favor of keeping up our national defense, 
;} and always have been, but I do not believe in murder, either 
| in time of war or in time of peace. [Applause.] 

Efforts to outlaw the submarine were made at the Confer- 
ence on the Limitation of Armament in 1921 and by the dele- 
| gates of this country at a meeting in Europe several years ago. 
Whatever the:opposition of some given nation may be at some 
| given time, there may be good arguments and valid reasons 
| for their changing. The interests and policies of nations are 
|. Seldom constant fixtures. 

The World War showed that submarines operating as com- 
merce destroyers were committing cold-blooded murder. 

The sinking of the Lusitania and the horrible sufferings ¢con- 
nected therewith are still fresh in our minds. That was only 
one of a number of dreadful occurrences. Yet it probably 
was not intended to hit the Lusitania in such a vulnerable 
spot that she would sink almost immediately and without due 
time to put passengers in boats. But.in a rough sea or for a 
long journey what protection do small lifeboats afford? 

It is often impossible for a submarine to distinguish definitely 
whether a vessel is an enemy ship or not. Especially is this 

true if it is night and no lights are shown. The delicate 
submarine does not dare to expose itself or get dangerously 
near the object of attack. Moreover, even in daylight and in 
smooth seas it is impossible for the submarine to sink vessels 
without committing cold-blooded murder of the passengers and 
crews, 

There is no need to enter here into the law of the sea relat- 
ing to neutrals, belligerents, merchant ships, whether com- 
batant or noncombatant, or the right of search and seizure, 
as I claim that a submarine wil! not and as a physical im- 

possibility can not be used effectively against merchant ships 
except in an unlawful and brutal manner. 

The laws of nations governing procedure in time of war 
which have been evolved so slowly from the days of barbarism 

have accomplished much but have failed to curb the brutality 
of this undersea craft that avoids a foe except when the 
opponents back is turned: 
In the cankerous mind of the devil 
There festered a fiendish scheme; 
He called his cohorts around him 


And designed the submarine, 
+ . = +. 





The engine room when under way 

is a place of torture, for the brain, 
With the two big Diesel engines 

Roaring and shaking as though in pain, 


of the 10,000 cubic second-feet of water raised the Mississippi 
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The after battery is where we eat; 
That is, when y roll the least; 
While hanging on to keep our place 
Like some pre ist 
» * a 
We're bottled up ist like a trap 
With nothing in between 
rhe sea and death but a metal cap 
Like the lid on a soup tureen, 
. > t . 
The claim that they would develop into commerce carriers 
in time of peace has proved elusive 
The cruel actions of submarines in time of war are written 


in history. The list of accidents in time of peace is a long one. 
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It is necessary to go back only a few years to realize their 
frequency and seriousness, and I do not include all accidents 
to our Submarines, but only those which resulted in loss of life. 

On July 30, 1919, the United States submarine G-2, while 
engaged in depth-charge experiments, sank, drowning three 
en 

On September 26, 1921, the submarine R-6 sank in San Pedro | 
Harbor and two men were drowned. 

Ou October 29, 1923, the O and a steamer collided and | 
three men on the submarine were lost 

On September 26, 1925, the S-5/ collided with the City of 


Rome off Block Island and 34 of the former’s crew were lost. 

On April 20, 1926, the submarine S—49 suffered from 
explosion in which 10 men were injured, three of whom 
sequently died. 

On December 17, 1927, the submarine S 
sion, and the 40 men on her were lost. 

Tap, tap, tap—long will those sounds linger and haunt us. 

Some of these accidents occurred because of collisions 
some through mishaps to the delicate mechanism on submarines. 

If we add the list of casualities in other countries the 
is many times more appalling. Foreign nations have had worse 
and quite as frequent accidents. 

These are not necessarily due by any means to the fault 
the Navy, for our Navy is composed of the finest, most 
telligent, and patriotic of our citizens. 

The disasters are due to the inherent delicacy of construction 
ind the difficulties of maneuvering the vessels ihemselves. 


an 


} sank, due to a colli- 


loss 


I have cited enough casualties to show that submarines are 
death traps in time of peace. When submarines came into 
existence and for years afterwards the murderous lengths to 
which they could go wis unforeseen. During the Spanish- 
\merican War I do not remember having seen any on either 
side in the waters around Cuba. 

It does not seem that they were used to any great extent 


during the Japanese-Russian War, 

In fact I do not think they came into general practical use 
until just after that war, and they do not seem to have been 
used in their full death-dealing capacity until many months 
after the outbreak of the World War. 

Submarines, like poisoned gas, are a menace to noncombatants 
and to civilization. The use of both should be prohibited. 
When it comes to the practical side of approaching such prohibi- 
iions, however, the chances would be different, for while. mani- 
festly, it would be difficult to detect the manufacture of 
poisoned gas the construction of a submarine and instruction of 
men in its use would be very difficult to conceal. 

It has never been lawful to war on noncombatants, and 
{ hope it never will be. It has never been lawful to fire 
on women and children and we must see that it never will be. 

Making treaties to prohibit the use of submarines for such 
purposes would strengthen the international law, but we have 
seen how in the desperation of war treaties were broken during 
the last conflict. The only sure method of prevention is to 
prohibit construction and ban the use of the murderous sub- 
marine. [Applause.] 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee such time as he may desire. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I had not 
expected to address the House or the Committee of the Whole 
on the subject of flood control until a later period in the session, 
but taking advantage of the interest elicited by the remarks 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wrru1Am E, Hui] I will 
avail myself of the opportunity of presenting some aspects of 
this matter at this time which, so far as I know, have not been 
brought to the attention of the House, although they have been 
brought to the attention of the Committee on Fleod Control, 

I do not agree entirely with the gentleman from Illinois, 
but at the present time I do not propose to argue the questions 
upon which I disagree beyond merely stating them, 


and | 


sub- | 


of | 
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The gentleman from Illinois, as T understand i ikes the 
Jadwin plan as the basis of his remarks. Do not misundet 
stand me. I do not understand him «és indorsing the Jadwin 
plan entirely, but it is the basis upon which he builds th 
structure he would have us indorse 
Let me say that from the very beginning I have always 
said the physical features of flood control had to be determined 
by engineers I do not know how to control flood water I 
do know that you can m queeze it, that it cun not be com 
pressed so as to occupy =matller Spraice than it is now oc ipyine 
And so it has been my disposition from the very beginning to 
follow what seems to be the best considered plans by the best 
engineering talent of the country. whether that talent Was 
found in the ranks of the Army engineers or in civil life 
But the legal questions ought to be determined by Congress. 


The respective participation of the Federal Government and of 


the States or subdivisions of States is distinctly and emphati 
cally a matter which ought to be determined by the Congress 
itself, 

Therefore to my mind the Chief of Engineers ond the Mis 


sissippi River Commission as well, in its plan, might very well 
have confined themselves to bringing before the Congress and 
its proper committees the physical features required in their 
recommendations for control and have omitted to dwell upon 
these questions of national and local participation, because that 


is a thing which we must determine. Yet both the engineers 
ind the comission have laid much stress upon their belief 
that there should be a large amount of local participation. 


Mr. Chairman, there are two important factors in this local 
participation. One of them seems to have escaped any very 
great consideration here, and that is the matter of rights of 
way, both for levees and for the flood ways. That question is 

|} not free from difficulty in its legal aspects in respect to just 
how far the Federal Government can go, and how far it ought 
to go in condemning rights of way upon which to construct 


the protective levees, if condemnation be essential. 
factor, of course, is that of the amount money 
which should be required of the localities, if any. 


The other 


of participation 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Of course, I am very much concerned about 
the final adjudication of this matter, as all citizens of the 
United States properly should be. The question that has been 


troubling my mind is whether a blanket bill, for example, tak 
ing in everything from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, from Winni- 
peg to the Everglades, assuming every responsibility for every 
act of every community, every State, every county, should be 
given serious consideration in the question of flood control, or 


should we differentiate between the cases that have merits of 
their own Should everything, irrespective of whether it has 
merit or not, be put into a blanket bill? That is the thing that 
bothers me. I wonder how the gentleman from Tennessee 


feels about that? 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have no hesitation whatever 
in saving to the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Mappen] how I 
do feel upon that matter. Of course, it has been anticipated by 
some from the very beginning that one of the difficulties at- 


tendant upon securing the passage of any legislation would be 


the desire to bring into it all sorts of schemes, plans, and 
theories that have been advanced from time to time over the 
vears that might in some sert of way affect flood control. So 


far as I am concerned, I reiterate what I said in the beginning, 
that I recognize the physical fearures to require an intelligent 
engineering plan, and my disposition, I would say to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, is very determined upon the proposition of 
following, so far as the physical features are concerned, the 
recommendations of what seems to be the best thought of the 


best engineers whose advice is available to us and eliminate 
what we might call the theories and, as I think, the very 
visionary proposals coming from other sources. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wnoiiam E. Hei] ad- 


vanced the thought that it would be the duty of the States to 
acquire in some way the flood-way territory, the lands over 
which the flood way is proposed by the engineers to be con- 
structed. I do not believe that is tenable. I am sure that it is 
not tenable so far as the State of Tennessee is concerned, for 
reasons which I shall explain to you in a very few minutes 
My opinion is that if we adopt the theory which I understood 
the gentleman from I[linois [Mr. Wittiam E. Hut] first to 
asvert—that this should be regarded as a national project, a 
national duty—that that duty will apply te rights of way as 
much as it will to construction. I have here a very poor map 
for my purposes, but perhaps it will aid us a little. It would 
be better if we had a map really for this purpese. The Jadwin 
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plan, as it has come to be knewn, really begins practically with 
Cairo, Ill, There exisis now a levee from Bird Point, opposite 
Cairo, to New Madrid, Mo., a distance of about 70 miles. The 
Jadwin plan proposes to lower that levee a few feet, and then 
5 miles west construct another and parallel levee, a very high 
und, of course, a very substantial levee, and the 5 miles of 
territory between the existing levee which is to be lowered and 
ihe new levee is to constitute a flood way when the water has 
reached a certain stage at Cairo. I will ask the gentleman 
from Ulinois [Mr. Denison] just what that stage is? 

Mr. DENISON. As I remember General Jadwin’s testimony, 
I think it is to go over at 55 feet. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It seems to me that is 53 
fect, but I will net be sure. At any rate, when the water shall 
have reached a certain stage at Cairo, then the height of the 
present levee is to be regulated in such a way as that the water 
will begin to pour through this flood way, thus relieving the 
situation at the city of Cairo and presumably relieving the 
strip on the east bank of the river in the State of Kentucky, 
and just a little bit of it, perhaps, in the State of Tennessee, 
although very, very little, if any. The water passing through 
that flood way will be returned into the river at New Madrid, 
Mo., or near there. Then it is proposed from New Madrid 
south to Helena, or the mouth of the Arkansas, to increase the 
height of the levee on the west bank which is now in existence 
und rely upon that single levee for protection. The result of 
that will be to make a flood way of a part of my congressional 
disivict—that portion of it which borders on the Mississippi 
River. The whole effect of the floods of the Mississippi River 
in Tennessee are in the district that I represent. There are 
five counties from the Kentucky to the Mississippi line, north and 
south, across western Tennessee, the most southerly county 
being Shelby, in which the city of Memphis is located, and that 
county is in its entirety sufficiently high so that the floods do 
not materially affeet it. The only danger to the city of Mem- 
phis lies in caving banks. It is not proposed in this plan to 
do unything in the State of Tennessee. There is just one levee 
there, known as the Reel Foot Levee, the major portion of which 
is in the State of Kentucky, and 4.6 miles of which, as I now 
remember the figures, are in the extreme northern part of 
Tennessee. 

That protects a small area in a portion of one of the 
counties of my congressional district, and that is the only pro- 
tection that we have; and it is not proposed to give us anything 
additional, but by the raising of the levee on the the west bank 
to make us the flood way to carry the water, nearly all of 
which in a state of nature would flow on the west side and 
leave us untouched, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
minutes has expired. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
left, 

Mr. 
there? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes, 

Mr. DENISON, I read the testimony and the statement that 
the gentleman referred to—General Jadwin—but I do not 
believe that he intended to make that part of Tennessee a 
flood way. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 
he did not say that, but it is going to do it. 
anything about Tennessee at all, 

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman then infers that from the 
fact that he failed to mention it? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 

the water will go over there. 

Mr. DENISON. I think General Jadwin intended that the 
levee should be improved on both sides of the river, and that is 
not going to make a flood way in the gentleman’s district. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennesses. It is not naturally a flood 
way now. We would not care for the levees on that side ex- 
cept for the levees on the other side. Our side is naturally the 
high side of the river. Naturally there would be, at times, hig 
water on that side, but the serious damage in Tennessee has 
been caused by the levees on the west side diverting the waters 
from their natural course on the side of the stream opposite to 
Tennessee. 

Now, since this will in fact make a flood way of that part of 
Tennessee subject to damage, the State of Tennessee will have 
no interest in owning that territory; it is worth nothing to the 
State of Tennessee. It is the National Government that aided 
heretofore in doing the things that have damaged us. It is 
the National Government which is to put up at least a large 
proportion of the money to do the construction which is to 
damage us in the future, and I feel that any plan which is 
brought in must make provision whereby the National Govern- 


Fifteen minutes of the gentleman's 20 
I will take that five minutes 


DENISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 


He did not say that. Oh, no; 
He does not say 


No; I infer it because I know 
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ment in some way will recompense these owners who wil] 
damaged by the direct acts of the Government itself, Bui 
State will not have any interest in buying it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. : 

Mr. MADDEN. All of this discussion shows, of course, tijat 
this question ought not to be settled without due deliberati. Dd. 
I fear there is a disposition on the part of many to jump | 
conclusions without knowing much abont the plan. I think 
perhaps that will turn out to be the case in the final solution of 
the problem, 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I agree with the gentlema 
that this is a case that requires great deliberation, and I pre- 
sume the gentleman does not mean to intimate that that delibp- 
eration can not be had at this session. I think we should have 
action at this session. 

Mr. MADDEN. I simply think conclusions ought not to jx 
jumped at. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Yes. 
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Mr. QUIN. There are localities in Mississippi where the s:ine 
conditions obtain as in Tennessee. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. In 1912 there was 


secured through the efforts of some of us a survey of these 
basins, so-called, with a view to obtaining a statement from the 
Mississippi-River Commission as to whether it would be feasible 
and justifiable, both from the physical and the economie stand- 
point, to build levees for the protection of these narrow basius 
in Tennessee and Mississippi. That report will be found 
embodied in the hearings before the Committee on Flood Control 
at the present session of Congress. The report is practically 
exhausted now as a public document, and was inserted in the 
recent hearings. It was found that it would be feasible to 
levee parts of these basins, but all of that has now been 
abandoned, so far as the Jadwin plan and so far as the Misvis- 
sippi River Commission plan is concerned. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
again? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. Has the commission outlined a plan that 
would be feasible and practicable to do that? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, They found that it would be 
feasible to protect a part of the area, part of three countics. 
Part of it is so narrow that they reported that the cost of the 
construction of the levee in its relation to the value of the land 
on account of the restricted area would be such as would not 
justify it. But if it is not feasible and practicable to protect 
by levee, then, since the Government is doing us the damage on 
account of its construction on the other side, we must have some 
sort of compensation, and in any conclusion that is brought in 
here, whether based on the Jadwin plan or the commission plan 
or the plan of Mr. Hurt, whatever plan may be adopted, some 
provision must be made to pay us damages, and that payment 
must come from the Federal Government, because the State has 
no interest whatever in it. It is not proposed to protect an 
additional inch of Tennessee. 

Mr. DENISON. So far as I am concerned, I think the land 
in Tennessee should be given exactly the same protection as 
the land across the river, and if it can be done by levees, 
that should be done; if it can not be done and the flood- 
protection policy approved by Congress should cause additional 
damages to Tennessee, it ought to be paid for by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman. I can 
not but feel that the entire House will recognize the justice of 
that proposition. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. 
there? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. ¥ 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Can the gentleman give us the area in 
Tennessee that was to be protected from flood by this proposed 
plan in 1912? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I can give it exactly from the 
report of 1912. The commission in making that survey divided 
that area extending from the Kentucky line down to the Mis 
sissippi line into three basins. The upper basin, extendins 
from Tiptonville, in Lake County, to the mouth of the Obiou 
River, comprises 220,080 acres, including sand bars and the like. 
It was said that the backwater, like that in the year 1912, 
would cover 102,900 acres. The flood of last year did in fact 
cover all of that and much more, 

The area lying between the levee and the hills that would be 
wholly or partially protected—this is in the first basin— 
amounts to 193,001 acres. The second basin, extending from 
the mouth of the Obion River to the mouth of Cold Creek, 
contains 102,436 acres, That part of it they report it would 


gentleman vield 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
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be impracticable to protect by a levee because of the expense, 


The third area is from Chickasaw Bluff No. 2 to Memphis, 
Tenn. a distance of 53 miles, which has an average width of 
out 114 miles and contains a total of 51,232 acres. 
Now, Mr. Chairman. I am not going to detain the House 
nger at this time about this matter, but I did think, particu 
larly in view of the very strong grounds taken by the gentle 
man from Illinois [Mr. Witttam E. HvL.| upon the duty of 


the State to furnish rights of way even for the flood ways, that 


| wanted to bring your attention to this problem. Gentlemen 


must see at a glance that if means nothing to the State of Ten 
nessee to furnish those rights of way, because it gets no bene 
fits whatever. So that is just one of the difficulties that is 


ing to be in the way of having the States furnish these rights 


of way. Gentlemen should bear this in mind: The States, as 
States. have never participated in the construction of these 

yees. Whatever money has been furnished under these local 
participation plans has been furnished solely by the taxing 


listricts or the levee districts that have been created under the 


laws of the States, but the States as a whole have never taxed 
themselves to contribute any of the funds. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Furtow) The time of the gentleman 
from Tennessee has expired, 

Mr. HARRISON Mr. Chairman, I vield the gentleman three 
idditional minutes. 

Mr. RAGON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. RAGON. I did not understand the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. Witt1am E. Hetty] to say that he expects the 


States to pay for these rights of way [I understood him to say 
he expected the States, anh agency, to make urrangements 
for the purchase of these rights of way, but that the National 
Government would pay for them. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I may have 
the gentleman upon that score, and I trust I did. 

Mr. RAGON. I think that is the view he intended to con- 
vey. I was wondering whether there could be any objection 
to a plan whereby the only part the State would play would 


“us 


misunderstood 


be as an instrumentality of purchase, and I think the gentle- 
man’s purpose was to eliminate gouging on the part of local 
indowners and things like that. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. So far as I am concerned 


there could be no objection to that sort of a proposition, but 
that is elsewhere than in Tennessee. Tennessee can not be 
expected to pay for land which is being rendered worthless 
in order to protect people in other States. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. DENISON. May I state that the proposal of my col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. Witt1aAmM BH. Hui] was that the re- 
spective States, on account of legal or constitutional objections, 
could act as agent for the Federal Government in acquiring the 
necessary rights of way and then be reimbursed by the National 
Government, 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And the National Govyern- 
ment to pay for them? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes: the States to be reimbursed by the 
National Government. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Perhaps that plan is not 
subject to the objections I might otherwise urge, but so far 
as my own State is concerned, where there is not to be a 


dime’s worth of benefit. but only damage, I doubt whether we 


can hardly be expected to act as agent for the purchase of 
property. That is a question which will have to be worked 
out by the committee, but the point is we must have some 
relief, 

Mr. DENISON. I think the theory of my colleague was 


that where this land is to be acquired for flood ways the States 
for various could deal better and more 
justly with their own citizens and obtain the lands on more 
equitable terms, perhaps, than the Federal Government could 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And then let the Federal Goy- 
ernment reimburse the States? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. As I say. that might be 
plan as to some of the States. I have sought in my talk merely 
to emphasize the importance of protecting the equities of Ten- 
lessee property owners in the flood region, and 1 will not detain 


themselves, 


reasons, 


the House longer but yield back the remainder of my time 
| Applause. ] 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 


gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. Wrmson]. 

Mr. WILSON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, an article ap- 
peared in the Sunday, January 22, edition of the Washington 
Star that 1 desire to read at this time: 
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g Zz ¢£ i QP ts now are 
t w the delegatio ikel ‘ r som 7 else on the 

€ maiiots t W ’ nz > 2a | st h in the end 
here is not enough truth in that statement to make a decent 
lie. The people of Mississippi are not for Governor Smith for 
the nomination for President Why do some of these news 
papers persist in trying to leave a false impression about the 
matter? The delegation that goes to the convention at Houston 


to represent the demo racy ot ms 
stand against the nominatic 


State will, in my judgment, 
n of Governor Smith even as Petain 


stood against the German hordes at Verdun. They will have 
Written in their democratic hearts and across Mississippi's 
democratic banner the immortal words He shall not pass.” 
| Applause. | 

{ do not question the right of any Democrat to lend his sup- 
port to the candidacy of Governor Smith, but I reserve to 
myself the same right that I give to all others; that is, to sup 
port e cundidacy of a man whose nomination will inure to the 
benefit of my country—and you will notice that I put my 
country first—and my party; and the man who denies to me 
this right is neither a good Democrat nor a good citizen 

I, together with almost countless thousands of my fellow 
citizens in Mississippi, am against Governor Smith’s nomination 
for the Presidency, and I do not intend to sit in Washington 
idly and supinely by and permit these newspaper reports to 
give a faise impression to the people of my country 

Any newspaper that says that the Mississippi delegation to 
the Democratic Convention will vote for the nomination of 
Governor Smith of New York is either ignorant of the truth 


or deliberately misrepresents the situation. [Applause.| 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Wru.tamMson]. 
THE PRESIDENT S SOJOURN IN SOUTH DAKOTA 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, due to the President's 


making his home in my State last summer, South Dakota, and 


| particularly that part of my district known as the Black Hills, 


became a household word in every home in the United States 
His coming resulted in the beauty of that splendid scenic 
region being written up in scores of magazines of national 
circulation and in innumerable feature articles in periodicals 
and newspapers. 

While in South Dakota the President was the guest of the 


State. He had his home in the picturesque and commodious 
State Game Lodge, situated in Custer State Park. This park 
the largest State park in the United States and, from the 
standpoint of beauty and scenic grandeur, ranks with the best 
of our national playgrounds. Not only has nature lavished 
upon it all that is beautiful and sublime in mountain, forest, 
and glen, but it filled with an abundant wild life in its 
natural habitat, which roams unafraid in its mountain fast- 
nesses and upon the wide stretches of meadow and prairie. 
Its numerous sparkling streams abound with trout that are the 
joy of the angler. 

In honor and appreciation of the sojourn of the President 
and Mrs. Coolidge in the Black Hills, the State legislature re- 
christened Lookout Mountain, one of our loftiest scenic points, 
* Mount Coolidge.” The first lady was not forgotten, and the 
delightful mountain stream that perpetually murmurs by the 
lodge was renamed “ Grace Coolidge Creek.” 

In the early hours of morning, rain or shine, the President 
could be seen striking down this stream with reel and rod. It 
was seldom that it failed to vield him some of its finny deni- 
zens. Occasionally he would seek the wildest haunts on horse- 
back or attend some public function. Some of these functions 
were wild and striking as only a genuine western rodeo 
Yo the President these must have been new; but his 
sm and dignity did not often permit him to become demon- 
trative. That he enjoyed them is hest attested by his in- 
iriably remaining to the end of the program. The first lady, 
er, never failed in her smiling, waving, and occasionally 
<houting appreciation The great crowds respected and ad- 
mired the President, but their love and praise of Mrs. Coolidge 

ere unbounded. 

It was on one of these occasions that the President, with sol- 
emn and colorful ceremony, became a member of the Ogallala 
Tribe of the Sioux and was christened “Chief Leading Eagle.” 
I predict that the headdress of eagle feathers with which he 
was then decorated will be one of his most cherished trophies 


is 
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of the West. 

While with us the President attended a farm picnic at which 
there were gathered 10,000 people and ate ear corn with the 
rest and in the fashion of his boyhood days in Vermont. He 
was obliged to help himself in true western fashion. It was 


He also attended 
visited our big irrigation 


observed that he was equal to the oceasion. 
the county fair of Butte County, and 
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project, where he was Inducted into the “Order of Irrigators ” 
and presented with the emblem of the order, in his case a ditch 
el, ijn miniature, of solid native Black Hills gold. He had 
not been advised in advance of this ceremony, and it surprised 


shor 


him into making a very apropos extemporaneous speech—a 
jewel so rare with the President that it is worth noting, Every- 
body knew that his prepared speeches were classics, but we 


had almost come to think that he could not talk “ offhand” in 


public. Before the day was over he again demonstrated his 
ability to talk when he chose, in an exceedingly felicitous 
speech at the fair grounds. This, too, was entirely unpre- 


meditated and in reply to a welcome and presentation speech 
from a farmer. 

sv all odds, the most colorful and picturesque gathering that 
he attended while in the State was a great conclave of 10,000 
Indians at the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation on August 17, 
1927. Without doubt it was the greatest gathering of Indians 
that has taken place in the United States in recent years. This 
celebrated event was organized and managed by Hon. Charles H. 
jurke, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in person. As my col- 
leagues Know, Mr. Burke represented South Dakota in this 
body for 14 years, during 6 years‘of which he was chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is said by those who 
are in the best position to know that he knows more about 
Indians and their affairs than any other man in the United 
States. Be that as it may, the show at Pine Ridge was ex- 
tremely well staged. The Indians were out in all their finery 
and paint. The pageants, marches, and dances were carried 
out with military precision and dignity. These over, the entire 
body of Indians suddenly surged forward as if to make an 
attack, but as suddenly stopped in front of the grand stand. 
It was an impressive spectacle that met the President’s eyes 
when he rose to speak. ‘Ten thousand bronzed faces were lifted 
in greeting and expectancy, and the attention of the crowd did 
net flag until the President’s address was completed. 

The speech itself shows knowledge and a fine appreciation 
of the Indian problem and that it may be available to the 
country, Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to extend my remarks and as a part of 
such extension to include therein the address made by the 
President of the United States. It covers only about two type- 
written pages and will not encumber the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrecorp in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The address of Calvin Coolidge is as follows: 

This is the first opportunity that has come to a President to speak 
to the Indians of American since the enactment of that 
epoch-making law which brought them ail into a new relationship to 
the State and Federal Governments. It was with satisfaction that I 
approved that law generally known as the Indian citizenship act of 
June 2, 1924. This made all native-born American Indians citizens 
of the United States. It symbolized the consummation of what for 
many years has been the purpose of the Federal Government—to merge 
the Indians into the general citizenry and body politic of the Nation. 
It is true that prior to the enactment of this legislation nearly two- 
thirds of the Indians had become citizens through the several ways 
previded by law, but that does not detract from the real significance 
of the Indian citizenship act. 

In 1871 Congress adopted a new policy in dealing with Indians 
and took what might be called the first step toward individualizing 
them, with a view of ultimately making them citizens. On March 3 
of that year an act was approved which provided in part “ that here- 
after no Indian nation or tribe within the territory of the United States 
shall be acknowledged or recognized as an independent nation, tribe, 
or bureau, with whom the United States may contract by treaty.” 

The next forward step in this progress contemplating complete citt- 
venship was the general allotment act, known as the Dawes Act, of 
February 8, 1887, which individualized Indian land ownership by 


especially 


authorizing allotments in severalty of the tribal lands to the members 
ef the tribes. As a result of this and subsequent acts something more 
than 206.090 Indians have received allotments, 

The result of this legislation has brought about a decided change 
in the administration of Indian affairs. The Government suddenly 
began to deal with Indians as individual men and women; the per- 
Sonal equation at once assumed its proper importance in the so-called 
Indian problem. 

Candor compels the admission that prior to 1887 the Federal Goy- 
ernment had not given much attention to what might be called the 


social-service activities in the administration of Indian affairs. The 
first boarding school provided for the education of Indian pupils was 
established at Carlisle, Pa., about 1879, but following the general 
allotment act almost immediately the Government began building many 
schools, ranging from the little rural day schools to the large reserya- 
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tion and nonreservation boarding schools, and education became a m. t 
important part of the Government's activities in the Indian neighber- 
hoods. I am told that only a comparatively few years ago it w 
difficult to induce Indian parents to send their children to school. | 
that to-day the reverse is the rule and fathers and mothers of 
Indian youth have come to realize the value of an education and t 
need of schooling for their children. 

The Indian problem which has been a fruitful subject of controversy 
for many years began with the first meetings of the Cancasian and Red 
races. The obvions result of this conflict was armed hostilities between 
the races which began in the early days of the settlement of this conn. 
try and ended within a short distance of this spot, for the battle of 
Wounded Knee, which occurred on this reservation in 1890, was t) 
last event of enough importance to be listed by the War Department 
as an Indian campaign. Peace and understanding cooperation now 
reign everywhere. The Indian problem on its face appears to be on 
simply of effective social service, practical philanthropy, and 
tion. As a matter of fact, it is a many-sided question, complicated hy 
puzzling complexities. There are over 200 tribes and bands in th: 
United States, each with its own name, tongue, history, traditioy 
code of ethics and customs, which have the effect of law with Indian 
tribes, It is a curious fact that most people in this country seem to 
believe that the Indians are a homogeneous people and can be dealt 
with as a unified race or nation. The exact contrary is the outstand 
ing fact which has made the Indian problem a most difficult one. 

To-day we find that the Indian people, recently primitive, not so 
very far from the hunter stage, are surrounded by twentieth centu 
conditions which are alien to their racial characteristics, their tribal 
ways, and states of mind. While thousands of them have succeeded 
in adjusting themselves to the new order of things, a great portion of 
them, mostly the older ones, still cling to the old ways, stoically refus- 
ing to go further along the modern road. They wish to live and die 
according to the old traditional ways of the Indians, and they should 
be permitted to do so. 

Many Indians are still in a primitive state, although strongly in- 
fluenced by white contacts, and thousands are as civilized as thei 
neighbors. On one hand, we find a considerable proportion are so litt! 
advanced that they can speak but few English words, while on the 
other hand we find tens of thousands who speak, read, and write the 
English language, and a large percentage of this class have had a 
grammar school education and many are graduates of high schools, 
colleges, and universities, A substantial number of Indians have 
attained high places in business, the learned professions, in the ar! 
and sciences, and in politics. 

Within recent years agriculture and stock raising have been gaining 
ground in the economic progress of the [ndiaa people; but many of 
them are still unable at this time to take their places In the world as 
self-supporting farmers, mechanics, manufacturers, and skilled laborers, 

There are some 370 treaties which have been made with the Indian 
tribes, many of which are still in effect. There are over 2,000 specitic 
acts of Congress concerning Indians, besides a large number of State 
laws, court decisions, and departmental rules and regulations. All 
of this mass of legislation, decisions, rules, and regulations is comp|i- 
cated by the intrusion of the Indian’s own tribal laws and customs 
and ways of doing things. ‘The result ofttimes has been confusion, 
much trouble, and in too many cases injustice to the Indians. 

These few citations should be sufficient to indicate the manifold com- 
piexities of the Nation’s Indian problem and to convey the suggestion 
that its practical solution can net be effected by appeals to senti- 
mentality, by loose talk, by ill-considered legislation, by hysterical cam- 
paigns, or by the insistence of those in charge of the administration of 
Indian affairs that their policies and methods are always the only 
right ones. 

For the purpose of working out the Indian problem, Congress, on 
March 11, 1824, established the Indian Bureau, and under an act in 
1852 created the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Since 1840 it 
has been under the Department of the Interior. The Secretary of the 
Interior supervises it, and much that the commissioner does is subject 
to his approval. 

Since the enactment of the general allotment law and the establisii- 
ment of schools for Indian education there bas been remarkable prog- 
ress made in their adyamcement and development, and they are being 
trained and encouraged to become self-supporting, much is being done 
to provide proper care for the afflicted, hospitals have been established, 
more physicians and nurses employed, and much effort made to « 
courage them to live in better homes and observe the regulations that 
are necessary in the home to prevent disease. 

Due to the discovery of minerals, and especially oil, many individual 
Indians have suddenly become wealthy, which adds to the responsi- 
bility of the department in having to safeguard their property and to 
protect them against an unscrupulous class who seek to impose upon 
them and to defraud them, 

Changed conditions, the breaking up of reservations by allotting lan 3 
to individuals, and the sale of the surplus lands to settlers has pro- 
duced a situation in many of the States having an Indian population 
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makes it one in ates deep 


therefore, be close between the States 


eral Government in the general care, education, health, and welfare of 
Indians, 

[ realize that much of the progress that has been made by the Indians 

is due to the sacritices of the early missionaries, and that the mission 





ries of to-day are important factors contributing much to their educa- 
tion and moral advancement, making it more possible for the Govern 
nent to carry out the policy of making them all respected and self 
upporting citizens. | 
More than 10,000 Indian young men served in the Army and 000 
n the Nayy during the World War, most of them by voluntary enlist- 
vent, and they proved to be courageous and rendered distinguished 
service Among the many tribes who contributed to those who served 
the World War, the Dakotas furnished their full share, and several 
ade the supreme sacrifice. Others were recognized by being awarded 
he Croix de Guerre, or in some other direct way In recognition of 
the service rendered by the Indians during the World War, I caused 
be issued and signed certifi ates of honor, which were presented t 
the Indians of the several] tribes 
Those of us who were present on the occasion the burial of the 
Unknown Soldier in the National Cemetery across the river from Wash- 
ngton will not soon forget the closing act of the ceremony. A group 
of old Indian warriors, some of whom were Sioux, arranged them 
selves around the tomb, while one, acting for the whole Indian people, 
laid upon the bier his war bonne This was not an idle gesture; it 
symbolized the outstanding fact that the red men and their neighbors 
had been brought together as one people and that never again would 
there be hostility between the two races, As one of those old warriors 
said, “ Who knows but that this Unknown Soldier was an Indian boy.” 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
— man from Florida [Mr. Green]. [Applause.] 


{r. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Chairman and fellow members | 
of ‘tia committee, January, 1928, which after to-day will be in 
past. history, has seen a great many unusual things transpire 
for the good of our Nation and for the good of mankind in 


general. 
seen 


I do not believe any month during 
as many things for the 
have obtained during the past 


the past 50 years 
understanding of our people 
380 days. These things will 


nas 


mean so much for the better understanding of mankind and 
for the fellowship and the cementing of the ties of humanity. 
Exriy in this month America’s great ambassador of peace 


and good will headed his plane toward the south and winged 


on for a few hours, and brought the great southern countries 
of Mexico and Central America cGoser and nearer in under- 
standing to their guardian, the United States. A few days | 


after 


southward through the land of Florida. And, by the way, an 


editorial comment in the Gainesville Daily Sun said that he 


smiled, which was unusual for him, It is as follows: 


Saw a picture of President Coolidge as he was touring the 
ami, He was smiling! 


elty of 


Mi Florida sunshine certainly will work wonders. 


He smiled when he was in Florida, and many of the news- 
papers carried his picture with this radiant smile that Florida 
brought from him 

In Jacksonville, Fla., and in Miami, Fla., and in Key West 
the President of the United States was entertained by a great 
southern State. Proud was Florida to have this visit and 
proud was the Southland to have its President in its midst. 

A few days after this—I believe on the 17th of January— 
the Chief of Staff of the United States Army, Gen. Charles P. 
Summerall, went to his old home down in Florida, and there 
was declaimed by the citizens of Florida as their great native 
son. He was given a saber in recognition of Florida’s good 
will toward Florida’s government, the United States Govern- 
ment, and the Chief of Staff of the Army. 

I believe the next day, on the 18th of January, the Chief of 
Staff of the United States Army, unmindful and forgetting all 
about differences and strife existing some 60 years ago, was in 
Lake City, Fia., 
ment to 108 valiant and gallant 
fought for the cause they loved. 

During this same month we 


Confederate soldiers, who 


find the said Chief of Staff 


attending the celebration of the birthday of the South’s hero 
and the world’s greatest exponent of military achievements, 
Robert E. Lee. 

My friends, the South is proud that Florida’s native son, 
Gen, Charles P. Summerall, is Chief of Staff, 

Another great achievement has transpired which causes us 


to realize that America is strong for the entire 4 48 of her States. 
The great Democratic convention on the 12th of January, for 
the first time in years and years, since ‘ie great conflict, was 
sent south of the Mason and Dixon line. Houston, Tex., claims 
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this we find the President of the United States going | 


and participated in the unveiling of a monu- 
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the next Democratic convention and a long precedent was there 
by smashed rhis was a great achievement for the fellowship 
of man in wiping out lines of dissension and bringing together 
the North and the South, the East and the West, when our own 
party, which is strong in the North and powerful in the South, 
} sends its convention to Houston, a great Democratic city of 
| the South 
Then, my friends, coincident with this acl ement and 
great transpiration, we find the South offering at least two of 
her native sons to grace the White House for the next four 
years liu Tennessee, and Grorer, of Georgia, and others 
who have received favorable comment throughout the United 
States as aspirants for the Presidency during the next term 
And may I predict here, my friends, that in the course of the 
next f months you are going to hear the clarion call of Dixie 
sounding throughout 48 States, and you are liable to see ushered 
into the White House a Democratic native son of the South- 
land to redeem our nation from the scourge of a certain type 
of political individual who is prevalent in all parties in our 
land | Applause. ] 
Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BrowNr¥] 
Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak on the bill 
I have introduced (H. R. 10142), and I ask that the Cler] id 
the bill in my time 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk w read the 
bill in the gentleman's time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (HI, R. 10142) to create a special highway fund from the 
proceeds of the sale of surplus war material, highway equipment, and 
} supplies to the Government of France 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proceeds from the sale of surplus war 
material, highway equipment, and supplies to the Government of France 
amounting to $407,341,145.01, for which amount the Government of 
France has issued bonds to the United States, bearing 5 per cent 

| interest, of the denominations as follows, to wit: $400,000.000 due 
August 1, 1929, $6,566,762.42 due May 9, 1930, $774.382.59 due July 
5, 1930, is hereby authorized to be appropriated to the United States 
Department of Agriculture for the construction and improvement of 


| rural post roads and bridges, as provided for in the Federal aid road act 

approved July 11, 1916, and acts amendatory thereto, and as hereinafter 

| provided in this bill, 

Sec, 2. That 90 per cent of said fund shall be apportioned by the 

| Secretary of Agriculture to the highway departments of the several 
States as provided in the Federal aid road act of July 11, 1916, and 


acts amendatory thereto. 


Sec. 3. The remaining 10 per cent of said fund shall be used by the 
Secretary of Agriculture as follows: One-half for roads within the 
national forests; one-half for boulevards within the regional area of 

| the National Capital, as defined by the National Capital Park Planning 
| Commission. 
Sec. 4. The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to enter 


into cooperative agreement with the highway departm« 
States for the construction of highways with the funds 


nts of the seve 


ral 
appropriated in 


this act and is hereby exempt from the limitations imposed by the 
} said Federal aid road act and amendments thereto, as to the cost per 
| mile for constructing said highways, or as to the per cent of all Federal 


aid allotted to any State to be expended upon primary or interstate or 





State trunk highways and also as to the per cent of cost of such proj- 
ects to be borne by the Federal Government. In no case shall any 
State be required to contribute more than 20 per cent of the cost of 
any highway constructed with moneys appropriated in this act, and 
no highway shall be so constructed except those included in the primary 
or interstate system, or State trunk highways, and all ich highways 


shall be 
Sec. 5. 


of durable, hard-surfaced type. 
This act is not intended to repeal any provision of the Federal 
aid road act unless such provision is in direct conflict therewith. 

Sec. 6. If any provision of this act shall be held invalid such 
invalid shall not affect the validity of any other 
| of this act which can be given effect. 


to be 


provision provision 


Sec. That this act shall take effect upon its passage. 
Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, I arise to support the bill 
(H. R. 10142) to create a special highway fund from the pi 


ceeds of the sale of surplus war material, 
and supplies to the Government of France. 

Ten years of Federal aid for roads has convinced the most 
skeptical of the public that the money appropriated by Congress 
for the improvement of our highways was thoroughly justified. 
| I do not believe that any other appropriation for internal im- 
provements has ever benefited so many of our people or bas 

caused so much happiness as the ap eermtiel ion for the improve- 
‘ment of our highways. 


highway equipment, 
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The question asked is not should the Federal Government 
continue to assist in building interstate roads, but why does it 
not give more assistance, and why did it not continue the good 
work of Federal aid for roads begun by Washington and Jeffer- 
son over 100 vears ago. 

The 23,000,000 owners of automobiles, which means prac- 
tically every family in the United States, are urging that road 
building be hastened in order to keep pace with the increased 
traffic demands, 

Automobile vehicles have increased from 1916, when Congress 
passed the Federal aid road act, from three and one-half mil- 
lion to over 25,000,000 and are valued to-day at the stupendous 
sum of $14,000,000, 000 
cent perfect and are being operated upon highways which are 
nol per cent efficient 

it estimated that the increased wear and tear on the 
25,000,000 uuto vehicles by reason of the imperfect roads over 
which they sre being operated amounts annually to from six 
to seven hundred million dollars. 

The question of whether the 
tributing 
frequently asked. I desire to discuss this question and other 
questions related to it, and also the source from which we pro- 
pose to get the money authorized to be appropriated in this bill. 


De 


> 
ae 


is 


Federal Government is con- 


MONBY RECEIVED FROM SALE OF SURPLUS WAR MATERIAL RIGHTFULLY 
BELONGS TO ROAD FUND 
February 2S, 1919, Congress passed a law directing the 


Secretary of War to transfer to the Secretary of Agriculture 
all war material, equipment, and supplies declared surplus, to 
be distributed among the States as a highway fund under the 
Federal aid act. At the close of the war the United States 
mated at fully $2,000,000,000. Before the order for the return 
of the surplus war material, equipment, and supplies then in 


| 


These uuto vehicles are almost 100 per | 


its share to the building of interstate roads is also | 


France had reached France negotiations had been made by our | 
representatives in France for the sale of the property to France | 


at approximately 20 cents on the dollar. As this surplus war 
material was sold the Government of France issued its bonds 
to the United States for the same as follows: 

August 1, 1919, 3400,000,000, due August 1, 1929. On May 9, 
1920, $6,566,762.42. July 5, 1920, $774,382.59, due July 5, 1930. 
These bonds aggregate $407,341.145.01 and bear interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum and are in the Treasury of the 
United States and payable semiannually. France is paying 
interest upon these bonds currently. 


Congress by its action, February 28, 1919, had given the 
surplus war material to the Agricultural Department to be 
distributed among the States for the building of roads. These 


bonds therefore rightfully belong to the several States to aid 
them in the construction of their roads, 

It is the intention of the Debt Settlement Commission to 
place these bonds with the indebtedness of France to the United 
States contracted prior to our going into the war, which aggre- 
gutes considerably over $3,000,000,000, and accept obligations 
extending over a period of 62 years, with no interest until 1930 
and then 1 per cent interest until 1940 and 2 per cent from 1940 
to 1950 and graduated until the same bears 34 per cent interest. 

I maintain that the indebtedness for war material sold to 
France for which she gave the Uniied States bonds for 
$407,000,000 has: an entirely different status from the $3,000,- 
(00,000 indebtedness which was loaned France’ during the 
period she was in war. I also maintain that the bonds issued 
for surplus war supplies rightfully belongs to the highway fund. 
DOES THE GOVERNMENT TOWARD THE 


FEDERAI PAY ITS SHARE 


TION OF ROADS? 


It should be remembered that Federal aid is only given for a 
system of roads embracing 7 per cent of the total road mileage 
of any State, the remainder, or 93 per cent, of the roads have 
to be constructed and maintained by the States and the sub- 
divisions of the State 

In order to obtain Federal aid for roads the States are re- 
quired to raise a large amount of money, and the States in 
return have called upon the counties and smaller subdivisions 
of the State to contribute. In this way the States have raised 
“ much larger amount of money than they have received from 


CONSTRUC- 


the Federal Government, besides being obliged to maintain 
rouds which serve the entire Nation. This heavy tax burden 


upon the farmer has helped to make farming unprofitable. The 
farmer the victim of excessive taxes. The farmer's taxes 
the last 10 years have increased over 30 per cent more than 
the taxes of the ian living in the city or village. We believe 
as a matter of justice that the appropriation asked for in this 
bill should be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture under 
the present Federal aid act and the States should not be re- 
quired to pay to exceed 20 per cent of the cost of the roads 


is 
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built with the moneys received from this fund. This bill pro- 
vides that the money received shall be expended upon primary or 
interstate or State trunk highways and shall be durable roads. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 


JANUARY 


Mr. BROWNE. I will. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think that 
this sum is any more of an obligation to pay than was the 


$3,000,000,000 borrowed by France during the war? 

Mr. BROWNE. I think they are both moral obligations. 
But France bought the surplus war material at a very low 
rate, sold a great deal of it, sent some to New Orleans and 
other cities, and sold it at a good profit, and therefore she has 
practically received the value of it in money which is in her 
hands to-day. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Has the gentleman any idea that 
the French Government will pay the $400,000,000 of these bonds? 

Mr. BROWNE. I have no doubt about it. They carry 5 per 
cent interest and we can negotiate the bonds any time. They 
are perfectly good. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 

Mr. BROWNE. I will. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. If I understand the gentleman, 
his bill proposes to use the $407.000,000 that we were to receive 
for the sale of surplus war materials sold France in 1919 to 
be paid in 10 years. What assurance has the gentleman that 
any part of that money will be paid or will be available for 
any purpose in this country? 

Mr. BROWNE. The French Government has given its bonds, 
and the bonds are in the Treasury Department to-day bearing 5 
per cent interest. ‘They are negotiable. The French Govern- 
ment has paid the interest semi-annually when the interest has 
They have never questioned them, and in fact 
have stated publicly that they expect to pay them. They differ 
entiate between these bonds and the money we loaned them 
prior to going into the war. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. What does the gentleman think 
of the ability of the French Government to pay this large sum 
of money in a little over a year? 

Mr. BROWNE. I think perhaps it would be a hardship to 
pay that amount in so short a time, but I think they can be 
refunded and given a reasonable time and that the bonds would 
be negotiable, the Government simply underwriting them, there 
would be a ready sale for them, and we could raixe money for 
the building of roads as we need it. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWNE. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Does the gentleman increase the 7 
primary roads in his bill or how does he cover that? 

Mr. BROWNE. I leave the road system as it is. We have 
not completed the 7 per cent, only about one-fifth of the system 
has been completed in 10 years, and it will take nearly 30 years 
at the rate the Federal Government is now appropriating the 
money for the roads. It will take between 25 and 30 years. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I wish to take issue with the 
gentleman on that: we have graded, drained, and surfaced 
180,000 miles, and there are only about 200,000 miles in that 
proposed system. We are building at the rate of about 10,000 
miles a year. 

Mr. BROWNE. 


Will the gentleman yield? 


per cent 


I have the figures from the highway depart- 


ment which I think will satisfy the gentleman, and I will put 
them in the Recorp. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I have just been in a hearing 
where they have submitted these figures. 

Mr. ARENTZ. It will depend on what States you are talking 
about. 

Mr. BROWNE. I suppose that in the smaller States they 


may be building faster than in the larger States. Take the 
State of New York, and very few other States have not ye' 
nearly come within the 7 per cent. It is within the discretion 
of the Secretary of Agriculture to increase the road system in 
any State to more than 7 per cent of the total miles of highway. 

Mr. ARENTZ. The Secretary of Agriculture can increase the 


7 per cent? 
Mr. BROWNE. Yes. 
Mr. ARENTZ. Only on primary roads. If you want to con- 


nect the East and West with the North and South, you can not 
do it under the present legislation. 

Mr. BROWNE. A gravel road may be treated as a primary 
road. They do not designate primary roads as running north 
and south or east and west. 

Mr. ARENTZ. They take the total mileage. If you want to 
connect up the primary and secondary roads so as to permit 
them to come in, you can not do it under the present legislation 

By increasing it to 8 per cent in many of the Western States 
you could complete these roads that connect the primary and 
the secondary roads. 
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Mr. BROWNE. i 


i 


Tf you have not gotten your full per cent 


the roads, you can improve your country trunks until you make | States 


them practically secondary roads, and get 
they are main-traveled roads. The highway department is con 
stantly taking roads that have not been regarded as primary 
roads but as secondary roads and making them primary road 
A part of a road may be primary and a part in the secondary 


class. 


Government aid, if 


e 


Mr. ARENTZ. Something has been said several times here 
in respect to the income derived from the automobile sales tax 
that it is just about sufficient to cover the appropriations neces 


sary to cover the expense of building th: 
ways. 

Mr. BROWNE. I cant the gentleman exactly about that 
We appropriated for roads since 1916 something a little over 
$600,000,000. We have not expended quite all of it. We have 
received from the sales tax on automobiles a little over a billion 
dollars, and if we put that on the roads, if you call that a road 
fund, then the amount of money received from the automobil 


State-Feceral high 


ell 
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tax will be something like $417,000,000 more than we have ever | 


appropriated for roads. If that fund was applied to roads, we 
would have more than enough to meet the appropriation asked 
for in this bill. 

Mr. ARENTZ. And if it had not been for the far-sighted 
policy of Congress in establishing this Federal aid to highways, 
does the gentleman imagine that the great increase in the pro 
duction of automobiles since 1916 would have taken place? 

Mr. BROWNE. Certainly not. 

Mr. ARENTZ. So that we bave an ever-increasing mileage 
of roads and an ever-increasing production of automobiles, 

Mr. BROWNE. Certainly. 

Mr. ARENTZ. And an ever-increasing wideness of travel 
on the part of those automobiles over foreign roads, so far as 
the automobiles themselves are concerned. 


Mr. BROWNE. Yes. The automobile industry ranks, I 
think, first or among the very first in the employment of men 
and the amount it pays out for wages. It certainly is not a 


tax dodger. It pays not only the personal-property tax in each 
State, but it also pays a tonnage tax in the form of a license fee 
in the States, and a gasoline tax, and then it has been paying « 
sales tax, so that it has been taxed more than any industry, and 
vet there has been more competition in the automobile business 
than almost any business, and the public has had the advantage 
of it and has been able to get automobiles at a very low price. 
Mr. ARENTZ. I read a statement 
mobile as 20 feet, there were 6,000 miles 
structed in the United States last year. 


of automobiles con- 


Mr. BROWNE. I think that is probably correct. 
Mr. ARENTZ. That gives one some idea of the tremendous 


that, counting each auto- 


i we 


| 


j 
} 


importance of the road-building program of the Federal Gov- | 


ernment. 

Mr. BROWNE. 
that the Federal Government has not 
much as the States and the local units. Federal aid has been 
a great encouragement to road building. All the localities had 
complied with the law to get this Federal aid. It has been a 
splendid ineentive, but to meet the Federal requirements the 
States and the smaller units of the States have taxed themselves 
so much that it is one of the causes, I think, of the depression 
of the farmer to-day. Of course, conditions have greatly 
changed since 1916. Then there were only about three and one- 
half million automobiles and now there are 23,000,000 auto 
mobiles, and the situation has changed so that it is more of a 
national problem than when we passed the Federal aid law, and 
the maintenance of the roads, which falls entirely upon the 
States, is a tremendous burden and is going to become a greater 


appropriated nearly as 


I agree with you; but the trouble is to-day | 


).)* 


l 


ww 
Mr. BROWNE. Yes. That would be the most that the 
ould pay 

Mr. HASTINGS. This is something more than $400,000,000 

which the French Government owes our Government for sup 
of ous kinds purchased just after the war 

Mr. BROWNE They bought those supplies right after the 
rmistice. They were invoiced at about $2,000,000,000, and 
we got from them these bonds amounting to $407,000,000 

Mr. HASTINGS. What interest do those bonds bear? 

Mr. BROWNE. Five per cent 

Mr. HASTINGS lias the French Government been paying 
that interest? 

Mr. BROWNE, It has paid the interest promptly semi- 
innually 

Mr. HASTINGS. Then it is the gentleman's idea that we use 
the interest on those bonds until the principal becomes due? 

Mr. BROWNE. The bonds are all due in 1980, and it would 
be a matter of financing. The Government could easily take 
these bonds which the French Government has not shown any 
disposition to repudiate and could rewrite them and put in a 


longer 


time for payment and negotiate them—underwrite them— 

so that they would be available for money just as fast as the 
highway department wanted to use them. My point is that we 
are going too slow. Under this system of improving only 7 per 
t of our highways, the appropriations that we are receiving 
from the Federal Government with the States doing all they 
can, and also the local units—we are not going to complete 7 
per cent of the highways for 25 or 30 years, and during that time 


are going to wear out our rolling stock. 
mobiles, on poor roads; the increas 
biles, because of the yx 
$600,000,000 a year 

Mr. HASTINGS 
ficulty in 


France in 


those 23,000,000 auto- 
d wear and tear on automo- 
roads, amounts to something like 
if the roads were more perfect 

The gentleman does not anticipate any dif- 
this sum of more than $400,000,000 from 
it is a little more than two years from now. 


or 


more than 


collecting 
19807 Th 


Mr. BROWNE I say that the Government of the United 
States can refund these bonds and take bonds of longer terms 
and reduce the rate of interest and then underwrite them so that 


we can negotiate them when we need the money for constructing 


our roads. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Of course, the gentleman has a basis for 
his expectation for the recovery of the money from France on 


the indebtedness that she ‘ 

Mr. BROWNE. This is one of the kinds of indebtedness 
the French have already recognized, and we have the bonds in 
the Treasury Department. The other indebtedness amounting 
to over $3,000,000,000 they do not concede, and it is a matter 
that they have always had some controversy over, but never 
in any of their statements have they tried to question the 
bonds issued for war supplies for which they got more than the 
bonds they gave us. I am informed that a great many of 
war supplies and much of this equipment were sold in 
United States, 


OWRR, 


these 
the 


Mr. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman think there is any dif- 
ference in the deadness of those claims? 

Mr. BROWNE. Well, if you had two claims against a man 
and he did not deny one of them, and he had given you his 
note for it, and the other was simply a book account and you 


were going to buy one of those accounts, you would buy the one 
for which he had given his promissory note. 
Mr. HASTINGS. The gentleman understands the difference 


| between the two characters of obligation, does he not? 


burden every year. I think the State should maintain the | 
roads, but I think that the Federal Government sheuld con- 
tribute more than it has contributed toward building these 


great interstate highways and trunk lines. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Over what period of years would the gen- 
tleman spend this $400,000,000 that he would have appropriated ? 

Mr. BROWNE. I would expend it just as fast as the States 
could absorb it in using it efficiently. Practically all of the 
States have efficient highway departments, and if I had my way 
I would not have the States pay more than a very small amount 
toward getting their share of the amount asked for in this bill. 
In this bill I propose not to exceed 20 per cent as the share the 
States shall be required to raise. That would be the largest 
amount that the Agricultural Department could cause the 
States to pay. 

Mr. HASTINGS. In other words, from this fund that the: 
gentleman would create the Federal Government would pay 80 
per cent and the States 20 per cent? 


Mr. BROWNE. There may not be any moral difference, but 
if you negotiated both kinds of indebtedness the bonds them- 
selves would sell at par and the others would be taken at a 
considerable discount. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes. 

Mr. ARENTZ. In one case we loaned money to France as a 
loan and in the other we turned over to France certain sup 
plies, and France turned around and sold them to her citizens 
and to our citizens and issued bonds and got the money for 
them. That is a big difference. 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. It seems to me that the other obligation 
is the greater one. If France was in great distress and we 
came to her relief with money that she needed, when she had 


her back against the wall, I think the first obligation was 
greater than those contracts for the purchase of supplies sinee 
the war. I do not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. BROWNE. I am not taking any perticular side on the 
debt settlement. That is a controversy we may or may not 
agree upon, but I am discussing these bonds that we have got 
in the Treasury Department which France does not dispute at 
all, $407,000,000, 
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Mr. HASTINGS. France does not dispute the other 
amount? 
Mr. BROWNE. When we gave her a splendid agreement 


here, sO magnanimous indeed that many Members did not vote 
for it—and I did not vote for it—she did not accept. 


Mr. HASTINGS. Neither did I—— 
Mr. BROWNE. It passed, however, and they did not accept 
it, but it does not have any particular bearing on these bonds 


which we now hold against France and which she does not dis- 
France has purchased our war supplies and road mate- 
rials, the largest amount of road equipment and materials that 
W ever assembled. She sold this road equipment that in- 
voiced over $2,000,000,000 after we had passed a law, as I 
stated, turning over all of that equipment to the Agriculture 
Department for roads. We claim, therefore, that the money re- 
ceived for this road equipment should be used to build roads 
and should go to the States. I do not think the States should be 
held up or compelled to pay to exceed 20 per cent in order to 
get this money. I think it ought to be used on interstate pri 
mary roads and State trunks. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I am an enthusiastic supporter of the good- 
roads movement, as much so as any other Member of the House. 
My inquiry was asked in good faith as to whether or not the 
gentleman thought this money would be available for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. BROWNE. I think it will. I have looked the matter 
up very thoroughly. I do not think there is any question but 
that if that rond equipment had been turned over to the De- 
partment of Agriculture at the time we passed the law, instead 
of being sold to France, our system of improved roads would be 
much better than it is to-day. 

Mr. GREEN of Florida. What would be the basis of appor- 
tionment of that $407,000,000? 

Mr. BROWNE. One-third apportioned according to the area 
of the State and one-third according to the population, and one- 
third according to the rural routes. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. One-third to the post routes, 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield, there? 

Mr. BROWNE. Yes. 

Mr. ALMON. I am very much interested in the gentleman’s 
discussion. He has been a member of the Committee on Roads 
for a number of years until recently and he helped to write the 
legislation that came from that committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE. May I have 10 minutes more? 

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman has run eight minutes over 
the time allotted to him, 

Mr. BROWNE. A good many questions have been asked and 
I would like to get the matter cleared up. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I can yield to the gentleman two minutes. 


pure, 


is 


Mr. BROWNE. The 7 per cent of roads upon which the 
Federal Government gives aid aggregated 200,353 miles. In 


the 10 years of Federal aid, with the contributions of States and 
local units only 56,017 miles have been completed, and 144,336 
miles remain unimproved. get that from the Bureau of Roads. 
At this rate it will take us from 25 to 30 years to complete the 
system, and in the meantime the increased wear and tear on 
automobiles because of our incomplete and poorly constructed 
system of highways will cost us in the extra wear and tear on 
automobiles, it is estimated, at the rate of $600,000,000 a year. 


INTERSTATE ROADS A NATIONAL MATTER 


Before the invention of the automobile when traffic moved 
slowly over our highways in horse-drawn vehicles the improve- 
ment of highways might have been considered of only local 
concern. The invention of the automobile revolutionized trans- 
portation over our highways. The situation has changed very 
greatly since the Federal aid road law was passed in 191.. .se- 
sides the 3,000,000 trucks and the 20,000,000 automobiles wich 
are traveling over the highways there are 80,000 busses, 7,284 of 
which are interstate busses. There are 32,788 busses which 
are carrying school children. Sixty steam railroads are using 
busses as feeders for their railroads. Fifteen million four hun- 
dred and eighty-nine thousand motorists from all the States 
of the Union visited the national forests in 1926, a million and 
one-half more than the preceding year. 

The State highway engineer of Wisconsin informed me the 
other day that an accurate record of the number of cars with 
out-of-State licenses coming into the State of Wisconsin bad 
been kept, and the number of people these cars brought into the 
State in a hundred days during the summer season, and that 
over 4,000,000 people from out of the State had come into Wis- 
consin by automobiles during that time. 


©) 
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MAINTENANCE OF HIGHWAYS BY THE STATE 


In determining what portion of the cost of interstate hig! 
ways should be paid by the States and the Federal Governmen 
we should consider first, that under the Federal aid road act 
the burden of maintaining these roads is borne wholly by the 
States. No road made is so perfect that it does not require 
constant attention and maintenance. Roads have to be con 
stantly patrolled and in the wintertime in the Northern States. 
snow removal is a heavy burden, in some States amounting ¢ 
over a million doilars per year. These burdens fall entire} 
upon the States and local units. The heavy trafic of trucks on 
interstate business and the millions of automobiles that con, 
into each State from other States all increase the burden of the 
State in maintaining the highways. 

The Federal aid goes to the improvement of only 7 per cent of 
the roads. The remaining 93 per cent which means over 2,000,- 
000 miles of roads is constructed and maintained without 
penny of Federal aid. These roads are used very much more 
than they were before the automobile came into such gener; 
use and the localities are obliged to keep them in much bette: 
repair than formerly to avoid accidents by travelers from thei: 
own State and other States, which places an additional burde: 
upon the counties and the smaller units under the counties 
Take, for example, the county trunk roads many of which ar 
used almost much as the Federal trunk lines in their 
locality receive no Federal aid. In Wisconsin in 1927 approxi 
mately $40,000,000 was expended for highway purposes. Of this 
amount the State paid $14,711,000, the counties and local units 
approximately $24,000,000, while Federal aid only amounted to 
$1,870,000. Similar figures could undoubtedly be procured from 
other States. 


as 


STATES AND LOCALITIES CONSTRUCT THE ROADS 


When the Federal Government in 1916 appropriated money 
for Federal aid to roads it found over 95 per cent of the roads 
upen which Federal money applied laid out and many of them 
graded. The localities have already performed the major part 
in building these interstate trunk lines, and it is only fair that 
this fund which is now available from the bonds given by the 
French Government for the sale of surplus road material and 
war supplies, and which Congress by legislation appropriated 
to the Department of Agriculture for roads, be now given to the 
States for improvement of their roads, and that the States be 
not required to contribute to exceed 20 per cent of the amount 
they receive. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS HAVE IN THE PAST BEEN 

The Federal Government has appropriated hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars for harbors which have helped the localities 
where the improvements were made. It has also appropri 
ated hundreds of millions of dollars for the improvement 
of rivers which has helped certain localities. These internal 
improvements have, of course, indirectly helped all the locali- 
ties and all the people. Federal aid for roads is the first in- 
ternal improvement which has directly helped every locality in 
the United States. Thousands of localities which have never 
received a penny from the Federal Government, not even a 
small post-office building, have contributed their share toward 
the improvement of rivers and harbors. Is it not fair at this 
time for the Federal Government to appropriate money for a 
great internal improvement like the building of highways which 
all of the people of the United States use and help to wear out, 
and over which 23,000,000 automobile vehicles are constantly 
driven and the Government mail carriers travel and the inter- 
state trucks constantly use? 

FEDERAL AID TO RAILROADS 

The Government at an early date recognized the benefits of 
efficient transportation. July 1, 1862, an act was passed by 
Congress granting the Central Pacific and the Union Pacifi 
corporations vast tracts of public land, more than enough for 
their building the roads. 

Later the Northern Pacific by a single act of Congress was 
granted 47,000,000 acres of land for the building of its road, and 
the Atlantic & Pacific Railroad was granted 42,000,000 acres. 

I am not criticizing these grants of land—both political parties 
favored it—but I do maintain that there is more justification 
in the Federal Government appropriating money to build high 
ways over which all the people have an equal right to travel 
without paying toll or tribute to private corporations, 

Our extensive railroad systems helped to build up the locali- 
ties and greatly hastened the development of the country. With 
the invention of the locomotive and steamboat the Federal Gov- 
ernment directed its attention to assisting the railroads and 
dredging rivers and harbors to assist navigation. Federal road 
building ceased. There were no Federal roads constructed or 
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Federal aid to roads given between 1812 and 1916, with th 
exception of less than $100,000 in appropriation between 1812 
and 18358, a period of « 100 years During this 100 years 
the rural localities have had to shoulder the full burde of 
building and maintaining millions of miles of road 
ROAD IMPROVEMENT HOULD BR HASTE L 

The 7 per cent of the roads upon which the Federal Gov 
ernment gives aid aggregates 200,353 miles In ft) 1) vears 
of Federal Aid with the contributions of States and local units 
of the State only 69,536 miles have been completed and 141,027 
miles of the system remains unimproved At this rate it will 
take us over 20 yeurs to complete this system, and in the mean 
time the increased wear and tear on ( hicles because of 
our incompleted system of highways t t e rate of 
over $600,000,000 a year. 

ROLI rock 

The phenominal increase of automobiles in the last 10 S 
is amazing. In 1917 there were 4,500,000 automobiles In 
1927 over 20,000,000 automobiles In 1917 we id 5 OOO 
trucks, and in 1927 we had 2,943,898 icks 

Roads have not kept pace with rolling stocl Our highw 
are inadequate to meet the demands of traffi The scientific 
building of roads should have been continued by the Federa 


Government from 
in Washington 
movement 100 
The rolling stock, of ovel a) automobiles 
and 3,000,000 trucks, are almost 100 per cent perfect, while the 
roads they move over are not 25 per cent perfect. 

At $600 per vehicle 


ime when it began building 
‘s administi 


Roads n 


its roa 


It is a belat 


built 


and Jefferson's tion 


years ust be fastel 


UO OD 


overdue 
consisti 


ing 
ihg 


motor there are approximately $14,000,000 


invested in these 25,000,000 automobiles and trucks ihe in 
creased wear and tear and depreciation of automobiles per veatr 
at $380 per motor vehicle ld ount to $690,000,000 a yea 
more than if operated over better roads 

Every railroad system considers it good business to keep its 
road bed as perfect as its rolling stock, and spends hundreds of 
millions of dollars improving its road beds, and considers this 


good investment is it 


Why 


a very not good investment for 
the Government?’ The poor road tax is the heaviest tax the 
people are paying to-day. 
THE ROLLING STOCK HAS BEEN UNJUSTLY TAx 
The Goverlimelt, as a war measure, in 1918 placed an exciss 


or sales tax on automobiles of 5 per 
This, 1926, reduced to 3 per cent. From 1918 
1927, the automobiles and cessories have paid a Federal 
excise or sales tax of $1,081,845,555. The automobile has paid 
its local personal-property tax It has paid its State tax for 
registration. It has paid a tax the it consumed, bes 
paying the heavy Federal or excise or sales tax The Secretary 
of the Treasury, Mr. Mellon, ‘marks before the Ways 
and Means Committee, recommended the retention of the excis 
tax on automobiles to pay the Federal Government's share in 
the improvement of roads, thus recognizing that the amount of 
the Federal tax on the sale of should toward 


cent, also a tax on acc 


sories. in was 


to 


aif 


nh ZAaAS ade 


in his re 


automobiles 


£0 


the improvement of the roads If this is the policy of the 
Government, then the Government owes the good-road fund 
the difference between the amount it has appropriated for good 


roads from 1916 to the present 
and the amount of excise tax the automobile has paid, $1,081,- 
846,555, or a difference of $419.646.555, which due the 
read fund from the tax on the automobile 
This is more than is asked for in this bill. 
iutomobile in 


time, amounting to $662,220,000 


is 


now 


Every user of an 


i America, which means every home in America 
has contributed to the sales tax on automobiles, which, as I 
have stated, amounts te over $419,000,000 more than the Federal 


Government has appropriated for roads. Is there any reason 
why this amount should not be remitted to those who con 


tributed by using this money for road improvement which 
every contributor will have the benefit of? 
AUTOMOBILI INDUS RY PAYS A HBAVY rAx 
The motor vehicle taxes in 1926 were as follows: 


000 


tax shih b $12: 


tax emia “ 587, 


‘rsonal property , 000 


ial motor 


VOX, YOO 


The automobile industry employs directly 
365,281 men. 

It has not had monopoly 
been greater competition 


in its business 


a but, on the contrary, there has 
n this industry than any industry of 
near-like magnitude. The people have been able to pur 
chase automobiles at the very lowest possible cost 

I will offer as a part of my remarks some tables prepared 
for me by the Bureau of Roads and other documents proving 
the statements I have made. [Applause.] 
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Federal highway system limited to 7 per cent of the total mileage, 
December 31, 1927 


2274 


| Kae Percentage 
Mileage approved approved 


iti 
Certifieq | Limiting 












State total ‘pe 
mileage cent = . 7per ip 
mileage | 7 per cent | Exten-| (¢); | Exten- 
system sions system slons 

Alabama 56, 551 3,958 | 3,884.00 j........ | RN Rcadetacihat 
Arizona 21, 400 1,498 | 1,408.00 j........ | BE Recsesdietehiend 
Arkansa 71, 960 037 ‘  letiesemaie 
California 70, 000 4, 900 | 1) ivtestnasteed 
Colorado 48, OOO 3, 360 | 99 
Connecticut 12, 000 S40 — | 99 |. E 
Delaw are 3, 800 266 | 149. 81 | 100 55.00 
Florida 1, 928 99 
Georgia 62 ; vs 
Idaho *  §$te ) + |, =a YS 
Iino 6, 774 ee 98 
Indiana 4, 966 95 
lowa aaa 7, 638 95 
Kansa. 124, 143 8, 690 91}. 
Kentucky ad 53, 000 3, 719 99 
Louisiana , 40, 000 2, 800 97 
Maine 23, 104 1,617 6 ee 
Maryland 14, 810 1, 037 100 46. 00 
Massachusetts 20, 525 1, 437 91 
Michigan 75, 000 5, 250 99 
Minnesota 103, 050 7, 21 Q5 
Mississippi 53, 000 3, 710 98 
Missouri 111, 510 7, 805 96 
Montana 67, 100 4, 697 hd asnean 
Nebraska 80, 272 | 5, 619 SOT i iivcieanniioen 
Nevada 22, 000 | 1, 540 Oe Liseawete 
New Hampshire 14, 112 9SS8 OP lanseesta 
New Jersey 17, 120 1, 198 UO lececesce 
New Mexico 47, OO7 | 3, 333 OEE Riteatiee 
New York ai 81, 873 | 5, 731 OG foccumsce 
North Carolina - 60, 000 | 4, 200 De Enientibbe 
North Dakota | 7, 434 | 96 — 
Ohio j 5,915 | a Lindau 
Oklahoma | 7, 889 | | ere 
Oregon 2, 928 We Anuckttaatee 
Pennsylvania 6, 300 0 Lneceeatie 
Rhode Island 166 100 114. 00 
South Carolina 3, 662 3 a enl | are 
South Dakota 8, O77 & So eure ae 72 ewe 
‘Tennessee 4,5 3, 252. 80 72 
Texas . 11, 685.00 
Utah 1, 677. 33 | 
Vermont 1, 043.00 
Virgiria 3, 233.00 | 
Washington 968 2, 927. 50 
West Virginia. | 2,214; 2,048.31 
Wisconsin f, 516 5, 493. 36 
Wyoming 46, 320 3, 242 3, 097.00 
Hawaiian Territory. 3, 043 | 213 | 174. 60 


Total _...| 2,865,241 | 200,563 | 186, 227. 13 
| } 


Number of motor vehicles registered 





» Passenger | ™ 5 ’ 
Year care Trucks Total 
| 

1917 ‘ cchaticniksinatboksaaiel 4, 657, 340 326, 000 4, 983, 340 
1918 eR  etioba taal oneoakall 5, 621, 617 525, 000 6, 146, 617 
1919 ‘ aint as canine .| 6, 771, O74 794, 372 7, 565, 446 
1920 ; Sd ee } 8, 225, 859 1, 006, O82 9, 231, 941 
1921 Sale carci ‘| 9, 346, 195 1, 117, 100 10, 463, 205 
1922 " . a 10, 864, 128 1, 374, 247 12, 238, 375 
1923 ie ile 13, 479, 608 | 1, 612, 569 | 15, 092, 177 
1924 ee | 15, 460, 649 | 2, 131, 232 17, 591, 881 
1925 Sactusbee eae 17, 512, 638 2, 441, 709 19, 954, 347 
1926 oa hin ccnasdinaiene re oe AG 2, 764, 222 22, 001, 393 
I init nt senihubaciies Aen _..| 120, 282, 293 12,943,898 | 123, 226, 191 


! The figures given for 1927 are as published in the January number of Motor Maga- 
rine and are undoubtedly based on estimates for several States. 

Notr.—The separation into number of passenger cars and trucks registered to and 
including 1923 is estimated each year on the basis of those States which have complete 
records. In 1917, 16 States kept the registration of trucks separate, and in 1923, 47 
States had complete records 





Comparison of Federal motor vehicle receipts with Federal expenditures 
for highway construction 


{As of June 30, 1927] 


| 


Receipts from ane Total receipts | Expenditures 
| manufacturer's pational from excise tax | for Federal 


and special | cooperative 
| occupational | cofistruction 
tax on auto- | and admin- 


Fiscal year ending | excise tax on 
June 30 motor vehicles, 


| parts, tires, and 


tax on pas- 
senger auto- 
mobiles for 





} accessories hire | mobiles for hire istration 
1917 ae RS etd EE we $34, 338 
1918... ; $23, 981, 268 ....-| $23, 981, 268 74, 816 
Re ects kets ia } 48, 834, 272 1 $507, 721 | 49, 341, 993 2, 915, 283 
Scie dadsanouee oe 143, 922, 792 2, 040, 244 | 145, 963, 036 20, 340, 774 
1921 . noth iiea dee 115, 546, 249 1, 776, 494 117, 322, 743 57, 462, 768 
1922 : ae 104. 433, 763 1, 785, 620 | 106, 219, 383 | 89, 946, 604 


1 Six months only 
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Comparison of Federal motor vehicle receipts with Federal expenditures 
for highway construction—Continued 


JANUARY 3] 


Receipts 
from special 
occupational 
tax on pas- 
enger auto- 
mobiles for 

hire 


Receipts from 
manufacturer’s 

Fiscal year ending excise tax on 
June 30— motor vehicles, 
parts, tires, and 

accessories 


Total receipts |Expenditure« 
from excise tax | for Federal 
ind special cooperative 
occupational | construct 
tax on auto- and adm 
mobiles for hire istratior 





| 





Ti ciwditdinineghbbinds $144, 290, 490 $1, 907, 400 $146, 197,890 | $71, 604, 709 
as iat oad 158, 014, 710 2, 013, 839 160, 028, 549 | RO, 447, 824 
ees } 1, 865, O75 126, 551, 820 97, 472, 506 
SU nica Sttiriatests Rees eusber anaes 1, 646, 797 139, 801, 992 89, 362. 1 
PP ctnaelvastodanaelndn (4) 66, 437, 881 82, 977 
a actgnivincome 1, 068, 303, 365 13, 543, 190 1, 081, 846, 555 593, 139, 2 


? Automobile trucks, parts, and accessories not taxed 
* Not taxed. 
Appropriated $662,200,000. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE UNDERSBPCRETARY, 
Washington, January 9, 1928 
Hon. Epwarp B. Browne, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: For the Secretary I acknowledge receipt of 
your letter of January 6, 1928, requesting information concerning the 
obligations given by France in connection with the purchase of surplus 
war material after the close of the war. 

There are set out below the date, maturity, and amount of obligations 
taken by the Secretary of War in connection with the sale on credit to 
France of surplus war material: 


| Principal 


‘ ins ‘ 

Date Maturity | svar 
PN: Bs ROD iain hice eiiticedinn TE NC oc, nitlane cineaiiemabiliis $400, 000, 000. 00 
DE DAA in chociasicbboaondcate May 9, 1930 6, 566, 762. 42 





774, 382. 59 


ee ee ee og ee ene 


| dacs 


es eee | 407, 341, 145. 01 


The obligations bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
payable semiannually, and France has been paying the interest thereon 
currently. The amounts of the obligations are included in the funding 
agreement concluded April 30, 1926. This agreement has not as yet 
been ratified by the legislative powers of France and the United States, 
and for that reason no payments are being made under that agreement 
France is, however, continuing to carry out the terms of the obligations 
above set forth by paying the interest as it falls due in accordance with 
the terms of such obligations. 
Very truly yours, 


OapenN L. MILLs, 
Undersecretary of the Treasury 
LAW REGARDING SALB OF SURPLUS WAR MATERIAL 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to transfer to the Secretary of Agriculture, upon his 
request, all war material, equipment, and supplies now or hereafter 
declared surplus from stock now on hand and not needed for the pur 
poses of the War Department but suitable for use in the improvement 
of highways, and that the same shall be distributed among the high- 
way departments of fhe several States, to be used in the construction, 
reconstruction, and maintenance of highways, such distribution to be 
upon the same basis as that hereinafter provided for in this act in 
the distribution of Federal-aid fund: Provided, That the Secretary 
of Agriculture, in his discretion, may reserve from such distribution not 
to exceed 10 per cent of such material, equipment, and supplies for 
use in the construction, reconstruction, and maintenance of national- 
forest roads or other roads constructed, reconstructed, or maintained 
under his direct supervision. 

Sec. 6. That in approving projects to receive Federal aid under the 
provisions of this act the Secretary of Agriculture shall give preference 
to such projects as will expedite the completion of an adequate and 
connected system of highways, interstate in character. 

Before any projects are approved in any State, such State, through 
its State highway department, shall select or designate a system of 
highways not to exceed 7 per cent of the total highway mileage of such 
State as shown by the records of the State highway department at the 
time of the passage of this act 

Upon this system all Federal-aid apportionments shall be expended. 

Highways which may receive Federal aid shall be divided into two 
classes, one of which shall be known as primary or interstate highways, 
and shall not exceed three-sevenths of the total mileage which may re 
ceive Federal aid, and the other, which shall connect or correlate there 
with and be known as secondary or intercounty highways, and shall 
consist of the remainder of the mileage which may receive Federal aid 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis- 
cousin has again expired. 








ent assumes no risk and takes ne 
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BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman. I yield ons inute to the 
eman from Minnesota [Mr. SeLvi 

SELVIG. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

in the Recorp a few remarks with rei ‘ H. R 

CHAIRMAN. The gentiemab from Minn a asks 
mous consent to insert in the Recorp a few reu ks with 
ence to H. R. 7940. Is there objectior 

SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the rig ol 

n what subject? 

SELVIG. On the farm-relief question 

CHAIRMAN, Is there opjeclion 

e was no objection. 

SELVIG. Mr. Chairman and Members of the House, it is 
raging to note that the press of the country is keenly 
ested in the hearings that are now being held by the great 

umittee on Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
of the most important problems before the country to-day 
ng considered by that committe In the right solution of 
problem lies not only the «de ny of the nearly thirty 
ons of people who live in our rural communities but to a 


extent our future policy as a nation, 


he hearings center on whether or not the equalization fee 
inciple is to remain in the bill that will finally be reported 
It is not a question of passing farm relief bill any 
cer It is no longer necessary for those who are familiar 
the problems of the farmer to argue and to urge that 
iething must be done. 
hat day has passed. For eight long years the farmer has 
‘ed at a serious disadvantage. Minor improvements here 
there, due to seasonal differences in this country or in the 


et 


ultural production in foreign lands, have furnished tempo 
respite, but no outstanding improvement hus come 
is fact is universally recognized Members on both sides 


he aisle urge the enactment of effective farm bill 


u real, an 
ids of the farmer—and I do not use that term in a narrow 
se: I wish to include all serious students of our economic 


ucture—proclaim that agriculture must be 


labor, and 


placed on a parity 


industry, transportation in so far as our 
ional policy is concerned. 
hat is the problem the House Committee on Agriculture is 


ppling with. 


equalization fee is a hecessary part of the legislation 
ded to enable the farmers to form a 100 per cent pool in 
rketing their products. All the producers of a commodity 
participate in the plan which the bill directs the Federal 
rm board to set up, not SO per cent or 60 per cent of the 


ferpr 


uodity, permitting producers of the remaining 20 per cent 
10 per cent to reap all the benefits and pay none of the costs, 
is the common experience in many cooperative marketing 
in this country to-day, but 100 per thereby 
g the Federal farm board the full opportunity of handling 
surplus not required for domestic consumption. 


ises cent 


There is nothing radical nor revolutionary involved No 
ting institution is to be destroyed. Price stabilization only 
he effected. The farmer will receive in the ordinary, every- 


sproposal. It has been discussed from every angle. Through 
Northwest there is this one dominant idea: Retain the 
qualization fee; try out this plan; we believe that it will 
rk; no Government subsidy is wanted; pass the McNary 
a bill with the equalization fee included 
‘his is the message that comes thundering down from the 
ilries of the greatest food-producing area in the world 
Let no one mistake the meaning of this message 
\ real, an effective farm relief bill is demanded 
rhe following editorial, which appeared recently in tl St 
Pioneer Press-Dispa t« h, cites the interest of tin bankers in 
great State of Illinois in this bill and in the absolutely 
al equalization fee: 
POLITICS OR FARM RELIEF 
ws about farm relief from Washington ! s with that m 
In Washington politicians are g mane the McNary 
n bill into a por ket. In Bly S I ik A LAtiON 
1,700 members, has unanimously apy ved the McNa Hauger 


i 


narkets of the land a domestic price on the part of his 
ducts consumed in this country, less the loss per m result 
from the sale of the surplus elsewhere. 

means of the equalization fee all producers recognized as 
¢ members of a 100 per cent commodity pool by the Federal 
m marketing board will pay their pro rata share. No Gov 
ment subsidy is required. Governmental authority is needed 

he use of a revolying fund. Ontside of that, the Govern 


fins 


section of the e 


espo! sibility. 


the farmers in my untry are familiar with 
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The I ols Bankers’ Asso n has taken this p not only be 
caus Ww ng for this fe of y tier © tried on 3 mer ts 
but also I because a purely neg i y is not longer 
Ler with a des has ion « igricuifur pr lem 
In s scuss i y r y eight year g ] 
farn leg be ‘ at ( nzrexs Ind d in g all 
I ise it S e McNary-Il ly 
‘ w ha ind strong | he McNary-Haugen bill, fer all 
I ical purposes, is I measure of farm relief before the 
ount: Because opponents « the bili have failed to develop an 
thing th I s the Ww fundamental ditions of onomic and 
iT il fe i rm relief at s I ent is practically matter 
| of MeN H nothing 
M per s have expressed sincer loubts over the MeNary-Haugen 
| bill Individual members of the Illinois Bankers’ Association presum- 
bl shared them, or their indorsement would not 1 been this long 
| delayed The exponents of the McN Haugen bi iny ¢ hem in 
| higl ling I s and onor ‘ isonably expe that 
| thes ibts be resolved in their favor The plan as It stands is the 
ré t of years of refinement and perfecti under critical analysis. 
It i dmittedly not perfect, but what great economic innovation ever 
wa I he presel bill does not grant relief,” says an officer of 
the I s Bankers’ Association, “it can be amended later to include 
pi s s which will 
! ( f a few influenti leaders may relegate farm relief 
t ! ird nee more at Washington, but the country as a whole 
will d in agreement with the Lllinois bankers. 
February bids fair to be an eventful month for the farmers 
of this Natior heir eyes are turned on their elected repre 
| sentatives Before the ides of March the farm relief bill's 


fate will have been determined. It rests with the Members of 
this House to solve this problem. which, with flood relief for 
those in distress in the great Mississippi Basin and with the 
urgent necessity of increasing the tariff on competitive agri- 


cultural produets, involves the welfare of millions of our 


people 

I confidently believe these problems will be solved in a manner 
worthy of the best traditions of statesmanship in the glorious 
history of our beloved eountry. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 


gentleman from Oklahoma |Mr. McKgown]. [Applause.] 


Mr. McCKEOWN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
there was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


fons oO! 


vesterday a resolution which, in my judgment, is the 


most forward-looking resolution ever proposed in the Con- 
gress. It is a resolution looking forward to an embargo upon 
| the sale of war materials and war machines as well as arms 
} aml munitions during wars between other countries. 
Gentlemen, when I first ran for Congress, Il ran on a written 
platform In that written platform I said I would support 
legislation which would prevent the makers of munitions and 


irms from receiving any profits upon the sale of munitions and 


arms to belligerent nations in time of war as one of the reme- 
dies for reducing the probability of war 

We hearing a lot of war talk from a lot of junkers 
throughout the United States; men who believe they can scare 
up a war whenever trade gets low in munitions and arms. 
While they are doing this the peoples of all countries—at least, 


right-thinking people—are hoping for world peace. 


The must of necessity be some armed forces in every 
country But I, for one, am opposed to this pdlicy of competi- 
tion in arms and the competitive building of big navies I 
think that no better thing could be done by the Congre of 
the United States than to train our young men in the Navy in 
such a Way that they could successfully operate the merchant 
minal e instead of increasing our number of sma! pay officers, 
I ild have them trained to carry on our commerce in times 
of peace. [Applause.] The world is tired of war. Because the 
quota of Army and naval officers is so crowded we have no 
place to put our graduates of the military and naval school. We 
oug to make some arrangement by which we will train private 
‘itizens who want military training and put the graduates of 
he Naval Academy at Annap into the merchant marine. 

This bill now under consideration carries $400,000,000, in 
round figures, for the maintenance of the Army. The news- 
papers of the world, if they wanted to do se, could bring about 
peace r hout the world, because they are the most potent 
facto 1 molding public sentiment and the public mind 
throughout tl world. 

Away back in 1874, when the English people had neglected 

eir great citizen, Mr. Livingstone, who bad penetrated into 

wilds of Africa, the New York Herald, one of the foremost 
papers of the country at that time, took up the matter and 
finance he expedition of Henry Stanley into darkest Africa, 
which broug about the civilization that now exists there. It 
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was through the influence of the New York Herald that slavery 
was finally driven out of Africa. Why? Because it had a great 
influence, and the papers of England joined with that paper. 


If the great metropolitan press would honestly take a stand 
to have peace in the world and quit printing this junker stuff, 
peace could be brought about. Many of these junkers have no 
other purpose in talking this stuff than to get publicity and 
in order to get a big write up in some military paper or 


magazine. Some of our officers are putting forth stories about 
war in order to excite the fears of the people, and a lot of this 
is done for propaganda purposes in order to seare Congress 
and hurry Congress in the making of unlimited appropriations 
for the Army and the Navy. 

Look where you are drifting to in this country. Some two or 
three or four years ago I said on the floor of this House, when 
there was a bill here to build airplane carriers, that they wanted 
these airplane carriers for the purpose of increasing the num- 
ber of airplanes. I said they wanted them for the purpose of 
coming into Congress later and saying. “ We now have the air- 
plane carriers and we must have 1,000 airplanes apiece to put 


upon them, because it will not do to have airplane carriers with- 
out the airplanes.” Of course, everybody knew what was com- 
ing, and it has come about. 

Look how the appropriations for the Ammy and Navy have 
piled up After the Army gets through ther the Navy comes in 
and ks for a large amount of money, and the amounts now 
asked sare indeed very high. I am not criticizing the men in | 
(‘on s who have to present this legislation. They do the very 
best they can: and I will say it is to the credit of this sub- | 


committee that it has brought in a bill that is $500,000 less than 
the estimates of the Budget. They have been able to allocate 
the money in such a way as to bring in the bill in that reduced 


amount. But the thing [ am complaining about is this constant 
talk about war. Some of our boys are on foreign soil now 
engaged in conflict. I believe in the Monroe doctrine; but I 
have never been able to understand how the Monroe doctrine 
could be twisted around to the point where we have to take 
our American boys and send them to a country for anything 
more than the protection of the interests of foreigners and 
Americans. I have never understood how the Monroe doctrine 
could be twisted into meaning that we had to send our boys 
over the hills and mountains of a foreign country for the pur- 


pose of maintaining order in that country. I have never under- 


stood that, and nobody has ever been able to explain it to 
me satisfactorily. 

Maybe they will catch this fellow, Sandino, or whatever his 
name is, down in Nicaragua. They wiil run him down and 
eatch him, perhaps, I do not know; but I do know it is a curious 


kind of construction to put on the phrase “ Protection of Ameri- 
can lives and property ”’ to have our soldiers chasing through 


the jungles and running through the woods, running down a 
bunch of fellows who are trying to get away from them, 
{| Laughter and applause.] I can not understand that. 


Mr. SCHAFER. 
Mr. McKEOWN., 


Will the gentleman yield? 
Yes: I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Perhaps they are following the policy of 
protection laid down by the late President Wilson when 
sent our seldiers into Russia and into Mexico. 


he | 


Mr. McKEOWN. Well, T want to say this: About the only | 
time the Russians ever had any sort of order over there 
that was worth while was when the Americans were there. 
They may not have appreciated it, but it was about the best 
order they bad ever had, and they have not had any since, 
{Laughter and applause.] So far as Mexico is concerned, 
I have always said, and I have always believed, if a fel- 
low wants to invest his money in Mexico rather than under 


the flag of the United States, let him take the consequences 
of the laws of Mexico and live up to them. [Applause.] He 
has no right to come back to this country and ask our citizens 
to send their boys down there when he himself will not stay at 
home, and the only thing he keeps up here is his citizenship, 
although he is always ready to ask that his investments be 
protected. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Why did Woodrow Wilson, a Democratic 
President, send them down to Mexico? 

Mr. MoKBKOWN. They had trouble down there, and he sent 
them down there to bring our fellows out from that country. 
| Laughter.] He sent them down there to stop them from 
coming over here and help the Americans who had not gotten 
out who had not sense enough to come out of that country; 
but he said he would not send our boys down there any more. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. BLACK of Texas. We might as well recall 
reason President Wilson sent General Pershing and his 


tive expedition into Mexico, which was because Villa « 
into the United States and at Columbus, N. Mex., killed 
of American citizens, and this expedition was in pur 
Villa and his followers. It was made with that purpose ajo 
and while the expedition did not get Villa they drove h 


into the interior and he did not repeat the Columbus, N. \ 
outrage. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from © 
homa has expired. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentlem 
minutes more. 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield for a quesi 

Mr. SCHAFER. How about the Vera Cruz expedition 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Oh, that is not involved at all in 5 


discussion. 


Mr. DENISON. I am interested in my friend's di 
of the Monroe doctrine. If we have the right und 
Monroe doctrine to send our troops to Nicaragua to pr 


American lives and property, should they take a position d 
there and simply stay there and allow themselves to be 
bushed, as was done by Sandino with his troops, whe: 
of our men were killed? Does my friend think we 


| do that? 


Mr. McCKEOWN. I want to say-to my friend that I a 
as firm for the Monroe dectrine as anybody in the House 
if it was more safe to charge that bunch, they ought t 
them farther; but after they ran off, then they ought to 
still and protect their lives and the property; and I 
understand why a man wants to run up through the hill 
over the mountains to take fellow who 
the zone of trouble and away from the danger 
not trying to do anything but get away. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DENISON. I think the gentleman is literally 
but that is only one phase of it. As I understand the 
tion, our troops were sent down there and were statior 
position, but they were ambushed and a number of 
killed. It was then decided, a matter of military necs 
and self-protection, that they should run down the bandit 
capture them or kill them in order to prevent another ai 
1 am sure my friend will agree that that was proper. 

Mr. McKEOWN. But I want to know whether t! 
in the right position in the first place. I want to know wil 


some is clear 


line I] 


as 


they were in the right place when they were ambush 
do not know whether they were or not. [Applause. |] I 
might not have been protecting American property. ] 


ought to have been around where the American propert 
and maybe they got away from where such property w 

Of course, I am not criticizing them for fighting, b 
American boys will fight whenever there is any chance to t 
and they are always ready to fight. We all know th: 
good fighters, but what I am complaining about is going 
there to protect American property and American rights and | 
protect the rights and the property of the citizens of the 
eign countries who have business in there, because we do | 
let them go in and protect it, and naturally we have to ‘ ! 
father” their interests; but when we have done the protecting 
we ought to quit and get through’ with it and we ough 
to continue to carry on a warfare down there. 

Mr. DENISON. Iam sure that would be correct if the host 
enemy would let us do that, but they will not do that. ‘| 
attack us from ambush, and then my friend, I am sure, u 
stands it becomes necessary to pursue them until they 
tured or driven into submission. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Do they come up into the cities and 
the places where American property is located? 

Mr. DENISON. They certainly did in Nicaragua. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Well, they can run them out of the « 
and stop following them, can they not? [Laughter. | 

You know, gentlemen, this is a serious matter. There are 
boys from all over the United States in the Marine Cor! 
They can not help themselves. They have got to go wherever 
they are told to go, and they have to die if necessary ; but these 
boys, their kin, want to know for what purpose they are dyils 
down there in Nicaragua. 

I am not complaining about the Monroe doctrine. I am hot 
complaining about defending our citizens and our property | 
think every man in this country, if he goes on lawful! business 
ought to be entitled to go into any country and be protect: d by 
the flag of this Nation. [Applause.] 

I have no apologies for, or no regret about, that doctrine bu 
I do not think that a man has a right to go off toa foreign 
country, leave the United States, and take all of his mone) 


are a] 





1928 CONGRESSIONAL 





with him. and the only thing he leaves up here is his citizer { 
hip; and, then, whe e at nto a rew with them dow! 

ere over some trick he playe ‘ ( ! they played o1 
him, then to come up here and ake our boys down thet 
to protect him and his property Lam not in favor of that kl 
of doctrine. It may be g la in faye f 
\pplause 

Now. what is the situatio this res on reporte ‘ } 
Congressman BURT« is mos rea @ am ne of tl 
sieps forward the ma r ‘ y wa Beca use 

e resolution 1 aopted ane we y ! ‘ rd ving 
we do not believe in selling a Ss and munitk d are 

ne to stand up and lk he arms a unitions go to prose 
ite wars abroad, in « 1 I I have le 
of it, and you wi ee if ( navy var prop i in 

e Wworid 

Mr. MeCLINTI Will t entle wit 

Mr. McKEOWN Ye 

Mr. McCLINTILC I would li ay that I have heard tl 

number of marines have bee wounde n Nicaragua H 
the gentleman any informatl on that subje 

Mr. McKEOWN Nt I have not been advised ¢ » the 
number 

Mr. McCLINTIC I hay I th: I i OO ha 
been injured. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlem: from Okls 


oma has again 


Mr. COLLINS 


expired 
Mr. Cha an, [ yield 20 minutes to the ge1 


tleman from Missouri |Mr. Comes]. 

Mr. COMBS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committer 
I am not insensible to the fact that there may be some presump 
tien in my discussing a mat to which the experience and 
wisdom of much older men have been addressed. My only 
excuse for so presuming is the fact that, as the gentleman from 


question that confronts us in 


f ‘avest public cor 


Oklahoma has just 
our international policy is a matter 


r 


told vou. the 


the < 


‘ 


It is difficult to speak temperately of any injustice that com- 
promises our national henor. It is even more difficult to speak 
without passion and without bitterness of the injustice of a 


cause that has brought ir heads the censure of the entire 
civilized world, 

So in approaching any discussion of this matter it 
proper that it be done in a spirit of 
eravity. 

I want to read, not because I subscribe to all the sentiment 

embodiés, but because it is one of the most eloquent human 
documents that was ever written, a letter from the father of a 
inarine who was killed in a Nicaraguan battle. I would like 
to include it in the Recorp, feeling that while it may be in some 
respects intemperate, it fairly expresses the opinion and attitude 
of a great many of our American people. This, mind you, is a 
citizen of my own State of Missouri who has written out of the 
fullness of a heart bereaved through the loss of his own son and 


addressed to the President of the United States: 


upon o1 


only fit 
the utmost 


is 


and should 


M CALVIN COOLIDGE, 


Washington, D. C. 
According to the dispatches of today (January 
John F. Hemphill, was killed in action 


Dean MR. PRESIDENT: 
from Managua, my son, Serg 


vainst General Sandino’s troops. 
For the death of my son I hold no malice against G¢ neral Sandino 
iny of his men, for I think, and I believe that 90 per cent of our 


people agree with me, that they are to-day fighting for their liberty, as 


our forefathers fought for our liberty in 1776, and that we, as a Nation, 
have no legal or moral right to be murdering those liberty-loving people 


a war of aggression. 

What we are doing is nothing 1 murder, for 
keeping in power a puppet President, and acting as a colleetor 

Wall Street, is certainly the spirit and letter of 


ss than the sole purpose 
for 
which against our 
Constitution. 

My 29 old, third 


survived honorable service throvgh the World War against Germany 


son was served 3 years of his enlistment 


years 





nly to be officially murdered in a disgraceful war against this little 
nation 

My father served through the Civil War, both my grandfathers died 
n action In the same war, and I am proud of their records, so this is 
not from the pen of a red radical, but from one who loves justice and 


fair play 


I would be willing to sacrifice 
life as well, In a war of defense, but 


of blood in a war of aggression such 


I have four sons, and if necessity 
not only all for but my 
I am not willing to shed one dror 
as this one 


arose 





* sons own 


1s 


RECORD—HOUSE 











} have lost : nd know ‘ w ‘ x ‘\ 
n ‘ £ f len s 
r eg \\ ~ ‘ } ‘ ‘ 
vA 
S RMP 
(s¢ ‘ el VV ‘ < ‘ nex f 
ron { \ I I rveut s \ t 
f ! Mex d most frequently he x n 
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I 1" t l wil ‘ erwise 
if = I } \ I { I I ~ \\ t e 
fo. ‘ ine what was © pur? e 4 Wasi l 
t in tl (mer 
i ntries I i lé ned I the i i 
H \ mee, inte n re ring to S nies fl ig 
e Latin Amer ’ t i illing see a 
pol } system antagoni vn ¢ ! ‘ I ‘ 
t through Europea n \ tl ut witl 
I America? onntr then heing rh ‘ tly 
} be interrupted by the Spi \ iT ¢ trade 
ornies i enti to om ree witli mother 
! S more Im] i was fl ' CTACY 
distille our very door, mi t poise e deme 
tiens Nation while they wer i l ! 
VW 1, under the guiding hand of Met nicl he H Alliances 
tem} to reestablish t panish Empire t! ntir 
the United States and England protested and |] ind 
re m the alliance it would seem the Me e doctrine 
d heen too well nd too t vhiy diseussed eed y 
f interpretation ere s I I logical ‘ CO! 
he Du uch liberties have t Tiken Wl [ my uti 5 
t we should try to define its original Objectives 
Now we are told it was meant to embrace snel dition s 
have developed in Lat Ameri Let me read the \ ads ¢ 
I’y der Monroe the time the Mu e doctrine w forme 
owing what his sele purpose was and his view he I 
he pronunciaments that it was not meant to extend to our 


intervention in Latin American affairs, but. as a ma 
committed us not to intermeddle in the 
of any other country Not the of the objects 
gurantee to each n the right to determine ifs 
own government, either European or Ameri 
an coercion, and these are the words of James Monroe, ut 


expressly 


least 
tio 


as 


to 


form of free from 


tered 


only two years after the enunciation of that doctrine 

The new States are settling down under their governn elective 
nd representative, in every branch sin r to vur vt I s their 

reer, however, we have not interfered elieving that every people 
have e right to institute for themselves the gt nment w in theis 
judgment may suit them best. 

He was followed immediately by John Quin Adams, who 
really breathed the spirit of life into the Monroe doctrine, and 


whose reference to its scope was this: 


We are disclaiming alike all right and all intention of fea 

hose concerns which it is the prerogative of thei ndepende t xv 
s to them shall seem fit. 

The Congress of the United States at the same time referring 
to the limitations of this doctrine, under whose protection we 
now seek to carry on a war of aggression in Nicaragua, said 
that we did not have the right of intervention with their pri 
vate and purely national affairs. 

In the opinion of this committee there is no prop: nm rning 
vhich the people of the United States are now and ever have heen m : 
unanimous than that which denies not mere! he expediency ut 
ight of intermeddling with the interna) affairs other St . i 
specially of seeking to alter any provision th I | ho 
proper to adopt as a fundamental law 

At the time the Monroe doctrine was enunciated Presi 
dent of the United States, the Secretary of War, the Congress 
of the United States were unanimous in that interpretation of 


the Monr 
meddling on our part to seek to dictate to 


e doetrine which would have made it an act 


Lati 


of 
American 


Inter 


rt 


‘ountry how it should order its private affairs. The Monroe 
doctrine has not changed. It is still what it w: the time of 
its enunciation, and while I will not pretend that if in any way 
exhausts our foreign policy so far as Latin America is co 
erned, but it is the only definite and unambiguous foreign 
policy that the United States has ever had toward thos« nl 


tri and the enlargement of it to eondone om 
Latin America is without historical or moral jus 


paternalism in 


tifiention 


We are committed to protect those countries agai Euro 
pean aggression, very largely as a matter of our own protection, 
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being unwilling to see any other political system inimical to our 
wh grow up on American soil. But by no possible refinement 

f reasoning can that be distorted to cover or justify our ac- 
tivity in going into the internal affairs of any Latin-American 
tate. What haye we done? The reason we went into Nica 
ragua was ostensibly to protect the sanctity of American in- 
vestment. As a matter of fact, it has been said on this floor- 
and. I believe, never denied—that there is no definite proof, 
there is not even a word, that can convince a fair-minded man 
hat American life was ever endangered in Nicaragua or that 
American property ever had been seriously threatened. When 
American marines were ambushed it was after we had 

mmitted ourselves to pursuing Sandino and had 
declared a state of war against him. 

The barometer of political affairs in Latin America rises and 
falls so quickly that if we attempted to intervene in every 
national dispute that arises on that particular part of 
continent we should be busy in no other thing. But con- 
ceding that we had the right to do this—and I do not, for one, 
deny that the sanctity of our American life and investment 
demands for the protection of the sovereignty of the United 
States the application of whatever force is necessary to protect 
our own interests 
rights of our nationals and have deliberately sought, not simply 
to establish zones of neutrality that would have been sufficient 
to guarantee the lives and property of our own citizens but to 
police a foreign state, to maintain a foreign government with 
only the most dubious claims to office and to make war on a 
large clement of the Nicaraguan people. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man vield’? 

Mr. COMBS Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman make a 
distinction in the duty of the Government as between the pro- 
tection of life and property? Would not the gentleman muke a 
distinction in that respect? 

Mr. COMBS. I do, of believe that the sanctity of 
Ainerican life is far more important than the sanctity of Ameri- 
can investments that may have been made in a spirit of reckless 
disregard to their effect upon the policy of the United States. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is the answer that I had 
expected from the gentleman. I just want to reinforce what 
the gentleman said a moment ago, and that is that again and 
again here on this floor those who have undertaken to uphold 
the policy adopted by the administration have been challenged 
to point to a single instance in which a single American life was 
even threatened, or to an instance in which American property 
that it was our duty to protect was in any way jeopardized, to 
the end that we might know under what circumstances life was 
endangered and that we might know the character of property 
and what its relution was to the Government of Nicaragua. 

Mr. COMBS. May I say, expressing my gratitude to the 
gentleman from Tennessee for his interruption, that a substan- 
tinl American investment has been made in Nicaragua since 
the outbreak of hostilities, when that part of the Liberal forces 
led by Moncado were induced by the unofficial representative 
of the United States to submit to Diaz. The Stimson plan pro- 
vided they were to be paid for every gun that they brought in. 

General Moncado surrendered his forces, but it was found that 
there was not enough money available in the Nicaraguan treas- 
ury to pay him, and that the United States would not lend 
enough money to the provisional government to pay General 
Monendo; and so the Diaz government of Nicaragua negotiated 
a loan, not with the Government of the United States, but with 
the Guaranty Trust Co. of New York, for $1,000,000, which was 
to be expended under the supervision of a commission composed 
of three men, one of them a representative of the Nicaraguan 
Government, one of them a representative of the Guaranty Trust 
Co, of New York, and one of them a representative of the 
American State Department. Sandino rejected the offer, re- 
fused amnesty, and denied the right of the United States to 
supervise the affairs of Nicaragua. So American money began 
going into Nicaragua in an almost unbroken stream at a time 
when hostilities were again brewing and ready to burst into 
flame. 

Now, the peril of it is this: What lien or mortgage must 
Nicaragua give for the one-year loan of $1,000,000 the bankers 





the 


purely 
the 


course, 


made them’ A mortgage on the capital stock and dividends 
of the National Bank of Nicaragua of $600,000—the National 


Bank of Nicaragua is a corporation with a paid-in capital of 
$300,000, and worth twice that—and the entire capital stock 
of the Pacific Railways of Nicaragua, worth more than the 
total amount of the loan; and they pledge the export tax on 
coffee, the new customs duty on tobacco, wine, and liquors, and 
the increased tolls ou other commodities, and agree to give the 
bankers of New York a five-year option on new Nicaraguan 


virtually | 


still we have gone further than guarding the | 
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loans, and to transfer to New York, for the benefit of the credit 
givers, the bank’s and railroad’s deposits, worth in the neigh 
borhood of $400,000. 

We have invested in that country in a time of great and dire 
peril. Now a new loan is projected even more+sweeping in its 
provisions than the first one, one that will have an even more 
burdensome effect upon the Nicaraguan people. We are getting 
a lien on the customs, on the utilities, on the railroads, on the 
banks, and almost every productive industry in that country 
Your American marines will never get out of there until each 
one of these various obligations is redeemed, whether that 
takes months or years. I believe that no man has a morally 
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defensible right to go into a country whose internal affairs 
are as unstable as those of Nicaragua and then expect the 


American people to redeem the money recklessly and improvi- 
dently invested, through the intervention of our Army. | Ap- 
plause. | 


In conclusion I want to say that there is a serious question 
that we have not duly considered, which has to do with the 
right of our President to make war on any foreign people 
without the sanction of the Congress of the United States 
I do not care how many times it has been done before. [t 
is wrong. It will always be wrong. And this Congyess is 


morally obligated to defend its own prerogative in a declaration 
of war. 


Thomas Jefferson, at a time when matters similar to these 
were under consideration, laid down this doctrine, which is 
good, sound American doctrine at this time, and which ap- 


since he forecasts 


l read what he said: 


parently had something prophetic in it, 
clearly our present situation. 


In the case of actual physical attacks upon American citizens or their 
property, or the immediate danger of such attacks, the 
United States may be used for strictly protective purposes without the 
consent of Congress, which it is manifestly impossible to obtain in such 
When, however, any attempt is made to take over the control 
or territory, to use force for the collection of claims due to American 
citizens, to interfere with the military operation of foreign troops, or, 
above all, to interfere between two governments, each claiming to be the 
legal government of the country, war (perhaps only partial war, but still 


forces of the 


cuses, 


war) is waged, and this can only be constitutionally done under the 
authorization of Congress. 
American lives are being sacrificed. By whose warrant? 


The Constituiion of the United States provides expressly that 
the power to wage war shall be vested in the Congress. Has 
there been any warrant through which Congress to-day author- 
izes this aggressive war on Nicaragua? The Nation has been 
plunged into a war it does not approve, with casualties to its 
troops proportionately as great as those of the World War, by a 
usurpation on the part of the President and the Stute Depart- 
ment of a right which resides in Congress—an illegal as well 
as an immoral war. 

We are getting deeper and deeper into the mud of Nicaraguan 


affairs. With every investment we are becoming more and 
more deeply involved. With every loss of American life the 
situation has become more and more critical; and [I say that 


inasmuch as we are there without warrant of law and without 
the authorization of Congress, we would not be stultifying 
ourselves or our national honor, so far as the Stimson agree- 
ment is concerned, if we brought away our troops to-day with- 
out any apology to the world except for the harm we have 
already done. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LANK¥ForbD] 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for 20 minutes. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on various bills introduced 
by myself, and by replying to an editorial recently carried by 
the Washington News under the caption of “ Religious toler- 
ance and District of Coluinbia Suuday closing laws,” and also 
by inserting some brief quotations and an item from the Liter- 
ary Digest on Sunday observance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indicated by 
him. Is there objection? 

Mr. MAPES. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, I 
will ask the gentleman if that is the same request he made yes- 
terday in the House? 

Mr. LANKFORD. It is the same request. 

Mr. MAPES. I understood that the policy was not to ask 
for extensions in committee of matters foreign to the subject 
matter of the debate. 
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Mr. LANKFORD. I want to talk on the subject indicated at [| objected to my Inserting these quotations. He could have made 
hig time, under the rules of general debate. | tl inquiry of the gentleman from Ohi Furthermore, last 
Mr. MAPES. Does the gentleman think that it is good pra vear, when I inserted an article which the tleman {Mr 
ice to ask to extend in the committee what has been objected | ‘I ‘ t ight « ht not I in d, 1 n d to 
in the House? trike it t, but he has made no such moti with ret ‘ 

Mr. LANKFORD. I do1 feel that the fact that I have | tot xtension of remarks by the g leman from O01] rhe 
ready asked unanimous consent to extend on a: subject and er m M achusetts could hay followed the same 
ave been denied tha pri a l son f the p! ] \ t I : 

fF repeating that request d it does d me of the rig) ‘ rREADWAY i ihe i t 

ask unanimous consent for the inset has a part of my re Se t extel r irks 
arks of an editorial which is discuss and qu tations wl } lemal Mi LN IH ‘ ‘ ] ‘ n 
wish to insert as a part of my discussio! y tl ‘ emi from Ilinoi M Ra ] 

r Mr. MAPES. If the gentleman is ¢ gt lis he ge H idl t n the ne subiect : 

ral ubje ct, I will not ol jt ctl ns uest ad i sail kK nd OL al 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the | ; | fron er I vas objected 3 
ventleman from Georgia ? A r{ j 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. ¢ airman, I i com lied 1 bject Mr. LANKFORD NI ( en } . i oe his 
to the gentleman’s request yesterday, and if he is repeatir itte traight I in . , : after 
same request now I shall be obliged again to object. I object | , 1 of liqu verti : st in of} if of 

the insertion of something other than the gentleman’s ow wet propaganda and half he bootleg mtry 

marks. I object to the hi ertion of editorials, articles in t nd when ] em} put i i verv short at ‘ de 

erary Digest, and similar extracts to which the gentleman | fe fa bill I have introduced, and which has bee icked 
referred yesterday. They are public property and do not need | by some newspaper in Washingte I am confi ed with the 
to go into the Recorp. I therefore object to the insertion of O] ition that I ean not i ‘rt short newspaper articles in the 
such extracts as the gentleman refers to as having been printed | Recorp 
in the Literary Digest and other publications Now, Mr. Chairman. it see: kee 1 there catch de men 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard to that portion of th: f 


; : rule as to the length of quotations that may be included 
gentleman’s request relating to extracts from the Literary : 


: } in extensions of remarks. I do not want to violate any rule of 
Digest. iia . ; ; ; | the House. I only want to be treated fairly. I do not want 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that | anything left out of the Reoorp simply because I happen to be 
means I can use nothing except my own remarks and that I can | jn favor of Sunday observance or because I happen to want to 
1ot quote even a sentence from any other document’ quote something in support of that contention. I do not want 
Mr. TREADWAY. It does not mean that at all. Everybody | hing left out of the Recorp because it happens to be in 
in the course of remarks such as I understand the gentleman is | support of farm legislation upon objection by the same gentle- 
about to make brings in an extract from somebody else’s speech | man from Massachusetts who put in the REcorp a little while 


or something like that. What I am objecting to is the insertion 

of articles taken bodily or partially from magazine articles, 

which is so frequently done here. The gentleman knows per 
fectly well what the nature of the objection is that I am mak- | favor of farm legislation, or because the gentleman just simply 
ng. I am not objecting to the gentleman quoting something | does not like the man who is trying to put in the article? 

n his own remarks and in his own time on the floor. Mr. TREADWAY,. I would not for a moment, Mr. Chair- 
Mr. LANKFORD. That is what I am seeking to do, Mr. | man, take the slightest offense at the gentleman from Ala- 
hairman, give certain quotations in my own remarks, and | bhama—— 

I do not understand there is any limit as to the length of those Mr. LANKFORD. 

quotations, 

Mr. TREADWAY. I think there is a limit as to the length 
of such quotations, and unless the gentleman is willing to say 
how extensive those quotations are I shall be obliged to object. 
If he wants to say, “I am quoting simply a few lines to illus- 
trate what I am saying,” of course I shall not object, but I 
think it is the gentleman’s intention to quote an article from 
the Literary Digest, and I object to that. We can get copies 


ago a lot of quotations from newspapers attacking farm legisla- 
I i want to know where the live of distinction is. Is it 


because my article is in favor of Sunday observance or in 


Alabama would be as well, but I am from 
Georgia. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; the gentleman from Georgia It is 
not a personal matter in any sense. At numerous times I have 
objected to extensions of remarks of the nature that the gentle 
man seems to want to insist upon inserting now. I offer this 
suggestion in all kindliness to the gentleman I am not going 
to make the personal type of remark that the gentleman has 
just made because there is nothing personal in this at all—— 


of the Literary Digest for 10 or 15 cents =r ey : 
Se aT ae a ; Mr. LANKFORD. There is nothing personal with me except 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Will not the gentleman from Massachu- | ¢pat 7 can not understand why the amma in objects to ale 


etts Ww ithhold his objection for a me ment. I would like tO | lines of extension and allows the other kind to go in. 
- e's eenetan ee aE Georgia onsen a aN sh Mr. TREADWAY. Just a moment. The gentleman made his 
MY. AL p . lave asked unanimous consen O insert | statement. let me make mine 
certain quotations from an editorial which was carried in the ' AEP he bE Site ; , inflated 
Washington News on the subject of religious tolerance and -e eee amen aae pe = eae aoe — ale 
District of Columbia Sunday laws, and also to insert a short oa ale scence Me ny aia ee 
qucéatiol’ theta Sk Phiscaty Vite. aie Well ait ccamh Giles ne we have taken more time in dis¢ ussing this matter than it would 
: ‘ A : : : ‘ have taken the gentleman to read, in his own time, the extracts 
tations. I would insert. if pe rmitted, the entire article from he wants to put in the Recorp, and I suggest the gentleman read 
he Literary Digest, because it is not very long. [ will say in the xtract from the Literary Digest in his own time. and then 
re ee aos oon ps - ae en oa pant hncnntme | there will not be any obj ction to it upon my part. 
chusetts allowed a extenslt 0 remarks in the RECORD Con wi 1 > = al oan abroad sanimonue con- 
taining five newspaper articles, every one of which is much = ee: - a ones 7 a + Gane >, a 
: ; ; : sent that I might proceed for 20 minutes and read what I had 
pOnger than my article, and then within five minutes he ob written with these extracts in it. and if I failed to read it all 
ected to my inserting in the RecorpD one article not nearly as within the 20 minutes that the balance then might be extended 
long "COR 
Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman does me an injustice. 1 | ™ a ees so ieeekelilt “abiiog msiandaithicinacinamiel 
did not permit anybody to put anything in the Recorp, because Mr. rREAI WAY. a i ect LO the genticman meerting 
I do not have that power. All I can do is to make objection | Le ee Digest or any other publication with- 
when the request is made, if such request does not seem proper. | “oS **"5 °** Soo aides 
| did not pe rmit anybody to put in five extracts, and I iid not The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


know anything about it gentler an from Georgia? 

Mr. LANKFORD. The Recorp shows that just before I made | Mr. TREADWAY. I object. 
my request on yesterday the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Roy G.| Mr. LANKFORD. At a more opportune time, Mr. Chatr- 
FITZGERALD] obtained unanimous consent to extend his remarks | ™#" a id 

n the Recorp. That was not objected to by the gentleman | Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular 
from Massachusetts, and those remarks contained five quota- | order 
tions from newspapers, every one of which is much longer than | The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is, Is there objection to 
the quotation which I wish to put in the Recorp. The gentle- | the request of the gentleman from Georgia, and.the Chair 


hears objection? 
Mr. LANKFORD. As I understand it, the gentleman does not 
object to my reading what I have written. 


man from Massachusetts could have ascertained from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether he intended to include such quota- 
tions in his own remarks. However, he did not do that, but 
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. 
gentleman's time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman may proceed with his re 
marks. He has been yielded time. 

Mr. LANKFORD. And at some other time I shall ask unani- 
mous consent to extend in the ReEcorp my own remarks on the 
inconsistencies of the very amiable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. TREADWAY]. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Why does not 
privilege now? TI shall not object to it. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp, after taking ample time 
to look up the matter, showing the inconsistency of the splendid 
geuileman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 


The discussion, of course, is all in the 


the gentleman ask that 


Mr. TREADWAY. I trust that right will be granted the 
gentleman 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Reserving the right to object, the gentle 
mun does not expect to quote from the Literary Digest on that 
subject? 

Mr. LANKFORD. I do expect to quote from some remarks 
the gentleman has put in in opposition to farm relief, 

Mr. TREADWAY, Oh, no. I have done nothing of the sort. 

Mr. LANKFORD. And some remarks that have been allowed 


to go in unobjected to putting bootleg stuff in the Recorp. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman is mistaken in the identity 
the Member. I have never put angthing of that kind in the 
Recorp at any time. 


of 


Mr. TABER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is for the gentleman to 
proceed, 

Mr. LANKFORD. I am proceeding, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for a parlia- 


mentary inquiry? 

Mr. CHINDBLOM,. The time consumed by the gentleman, of 
Aourse, is out of the time yielded him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not so hold, in view of 
the fact that during the discussion under a reservation of the 
right to object, any Member could have demanded the regular 
order. If anyone’s fault, it was the fault of all the Members 
permitting the discussion to go on when any Member could have 
stopped it by a demand for the regular order. 

Mr. LANKFORD. What I wish to say in that connection is 
simply this 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time is running now. 

Mr. LANKFORD. All right. I shall quote in this extension 
of remarks from remarks made by the gentleman in opposition 
to farm relief, in which he extended certain articles, and also 
other articles put in by him, or which he permitted to be in- 
serted, consisting of newspaper articles; and also certain bootleg 
stuff permitted to be inserted in the Record when the gentleman 
was present and made no objection. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I object to that sort of 
remark, as if I were the censor of every Member on this floor. 
We have had a nice, cordial, pleasant little talk here—— 

Mr. LANKFORD. And we are still having it. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Why not continue it without any personal 
remarks of that kind? I have never inserted any bootleg legis- 
lation in the Recorp, or anything favorable to it. 

Mr. LANKFORD, I did not say that. 

Mr. TREADWAY. And the only thing the gentleman objects 
to is the fact that I have not stopped somebody else from put- 
ting in some of their own remarks. It is not fair, I will say to 
the gentleman from Georgia, to make any such insinuation. Let 
us be pleasant about this little matter. 

Mr. LANKFORD. It has been very pleasant with me. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Even to the extent of offending the gentle- 
man about his Literary Digest item. 

Mr. LANKFORD. I simply wish to say that I do not mean 
the gentleman has put in any bootleg extensions, but since the 
gentleman has set himself up as a censor of certain matter 
sought to be put into the Recorp by me, I am going to show 
that my quotations are better and of a higher class than other 
stuff which the gentleman permits to go into the Recorp, 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I shall now 
proceed with my remarks concerning the editorial carried by 
the Washington Times, and am quite sure I shall, yet in my 
own time, have an opportunity to read the article from the 
Literary Digest to which objection has been made. 

First I wish to address myself to the editorial carried by the 
Times, leaving the contested Digest article to be read by me 
later, before I resume my seat. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the Washing- 
ton Times, on January 20 past, under a doublecolumn caption 
of “ Religious tolerance and District of Columbia Sunday clos- 
ing law,” editorially purposely attempted, as usual, to deceive 
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the public, The attack was aimed at a bill introduced by me 
to provide one day of rest out of every seven in the lis 
trict of Columbia. Deception No. 1 is in the phrase “there is 
pending in Congress a bill, sponsored by Georgians and other 
citizens of particular creeds, providing for air-tight Sunday clos 
ing in the District of Columbia.” If a bill, the entire effeet of 
which would be to close only commercial sports, theaters, moy- 
ies, dance halls, and night clubs on Sunday and secure one day 
of rest out of every seven for the workingman, is an air-tight 
Sunday closing then I wonder what the editor would consider 
a wide-open town. The editor knows I am not trying to legis 
late for an “air-tight Sunday closing in the District of 
bia.” I do favor, though, an air-tight Sunday closing of 
theaters and movies which to-day are fiendishly kidnaping, 
debauching, and tearing to pieces all that is highest and best in 
the make-up of our children. While these kidn of the 
conscience and souls of our boys and girls are throwing their 
morally twisted and dismembered bodies at our feet, edit: 
many of the big dailies are pleading for these dens of vice, like 
the gates of torment, to stand open day and night and every day 
in the year. 

This editor of the Times is very solicitous about the Sunday 
night clubs and Sunday dence halls, and is fighting shoulder to 
shoulder with the organization for the promotion of atheism in 
behalf of these dives of vice, lawlessness, and shame. T! 
sanction, approval, and support of these things is demanded by 
the editor as being in furtherance of “ orderly, sensible obsery- 
ance of the Sabbath Day.” The editor says that “ District pas 
tors, citizens, and organizations” have denounced my bill 
“being most dangerous to true religion.” 

To my mind, Sunday dance halls and Sunday night clubs con 
stitute an odd and dangerous “ true religion.” Because a few 
have bitterly objected to my bill against these things does not 
lessen the merits of the bill. In my humble judgment there are 
a hundred times as many pastors, good citizens, and leading 
churchmen in Washington and elsewhere favoring my bill as 
there are against it. 

Again, the editor says that Congress is composed of “en- 
lightened men, the majority of whom represent constituents who 
do not favor such legislation.” Why not make the statement 
stronger and say all Congressmen represent a few constituents 
who do not favor any Sunday legislation, object to all laws, and 
are professional criminals, Surely this is no argument against 
reasonable laws when favored by a great majority of our people. 
The desire for Sunday closing of theaters, movies, dance halls, 
and night clubs is not the “ bigoted ideas of a comparative few 
outside men and women.” If the overwhelming majority of the 
people in a great majority of the congressional districts do not 
favor my Dill, then I do not want it passed. This can not be 
determined, though, by the number of petitions which may be 
obtained by false representations that my bill interferes with 
religious freedom or would bring a union of church and state, 
or will force Sunday religious observance. 

Let us see what these Washington newspaper champions of 
Sunday night clubs say about these beloved objects of their 
deepest affections. After pleading for protection of the night 
clubs of debauchery in the name of the United States Constitu- 
tion and all its wonderful provisions for religious freedom and 
human rights, their news columns carry story after story de- 
scriptive of these dens. Here is a little of the evidence quoted 
by these papers as given by a prominent citizen in a trial now 
in progress concerning what was seen at one of the most noto- 
rious clubs near Thomas Circle. The witness said: 


Colun 


e 


bers 


rs of 


On January 15, 1927, I saw a young girl slide under the table from 
her chair. Two young men, about 22, and another girl were at the 
table. The men picked the girl up and asked a waiter to bring them 
something. The waiter returned with a colorless liquid which they gave 
the girl and she was revived, Later they took her from the dance floor 
I believe the girl was drunk. I saw 40 or 50 persons drunk that night 
They were trying to dance. I smelled the odor of alcohol. Those trying 
to dance bumped into each other. They were boisterous. Men, and 
occasionally a woman, cursed. Their faces were flushed, the girls’ hair 
were disheveled. 


The editor argues that to close dens like this just described 
will “ disgust many who believe in orderly, sensible observance of 
the Sabbath day,” will “ fasten on the District the bigoted ideas 
of a comparatively few outside men and women,” will “ force 
Sunday religious observance on the people,” and that “ moder! 
religion can make no progress” where such Sunday perform 
ances are interfered with. Perhaps he believes these things; 
but if so, he is diseased with a strange kind of religio-fanatico- 
constitutio-don’t know. He even urges that there shall be no 
good legislation for people, since we can not “make them good 
by legislation. I admit that legislation can not make all people 
good, but that is less than no argument against laws for the 
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protection of both good and bad folks. All good laws im 
prove not so much the individual as the whole citizenship 
Laws are not made alone for the fellow who boasts that “ laws 
can not make him good,” but for the protection of those he 
would wrong or destroy. The insistence by any man that he 
will be maliciously bad in spite of law, and therefore others 
should join with him in violation of the law, is an effort t 
tear down all law, destroy orderly government under the Con 
titution, and to set up in lieu thereof anarchy by traitors 

I would not sponsor a bill based on the intolerance of any 
true religion, but I have no tolerance for any practice, be it 


‘alled religious or not, which approves the eating of human 
beings by the cannibals of the Fiji Islands or the slaughter of 
innocent children by any people, civilized or uncivilized ; neither 


do I profess any tolerance for the selfish desires of those who 





for “30 pieces of silver” are seeking to betray the mora 
manhood and womanhood of the next decade—our children of 
the present. I am very intolerant of the selfish practices a 
pro livities of those who are seeking to lead and herd our chil 
dren like “dumb, driven cattle” in the slaughterhouses 
atheists and those giving infidels aid and comfort in their fight 
to destroy all that is highe st and best mn the lives of oursely 
nd in the life of our Government. 

By the way, just here let me give the editor a little tip 
The Times and other Washington papers like to carry criti 
cisms of my farm bills, Sunday bill, and so forth Now, I 
have introduced a bill 

Ss mail or interstate 


To prevent the handling in the United State 
ommerce ol newspaper, Magazine, or periodical which contains 
dividual 


apy 


the name of a girl or woman as the in up which it is leged 
or contended was committed rape or 1 assault with attempt to 
rape 

I am trying to prevent the Times from lynching publicly, 


agt 


iin, the outraged victim while the identical paper 
is shouting for the protection of the brute who committed the 
offense I would like shut up “airtight” this ‘and some 
other papers—not only Sunday, but every day in the week 
as to prevent their subjecting by continuous publicity the inno- 
cent victim of an outrage a torture worse than that of 
faggots and the torch. 

The editor can write another editorial on this last-mentioned 
bill and can give forth ululations to his heart’s content in 
behalf of his idea of “religious freedom,’ and especially can 
feel he is very eloquent in behalf of “ freedom of the press.” 
Evidently the editor thinks that “ freedom of the press” 
a license to oppress the right and suppress the truth. 

The editor can apply the epithet of “ bigoted” to 
majority of people in the States who favor a decent 
law for their own Capital if he wishes. Not many of the 421 
Members of the House who represent districts with stronger 
Sunday laws than that proposed by my bill will join with him 
in his unauthorized slander of over a hundred million of the 
best people of the Nation. In order to show what others think 
of the “bigoted” people who fayor Sunday legislation I wish 
to read for the Recorp the following article from the Literary 
Digest of January 28, 1928 

This is the article to which objection has been made: 


again and 


to 
“t) 


o 


to 


he 


means 


the 
Sunday 


great 


A LESSON ON SUNDAY OBSERVANCI 
Big business and Sunday observance are not generally asso¢ lt 
gether in the public mind, but the Manufacturers Record (Baltimore) 
gives us striking instances in which two of the country’s great | S 
houses make it a strict rule to keep the Sabbath d he John 
Morrell & Co., packers, a century-old firm of Ottumwa, Iow W ist 
vear did a business of $75.000.000, observe the Sabbath day so strict! 
we read, that they do not permit anyone in their employ to work for 
them on that day. This is brought out in a letter from T. Henry 
Foster, the president of the company, to Edward T. Fenwick, a Washing 
ton attorney, who had written that he preferred not to travel on Sund 
to attend some of the meetings of the company In the course of tI 
etter, as we quote it from the Manufacturers Record, Mr. Foster say 
“There is one thing, however, I want to comment on, and that is the 


fact that you do not like to travel on Sunday in order to appear 
meetings in our behalf. 
‘I am glad to know this, 


travel on Sunday in connection 


and I want v« to feel that you need never 
Morrell & Co.'s busi 


with any of John 
! 





ness. If in order to reach a destination it is necessary to travel on 
Sunday, it can be understood between us tl the work is to go over 
until the next day, and in this connection you w find us always ready 
to cooperate with you. 

‘In our own business we observe the Sabbath day everywhere, and 
have done so as long as the business has been in existence We not only 
do not work ourselves, but we do not want or permit anyone to work 
for us, and as long as the present management is in charge of this 
business we expect to maintain this rule. 


j 
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We r r nee Ww to wl ive 
e saz respect for the Sabbath « we hav 
In a le r to the Mi: f ‘ hk m the same subject, Mr. 
\ great deal of r s s I t lard of 
mat ed by t s of oul S rtance 
.% ind | relations 
r pi ompetitors I I h bad 
é ‘ n b bus sx wW tl bh tt) aft l 
SOC 
\ l re e that we operate a gt perishablk il 
— A l i ock i eats Nevertheless, we f ad 
ssib it s pract ul t I : 
di . 
r great wes n firm, Mar i: & « f Chicag V I 
i ! ‘ e WwW I s a lar I n regard to 
S Ly Ser ce. Seventy-five y ig we read, Marshall Field & 
i da practice of | g dow r st« w w cl : 
r I th dow unt M 
the sent 
Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to have the gentleman know 
I am \y ry proud of the fact that the merch prince, 
Marshall Field, to whom he has referred. was bor ind iised 
id learned the mercantile business in my district 
Mr. LANKFORD (reading) 
I page advertisement in the Chicago Tribune some weel ) 
f I rted the llowing statement 
THE THINGS UNSEEN 
At the end of their first week 1 business the owners f a little 
vered the curtains of their windows ar went he 
On each succeeding Saturday night the curtains we pulled down 
nd kept down until Monday morning 
‘As the little shop grew the suggestion came from many sources that 
the curtains should stay up The windows are be tiful,’ peopl id, 
s walk by and look.’ 
rhe owners had an old-fashioned | Kkground They had been taught 
i dhood that six days are en fe the things t are en, 
I rst day of the week, they said, is for the thir nsec res nd 
rship and family life and freedom from thought of business 
‘Seventy-five years have passed The store has grown until its wil 
dows are said to be more valuable than any windows in the world But 
the example of the founders remains, and all day Sunday the shades are 
wh 
‘Is this old-fashioned cust. .. good in days when so many old-fashioned 
Ss are eing crowded out? We like to think so We like the 
dea that on the first day of the week the church and the home should 
Stror hu es and strong homes build strong cities All the great 
vords of business—service and courtesy and kindliness and truth—have 
their inspiration in religion And prosperity is ot permane!r where 
ther reverence and mutual trust and faith 
He 
Says the Manufacturers Record— 
is a lesson to all America to study May it be heeded ere it is too late. 
Here is a news item which shows how a man who is well 
known in the financial world feels about Sunday observance. I 
al ure it will not hurt the Recorp: 
HANK WOULDN'T POSI 
po, OH Henry Ford doesn't work on Sund neither does he 
Ww al 1e else to do so When on a recent Sabl e was broached 
! imbitious reporter and photographer for a story and picture, 
He replied: “ This is Sunday, my b No one should work on the 
Ss ath unless it’s absolutely necessary. Getting a story or a picture 
of me isn’t.” 
Now, let us see how some noted men of the past felt abont 
Sunday observance: 
SIR WALTER SCOT! 


Give world one-half of Sunday and you will soon find that religion 
SI stronghold on the other half 
DISRAELI 
I S h is the cornerstone of civilization. 
VOLTAIRE 
Y ean only destroy the Christian religion when you first destroy 
t Christian Sabbath. 
DANIEL WEBSTER 
The longer I Hive the more highly do I esteem the proper observance 
of the Christian Sabbath and the more grateful do I feel toward those 
who impress its importance on the community. 
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THERODORE ROOSEVELT 


Experience shows that the day of rest is essential to mankind; that 


it is demanded by civilization as well as by Christianity. 


WILLIAM 3B, GLADSTONE 


rom a moral, social, and physical point of view the observance of 


Sunday is a duty of absolute consequence. 
WILLIAM M’KINLEY 

I am in favor of Sunday legislation and strict observance of the 

Christian Sabbath. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

The Christian Sabbath, as one of the institutions of religion, may 
be protected from desecration by such laws as the legislature, in their 
wisdom, may deem necessary to secure to the community the privilege 
of undisturbed worship, and to the day itself that outward respect 


and observance which may be deemed essential to the peace and good 
and to preserve religion and its ordinances from open 
reviling and contempt, and this not as a duty to God but as a duty to 


and the State, 


order of society, 


society 


I am glad to vouch for the merit of the last five quotations. 
I am sure all will admit none better could be placed in the 
RECORD 


Mr. Chairman, under leave to extend my remarks I wish to | 


insert newspaper item 
chusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] 
marks last February. 
or exceeded his rights as ua Member of Congress by including 
the item which I shall quote presently. 


one which the gentleman from Massa- 


included in an extension of his re 


his objections to my inserting newspaper articles as he would be 
had he not done the same thing heretofore. 

He muy urge that his article was not quite as long as mine. 
But it must be remembered that mine is much better than his. 
Then again my quotations from Daniel Webster, William E 
Gladstone, Theodore Roosevelt, and William McKinley are all 
much shorter than his and surely have more merit in them. I 
realize that the gentleman did not specifically object to these 
last-mentioned quotations ; however, his general objection would 
have prevented my placing these in the Recorp without further 
insistunce on my part. In fact when I first asked for leave to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp I stated that my remarks 


contained some brief quotations from several of the men just | 


mentioned. I named Presidents Roosevelt and 
McKinley. 

After all, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway], 
who is one of the most amiable and beloved men of the House, 
as well as one of the very foremost leaders in the Congress, is 
honest and sincere in his efforts to protect the Recorp and keep 
out unnecessary and objectionable matter. I am quite sure we 
both agree on the rights of Members and as to the courtesies 
that should be extended to each Member by his fellows. 
Neither of us wish to abuse the privilege granted us by Members 
to extend our remarks in the Recorp. 

Let me say just here that while I agree with my friend Mr. 
TREADWAY in many, many matters, I disagree with him very 


specifically 


much on the subject of farm relief, as will be seen by the article | 


which he inserted in the Recorp last February, which I re- 
ferred to earlier in by remarks and which I am, in justice to 
nll concerned, by unanimous consent, again inserting in the 
ReEcorpD, 

On February 15, 1927, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
TILSON]| obtained unanimous consent for all Members of the 
House to have five legislative days in which to extend their re- 
marks on the McNary farm relief bill. (See CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, February 15, 1927, p. 3890.) 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TrREADWAY] on 
February 15, 1927, availed himself of this opportunity to ex- 
tend his remarks in the Recorp, and during the course of his 
remarks stated that a recent edition of the Washington Post 
had carried a letter from former Senator Thomas, of Colo- 
rado, and quoted from that letter in the Washington Post as 
set out in the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp of February 15, 1927, page 
3894, as follows: 


What are rivers and harbors bills, public buildings bills, and all other 
of the pork variety but “ votive’’ tributes to compact minorities organ- 
ized to raid the Treasury? And last but not least, what is the 
pending Haugen-McNary bill, ostensibly for farm relief, but a sur- 
render of the National Legislature to the compact forces of an agra- 
rian minority demanding an initial appropriation of 
$250,000,000 as an alternative to its political displeasure? The de- 
mand failed last year. It now renews its assault with an apparent 
certainty of success, because its forces are augmented by a com- 
pact with the cotton planter and tobacco grower, with whom the 
coveted spoils are to be shared. 


strenuously 


I do not wish to insist that he did wrong | 


| 
| 


} 


} 
| 








| his sentiments and 
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Here is a trinity of power before which many Senators heretofore j 
opposition are obsequiously kowtowing. 
bill were both sincere and genuine. They were based upon irrefutab] 
principles. They are as irrefutable now as they were last spring, 
they are silenced in large degree by the coalition of wheat, cotton, 
tobacco. 

The scheme is as fantastic as Plato’s ideal republic. It defies ec 
nomic law and all human experience. Even if it were capable 
practicable administration and within constitutional warrants of power, 
it would carry the Government far afield from its legitimate functions 
But it is a vote getter and as such easily commands the majority of the 
legislative branch of the Government, which instinctively appeals for 
its conduct to many like precedents of its own establishment. 

Between the candidate who uses his own fortune to secure politica! 
advancement and the legislative majorities devoting the public money 
to the same purpose there is no difference in principle or in morals 
unless it be that the latter is the more reprehensible. 


JANUARY 


o 1 


Their previous objections to th 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, surely this is 
newspaper propaganda of the most vicious form. It is needless 
to say that neither I nor anyone else who are supporting the 
various farm-relief measures approve the language of this 
article. 

I am again inserting the item in the Recorp for the purpose 
of showing just what kind of articles are being taken from 


| the press and inserted in the Rercorp, just how vicious the 


Washington Post and other big-interest papers are in their 
attacks upon all efforts to pass legislation in behalf of the 
farmers of the Nation, and how bitter some of the opponents of 


I do urge though that he can not now be quite as consistent in | farm legislation feel toward those of us seeking to solve this 


great problem. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TrREADWAY] had a 
perfect right to insert the article in the Recorp as expressing 
eonvictions. In fact, I have inserted in 
the Recorp, both by speeches on the floor of Congress and by 
permission to extend my remarks, many times more newspaper 
articles, letters from farmers in my district and elsewhere, and 
remarks of people who are in favor of farm relief than was 
ever inserted in the Recorp against the McNary farm relief 
bill by the gentleman from Massachusetts. I inserted in the 
Recorp, at one time last year, an article in behalf of the farmn- 
ers which covered several columns of the Recorp. I refer to 
the splendid article on farm relief by Mr. J. T. Holleman, of 
Atlanta, Ga. This is one of the very best discussions of the 
farmers’ problems ever put in the Recorp by anyone. The 
space used by this article could not have been better used by 
any other speech or set of remarks in behalf of the farmer. I 
appreciated very much the opportunity of preserving this won- 
derful argument for all the peoples of the present and the 
future who shall read the Recorp. 

Just in this connection let me say that many people in our 
districts do not understand why much is printed in the Recorp 
which is not actually read or delivered on the floor of Con- 
gress. We understand, of course, that this is true because the 
Recorp has come to be not only a record of the proceedings 
but also a daily periodical or newspaper in which is expressed 
the ideas of Members of Congress and the country on various 
matters pending in Congress or of national interest. There 
are not enough hours in the day and not enough days in the 
year for all Members of Congress to express fully their ideas 
on all matters on the floor of the House. Again, it would be 
much more expensive than to simply have them inserted in the 


Recorp. Then, again, many more Members of Congress read 
the Recorp than listen to the speeches on the floor. So it is 


that the busiest Members here do everything possible to put 
over their ideas, either in support of a measure or against it. 
They put data and remarks in the Recorp and make speeches 
whenever opportunity offers, and they believe they can help 
their cause—all in support of their legislative purpose. 

Many of the best and most effective arguments in the higher 
courts of our land are those which are carefully written and 
filed but never orally delivered, and likewise many of the very 
best and most effective arguments here in Congress are those 
carefully prepared and placed in the Recorp but never actually 
delivered on the floor. ’ 

In conclusion, let’ me say that it is far from my purpose to 
say anything that would offend my good friend from Massa- 
chusetts or any other Member of Congress. We ofttimes “ play 
rough " in our arguments and colloguys not because we have il! 
will for our fellow Members but for the purpose of giving 
emphasis to our ideas, 

I feel by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway} 
very much like the good old farmer felt by his son. Some one 
asked him about his boy and he said, “ Well, he is a good boy 
in a great many ways and much better in a whole lot more.” 





1928 


The gentleman from Massach 
Republican, a good Member of ¢ an able 
of his people and their iu an amiable 
gentleman, and an embodiment of the highest 
patriotism. 

Ue is a good man ina 
a whole lot more. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrorp 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I been asked 
chairman of the Committee on the E of President and 
Vice President to present to the Liouse a legislati¥e n 
which will probabl) be brought up the form of a 
from the Rules Committee, under which we will take up t 
resolution which, I hope, may be passed to become the twentieth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United S My 
brief remarks ar‘ to bring to the House 
the object of and I so that it 
may become Members rporated in 
the RpcorpD 

The amendment 

Resolved 
States of 


CONGRESSIONAL 


tts [Mr. TREADWAY] 


is a loya 


ongress 


» 
Re presentative 


and excelent 


terests, 
and most splendid | 


great many ways and much 


10 minutes to the gen 


ive I 
ection 
latte! 
rl 


SOO]! l 
tl} 
i 


in é 


ates 
merely on of the 
read it 


be inc 


attent 
shall 


una 


resolution, 


ir to tl 


rit 


this 
famili 
proposed by this 


resolution is 


by the 
f{merica in Congress as 
concurring ther That the following ar 

to the Constitution of the Unite ; 


and 


Senate and House of Representatives of 
sembled (t thirds of ¢ h 
ail 
ment 
all purposes 


the legislatures of 


intents 
three-four of the several States 
“ARTICLI 

ind Vice 


the terms of Senators and 


the President 
ind 
4th day of J 
nded if 


‘Section 1. The terms of 
the 24th 


Representatives at 


at noon on day of January, 


noon on the 


inuary, yi the y irs lI! 
this 


which such terms would have 


ratified; and the 
‘Sec. 2. The 


article iad not een 
then begin 


once nh every 


of their shall 
mble at least 


be 


fferent 


terms 


successors 


Congress shall 


iss 


day 


In 
January 
even-numbered 
and 

‘ Sec. 3. 


on the 4th 


day 
{th day of January, 
the 4th day of May 
Representatives has not chosen a President, 
the time fixed 


chosen for the 


odd-numbered 
they 
year 
the session shall not « 
If the House of 
whenever the right of choice 
for the his t 
Same term 


chooses a 


each year such meeting shall 


unless shall by law di In each 


the 


on 


appoint a 
ill be 
after 


such meeting shi on 


ontinue 


} 
| 
noon i 


devolves them, before 
Vice President 
the House of 
by li 
chosen b 
at 


upon 
the 
until 


beginning of 
shall act 
President ; 
where the Vice 
fixed for the beginning 
act as President 
of Representatives chooses 
Vice 


“Sec, 4 


rm, then 
President 

and the 
President not been 
of declaring wh 
and such officer shall act 


as Representatives 
provide for the 


fore ie time 


Congress may iw 


case has t! 


his term, officer hen 
accordingly House 
President, or until hooses a 
President | 
If the President elect before fixed for tl 
beginning of his term, then the Vice Pre elect shall 
President; and the Congress may | 
death of both the President elect 
the time fixed for the beginning of 
of any of the 
choose a President whenever the 
the of the death of 
may choose a Vice President 
devolves upon them. 

‘Sec. Sections 1 take effect 20th day 
November of the following the in this article is | 
ratified.” | 


shall t 
until the 
the Senat 
dies the time 
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provide for 
Vik Presid 
rm, for 
House of 
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and the 
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Mr. Chairman, I wished to present the resolution in full, be 
cause many have heard a great deal about the so-called Norris 
amendment having passed the other branch of the Congress in 
four consecutive years. That proposed amendment was re- 
ferred to our committee, but it has been much enlarged upon 
and is now very different from the resolution which was passed 
by the Senate. 

This measure having been reconsidered each year for five 
years the hearings have been widely scattered and it would be 
impossible for the Members of the House to get all of them in 
one volume, but it seems desirable to arouse interest in them 
at this time, as it is to be expected that we shall have to con- 
sider the problem very soon. 

It seems to me that the new Members of the House, who have 
had to wait 18 months before they could join us here in Wash- 
ington, will favor this amendment. Many of them have told me 
that their constituents could not understand why they were not 
“on the job.” Such a change as is here proposed would have 
enabled them to take their places two months after their elec- 
tion. 

You may call this proposition by whatever name you please. 
You may say that it is primarily a resolution providing for the 
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} ? ; ’ . } } 
Wlition of the shi 


} rt sessi ress. It f ru hat it 
will extend that to four months——t lanual t to May 4 
Meeting as we do now in December, we | lv sit for only 
fortnight in that month and then have only January and 
February in which to complete our wo! Zz a ssi of 
but about two and a half months fhe committee has thought 
it wise to provide a time limitation in the se vear of each 
Congress, and we have proposed to plac hat limita s of 
Muy 4 
| we th will provide am time It will al do 
away with the present short session, while at the sam e time we 
making it limited Ssi There are obviously many 
nts to be presented in favor of such a limitation l was 
ut e outset somewhat opposed to this proposed amendment to 
the Constitution because I was loathe to consider additional 
mendments thereto They are too frequently presented Yet 
Iam now most fully in accord with the purposes of this one 
While considering the resolution which came from the Senate 
we of the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress believed that we should at the 
ame time incorporate in it several important changes which 
under the Constitution are apparently wholly lacking in the 
matter of election machinery Suppose that the President elect, 
or the Vice President elect, either or both, should die prior to the 
inning of their term of office. The question would then arise, 
Who would be President? We might possibly have to appeal 
to the Supreme Court for a decision and what would that 
lecision be? In the event that the President elect should die 
and the Vice President elect be alive, the court would pre 
sumably decide that he would be the one who ought to take 
the office of President. But it is possible that some catastrophe 
might occur and both of the men supposed to have been chosen 
die if the official meeting of the electors in January should 
come after such an event they could elect whomsoever they 
pleased, and this amendment would not be necessary. That I 
suppose is correct in theory, yet one might well wonder whom 


they would possibly 
sume that they 


choose in such an event. It fair to as- 
would in all probability fail to make a choice, 


is 


the selection would then be thrown in the House of Representa- 
tives and it would be the old Congress, under the present 
method which would elect the new President. 

Now, suppose that one of the three highest in the order of 
succession during the time in question, a political party might 
be powerless. There are many such situations in the election 
of the President and Vice President of the United States 
that should be carefully considered. Indeed, we have inserted 
in this resolution certain sections which should have the careful 
study of each of you. I sincerely trust that such consideration 
will be given it before it is brought on the floor of the House. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, wiil the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Did I understand that the resolu- 


tion had already been reported from the gentleman’s committee? 


Mr. GIFFORD. It has. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. When does the gentleman hope to 
get it up in the House? 

Mr. GIFFORD. We hope within the next week or two 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Has the gentleman’s committee given any 
consideration to changing the length of the term of the Mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives from two to four years? 


Mr. GIFFORD. The committee has given attention to that 
proposition. We did not wish to encumber this proposed con- 
stitutional amendment with any sort of legislation which might 


cause trouble in having it ratified by the State legislatures. In 
my own State—and I assume that it would be so in many 
others—there are many members of the legislature who would 


like to succeed you and me and might object to an extension 
of our terms. I hardly think that we could obtain the extension. 
For one, I do not care to load up the amendment with any- 
thing of that sort, although, as I have said, the committee did 
give it consideration. 

One of the important features of this legislation is, of course, 
that it will shorten the term of some President by two months 
and will also shorten the terms of some Congressmen and 
Senators by the same period. The year on which your terms 
would normally have ended on March 4, will, under this amend- 
ment, end on January 4. This will have to take effect some- 
time, but it would not affect the terms of Congressmen in office 
previous to its ratification. 

Since, under the Constitution, one has been elected to hold 
office for a term of four years, the question naturally arose 








D284 CONGRESSIONAL 


as to whether his term could be shortened, but the best author- 
ities seem to agree that when the people have ratified an 
mmendment, all previous conflicting sections of the Constitution 
are superseded and the new amendment is effective. However, 
if there are any of you who are “ constitutionally minded” and 
who can find any basis for a contrary contention I hope that 
you will be ready to present it. 


Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 
Mr. GIFFORD. Yes 


The CHAIRMAN. 
chusetts has expired 

Mr, CLAGUL. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman three 
minutes more 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I preface my question with 
the statement that I am disposed in a friendly way to the prin- 
ciple of this resolution; but I notice that the resolution fixes 
detinite dates. The Constitution as it stands fixes no definite 
date. It says the first Monday in December, for instance, that 
Congress shall convene. You fix a definite day—the 15th or 
the 24th, or something like that. Evidently some of these days 
will fall on Sunday. What about that? Can it be adjusted so 
as to make it the first Monday, and so that those days will noi 
fall on the Sabbath? Was that been given thought by your 
committee? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I will say that there has been considerable 
thought given to it. I do not know that it presents any par- 
ticular difficulty. We decided upon January 4, as there is now 
the definite date of March 4, being the end of the President’s 
term and the expiration of Congress. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is not in the Constitu- 
tion itself. It so happens. 

Mr, GIFFORD. Yes; it so happens. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think 
it would be better to say “the first Monday” rather than a 
specific date? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I can not recall at this particular moment 
what real objection there was to that, but certainly there was 
not any great difference of opinion. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Now, you provide for a four- 
months’ session. You provide that one session every other 
year shall end not later than May. I confess that my first 
reaction to that was rather one of doubt, to say the least, if it 
were wise to do that. The reasons given in your report are 
largely questions of expediency, questions of convenience to 
the sitting Member. I think there ought to be stronger reasons 
for a constitutional amendment than a question of the mere 
convenience of Members. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I am not responsible for the expediency 
mentioned in the report. It is not my report, but I think there 
are other strong and compelling reasons which will be advanced 
when the bill comes up, if that portion of the bill meets with 


The time of the gentleman from Massa- 


any contention. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. One of the purposes of the 
amendment is to abolish the short session of Congress. This 


really fixes the short session only one month longer than the 
present short session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GrBpson]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Vermont is recog- 
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I was very greatly impressed 
by the speech of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Comps] on 
ur policy in Central America. I congratulate him, and I con- 
gratulate the State of Missouri on sending such an able young 
man here. But, Mr. Chairman, is the picture drawn by the 
gentlemen in their several speeches here a true one? Is this 
Nation headed toward imperialism? Are we embarking on a 
new policy so far as these nations are concerned? We must 
look to the past for the answer. 

Administration after administration, Democratic and Repub- 
lican, have each had a Mexican or a Central American problem 
with which to deal. Through all of them runs straight and 
clear one American policy, that of forbearance and benevolent 
protection. That policy has been called one of “ watchful wait- 


ing,” and has been given other names, but whatever called it is 
one and the same through many years of trouble and dis- 
agreements, 


Let us see if we have followed a course of imperialism in the 
past. The death a short time ago of Carlotta, widow of the 
misguided Maximilian, recalls that period of Mexico's history 
during and at the close of our struggle between the States. The 
Emperor of France, Napoleon III, sought to establish an em- 
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pire in Mexico. He helped to place upon the throne a brother 
of the Emperor of Austria, and supported him with an: army 
under the command of one of his trusted and able marshals, 
Owing to the struggle that was engaging our attention we 
could not put the Monroe doctrine into execution. But when 
our troubles had cleared we mobilized an army on the border 
under the command of Gen. Philip Sheridan and promptly noti- 
fied France that she must withdraw. Napoleon saw the hand- 
writing on the wall, he withdrew his support, and the empire 
of Maximilian crumbled. Mexico was saved from the im- 
perialism of Europe—saved by the United States. 

Have we of this day and generation forgotten the time when 
in dealing with that problem a Democratic President directed 
our Navy to capture Vera Cruz and sent an invading Army 
to protect our rights? This was not a move against a leader of 
a band of brigands, but a move against the sovereignty of 
Mexico. Did we then press our advantage? No; we withdrew. 
What other nation in all the world would have treated an 
offending nation with the same degree of forbearance? 

Have we forgotten the day when a band of Mexicans under 
the command of one of their leaders invaded the United States 
and in the nighttime shot down our citizens at Columbus, N. 
Mex.? President Wilson placed Pershing in command and he 
chased Villa into the mountains of Sonora. Did we then press 
along the road of imperialism? No; again we withdrew. Do 
you know of any nation that would have adopted such a pacifie 
attitude under such provocation? 

Have we forgotten when the same President, owing to the 
conduct of Mexico, was compelled to mobilize our forces along 
the border for our protection? Still again we failed to take 
advantage of an opportunity if inclined toward imperialism. 

Our country has been patient and long-suffering through all 
these troubles that have spanned our generation. We have 
never asserted sovereignty over a foot of Mexican territory by 
reason of this conduct. 

We have been told that our conduct toward Nicaragua is un- 
duly aggressive, that we are there bent on a policy of imperial- 
ism. We are told that we have no right to send the marines 
and that the Monroe doctrine is not concerned with the internal 
affairs of that nation. I challenge that contention with the 
policy stated by a great Democratic Secretary of State, Richard 
Olney, as follows: 
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The United States is practically sovereign on this continent and its 
fiat is law upon the subjects to which it confines its interposition. 


Nine years later this was confirmed and elaborated by Elihu 
Root, then Secretary of State. According to his interpreta- 
tion— 


The Monroe doctrine * * * is an assertion of our right for our 
own interest to interfere with the action of every other nation in those 
other parts of the hemisphere where others are sovereign and to say if 
you do thus and so, even by the consent of the sovereign, we shall regard 
it an unfriendly act because it will affect us injuriously. We arrogate 
to ourselves only the right to protect; what we will not permit the 
great powers of Europe to do * * * we will not permit any 
American Republic to make it necessary for the great powers of Europe 
to do. 


But has our conduct toward the Central American Republics 
been one of aggression? What are the facts? We have pro- 
tected their territorial integrity for a century. During that pe- 
riod England, France, Belgium, and Germany have been reach- 
ing out for territory and have brought under their control wide 
areas of Africa, Asia, and the islands of the seas, but not a foot 
of Central America has come under their sway. During an age 
of conquest we have been the only protector of these republics. 

Not only have we protected them, but we have actually driven 
Spain out of the West Indies, delivered Cuba from 300 years of 
misrule, put Santo Domingo on her feet, restored Belize to 
Guatemala, the Bay Islands to Honduras, and driven England 
from the so-called mosquito coast of Nicaragua. Where in all 
history has a course of action been more altruistic and less 
imperialistic than that of the United States toward these 
republics? 

Are we changing overnight? One would think from the 
speeches delivered here that our Nation embarked on a new 
policy when President Coolidge ordered the marines to Nica- 
ragua. But it has been the settled policy of the Government to 
use the marines to maintain peace and orderly government in 
Central America and that section of the world for more than 30 
years. This is the record: 

1895: Sixty officers, sailors, and marines from U. 8. 8. Atlanta, under 
Lieutenant Commander Taussig, landed at Boca del Toro March 8 to 
protect the United States consulate and Government property. 
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year forces were in complete control of the country 


this country until August 1, 192 


Disturbance amounting to an insurrection occurred in Haiti 


and it was necessary for the marine brigade cupying that countr 
to take the field again. 

1921: The Third Battalion of the Fifth Regiment sailed from Phila 
delphia for special temporary duty in Panama on account of boundar 
trouble that had arisen between Panama and Costa Rica It was not 
necessary for this battaiion to take the field and it left Panama Sep 
tember 3 of the same year, returning to United States 


1924: A 
landed four 
to protect 

1925: 


1926: 


Honduras 
cities on the north coast of that 


serious revolution broke out in and marines wer 
times in several 
American 
Chere 


Detachment 


lives. 
further 
of marin« 


landing forces of marines in 
s landed in Nacaragua 


were 


It will be seen from this record that in 1912 a large expedi- 
tionary force was sent to Nicaragua and occupied all of the 
principal cities. While this force was withdrawn in 1913, a 
guard maintained for 12 yer Nicaragua during that 
period entered into a period of great prosperity. It refunded 


was 


irs. 


its debt to English bondholders at a lower rate of interest, 
settled its French and American debts, recovered full owner- 


ship of its national bank and railroad, made many public im 


provements, and during the World War was one of the fev 
countries of the world to maintain its currency on a par with 
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Aside from all this there are special reasons why we must 
help to maintain a stable government in Nicaragu We have 

quired, at an expenditure of $3,000,000, the right to construct 

canal across that country We have, therefore, certain vested 
rights that we may construct a waterway to facilitate tl low 
of the commerce of the world. “ 

In this situation shall we recall the marines and leave Nica 
ragua, where we have acquired interests that place us under 


obligation to the world, to anarchy and plunder? Shall we 
down the flag and say to all Christendom that this Nation 
believes in and prosperity will do nothing to maintain 
in this weak, but friendly nation that is asking our help? 
Democratic friends denounce this course as imperialistic 
and loudly call for a reversal of our policy Are gentle 
men going back on their party leaders of the past? It was a 
Democrat, Grover Cleveland, who first used the marines to main 
tain peace and assert our rights south of the Rio Grande it 
Democrat, Richard Olney, who as 
gave the broad interpretation of the Monroe doctrine now fully 
accepted as our rule and guide. It was a leading Democrat, 
Senator Raynor, of Maryland, who introduced the resolution in 
the United States Senate in 1909 authorizing the President of 
the United States to take all necessary steps to bring the Presi 
dent of Nicaragua to justice for permitting the murder of two 
of our citizens. It was William Jennings Bryan, three times the 
candidate of the Democratic Party for the highest office within 
the gift of the people, who negotiated the Bryan-Chamorro 
treaty with a provision conferring protectorate rights on the 
United States as to Nicaragua. 

It was Mr. Bryan who negotiated a loan for Nicaragua from 
American bankers, kept marines there during his term of office, 
and acquired for the United States a naval station in the Gulf 
of Fonseca. It was Woodrow Wilson, the apostle of 
determination, who twice directed an invasion of Mexico and 
mobilized our forces for a third. If credit for this policy is to be 
claimed by any political party. it may well be claimed for the 
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Democratic Party. Are our friends scuttling their ship? 
In common with the gentleman, I find myself filled with in 
dignation and sorrow at the killing of the brave men of the 





Marine Corps in Nicaragua. It matter of concern 
to us when a situation becomes so acute that soldiers of America 
must sacrifice their lives. 

But my indignation and sorrow arise from the fact that an 
was made on them by the common enemies of peace, 
prosperity, and the friendly relations between the peoples of 
the American Republics. Here is a weak 
that has the help of this strong 
guaranteed her integrity and 


is always a 


attack 


nation, trusting in-us, 
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enemies who would destroy our friendly relations. Will we de- 
sert the weak nation in the hour of her peril? Our soldiers 
have not died in vain. Through them the spirit of America, the 
spirit of forbearance and benevolent protection, still lives and 
will cement us closer together in a common cause of American 
friendship. 

Why is it that 


2286 


some of our citizens always find the other 
pation in the right and ours in the wrong? Why is it that some 
even paint bandits of other nations as heroes and our brave 
who are trying to help maintain orderly government, as 
trespassers ? 

I believe my country to be in the right jn this Nicaraguan 
question, but right or wrong, I stand by my country. I propose 
to stand by the administration in dealing with problems affecting 
foreign nations and their people, whether that administration 
be Republican or Democratic. 

It has been said that we are waging war in Nicaragua. Wag- 
ing war against what nation? Not against Nicaragua. We are 
not even discriminating against any political party in that coun- 
try. President Diaz requested the presence of the marines for 
the maintenance of peace, and in his request paid a high tribute 
to the disinterested help of America in the Latin countries of 
this hemisphere. Moncada, leader of the Liberal Party and its 
candidate for President, said a few days ago in an unauthorized 
interview : 

rhe presence of the marines in Nicaragua is for the guaranteeing of 
peace and liberty and for the defense of the citizens against an attempt 
on the life and property of persons. * * * The Liberal Party 
knows that since our independence from 1821 the Nicaraguans do not 
understand republican practices, and for them to attain this practice 
we need the impartiality of the American Government. 


ol 


In another statement he put the thought in his mind in the 
following language: 

A republican education at the hands of the United States is better 
than a monarchial education at the hands of some European nation. 


We are simply trying to establish an orderly government in a 
disorganized friendly nation and at the request of every recog- 
nized agency therein. 

It has been said that no instance can be cited where American 
lives or American property has been put in jeopardy in Nica- 
ragua. In answer to that challenge let us look at the records 
of the State Department. We have not proceeded to send ma- 
rines without due consideration. We have not acted on the 
impulse of the moment. The trouble started as far back as 
August, 1926. 

On August 19, 1926, the Otis Manufacturing Co. telegraphed 
that further revolutionary disturbances in Nicaragua were re- 
ported, that an outbreak at Bluefields would be serious, and 
asked what steps were being taken by this Government to pro- 
tect property. The department replied on August 21 that it was 
following developments closely and would take such appropriate 
action as possible to protect American interests which might 
appear to be in danger. 

On August 20 the Freiberg Mahogany Co. telegraphed that 
interests in Nicaragua seemed to be in danger and said that 
sending a warship to Bluefields would help. This was answered 
on August 21 in the same words as the telegram from the Otis 
Manufacturing Co. 

The Mengal Co. also telegraphed on August 20 and was an- 
swered in the same way. 

On August 20 Senator RANspELL telephoned to Mr. Stabler 
on behalf of the Otis Manufacturing Co. He said he under- 
stood that all proper steps would be taken by the department to 
protect American lives and interests, and Mr. Stabler assured 
him that such was the ease; the department was watching 
the matter closely. On Angust 30 Senator RANSDELL was in- 
formed by letter that warships had been ordered from Balboa, 
Canal Zone, to Bluefields and Corinto to protect American lives 
and property. 

On August the American consul at Bluefields telegraphed 
that conditions were growing worse; that an attack on FA Bluif 
and Bluefields was expected every moment; and that a warship 
wus urrently needed to protect the lives and property of 
American citizens. 

On August 25 the Freiberg Mahogany Co. telegraphed, asking 
that a warship be sent at once to Bluefields, 

On August 27 the Bragmans Bluff Lumber Co. telegraphed 
that the revolutionists were attacking its property at Brag- 
mans Bluff, one of tne company’s officials being seriously 
wounded, and asked that a warship be sent immediately. The 
company was informed in reply that the U. 8. 8S. Galveston 
had been ordered to the east coast. 

The American consul at Bluefields telegraphed on August 31 
follows: 
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Losses to Americans on the rivers will amount to $2,000,000 
conflict stopped soon. 
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unle 
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If the five mahogany companies can not get pro- 
tection on all the rivers, their losses will be one and one-half millions, 


Contending factions take their boats; recruit their men, rendering them 
helpless; logs float out to The two banana companies are also 
handicapped, their boats being taken and their laborers being recruited 
or frightened away. 


On September 1 the A. W. Tedeastle Co. (makers of boots 
and shoes) wrote, inclosing a copy of a report from their rep- 
sentative at Bluefields, saying something should be done by 
the United States. 

On September 2 the Bragmans Bluff Lumber Co. telegraphed 
that interests would suffer enormously unless warship Roches- 
ter remained indefinitely at Bragmans Bluff. This was an- 
swered the same day to the effect that the Rochester would 
remain on the east coast until further orders. 

On September 3 the Freiberg Mahogany Co. telegraphed, 
asking for protection at Prinzapolka and various other loading 
ports, saying that neutral zones shouid be proclaimed and 
military force used if necessary. This was answered on Sep- 
tember 4: “Two American warships at present on east coast 
of Nicaragua to protect American interests.” 

On September 4 the Mengel Co. telegraphed to ask that 
arrangements in force at Bluefields be extended to other load- 
ing ports. The department replied the same day, asking 
whether the Mengel Co.’s representative had communicated 
with the commanding officer of the nearest United States war 
vessel and informed him as to actual conditions. 

On September 8 the Astoria Importing & Manufacturing Co. 
wrote to ask that loading ports north of Bluefields be declared 
neutral zone in the same mauner as Bluefields itself. 

On September 8 the Chicago Bridge & Iron Works wrote, 
inclosing a copy of a letter of August 29 from its manager at 
Puerto Cabezas describing chaotic and dangerous conditions 


sea. 


there. A reply was sent on September 15 stating that Ameri- 
ean war vessels had been sent to the Atlantic and Pacific 


coasts of Nicaragua to extend protection to American lives and 
property. 

On September 17 the Mengel Co. telegraphed that fighting at 
Bluefields and vicinity had paralyzed everything. 

On September 22 the Astoria Importing & Manufacturing 
Co. wrote that too much emphasis could not be laid on the 
seriousness of the situation on the Atlantic coast of Nicaragua. 
The hope was expressed that the Government of the United 
States would use its utmost influence to effect an immediate 
and lasting truce. ° 

On September 23 the Otis Manufacturing Co. 
protection for loading operations at Fl Bluff. 
this telegram was sent in reply: 

An armistice was signed yesterday afternoon on 
Rochester at Bluefields, to take effect immediately, 
days, subject extension by mutual consent. 
include Bluff and the bay. Escondido River opened to legitimate trade. 
Commerce may be promptly resumed with Biueflelds and entire east 
eoast of Nicaragua. 


wired to ask 
On September 24 


board the 8. 8S 
Armistice for 15 
Neutral zone extended to 


The same telegram was sent to the other companies interested. 

On September 24 the department gave to the press the text 
of the 15 days’ armistice agreement between the contending 
factions at Bluefields. 

On October 11 Mr. Frank G. Otis, president of the Otis Man- 
ufacturing Co., called to discuss the situation. He said he 
hoped the conference to be held at Corinto would result in more 
stable conditions. 

On October 13, 1926, the Astoria Importing & Manufacturing 
Co. wrote that in view of the approaching termination of the 
truce it was desired that protection be arranged for the ship- 
ment of mahogany from the various eastern Nicaraguan ports. 
In a second letter of the same date the strategic position of 
El Bluff in relation to Bluefields Harbor was explained; unless 
El Bluff were neutralized, no shipment could be made from 
Bluefields. Protection was requested for tugs and other float- 
ing equipment to prevent seizure by belligerents; the revolu- 
tionists tend to seizure of any floating equipment. Hope ex- 
pressed that United States will exert all pressure within its 
power to avoid hostilities and effect a compromise; the people 
of Nicaragua, and reasonable men of both parties, are anxious 
to reach a compromise and are tired of warfare. The de 
partment replied that the matter would have careful consid- 
eration. 

On October 25 the Standard Fruit & Steamsiip Co. wrote to 
call attention to the recent trouble in its Bragmans Bluff 
division at Puerto Cabezas. The company stated that its in- 
vestment there amounted to about $8,000,000 and that approxi- 
mately 1,000 Americans were employed by it at Puerto Cabezas 
and along the railroad and tributaries thereto and asked 








what protection might be expected from the United States 
Government 
On November 2 the Freiberg Mahogany Co. wrote asking 
iivice as to probable developments fhe department replied 
i November 9 that the armistice between the contending fac 
tions had expired on October 27, that Bluefields and El Bluff 


remained a neutral zone, that it was impossible predict what 


tl course of events might be. and that the poliey with regard 
») future investments was a question upon which the departmen 
wa mable to give advice 
On November 2 M Salmen, of the Bragmans Bluff Lumber 
( telephoned to Mr. Morgan from New Orleans that the 
ition at Puerto Cabezas was becoming very serious and the 
company wan ed to know what protection could be expected 
On November 10 the American Dyewood Co. wrote to ask for 


sistance in shipping fustic 
December or January 
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wood from Potosi, Nicaragua, in 
rhe department replied on November 11 
to predict what the situation might then be 
could give no advice 
mber 13, 1926, the Astoria 
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Co, requested that Admiral Latimer be instructed to prevent 

rranted exaction of payments to revolutionary authorities 

10 were demanding payments of taxes on shipments of logs 
eady taxed and released by the Government 
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On December 24 a joint telegram asking protection was sent 
to the department by the Otis Manufacturing Co., the Mengel 
Co., and the Astoria Importing & Manufacturing Co 


December 20 the Bragmans Bluff 
ram, quoting from Mr. Flet« 
again requesting that the 
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the property of the company, now cle in jeopardy, be 
full and prompt protection 
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maihogany operations in Nicaragua 
Senator Ernst called at the department and left a 
egram of December 29, 1926, from the Mengel Co 
upport for their requests for protection by 
mahogany operations 

1927, Mr. Douglas H. Allen, in 
irrival at Bluefields, telegraphed that the 
iud rapidly growing worse: that 
phase requiring immediate intervention by 
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On January 2, reporting his 
situation Was critica 
warfare had passed into a new 
United 


the State 


herwise guerrilla warfai vould result for a period of years 
that immediate intervention could still control the situation and 
prevent widespread suffering, loss of life, and destruction of 


property 

On January 1927, Eccleston that the 
I ilutionary authorities were interfering with their business 
through illegal collection of taxes and duties, and 
the department was requested to invoke the istance of the 
uival authorities to extend protection to the company, 
On January 4, 1927, the American Legation telegraphed that 
esident Diaz had forth his inability to guarantee 
nm of American and other foreign lives: that the British and 
iliagi diplomatic representatives found their nationals in Nica 
ragua in imminent peril without outside protection; that post 
ponement of the establishment of a legation guard until a crisis 
developed would prevent the accomplishment of any valuable 
purpose by the guard 

On Javuary 4, 1927, len telegraphed from 
Bluefields that, in his opinion, revolutionary movements would 
much strength if United States would immediately isst 
public statement clearly defining its position 

On January 5, 1927, Representative ASWELL transmitted a let- 
ter. dated December 27, 1926, from the Standard Fruit & Steam- 
hip Co., indorsing the position of that company and requesting 
protection: and the representative indorsed the landing of 
American marines in Nicaragua, 

On December 30, 1926, the LaLuz & Los Angeles Mining Co 
wrote that they had $1,000,000 paid-up capital invested in Nicé 
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ragua: that revolutionary parties had interfered with their 
mining operations and shipment of their products; that armed 


forces had made forced levies of merchandise from their stores ; 
that empicvees had been conscripted ; that outside food supplies 
for their mine had been stocked for two months; that all float- 
ng equipment in vicinity had been commandeered. They 
“juested that all possible assistance be given the established 
Government in Nicaragua They that they have metic 
lously abstained from araguan politics. 
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The statesmen of those countries are men of understanding and 
road i They know that we are rendering to Nicaragua 
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rentlemiun from Washington [Mr. Si 
Mi UMMERS of Washingtor Mr. Chairman, during the 
onsideration of the appropriation item for the Federal Trade 
there was a rather general discussion on both sides 
i which I had a part. Aft that 
Pittsburgh-plus investigation had 
interstate commerce being but 
sted that nevertheless it was an economic investigation, 
I am officially informed that it investigated because it 
in violation of the antitrust law and to that extent I stand cor 
rected [ found a days this illuminating comment ou 
ome of the very practical activities of the Federal Trade Com 
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mission This was in a letter to the Washington Post by the 
chairman that commission, and I want to read it 
ELIMINATING FRAUD IN TRADE 
EDITO oF HE Post 
- i ist read with interest the editorial in this morning’s 
of the Post entitled “False advertising It refers principally 
) l I actices in the fur industry If the allegations that the 
mmission £ I eived are to be belie, 1, this indu y is ie of h 
yorst offenders in the country against fair dealing 
W ha sued ymplaints against several concerns that are b g 
gorously pushed to a final conclusion 
important, however, is the fact that this great industry 
s to \ vhat we call a trade practice conference at the Pennsylvania 
H 1 New York. on February 3, under the direction of the com 
In tl conference the fur industry is going to undertak , 
l s ow house If they fail te do so, the commission will do i 
r m. I 1 certain the great majority of those engaged in the fur 
pusli Ww dopt rules of practice that will be appro I y the com 
I , whi will hie ter pra ily minate fraudulent and m 
‘ g p t a 
Ww ld a conferen in the f iiture industry, and 750 manufac 
turers signed the code The effect of this action is indicated when we 
I ember that it affected the ale of over $560,000,000 worth of furni 
tur t w uto the homes of this country last year Under the 
rules of th ynference, gum is no longer sold wainut, nor birch as 
mahogans I truth told about furniture 
In t rrespondence hool conference 90 ver cent of those in this 
great wsiness signed the code, with the result that schemes that were 
def ng tl gnorant and credulous of about $35,000,000 annually 
V ‘ racticall wiped out 
th ivyon industry the sult was practically 100 per cen and 
t women f this count! ire no longer sold artificial silk as the 
~ T ne ir ! if 
B the results ef the foregoing confers : ind n others, I 
1 that th onference to be held in the fur lustry will pra Lily 
lim i infair practices thercin 
y FEF. ewer 
Chairman Federal Trade Commission. 
VASHINGTO January 24. 








ISS CONGRESSIONAL 


lL think most of us are concerned not so mueh as to whether 
a presecution or investigation is made under one provision of 
ihe wet or the other. It is the practical results to the people 
that we are concerned in, and I bave read this into the Recorp 
us further evidence—and from certainly the very best of author- 
ity, the chairman of the commission—that the Federal Trade 
Commission is a practical instrument in behalf of the people 
of the United States. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, | yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, there are no other Members 
preset who desire to use time and therefore I move that the 
committee do now rise. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire how much | 


time has been used on this side’? 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia has used 
‘2 minutes, and the gentleman from California, 111 minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Tmson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union, reported that the 
comuinittee, haying had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
10286). the War Department appropriation bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon 


‘4 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the communication from 
the Secretary of War with regard to the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers which was referred, the Chair 
thinks in error, to the Committee on Expenditures, will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered printed. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Jurisdiction of this institn- 
tion has not been transferred to the Veterans’ Committee, but 
is still in the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. soth chairmen have agreed that this 
is a proper reference. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES FOR HIS APPROVAL 


Mr. CAMPBELI|, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States for his approval bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 280. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Red River at or near Coushatta, La. ; 

IL. R. 5547. An act granting the consent of Congress te the city 
of St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, or its assigns, to con- 
struet a bridge and apvroraches thereto across the Missouri 
River between the States of Missouri and Kansas; 

H.R. 5582. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Rio Grande, 
at or near the point where South Santa Fe Street, in the city 
of El Paso, crosses the Rio Grande, in the county of El Paso, 
State of Texas; 

H. R. 5642. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
i bridge ecross Red River at Fulton, Ark.; and 

H. R. 7218. An act to legalize a bridge across Hillsborough 
Bay at Twenty-second Street, Tampa, Fla. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a 
joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. R.5725. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ouachita 
River at or near Monroe, La. ; 

H. R. 5726. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the eonstruction of a bridge across the Black 
River at or near Jonesville, La. ; 

Li. R. 5728. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Morehouse Parish, La., or the State Highway 
Commission of Louisiana, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Bayou Bartholomew at or near Point Pleas- 
ant, La.; and 

H. 7. Res. 81. Joint resolution for the amendment of the act 
of March 8, 1927, by authorizing an annual appropriation to 
carry out the cooperative experiments contemplated by the act. 


ADJOURN MENT 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 17 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, February 1, 1928, at 12 o'clock noon, 
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COMMITTEDB HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, February 1, 1928, as 
reported by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 
War Department appropriation bill. 
(2 p. m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
Agriculture Department appropriation bil! 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(10 a. m.) 

To establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly 
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 
agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce 
(H. R. 7940). 

COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To provide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial censuses 

(H. R. 393). 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL 
(10 a. m. and 2 p. m.—caucus room) 

A meeting to discuss proposals to control the flood waters of 
the Mississippi River. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 

To promote the unification of carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce (H. R. 5641). 

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES 
(10 a. m.) 

A meeting with members of Radio Board in an effort to deter- 

mine whether the life of the board should be extended. 
COMMITTEB ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

A meeting to diseuss the naval building program. 

COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS’ LEGISLATION—SUBCOM MITTEE 
ON INSURANCE 
(10 a. m.) 

A meeting with General Hines for a general discussion of the 

insurance laws affecting World War veterans. 
COMMITTEE ON THE CIVLL SERVICE 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To amend the act entitled “An act for the retirement of em- 
ployees in the classified civil service, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 22, 1920, and acts in amendment thereof, ap 
proved July 3, 1926 (H. R. 25, 6034, 7369, 7948. 7953, 8301, 8315, 
9840, 10081). 

Providing for counting and allowing all service rendered as 
civilian employees of the Quartermaster Department fixing 
rights under retirement (H. R. 9967). 

COMMITTEE ON ROADS 
(10 a. m.) ° 


To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented 
(H. R. 358, 383, 5518, 7343, and 8832). 

To amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post 
roads,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, 
and authorizing appropriation of $150,000,000 per annum for 
two years (H. R. 7019). 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(10 a. m.) 


To provide for the creation of the Pan American Peoples 
Great Highway Commission (H. R. 447). 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 
(10 a, m.) 

To create a commission to secure plans and designs for and 
to erect a memorial building for the National Memorial Asso- 
ciation (Inc.), in the city of Washington, as a tribute to the 
negro’s contribution to the achievements of America (H. J. 
Res. 60). 
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By Mr. LAGUARDIA: A bill (HL. R. 10287) to prohibit the 
sending and receipt of stolen property through interstate and 
foreign commerce; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (1. R. 10288) to provide for 
a uniferm retirement date for anthorized retirements of Fed- 
eral personnel; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
hixecutive Departments. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (HH. R, 10289) for the erection of a 
public building at Springdale, Ark.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 10290) to relinquish to its law- 
ful owners the title of the United States to certain land in the 
county of San Bernardino, State of California; to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill CH. R, 10291) to establish a national 
military park at Fort Negley on the battle field of Nashville, 
‘Tenn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10292) to amend the 
World War adjusted compensation act, as amended; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (HH, R. 10293) authorizing the 
purchase of additional land and the purchase and installation of 
u central heating plant for the Sequoyah Orphan Training 
Sehool; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

sy Mr. MANSFIELD: A bill (H. R. 10294) to amend the 
tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 10295) to appropriate the 
sum of $25,000 ovt of the United States Treasury to improve, 
beautify, and cere for the cemetery at Berryville, Ark., where 
are buried many Union soldiers of the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: A bill (H. R. 10296) to regulate the 
manutacture and sale of stamped envelopes; to the Committee 
on the Pos! Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HULL of ‘Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 10297) to provide 
for the further development of agricultural extension work be- 
tween the agricultural colleges in the several States receiving 
the benefits of the act entitled “An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’ approved 
1862, and all acts supplementary thereto, and the United 
States Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. SPEARING: A bill (CH. R. 10298) to extend the times 
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 

cross the Mississippi River at or near New Orleans; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (HL. R. 10299) to incorporate the Re 
serve Officers’ Association of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROY FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10300) to 
amend the retirement laws aifecting certain grades of Army 
officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 10301) to regulate the 
ianufacture and sale of stamped envelopes; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10302) to amend paragraph 12 of section 
202 of the World War veterans’ act, 1924; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 10803) to provide for the 
use of net weights in interstate and foreign commerce trans- 
actions in cotton, to provide for the standardization of bale 
covering for cotton, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10304) authorizing 
the Seeretary of War to erect headstones over the graves of 
soldiers who served in the Confederate Army and to direct him 
o preserve in the records of the War Department the names 
and places of burial of all soldiers for whom such headstones 
shall have been erected, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (CH. R. 103805) to 
ithorize the refund of visa fees in certain cases; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 10806) to declare 


July 2. 
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the future policy of the Director of the Budget with reference 
to the items in the budget of the Post Office Department; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr, UPDIKE: A bill (HB. R. 10307) to provide a pre- 
sumption of death whenever a: person, while serving in the 
Army or naval forces of the United States, has disappeared 


and his whereabouts remain unknown for a period of seven 
years; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 
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By Mr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 10308) to investigate and 
determine the feasibility of the construction of an irrigation 
dam on the Greybull River, Wyo.; to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10809) to investigate and determine the 
feasibility of the construction of an irrigation dam on the Bear 
River, Wyo.; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 10810) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to convey a certain portion of the military reser- 
vation at Fort MacArthur, Calif., to the city of Los Angeles, 
Calif., for street purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of North Dakota, in special session, for the relief 
of the flooded districts along the Mouse River; to the Com- 
mittee on Flood Control. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred'as follows: 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R, 10811) granting a pension 
to Emma W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUSHONG: A bill (H. R. 10812) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary A, Longenhagen; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10313) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate Hardenstin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10314) granting an increase of pension to 
Delia M. Yeager: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10315) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara O. Horning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10316) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Baker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCKBEE: A bill (H. R. 10817) for the relief of 
Bernard J. Coss; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 10318) providing for the 
examination and survey of the entrance to Great Salt Pond, 
Block Island, R. I.: to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10819) granting a pension 
to Terese Blackburn Hall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRIVER: A bill (H. R. 10320) granting an increase 
of pension to Julia L. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ESLICK: A bill (H. R. 10321) for the relief of B. P. 
Stricklin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULBRIGHT: A bill (21. R. 10322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Laura Barnes; to the Committee on Ine. 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 10323) granting an increase 
of pension to Elisha F, Winfrey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDER: A bill (H. R. 10324) for the relief of 
Lieut. Commander Cornelius Dugan (retired) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10825) for the relief of John Holly Wilkie; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 10326) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs, Morris O'Connor; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 10327) for the relief of 
Charles J. Hunt; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 10828) granting an increase 
of pension to Etta A. Burke; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKEY: A bill (H. R. 10329) granting a pension to 
Chester R. Stroud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 10330) 
granting an increase of pension to Elissa Bahlkow; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 10331) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles V. Harris; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10332) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna T. Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAAS: A bill (H. R. 10833) for the relief of John 
A. O'Keefe, administrator of the estate of William M. O'Keefe; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEAVEY: A bill (H. R. 10834) granting an increase 
of pensjon to Martin L. Haynes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 10336) for the relief of 
Nannie Swearingen; to the Commitiee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 10337) granting pen 
sion to Isanc Workman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. REECE: A bill (H. R. 10338) for the relief of 
James Craig; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10339) granting a pension to Sereny 
Catherine Brooks Babb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10340) granting a pension to Fannie 
Drain: to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10541) granting a pension to Lucy A 
Stubbs: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

sy Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 10842) granting an increase 
of pension to Joanna Gooch; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensi 11S, 

By Mr. SEARS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10848) granting a 
pension to Hattie Andrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


sions. 


By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 10344) granting an increase 


of pension to Hattie L. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
Sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R 10345) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary BE. Moore: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10346) granting an increase of pension t 
Nancy Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10347) granting an increase of pension 


to Helen A. Miner; to the C« mmittee Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10348) granting an increase of pension to 


Idun E. Saxbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10549) for the 
relief of the Old Dominion Land Co.; to the Committee on War 


Claims. 


sy Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 10350) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Shatzer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. | 
By Mr. TATGENHORST: A bill (H. R. 10351) granting a | 


pension to Margaret Wertheimer ; to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10352) to correct the military record of 
Edward Delaney; to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill R. 10353) granting an of pension to 


(Hi increase 
John Guethlein; to the Committee on Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10354) granting a pension to Swift Carey ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 10855) granting a pension 
to Temperance Harper: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10356) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Sarah R. MeGinnis; to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: A bili (H. R 10357 ) granting 
a pension to Clara J. Horner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 185) for 
the relief of Katherine Imbrie; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) | 


that the use of submarines be prohibited and their construction 
discontinued in this and every other country; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

sy Mr. HALL of Indiana: Joint resolution (H. J. 187) 
for the appointment of a member of the board of managers of | 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers ; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Res. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid | 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

2812. By Mr. BOHN: Petition by citizens of Antrim County, | 
Mich., opposing House bill 78; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

2813. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of J. A. Kyler and 42 other | 
citizens of Genoa and Kingston, II., protesting against the Lank- 
ford compulsory Sunday observance bill (H. R. 78); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2814. Also, petition of W. D. Rankin and 14 other citizens of 
Kingston, Ill., protesting against the Lankford compulsory Sun 
day observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

2815. Also, petition of Mrs. John Howe and 11 other citizens 
of Kingston, Ill., protesting against the Lankford compulsory | 
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Sunday observance the Committee on the District of 


Columbia 
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2516. By Mr. BURTNESS: Resolution passed by the County 
Commissioners’ Association of the State of North Dakota, at 
its meeting at Bismarck, N. Dak., on January 19, 1928; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

2817. By Mr. CURRY: Petitions of citizens of the third Cali- 

ia district, against House bill 78: to the ¢ ni ee on the 
District of Columbia. 

“S18. By Mr. DENISON: Petition of various citizens of 
Franklin County, UL, urging it immediate steps be taken to 
bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates pro- 
posed by the National Tribune in order that relief may be ac- 

rded to heedy and suffering veterans and the widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

2819. By Mr. DOUGHTON: Petitions from Albemarle, N. C., 
igainst the House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2820. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Resolution of Santa Barbara 
Post No. 49, American Legion, favoring the inclusion of the 


national rifle matches for 1928 in the War Depurtment budget ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
2821. Also, petition of the citizens of Anderson, Calif., urging 
rease of pensions for the veterans of the Civil War and their 


widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2822. Also, petition of A. W. Savercool, Taylorsville, Calif. 
and other citizens of the same vicinity, protesting against the 
Sunday closing bill for the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2823. By Mr. ESLICK: Petition of Roy Story, Dickson 
County, Tenn., and others, against the compulsory Sunday 


observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2824. By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Petition of Mrs. Sam 
Beeman and other residents of Creston, Mont., protesting against 
the passage of House bill 78, the Sunday bill; 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2825: Also, petition of Clarence Crane and other residents of 
Hamilton, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 
78, the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2826. Also, petition of J. De Long and other residents of 
Darby, Mont., protesting against the passage of House bill 78, 
the Lankford Sunday observance bill: to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2827. Also, petition of I. B. Carroll and other residents of 
Dillon, Mont., protesting agaiist the passage of House bill 78, 
the Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

2828. By Mr. FULBRIGHT: Petition of citizens of 
Prairie, Mo., in support of House bill 7329, relative to the 
posed bridge across the Mississippi River at Hickman, 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

2820. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Massachusetts Depart- 
ment of the American Legion, D. H. Haverty, State adjutant, 
Statehouse, Boston, Mass., requesting appropriation for national 
rifle matches to be included in War Department appropriation 
bill; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

2830. By Mr. GARBER: Concurrent resolution of the House 


observance to 


East 
pro- 
Ky. ; 


Representatives and Senate of South Carolina, urging the 
enactment of legislation giving honorable retirement to the 


emergency Army Officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

25351. Also, letter of National Beauty & Barbers Supply 
Dealers’ Association, in support of the Capper-Kelly bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2832. Also, statement of R. F. Duckworth, editor and pub- 
lisher of the Apostolic Way, in opposition to war in which 
human lives are taken; to the Committee on Military Affairs 

2833. Also, resolution of William F. Scannell Chapter, No. 5, 
Disabled. American Veterans, of Liberty, N. Y urging the 
enactment of legislation to give aid to the disabled ex-service 
men; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

2834. Also, resolution of Exchange Club of Belmar. Belmar, 
N. J., in support of House bill 2 and Senate bill 2036 and in 
opposition to the Jones bill; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

2835. Also, letter of the Shoe Polish Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of America, by Thos. A. Anderson, in support of Senate 


| bill 1418 and House bill 11; to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 

2836. Also, letter of Victor S. Purdy, secretary-treasurer of 
the Oklahoma State Federation of Labor, Okiahoma City, Okla., 
in support of House bill 7729, requiring the labeling of convict 
made goods entering interstate commerce; to the Committee on 
Labor. 
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2837. aso, petition of residents of Grant County, Okla., urging 
the enactment of legislation for Civil War veterans and their 
widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

2838. Also, letter of Allie Bickford, of Fairvalley, Okla., in 
support of civil service for the third-class post offices and allow 
rent, light, fuel, and equipment for fourth class; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

2839. Also, letter of Felda Rose Canning and Lucile Canning, 
of Washington, D. C., in support of Welch bill (H. R. 6518), 
Madden bili (H. R. 47), and Lehlbach bill (H. R. 492); to the 
Committee on the Civil Service. 

2840. Also, resolution of patrons of Cleo Springs, Okla., in 
support of legi lation to be enacted for relief of Civil War vet- 
erans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

2841. Also, k of H. E. Hart, manager of the Alva Roller 
Mills, of Alva, Okla., in protest to the paragraph in the revenue 
act for 1928 which would give the commissioner the right to 
taxes for the years of 1917, 1918, 1919 under warrant of 
distraint or court proceedings, even though the statute of limi 
tations has run; to the Committee on Ways ana Meais. 

2842. Also, letter of Mississippi Valley Association, by James 
K. Smith, president, in support of the appropriation asked for in 
the river and harbor section of the Army appropriation bill; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

2843. Also, resolution of the members of Lodge Grant, No. 134, 
of the Bohemian Fraternal Association of Medford, Okla., in 
protest to the enactment of legislation requiring the annual 
registration of all aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

2844. Also letter of George J. Eacock, Oklahoma City, Okla., 
in support of House bills 5608, 8280, 8555, and 8556, with refer- 
ence to the modification and adjustment of schedule of fees 


Ciel 


of United States commissioners; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
2845. Also, letter of John Howe, secretary-treasurer of the 


Oklahoma Trades and Labor Council, in support of Senate bill 


10940 and House bill 7729; to the Committee on Labor, 
2846. Also, letter of B. A. Leatherman, Rosston, Okla., in 


support of civil service for the third-class post office and allow 
rent, light, fuel, and equipment for fourth class; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2847. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of residents of Everett, 
Wash., protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2848. Also, petition of a number of residents of Washington 
State, protesting against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2849. Also, petilion of residents of Auburn, Wash., protesting 
against the Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2850. Also, petition of residents of Snohomish, Wash., pro- 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2851. Also, petition of residents of Bellingham, Wash., »ro- 
testing against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2852. Also, petition of residents of Sequim, Wash., protesting 
against the Lankford Sunday closing bill; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2853. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Mrs. B. Crawford and 
other citizens of St. Joseph County, urging the passage of a bill 
increasing the pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2854. By Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska: Petition signed by 
John Trowbridge and ether citizens of Burt County, Nebr., pro- 
testing against the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) for 
compulsory observance of Sunday, or any other proposed legis- 
lation providing for compulsory observance of the Sabbath in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2855. Also, petition signed by J. C. Abbott, of West Point, 
Nebr., and other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the 
passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) for compulsory observ- 
ance of the Sabbath, or any other proposed legislation providing 


testing 


for the compulsory observance of Sunday in the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
2856. Also, petition signed by Mrs. T. 8S. Teas, of Fremont, 


Nebr., and other citizens of ‘ \at vicinity, protesting against the 
passage of the Lankford bill for compulsory Sunday observance, 
or any other lecisiation proposed for the compulsory observance 
of the Sabbath in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

2857. Also, petition signed by R. F. Whitney, Craig, Nebr., 
and other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the pas- 
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sage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) providing for compulsory 
Sunday observance, and any other proposed legislation for com- 
pulsory observance of the Sabbath in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2858. Also, petition signed by Mrs. Arthur Lindell, West Paint, 
Nebr., and other citizens of West Point, protesting the passage 
of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78), or any other proposed legisla- 
tion providing for the compulsory observance of the Sabbath in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2859. Also, petition signed by Louise Middaugh, of Ames, 
Nebr., and other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the 
passage of the Lankford Sunday observance bill, or any other 
proposed legislation providing for compulsory observance of 
the Sabbath in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2860. Also, petition signed by Charles Eckley, of Tekamuh, 
Nebr., and other citizens of that vicinity protesting against the 
passage of the Lankford bil! for compulsory observance of the 
Sabbath, or any other proposed legislation for compulsory Sun- 
day observance in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

2861. Also, petition signed by A. G. Nelson, of Tekamah, Nebr., 
and other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78), providing for compulsory 
observance of the Sabbath, or any other legislation providing for 
compulsory observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2862. Also, petition signed by G. A. Anderson, Bradish, Nebr., 
and other citizens of Bradish, protesting the passage of Lank- 
ford bill for compulsory observance of the Sabbath, or any other 
proposed legislation providing for compulsory Sunday observ- 
ance in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

2863. Also, petition signed by C. Lovejoy, of Bloomfield, Nebr., 
and 15 other petitioners of that city, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) for compulsory observance 
of the Sabbath, and any other proposed legislation providing for 
compulsory observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

25804. Also, petition signed by Mrs. J. W. Blue, of Tekamah, 
Nebr., and 28 other citizens of that vicinity, protesting against 
the passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) or any other pro- 
posed legislation providing for compulsory Sunday observance 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

2865. By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Petition of 424 
citizens of Redfield, Ashton, and Doland, S. Dak., protesting 
against the passage of the Lankford compulsory Sunday observy- 
ance bill CL R. 78); to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

2866. By Mr. KEARNS: Petitions signed by citizens of Scioto 
County, Ohio, against compulsory Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2867. By Mr. KORELL: Petition of citizens of Portland, 
Oreg., protesting against the passage of any compulsory Sunday 
observance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

2868. By Mr. KNUTSON: Petition submitted by Albert F. 
Houck and others, protesting against compulsory Sunday obsery- 
ance legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

2869. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of R. J. McRae and other 
ofticers of the First National Bank, Graceville, Minn., protesting 
against enactment of Senate bill 1752, proposing to discontinue 
the printing of return requests on Government stamped en- 
velopes; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2870. Also, petition signed jointly by Z. O. Johnson, com- 
mander Colonel Hegg Post, Grand Army of the Republic.; Frank 
EB. Hohnberg, commander United Spanish-American War Vet- 
erans: and Roy Christian, commander Austin Hanscom Post 167, 
American Legion; urging on behalf of their organizations the 
prompt enactment into law of the so-called Morgan bill to in- 
crease pensions of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

2871. Also, petition of “the thousands of members of the 
lodges under the jurisdiction of the Minnesota District Lodge, 
Vasa Order of America,” protesting against the national-origins 
basis for immigration, and urging its repeal at this session of 
Congress and permanent retention of the present basis of immi- 
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2872. Also, petition of Northwest Theatre Owners’ Association, 
unanimously urging enactment into law of the Brookhart anti- 
block-booking bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
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2880. Also, petition of 54 members of Gimle Lodge, N 174 
Sons and Daughters of Norw: ‘ta le Minn., urs 
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2881. Also, petition of Mrs. R rt S. Myers and 102 reside 
of Parkers Prairie, Minn., protesting against enactment of any 
legislation providing for compulscry Sunday observance; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia 
2882. Also, petition of the administrative committee of the 
university senate of the University of Minnesot urging ena 


ment of legislation which will remove hardships now suffered 
by educational institutions in obtaining lecturers and instructors 
from abroad, and indorsing House bill 9284; to the Comunittee 
on Immigration and Naturalization 

2883. Also, petition of Chapter 85, Izank Walton League, Han 
ley Falls, Minn., urging immediate enactment into law of House 
bill 69, proposing to establish a migratory-bird refuge at Bear 
River Marsh, Great Salt Lake, Utah; to the Committee on 
Agriculture 

2884. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Francis M. Bomd, 
Pimlico Road, Mount Washington, Md., indorsing McSweeney 
M« Nary bill to insure proper ust and adequate upply of timber 
and other forest products for people of the United States; to the 
Committee on Agriculture 

2885. Also, petition of A. S. Dulaney and Wallace Williams, 
department commander American Legion, War Memorial Build 
ing, Baltimore, indorsing legislation for relief of dependents of 
officers and men of submarines S—4 and S-5/; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

2886. Also, petition of Dr. Robert P. Pay, of Baltimore, and 
S. M. Shoemaker, of University of Maryland Board of Regents, 
Baltimore, urging salary increases of Federal veterinarians; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

2887. Also, petition of Jackson & Jackson Co., Salisbury, 
Md., indorsing. legislation on parcel-post shipments to Cuba; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

2888. Also, petition of Ernest J. Clark, of the National So- 
ciety of the Sons of the American Revolution, Baltimore, Md., 
presenting resolution adopted at the Thirty-seventh annual 
Congress held in Philadelphia June, 1926, on memorial for Ger 
George Rogers Clark (H. R. 5689); to the Committee on the 
Library. 

2889. By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolutions of Swedish Evan 

ical Trinity Church, of Buffalo, N. Y., in reference to immi 
gration: to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

2890. By Mr. MCREYNOLDS: Petition signed by 60 voters 
of Hamilton County, Tenn., requesting that immediate steps be 
taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the 
rates proposed by the National Tribune; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2891. Also, petition signed by 111 voters of Ravenscroft, White 
County, Tenn., requesting that immediate steps be taken to 
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29000. Also, peti n of 61 izens of Jackso1 I f i 
ed pensions for Civil War veterans and t \ ‘ to 
Committee on Il lid Pensions 
01 By M ROBINSON of Iowa Petition fro Ma \ 
Laver i i abou i2>) vA oL Cuscade lowa, and Dul jtie 
( intv, lowa, urging the passage of a Civil War pension bill; 
to the ¢ mittee on Invalid Pensions 
2902. Also, petition from Mrs. Ellen BE. Peck and about 75 
citizens of Franklin County, lowa, urging the passage of a pen 
sion bill for Civil War widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
03. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petiti of Florence 
B. Lucas and 40 citizens of Medina, N. Y., prote ¢ against the 
passage of the Lankford bill (H. R. 78) compulsory Sunday 
Oo rvance legislation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 


2904. By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 32 citizens of Atlanta, 
Fulton County, Ga., protesting against the passage of legislation 


ig compulsory Sunday observance, and especially House 
S; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2905. By Mr. STOBBS: Petition of residents of Worcester 
County, Mass., asking for increase of Civil War pensions; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 


2006. Also, petition of residents of Worcester County. Mass., 


iY 





protesting against House bill 78; to the Committee on the Dis- 
t of Columbia 

2007. Also, petition of residents of Worcester, Mass., protest- 
ng against House bill 78; to the Committee on the District of 


2908. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of certain citizens 
of Kansas, opposing House bill 78, the compulsory Sunday ob 
servance bill: to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2909. Also, petition of Alice Harris and 52 other citize f 
Minneapolis, Kans., protesting against the passage of House b 
7S, or any other bills providing for compulsory Sunday observ 
ance; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2910. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by 
H V. Bolam and 184 others, of Yakima, Wash., prote 

ainst the enactment of compulsory Su day observance | 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

2911. Also, petition signed by M1 I>) A. Melton and 145 
others, of Yakima, Wash., protesting against the enactment of 


compu ry Sunday observance legislation: to the Committee 
the District of Columbia 
9912. Also, petition signed by I. S. Kelso and 32 others if 


Wapato, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com] 
ory Sunday observance legislation: to the Committee on he 
District of Columbia 

2913..By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of San Diego 
Calif., protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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District of 
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Columbia. 
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t of ‘Olumbia. 
*. TEMPLE: Petition of 
Washington County, Pa., in support of legislation 
rate of pension to Civil War veterans and widows 
is; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
f United National Association of Post 
741: National A 
974: Canonsburg Post, No. 253, 
No. 419, Protected 
gton County, Pa., in 


veteran 
poe titions ‘ 
Branch 
American Legion ; 
Home Circle, all of Canons- 
support of House bill 25 and 


| 


to the Committee | 


o 
ov 
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or 


Senate bill 1727, known as the Dale-Lé 
the Committee on the Civil Service. 

2918. By Mr. TILSON: Petition 
residents of New Haven, Conn., 
of House bill 78, for compulsory 


shibach retiren 


A. 
protesting 


aay 


¢ 
ol 


Ww. 


Sui 


| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


a number of residents of 


sociation of Letter Car- | 


2919. By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: Petition of 


Gary 
against the passage 
observance; t 


GEV 

» 1928 

ent bill; to 
and other 


0 tT 


Mrs. F. P. 


Kibler and other citizens of Denver, Colo., protesting the enact- 


ment of House bill 75, providing for compulsory 
ervance in the District of Columbia; to 
District of Columbia, 
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further restriction of Mexican immigration; to the 
on Immigration and Naturalization, 


the Committee 


Sunday ob 


on 


By Mr. WINTER: Resolution by the board of governors 
| of the Alfalfa Commercial Club, of Worland, Wyo., o 


pposing the 


Committee 
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